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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES-Friday, August 12, 1994 
The House met at 10 a.m. 
The Reverend Harry F. Andrews, 

Unity United Methodist ·church, 
Kannapolis, NC, offered the following 
prayer: 

Almighty and everlasting God, we 
once again summon You to this great 
Hall of debate and legislative creativ­
ity. Challenge us to tolerate each oth­
er's idiosyncrasies, remind us to love 
our neighbor as ourselves, and when all 
else fails, encourage us to agree to dis­
agree. As we consider in what direction 
our constituents would want us to go 
on the issues of crime, health care, and 
world peace, open our hearts and minds 
to the opinions of others. We suspect 
that You are annoyed with some of the 
stuff we have approved since our Na­
tion was born, but we ask this morning 
that You continue to annoy us with 
Your omnipotence, until we get it 
right. Strengthen us, humble us, bless 
us, affirm us, love us. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam­

ined the Journal of the last day's pro­
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

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

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 

North Carolina [Mr. HEFNER] will lead 
us in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. HEFNER led the Pledge of Alle­
giance as follows: 

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

WELCOME TO REV. HARRY F. 
ANDREWS 

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

Mr. HEFNER. Mr. Speaker, it is a 
real pleasure to have Reverend An-

drews and his wife and his lovely 
daughter, Jennifer, who has been a 
page here for some time; and I under­
stand that he left North Carolina last 
night about 11 o'clock to get here in 
time for the prayer today. I tell you, 
that has got to be real dedication. 

We are just more than happy to have 
you here today. With that beautiful 
prayer, I wish you could stay around 
and make things more palatable for us 
today. 

Again, I w·ant to thank you for your 
dedication to come here and share 
these few moments with us. Thank you 
very much. 

A QUESTION OF PROPRIETY 
(Mr. LINDER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, the Con­
.stitution of the United States of Amer­
ica, section 7 states "All Bills for rais­
ing revenue shall originate in the 
House of Representatives." 

So why has the other body been al­
lowed to send us an appropriations bill 
with brand new revenue raisers in it? 

On Wednesday, the House allowed the 
other body to get away with this un­

. constitutional act in the State, Com­
merce, Justice appropriations bill. 

The Senate has tried this before, but 
has never been able to pull it off. The 
House has al ways stood firm in pro­
tecting its constitutional rights and 
duties. 

I understand why the House majority 
has allowed this to happen. Chaffing 
under the tough budget laws of the 
land, the Democrat majority would 
rather sacrifice constitutional preroga­
tives to spend more money and raise 
more taxes. 

I want to put the House on notice 
that if the Democratic majority refuses 
to stand with the traditions and con­
stitutional powers of the House, I will 
stand up to defend them. 

And if the Agriculture appropriations 
bill or other appropriations bills have 
unconstitutional revenues in them, I 
will pursue a question of privilege to 

the House to send these bills back to 
other body. 

THE POLITICS OF GUNS 
(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, there 
is an old axiom in war and in politics: 
Good generals keep their soldiers fight­
ing and fit. But good generals never 
lead their good fighting soldiers into 
unnecessary danger. 

I voted for that rule. I believe our 
party's leadership should be ques­
tioned. I do not want anybody to take 
away my guns, but that was a vote 
about politics, the politics of guns. If 
there are any liberal attempts to take 
away guns, I will oppose any further 
bills, but a Congress that cannot deal 
with. the politics of guns cannot deal 
with the safety of the American people. 

And the Democrat leadership, and I 
am not the most well-liked guy in this 
place, has got to look in the mirror and 
answer some questions to all Demo­
crats all over this country, not just in 
this little closet. 

LET US PRESENT A BIPARTISAN 
CRIME BILL 

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

Mr. GINGRICH. Mr. Speaker, we are 
at a crossroads where there is an op­
portunity, I believe, to set a new tone 
and undertake a new direction for the 
rest of this Congress. 

It is clear that yesterday's vote to re­
turn the crime bill to the conference 
committee, to reject the rule, is an op­
portunity either for the Clinton admin­
istration to try to twist arms and find 
a few more votes without change, or 
take a big step toward bipartisanship, 
go back into the ·conference, write a 
better bill, and with our help, have a 
bipartisan effort to bring that bill to 
the floor. 

0 This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 0 1407 is 2:07 p.m. 

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 

21611 



21612 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE August 12, 1994 
I simply want to rise today to urge 

the Democratic leadership of the Con­
gress and the President to take the bi­
partisan route, to accept the vote yes­
terday of the House, to sit down and let 
us reopen the conference. Let us write 
a better crime bill. Let us bring it to 
the floor together on a bipartisan 
basis, and let us pass it by a big major­
ity. 

Then let us approach health in the 
same kind of open and bipartisan man­
ner. 

AMERICA WANTS THIS CRIME 
BILL 

(Mrs. SCHROEDER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
am a little perplexed by what was 
meant by the statement that I am fol­
lowing. 

If we look at the crime bill, there 
were 68 Republicans that voted for it, 
and yet we did not have but 11 votes for 
the rule yesterday. 

This was nothing but a conference 
committee that was not only biparti­
san in attendance but bicameral, work­
ing out the difference between the Sen­
ate side and the House side, with both 
Republicans and Democrats in there. 
So this was just the final throes. 

I do not know how you reopen the en­
tire crime bill. I think there were some 
very important parts that were fought 
out on this floor. There was the assault 
weapons part which many got very 
upset about, but we won it. It was on 
the floor. It went fair and square. 

And then I heard yesterday all sorts 
of noise about pork and social workers, 
and on and on. The only social workers 
I found in the bill were dealing with 
the Violence Against Women Act which 
all of us thought was so important, and 
it passed almost unanimously in this 
House. It was for the 1-800 number that 
we would have for the first time for 
families in crisis and for shelters for 
battered families. We have three times 
as many, now, for dogs and cats as we 
have battered families. 

Yes, you probably need some social 
workers in those things, but those are 
needed areas, and if we do not solve the 
domestic terrorism in the home, we are 
never going to stop violence on the 
street. Those are all important compo­
nents. 

So I hope we can work this out and 
pass this crime bill. I think America 
wants this crime bill, but I hope we can 
also do it in a much lower, lower tone 
and not have the bipartisan rancoring 
we saw. 

PERMISSION · TO FILE CON- the remarks of the distinguished gen-
FERENCE REPORT ON S. 2182, NA- tleman from Georgia. 
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 1995 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I 

have cleared this unanimous-consent 
request with the Republican side. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con­
sent that the managers may have until 
midnight tonight, August 12, 1994, to 
file a conference report on the Senate 
bill, S. 2182, to authorize appropria­
tions for fiscal year 1995 for military 
activities of the Department of De­
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense programs of the Depart­
ment of Energy, to prescribe personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year for the 
Armed Forces, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis­
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 
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REOPENING THE CONFERENCE ON 
THE CRIME BILL 

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

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to yield to the distinguished gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. GINGRICH]. 

Mr. GINGRICH. I thank the gen­
tleman for yielding. 

I just wanted to respond to the gen­
tlewoman from Colorado that, first, 
you can reopen the conference by re­
opening a conference. The Members go 
back in. The House has, in fact, set the 
stage for that to occur by rejecting the 
rule and refusing to take up the bill. 

Second, the House bill left here with 
$22 billion in total spending, the Senate 
bill left at $26 billion. They got to­
gether at $33 billion. So when people 
say that it is exactly the same bill peo­
ple voted for, let us be honest about it, 
this is not the same bill. 

The sexual predator notification pro­
vision was weakened in conference. 
That is a very vital issue to Members 
who believe that when sexual predators 
are released from prison and released 
into your community, that you have a 
right to know about it. 

Of course, the recent tragic kidnap­
ing, rape, and murder of the 7-year-old 
girl in New Jersey drives that home. 
That was a twice-convicted sexual 
predator. This bill in its current form 
will protect the sexual predator's right 
to privacy rather than protecting that 
young girl's right to safety. 

So where there are substantive policy 
differences, we can go back to con­
ference, we can, in fact, rewrite this 
bill. We would like on our side to work 
in a bipartisan manner to write a good 
crime bill. 

I thank my friend for yielding. 
Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 

gentleman, and I associate myself with 

HEALTH CARE REFORM FOR 
FAMILIES 

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

Mr. DERRICK. Mr. Speaker, the 
health care status quo in America 
exacts a cruel price from American 
families. Today it costs nearly $8,000 a 
year to provide insurance for a family 
of four. If we fail to pass heal th care re­
form this year, the average family will 
be paying $14,000 for health care cov­
erage by the year 2000. 

Families need health care reform to 
remedy this unacceptable situation. 
That is why groups working on behalf 
of America's families are voicing their 
support for the Guaranteed Health In­
surance Act-they recognize that it is 
good for the American family. Groups 
like Families USA, the Children's De­
fense Fund, Family Service America 
Inc., and the Child Welfare League sup­
port the Gephardt reform bill. 

Perpetuating a scenario that doubles 
the costs of health care for families by 
the end of the century is nothing but 
unacceptable. Vote for health care re­
form and stop this drain on the 
strength of American families. 

HEALTH CARE REFORM: WHY THE 
RUSH? 

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

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, as public 
support drops through the floor for the 
Clinton health care plan, due to its call 
for a huge new bureaucracy and job­
killing mandates, the Democrat leader­
ship has decided to appear to present a 
whole new bill to the House, the Gep­
hardt health care plan. 

Mr. Speaker, just as things are never 
as they appear, the legislation to be of­
fered, the Clinton-Gephardt bill is 
nothing new. 

The same huge new bureaucracy and 
job-killing mandates are included in 
this newly disguised package. 

The House Democrat leadership 
thinks that a name change will fool the 
American people; well, it will not. 

Mr. Speaker, why the rush to crowd 
this in in August? It appears to me 
that the Democrat leadership is terri­
fied that we might go back to the peo­
ple we are supposed to represent and 
we might get their opinion and we 
might come back and see the Gephardt­
Clinton plan for what it is. 

INDEPENDENT COUNSEL LAWS: 
THE UPS AND THE DOWNS 

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

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, the Republicans had a di­
lemma. For years they were trying to 
keep the independent counsel law from 
being authorized, but the political 
pressure became too strong. Now we 
know what their strategy is: It is to 
make it look ridiculous by their own 
actions. Look at what has happened 
with regard to the Whitewater issue: 

First, the Republicans insisted that 
Janet Reno 's-well , first , the Repub­
licans killed the independent counsel 
law in 1992. Then they insisted that 
Janet Reno appoint someone, even 
though the law was killed. Then they 
criticized her because she did the ap­
pointment and did not have it done by 
the mechanism that they had killed. 
Then they got a Republican judge to 
appoint as an independent counsel a 
high-ranking official of the Bush and 
Reagan administrations, Mr. Starr, 
who is the most inappropriate inde­
pendent counsel ever appointed, from 
the standpoint of bias. 

Now it turns out that while conserv­
ative Republicans were crusading 
against fellow Republican, Mr. Fiske, 
the judge who was making the appoint­
ment was having lunch with the U.S. 
Senators who were the major critics 
and were urging him to change the ap­
pointment. 

Now, Republican friends have said in 
the Whitewater case maybe the Presi­
dent did not do anything wrong, but 
the appearance standard was violated. 
Nobody has violated the appearance 
standard more than they have done in 
this instance. 

THAT WACKY DEMOCRAT HEALTH 
CARE PLAN 

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

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, this 
from the Richmond Times-Dispatch: 

On a recent day, the House Ways and 
Means Committee endorsed legislation to 
impose global spending caps on every state 
in the nation. If any state exceeded its feder­
ally designated limit on health care spend­
ing, price controls would take effect. 

On the same day, the same committee 
passed proposals to (a) double the tax on self­
insurance premiums, and (b) reduce the in­
come tax deduction for a self-employed per­
son's health insurance premiums. 

Parenthetically, the Times-Dispatch 
adds: 

Such tax hikes on independence could help 
Congress corral the public into collectives, 
which may be the point of the exercise. 

The editorial goes on: 
But obviously, taxing a good or service 

adds to its cost. So with one hand, the Con­
gressmen voted to keep health care costs 
down, and with the other, they voted to in­
crease heal th care costs. 

Good luck trying to figure that out. 

Mr. Speaker, I am having a tough REPUBLICANS HAVE COOPERATED 
time figuring out the logic of the Dem- IN THE PAST AND WANT TO DO 
ocrat health care plan. And, so, I sus- SO AGAIN 
pect, are the American people. (Mr. WELDON asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re­

THE HEALTH CARE PLAN: LET US marks.) 
MEET WITH OUR PEOPLE FIRST Mr. WELDON. Mr. Speaker, I 
(Mr. THOMAS of Wyoming asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. THOMAS of Wyoming. Mr. 
Speaker, this is a representative Gov­
ernment. This House is designed to 
send people here to represent the folks 
at home. It means that it is part of our 
job to spend as much time as possible 
at home talking and listening to the 
folks that we represent. 

Yesterday the President said he did 
not think the Congress should take a 
vacation. Vacation? Give me a break. 

We go home and spend every day of 
that time meeting with people, in my 
case, in Wyoming, talking about how 
they feel about health care, how they 
feel about gun control, how they feel 
about the crime bill. 

Every August this opportunity arises 
for an extended t ime to go home and 
talk to folks . It is important. It is es­
pecially important this year, it seems 
to me. 

The administration has had a full­
court press on trying to do something 
about a health care bill , any health 
care bill as long as it is passed, for po­
li tical cover. 

The leadership of this House has 
brought forth a number of bills , none of 
which has been scored as to their costs 
or as to who will pay for them. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to go home and 
talk to the folks and come back and 
deal with heal th care then. 

PRICE CONTROLS 
(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked 

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

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, the Clinton-Gephardt and 
Clinton-Mitchell plans are all about 
the Government controlling our health 
care. Today, I would like to highlight 
some of the price controls they impose. 

The Clinton-Mitchell bill which costs 
$1 trillion taxes your heal th insurance 
plans whose premiums grow at rates 
faster than the Government prescribes. 
The Clinton-Gephardt plan creates a 
national cost containment commission 
to impose regulation~ to keep costs 
down. Price controls never have 
worked and they will not work now. 

What this really means is Americans 
will be taxed and give up some of the 
services you need. 

This is the Clinton plan for total 
Government control. But, America will 
not be fooled; they know the difference 
between myth and reality. 

watched the temper tantrum of the 
President last night, and I got sick to 
my stomach. You might think he is the 
only one in America who is concerned 
about crime. Those who voted "no" on 
the rule are uncaring and obstruction­
ist and partisan. 

Mr. President, let me tell you, I 
broke ranks with my party over the 
past few years over the Brady bill , fam­
ily and medical leave, striker replace­
ment, campaign finance reform, Cali­
fornia desert protection, grazing, and 
mining issues. And I saved Vice Presi­
dent GORE'S globe program. 

This President 's definition of biparti­
sanship is when you do what he wants 
all the time. 

Mr. President, you are no longer in 
Arkansas. Bipartisanship means work­
ing together. We are ready to work on 
crime, are you? 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MONTGOMERY). The Chair would like to 
remind Members to please address the 
Chair and not the President of t he 
United States. 

MORE THOUGHTS ON THE CRIME 
BILL VOTE 

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

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. Speaker, yester­
day an unholy alliance of the National 
Rifle Association and the Republican 
leadership insulted the American peo­
ple by viciously assaulting the crime 
bill. Mr. Speaker, today the weapon of 
choice is the telephone. The American 
people should not be fooled by this po­
litical mugging. 

Yesterday's vote was not about pork; 
yesterday's vote was about two things: 
Partisan politics and the ban on as­
sault weapons. 

D 1020 

The proof is in the records of this 
House. Sixty-five Republicans voted for 
the crime bill last April when it had 
more prevention than the crime bill 
that reached the floor today. Where 
were those 65 yesterday? What 
changed? Was it the relentless bullying 
by the NRA and opportunism of the Re­
publican leadership? 

I say to the American people, " We 
must strike back, and the weapon of 
choice is the telephone. Call, call , call. 
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Call your Member of Congress and tell 
them you want this crime bill now. Do 
not suffer this insult in silence. Make 
your voice heard. '' 

THE CLINTON HEALTH BILLS ARE 
SOCIALISTIC 

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

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, Dr. 
Martin Feldstein in Tuesday's Wall 
Street Journal made the following 
comments about the President's health 
care bills. Dr. Feldstein is a professor 
of economics at Harvard. He said: 

President Clinton is increasing the pres­
sure on Congress to enact a mass! ve and irre­
versible entitlement program to subsidize 
health insurance and redistribute income. 
The tax cost for this largest-ever welfare ex­
pansion would top $100 billion a year at to­
day's prices. That's equivalent to raising 
personal taxes across the board by nearly 
20%. 

Mr. Speaker, the Clinton health care 
bills are socialistic, and, in comment­
ing on socialism, the great Winston 
Churchill said this: 

Socialism is the philosophy of failure, the 
creed of ignorance and the gospel of envy. Its 
inherent virtue is the equal sharing of mis­
ery. 

Mr. Clinton, I would say to you, " I 
feel your pain.'' 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. (Mr. 
MONTGOMERY). Members have got to 
obey the rules. They cannot direct 
their remarks to the President of the 
United States. Direct them to the 
Chair. 

This is the second time the Chair has 
had to call attention to this matter. 

AMERICA IS WAITING FOR THIS 
HOUSE TO PASS A CRIME BILL 
(Mr. DURBIN asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re­
marks.) 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. Speaker, while the 
National Rifle Association was cele­
brating the defeat of the crime bill last 
night, thousands of policemen cruised 
the mean streets of America hoping 
some drug-crazed gangbanger would 
not make their wives widows. While 
most Republicans were cheering the. de­
feat of the crime bill, families in St. 
Louis, Chicago, New York, and Spring­
field, IL, were praying their children 
would not .be the victims of a drive-by 
shooting. The National Rifle Associa­
tion and the Republicans succeeded in 
gridlocking Congress last night on the 
crime bill, but this House owes it to 
the police and to America to pass a 
crime bill. 

President Clinton was right. Con­
gress should not take a vacation until 
we pass a crime bill. Criminals do not 
take a vacation, and American families 
are still waiting for us to break the Re­
publican gridlock on this critical bill. 

PEACE FOR SALE 
(Mr. CALLAHAN asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. CALLAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I rose 
on this floor twice in recent weeks to 
express my grave concerns about for­
giving Jordan's debt to the United 
States. I believed this form of extor­
tion would set a dangerous and 
unaffordable precedent. 

I never like to say "I told you so, 
" but before the ink has dried on Jor­
dan's forgiveness, we are being set up 
again. Business Week reported this 
week that Syrian President Assad is 
pursuing peace talks with Israel for 
only one reason that has little to do 
with peace. Instead, his only interest is 
reported to be some type of cash pay­
off, perhaps something along the multi­
billion lines of the Camp David ac­
cords. 

There is no question that a Syrian-Is­
raeli peace. agreement is in the United 
States interest. But we must question 
whether it is in our interest to agree to 
be blackmailed whenever our allies 
face problems with their neighbors. 

We have made the decision to reward 
Jordan. Let us not go farther down this 
road. Our Secretary on State should 
just say "no" to this deal. 

JUDGE SENTELLE'S CONFLICT OF 
INTEREST 

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

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, today's 
front page story in the Washington 
Post raises disturbing new questions 
about the decision to remove Judge 
Fiske from the Whitewater case. 

First we learned that Judge Fiske 
was being replaced by a person who, in 
the past few months, has clearly taken 
partisan positions critical of the Presi­
dent. 

Now we learn that the judge who led 
the decision to replace Judge Fiske, 
Judge David Sentelle, at the very time 
he was making the decision, met with 
two of the most partisan critics of 
Judge Fiske, two critics who have 
called for Judge Fiske's resignation 
again and again. 

Mr. Speaker, this appears to be a 
clear, improper, and partisan manipu­
lation of the judicial system. 

Judge Sentelle 's panel is supposed to 
be impartial. 

The counsel he appoints is supposed 
to be independent. 

For Judge Sentelle to meet with par­
tisan members of the other body who 
have a political axe to grind in this 
case should be a subject of investiga­
tion itself. 

Judge Sentelle said Fiske had to go 
because there appeared to be a conflict 
of interest. Well, it looks like Judge 
Sentelle has an ever greater conflict of 
interest of his own. 

Having Judge Sentelle rule on the 
independent counsel is like having 
George Steinbrenner rule on the base­
ball strike. 

DEMOCRATS' UNTOLD BENEFITS 
(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
President Clinton and his allies are 
busy concocting benefits they can 
claim for their plan for a Government­
run health care system. 

But there is one benefit they could 
legitimately claim that millions of 
Americans will receive from the Clin­
ton health care plan: unemployment 
benefits. 

That is right, the employer mandates 
and big Government bureaucracy of the 
Clinton health plan will raise employ­
ers' costs and employees' unemploy­
ment. 

How much will it add to the cost of 
doing business? According to the Herit­
age Foundation, it will cost businesses 
in my home State of Texas an addi­
tional $5.6 billion just by the year 2002 
under the Clinton-Senate plan. 

Under the Clinton-House plan, the 
costs are even higher. By 1999, it will 
raise the cost of doing business in 
Texas by $8 billion-or $1,200 per Texas 
employee. 

Of course maybe the President has 
thought ahead. Perhaps being out of 
business and out of work will give 
these people time to wait in the long 
health care lines the President's plan 
will create. 

WE ALL LOST 
(Mr. OLVER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re­
marks.) 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Speaker, we appar­
ently will not hear baseball scores for a 
while, but here is the score from last 
night . Inside the Beltway gridlock: 
First, people who are afraid to leave 
their homes for fear of crime: Zero. 

Mr. Speaker, last night 's loss was 
more than just a vote on a rule. We all 
lost . 

We lost protection for women and 
children who live with the nightmare 
of domestic violence. We lost a chance 
for kids to find more than a life of sell­
ing drugs on the street. 

But our biggest loss was the 100,000 
cops that would restore security to our 
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communities. That is over 2,000 cops in 
my State of Massachusetts alone. We 
lost the most important tool commu­
nities need to fight crime. 

The American people were rooting 
for this crime bill, Mr. Speaker. We all 
lost. 

D 1030 

TV EXPOSE REVEALS RIPOFF OF 
TAXPAYERS BY FAA .EMPLOYEES 
(Mr. DUNCAN asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, last 
night, "Prime Time Live" carried a re­
port about the FAA that I am sure an­
gered everyone who saw it. 

The report told how FAA employees 
in San Juan have been living in luxury 
hotels and condominiums for months 
at a time at taxpayer expense. 

One family lived in hotel suites cost­
ing $360 per day and stayed at least 3 
months. 

This family, whose last name was 
Feeny, turned in expense accounts for 
meals totaling over $12,000 for just 
their first month in Puerto Rico, and 
the FAA paid them. 

Their average claim for food ran to 
over $300 per day. 

Another employee has claimed, and 
has been paid, approximately $5,000 per 
month for housing in Atlanta for al­
most a year now, even though he re­
mains with the FAA in Puerto Rico. 

An FAA employee who tried to blow 
the whistle on these padded expense ac­
counts has resigned in disgust. 

He says many millions have been 
spent by the FAA allowing their em­
ployees to claim and receive these ex­
orbitant and ridiculous expenses. 

No employee who has done the things 
reported by "Prime Time Live" should 
be allowed to work for the Govern­
ment, in any capacity. 

I call on the FAA to fire these em­
ployees immediately, and stop this tax­
payer ripoff right now. 

However, I know that due to our civil 
service system, nothing will be done 
and abuses like this will continue at 

. the FAA and throughout the Federal 
Government. 

NO INTENT FOUND TO DECEIVE 
CONGRESS ON VIRGINIA FACIL­
ITY FOR THE INTELLIGENCE 
COMMUNITY 

ligence Cammi ttee of the other body 
regarding a building built by the Na­
tional Reconnaissance Office in Vir­
ginia. 

The allegation was made or inferred 
that in some way the intelligence com­
munity deceived Congress by never no­
tifying us of this building. Yesterday 
we had a public hearing of the House 
Intelligence Cammi ttee in the Rayburn 
Building, and the fact of the matter is 
that while we may disagree with some 
of the procedures used by the National 
Reconnaissance Office, there was no in­
tent to deceive Congress, and there was 
no intent to hide the facts or deceive 
the intelligence community or Con­
gress with respect to that particular 
building. 

This was a building that was de­
signed several years ago, frankly, at 
the request of some Members of Con­
gress and the intelligence community 
to consolidate the offices of the Na­
tional Reconnaissance Office, which, up 
until 2 years ago, was actually a classi­
fied body. But the purpose of the con­
solidation was to close or consolidate 
many, many leased offices around the 
country that were costing the tax­
payers a lot of money. 

While we are going to look at the 
procedures used in the building and the 
contracting process and although we 
think the budgeting needs to be im­
proved, I want to assure my colleagues 
that there was no intent to deceive 
Members of Congress in connection 
with that facility. 

CRIME BILL DEFEATED BECAUSE 
BILL AND RULE FOUND WANTING 

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

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
respond to some of the things I have 
heard discussed here this morning in 
regard to yesterday's vote on the rule 
to debate the crime bill. The statement 
has been made that the Republicans 
and the NRA defeated it. That is sim­
ply not true. The majority of the Mem­
bers of this Chamber, of course, are 
Democrats, and 58 Democrats . voted 
against it. 

Personally, I did not hear anything 
from the NRA pro or con on the rule or 
the bill. I think we have to face the 
fact that it was a bad bill, and the rule 
was defeated because the rule pre­
vented us from amending a bad bill and 
the rule prevented us from raising 

(Mr. GLICKMAN asked and was given points of order against some of the 
permission to address the House for 1 pork and some of the bad features of 
minute and to revise and extend his re- the bill. That is why it was defeated. 
marks.) I believe that with a rewritten bill, 

Mr. GLICKMAN. Mr. Speaker, as we will easily have a crime bill passed 
chairman of the Intelligence Commit- in this Chamber, and I think we have 
tee, I have been critical at times of the to stop pointing fingers of blame and 
intelligence community's organization simply say that we all want to do 
and management, but I come to the something about crime but we do not 
floor today to defend them on an alle- . want a bill that is filled with pork and 
gation that was made by the Intel- we do not want a bill that says it pro-

vides 100,000 policemen when in fact it 
only provides 20,000. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the conference 
committee to come back with a better 
bill, a bill that we can all support and 
vote for. 

CONGRESS SHOULD LISTEN TO 
THE PEOPLE'S DESIRES ON 
CRIME AND HEALTH CARE LEG­
ISLATION 
(Mr. GRAMS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re­
marks.) 

Mr. GRAMS. Mr. Speaker, last night 
the commonsense will of the American 
people prevailed as the so-called crime 
bill that was tough on taxpayers and 
soft on criminals was defeated. 

As the crime bill goes back to con­
ference for a much-needed facelift, the 
debate will shift to health care, and 
this Congress should heed some impor­
tant lessons from the crime bill spec­
tacle. 

First, the American people do not 
like having their pockets picked. Just 
as the crime bill was a $9 billion social 
program pork fest, the Clinton-Gep­
hardt health care bill contains 17 new 
taxes that Americans cannot afford, do 
not want, and will not tolerate. 

Second, the American people do not 
like having bad bills rammed through 
Congress. Believe it or not, the 900-
page crime bill we voted on last night 
was given to us yesterday morning. 
And wouldn't you know, the 700-page 
Clinton-Gephardt plan was made avail­
able less than 2 days ago. Health care 
reform is the most significant issue we 
have dealt with in years and the White 
House and Democrat leadership were 
going to try to slip it through, just like 
the crime bill. 

Until last night, that is. 
Maybe now instead of picking the 

pockets of Americans and ramming a 
huge government-run health care plan 
through Congress, we will listen to 
what the people are saying and pause 
and craft and pass targeted health care 
reforms. 

A CALL FOR A COOPERATIVE EF­
FORT TO PASS A TOUGH CRIME 
BILL 
(Mr. LEWIS of California asked and 

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

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak­
er, my colleague from New York, Mr. 
SCHUMER, has been on the airwaves 
saying that yesterday's defeat on the 
crime bill reflects a pincer movement 
between the NRA and the Republican 
leadership of the House. Mr. SCHUMER's 
intrepetation could not be farther from 
the truth. 

It may be that Mr. SCHUMER's New 
York City district is much different 
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than my district in California. It may 
be his people were crying out for the 
millions of dollars in spending in new 
untested social programs. It may be 
that they are not concerned about the 
provisions in that bill which provide 
for the early release of thousands of 
convicted drug traffickers. 

The people in my district in Califor­
nia know that drug traffickers are a 
key and driving force behind the crime 
impacting our communities. My dis­
trict is interested in a crime bill that 
truly deals with the repeat criminals in 
our society. 

So I have come to the floor to agree 
with my colleague, Mr. SCHUMER, about 
two things. First, he is right: If the 
people effectively communicate with 
Members across the country, they will 
be heard, and telephone calls and let­
ters can make a difference. Second, we 
should bring a crime bill back to the 
floor. So, let's do so by one simple ac­
tion: Provide an open rule that will 
allow amendments to the bill that 
would truly reflect people's concerns. I 
am confident that open debate on such 
amendments would lead to a tough 
crime bill that would help guarantee 
safety in the cities and on the streets 
in neighborhoods in America. 

Mr. President, I urge you to call upon 
the bipartisan leadership of this House 
to allow open debate through an open 
rule concerning crime in America. 

POLITICAL TAINT DARKENED ON 
APPOINTMENT OF INDEPENDENT 
COUNSEL TO INVESTIGATE THE 
PRESIDENT 

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

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, on the 
floor this week I criticized the bag­
gage-of-appearance problems surround­
ing the appointment of Kenneth Starr 
to investigate the President. I thought 
then, though, that the furror and delay 
of yet another appointment augured 
for going on with the Starr appoint­
ment and assumed a heavy burden of 
demonstrating impartiality. 

Following new revelations, however, 
it is clear that for his sake and for the 
sake of the court that appointed him, 
Starr should bow out. Partisan letters 
to the court and contacts between a 
particularly partisan Senator and the 
judge, David Sentelle, a protege of 
JESSE HELMS, now give the court an ap­
pearance problem. 

The entire point of our independent­
counsel legislation is to remove the in­
vestigation not only from political 
taint but from the appearance of politi­
cal taint. That taint has now darkened. 
We need a new independent counsel and 
a new court to appoint her. 

NEW JERSEY TRAGEDY POINTS UP 
NEED FOR TOUGH CRIME BILL 

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

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I 
witnessed two things on television last 
night. One was where the parents of a 
little girl in New Jersey named Megan 
spoke. They buried her last week. A 
sexual predator who had been con­
victed twice before lured her into a 
house and sexually abused her and 
killed the little girl. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SCHUMER] voted in committee for the 
sexual language and then in conference 
personally took out that language. 

The second item I witnessed last 
night was Mr. SCHUMER blaming the 
loss of his bill on others. I say to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SCHU­
MER] that Megan's parents asked ad­
ministrators and anyone else to get in 
the face of the people who are weak on 
this issue and weak on crime. We do 
not want to get in the gentleman's 
face, but when you have $9 billion of 
socialized spending and your liberal 
special interest, the ACLU, wants you 
to take out language that would pro­
tect the Megans of the world, that is 
the reason why the crime bill failed 
yesterday. 

CONSTITUENTS' PROTEST 
AGAINST CRIMINAL CODDLING 
BILL MAY BE KEY TO BILL'S 
FAILURE 
(Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland asked 

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

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr. 
Speaker, it is far too simplistic to 
villainize the NRA and blame them for 
the failure of the crime-bill rule last 
evening. When this bill left the House, 
it had far too much pork in it. and it 
had a whole lot more when it returned. 

When it left the House, it was aptly 
described as a "criminal coddling" bill, 
and one constituent called to ask us, 
"Please don't vote for the hug-a-thug 
bill" that was returned to us from con­
ference. 

A real reason that the bill failed was 
the rule itself and the fact that we did 
not have time to read this very large 
bill. But in the final analysis, the cred­
it for killing this rule belongs to the 
American people who, in ever increas­
ing numbers, called our offices to tell 
us, "Please don't vote for this bill." 

D 1040 
DO NOT MISUSE THE 
INDEPENDENT LAW 

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

Mr. PENNY. Mr. Speaker, I voted for 
the independent counsel law. I agree 
that we cannot expect an administra­
tion to investigate itself when there 
are allegations of wrongdoing. How­
ever, the use of the independent coun­
sel process in the instance of Agri­
culture Secretary Mike Espy raises 
questions. As has been demonstrated 
over the years, these independent coun­
sel investigations typfoally cost sev­
eral hundred thousand dollars, some 
much more. 

What was Secretary Espy's alleged 
misdeed? He evidently accepted a cou­
ple hundred dollars worth of travel, 
lodging, and sports events tickets from 
a food processing firm, and later reim­
bursed the firm for these costs. 

Did Secretary Espy use bad judg­
ment? Yes. Does this matter warrant 
an expensive legal investigation? I 
think not. 

EPA SHOULD IMPLEMENT CLEAN 
AIR ACT AMENDMENTS OF 1990 

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

Mr. KIM. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
introduce three very important pieces 
of legislation intended to rectify an un­
fair application of the law. These bills 
will direct the Environmental Protec­
tion Agency to write Federal Imple­
mentation Plans in accordance with 
the 1990 Amendments to the Clean Air 
Act. 

My reasons for introducing these 
measures are twofold. First, to allevi­
ate an extremely unfair situation that 
is facing my State of California. Sec­
ond, for the benefit of every other 
State in this Nation that is working 
hard to meet the goals set forth in the 
Clean Air Act. 

The EPA is currently being forced to 
comply with a court order, which was 
handed down in 1993, 3 years after this 
Congress amended the Clean Air Act, 
which requires them to implement a 
Federal plan in accordance with the 
provisions of the 1977 act. I am deeply 
disturbed by this court decision, which 
neglects to recognize the intent of the 
1990 amendments that place the respon­
sibility of creating such plans squarely 
on the shoulders of the States, in rec­
ognition of the need to be flexible. 

Additionally, the implementation of 
this Federal plan is to occur at the 
same time that California is working 
diligently to meet the requirements of 
the 1990 provisions. This makes the 
court's order all that more confusing. 
Why must the State of California com­
ply with two versions of the same law? 

It is with this question in mind that 
I rise before this House today to make 
it clear to the courts, the EPA and the 
States, that it is the intent of Congress 
to only require a State to comply with 
the latest version of the law. If this in­
justice is not corrected, California, as 
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well as many other States, could face 
economic ruin. 

The California Chamber of Com­
merce, for example, indicated that if 
this Federal plan is implemented it 
would result in the loss of a half-mil­
lion jobs and $50 billion a year in trans­
portation and related costs alone. 
Small businesses would be especially 
hard-hit. I do not believe that any one 
of you, my fellow colleagues, could 
stand by and watch this happen to your 
State. 

Therefore, I call on my colleagues 
today, to join me in putting an end to 
this devastating, or potentially dev­
astating, precedent which will place 
jobs and economic stability at risk. 

FAILURE TO PASS CRIME BILL 
RULE A CRIME 

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

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, what hap­
pened to the crime bill yesterday was a 
crime. It is a crime that the National 
Rifle Association is able to determine 
the votes of the House of Representa­
tives through their PAC's and through 
their political intimidation. But it 
would be a worse crime if the American 
people do not understand why this bill, 
this rule, was defeated yesterday. 

It was not the spin that has been put 
on it by the other side, and even by 
some people on the Democratic side, 
that it was because it contained too 
much pork. That is nonsense. 

The big increase in the conference re­
port over the House bill that many of 
them voted for was for cops on the 
beat; $3.4 billion was included for cops 
on the beat in the House bill; $8.8 bil­
lion was included in the conference 
agreement, a doubling. 

This business about hearing the mid­
night sports leagues, the midnight bas­
ketball that Rush Limbaugh and so 
many people talked about, was actu­
ally cut from the House bill to the con­
ference bill that we voted on yesterday, 
from $50 to $40 million. The big in­
crease, and all the social programs you 
did not hear about, he big increase was 
in grants to combat violence against 
women. That is where the money was. 
But we do not hear about that. 

What happened yesterday was a 
crime. It should never be repeated 
again. It is up to the Members of this 
House to stand up next week and repeal 
that action. 

PORKLESS CRIME BILL WILL GO 
THROUGH LIKE GREASED LIGHT­
NING 
(Mr. DORNAN asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re­
marks.) 

Mr. DORNAN. Mr. Speaker, all this 
talk about the hard-hearted Repub-

lican leadership is so much nonsense. 
Do you know how it pains us to see 
that dyspeptic look on the face of Mr. 
MORAN and the Speaker? To see the 
President in high dudgeon? To see the 
gentlewoman from Colorado coming 
here verklempt? Mr. SCHUMER talked 
about the weapon of choice being the 
phone. Maybe he can call 844-4444, had 
have coffee talk about what a tragedy 
it was for the President that his crime 
bill went down. But under this bill if 
you dial 911 you are likely to get a so­
cial worker instead of a cop. 

I would say that my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle should spend 
as much time focusing on how to get 
tough on criminals as they are trying 
to get tough with conservative reli­
gious people, those that they call the 
"radical religious right." 

There was a meeting yesterday, and I 
think Mr. MORAN was there, where the 
Democratic participants arranged for 
nine Capitol Hill policemen to guard 
the meeting of the Radical Right Task 
Force. Mr. FAZIO, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. FARR of California, Ms. 
MCKINNEY, Mr. SWETT, Mr. · SYNAR, Ms. 
PRYCE of Ohio, and, yes, JIM MORAN, 
were all there meeting to do something 
about "these Christians." 

Let us do something about criminals 
instead. Strip out the pork, bring the 
bill back, and, Mr. Speaker, it will go 
through like greased lightning. 

DEMOCRAT CRIME BILL MAKES 
NATION AS SAFE AS NEW YORK 
CITY 
(Mr. HUNTER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re­
marks.) 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, the 
American people spoke last night. Con­
gressmen do what their constituents 
want when they are 3 months out from 
an election, and that is what happened 
in the House of Representatives last 
night. 

You know, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SCHUMER] offered us a crime 
bill that was intended to make our dis­
tricts, our constituents, our voters, as 
safe as his district in New York City. 
And that was the problem. 

Let me just say that six victims­
right groups contacted us in the Re­
publican Research Committee, the 
presidents of these groups, Justice for 
murder Victims, Victims and Friends 
United, Advocates for Survivors of Vio­
lent Crime, Citizens for Law and Order, 
Organized Victims of Violent Crime, 
and League of Victims and Empathy. 
From across the Nation they contacted 
us, and their presidents came down 
against this crime bill. 

Let me tell you why. They were 
against it because they said it does not 
repeal prison caps, it does not include 
habeas corpus reform, and it does not 
provide for training for judges and 

prosecutors on victims rights. It con­
tains no real truth-in-sentencing provi­
sions. It eliminates provisions requir­
ing mandatory restitution to victims 
of violent crimes. 

The people know what was in this 
bill. They did not want it. They do not 
want their districts to be as safe as Mr. 
SCHUMER's district in New York City. 

REPUBLICANS WANT A CRIME 
BILL 

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

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, President 
Clinton last night tried to blame the 
defeat of the rule on the crime bill on 
the Republicans and the NRA. My col­
leagues, he still does not get the mes­
sage. Republicans and Americans want 
a crime bill. In fact, 58 Democrats, 25 
percent of the majority party who 
voted no, want a crime bill. 

But here is what we and the Amer­
ican people did not want. we have been 
robbed in the streets, we have been 
robbed in our homes, and now we do 
not want to be ripped off by this Con­
gress. We want punishment, not sen­
sitivity training. We want reform of 
the welfare system that spawned this 
mess, not more social programs. We 
wanted our hard-earned dollars to go 
for good education and job creation, 
not dance classes and midnight basket­
ball. We want drug felons behind bars, 
not out on our streets. Finally, Mr. 
Speaker, we want the death penalty, 
not President Clinton's promise to 
abolish it by Executive order. 

RIGHTS AND HEALTH OF SEXUAL 
OFFENSE VICTIMS MUST BE 
PROTECTED IN NEW CRIME BILL 
(Mr. ALLARD asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re­
marks.) 

Mr. ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, in the 
Crime Control Act of 1990, a provision 
said if States were to receive any funds 
from the Byrne grant then the State 
would have to establish a program al­
lowing the victim of sexual assault to 
have the offender tested for the HIV 
virus. 

I support the 1990 law because we 
need to protect the heal th and the 
rights of the victim, especially in the 
case of a sexual offense. When someone 
is raped, the victim has the right to 
know if their attacker carries this 
deadly disease. 

However, even though the Federal 
Government requires a program for 
HIV testing for States, this provision 
was left out of the Federal crime bill. 
But now that we have the opportunity 
to strengthen the bill, I urge my col­
leagues to include this testing provi­
sion. A sex crime is just as heinous 
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whether it is State or Federal and 
should be treated the same. I believe if 
this is a State requirement it should 
also be a Federal requirement. 

Without this provision, Congress is 
telling America that the rights of the 
victim of a sexual crime is less impor­
tant than their sexual predator. We 
should protect the victims of crime and 
include the Senate provision and insist 
that Federal crimes be treated as harsh 
as State crimes. More ·importantly, the 
rights of the victim of a sexual crime 
must be put above the rights of the 
sexual predator. 

0 1050 

THE CRIME BILL VOTE 
(Mr. McCOLL UM asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I have 
heard a number of people out here 
today say to us that somehow the vote 
yesterday was to kill the crime bill. It 
was not. It was a vote on the rule. It 
was vote down on the rule. 

Republicans voted against the rule, 
most of us at least, because we believe 
that there is way too much social wel­
fare spending in this bill. It is a back­
door way that some folks on the other 
side of the aisle have found to try to 
get more great society programs into 
legislation in the law. 

There is a simple way to solve the 
problem that we face now and have a 
truly bipartisan crime bill all of us 
want. There is no reason why we should 
be concerned about doing that. It 
would take a few hours to sit down and 
do it. If some reasonable people on both 
sides of the aisle were called together, 
I am a conferee, was a conferee, would 
like to go back and do it again, take $5 
billion or $6 billion out of this $9 bil­
lion of pork and social welfare spend­
ing that is in this bill and put it over 
into the prison side where it should be. 
Add to the prison money that is there 
so that we get enough money in the 
prison grant programs that we can ac­
tually do what we have been told is 
necessary to have $10.5 billion to $12 
billion in order to provide enough 
money to the States to build the pris­
ons beds necessary to take the repeat, 
second-time violent offenders off the 
streets and throw away the key. 

That is what we need to be doing for 
prevention. That is the true crime pre­
vention. 

WHY THE RULE WAS DEFEATED 
(Mr. WALKER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I agree 
with the gentleman from Florida that 
what needs to happen here is the crime 
bill needs to go back to conference and 

we need to get out a crime bill that the 
majority of the House can support, 
that is a tough bill on crime. 

I was a little concerned to hear the 
President of the United States suggest 
that what happened on the floor yes­
terday was a procedural trick. This was 
not a procedural trick. The only proce­
dural trick was being done by the 
Democrats in bringing it out in a rule 
in the first place. 

The fact is they could have brought 
the whole conference report to the 
floor without ever going to the Com­
mittee on rules. The reason why they 
knew they could not do that is because 
there were things in the conference re­
port that were subject to points of 
order on the House floor that would 
have immediately sent the bill back to 
conference. 

The entire conference report was 
flawed because of the procedural tricks 
that went on within the conference. 
What they were trying to do was cover 
their tails with what went on in the 
Committee on Rules, and they cold not 
get it done on the House floor. 

The President needs to be informed 
that what was happening here was that 
his own party voted unanimously in 
the Committee on Rules to try to cover 
up the procedural tricks that were 
done in the conference. We should have 
less of that. Let us bring bills to the 
floor that are clean so that we can all 
vote on them clean. 

YESTERDAY'S VOTE 
(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, the rea­
son that the rule did not pass is be­
cause almost 60 Democrats voted with 
Republicans, majority of Republicans. 
Now, when we heard the President indi­
cate that the reason the bill did not 
pass was because of the NRA and Re­
publican leadership, that was not quite 
right. 

The problem is that bill had too 
much social spending and not enough 
real crime efforts to decrease the 
amount of criminals on the street. 
Time and time again, Republicans have 
worked with the Democrats to help. 
For example, NAFTA, NAFTA passed 
because of a coalition. There right now 
is in Congress a coalition on a heal th 
care bill; that is, the Bilirakis-Rowland 
bill. We should be beginning as a group 
to get behind that bill and also GATT 
is another agreement that the Repub­
licans are working with Democrats. So 
the Republicans are working with 
Democrats. 

The reason this bill did not pass is 
not because of the NRA. It is not be­
cause of Republican leadership. It is 
because the American people did not 
want what that bill had. 
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August 12, 1994 
FULL BUDGET DISCLOSURE ACT 

OF 1994 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

MONTGOMERY). Pursuant to House Res­
olution 512 and rule XXIII, the Chair 
declares the House in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill, 
H.R. 4907. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved it­
self into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4907) to 
reform the concept of baseline budget­
ing, with Mrs. SCHROEDER in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

rule, the bill is considered read the 
first time. 

The gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. DERRICK] will be recognized for 15 
minutes; the gentleman from Florida 
[Mr. Goss] will be recognized for 15 
minutes; the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. SPRAT!'] will be recog­
nized for 15 minutes; and the gen­
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CLINGER] will be recognized for 15 min­
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. DERRICK]. 

Mr. DERRICK. Madam Chairman, I 
yield myself 5 minutes. 

I am delighted to day to bring to the 
floor H.R. 4906, the Full Budget Disclo­
sure Act of 1994. 

This will improve our budget process 
precisely as its short title suggests: by 
requiring full budget disclosure. The 
official title of H.R. 4907 is "a bill to re­
form the concept of baseline budget­
ing." I can assure the Members the bill 
will do just that. 

Madam Chairman, I suspect most 
Americans finds the Federal budget 
process difficult to comprehend at best. 
Part of the problem is our confusing 
terminology; we just don't use the 
same budgetary terms and concepts 
that ordinary people do. 

One of the concepts associated with 
Federal budgeting most difficult for or­
dinary Americans to understand is the 
notion of a budget baseline. 

Under the law, when the President 
submits his budget to the Congress, 
and the Congress prepares its congres­
sional budget, they start from some­
thing called a "current policy base­
line." That baseline assumes for the 
budget year and subsequent years of 
continuation of the current spending 
level for programs and services, ad­
justed for inflation and certain other 
technical factors. 

There is absolutely nothing wrong 
with the current policy baseline. After 
all, every American appreciates how 
inflation erodes the purchasing power 
of his dollars over time. All Americans 
know the same number of dollars won't 
buy today what they bought 10 years 
ago, or even last year. 
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This is why the law provides for cost­

of-li ving adjustments to Social Secu­
rity benefits. If we did not give cost-of­
living adjustments, Social Security 
benefits would over time lose much of 
their value and recipients would lose 
much of their income as inflation erod­
ed their checks' purchasing power. 

Madam Chairman, inflation erodes 
the purchasing power of Federal tax 
revenues too. Any given number of 
Federal tax dollars doesn't buy the 
same quantity of goods and services 
today that it bought 10 years ago, or 
even last year. As a result, it takes 
more dollars to repair a mile of Federal 
highway, buy fuel for the Navy ships 
and aircraft, and to maintain govern­
ment buildings and other assets. Gov­
ernment must deal with the same infla­
tion that households do, and the cur­
rent policy baseline helps policy­
makers to understand inflation's effect 
on programs. 

But use of the current policy baseline 
has one drawback: it makes more dif­
ficult comparisons of how spending 
changes from year to year in actual 
terms. It is this problem H.R. 4907 is 
designed to solve. 

Under the bill, the President and the 
Congress would have to include an ad­
ditional baseline, a current funding 
baseline, in .their budget documents. 
The current funding baseline would 
start from last year's spending level 
and would not be adjusted for inflation. 

This additional baseline would allow 
people to see and understand how var­
ious budget proposals would change 
spending from year to year in constant 
dollars, without taking inflation into 
account. 

By comparing the two baselines to 
proposed spending, for example, policy­
makers and the public could both un­
derstand that a budget proposal for a 
given program might very well rep­
resent an increase over last year in ac­
tual dollars, but not enough to keep 
pace with inflation-or effectively a 
cut in the program. 

Or people could see how a proposal 
that represented an increase in actual 
dollars exceeded the amount needed to 
keep pace with inflation, and was effec­
tively an expansion of the program in 
question. 

H.R. 4907 will also require the Con­
gressional Budget Office to include in 
its annual report to the budget com­
mittees a comparison to current spend­
ing levels, and an analysis of the 
causes of increased spending in manda­
tory programs from cost-of-living ad­
justments, changes in beneficiaries, 
higher health-care costs, and other fac­
tors. This provision will help us better 
understand the reasons for growth in 
those so-called entitlement programs. 

I am convinced H.R. 4907 will improve 
the budget process, that it will result 
in full budget disclosure, and that it 
will help both policymaker and ordi­
nary Americans to understand the · 

budget process better. My colleague 
from South Carolina [Mr. SPRATT] has 
done excellent work on this legislation. 
I urge all Members to support the 
Spratt bill. 

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal­
ance of my time. 
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Mr. GOSS. Madam Chairman, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Madam Chairman, as I said during 

the debate on the rule, baseline budget­
ing is one of our most confusing, irre­
sponsible, inside-the-beltway creations. 
Under current law, Congress and the 
President are able to increase the dol­
lars spent on a particular account, 
while publicly claiming to have cut the 
budget. The reason for this is that 
when committee's sit down to decide 
funding for next year's programs, in­
stead of starting with the actual dollar 
amount spent the previous year, they 
use a figure that has been automati­
cally inflated. Both discretionary and 
entitlement spending are subject to 
this twisted accounting. As a Member 
of the Bipartisan Commission on Enti­
tlement Reform, I am hopeful that we 
will be able to address the dangerous 
trends in mandatory spending in the 
near future. But as the ranking mem­
ber of the Budget Committee, Mr. KA­
SICH, pointed out to us in rules earlier 
this week, it's far too early to declare 
victory on the discretionary side of the 
budget. Comprising an estimated $400 
billion in taxpayer funds each year, 
any excess growth in the discretionary 
area is a serious concern. 

While I am pleased that we have the 
chance to address the baseline problem 
today, I am concerned that the Spratt 
bill, H.R. 4907, will only add to the cur­
rent confusion. Instead of replacing the 
single, flawed, baseline we currently 
use, the Spratt bill will keep that one 
and add a second baseline consisting of 
the current year's actual spending. 
This two-headed monster has two 
major problems: It is confusing, and it 
will not be effective in controlling fu­
ture spending. 

The confusion will stem from having 
two baselines instead of one. While it is 
difficult to determine when a cut is 
really a cut now, just wait until the 
Washington spin doctors are able to 
have a choice of baselines. 

The second problem is the bill's lack 
of effectiveness. During the markup of 
the Spratt bill in Rules Committee, I 
confirmed with the chairman and the 
bill's sponsor that this bill will not 
change the current law baseline. Let 
me repeat; under this bill, the legal 
baseline will remain unchanged. 

An alternative to the confusion and 
ineffectiveness of H.R. 4907 is the Ka­
sich-Penny-Stenholm substitute. This 
simple and responsible alternative 
calls for a single baseline consisting of 
the current year's actual spending 
level. In addition, it requires that com-

mittee reports include a comparison 
between current year spending and rev­
enue levels with the proposed increase 
or decrease in percentage terms. Fi­
nally, the substitute provides for a 
comprehensive review of entitlement 
spending trends on a yearly basis from 
the Congressional Budget Office. 

Madam Chairman, I agree that it is 
high time that we reform the inflation­
ary budget baseline. The choice before 
us should be clear: Support the com­
mon-cents amendment, and reject the 
convoluted approach of the Spratt bill. 

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal­
ance of my time. 

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

Madam Chairman, the bill before us, 
H.R. 4907, is very basic. It requires two 
baselines to be set up in the format of 
the budget. One is a current funding 
baseline. This represents actual fund­
ing in a given year, the current year, 
for a functional program in the budget. 
CBO calls this a freeze. 

We had an agreement on the floor 
yesterday that with respect to the cur­
rent funding baseline, as defined in our 
bill, H.R. 4907, and in the substitute, 
there is no difference, no distinction. 
They are the same. This bill provides 
for a current funding baseline, just as 
Penny-Kasich-Stenholm would. 

We also, however, provide for another 
baseline, which is a baseline used all 
the time in this institution, and used 
of necessity. It is called a current pol­
icy baseline, commonly sometimes 
called a current services level of fund­
ing-what it takes to carry forward ex­
isting programs that are embedded in 
permanent law, paying the same level 
of benefits after inflation, serving the 
same beneficiary. population according 
to the terms of eligibility that are on 
the statute books, a current policy 
baseline. 

Madam Chairman, our opposition 
says what they want is one giant score­
card. I would invite everybody who has 
an opportunity to read the "Minority 
Views" on this bill that are printed in 
the committee report, because the 
"Minority Views" recognize that in 
fact there are several different base­
lines used, and they will continue to be 
used because they are practical, they 
are good analytical devices, and they 
are the things that have been used for 
years and will continue to be used for 
these reasons. 

For example, Madam Chairman, the 
minority acknowledges that baselines 
used by the Committee on Appropria­
tions are always actual funding, 
unadjusted, and if you look at the 
Committee on Appropriations reports, 
each of the 13 reports will provide you 
with this year's funding and next 
year's funding, and will tell you what 
has been increased or decreased. That 
is a baseline that we do not provide for, 
because it is already used. We are not 
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enshrining it in this particular bill, but 
it is another baseline. 

The opposition derides us for at­
tempting to set up a second baseline 
and claims that this is double-speak, 
that we are going to confuse the Amer­
ican people. 

In truth, as they well know-as ev­
eryone well knows who has dealt with 
the budget here-the current services 
or current policy baseline exists be­
cause it is a useful device for measur­
ing the adequacy of the current budget. 
For that reason, we have it. For that 
reason, it will continue, regardless of 
the outcome of this legislation. 

In fact, Madam Chairman, one of the 
best defenses of the current policy or 
current services baseline is made in the 
minority report. This particular report 
says that when you are dealing with 
reconciliation, and I am reading from 
the report now: 

Where baselines really make a difference is 
mandatory spending and revenues, since 
these are used when it comes to reconcili­
ation instructions. These instructions tell 
committees to find so much in "savings" or 
revenues by changing existing direct spend­
ing or tax laws. The amount of "savings" or 
revenues are derived by using the baseline of 
projected costs or revenues for the budget 
year and the outyears that would occur with 
no change in current law. 

They go on to give an example of how 
a mandatory program at $100 million 
would increase to $150 million, but in 
reconciliation, instructions would be 
stated to require a $25 million reduc­
tion. They acknowledge that this is 
useful, this is useful. It is necessary, 
because permanent laws would provide 
for these programs to increase, unless 
we take action and do something about 
them. So we have to know. We have to 
have some measure of how they are 
going to increase in order to take ac­
tion and to decrease them. 

Madam Chairman, this is what the 
minority says: 

No one should deny Congress credit for 
taking action to restrain the growth in 
spending for programs, since these are often 
difficult choices to make. 

Not cuts, but restraints in growth: 
On the other hand, it is difficult to con­

vince the public that we are reducing spend­
ing and deficits when they see both continue 
to climb. 

So what they want to get at is public 
perception, but you acknowledge that 
for purposes of operating this place, we 
need a current services baseline. They 
make the case for it right here. 

That is all we are saying. Give the 
public the same baseline that the gen­
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. PENNY], 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KASICH], 
and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
STENHOLM] would require. We are will­
ing to do that, the same definition, but 
at the same time let us use internally 
what they make the case for in their 
own minority views, the current serv­
ices baseline. 
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In fact, the gentleman makes the 

case here. When we do that, the cur­
rent services baseline is going to con­
tinue to exist, as I have argued contin­
ually, because it is such a useful de­
vice; it is a necessary device in making 
reconciliation devices. 

You admit in here the Committee on 
Appropriations is still going to use a 
very simple and basic technique of tak­
ing this year's funding and you will 
also have an adjusted current funding 
baseline. There are going to be three 
baselines, regardless of what this bill 
does. So in formating the budget, let us 
have two useful baselines, the current 
funding baseline and the current policy 
baseline, and lf~t us not try to have 
some artificial construct that would 
overcome what is inevitably going to 
be the operating procedure in this in­
stitution. 

Mr. GOSS. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRATT. I yield to the gen­
tleman from Florida. 

Mr. GOSS. I asked the gentleman to 
yield as a courtesy because he did read 
from the minority report. We agree we 
have to have someplace to start from. 
All we are asking is it be the real start­
ing place with the real numbers and 
there just be one starting place, not 
two. I think that is going to be crystal 
clear to people, that this is what we 
spent and this is what we are going to 
spend this year. That is all we are ask­
ing. 

Mr. MURTHA. Madam Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRATT. I yield to the gen­
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MURTHA. Let me address what 
the gentleman is talking about, be­
cause we have the biggest discre­
tionary budget in defense. One of the 
problems we have when they send a 
budget over to us: Say in the 1980's 
they would exaggerate inflation and we 
would have a different figure right 
away. But if we do not put the infla­
tion figures in, if we do not come up 
with figures that are realistic, it 
makes it impossible for us to make the 
adjustments necessary to come up with 
a realistic bill. 

For instance, the bill has decreased 
by 35 percent in budget authorit~ and 
23 percent in outlays since 1984, about a 
10-year period. This year they did not 
put cost of living in. Last year they did 
not put cost-of-living in for personnel. 
Personnel costs are $70 billion for de­
fense. I said, last year, we were going 
to pay the troops more. Even though 
nobody else is going to get a cost-of­
living increase, the troops are going to 
get more. That did not sound like a lot 
of money. It was $11 billion if we count 
the tail. So if we do not consider infla­
tion in the overall presentation, we 
have got a real problem. In other 
words, the first thing we would have to 
do is exactly what they have done 

when they have sent their presentation 
over to us. That is the problem. 

Mr. SABO. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRATT. I yield to the gen­
tleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. SABO. One of the purposes of 
baseline is to have some understanding 
of historically what is happening with 
programs in the relative level of fund­
ing. If I understand the gentleman ac­
curately, when one looks at defense in 
budget authority from its peak in 1985, 
in inflation adjusted dollars, budget 
authority has gone down 35 percent. As 
I understand it, our friends who want 
to amend this bill would say it had 
only gone down about 10 percent, be­
cause that is what the change in dol­
lars without any inflation adjustments 
would be, which most accurately his­
torically reflects what has changed in 
defense spending over the last 9 or 10 
years. 

Mr. MURTHA. When we are talking 
about the bill, we are sitting in sub­
committee, and it takes the staff 
weeks to get the budget proposals to­
gether that are sent over to us. The 
gentleman from Minnesota is on the 
committee and he knows what I am 
talking about. We try to at first figure 
out what the accurate figures are. I 
know that what the gentleman is try­
ing to do is come up with accurate fig­
ures in the baseline, but if you do not 
have inflation built in, it is impossible 
for us to get the amount of money we 
need out of the budget. We do not have 
any leeway at all is what it amounts 
to. We always evaluate their inflation 
figures. Sometimes we reduce what 
they consider the inflationary costs 
and sometimes we do not. But we be­
lieve that in real dollars when we look 
at it, it has only declined 10 percent, 
but if we include inflation, it has de­
clined by 35 percent. So we can see that 
we are not getting a realistic picture. 
It would. be impossible for us to oper­
ate. The first thing we would have to 
do is put in the inflation figures. I do 
not see how we could operate under the 
premise that the gentleman from Texas 
is recommending. At least I do not see 
how it happens in a bill that we try to 
handle. So I have to agree with the 
Spratt idea. 

Mr. STENHOLM. Madam Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRATT. I yield to the gen­
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. STENHOLM. The argument we 
make, nothing in our amendment pre­
cludes this discussion and these num­
bers and these concerns that the gen­
tleman is expressing. All we are saying 
is we should start from one baseline 
and if we need to have increases for the 
valid reasons the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is talking about, we jus­
tify those reasons, but we compare it 
back to one baseline. There is not a big 
difference between that. There is a big 
difference between the confusing as­
pects, though, if we are suggesting the 
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second baseline is a valid baseline of 
which we have the money to pay for it. 
That is the problem. We . are running 
$200 billion deficits, we have a cap on 
discretionary spending that we have to 
move to. So any increases have to be 
justified. We think it makes mpre 
sense for us to justify them on one 
baseline, and if we have an increase, 
call it what it is so people will under­
stand we are getting an increase for 
the purpose of what we are increasing 
it. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, if I 
could reclaim my time, we would agree 
with that to an extent. We will give the 
public and the Congress that informa­
tion, but we will also retain the essen­
tial common sense of having a current 
services baseline because as the minor­
ity report correctly observes, it is ab­
solutely necessary when we are deter­
mining whether or not what entitle­
ment programs in particular are going 
to cost and to what extent spending 
growth must be restrained in these pro­
grams. Without that baseline, we have 
got no reliable estimate of what 70 per­
cent of the budget direct spending is 
going to be in the outyears. 

Mr. SABO. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRATT. I yield to the gen­
tleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. SABO. If I might direct another 
question to my friend, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania who chairs the Sub­
committee on Defense. When you put 
out a committee report for your bill 
this year, if I remember accurately, it 
shows what was appropriated for last 
year's bill and it shows what is appro­
priated for next year's bill. Is that not 
accurate? 

Mr. MURTHA. And also we usually 
have a 5-year projection in our bill if 
we ever are able to get it from the De­
fense Department. I understand what 
the gentleman is trying to do and I un­
derstand the problem. But if we do not 
build inflation in, the first thing we 
would do is to put the inflationary fig­
ures in the bill. Otherwise I am not 
sure how you operate. 

Mr. SPRATT. I thank the gentleman 
for his statement. 

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal­
ance of my time. 

Mr. CLINGER. Madam Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Madam Chairman, I would rise in re­
luctant opposition to H.R. 4907 and in 
support of the Penny-Kasich-Stenholm 
substitute. Before I do so, I would like 
to express again my concern and dis­
appointment that the Committee on 
Government Operations which has ju­
risdiction over this matter waived our 
jurisdiction and did not consider this 
measure or this issue. I think the dis­
cussion that has just gone on about 
what some would view as an arcane, es­
oteric subject indicates that it is a 
complex area that really should be 

fully considered through the commit­
tee process. I would, therefore, register 
again my dismay that the Democratic 
leadership chose to have the Commit­
tee on Government Operations waive 
its jurisdiction. 

I would like to commend the gen­
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
SPRATT] for his work in crafting the 
budget bills that we have considered 
over the past several weeks, even 
though we did not consider them in 
committee, and to recognize the great 
service he has provided this body in 
bringing these bills to the floor. The 
task he has been given in drafting 
meaningful budget reform legislation, 
which at the same time satisfies the 
desires of spending advocates is not a 
job that I would covet. Frankly it is 
not a job that I am sure I would accept. 
Nevertheless, I believe that the gen­
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
SPRATT] has very honestly tried to re­
solve the conflicting and sometimes 
very confusing signals that he has re­
ceived on baseline budgeting, which 
has become, as I say again, readily ap­
parent this morning. 

Unfortunately confusing signals can 
occasionally lead to confusing legisla­
tion and that I suspect is the essence of 
H.R. 4907. 

H.R. 4907 would establish, as we have 
heard, two separate statutorily equal 
baselines for discretionary spending, 
one which includes inflation adjust­
ments, and one without. 

Because the bill creates both a cur­
rent policy baseline which adjusts for 
inflation and a current funding base­
line which reflects current year's 
spending without an inflation adjust­
ment, future budget and spending de­
bates would likely be even less clear 
under the Spratt bill than is now the 
case. 
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While one group of Members might 
well be discussing an inflation-adjusted 
baseline, a second could readily be re­
ferring to the equally sanctioned 
unadjusted spending baseline, and the 
result, I think would be Members talk­
ing at cross-purposes, ships passing in 
the night, and a public unable to un­
derstand how program spending is ris­
ing or falling. 

The Spratt bill would defeat the very 
purpose of baseline reform, that is, to 
provide a clear, ambiguous picture of 
spending growth. 

While the very same information 
would be available under the Penny­
Kasich-Stenholm approach, their 
amendment would establish one single 
baseline to reflect current spending, 
and any adjustments to the program 
funding would be revealed through a 
single, unadjusted baseline to provide a 
clear comparison of current and future 
spending. In addition, the Kasich ap­
proach would provide comparisons on 
entitlement spending which is not re-

quired, if I understand it, under H.R. 
4907. 

So, Madam Chairman, because the 
Penny-Kasich-Stenholm amendment 
provides the only real opportunity for 
clear, honest, and understandable 
budget debates while at the same time 
assuring access to information on pro­
grams, trends, and inflation needs, I 
would urge the adoption of the amend­
ment. 

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal­
ance of my time. 

Mr. DERRICK. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. STENHOLM]. 

Mr. STENHOLM. Madam Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
this time. 

Madam Chairman, I again want to 
try to make this basic point from our 
perspective: We would like to see one 
baseline, and that when we consider ap­
propriation bills that we are comparing 
what we are being asked to spend in 
the future with what we spent last 
year. All of the relevance of baseline or 
current services or inflation-adjusted 
figures can still be made, just as th~ 
gentleman from Pennsylvania made a 
moment ago very relevant opinions 
that in some cases, if you do not keep 
up with inflation, there are certain 
cuts that are going to have to occur. 
But those should not be conceived from 
the standpoint if inflation goes up 103 
and we grant 102 that we have cut 
somebody 1 percent. It should be that 
we ought to be debating that we are in­
creasing. 

I do not understand when this coun­
try and so many of the people particu­
larly in this body came to the conclu­
sion that cost-of-living adjustments, 
inflation-guaranteed increases, are an 
inherited right of anybody. No business 
can grant increases based on inflation 
unless they are making a profit. 

We are losing $200 billion-plus a year 
right now in the United States of 
America, Inc. How anyone believes 
that they have a right to an inflation­
adjusted figure for any purpose beats 
me. 

But we think that it will, in fact, be 
more relevant, and we will get more 
honest debate and get more honest con­
clusions if we start right here in this 
body saying to everyone, "Here is what 
you got last year, here is what we are 
giving this year." If it is an increase, 
"This is why we are increasing it," and 
if it is a cut, "This Is why we are cut­
ting it." If you want to make the argu­
ment that we have to make inflation­
increased adjustments, make that ar­
gument, but make certain that in fact 
you explain why that increase goes up. 
That is all this argument is about. 

That is why I encourage you to vote 
for the Penny-Kasich-Stenholm amend­
ment. Vote against the Spratt amend­
ment, because that is the only way we 
are truly going to get this explained in 
a way in which the average American 
can understand it. 
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Madam Chairman, there are some who will 

say that the debate on baseline budgeting is 
a meaningless exercise. I disagree. The way 
that we talk about the choices we face in the 
Federal budget has a significant impact on the 
outcome of policy. This debate is about bring­
ing some honesty into the way that we talk 
about budgets. 

The current budget process is enormously 
confusing and strongly biased in favor of defi­
cit spending. Baseline budgeting distorts the 
process by making it appear that programs 
are incurring a spending cut when in fact they 
simply are receiving a smaller increase that 
expected. 

The base bill before us today improves the 
current process by ensuring that Members will 
be able to compare proposed spending levels 
with the previous year's spending levels. The 
base bill has taken many of the provisions of 
the Common Cents Budget Reform Act that I 
introduced along with TIM PENNY and JOHN 
KASICH. Unfortunately, the base bill will create 
additional confusion in the budget process by 
adding a second official baseline. The base 
bill will make it even more difficult for the pub­
lic to understand the budget process around 
here. More importantly, the base bill will con­
tinue the current bias toward higher spending 
created by the current services budgeting. 

The Penny-Kasich-Stenholm amendment 
will eliminate the bias toward higher spending 
that is included in the base bill by replacing 
the current services baseline with a freeze 
baseline. Our amendment would put some 
west Texas tractor seat common sense in the 
budget process by requiring that budget pro­
posals compare their budgets to the amount 
actually spent the prior year rather than 
against estimates of future spending. We 
should recognize increases in spending for 
what they are and not talk about cutting 
spending for what they are and not talk about 
cutting spending when we really are voting to 
increase spending. 

The folks at the Stamford Dairy Queen un­
derstand that if you received $100 last year 
and receive $99 this year, that is a spending 
cut. If you receive $101 this year, that is an in­
crease, even if you thought you were going to 
get $102 this year. The small business men 
and women of this country understand that if 
you are operating in the red, you can't afford 
to give cost-of-living adjustments to everyone. 

The Penny-Kasich-Stenholm amendment 
will improve the decisionmaking process by 
changing tlie way we talk about budget deci­
sions. If you want to put some truth in budget­
ing, vote for the Penny-Kasich-Stenholm sub­
stitute and against the Spratt substitute. 

Mr. GOSS. Madam Chairman, I yield 
4 minutes to the distinguished gen­
tleman from Delaware [Mr. CASTLE]. 

Mr. CASTLE. Madam Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
this time. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
STENHOLM], I think, spoke as elo­
quently to the issues that I would like 
to speak to as anybody possibly could. 

I watched this debate, and I have lis­
tened to it, and certainly everybody 
who has spoken, particularly those who 
have defended the baseline budgeting 
as it exists, are great contributors to 

this Congress and are leaders in this 
Congress, and I respect that. I respect 
all that they have done. I do not mean 
to disagree with this particular bill as 
it is drafted, although I think the 
amendment, which is the Penny-Sten­
holm-Kasich amendment, is a far 
greater improvement to it. 

But the bottom line is I do not think 
the public really comprehends what we 
are doing in the Congress of the United 
States with the budget, and as I sit 
here longer and longer, month by 
month, I begin to realize more and 
more why we have the budget deficit 
we do. Thank God this year we have 
started to at least deal with, if not 
pass, the issues of the line-item veto, 
with the enhanced rescissions which 
later passed, the balanced-budget 
amendment, and now we are dealing 
with baseline budgeting. Maybe later 
today we are dealing with emergency 
spending reforms which I think are 
needed. But the bottom line is, I think, 
one of the great problems we have is 
with baseline budgeting. 

When you have a budget which actu­
ally begins each year with inflation 
built in, with demographic changes 
built in, with program costs built in, 
you have admitted defeat. You are 
never going to be able to balance your 
budget. 

Mr. SABO. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CASTLE. I yield to the gen­
tleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. SABO. Where is this budget that 
starts from this mythical baseline as 
you call it, every year? 

Mr. CASTLE. Where is the budget? 
Mr. SABO. Yes. I am curious. I have 

been budget chair 2 years. I put a 
chairman's mark in front of the com­
mittee for 2 years. I have never started 
with my mark to the committee being 
a baseline. A baseline is a measure­
ment. It is not a budget. 

Mr. CASTLE. Reclaiming my time, 
but it is used constantly by .Members of 
Congress, not you necessarily, but by 
Members of Congress, by the White 
House of both parties, to say they are 
going to have savings on the budget. · 

Mr. SABO. Sure. It is a measure­
ment. 

Mr. CASTLE. It is an increased base­
line. 

Mr. SABO. It is a measurement of 
what is happening, just as last year's is 
a measurement. 

Mr. CASTLE. It is a failure, it is a 
failure. I reclaim my time. It is a fail­
ure to recognize the fact of having a 
dollar amount in the year before, and 
you are actually spending more be­
cause you are starting with a new base­
line which is artificial. 

Mr. SABO. I would ask the gen­
tleman to go to this year's budget reso­
lution and find any number that refers 
to baseline in the budget document. 

Mr. CASTLE. Whether it is referred 
to baseline in the document or not is 

irrelevant, because it is constantly re­
ferred to as baseline by everybody here 
with the understanding that all of this 
is put in. 

Mr. SABO. This is a historic meas­
urement of what we are doing, and that 
is accurate. 

Mr. CASTLE. What I am simply ask­
ing for is the fact we start in all of our 
reporting with the figures from the 
year before, and that if we want to add 
in these figures, we show how they are 
being added. Maybe you do it in your 
budget process, but it does not come 
out that way in the public process. 

Mr. SABO. We show last year's num­
ber, and we show this year's number. 
That is in the budget now, sir. 

Mr. CASTLE. I have enjoyed this dis­
cussion with the chairman, but the 
bottom line is, in Washington, DC, we 
are still presenting the budget where 
the inflation is automatically built in. 

I agree with the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. STENHOLM], why should we 
have an inflation-adjusted· budget pre­
sented to us as if it is a given right. I 
think the time has come we start look­
ing at the flat amount that was spent 
the year before. Should we reduce it or 
increase it for whatever the reasons 
may be? Come to those conclusions and 
budget in that manner. If we do that, I 
believe that you are going to see budg­
ets in this Congress which are going to 
more approximate what they should be 
in terms of the expenditures of the 
United States of America getting clos­
er to a balanced budget and ultimately 
dealing with the deficit problems of the 
United States of America. 

I was just handed a document which 
shows baseline budgeting in the budget 
document which the chairman just 
spoke to, so perhaps he does not under­
stand his own document. 

Mr. DERRICK. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 21/2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Connecticut [Mrs. KENNELLY]. 

Mrs. KENNELLY. Madam Chairman, 
I believe the baseline proposal of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
SPRATT] is clearly the best and fairest 
alternative before us, and I urge all 
Members to support it. 

The argument here is over baselines, 
and, specifically, about what baseline 
gives us the best information for mak­
ing spending decisions. A baseline is 
one of those Washington terms, but 
there is nothing arcane about the con­
cept. A baseline is a method of com­
parison. Our current baseline tells us 
how much we will need to spend to pur­
chase the same amount of goods and 
services as last year. It is a dynamic 
measure-not a static one, because it 
increases or decreases with inflation 
and deflation, with population growth 
or population loss. 

I happen to believe the current base­
line is the most useful one, because if 
the Federal Government is going to 
provide fewer services to my consti tu­
ents, I want to know about it. I do not 
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want to tell my constituents not to 
worry because we are spending the 
same amount as last year-when be­
cause of inflation, we are actually cut­
ting services by 3- or 5-percent. 

The authors of the alternative 
amendment are more interested, I be­
lieve, in knowing how much spending 
increases in nominal dollars. I com­
pletely agree that that is a useful thing 
to know, and if that is what they want 
to talk to their constituents about, I 
will not quarrel. 

But why not do both? Why not look 
at spending from both perspectives, as 
Mr. SPRATT suggests? I do not think 
that understanding both sides of the 
equation will lead to more confusion; I 
believe it will enlighten us as to what 
is really going on in the budget. And I 
believe that would be worthwhile. 

I urge my colleagues to vote against 
the Penny/Stenholm proposal, and for 
the Spratt proposal. 

D 1130 
Mr. CLINGER. Madam Chairman, I 

would like to now yield 3 minutes to a 
valued member of the Committee on 
Government Operations, the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. MICA]. 

Mr. MICA. Madam Chairman and my 
colleagues, as a new Member of this 
body coming recently from the private 
business sector, I have become accus­
tomed to viewing the legislative proc­
ess with a certain amount of healthy 
cynicism. I expect the Congress to do 
little yet claim a lot; to achieve mod­
estly and trumpet loudly; to spend ex­
travagantly and to save occasionally. I 
even expect us to do it with winks and 
nods and vague debates designed to ob­
scure .the reality of our true actions. 

Even with this perspective, I am a 
little surprised by H.R. 4907. This bill, 
which comes to us as part of the lead­
ership's A-to-Z sellout deal has no 
other purpose really other than to con­
fuse future budget and spending de­
bates, in my opinion. 

While billed as an effort to provide 
more-informed budget discussions 
through baseline reform, H.R. 4907 
would in fact simply cloud those de­
bates through the introduction of two 
statutorily equal yet contrary budget 
baselines. H.R. 4907 would create both a 
current policy baseline and a current 
funding baseline, the first, which ad­
justs for inflation, and the second, 
which does not. 

If passed, H.R. 4907 would encourage 
spending debates where groups of Mem­
bers, in discussing the same $300 mil­
lion program cut, could by using dif­
ferent baselines lines be hailing a 
major spending reduction on the one 
hand while decrying a budget-busting 
on the other. 

If confusing to Members, just imag­
ine the reaction of our constituents, 
the public, to this hocus-pocus and the 
resulting erosion in public trust. 

By way of contrast to H.R. 4907, the 
Penny-Kasich-Stenholm substitute 

would create one single budget baseline 
to show this year's spending level pure 
and simple, no inflation adjustments, 
no gadgets, no gimmicks. If spending 
went up, we would call it an increase; 
if spending went down, we would know 
it is a cut. To me that makes sense. 

Because the Penny-Kasich-Stenholm 
substitute provides the House its only 
real true opportunity to vote for real 
baseline budgeting reform in this Con­
gress, I support the amendment's adop­
tion and urge defeat of the Spratt al­
ternatives. 

Finally, Madam Chairman and my 
colleagues, you can fool some of the 
Members some of the time, but we do 
not need a two-baseline budget ap­
proach to fool more of the Members 
and the public all of the time. 

Mr. DERRIQK. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. SABO]. 

Mr. SABO. I thank the gentleman for 
yielding this time to me. 

I would suggest to the last gentleman 
who spoke, he should read an Appro­
priations Committee report one year. 
He would find the numbers there. 

Last year, the President's request, 
committee recommendations, minus 
and plus from last year, from the Presi­
dent's request. 

But I rise in support of the Spratt 
bill. There are three, and probably 
more, ways to accurately measure 
what we are doing as we deal with fis­
cal questions. One is last year's com­
parison to this year, that is accurate. 
We should know that. 

We also need to know what histori­
cally is happening with programs. As it 
relates to discretionary programs, we 
need to know its impact, the impact of 
what we are doing in relationship to in­
flation. The reality is from 1985 infla­
tion-adjusted dollars, defense has been 
cut 35 percent rather than simply 10 
percent from the actual BA authority 
of 1985. That accurately reflects his­
tory and should be part of our docu­
ments. 

Another measurement which we 
often use for larger programs is their 
relationship to gross domestic product. 
We show those regularly as a percent­
age of the gross domestic product. 
Again an accurate reflection of history. 

What Mr. SPRATT's bill does is say 
that we can use all of those judgments 
and that they are accurate. 

I must say to my friends who are pro­
posing an alternative today, they 
would in fact skew any look at discre­
tionary programs from the point of 
view of a program adjusted by inflation 
versus entitlements where inflation is 
built into the program, where inflation 
remains a part of the baseline. 

If anything, the proposal skews our 
discussion more and more away from 
discretionary and more and more to en­
titlement programs. 

Mr. GOSS. Madam Chairman, at this 
time I yield 21/2 minutes to the distin-

guished chief budgeteer on our side, the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KASICH]. 

Mr. KASICH. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding this time to me. 

Madam Chairman, a picture truly is 
worth a thousand words. This chart 
here-and we will bring this back dur­
ing the debate on the amendment-rep­
resents the National Science Founda­
tion's spending. What essentially hap­
pened is that we increased the National 
Science Foundation by $221 million 
over 5 years. Yet the increase of $221 
million over 5 year&--you can see how 
it goes up each year. This is the Na­
tional Science Foundation over 5 years. 
You can see clearly it is growing. 

Any American family would feel good 
if their wages were growing like this. 
But in Washington terms, when you are 
living in Peoria or Columbus or in 
Waseca, Minnesota, you do not get told 
that the National Science Foundation 
is increasing like this. You read in the 
newspaper that the National Science 
Foundation was subject to a $476 mil­
lion cut. 

Now, come on, folks; that is not the 
way we want to budget in this town. 

This increase, under no set of cir­
cumstances, under any set of expla­
nations whatsoever, this cannot be 
called a cut. One place, one place, Dis­
ney World would be the only place that 
this could be labeled a cut or maybe 
some scam game out in Las Vegas. 

This is an increase. 
What we are suggesting in the 

Penny-Kasich-Stenholm amendment is 
that we call this an increase. Is it true 
that from one year to the next year 
that costs go up? Well, of course they 
do. But some costs go down. And in ad­
dition to that, you have to begin to 
prioritize. 

We are not prejudging, we are not 
prejudging whether spending ought to 
go up or whether it ought to go down. 
What we are suggesting is that the 
American people be told that this is a 
spending increase. We are suggesting 
that the American people no longer be 
told that this is a spending cut. 

Now, how can we afford to talk in 
terms that we can all understand in 
this country when we are going to have 
to deal with the immense problem of 
the budget deficit; not the budget defi­
cit itself but the size and the scope of 
the Government and implications of 
the size and the scope of the Govern­
ment beginning to suck resources out 
of the private sector, damaging the 
ability of this country to be prosperous 
in the outyears. 

D 1140 
If I have to talk to anybody in this 

gallery today, and I have to tell them 
we need to reduce spending, I certainly 
want to be talking to them in language 
they understand. This is an increase in 
anybody's definition, not a cut. 

Mr. DERRICK. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. OBEY]. · 
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Mr. OBEY. Madam Chairman, as my 

colleagues know, I get awfully tired of 
cynics in this House, and I also get aw­
fully tired of the things people know 
that ain't so. 

I say to my colleagues, What you 
really have going here is a competition 
between biases. You got one set of 
folks who would like to see the budget 
always biased in favor of additional 
spending, you got another set of folks 
who would like to see it biased against 
spending, and in my view it should not 
be biased at all. That is the difference 
between the Stenholm and Spratt 
amendments. STENHOLM simply says, 
regardless of what happens in real life, 
the measure you start from when we 
take a look at a budget is what last 
year's dollar numbers were period. 
SPRATT says, because we might like to 
know what the impact is on Social Se­
curity recipients, because we might 
like to know what the impact is on our 
national defense and other key endeav­
ors, he simply says to look at both 
ways, one from an unadjusted base, an­
other from an adjusted base. 

Now in light of the misstatements 
that have been made on the floor , 
Madam Chairman, I have here copies of 
6 of the 13 Committee on Appropria­
tions reports. We issue a report for 
every appropriation bill each year. My 
colleagues will not find in a one of 
them, not a one of them, numbers that 
are based on an inflated budget base­
line. We start in all instances with the 
amount appropriated in the previous 
year. Then we list what is being appro­
priated in the coming year, and we 
compare it, either up or down, on the 
basis of a nonadjusted baseline. 

So, do not give me this baloney that 
we spend more money because we start 
with the wrong baseline. We do not. We 
use the unadjusted base line. 

All the gentleman from South Caro­
lina [Mr. SPRATT] is suggesting is that, 
when we are looking at defense, it 
would be kind of nice to know if wheth­
er over 5 years or not the purchasing 
power of our programs have reduced by 
30 percent or not because, if we get in 
a shooting war, it would be kind of nice 
if we had a whole submarine rather 
than two-thirds of a submarine. It 
would be kind of nice to know that we 
had the same effective combat power, 
even after inflation has eaten into it , 
that we had 10 years ago. 

Now that is not used for budgeting 
purposes. I say, you do not build that 
money into the budget, but you have it 
available so people understand what 
the real-world effect is. 

AARP has written us a letter in sup­
port of the Spratt amendment and in 
opposition to the Stenholm-Penny-Ka­
sich amendment because they do not 
want to see the system biased in a way 
which will push the pressure to lower 
Social Security payments, and we 
should not want to bias it in that way. 
I say, If you pass the Spratt-Stenholm 

amendment, you are creating pressure 
to drive down Social Security pay­
ments. I do not think very many people 
want to do that. 

When I bring the foreign aid bill to 
the floor--

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OBEY. I yield to the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. SPRATT. It is the Stenholm­
Penny-Kasich amendment which I hope 
the gentleman is speaking against. He 
said the Spratt--

Mr. OBEY. Madam Chairman, I 
apologize. I meant Stenholm-Kasich. 

Mr. CLING ER. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MCDADE] to engage 
in a colloquy. 

Mr. MCDADE. Madam Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman from Pennsylva­
nia [Mr. CLINGER]. 

I would like to, if I may, get the at­
tention of my able friend, the gen­
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. OBEY], the 
chairman of the Committee on Appro­
priations. 

I wanted to just try to clarify one 
thing, because, for Members, it is quite 
a busy day here, as we all know. 

As I understand what he said was 
that there are many standards by 
which budgeteering occurs, but fun­
damentally, when the Committee on 
Appropriations begins to do a bill and 
take testimony, the baseline that we 
use is last year's level of expenditures. 

Is that what the gentleman's point 
was? 

Mr. OBEY. Madam Chairman, if the 
gentleman would yield, that is the 
baseline which we show in our reports, 
but we have available to us other de­
vices and, the public should have avail­
able those same devices so that they 
understand what the impact is on pro­
gram as well as understanding how it 
relates to specific amount of dollars 
that we appropriated last year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MCDADE] has expired. 

Mr. CLINGER. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 1 additional minute to the gen­
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MCDADE]. 

Mr. MCDADE. Madam Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for having yield­
ed an additional minute to me. I have 
been privileged to be a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations for 30 
years. Let us focus, for example, on the 
defense budget. Let us assume that we 
have last year's level and for the first 
time in this year's budget we are going 
to buy an aircraft carrier if the Con­
gress says yes. We fully fund the air­
craft carrier in the current fiscal year 
budget; do we not? 

Mr. OBEY. That is my understand­
ing. 

Mr. MCDADE. That is my under­
standing as well, and we do it in rela­
tion to last year's level of expendi-

tures, and we fully fund it so everybody 
in the Congress will know the out-year 
costs of that system, whether it be an 
aircraft carrier, or submarine, or what­
ever, and we have been doing that as a 
matter of course, as regular practice, 
in the Committee on Appropriations 
during my 30 years, but is that his un­
derstanding? 

Mr. OBEY. That is exactly right. 
Mr. McDADE. I thank the gentleman 

from Wisconsin. 
Mr. OBEY. And we intend to continue 

to do that,· but we want people to have 
available as an analytical tool both 
baselines. We do not spend from the in­
flation-adjusted baseline, but people 
ought to know what the real-life im­
pact is. 

Mr. CLINGER. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. ZELIFF], a mem­
ber of the Committee on Government 
Operations. 

Mr. KASICH. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ZELIFF. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. KASICH. Madam Chairman, I ap­
preciate the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. ZELIFF] yielding. 

Let me say that I have in my hand 
the budget document, and the simple 
fact of the matter is, if we look at the 
5-year spending bill, it actually in­
creases in the budget document, and 
then the committee changed from the 
baseline, from the inflated growth 
level, shows cuts. 

This is how we budget. 
The simple fact of the matter is we 

take the baseline increases, exactly 
what we are trying to prevent in this 
bill, and we show anything below that 
level as a cut. So, in this country a cut 
is an increase. An increase is a cut in 
these budget documents. 

Mr. ZELIFF. OK. 
I rise in opposition to H.R. 4907 with 

all great due respect to my friend, the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
SPRATT] and in support of the Penny­
Kasich-Stenholm substitute, and I as­
sociate my remarks with the gen­
tleman from Texas [Mr. STENHOLM]. 
The two-baseline system in this legis­
lation will give us continued confusion, 
not reform. We need to have a clear 
bottom line to tell us whether real 
spending cuts have been made or 
whether we have simply slowed the 
growth in spending. The Penny-Kasich­
Stenholm approach gives us this much 
needed businesslike reform. 

The Penny-Kasich-Stenholm amend­
ment provides for a true baseline with 
real numbers, not Mickey Mouse num­
bers that are so confusing no one 
knows what they mean. 

As a small businessman by trade, let 
me illustrate this point. An employee 
goes to his boss and asks for a $1 per 
hour raise. The employer in turn offers 
a rise of 50 cents an hour. Under cur­
rent budget rules, rules that would 
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continue under this legislation, the 
baseline budget would show this this 
raise as a 50 cents an hour cut in spend­
ing for accounting purposes. Under the 
Penny-Kasich-Stenholm amendment, 
the raise would cost 50 cents an hour 
additional over the previous year's 
spending. My friends can be the judge. 
Which process makes the most sense in 
terms of fiscal accountability? 

I am pleased that we are beginning to 
at least talk about reforming the 
flawed budget process, but we should 
not delude ourselves into .thinking that 

. we are doing anything more than tin­
kering at the margins. 

Budget process reform is important, 
but let us not kid ourselves; we would 
not be here today if it were not for the 
leadership's determined effort to derail 
the A to Z spending cut effort. 

And what has the leadership offered 
us in reform? Fundamental reform and 
real cuts in spending, or more tinker­
ing at the margins? 

A bipartisan group of 230 Members 
who cosponsored our bill and 204 Mem­
bers who signed the discharge petition 
are supporting the A to Z plan to bring 
about real cuts in Federal spending and 
the elimination of wasteful Govern­
ment programs. 

0 1150 
This effort is d~sperately needed. We 

are in debt to the tune of $4.7 trillion, 
a level that is expected to rise to $6 
trillion in the next 5 years. We are pay­
ing out $212 billion this year on the in­
terest on the debt. By the year 2002 the 
interest on the debt will be $272 billion. 
A recent report by the bipartisan enti­
tlement report commission indicates 
that by the year 2002 spending for enti­
tlements and interest on the debt will 
consume all expected Federal revenue, 
leaving nothing for other programs. 

So what has the leadership offered us 
to deal with the situation? Expedited 
rescissions authority that does very 
little, a budget-control bill that does 
nothing to control entitlement growth, 
and budget-disclosure legislation that 
establishes a confusing process of two 
separate budget guidelines. 

Has the leadership followed through 
on a commitment to give us one day to 
consider entitlement cuts? No. Is there 
any serious effort at spending cuts so 
far? No; we are simply tinkering 
around the margins. 

Madam Chairman, some of the proc­
ess reforms sound real good, but A to Z 
remains the best way to curb runaway 
wasteful spending. If we want real re­
form, if we want to make a real dif­
ference , and if we want to cut wasteful 
Federal spending and protect future 
generations from being saddled with 
our huge debt, then I encourage all the 
Members to join 204 of our colleagues 
and sign the A to Z discharge petition 
No. 16 today. Let us stop playing 
games. Let us give the American peo­
ple real reform. It is time for all of us 

to stop talking the talk and start 
walking the walk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would 
like to announce that the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. DERRICK] has 
1 minute remaining, the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. SPRATT] has 
2 minutes remaining, the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. Goss] has 3 minutes 
remaining, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CLINGER] has 2112 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. DERRICK. Madam Chairman, I 
reserve the right to close. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog­
nizes the gentleman from South Caro­
lina [Mr. SPRATT]. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. PRICE]. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam 
Chairman, anyone concerned about re­
sponsible budgeting, deficit reduction, 
and intelligent budget process im­
provements can confidently support 
the Spratt baseline budget proposal, 
and they ought to oppose the Penny­
Kasich-Stenholm substitute. That is 
because the Spratt measure is a bal­
anced measure that would provide 
more information rather than less and 
would present that information in an 
easily understandable form. 

We would be able to look at budget 
proposals both from the standpoint of 
current funding and from the stand­
point of what it would take to main­
tain current policy. Both of these kinds 
of information are essential to respon­
sible budgeting. By contrast, the Sten­
holm-Penny-Kasich proposal would 
narrow the amount of information used 
in drafting the budget because it would 
require Congress only to consider the 
previous year's nominal spending level. 
As the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
OBEY] and the gentleman from Penn­
sylvania [Mr. MCDADE] have already 
made clear, we already use that point 
of comparison in presenting all of our 
appropriation bills. But in evaluating 
spending levels we do need information 
about what it would take to maintain 
current levels of coverage of benefits or 
program activity. 

It is silly not to consider inflation or 
caseload increases. Everyone knows 
that the value of a dollar changes year 
to year. 

We have heard a lot of analogies 
drawn in this debate to family budget­
ing. If you are drawing up your family 
budget and you are deciding what you 
need for food , you are going to want to 
know not just what you spent last year 
for food but you are also going to want 
to know what the inflation rate has 
been and how much it is going to take 
to feed your family at this year's 
prices. That is the way a family budget 
works , and that is the kind of informa­
tion we need for the Federal budget as 
well. 

There has been a lot of talk about 
bu.dget numbers being confusing. That 

is actually rather patronizing, as 
though we were not able to understand 
this information or the American peo­
ple could not handle it. 

Talk about confusion: what we have 
in the Penny proposal is an artificial 
separation between entitlements and 
discretionary spending. The gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. STENHOLM] is properly 
concerned about the entitlement men­
tality in this country, but then why on 
earth would he leave entitlements out 
of this proposal? That invites far more 
confusion than does our present proc­
ess. 

Madam Chairman, the Spratt pro­
posal would improve and expand the in­
formation available to us as we draw 
up the budget. The Penny-Kasich-Sten­
holm proposal would limit information 
and could distort the budget process. 
Support objective, informed budgeting. 
Support the Spratt substitute. 

Mr. CLINGER. Madam Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GOSS. Madam Chairman, I un­
derstand that I have 3 minutes remain­
ing, and I yield all that time to the dis­
tinguished gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. PENNY]. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding this 
time to me. 

Madam Chairman, an earlier speaker 
remarked that what we are really de­
bating here is a question of spending 
bias, the bias in the debate. Some want 
to bias the debate in favor of spending, 
some want to bias the debate against 
additional spending. That does get to 
the heart of the issue. 

The reason there is such resistance, 
unfortunately most of it on . ~y side of 
the aisle, to the proposition that we 
ought to have a hard freeze as a base­
line is because many Members of Con­
gress prefer to have a spending bias in 
the way we develop our budgets. 

The previous speaker just remarked 
that a family facing higher food costs 
has to anticipate those higher food 
costs and Congress ought to anticipate 
the higher costs that are attributable 
to all the programs we run as well. The 
difference is that if a family faces the 
same paycheck, they have to eat those 
higher food costs within the existing 
budget. Congress does not have to do 
that. We do not even admit that we 
have increased the budget unless the 
increase goes beyond the rate of infla­
tion. Families do not have that luxury. 

Our budget process does not make 
sense to most families in America be­
cause it is a nonsensical budget proc­
ess. We start out with inflated base­
lines, and anything less than that is a 
cut, and that is absolute nonsense. 

Several speakers have suggested that 
somehow this is going to put tremen­
dous pressure on popular programs, and 
that the AARP opposes the Penny­
Stenholm-Kasich substitute. The fact 
is that we treat entitlements in ex­
actly the same manner that the Spratt 
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proposal treats entitlements. There is 
no difference between the two. That is 
a real herring. 

Some would say that a process 
change is not going to cure our spend­
ing problem here on Capitol Hill, but if 
process did not matter, then why are 
people who are happy with the status 
quo so resistant to this change in our 
budget process? We need to change the 
terms of debate "in Washington, DC. We 
still face deficits as far as the eye can 
see in the $200 billion range per year. 
We need to change the spending bias. 

The Penny-Stenholm-Kasich sub­
stitute establishes a hard-freeze base­
line that will take away the spending 
bias. It will not deny the Budget Com­
mittee or the appropriators or others 
from using other comparisons in an in­
flation-adjusted budget, last year's 
budget, whatever, they want, but the 
official baseline against which all 
measures will be scored in the future 
would be a hard freeze. It will make 
our budget decisions more honest. 

This debate does come down to that 
simple question of a bias. Do we want 
to continue a bias in favor of spending, 

·or do we want to once and for all elimi­
nate that bias? To vote for the Penny­
Kasich-Stenholm substitute is to vote 
for honesty in budgeting. 

Mr. CLINGER. Madam Chairman, 
may I inquire as to how much time re­
mains? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLINGER] has 
2112 minutes remaining, and the gen­
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. DER­
RICK] has 1 minute remaining. 

Mr. CLINGER. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. Goss]. 

Mr. GOSS. Madam Chairman, I thank 
the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania for yielding this 1 minute 
to me. 

I simply wanted to make a closing re­
mark from our point of view. We have 
heard from the appropriators and we 
have heard various views from both 
sides of the aisle on the budget process. 
I do not think anybody is trying to 
suggest that the appropriators are try­
ing to deceive the Members of Congress 
in the process we go through in the ap­
propriation of discretionary funding. 

We do get lots of comparisons. There 
is no question about that. As Members 
of Congress, we need to get those, and 
we need to know what we are talking 
about. There is no beef on that at all, 
as far as I can see. The problem here is 
what the public wants to know and 
what claims are made. We are simply 
trying to suggest that there ought to 
be one clear, simple, understandable 
way of presenting it, that this is what 
we spent last year and this is what we 
are going to spend this year. 

D 1200 
Nobody is saying that we should ig­

nore inflation or all of the other fac-

tors, the cost of doing business. Nobody 
is suggesting we should do that. What 
we are really saying is when we make 
claims, that they should be accurate 
and based on the fact that we spent 
this last year, we are going to spend 
this this year, and this is why. I do 
urge support of the Penny-Kasich-Sten­
holm amendment. 

Mr. CLINGER. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 1112 minutes to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Cox], a member of 
the committee. 

Mr. COX. Let me give just three ex­
amples of how baseline budgeting mis­
leads everyone here in Congress and 
the American people. Republicans · and 
Democrats this year offered amend­
ments to reform the U.S. Marshal's 
Service. The amendments increased 
spending on the program by $9 million. 
You and I would call this a spending in­
crease, but opponents of this common­
sense effort at reform called it a $5 mil­
lion spending cut. This is inside-the­
beltway nonsense. 

A second proposal would have al­
lowed funding for the Bureau of Alco­
hol, Tobacco, and Firearms to grow by 
$15 million. The congressional budget 
process could not resist calling this a 
$2 million cut. More nonsense. 

The State Department is a frequent 
target for reform. Republicans this 
year proposed restructuring the De­
partment, but allowing its budget to 
increase by $25 million. Stop, said the 
big spenders. You are slashing the De­
partment's spending by $77 million. 
Once again, this is the budget-baseline­
beltway-nonsense factor at work. 

We are on the right track here .. We 
are on the way to commonsense re­
form, and I support the Stenholm­
Penny-Kasich substitute. 

Madam Chairman, Thomas Jefferson 
once noted, he who permits himself to 
tell a lie once, finds it much easier to 
do it a second and third time, until at 
length it becomes habitual. He tells 
lies without attending to it and the 
truth without the world believing him. 

Jefferson was right. Baseline budget­
ing is a lie, one that eats away at our 
credibility. We should abandon this 
process forthwith. 

Mr. DERRICK. Madam Chairman, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

Madam Chairman, it is clear people 
out in the countryside don 't under­
stand and appreciate the current policy 
baseline that we use in the Federal 
budget. What they understand is com­
paring proposed changes in funding for 
Federal programs to last year's level. 

The Spratt bill will require budgets 
to include another baseline comparing 
spending not only to the current policy 
baseline, but also to the previous 
year's level. Both comparisons are rel­
evant and instructive, and in fact nec­
essary to a complete understanding of 
the budget. I believe the bill will im­
prove the process both for policy­
makers and the American people. 

Doing away with the current policy 
baseline and substituting the current 
funding baseline, as the Stenholm­
Penny-Kasich amendment would do, 
will not result in full budget disclo­
sure. It will merely substitute different 
information for what we use now. All 
the information is necessary to have 
full budget disclosure, and I commend 
the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. SPRATT] for his hard work on this 
legislation. 

I urge all Members to support the 
Spratt bill and reject the Penny-Ka­
sich-Stenholm substitute. 

Mr. FRANKS of Connecticut. Madam Chair­
man, I would have to say that very few of my 
constituents know that there are automatic 
spending increases every year in budget bills. 
They do not realize that a program spending 
cut passed by Congress-rare though this is­
may not necessarily mean that less money will 
be spent on this program than the previous 
year. Yes, there are two definitions of a 
spending cut in Washington. I define a spend­
ing cut as actually reducing spending from the 
previous year. The majority party in Congress 
defines it as a legislative reduction from an 
automatic increase determined by the Con­
gressional Budget Office and the Office of 
Management and Budget using assumptions 
of current law, inflation, and economic, and 
demographic changes. 

Supposedly, the Budget Control Act will 
eliminate this deception. But while this bill has 
a powerful-sounding name, it does not really 
do anything to reform the budget process. The 
Budget Control Act will allow both definitions­
my definition and the majority definition-to be 
used in budgeting. While this is an improve­
ment over the current way spending cuts are 
portrayed, Congress can do better. I will vote 
for the Stenholm-Penny-Kasich substitute, 
which requires that all spending proposals be 
compared to the prior year's actual enacted 
levels. Under this substitute, the deceptive 
way spending cuts are portrayed would be 
completely eliminated. This can only benefit 
voters when they evaluate their representa­
tive's positions on cutting spending. 

The CHAIRMAN. All time for general 
debate has expired. Pursuant to the 
rule, the committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute printed in the 
bill shall be considered as an original 
bill for the purpose of amendment and 
is considered as read. 

The text of the committee amend­
ment in the nature of a substitute is as 
follows: 
SECTION I. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the "Full Budget 
Disclosure Act of 1994". 
SEC. 2. PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this Act is to require that 
budget documents provide the Congress with 
comprehensive data on budget trends. 
SEC. 3. THE BASELINE. 

(a) DEFINITION.-Section 250(c)(5) of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 is amended to read as fol­
lows: 

"(5)(A) The term 'current policy baseline' 
means the projection (described in section 
257) of current-year levels of new budget au­
thority, outlays, receipts, and the surplus or 
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deficit into the budget year and the out­
years. 

"(B) The term 'current funding baseline' 
refers to the baseline as set forth in section 
257 without any adjustment described in sec­
tion 257(c)(l) for inflation other than the ad­
justment set forth in section 257(c)(2) for ex­
piring housing contracts.". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-Sections 
251, 252, 253, and 254 of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 
are amended by inserting "current policy" 
before " baseline" each place it appears. 
SEC. 4. THE PRESIDENT'S BUDGET. 

(a) Paragraph (5) of section 1105(a) of title 
31, United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

"(5) except as provided in subsection (b) of 
this section, estimated expenditures and ap­
propriations for the current fiscal year and 
estimated expenditures and proposed appro­
priations the President decides are necessary 
to support the Government in the fiscal year 
for which the budget is submitted and the 4 
fiscal years following that year;". 

(b) Section 1105(a)(6) of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting "cur­
rent fiscal year and the" before "fiscal 
year". 

(c) Section 1105(a)(12) of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended by striking "and" 
at the end of subparagraph (A), by striking 
the period and inserting"; and" at the end of 
subparagraph (B), and by adding at the end 
the following new subparagraph: 

"(C) the estimated amount of expenditure 
and appropriation for the same activity, if 
any, in the current fiscal year. " . 

(d) Section 1105(a) of title 31, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraphs: 

"(30) a comparison of estimated new budg­
et authority and outlays for each function 
and subfunction for the current fiscal year 
with proposed new budget authority and out­
lays for the fiscal year for which the budget 
is submitted, along with the proposed in­
crease or decrease of spending in percentage 
terms for each function and subfunction. 

"(31) a comparison for each function and 
subfunction of the current policy baseline 
level of new budget authority and outlays for 
the year for which the budget is submitted 
with the proposed new budget authority and 
outlays for the year for which the budget is 
submitted, including changes in percentage 
terms for each function and subfunction.". 
SEC. 5. CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET. 

Section 301(e) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 is amended by-

(1) inserting after the second sentence the 
following: "As soon as practicable after the 
President's budget submission under section 
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, the 
Comm! ttee on the Budget of each House 
shall provide to its members the estimated 
level of outlays for the current year in each 
function and subfunction."; and 

(2) striking "and" at the end of paragraph 
(9), by striking the period and inserting a 
semicolon at the end of paragraph (10), and 
by adding at the end the following new para­
graphs: 

"(11) a comparison (for each function) of 
estimated outlays and revenues for the cur­
rent fiscal year with proposed spending and 
revenue levels for the budget year and each 
outyear, including the increase or decrease 
(in percentage terms) of spending; and 

"(12) a comparison (for each function) of 
proposed outlays and revenues for the budget 
year with the current policy baseline projec­
tion for that year, including changes (in per­
centage terms).". 

SEC. 6. CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE RE· 
PORT TO COMMITTEES. 

(a) The first sentence of section 202(f)(l) of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 is 
amended to read as follows: "On or before 
February 15 of each year, the Director shall 
submit to the Committees on the Budget of 
the House of Representatives and the Senate 
a report for the fiscal year commencing on 
October 1· of that year with respect to fiscal 
policy, including (A) alternative levels of 
total revenues, total new budget authority, 
and total outlays (including related sur­
pluses and deficits) compared to comparable 
levels for the current year and (B) the levels 
of tax expenditures under existing law, tak­
ing into account projected economic factors 
and any changes in such levels based on pro­
posals in the budget submitted by the Presi­
dent for such fiscal year.". 

(b) Section 202(f)(l) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 is amended by inserting 
after the first sentence the following new 
sentence: "That report shall also include a 
table on sources of growth in the estimated 
total current policy baseline spending for 
mandatory programs for the budget year and 
the ensuing 4 fiscal years, which shall in­
clude changes in outlays attributable to the 
following: cost-of-living adjustments; 
changes in the number of program recipi­
ents; increases in medical care prices, utili­
zation and intensity of medical care; and re­
sidual factors." . 

(c) Section 202(f)(3) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 is amended by striking 
"and" before "(B)'', and by inserting before 
the period at the end the following: ", and 
(C) all direct spending programs" . 

(d) Section 308(a)(l)(C) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 is amended by inserting 
"and shall include a comparison of those lev­
els to comparable levels for the current fis­
cal year" before "if timely submitted". 

The CHAIRMAN. No other amend­
ment shall be in order, except the 
amendments printed in House Report 
103--689. Each amendment may be of­
fered only in the order printed in the 
report, may be offered only by a Mem­
ber designated in the report, shall be 
considered as read, and shall not be 
subject to amendment. 

Debate time on each amendment will 
be equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent of the 
amendment. 

If more than one of the amendments 
printed in the report is adopted, only 
the last one to be adopted shall be con­
sidered as finally adopted and reported 
to the House. 

It is now in order to consider amend­
ment No. 1 printed in House Report 
103--689. 

AMENDMENT IN THE NATURE OF A SUBSTITUTE 
OFFERED BY MR. PENNY 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 
offer an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des­
ignate the amendment in the nature of 
a substitute. 

The text of the amendment in the na­
ture of a substitute is as follows: 

Amendment in the nature of a substitute 
offered by Mr. PENNY: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in­
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the "Baseline Re­
form Act of 1994' '. 

SEC. 2. THE BASELINE. 
(a) The second sentence of section 257(c) of 

the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 is amended-

(1) by inserting "but only for the purpose 
of adjusting the discretionary spending lim­
its set forth in section 601(a)(2) of the Con­
gressional Budget Act of 1974" after "for in­
flation as specified in paragraph (5); and 

(2) by inserting "but only for the purpose 
of adjusting the discretionary spending lim­
its set forth in section 601(a)(2) of the Con­
gressional Budget Act of 1974" after "to off­
set pay absorption and for pay annualization 
as specified in paragraph (4)". 

(b) Section 1109(a) of title 31, United States 
Code, is amended by adding after the first 
sentence the following new sentence: "These 
estimates shall not include an adjustment 
for inflation for programs and activities sub­
ject to discretionary appropriations.". 
SEC. 3. THE PRESIDENT'S BUDGET. 

(a) Paragraph (5) of section 1105(a) of title 
31, United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

"(5) except as provided in subsection (b) of 
this section, estimated expenditures and ap­
propriations for the current year and esti­
mated expenditures and proposed appropria­
tions the President decides are necessary to 
support the Government in the fiscal year 
for which the budget is submitted and the 4 
fiscal years following that year;". 

(b) Section 1105(a)(6) of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting "cur­
rent fiscal year and the" before " fiscal 
year". 

(c) Section 1105(a)(12) of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended by striking "and" 
at the end of subparagraph (A), by striking 
the period and inserting"; and" at the end of 
subparagraph (B), and by adding at the end 
the following new subparagraph: 

"(C) the estimated amount for the same 
activity (if any) in the current fiscal year.". 

(d) Section 1105(a)(18) of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting "new 
budget authority and" before "budget out­
lays". 

(e) Section 1105(a) of title 31, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

"(30) a comparison of levels of estimated 
expenditures and proposed appropriations for 
each function and subfunction in the current 
fiscal year and the fiscal year for which the 
budget is submitted, along with the proposed 
increase or decrease of spending in percent­
age terms for each function and subfunc­
tion.". 
SEC. 4. THE CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET. 

Section 301(e) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 is amended by-

(1) inserting after the second sentence the 
following: "The starting point for any delib­
erations in the Committee on the Budget of 
each House on the concurrent resolution on 
the budget for the next fiscal year shall be 
the estimated level of outlays for the current 
year in each function and subfunction. Any 
increases or decreases in the Congressional 
budget for the next fiscal year shall be from 
such estimated levels."; and 

(2) striking paragraph (8) and redesignating 
paragraphs (9) and (10) as paragraphs (10) and 
(11), respectively, and by inserting after 
paragraph (7) the following new paragraphs: 

"(8) a comparison of levels for the current 
fiscal year with proposed spending and reve­
nue levels for the subsequent fiscal years 
along with the proposed increase or decrease 
of spending in percentage terms for each 
function and subfunction; and 

"(9) information, data, and comparisons in­
dicating the manner in which and the basis 
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on which, the committee determined each of 
the matters set forth in the concurrent reso­
lution;" . 
SEC. 5. CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE RE­

PORTS TO COMMITTEES. 
(a) The first sentence of section 202(f)(l) of 

the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 ls 
amended to read as follows: "On or before 
February 15 of each year, the Director shall 
submit to the Committees on the Budget of 
the House of Representatives and the Senate 
a report for the fiscal year commencing on 
October 1 of that year with respect to fiscal 
policy, including (A) alternative levels of 
total revenues, total new budget authority, 
and total outlays (including related sur­
pluses and deficits) compared to comparable 
levels for the current year and (B) the levels 
of tax expenditures under existing law, tak­
ing into account projected economic factors 
and any changes in such levels based on pro­
posals in the budget submitted by the Presi­
dent for such fiscal year. " . 

(b) Section 202(f)(l) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 is amended by inserting 
after the first sentence the following new 
sentence: "That report shall also include a 
table on sources of spending growth in total 
mandatory spending for the budget year and 
the ensuing 4 fiscal years, which shall in­
clude changes in outlays attributable to the 
following: cost-of-living adjustments; 
changes in the number of program recipi­
ents; increases in medical care prices, utili­
zation and intensity of medical care; and re­
sidual factors. " . 

(c) Section 308(a)(l) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 is amended-

(1) in subparagraph (C), by inserting" , and 
shall include a comparison of those levels to 
comparable levels for the current fiscal 
year" before "if timely submitted"; and 

(2) by striking " and" at the end of subpara­
graph (C), by striking the period and insert­
ing "; and" at the end of subparagraph (D), 
and by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

" (E) comparing the levels in existing pro­
grams in such measure to the estimated lev­
els for the current fiscal year." 

(d) Title IV of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 

"GAO REPORTS TO BUDGET COMMITTEES 
(a) "SEC. 408. On or before January 15 of 

each year, the Comptroller General, after 
consultation with appropriate committees of 
the House of Representatives and Senate, 
shall submit to the Congress a report listing 
all programs, projects, and activities that 
fall within the definition of direct spending 
under section 250(c)(8) of the Balanced Budg­
et and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 
1985.". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-The table of 
contents set forth in section l(b) of the Con­
gressional Budget and Impoundment Control 
Act of 1974 ls amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 407 the following 
new item: 
"Sec. 408. GAO reports to budget commit­

tees.". 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

rule, the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. PENNY] will be recognized for 15 
minutes and a Member opposed will be 
recognized for 15 minutes. Is the gen­
tleman from Sou th Carolina [Mr. 
SPRATT] opposed? 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. SPRATT] will 
control the 15 minutes in opposition. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. PENNY]. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Madam Chairman, with our col­
leagues, CHARLIE STENHOLM and JOHN 
KASICH, I am today offering an amend­
ment to H.R. 4907, the Full Budget Dis­
closure Act of 1994, that will provide a 
very simple, but powerful and fun­
damental change in the budget process. 

Here's the problem we face: even 
though President Clinton's budget cut 
spending by approximately $250 billion 
over 5 years, Federal spending is slated 
to increase over that same time frame 
from $1.4 to $1.9 billion in 1999. 

How can this be, since spending is 
being cut? The answer is the dirty-lit­
tle secret of Federal budgeting: the 
budget is rigged to favor higher spend­
ing. Spending increases are built into 
the budget even before Congress con­
siders spending cuts. As a result, the 
best Congress can ever do is reduce the 
growth of spending. Real spending 
cuts-where spending is reduced below 
actual spending levels is virtually un­
heard of and almost never done in 
Washington. 

Current law requires budget propos­
als to be measured against a baseline 
which includes an automatic adjust­
ment for inflation-plus all legislated 
changes scheduled to take effect rather 
than against actual spending levels. 
Against this baseline, any effort to 
simply slow down spending growth is 
shown as a cut, even if spending for the 
program would actually be higher than 
in the previous year. 

The budget baseline's bias toward 
higher spending is very real. As Profes­
sor Allen Schick, one of the Nation's 
foremost experts on the budget process, 
wrote in his book "The Capacity To 
Budget," 

The current services budg-
et . .. complicates doing that which is dif­
ficult to do even under the most favorable 
circumstances-cutting into the base. This is 
a significant bias because the difference be­
tween "current expenditures" · and " current 
services" often ls the most effective margin 
of choice for congressional declsionmakers. 
That is, when they cut programs, they fre­
quently do so by holding the dollars increase 
below the rate of inflation. 

To change this bias toward increased 
spending, our amendment requires that 
proposed spending for discretionary 
programs be compared to actual cur­
rent-year spending levels, rather than 
solely to inflated projections of those 
levels for the forthcoming fiscal years. 

Our amendment accomplishes this 
through four specific provisions: 

First, it amends the legal definition 
of the baseline so that it no longer as­
sumes automatic growth in discre­
tionary spending due to inflation. 

Second, it requires both the Presi­
dent and Congress to compare their 
budgets to the amount actually spent 
the prior year, rather than solely 
against the inflated baseline. 

Third, it stipulates that Congres­
sional Budget Office [CBOJ cost esti­
mates of pending legislation must in­
clude a comparison to the change in 
spending from the prior year's level. 

Finally, our amendment instructs 
CBO to enumerate all the programs 
funded on an automatic, open-ended 
basis rather than subject to annual 
congressional review (entitlement pro­
grams) and identify the reasons behind 
their projected growth. 

The Spratt bill, H.R. 4907, simply 
adds a second official baseline that is 
called current funding while leaving 
the current-law baseline requiring in­
flated spending in place. This approach 
simply does nothing to control spend­
ing or give a more accurate picture of 
actual spending. 

Earlier this year, CHARLIE STENHOLM 
and JOHN KASICH and myself introduced 
the Common Sense Budget Reform Act, 
H.R. 4434. The House has debated and 
passed one of the four reforms proposed 
by H.R. 4434, expedited and enhanced 
rescission authority. Two of the re­
maining three proposals contained in 
H.R. 4434 are before the House today: 
the measure we are currently debating 
and another on emergency appropria­
tions requests. In passing the Penny­
Kasich-Stenholm baseline reform 
amendment and defeating the Spratt 
amendment, we will continue on the 
road of real budget process reform. I 
urge your support for real baseline re­
form. I urge your vote for the Penny­
Kasich-Stenholm amendment. 

Mr. SABO. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PENNY. I yield briefly to the 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. SABO. Madam Chairman, would 
the gentleman tell me how his bill 
changes the baseline for entitlements, 
where all the growth fundamentally is? 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, re­
claiming my time, we change the 
measurement of the spending for the 
entitlement programs in the same 
manner as the Spratt substitute, which 
is to say the baseline, if it is spelled 
out in law, would be a higher spending 
level. 

Mr. SABO. In fact it does not change 
the baseline for entitlements. In fact, 
the gentleman's problem is not with 
the budget; it is with existing law. 

Mr. PENNY. I would simply respond 
to my good friend and colleague from 
Minnesota, if I were here trying to 
change the baseline on entitlement 
programs to make it a hard freeze, he 
would be opposing that proposition as 
well. So I think it is a disingenuous 
question. 

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal­
ance of my time. 

D 1210 
Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, I 

yield 3 minutes to the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Govern­
ment Operations, the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CONYERS]. 
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Mr. CONYERS. Madam Chairman, I 

would like to point out that the 
amendment now offered denies the 
Congress the benefit of ~aluable and 
useful budget information. From my 
point of view, this would prohibit an 
foflation adjustment from the spending 
baseline. 

While motivated by a desire to deny 
opportunities for increasing spending, 
the proposal would probably prohibit 
useful budget information, namely, the 
cost of last year's program if continued 
today, from being considered by the 
Congress. 

Also there is a reality factor here. 
The concern about a built-in, auto­
matic spending increase ignores the 
fact that tight discretionary caps, not 
the way budget data is presented, sets 
levels of spending. 

Third, I would point out that the 
baseline preserves the role of Congress 
in setting spending priori ties. The rea­
son the budget incorporates baseline 
adjustments for inflation and other 
changes in the program is because the 
budget has to compare funding for dif­
ferent programs in different years. If 
Congress just passes last year's funding 
level and the programs actually cost 
more this year, then the cuts which the 
agency has to swallow are set by bu­
reaucrats, not by those elected by the 
voters to represent them. 

Finally, I support the bill offered by 
my distinguished colleague and sub­
committee chairman in the Committee 
on Government Operations, who has 
put more information before the Con­
gress. In creating two baselines, we 
will not cause anymore confusion. We 
will have better than this alternative 
because it recognizes that the current 
baseline presents useful information to 
Congress. 

By requiring all information to be 
available, H.R. 4907 is not harmful to 
the budget and appropriations process. 

I urge that the Stenholm-Penny-Ka­
sich amendment be rejected. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes and 30 seconds to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KASICH]. 

Mr. KASICH. Madam Chairman, let 
me try to put this in even more ways 
than we already have. We wonder why 
the American people are for term lim­
its and think this place is so screwed 
up. 

We sit in the Committee on the 
Budget and we try to figure out what 
our spending levels are. I want to tell 
my colleagues, I try to say, how much 
did we spend last year or is this an in­
crease, is this a cut, what is this? You 
have to do it from all these baselines. 

In last year's budget debate, we actu­
ally tried to compare spending using, I 
am not kidding, folks, the capped base­
line, the uncapped baseline, the capped 
baseline with health care reform, the 
budget baseline, the revised Bush base­
line, the capped baseline with the Bush 
defense, the House Budget Committee 

baseline, and the current services base­
line. 

Any time I tried to ask somebody, 
what wet'e we doing last year, or is this 
an increase or a decrease, they would 
say, which baseline do you want us to 
use? I am saying ow we ought to forget 
about the Bush baseline, because we 
are like 2 years away from when he was 
President, but we will be using the 
Bush baseline next year under the cur­
rent situation. 

Now, when we have all these different 
baselines that we are trying to figure 
out what our spending level is from, 
can Members imagine a family in 
America trying to figure out how much 
they are going to spend last year based 
on 10 different ways of comparing it? 

As a result of doing that, of course, 
we get to the picture that has 1,000 
words. Only using those baselines, is it 
possible for the National Science Foun­
dation to get a $221 million increase. 
The National Science Foundation got a 
$221 million increase, but in Washing­
ton, DC, and all across America, spread 
across the pages of our newspapers, it 
was called a $476 million cut. This level 
of increase, an increase like this that 
any family would be happy to have in 
their daily income, this increase, my 
colleagues, under the current situation 
is called a cut. 

I would like to enter into the record 
the functions from general government 
for the concurrent budget resolution 
that flat out says that we will increase 
spending from the year before and if we 
do not increase spending from the year 
before, it is called a cut. So that every­
one across this country, when they are 
sitting there watching and hearing this 
debate and they do not know who is 
right and who is wrong, it will be in the 
record. Call my office and ask for the 
record and see the misuses that indi­
cate cuts when in essence, you will see 
in here, it really is an increase. 

And back to this National Science 
Foundation, this is the Mona Lisa of 
the debate. 

We are going to win this fight with 
the Penny-Kasich-Stenholm amend­
ment. What is going to happen is there 
is going to be a procedural effort to say 
that if we pass current law, we will be 
okay. After we pass the Penny-Kasich­
Stenholm amendment, there will be an 
amendment that if it gets 218 votes. it 
will become law. In this situation, we 
could actually get the whole House to 
vote for our proposal to bring sanity to 
the budget process, yet still lose be­
cause Members come and vote to retain 
the status quo. 

Members should vote no on the 
Spratt amendment. We will be back to 
talk about that later. But Members 
clearly must come to the floor and put 
their voting card in the machine, be­
cause the American people want hon­
esty in budgeting. They want us here 
to do what they do at home. Pass 
Penny-Kasich-Stenholm. Bring sanity 
to the budget process. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, the gen­
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. OBEY]. 

Mr. OBEY. Madam Chairman, I re­
gret to say that the sponsors of the 
amendment do not understand their 
own amendment. 

They claim that they are making no 
change in mandatory baselines. That is 
true if we read section 2 of their pro­
posal. But if Members then read sec­
tions 3 and section 4, they will see that 
they require the very changes in enti­
tlement measurings that they deny 
that they require. That is why the 
AARP opposes their amendment. Be­
cause while they deny that they have 
an effect on entitlements, they in fact 
do require that we compare for Social 
Security, for instance, that we require 
spending levels this year with last year 
without regard to growth in popu­
lation, without regard to inflation. 

If their claim is correct, then the 
only effect of the proposal would be on 
the Committee on Appropriations. The 
only problem is, the Committee on Ap­
propriations already does what they 
ask. These are the 13 reports which de­
scribe the spending baselines for last 
year versus this year in the 13 bills we 
report to the House each year. 

I invite any Member to come up here 
right now and show me where we use 
an inflation-adjusted baseline. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KA­
SICH], I invite him to do that now. 
Show me where the Committee on Ap­
propriations uses an adjusted inflation 
baseline. He cannot do it because we do 
not do it. 

Mr. KASICH. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OBEY. The gentleman can use 
his own time. 

I do not care what he does on the 
budget resolution. Show me on your 
time. 

Mr. KASICH. Madam Chairman, I al­
ready did. 
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I will buy you the biggest martini in 
town if you can show me where the 
Committee on Appropriations provides 
for an adjusted appropriation baseline. 
We do not do it. 

So what it means, very simply, is 
this. If their bill does what they say it 
does, then it only has an effect on the 
Committee on Appropriations, and we 
already do what they say we ought to 
do. That means this bill is a nothing. 

If their claim is incorrect, and they 
do in fact do what section 3 and 4 says, 
which is to require the kind of com­
parison that we put a squeeze on Social 
Security recipients' real income, then 
they do something very pernicious, and 
this amendment ought to be defeated. 

However you interpret that depends 
on how you read this language, but the 
fact is that this language does not do 
what its sponsors say it does. 
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Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, I 

yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. WAXMAN]. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chairman, I 
rise in strong opposition to the Sten­
holm substitute. 

What Mr. STENHOLM is asking us to 
do is to change how we talk about the 
Federal budget in a way that makes no 
sense-even inside the beltway. 

I want to make sure that we are all 
clear about the differences between the 
Stenholm substitute and the underly­
ing bill. Mr. SPRATT's bill is a fair and 
balanced measure that provides for full 
range of information about changes in 
the budget from year to year-includ­
ing information about the effect of in­
flation and changing economic condi­
tions on programs. 

In contrast, the Stenholm substitute 
would not give a fair and balanced pic­
ture of the Federal budget. Instead, it 
is designed to advance a political, 
agenda to confuse the American public 
about the Federal budget. Under the 
Stenholm substitute any increase in 
spending from the previous year would 
be made to appear as if the President 
or Congress had increased spending 
even when the increase was only the 
result of inflation or growth in the pop­
ulation. 

For those who might question wheth­
er there is a political agenda here, I 
would only point out that the Sten­
holm substitute would apply different 
rules to subsidies provided through the 
tax code. For tax expenditures, Mr. 
STENHOLM would require that "pro­
jected economic factors" be taken into 
account. For social programs like Med­
icare, these factors would not be con­
sidered. 

Why is this? Why is Medicare not af­
fected by economiq factors, but intan­
gible drilling, exploration and develop­
ment costs for oil and gas producers 
are? The question answers itself. 

Mr. STENHOLM wants us to tell the 
American people that if spending on 
Federal programs increases just to 
take account of inflation or increases 
in the number of beneficiaries, the in­
crease is, in effect, an expansion of the 
program-even through nothing has 
changed. 

Let's take a simple example. Let's 
look at what this will mean for a Medi­
care beneficiary-let's call her Mrs. 
Smith-and her doctor in a small rural 
community. 

Under current law, Medicare pays 
physicians on the basis of a fee sched­
ule. It increases the fee schedules each 
year to reflect the increased overhead 
that physicians face due to higher 
labor costs, office rent, supplies, and 
malpractice premiums. 

Right now, Medicare will pay 80 per­
cent of the fee schedule amount for an 
office visit. Let us say in Mrs. Smith's 
area, the Medicare fee schedule is $50. 
So Medicare pays $40, and she pays $10. 

Next year, Medicare increases its fee 
schedule in th.e area to, say, $55. Medi-

care still covers 80 percent, so it will 
pay $44, and she will pay $11. 

Now, under Mr. STEMHOLM's amend­
ment, the budget would only show that 
Medicare spending had increased by $4. 
It wouldn't show that Medicare spend­
ing had to increase by $4 just to keep 
Mrs. Smith even. 

We didn't entitle Mrs. Smith to any 
new services. We didn't make more 
people eligible for the program. And we 
keep the limits on physician spend­
ing-limits which are enforced through 
updates to the fee schedule-in place. 

In fact, all we did was to keep or 
promise to Mrs. Smith to pay 80 per­
cent of her doctor bills. Yet under Mr. 
Stenholm's approach, keeping our 
promise is displayed as a program ex­
pansion. 

Now if we asked Mrs. Smith whether 
we had expanded Medicare, she would 
look at us as if we had lost our minds. 
Her out-of-pocket costs have gone up 
$1-and would have gone up $5 if Medi­
care had not paid its share. 

Under the Stenholm substitute, the 
only way we could say that the Medi­
care program did to expand would be 
no freeze the fee schedule at $50. Mean­
while, back in the real world, Mrs. 
Smith's doctor has this problem. His 
labor costs, office rent, and supplies 
are still going up, so he'll have to raise 
his fees if he wants to keep his practice 
going. 

Let's say he raises his fee to $55. Mrs. 
Smith will have to pay the full $5 in­
crease, as well as the $10 coinsurance. 

What do you think Mrs. Smith would, 
say if we were to ask her whether Med-1 

icare had just been cut? She'd look at! 
us as if we had lost our minds. or 
course it has been cut, she would say;/ 
it is only common sense. 

I think most Americans know a pro-; 
gram cut when they see one. That's 
what the Stenholm substitute is, and 
no amount of semantic juggling can 
disguise it. 

I urge a vote for common sense and 
against the substitute. 

Madam Chairman, I have a letter 
here from the American Association of 
Retired Persons, and they are against 
the Stenholm-Penny amendment. They 
say it would create a budget make-be­
lieve scenario in which people did not 
age. I also have a letter from the White 
House in opposition. 

Madam Chairman, I include these 
letters for the RECORD: 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, DC, August 12, 1994. 

Hon. THOMAS s. FOLEY' 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: On behalf of the Presi­
dent and his economic team, we are writing 
again to urge members of the House of Rep­
resentatives to oppose the Stenholm-Penny­
Kasich substitute and to express our pref­
erence for the Spratt Full Budget Disclosure 
proposal. We want to clarify that this sub­
stitute would prohibit the use of economi­
cally-important information such as infla­
tion in determining baselines for the discre-

tionary budget. This would be a set-back for 
rational and reasonable budget-policy mak, 
ing. 

A far more balanced and fair approach is 
the one included in the Spratt Baseline 
Budget proposal, which would allow for com­
parisons to both current funding levels and 
what it would take to maintain current pol­
icy. 

The Stenholm-Penny-Kasich alternative 
would eliminate real comparisons of how 
year-to-year spending would actually impact 
on the services provided to real people's 
lives. No credible form of budgeting in to­
day's economy completely disallows taking 
into account changes in inflation. Consider a 
five-year period during which inflation or 
the cost of living increases by 3% each year. 
The compounded total inflation is 16%. If a 
program, like Head Start, WIC or veterans' 
hospitals were to be cut 10% in real terms, 
the Stenholm-Penny-Kasich substitute 
would require that this cut to millions of 
Americans be presented only as a spending 
increase. Such a budget requirement would 
make the budget process less forthright and 
less informative as to how year-to-year 
changes were affecting real people's lives. 

The Spratt proposal, on the other hand, 
would provide a fair, balanced and full-infor-

, mation alternative. It would allow two 
methods of budget reporting-both the 
present system of comparing budget propos­
als to the "current services baseline" and 
comparisons of changes in actual dollar 
amounts from year to year. 

We urge you to oppose the Stenholm­
Penny-Kasich substitute and to support the 
Spratt Baseline Budget proposal. 

Sincerely, 
ALICE M. RIVLIN, 

Acting Director, Office 
of Management and 
Budget. 

ROBERT E. RUBIN, 
Assistant to the Presi­

dent for Economic 
Policy. 

VOTE FOR H.R. 4907 

VOTE AGAINST STENHOLM/PENNY/KASICH 
SUBSTITUTE 

H.R. 4907 requires two baselines in the 
budget format: 

(1) A "current funding baseline," rep­
resenting actual funding for a function or 
program in the current year-what CBO calls 
a "freeze." 

(2) A "current policy baseline, " represent­
ing what is commonly called the "current 
services" level of funding. 

The "current funding baseline" shows how 
much spending will increase or decrease. 

The "current policy baseline" shows next 
year's cost of keeping a program running at 
the same level as this year without any 
change in policy. 

Both baselines are useful, and H.R. 4907 
provides for both. 

Stenholm/Penny/Kasich provides for only 
one baseline and bans use of the "current 
policy" or "current services baseline." 

AARP supports Spratt (H.R. 4907) and says 
the substitute will " lead to enormous pres­
sure to cut programs such as Social Security 
and Medicare." 

OMB supports Spratt (H.R. 4907) and calls 
Stenholm/Penny/Kasich "a set-back for ra­
tional budget policy-making." 
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Hon. JOHN M. SPRATT, Jr., 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

AARP, 
August 12, 1994. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE SPRATT: The Amer­
ican Association of Retired Persons (AARP) 
supports your legislation H.R. 4907, the Full 
Budget Disclosure Act. The legislation would 
allow year to year changes in the budget 
baseline for discretionary and mandatory 
spending levels to be described in two ways: 
a current funding baseline and a current pol­
icy baseline. This dual track approach allows 
for a reasonable and informative presen­
tation of budget data that can promote 
meaningful debate about how to allocate 
budget resources. 

The Association opposes a substitute that 
will be offered by Representatives Penny, 
Kasich and Stenholm. Current budgeting 
procedure for entitlements recognizes that 
spending levels need to be adjusted for in­
creases in the beneficiary population and 
changes in Inflation and in the economy. The 
substitute would require budgets to be pre­
sented without these adjustments. This ls 
patently unreasonable. In effect, it would 
create a budget make believe .scenario in 
which people don 't age. 

Portraying year to year changes in Social 
Security and Medicare without adjustments 
for such basic factors is misleading and is 
certain to intensify efforts to cut benefits for 
reasons that are unrelated to the needs of 
these programs. For example, under the sub­
stitute, cost of living adjustments (COLAs) 
would be viewed as a spending increase de­
spite the fact they are the only means to 
help beneficiaries keep up with rising costs 
for goods an services. This flies in the face of 
Congress' original intent providing for an­
nual COLAs. 

AARP believes that Congressional debate 
about the budget must be based on an accu­
rate portrayal of our spending needs and 
commitments. Your legislation helps achieve 
this goal. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN ROTHER, 

Director, 
Legislation and Public Policy. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 1112 minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. FINGERHUT] . 

Mr. FINGERHUT. Madam Chairman, 
I thank the gentleman for yielding 
time to me. 

Madam Chairman, this is an impor­
tant debate, and I am glad we are hav­
ing it on the floor. I rise in support of 
the Penny-Kasich-Stenholm amend­
ment and in opposition to the amend­
ment offered by the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. SPRATT]. 

The argument here seems to be that 
good government, consistent govern­
ment, requires reporting these dif­
ferent kinds of baselines. I served in 
the Ohio State Senate, as did the gen­
tleman from Ohio [Mr. KASICH], and I 
served on the Finance Committee. We 
had a large budget, nowhere near what 
the budget of the Federal Government 
is, but we had a large budget. 

Every year we sat down with how 
much we spent last year and what the 
recommendations of the Governor were 
for spending for the next year, and we 
debated the alternatives offered by the 
majority and the minority party about 

how much programs needed to be in­
creased or what other programs could 
survive at the current levels, or even 
could take cuts. It did not seem to us 
that we misunderstood the concept 
that some programs' expenses grew and 
other programs' expenses did not grow. 
We understood it, we debated it, we ex­
plained it, and we made decisions. 

The second serious argument that is 
made on the floor here today is with 
regard to entitlements. Entitlement 
programs, particularly those that im­
pact senior citizens, do expand in cost 
every year. They expand in cost for two 
reasons. One is that the number of sen­
iors who are eligible for those pro­
grams, particularly Social Security 
and Medicare, grow; and the second is 
that we have adopted some laws, this 
body has adopted laws, which increase 
payments automatically. They are 
commonly called COLA's. 

It seems to me again, Madam Chair­
man, that these are not concepts that 
we cannot explain to the public. In­
deed, we would do much better if we 
did explain to them that the reason 
why we are spending more money on 
Medicare next year, and we are spend­
ing more money next year on Medicare, 
and we will the year after that, and we 
will the year after that, is because 
there are more seniors, and because 
their costs have gone up. It is an hon­
est way of explaining it. They might 
just support the increase. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. SABO] , the distin­
guished chairman of the Committee on 
the Budget. 

Mr. SABO. Madam Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. There 
is lots of rhetoric today, and a lot of it 
I think goes by what actually happens. 

The reality is, we need different 
measurements as we look at this year's 
budget, as we look at budgets over a 
period of time. The Spratt bill, his sub­
stitute basically says we look at a vari­
ety of ways of measuring the budget. 
That is what we should do. 

My friends who offer this amendment 
say, if I understand their amendment 
correctly, that we consider inflation, 
we consider changes in beneficiaries, 
for all the entitlement programs, but if 
we look at any historic pattern of what 
happens with discretionary spending, 
we ignore the impact of inflation. That 
makes no sense to me. 

I have listened and read the rhetoric 
from the advocates of this amendment. 
They fundamentally disagree with ex­
isting law, which provides for inflation 
adjustment for a whole series of pro­
grams. They object to having, auto­
matically, additional participants 
come into the program. They really 
would like that to be wiped off the 
books. That is not a budgetary prob­
lem, that is a problem of law. 

Madam Chairman, if they want to 
fundamentally change that, they 

should introduce a bill to repeal index­
ing, repeal automatic growth in bene­
ficiaries for programs. Then that would 
reflect in what we do in budgets. That 
is really what they want to do. 

I say to the gentleman, then do it, 
put a bill in. Have hearings on it. I 
would not agree with it, but that would 
be the honest way to deal with it. What 
they are talking about is not a problem 
of the budget, it is a problem of law 
that they do not agree with. The budg­
et reflects current law, which it should 
do. 

Madam Chairman, if anything, their 
proposal skews the whole budget proc­
ess in understanding it more toward 
entitlements and away from the op­
tions of discretionary spending, where 
the Congress makes judgments each 
year. 

As I said earlier, Madam Chairman, 
to measure the budget between this 
year and last year is accurate. To 
measure it in other fashions is also ac­
curate. To measure it in other fashions 
is also accurate, and needs to be part of 
what we look at when we understand 
the Federal budget. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 2112 minutes to my colleague, the 
gentlem:;tn from Texas [Mr. STENHOLM]. 

Mr. STENHOLM. Madam Chairman, I 
want to commend and acknowledge to 
the Committee on Appropriations that 
the reports that they put out do accu­
rately reflect last year's spending and 
this year's spending, and the baseline 
argument is irrelevant to the appro­
priations process, as it, in fact, per­
tains to appropriation bills. I am curi­
ous as to why they are fussing so much 
about this, however, from that stand­
point. That I do not understand. 

Madam Chairman, it is also interest­
ing, when we start looking at the man­
datory, for the most part, both of our 
bills are exactly alike in what we call 
for regarding mandatory proposals. 
The only difference is they require that 
both baselines be presented to the pub­
lic. 

We provide that only one baseline be 
presented to the public. That is the 
only reason why we are here occupying 
the House 's time today, is because we 
believe the American public needs to 
understand the one baseline. 

The Penny amendment does not pre­
vent anyone, though, from putting pen 
to paper and figuring out how much a 
program need to be increased in order 
to keep up with inflation. As the gen­
tleman from South Carolina, JOHN 
SPRATT, said yesterday, the Committee 
on the Budget will continue to provide 
various options for spending levels on 
different programs. 

That is fine. That provides very good, 
necessary information for the policy­
makers to make those decisions. How­
ever, the heart of the argument today 
is very simple. To the American peo­
ple, we need to present one baseline, 
comparing to last year's spending. If it 
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is in mandatory spending, we do it ex­
actly the same way the Spratt amend­
ment is. We say "Let us show the 
American people why the increases are, 
in fact, there, whether they are by law 
or whether they are by any other esti­
mation, or whether they are by any 
other action of this Congress." 

What I am really opposed to is in our 
budget, in which, in Function 800, for 
example, 1993 spending was $12.3 bil­
lion, 1998 spending under a freeze is 
$13.9 billion. 

D 1230 
To me that is an increase of 1.6. But 

according to what we put out to the 
American people, it is a cut of 0.6. That 
is the relevancy of this whole argu­
ment today. That is the only thing 
that is relevant. That is why I say sup­
port the Penny-Kasich-Stenholm 
amendment, oppose the Spratt amend­
ment, and let us present to the Amer­
ican people one honest presentation of 
the budget. 

Madam Chairman, I rise in strong support of 
the Penny-Kasich-Stenholm amendment which 
would bring greater honesty to the budget 
process by eliminating the current services 
baseline and replacing it with a baseline that 
would be based on the previous year's spend­
ing levels. 

The current budget process is enormously 
confusing and strongly biased in favor of defi­
cit spending. Baseline budgeting distorts the 
budget process by making it appear that pro­
grams are incurring a spending cut when, in 
fact, they simply are receiving a smaller in­
crease than expected. 

The base bill before us today improves the 
current process by ensuring that Members will 
be able to compare proposed spending levels 
with the previous year's spending levels. I am 
concerned, however, that creating two official 
baselines will create additional confusion in 
the budget process. More importantly, the 
base bill will continue the current bias toward 
higher spending created by the current serv­
ices budget. 

Our amendment would eliminate the bias to­
ward higher spending and put some west 
Texas tractor seat common sense in the budg­
et process by requiring that budget proposals 
compare their budgets to the amount actually 
spent the prior year ranter than against esti­
mates of future spending. We should recog­
nize increases in spending for what they are 
and not talk about cutting spending when we 
really are increasing spending. 

The folks at the Stamford Dairy Queen un­
derstand that if you received $100 last year 
and receive $99 this year, that is a spending 
cut. If you receive $101 this year, that is an in­
crease, even if you expected to receive $102 
this year. The small business men and women 
of this country understand that if you're oper­
ating in the red, you cannot afford to give 
cost-of-living increases to everyone. 

The argument that our amendment will nar-
, row the amount of information available to 

Members when making budget decisions is 
wrong. Our amendment does not prevent any­
one from taking a calculator and figuring out 
how much a program needed to be increased 

in order to keep up with inflation or other fac­
tors. As we all know, there are countless 
benchmarks that are used to compare pro­
posed spending levels. For example, Members 
can easily find out how much it would cost to 
fully fund Head Start, meet the national secu­
rity objective or any other number of projected 
spending levels that are not officially part of 
the baseline. The Budget Committee will con­
tinue to provide Members with various options 
for spending levels on different programs, in­
cluding the amount that a program needed to 
increase to keep pace with inflation. To argue 
that eliminating the official status of current 
services budgeting will somehow prevent any­
one from providing this information is ex­
tremely misleading. What our amendment 
would do is take away the official status given 
to these inflated estimates that is used to cre­
ate a presumption that programs should be in­
creased at the rate of inflation. 

I completely concur that there are programs 
that need and deserve increases in spending 
form last year's level for any number of good 
and valid reasons. Our amendment does not 
prevent us from increasing spending on pro­
grams. What it does is force us to debate 
these increases for what they are and require 
that supporters of programs justify why they 
should be increased instead of relying on cur­
rent services budgeting to automatically justify 
an increase. We cannot afford to assume that 
spending on every program will increase by 3 
or 4 percent a year. 

There have been some suggestions that if 
this substitute passes, we will have to explain 
to Social Security recipients or military retirees 
why they will not be harmed if Congress pro­
vides identical funding levels from 1 year to 
the next. Anyone who has read our amend­
ment knows that this argument is a red her­
ring. Our amendment allows the baseline to 
reflect increases in spending that are required 
by law such as COLA'S for military and civilian 
retirees and Social Security as well as other 
entitlement programs. Our amendment will 
bring greater accountability to these programs, 
however, by requiring the Congressional 
Budget Office to report on the specific reasons 
for growth in these blank check items. By 
bringing greater attention to all of the sources 
of growth in entitlement spending, we hope to 
further the educational process about these 
programs. 

By changing the way we talk about budg­
etary decisions, our amendment will improve 
the decisionmaking process and the outcome 
of these decisions. Vote for the Penny-Kasich­
Stenholm amendment to bring common sense 
into the budget process. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, I 
yield myself 31h minutes. 

Madam Chairman, the opposition to 
our base bill, supporters of this sub­
stitute, come down to making the ar­
gument that what we are talking about 
is public perception, we want the pub­
lic to be able to understand the budget 
better, and I fully appreciate that ar­
gument. But I think we have obscured 
in our zeal to make this argument the 
fact that the baselines now provided to 
the public and to the Congress and to 
anyone else who cares to look amply at 
lay out existing spending. We had Con-

gressional Research Service go through 
the different budget documents and tell 
us how baseline spending was pre­
sented. Here, for example, is a page 
from the President's budget: 

Current Services Estimates, the first 
column in it is 1993 Actual. We have 
got an actual spending line. 

Here is a CBO projection of outlays 
by category in the budget outlook pub­
lished twice a year. The first column, 
in Outlays by Category is Actual 1993 
Spending. 

Here is a page taken from the report 
accompanying the budget resolution is­
sued by the Cammi ttee on the Budget, 
Committee Recommendation, Function 
570, Medicare. The first two columns: 
Budget Authority in the current year 
for discretionary spending and manda­
tory spending; and Outlays, actual 
spending. The actual baseline is pre­
sented there. 

Here is a page from an appropriation 
bill. The same thing. Here is a com­
parative statement of new budget au­
thority. All of these provide it. 

The Budget Act, Section 1105, sub­
section 7 provides that the President 
must submit appropriation expendi­
tures and receipts to the Government 
in the prior fiscal year as a beginning 
point of the budget so we can compare 
it. 

All we are · doing is taking that re­
quirement and making it explicit as we 
extend it to the Committee on the 
Budget and to the CBO. 

It is important that the public under­
stand it but let us not lose sight of the 
fact that we have a stake in the budg­
et, too, here in the Congress, a big 
stake. It is important that we under­
stand the budget. It is important that 
we have it laid out and formatted and 
arrayed and displayed so that we can 
make use of it and use it as a working 
document because we have to make ra­
tional decisions based upon it. 

In that connection, we have created 
something called the current services 
baseline and we did not create it to ob­
fuscate, to obscure, we created it be­
cause it is useful, it is useful to know 
what it is going to take in order to 
keep existing programs going. 

This current services budget is de­
signed to show what receipts, what 
outlays, what budget authority will 
have to be if no changes are made to 
existing law. It does not say we cannot 
make the changes but it tells us, it 
tells the public, this is what we are 
going to have to do if we are not going 
to change permanent underlying enti­
tlement and mandatory spending law. 
It warns us of future problems, it pro­
vides a starting point. All of these 
things are useful to have and that is 
why they exist. Not because we want to 
obscure or obfuscate. 

What we have had on the other side 
in the support of this substitute is a 
strawman. The opponents of this base 
bill have created a strawman, a con­
struct to the budget that does not cor­
respond to reality. As the chairman of 
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the Committee on the Budget in talk­
ing about his resolutions has pointed 
out, as the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations has pointed out, ac­
tual spending baselines are there, we 
are going to keep them, enshrine them 
and require they be presented. But we 
are also going to keep something we 
have found useful, something that is 
going to exist regardless of the out­
come of this vote, the current services 
baseline. We need both and that is why 
we need to vote down this substitute 
and vote for the base bill. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. DEAL]. 

Mr. DEAL. Madam Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
the time. 

Madam Chairman, I rise in support of 
the Penny-Stenholm-Kasich substitute. 

Madam Chairman, we live in an age 
when it is difficult to know what is 
real and what is illusion. We are enter­
tained by movies that distort reality 
through the skill of film splicers and 
the mixing of real people with car­
toons. 

In this body, however, we should 
make every effort to deal with facts 
and figures that are real. First of all, 
our deliberations are in the public view 
and we have a responsibility to sim­
plify rather than confuse the public. 

When Congress wisely decided to 
freeze discretionary spending at 1993 
levels for 5 years, we placed ourselves 
in the same position as a working fam­
ily that does not get a raise in their 
paycheck for 5 years. If you do not re­
ceive any more money this year than 
you did last year, you are certainly de­
ceiving yourself if you drift off into the 
world of illusion. It might be nice to 
think about inflation and certainly you 
must consider the fact that a new baby 
may have been born-but if the dollars 
available this year are the same as 
they were last year-that is reality. It 
is this same reality that Congress must 
deal with. 

Madam Chairman, I urge the adop­
tion of this substitute. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, I 
yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
DERRICK]. 

Mr. DERRICK. Madam Chairman, the 
committee ought to reject the Penny­
Kasich-Stenholm amendment for one 
principal reason: It simply will not re­
sult in full budget disclosure. In fact, it 
will remove valuable, important infor­
mation from the budget debate and will 
result in the American people having 
less information about the effect of 
Federal spending proposals, not more. 

Madam Chairman, the current policy 
baseline that the President, the Con­
gressional Budget Office, the congres­
sional budget committees, and other 
use serves an important and valuable 
purposes. Every American knows infla­
tion over time erodes the purchasing 

power of tax dollars just a it erodes the 
purchasing power of individuals' in­
comes. When developing budget propos­
als for future years, the president and 
Congress must consider inflation's ef­
fect on the dollar and how many goods 
and services the dollar will buy. 

If a program's funding is held below 
the level of inflation next year, then 
effectively the program has been cut 
since inflated dollars will buy slightly 
less next year than they buy now. I say 
slightly because fortunately inflation 
is extremely low right now. It has been 
argued that use of the current policy 
baseline allows policymaker to call in­
creases in actual dollars cuts. That is 
true if they are making comparisons to 
the current policy baseline. But it is 
also true that the current policy base­
line allows policmakers to characterize 
cuts as increases where spending, 
though higher in actual dollars, does 
not keep pace with inflation. 

This is why it is important to adopt 
the base bill, so we can have a current 
funding baseline against which to com­
pare budget proposals. If a program 
gets $100 million this year and inflation 
is 3 percent, then it would take $103 
million next year to deliver the same 
level of services. If the President pro­
posed $102 million for the program, 
then with the additional baseline pro­
posed in this bill, nobody would be de­
ceived. People could compare the pro­
posal to the two baselines and see read­
ily that the proposal is an increase of 
$2 million over this year, but $1 million 
short of the amount required to keep 
pace with inflation. 

If the amendment eliminated the 
current policy baseline altogether, 
then policymaker could get away with 
calling the $102 million figure an in­
crease, and the beneficiaries of the pro­
gram might not really know it isn't ac­
tually enough to stay even. 

That would be just like passing a law 
to skip next year's Social Security 
cost-of-living adjustment and telling 
the beneficiaries "We didn't cut your 
benefits. You'll get the same $614 per 
month net year that you get this 
year." The statement would be tech­
nically correct, but it would not tell 
the whole story. 

Madam Chairman, the Spratt bill 
will enable policymakers and the 
American people to see the whole 
story. The pending amendment would 
facilitate the same type of double-talk 
that the proponents say now occurs, 
only in a different way. The result 
would still be less than full budget dis­
closure. 

Madam Chairman. I urge the com­
mittee to reject the amendment and 
support the Spratt bill. 

Madam Chairman, I include for the 
RECORD a letter urging support of the 
Spratt proposal, as follows: 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, August 12, 1994. 

Hon. THOMAS s. FOLEY. 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: On behalf of the Presi­
dent and his economic team, we are writing 
again to urge members of the House of Rep­
resentatives to oppose the Stenbolm-Penny­
Kasich substitute and to express our pref­
erence for the Spratt Full Budget Disclosure 
proposal. We want to clarify that this sub­
stitute would prohibit the use of economi­
cally-important information such as infla­
tion in determining baselines for the discre­
tionary budget. This would be a set-back for 
rational and reasonable budget-policy mak­
ing. 

A far more balanced and fair approach is 
the one included in the Spratt Baseline 
Budget proposal, which would allow for com­
parisons to both current funding levels and 
what it would take to maintain current pol­
icy. 

The Stenholm-Penny-Kasich alternative 
would eliminate real comparisons of how 
year-to-year spending would actually impact 
on the services provided to real people's 
lives. No credible form of budgeting in to­
day's economy completely disallows taking 
into account changes in inflation. Consider a 
five-year period during which inflation or 
the cost of living increases by 3% each year. 
The compounded total inflation is 16%. If a 
program, like Head Start, WIC or veterans' 
hospitals were to be cut 10% in real terms, 
the Stenholm-Penny-Kasich substitute 
would require that this cut to millions of 
Americans be presented only as a spending 
increase. Such a budget requirement would 
make the budget process less forthright and 
less informative as to how year-to-year 
changes were affecting real people's lives. 

The Spratt proposal, on the other hand, 
would provide a fair, balanced and full-infor­
mation alternative. It would allow two 
methods of budget reporting-both the 
present system of comparing budget propos- · 
als to the "current services baseline" and 
comparisons of changes in actual dollar 
amounts from year to year. 

We urge you to oppose the Stenholm­
Penny-Kasich substitute and to support the 
Spratt Baseline Budget proposal. 

Sincerely, 
ALICE M. RIVLIN, 

· Acting Director, 
Office of Management and Budget. 

ROBERT E. RUBIN, 
Assistant to the President, 

for Economic Policy. 
Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 

yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FA­
WELL]. 

Mr. FAWELL. Madam Chairman, I 
rise in strong support of the Kasich­
Penny-Stenholm amendment which 
sounds to me like just eminent com­
mon sense. 

As we all know, our current budget process 
includes many pro-spending biases. Most no­
table, the current services budget utilizes a 
baseline which assumes that we will budget 
as if all programs are left to grow on automatic 
pilot. According to the Congressional Budget 
Office, over the next 5 years, total Federal 
spending will increase by $360 billion from 
$1.47 to $1.83 trillion. During the same period, 
the Federal debt will increase from $4.6 to 
$6.3 trillion. We are not making progress on 
the national debt, and we should be honest 
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with our constituents about our spending hab­
its. 

Under the current services baseline, any re­
duction is labeled a spending cut regardless of 
the fact that the actual spending level is above 
the prior year's level. For example, many of us 
were attacked for allegedly voting for $31 bil­
lion in Medicare cuts contained in the recent 
Penny-Kasich package. During the 5 years af­
fected by Penny-Kasich, the Congressional 
Budget Office estimated that Medicare spend­
ing will rise from $143 to $239 billion, a 67-
percent increase. In other words, even if the 
Penny-Kasich plan was adopted, Medicare 
spending would still rise from $143 billion to 
approximately $230 billion during the same 
period, a 61-percent increase. Even the larg­
est deficit reduction package considered by 
Congress, the Solomon-Fawell-Upton budget, 
which would have reduced the deficit by $698 
billion over 5 years and resulted in a Federal 
budget surplus in 1999, would have permitted 
total Government spending to increase, albeit 
less than if we left the budget on autopilot. 

We simply cannot leave our budget on auto­
pilot. We must face the fact that Government 
spending is out of control, and carefully con­
sider any spending increases. Rather than as­
sume that programs are entitled to automatic 
spending increases, we need to require de­
partments and agencies to make their case to 
Congress for spending increases. The Sten­
holm-Penny-Kasich amendment recognizes 
this and would change our budgetary process 
to compare proposed spending levels with the 
current-year funding levels. While this and 
other budgetary reforms are not a substitute to 
real spending cuts, the change is important. 
By using rhetorical devices biased toward 
spending increases, the current budget proc­
ess promotes higher spending levels. Eliminat­
ing these biases will .promote greater fiscal re­
sponsibility. 

I urge all Members to support the Stenholm­
Penny-Kasich amendment, and oppose the 
Spratt proposal. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

Madam Chairman, fundamentally 
this is a debate about how Washington 
works. Our process here naturally un­
fortunately confuses the American peo­
ple and does little to edify and inform 
them. We have appropriations in the 
Congress who constantly blame entitle­
ments for causing the deficit. Yet when 
we bring entitlement cuts to the floor , 
they typically vote against them. We 
have legislators who clamor for a bal­
anced budget amendment and yet they 
do not vote for the taxes or the spend­
ing cuts required to reach a balanced 
budget. We have Democrats who voted 
for Clinton's budget, declaring that it 
essentially beats or licks the deficit 
when under the Clinton budget we have 
deficits remaining in a $200 billion 
range as far as the eye can see and en­
titlements remain uncontrolled. We 
have Republicans who blast Clinton's 
budget as unacceptable and one that 
does not cut enough. Yet they were un­
able to come together on a plan of 
their own that did as much i n terms of 
deficit reduction. 

With all of the nonsense that sur­
rounds the debate over the budget, we 
in this Congress finally owe the Amer­
ican people at least one bit of common 
sense: We need to give them a budget 
in which a freeze is actually a freeze, in 
which cuts are actually cuts. The only 
way to do that is to vote for the Penny­
Kasich-Stenholm amendment. I urge a 
" yes" vote. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Madam Chairman, I rise 
today to express my strong support for the 
Penny-Kasich-Stenholm substitute amendment 
to H.R. 4907, the Full Budget Disclosure Act. 
It is time that we bring some integrity, honesty, 
and accountability to the budgeting process. 

It is time to end the kind of gimmickry that 
could only exist in Congress: where an in­
crease in spending can be touted as a spend­
ing cut. This amendment would simplify the 
current budget process by requiring that all 
budgetary proposals be compared with actual 
spending levels of the past year instead of 
baseline estimates. This would bring some ra­
tionality to the process. It would bring our 
budget process in line with those of our con­
stituents. A spending increase would actually 
be an increase from last year's funding levels, 
while a spending cut would represent a true 
decrease. The Penny-Kasich-Stenholm 
amendment provides for genuine reform to the 
current confusing and dishonest baseline 
budgeting process. 

Under the current system, Members of Con­
gress can argue that they are supporting 
spending cuts which are actually increases 
over last year's levels. They do so because 
the funding levels are below a so-called base­
line, which takes into consideration inflation 
and economic and demographic factors. 
Unamended, H.R. 4907 does little to address 
this problem, because it does not change the 
statutory definition of baselines, thereby pre­
serving the inflated baseline. 

On the other hand, the Penny-Kasich-Sten­
holm amendment eliminates all of the budget 
gimmicks that are currently used to shield 
Members from having to make real spending 
cuts. I urge my colleagues to vote for real re­
forms to the baseline budgeting process-sup­
port the Penny-Kasich-Stenholm amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Madam Chairman, 
I rise today in strong support of the Penny-Ka­
sich-Stenholm amendment to bring truth in 
budgeting to the Federal budget process. The 
Penny-Kasich-Stenholm amendment will re­
quire the Federal Government to use last 
year's funding level in planning for the next 
year's budget. 

It is the right thing to do. For years, Con­
gress has allowed the baseline to automati­
cally include inflation without discussion. Now, 
under the new baseline of last year's spending 
level, we will be allowed to compare spending 
from year to year honestly-without confusion. 

For Americans everywhere, that plan their 
budget based on the amount they are paid­
not on what they assume they should spend 
after an adjustment for inflation, this bill is 
honest and understandable. 

Madam Chairman, the passage of the 
Penny-Kasich-Stenholm amendment is a giant 
step forward to have honesty in budgeting. It 
is the right thing to do. 

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Madam Chair­
man, only in Washington, DC, can people de-

scribe an increase in spending as a spending 
cut. They can do this because of something 
called baseline budgeting, where estimates of 
inflation costs, new recipients and other eco­
nomic projections become built in to future 
government spending. Only funding that goes 
beyond such estimates has to be called a 
spending increase. 

If Congress does limit a real funding in­
crease to less than these estimates, any of us 
can then talk as if we actually cut a program's 
spending. This practic~where a spending in­
crease is called a cut-corrupts all talk about 
budgets here in Washington. 

Madam Chairman, if we in Congress are 
truly serious about controlling spending, we 
must begin by eliminating such accounting 
tricks as baseline budgeting. We need to use 
real spending numbers as our basic budget 
reference, like what was spent last year on 
any program or department. 

Madam Chairman, I urge my colleagues to 
support the Stenholm-Penny-Kasich amend­
ment. Congress should be willing to talk about 
money like America's families do, where more 
money being spent could never. be called a 
cut. Let's begin cleaning up the way we talk 
about spending here in Congress, let's elimi­
nate baseline budgeting today. 

Mr. GALLO. Madam Chairman, I rise today 
in support of the Penny-Stenholm-Kasich sub­
stitute to the legislation under consideration. I 
believe that this substitute will lend a much­
needed measure of clarity to the Federal 
budget process. 

As a former member of the Budget Commit­
tee and a current member of the Appropriation 
Committees, I understand and appreciate the 
effort the gentleman from South Carolina is 
making with his bill. I believe, however, that 
his effort can be improved by adoption of the 
substitute. 

Adoption of this substitute will not forbid us 
to consider what spending levels might be 
needed from one year to the next in order to 
maintain a certain program at current services. 
It will, however, force us to state clearly ex­
actly how our spending in 1 year compares 
with that in the previous year in ways that ev­
eryone can understand. 

By using a measure that every American 
family uses to run its household-comparing 
this year's spending to last year's-the Amer­
ican people will finally be able to see whether 
Congress is truly cutting spending or not. 

Adoption of the substitute will, once and for 
all, put an end to the curious phenomena in 
Washington-where spending more money 
this year than last year can actually be consid­
ered a spending cut. 

0 1240 

The CHAIRMAN. The· question is on 
the amendment is the nature of a sub­
stitute offered by the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. PENNY]. 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap­
peared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I de­
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de­

vice, and there were-ayes 247, noes 171, 
not voting 21 , as follows: 
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Allard 
Andrews (NJ) 
Andrews (TX) 
Archer 
Armey 
Bacchus (FL) 
Bachus (AL) 
Baesler 
Baker (CA) 
Baker (LA) 
Ballenger 
Barca 
Barcia 
Barrett (NE) 
Barrett (WI) 
Bartlett 
Bateman 
Bereuter 
B111rakis 
Bl1ley 
Blute 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Browder 
Brown (OH) 
Bunning 
Burton 
Buyer 
Callahan 
Calvert 
Camp 
Canady 
Cantwell 
Castle 
Clement 
Clinger 
Coble 
Coll1ns (GA) 
Combest 
Condit 
Cooper 
Coppersmith 
Cox 
Crane 
Crapa 
Cunningham 
Darden 
Deal 
De Fazio 
De Lay 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dickey 
Dooley 
Doolittle 
Dornan 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English 
Everett 
Ewing 
Fawell 
Fields (TX) 
Fingerhut 
Fish 
Fowler 
Franks (CT) 
Franks (NJ) 
Frost 
Furse 
Gallegly 
Gallo 
Gekas 
Geren 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gilman 
Gingrich 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Andrews (ME) 
Barlow 
Becerra 
Be Henson 
Berman 

[Roll No. 395) 

AYES-247 
Glickman 
Goodlatte 
Goodling 
Gordon 
Goss 
Grams 
Grandy 
Greenwood 
Gunderson 
Hall (TX) 
Hancock 
Hansen 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Hefley 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hoke 
Horn 
Houghton 
Hufflngton 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hutto 
Hyde 
Inglis 
Inhofe 
Inslee 
Istook 
Jacobs 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson, Sam 
Kasi ch 
Kim 
King 
Kingston 
Kleczka 
Klug 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kreidler 
Kyl 
Lambert 
Lancaster 
LaRocco 
Laughlin 
Lazio 
Leach 
Lehman 
Levy 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lightfoot 
Linder 
Livingston 
Long 
Lucas 
Machtley 
Mann 
Manzullo 
Margolies-

Mezvlnsky 
Mazzoli 
McColl um 
McCrery 
Mccurdy 
McDade 
McHale 
McHugh 
Mclnnls 
McKeon 
McM1llan 
Meehan 
Menendez 
Meyers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Minge 
Molinari 

NOES-171 
Bev111 
Bil bray 
Bishop 
Blackwell 
Bonlor 
Borski 
Boucher 

Moorhead 
Morella 
Murphy 
Myers 
Neal (NC) 
Nussle 
Orton 
Oxley 
Packard 
Pallone 
Parker 
Paxon 
Payne (VA) 
Penny 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Pickett 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Po shard 
Pryce (OH) 
Quillen 
Quinn 
Ramstad 
Ravenel 
Regula 
Ridge 
Roberts 
Roemer 
Rogers 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roth 
Roukema 
Rowland 
Royce 
Sangmeister 
Santorum 
Sarpallus 
Saxton 
Schaefer 
Schenk 
Schiff 
Sensenbrenner 
Shaw 
Shays 
Shepherd 
Shuster 
Slslsky 
Skeen 
Smith(Ml) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith(OR) 
Smlth(TX) 
Snowe 
Solomon 
Spence 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Stump 
Swett 
Talent 
Tanner 
Tauzin 
Taylor CMS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Thomas (CA) 
Thomas(WY) 
Thurman 
Torkildsen 
Upton 
Valentine 
Vucanovich 
Walker 
Weldon 
Wolf 
Young(AK) 
Young (FL) 
Zeliff 
Zimmer 

Brooks 
Brown (CA) 

· Brown (FL) 
Bryant 
Byrne 
Cardin 
Carr 
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Chapman 
Clay 
Clayton 
Clyburn 
Coleman 
Collins (IL) 
Collins (MI) 
Conyers 
Costello 
Coyne 
Cramer 
Danner 
de la Garza 
de Lugo (VI) 
De Lauro 
Dell urns 
Derrick 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dixon 
Durbin 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Evans 
Farr 
Fazio 
Filner 
Flake 
Foglletta 
Ford (Ml) 
Ford (TN) 
Frank (MA) 
Gephardt 
Gibbons 
Gonzalez 
Green 
Gutierrez 
Hall(OH) 
Hamburg 
Hamilton 
Hastings 
Hefner 
Hilliard 
Hinchey 
Hoagland 
Hochbrueckner 
Holden 
Hoyer 
Hughes 
Jefferson 
Johnson, E. B. 

Applegate 
Barton 
Bentley 
Brewster 
Edwards (CA) 
Faleomavaega 

(AS) 
Fields (LA) 

Johnston 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kennelly 
Kildee 
Klein 
Klink 
Kopetski 
LaFalce 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lowey 
Maloney 
Manton 
Markey 
Martinez 
Matsui 
Mccloskey 
McDermott 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meek 
Mfume 
Mlller(CA) 
Mlneta 
Mink 
Moakley 
Mollohan 
Montgomery 
Moran 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Neal (MA) 
Norton (DC) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pastor 
Payne (NJ) 
Pelosi 
Peterson (FL) 
Pickle 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Richardson 

NOT VOTING-21 
Gejdenson 
Lantos 
Lewis (FL) 
Lloyd 
McCandless 
Michel 
Reynolds 
Slattery 

D 1300 

Romero-Barcelo 
(PR) 

Rose 
Rostenkowski 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Sabo 
Sanders 
Sawyer 
Schroeder 
Schumer 
Scott 
Serrano 
Sharp 
Skaggs 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (IA) 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stokes 
Strickland 
Studds 
Stupak 
Swift 
Synar 
Tejeda 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Torres 
Torr1cell1 
Towns 
Traf1cant 
Tucker 
Unsoeld 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Volkmer 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Wheat 
Whitten 
Wilson 
Wise 
Woolsey 
Wyden 
Wynn 
Yates 

Sundquist 
Underwood (GU) 
Vento 
Walsh 
Washington 
Williams 

The Clerk announced the following 
pair: 

On this vote: 
Mr. Lewis of Florida for, with Mr. Vento 

against. 

Messrs. BEVILL, MOAKLEY, 
YATES, and GENE GREEN of Texas 
changed their vote from "aye" to "no." 

Mr. POMEROY and Mr. MENENDEZ 
changed their vote from "no" to "aye." 

So the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is now in order 
for the committee to consider amend­
ment No. 2, printed in the House Re­
port 103-689. 

AMENDMENT IN THE NATURE OF A SUBSTITUTE 
OFFERED BY MR. SPRATT 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, I 
offer the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des­
ignate the amendment in the nature of 
a substitute. 

The text of the amendment in the na­
ture of a substitute is as follows: 

Amendment in the nature of a substitute 
offered by Mr. SPRATT: Strike all after the 
enacting clause and insert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 
This Act may be cited as the "Full Budget 

Disclosure Act of 1994". 
SEC. 2. PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this .A.ct is to require that 
budget documents provide the Congress with 
comprehensive data on budget trends. 
SEC. 3. THE BASELINE. 

(a) DEFINITION.-Section 250(c)(5) of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 is amended to read as fol­
lows: 

"(5)(A) The term 'current policy baseline' 
means the projection (described in section 
257) of current-year levels of new budget au­
thority, outlays, receipts, and the surplus or 
deficit Into the budget year and the out­
years. 

"(B) The term 'current funding baseline' 
refers to the baseline as set forth in section 
257 without any adjustment described in sec­
tion 257(c)(l) for Inflation other than the ad­
justment set forth in section 257(c)(2) for ex­
piring housing contracts.". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-Sectlons 
251, 252, 253, and 254 of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 
are amended by inserting "current policy" 
before "baseline" each place it appears. 
SEC. 4. THE PRESIDENT'S BUDGET. 

(a) Paragraph (5) of section 1105(a) of title 
31, United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

"(5) except as provided in subsection (b) of 
this section, estimated expenditures and ap­
propriations for the current fiscal year and 
estimated expenditures and proposed appro­
priations the President decides are necessary 
to support the Government in the fiscal year 
for which the budget is submitted and the 4 
fiscal years following that year.". 

(b) Section 1105(a)(6) of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting "cur­
rent fiscal year and the" before "fiscal 
year". 

(c) Section 1105(a)(l2) of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended by striking "and" 
at the end of subparagraph (A), by striking 
the period and inserting"; and" at the end of 
subparagraph (B), and by adding at the end 
the following new subparagraph: 

"(C) the estimated amount of expenditure 
and appropriation for the same activity, if 
any, in the current fiscal year." 

(d) Section 1105(a) of title 31, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraphs: 

"(30) a comparison of estimated new budg­
et authority and outlays for each function 
and subfunction for the current fiscal year 
with proposed new budget authority and out­
lays for the fiscal year for which the budget 
is submitted, along with the proposed in­
crease or decrease of spending in percentage 
terms for each function and subfunction. 

"(31) a comparison for each function and 
subfunction of the current policy baseline 
level of new budget authority and outlays for 
the year for which the budget is submitted 
with the proposed new budget authority and 
outlays for the year for which the budget is 
submitted, including changes In percentage 
terms for each function and subfunction.". 
SEC. 5. CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET. 

Section 301(e) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 is amended by-

(1) Inserting after the second sentence the 
following: "As soon as practicable after the 
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President's budget submission under section 
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, the 
Committee on the Budget of each House 
shall provide to its members the estimated 
level of outlays for the current year in each 
function and subfunction."; and 

(2) striking "and" at the end of paragraph 
(9), by striking the period and inserting a 
semicolon at the end of paragraph (10), and 
by adding at the end the following new para­
graphs: 

"(11) a comparison (for each function) of 
estimated outlays and revenues for the cur­
rent fiscal year with proposed spending and 
revenue levels for the budget year and each 
outyear, including the increase or decrease 
(in percentage terms) of spending; and 

"(12) a comparison (for each function) of 
proposed outlays and revenues for the budget 
year with the current policy baseline projec­
tion for that year, including changes (in per­
centage terms).". 
SEC. 6. CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE RE· 

PORT TO COMMITTEES. 
(a) The first sentence of section 202(f)(l) of 

the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 is 
amended to read as follows: "On or before 
February 15 of each year, the Director shall 
submit to the Committees on the Budget of 
the House of Representatives and the Senate 
a report for the fiscal year commencing on 
October 1 of that year with respect to fiscal 
policy, including (A) alternative levels of 
total revenues, total new budget authority, 
and total outlays (Including related sur­
pluses and deficits) compared to comparable 
levels for the current year and (B) the levels 
of tax expenditures under existing law, tak­
ing into account projected economic factors 
and any changes in such levels based on pro­
posals in the budget submitted by the Presi­
dent for such fiscal year.". 

(b) Section 202(f)(l) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 is amended by inserting 
after the first sentence the following new 
sentence: "That report shall also include a 
table on sources of growth in the estimated 
total current policy baseline spending for 
mandatory programs for the budget year and 
the ensuing 4 fiscal years, which shall in­
clude changes in outlays attributable to the 
following: cost-of-living adjustments; 
changes in the number of program recipi­
ents; increases in medical care prices, utili­
zation and intensity of medical care; and re­
sidual factors.". 

(c) Section 202(f)(3) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 is amended by striking 
"and" before "(B)", and by inserting before 
the period at the end the following: ", and 
(C) all direct spending programs". 

(d) Section 308(a)(l)(C) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 is amended by inserting 
"and shall include a comparison of those lev­
els to comparable levels for the current fis­
cal year" before "if timely submitted". 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
rule, the gentleman from South Caro­
lina [Mr. SPRATT] will be recognized for 
15 minutes, and a Member opposed will 
b'e recognized for 15 minutes. 

Is the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. PENNY] opposed? 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I am 
opposed to the amendment, and I would 
request the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. PENNY] will be 
recognized for 15 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. SPRATT]. 

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

Madam Chairman, I rise to move for 
judgment notwithstanding the verdict. 

Madam Chairman, Members of the 
House have registered their opinion 
strongly in favor of having available to 
them and to the public a current fund­
ing baseline and the presentations we 
received from Budget Committee and 
from the Congressional Budget Office 
for functions and programs in the 
budget. 

This bill before us, H.R. 4907, this bill 
about which we are to vote now, pro­
vides for that very same current fund­
ing baseline. It is in fact identical. We 
have agreed, there is no difference be­
tween current funding baseline re­
quired in the bill before us and in the 
required funding baseline in the Penny­
Kasich-Stenholm substitute. 

So you can have your cake and eat it 
too, because this bill clearly provides 
for that baseline which the House has 
just said it would like to have arrayed, 
presented, displayed in the budget pres­
entations that come to the House. 

But in addition, this bill would pro­
vide for a current policy or a current 
services baseline. What is a current 
services baseline? 

Let me just read to the committee 
what the President's budget describes 
to be the current services baseline. It 
says it is designed to show what re­
ceipts, outlays, deficits, and budget au­
thority would be if no changes are 
made in laws already enacted. 

This baseline is not a prediction of 
the final outcome of the budget process 
nor is it a proposed budget; it is largely 
a mechanical application of existing 
laws. By itself, it commits no one to 
any particular policy, it does not con­
strain the choices available, but the 
commitments or constraints reflected 
in this are inherent in tax and spending 
policies contained in current law. 

I submit to everyone here that it ex­
ists for a reason. It exists because it is 
useful, it exists because we have found 
it necessary for various reasons to have 
a current services baseline in order to 
do the budget every year. 

The minority report to the Commit­
tee on Rules itself makes the case for 
having a current services baseline 
when it acknowledges if you are going 
to do reconciliation, you have to have 
a projection of what mandatory spend­
ing is going to be so you can reconcile 
against that, in order to reduce, if not 
cut, spending, at least reduce the rate 
of increase in spending. You have got 
to have a current services baseline to 
do it. 

The argument is made here that the 
public needs to know exactly how 
much we are increasing the budget in 
actual dollars and cents, and we will 
give them that information because we 
have the same baseline. 

But Congress also has, I argued ear­
lier, a huge stake in the budget itself. 
We have to make the budget docu­
ments, as prepared by the President, by 

the Office of Management and Budget, 
by CBO, by our own budget commit­
tee's working documents useful to us, 
so we can make comparisons, project 
spending and know what we have got to 
cut. 

Let me submit to the House also that 
the public has an interest as well in 
knowing what current services are, be­
cause the current services baseline is a 
way of telling the public this is what it 
costs to keep programs such as social 
security and Medicare, popular pro­
grams, in place, running in place in ex­
isting law. If we are going to be able to 
continue the level of benefits adjusted 
for inflation for the expanding bene­
ficiary population, this is what we have 
to spend. It is useful for us, in fact it is 
necessary for us, in order to do the 
budget because that constitutes well 
over 50 percent of the budget today. 

But it is also useful for us to tell the 
public this is what we have to spend if 
we are going to keep pace with infla­
tion if we are going to keep pace with 
the growing beneficiary population. 

I think both we and the public need 
this additional baseline. You do not 
deny yourselves a thing by voting for 
the Spratt bill because the Spratt bill 
will preserve the baseline that we have 
just now dictated ought to be in the, 
must be, in the budget, but it will also 
give us a very useful baseline, a cur­
rent services baseline. 

I submit we should vote "yes" on this 
and have our cake and eat it too. 

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal­
ance of my time. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Fundamentally, this vote is simply 
designed to defeat the motion that was 
just adopted. If you voted "yes" on 
Penny-Kasich-Stenholm, you abso­
lutely must vote "no" on Spratt be­
cause this amendment simply restores 
language that is in the base bill. If you 
vote for the previous amendment, you 
vote against this amendment. 

D 1310 
This is one of those Capitol Hill pro­

cedures where we can do something and 
then undo it on a subsequent vote. It is 
another nonsensical procedure, but it 
happens all the time. The only way we 
can defeat this king-of-the-hill game is 
to vote no on Spratt. 

The issue at play is the same. The de­
bate will be almost identical to the de­
bate just concluded, and for that rea­
son I do not know that we need to eat 
up a lot of time here. 

Bear in mind this measure supersedes 
the vote we just cast. To be consistent 
vote no on Spratt. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, I 

yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. BEVILL]. 

Mr. BEVILL. Madam Chairman, I 
rise in support of the Spratt amend­
ment and urge the Members to vote yes 
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on this. We are in effect saying here 
this amendment that we have just 
passed, of course if it stays into effect, 
we are just in effect saying that we 
should not have any cost-of-living ex­
penses on Social Security, cost of liv­
ing. We are saying to some of my 
projects, like the flood control where 
we are talking about saving lives, we 
are saying, "You'll have to assume the 
inflation, and you can only put 90 per­
cent of the bill, that flood control 
project." 

We can just go on and on, and it just 
does not make sense to have this kind 
of change. It is false economics, and I 
urge everyone to vote for the Spratt 
amendment. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KASICH]. 

Mr. KASICH. Madam Chairman, we 
are going to have to get Mona Lisa out 
one more time here to explain what we 
are doing. 

Now let me, first of all, say categori­
cally this does not affect entitlement 
programs, and I am opposed to doing 
anything that has any impact whatso­
ever on Social Security, as what hap­
pened out here when we came out on 
our entitlement spending program. 
This is only discretionary spending. 

This is the Mona Lisa. Now this 
Mona Lisa has a frown rather than a 
smile. What the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. SPRATT] wants to do in 
his bill is to continue to have a chart 
that confuses people in terms of what 
our budgeting process is. 

One more time, Madam Chairman, 
this represents a $221 million increase 
in spending. It is described across the 
newspapers of this country as a $476 
million cut. 

Now what we just passed was a pro­
posal that budgets like they do in west 
Texas, and like they do in Minnesota, 
and like they do in Ohio, and what we 
are saying is an increase or a decrease 
in spending will be determined by what 
we spent the previous year. That is 
what we just passed. 

Now we went on a baseball strike, we 
are in a baseball strike, but we play a 
little baseball here this morning be­
cause we just doubled off the wall with 
the Penny-Kasich-Stenholm amend­
ment. We doubled off the wall because 
we actually passed the elimination of 
this kind of spending, this kind of 
budgeting. It is gone. The runner is on 
second base, and now there is a line 
drive in the outfield, and the gen­
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
SPRATT] wants to throw the runner out 
at second base and continue to confuse 
the issue. 

What I am suggesting here today is 
let us bring the runner home, let us 
drive the runner access the plate, and 
let us complete the job today, and, by 
completing the job today, we will budg­
et like they do in west Texas, and in 
Minnesota, in Ohio and California, just 
like families do it. 

We inust reject this because, if we do 
not reject it, even though it is an im­
provement in the process, it will still 
be awfully confusing. The last thing we 
need with a $6 trillion national debt 
and budget deficits in the ou tyears pro­
jected to skyrocket is confusion when 
we try to communicate to the tax­
payers of this country. Let us call a 
cut a cut. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KASICH] has 
expired. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 30 additional seconds to the gen­
tleman from Ohio [Mr. KASICH]. 

Mr. KASICH. Just remember this pic­
ture. We do not want to keep doing it 
this way, and, if my colleagues do not 
want to keep doing it this way because 
the American people do not want to do 
it this way, reject the Spratt sub­
stitute. Let us keep the Penny and 
Stenholm amendment in place, and let 
us get back to something where we can 
communicate to everyone without con­
fusion so that we can deal rationally 
and sensibly with the Federal budget 
programs. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may 
consume, and would the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. KASICH] remain in the 
well? · 

I say to the gentleman, 
After your baseball analogy I feel a little 

like Abbott and Costello, who's on first, 
who's on second. I'm not sure where you're 
coming from because I have heard you argue 
repeatedly with regard to the defense budg­
ets that it needs to be stated in the current 
services context. It's useful for us to know 
that $280 billion in 1990 doesn't buy $280 bil­
lion of defense in 1995. Why not let the Con­
gress and the public have that kind of projec­
tion of what it costs to keep our defense 
apace with the-

Mr. KASICH. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRATT. I yield to the gen­
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. KASICH. Madam Chairman, I am 
glad the gentleman from South Caro­
lina [Mr. SPRATT] raised the issue be­
cause, when we were voting on the last 
amendment, several Members on our 
side argued we think it is more useful 
to list defense spending on the basis of 
the baseline, and I said I think that is 
wrong. I think we ought to list defense 
as an increase or a decrease based the 
same way we do with everything else, 
and I would tell the gentleman, 

When you're trying to discuss increases or 
decreases in the Budget Committee, if you 
just ignore baselines, people don't even know 
what language you're talking in. 

So, what I would say to the gen­
tleman is I think it would be helpful in 
this House if we refer to defense spend­
ing increases or cu ts based on the pre­
vious year's level, not on baselines, 
and, if the gentleman hears me do that 
again, I want him to call me on it. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, I re­
claim my time and say simply we will 

give the public and the Congress two 
baselines, the one the gentleman wants 
and the over which is a useful reminder 
of what it costs to keep defense where 
it was. That is all we are saying. 

Mr. SABO. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield, and would the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KASICH] 
keep his chart up? 

Mr. SPRATT. I yield to the chairman 
of the Cammi ttee on the Budget. 

Mr. SABO. Madam Chairman, I say 
to the gentleman, "I'm just curious, 
my friend. How much bigger is that 
last bar than the first bar? About two, 
three times as big?" 

Mr. KASICH. No, I would not think it 
is that big. 

Mr. SABO. About twice the size, 
twice the size of the first bar? 

Mr. KASICH. Does the gentleman 
mean this to this? 

Mr. SABO. Yes, three times as big? 
Mr. KASICH. Probably. 
Mr. SABO. And what is the actual 

change in dollars the first year to 
the-

Mr. KASICH. Well, the-
Mr. SABO. About 6, 7 percent? 
Mr. KASICH. Let me explain--
Mr. SABO. The gentleman is a mas­

ter of deception with his charts. 
Mr. XASICH. Let me explain to the 

gentleman. Let me answer. 
I say, "Under your definition of this 

bill, this $221 million increase is called 
a $476 million cut--

Mr. SABO. I am not asking about my 
description. I am asking about the de­
scription the gentleman is showing to 
the House and to the public. A 6, 7 per­
cent change in actual dollars is in the 
chart that looks like a 300 percent 
change. 

Mr. KASICH. The gentleman's defini­
tion shows this going downwards. I 
mean that is the problem. Let us get 
on the same page. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, I re­
claim my time and yield 2 minutes to 
the distinguished chairman of the Com­
mittee on Appropriations, the gen­
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. OBEY]. 

Mr. OBEY. Madam Chairman, I think 
the distinguished chairman of the Cam­
mi ttee on the Budget has just pointed 
out the incredible deception that we 
find in the chart just used by the gen­
tleman from Ohio. The base number for 
the first bar was 3.1. The final bar num­
ber was 3.35. Now, if the gentleman can 
tell me how that small a change in dol­
lars results in a doubling visually on 
that bar graph, I would suggest to him 
he needs a new pair of glasses. The 
numbers do not match the story the 
gentleman is trying to tell on the 
graph. 

I simply want to say that this debate 
has nothing whatsoever to do with 
spending. 

D 1320 
This issue has only to do with what 

kind of information is made available 
to the public and to the Congress. 
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The gentleman from South Carolina 

[Mr. SPRATT] simply says that we 
ought to provide comparisons to both 
the current funding baseline, which is 
not inflation adjusted, and also to the 
current policy baseline, which is infla­
tion adjusted. Members of the public 
and Members of this House have a right 
to see the budget from both perspec­
tives. 

Now, the gentleman on this side of 
the aisle who just spoke says it has 
nothing to do with entitlements. He 
then proceeded to say he was sick of 
seeing budgets for defense adjusted on 
the basis of the inflated baseline. 

The fact is, they are not. I have the 
defense appropriation report right 
here. The first column reads, Appro­
priated, 1994. It lists the dollar amount 
for military personnel. The next line 
lists the amount spent in 1985. Then it 
compares the costs not with an infla­
tion-adjusted baseline, but with the 
regular noninflated baseline. 

So if in fact the gentleman is correct 
on entitlements, and he is not, but if 
he were, then this amendment would 
have absolutely no effect on discre­
tionary spending whatsoever. 

I urge you to vote for the Spratt 
amendment. It is the only unbiased and 
honest amendment before the House. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I was 
just curious to know if it would save 
time if we replay the earlier debate. 

Madam Chairman, I yield 1 addi­
tional minute to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KASICH]. 

Mr. KASICH. Madam Chairman, this 
is very illustrative of how we do it. 
This is how we reflect the increase in 
spending, and you are complaining 
about the chart. The way we ought to 
do is flip it over. This is the way you 
would have it read. See, that is the 
problem with this process. 

Now, you know what is really curi­
ous? What is really curious is George 
Bush gives us in 1990 a one-half trillion 
dollar deficit reduction program. This 
President gives us a one-half trillion 
dollar deficit reduction program. If 
that is true, why has the national debt 
gone from $4.5 trillion to $6 trillion? If 
you can explain to me why we are cut­
ting all this spending and having mas­
sive deficit reduction, why is it the def­
icit is going through the roof? 

I will tell you why. We are not cut­
ting spending, we are only counting 
cuts as slower increases in growth than 
what the bureaucrats in town want to 
do. I will tell why the people of this 
country do not want to budget it any 
more. They want to throw it out and do 
it with a straight line based on the 
year before. Madam Chairman, reject 
the Spratt amendment. Maintain the 
Penny-Stenholm proposal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. PENNY] has 10 
minutes remaining, and the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. SPRATT] has 
5 minutes remaining. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. STENHOLM]. 

Mr. STENHOLM. Madam Chairman, 
our debate is getting a little bit amus­
ing now that we are replaying it for the 
third and fourth time. 

You know, the important thing for us 
to remember, and I will start and con­
clude by this, is if you really want to 
contribute to the cynicism of the 
American people, vote for Spratt and 
then try to explain why you voted for 
Penny-Kasich-Stenholm and then 
voted immediately to overturn it. You 
cannot do it, folks. 

Now, we can get into debate on the 
scales on charts. The fundamental here 
is it does not matter what the scale of 
the chart is. It is which direction the 
spending is going in and whether we 
are calling it an increase or decrease. 
That is all that is relevant. 

In the last few days, the American 
Association of Retired People has used 
some very questionable judgment in 
some of the pronouncements concern­
ing what is going on in this body and 
inside the beltway, and they are doing 
it again today. Because there is no rel­
evance whatsoever to suggesting that 
either of these bills has anything to do 
with Social Security, Medicare, or any 
other program, bills that are both alike 
except for one major difference, and 
that is why we are debating it here 
today. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
OBEY] is correct. All of those who argue 
that we need all kinds of information 
are correct. What we are arguing is let 
us not confuse the American people 
with our policy business that we do in 
the Committee on the Budget. Let us 
tell the American people there is one 
budget baseline. 

The people that drink coffee in the 
Dairy Queen in Stanford, TX, do not 
understand when we explain it to them 
any other way than this. If you get $100 
this year and you get $99 next year, for 
whatever reason, that is a cut. If you 
get $101, that is an increase. That is the 
fundamental debate in this whole area 
of discussion today. 

Madam Chairman, vote "no" on 
Spratt, particularly if you voted "yes" 
on Penny, because you cannot explain 
it any other way, unless you wish to 
continue the confusion on the Amer­
ican people of having dual baselines 
and all of the things that go with it. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. EHLERS]. 

Mr. EHLERS. Madam Chairman, I 
hope you do not mind if I try to inject 
a little rationality into the discussion, 
but I simply have to rise and defend my 
colleague from Ohio, who has been 
falsely accused of doctoring the chart 
to make it look favorable to his com­
ments. 

I would point out the little zig here. 
For those of you who are not mathe-

maticians, I simply say this indicates a 
zero suppression. Anyone looking at a 
chart with a little zig there, should 
consider you are doing a comparative 
analysis, rather than an absolute one. 
The chart is perfectly accurate and il­
lustrates that in fact the amount of 
spending has been increasing. 

In the remainder of my time I simply 
want to comment on the previous 
speaker, Mr. STENHOLM's comments, 
and he is absolutely right. When the 
American automobile manufacturers 
publicize the price of their new car, and 
it has gone up $200, they are comparing 
it to the previous year's price. They do 
not advertise well, if you take the 
baseline adjusted for inflation, we are 
cutting the cost of our cars by $50 a 
year. Every press release that goes out, 
every statement made, every compari­
son by the buying public says in fact 
the price has gone up, and that is what 
is happening with our budget. 

I urge that we reject the Spratt 
amendment. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. STENHOLM]. 

Mr. STENHOLM. Madam Chairman, I 
want to thank my colleague for ex­
plaining not only to me, but also for 
the people of the Stanford Dairy 
Queen, what that signature means on 
that, because I think the whole world 
will know better now what we are talk­
ing about in the charts. I appreciate 
the edification. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. SWETT]. 

Mr. SWETT. Madam Chairman, I 
thank my colleague from Minnesota 
for yielding. 

I just want to add to, and I hope very 
briefly, the common sense that I am 
hearing out of people like the gen­
tleman from Texas [Mr. STENHOLM] and 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
PENNY] with regard to this amendment. 

We have got to represent in our budg­
ets the things that we are doing here in 
Washington in terms that most Ameri­
cans can understand and believe. That 
is what we dealt with on Wednesday 
with the congressional accountability 
legislation, where we voted to bring 
Congress under every law that it passes 
for the rest of the country. That is 
what we have to do here when we talk 
budgets with small business people, 
with housewives, with those American 
citizens that live throughout the coun­
try and are trying to make sense out of 
these convoluted and complicated proc­
esses. 

We are not changing the numbers. We 
are not misrepresenting anything. We 
are putting it all in terms that the av­
erage American can easily grasp. I 
think, quite honestly, it will make it 
easier for many of us here in Congress 
to understand as well. We have already 
had the zig explained. Now we have to 
make sure we get the zag out of there 
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and come up with a budget we all un­
derstand. I urge support for the Penny 
amendment, and no vote on the Spratt 
amendment. 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. SABO], the distin­
guished chairman of the Committee on 
the Budget. 

Mr. SABO. Madam Chairman, I rise 
in support of the Spratt amendment. If 
you wanted the most complete , total 
information available using a variety 
of options, you support Spratt. You 
compare it to last year. you compare it 
to existing law, you compare it to the 
existence of inflation. 

To the last speaker. I would only say 
when he plans for the future and hav­
ing resources available to educate his 
kids, I hope he considers the long-term 
impact of inflation. Most Americans 
do. When Americans plan for their re­
tirement, they consider the impact of 
inflation. We should too. When we look 
at what has historically happened in 
our country, we need to know how pro­
grams have changed, dollar for dollar. 
But we also need to know how it has 
been impacted by inflation. 

D 1330 

When we measure the wage base of 
the American public and how, frankly, 
it has declined for millions of Ameri­
cans over the last 20 years, we use in­
flation to understand that change and 
what is happening to millions of work­
ing Americans. 

So, Madam Chairman, if we want to 
preserve the most options and under­
stand what is happening with Federal 
budget policy, rather than fitting some 
little dogma, we vote for the Spratt 
amendment. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. HOKE]. 

Mr. HOKE. Madam Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding time 
to me. 

I just wanted to add an anecdote 
from last summer that I thought might 
be of interest to the House. 

Then Director of OMB, Leon Panetta, 
was in Cleveland for a roundtable con­
ference . He is now, of course, the Presi­
dent's Chief of Staff. We were talking 
about the budget. 

And I said we ought to start cutting 
with the Government, the Federal Gov­
ernment, ourselves. And Mr. Panetta 
said, " We did, we cut the pay of Fed­
eral workers. " 

And I looked at him and I said, "That 
is not true. We didn' t cut the pay of 
Federal workers at all." 

He said, "Yes, we have decreased the 
amount of the increase." 

I said, " Mr. Panetta. when you say to 
the people in Parma, OH or in Rocky 
River that you have cut their pay, that 
means that if they made $34,000 this 
year, they will make $35,000 next year. 
That is a pay cut. It is not a decrease 
in an increase. '' 

Mr. Panetta looked at me like I was right thing most of the time. One per­
from another planet. This is the former cent said yes. 
chairman of our distinguished Commit- Why are the American people so cyn-
tee on the Budget. ical? It is because we can do things like 

That is the whole problem that we call a spending increase a spending cut. 
have got here in Washington with this If we abolish baseline budgeting, we 
baseline budgeting. I call it the dark will not stop spending increases. We 
alchemy of numbers. will simply require that when we in-

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I crease spending, we say so. And we do 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from not call it a cut. 
California [Mr. CUNNINGHAM]. Recently, a bipartisan coalition pro-

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Madam Chair- posed reforms in 12 Federal programs. 
man, I think when we go to explain Overall the proposal allowed spending 
how we are cutting spending to the to grow by $18 billion. But using this 
American public. they do not under- baseline budgeting technique, the sup-

porters of big spending were able to 
stand because of the current system we claim that the coalition wanted to cut 
are in. 

I talked to my Mom. And I said, spending these in programs by Sll bil-
lion. 

Mom, we are going to have a turkey for Now we are going to compound the 
Thanksgiving, but next year the whole deficit of baseline budgeting by using a 
family is going to come so we need 10 procedural trick called king of the hill. 
turkeys. But came this year, the fam- After pretending to say that we 
ily called up and said, Mom, we cannot stopped baseline budgeting, we can 
come. So we canceled the 10 turkeys come back and use king of the hill to 
and we stuck with the one turkey. undo it all. 

Under this system, we would tell the The Penny-Kasich-Stenholm amend-
American public that we just cut 90 ment passed by 247 to 171. It abolishes 
percent of the turkey expenditures. It baseline budgeting. Now ·the Spratt 
is just not true. amendment is offered to repeal it. Cyn-

We need to tell the American people ical Members of Congress who just 
instead of being able to confuse them, minutes ago voted to abolish the ac­
let them know exactly what they are counting trick that says a spending in­
spending. crease is really a cut can now vote to 

As far as inflation, we could take put this accounting slight of hand back 
care of inflation every year, because into the big spenders bag. of tricks. 
that happens yearly, not biyearly. This is double deception. 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, I Thomas Jefferson once noted, "He 
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman who permits himself to tell a lie once 
from Connecticut [Mrs. JOHNSON]. finds it much easier to do it a second 

Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut. and a third time until at length it be­
Madam Chairman, not one person in comes habitual. The falsehood of the 
this Nation sits at their kitchen table tongue leads to the falsehood of the 
and plans for the next year, assuming heart and in time depraves all good dis­
they are going to get a salary increase positions.'' 
equal to inflation. Jefferson was right. The baseline is a 

Nobody does. It would be awfully nice · lie and it eats away at the credibility 
if they could. Most of them do not get of this Congress. The king-of-the-hill 
a salary increase equal to inflation. procedure is a deceit. We should aban­

Why does this Congress continue to don use of this practice at once. 
believe it is all right for us to assume I urge my colleagues to vote " no" on 

this double deception. 
the budget is going to go up by infla- The CHAIRMAN. All time of the gen-
tion and only above inflation that we 
should tell the citizens of America that tleman from Minnesota [Mr. PENNY] 

has expired. 
we increase spending? Get real. Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, I 

This is about sunshine. This is about yield myself the balance of my time. 
honesty. This is about accountability. Madam Chairman, let me first make 
And this is easy. The siµiple things in the argument that a vote for Spratt for 
life matter. We will never ever cast a the underlying base bill is completely 
more important vote than we will cast consistent, even though you may have 
today on this issue for deficit reduc- voted for the Stenholm-Penny-Kasich 
tion. Because if we pass this , from now substitute. Why is that? 
on the public will be able to see wheth- Undoubtedly Members of the House 
er we increase spending 1 percent or 2 voted for Penny-Kasich-Stenholm be­
percent and we can say, yes, that is cause they wanted to have a frozen 
less than inflation. baseline. They wanted to have this 

They will be able to see what we are year's spending baseline against which 
doing and judge us by our work. to measure increases in next year's 

Mr. PENNY. Madam Chairman, in budget. I understand that. 
urging a no vote on Spratt for those Indeed, we have, as a first step in this 
who voted yes on Penny, I yield my bill, accommodated that desire on the 
final minute and a half to the gen- part of. all Members and the desire of 
tleman from California [Mr. Cox]. the public by having a current funding 

Mr. COX. Madam Chairman, a recent baseline authorized in this bill. It rep­
survey of the American people asked resents actual funding , what CBO calls 
them do you trust Congress to do the a freeze. 
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There is also a need expressed by the 
fact that we use it continually for a 
current policy baseline both for us and 
for the public. · And so if Members vote 
now for Spratt, we will simply say we 
want to have what we voted for before. 
We want the current funding baseline. 
But we would also like to have and 
have it displayed in the budget docu­
ments the current policy baseline. 

Those who want to argue that an in­
crease is an increase and a cut is a cut 
will have the current funding baseline 
against which to measure what is an 
increase and what is a cut. Those who 
would like to say, we are not keeping 
the Social Security Program ade­
quately funded, we are not keeping 
Medicare adequately funded to main­
tain the benefits that are existing this 
year and next year, would have a cur­
rent policy baseline as well. 

We talk about entitlements but it ap­
plies to defense as well. If you want a 
current policy baseline so that you can 
say, do not fool yourself, a $1 billion in­
crease in defense is not an increase, it 
is really a decrease. It will mean less 
pay, less O&M, less things that we es­
sentially need for financial security. 
You need the current policy baseline 
for that purpose. 

So this is a co.nsistent vote. Members 
can vote to uphold what they voted for 
before because that is in this bill. But 
vote also for something useful, some­
thing analytically purposeful, the cur­
rent policy baseline. 

Vote for Spratt. Vote for good budg­
et, full disclosure. 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Chairman, I rise in 
support of the legislation proposed by Rep­
resentative SPRATT, a member of the Govern­
ment Operations Committee, to reform our 
budget laws and provide more complete budg­
etary information to Congress. 

H.R. 4907 reforms the baseline concept for 
the congressional budget and appropriations 
process. Currently, a program's baseline is ad­
justed each year so its spending level keeps 
pace with inflation and other factors. These 
adjustments make sure that Members of Con­
gress, when asked to vote on budget and ap­
propriations bills, are aware of the full cost of 
today's programs. H.R. 4907 would keep this 
baseline calculation and add a current funding 
baseline, which is not adjusted to reflect infla­
tion. 

In a series of Government Operations Com­
mittee hearings, several of our colleagues criti­
cized the current baseline as providing for 
automatic spending increases and permitting 
Congress to call reductions in the size of the 
baseline increase a cut in spending. 

These colleagues would prohibit inflation ad­
justments as Congress considers program 
funding levels. However, inflation is a very real 
cost for Federal programs. 

The current baseline lets Members know 
that $1 of services this year is worth 97 cents 
next year because of inflation. Many Members 
want to know this information because it rep­
resents real reductions in programs, whether 
for kids or the Pentagon. 

The new baseline estimate proposed in this 
bill would give Members a program's 

uninflated baseline. This should satisfy those 
Members who think the most important infor­
mation is how much we spent last year. 

Unlike the alternatives we will consider 
today, H.R. 4907 puts all of the information, 
with and without inflation, adjustments, before 
Members of Congress. We should not put new 
restrictions on the information Members of 
Congress can, and cannot, consider when 
making spending decisions. We cannot do our 
job if we have only half of the needed informa­
tion. 

If we are to impose spending cuts, we need 
to know what the full impact of these decisions 
will be. We cannot do this if we ignore the cur­
rent costs of today's problems by focusing 
only on last year's costs. Under such a for­
mula, Congress would always be behind the 
curve in addressing today's urgent priorities. 

Madam Chairman, I urge adoption of H.R. 
4907. The legislation will present all of the in­
formation Members of Congress need to fully 
evaluate spending decisions. I urge opposition 
to amendments which require Congress to 
turn a blind eye to today's needs. Thank you, 
and I yield back the balance of my time. 

D 1340 

The CHAIRMAN. AlJ time has ex­
pired. 

The question is on the amendment in 
the nature of a substitute offered by 
the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. SPRATT]. 

The question was taken; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes ap­
peared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Chairman, I de­
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de­

vice, and there were-ayes 170, noes 243, 
not voting 26, as follows: 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Andrews (ME) 
Applegate 
Barlow 
Becerra 
Be1lenson 
Berman 
Bevm 
Bil bray 
Bishop 
Blackwell 
Boni or 
Borski 
Boucher 
Brooks 
Brown (CA) 
Brown (FL) 
Bryant 
Byrne 
Cardin 
Carr 
Chapman 
Clay 
Clayton 
Clyburn 
Coleman 
Coll1ns (IL) 
Coll1ns (MI) 
Conyers 
Costello 
Coyne 
de la Garza 
de Lugo (VI) 
DeLauro 
Dell urns 

[Roll No. 396] 
AYES-170 

Derrick 
Deutsch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dixon 
Durbin 
Edwards (CA) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Evans 
Farr 
Fazio 
Fllner 
Flake 
Foglletta 
Ford (MI) 
Ford (TN) 
Frank (MA) 
Gephardt 
Gibbons 
Gonzalez 
Green 
Gutierrez 
Hall (OH) 
Hamburg 
Hamilton 
Hastings 
Hefner 
Hilliard 
Hinchey 
Hoagland 
Hochbrueckner 
Holden 
Hoyer 
Hughes 
Jefferson 

Johnson, E.B. 
Johnston 
KanJorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kennelly 
Klldee 
Klein 
Kllnk 
Kopetski 
Kreidler 
LaFalce 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lowey 
Maloney 
Manton 
Markey 
Martinez 
Matsui 
Mccloskey 
McDermott 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meek 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Mlller(CA) 
Mine ta 
Mink 
Moakley 
Mollohan 
Moran 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Neal (MA) 

Norton (DC) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pastor 
Payne (NJ) 
Pelosi 
Peterson (FL) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Richardson 
Rose 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Sabo 
Sanders 

Allard 
Andrews (NJ) 
Andrews (TX) 
Archer 
Armey 
Bachus (AL) 
Baesler 
Baker (CA) 
Baker (LA) 
Barca 
Barcia 
Barrett (NE) 
Barrett (WI) 
Bartlett 
Bateman 
Bentley 
Bereuter 
B111rakls 
B11ley 
Blute 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonma 
Browder 
Brown (OH) 
Bunning 
Burton 
Buyer 
Callahan 
Calvert 
Camp 
Canady 
Cantwell 
Castle 
Clement 
Cllnger 
Coble 
Coll1ns (GA) 
Combest 
Condit 
Cooper 
Coppersmith 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crapo 
Cunningham 
Danner 
Darden 
Deal 
DeFazlo 
De Lay 
Diaz-Balart 
Dickey 
Dooley 
Doollttle 
Dornan 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English 
Everett 
Ewing 
Fawell 
Fields (TX) 
Fingerhut 
Fish 
Fowler 
Franks (CT) 
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Sarpallus 
Sawyer 
Schumer 
Scott 
Serrano 
Sharp 
Skaggs 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (IA) 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stokes 
Strickland 
Studds 
Stupak 
Swift 
Tejeda 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Thurman 

NOES-243 
Franks (NJ) 
Frost 
Furse 
Gallegly 
Gallo 
Gekas 
Geren 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gilman 
Gingrich 
Gllckman 
Goodlatte 
Good Ung 
Gordon 
Goss 
Grams 
Grandy 
Greenwood 
Gunderson 
Hall(TX) 
Hancock 
Hansen 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hayes 
Hefley 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hoke 
Horn 
Houghton 
Hufflngton 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hutto 
Hyde 
Inglis 
Inhofe 
Ins lee 
Is took 
Jacobs 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson <SD) 
Johnson, Sam 
Kasi ch 
Kim 
King 
Kingston 
Kleczka 
Klug 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kyl 
Lambert 
Lancaster 
LaRocco 
Laughlin 
Lazio 
Leach 
Lehman 
Levy 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lightfoot 
Linder 
Lipinski 
Livingston 
Long 
Lucas 

Torres 
Torr1cel11 
Towns 
Traflcant 
Tucker 
Unsoeld 
Velazquez 
Vlsclosky 
Volkmer 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Wheat 
Whitten 
Wllson 
Wise 
Woolsey 
Wyden 
Wynn 
Yates 

Machtley 
Mann 
Manzullo 
Margolles-

Mezvlnsky 
Mazzoll 
McColl um 
McCrery 
McCurdy 
McDade 
McHale 
McHugh 
Mcinnis 
McKean 
McMillan 
Meehan 
Meyers 
Mica 
M1ller (FL) 
Minge 
Mollnari 
Moorhead 
Morella 
Murphy 
Myers 
Neal (NC) 
Nussle 
Orton 
Oxley 
Packard 
Pallone 
Parker 
Paxon 
Payne (VA) 
Penny 
Peterson (MN) 
Petr1 
Pickett 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Po shard 
Pryce (OH) 
Qu1llen 
Quinn 
Ramstad 
Ravenel 
Regula 
Ridge 
Roberts 
Roemer 
Rogers 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roth 
Roukema 
Rowland 
Royce 
Sangmelster 
Santorum 
Saxton 
Schaefer 
Schenk 
Schiff 
Schroeder 
Sensenbrenner 
Shaw 
Shays 
Shepherd 
Shuster 
Slslsky 
Skeen 
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Smith (MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (OR) 
Smith (TX) 
Snowe 
Solomon 
Spence 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Stump 

Swett 
Talent 
Tanner 
Tauzin 
Taylor(MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Thomas (CA) 
Torkildsen 
Upton 
Valentine 

Vucanovich 
Walker 
Weldon 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Zell ff 
Zlmmer 

NOT VOTING-26 
Bacchus (FL) 
Ballenger 
Barton 
Brewster 
Faleomavaega 
. (AS) 

Fields (LA) 
Gejdenson 
Lantos 
Lewis (FL) 

Lloyd 
McCandless 
Michel 
Montgomery 
Pickle 
Reynolds 
Romero-Barcelo 

(PR) 
Rostenkowski 
Slattery 

D 1358 

Sundquist 
Synar 
Thomas (WY) 
Underwood (GU) 
Vento 
Walsh 
Washington 
Willlams 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

On this vote: 
Mr. Pickle for, with Mr. Barton against. 
Mr. Vento for, with Mr. Thomas of Wyo-

ming against. · 

Ms. FURSE changed her vote from 
" aye" to "no." 

Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts changes 
his vote from "no" to "aye. " 

So the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. GEJDENSON. Madam Chairman, 
today I was absent for rollcall votes 
Nos. 395 and 396. Had I been present, I 
would have voted against the Penny 
amendment, No. 395, and in favor of the 
Spratt amendment, No. 396. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, unfortu­
nately I missed rollcall vote 396 on the Spratt 
amendment to H.R. 4907, the Full Budget Dis­
closure Act of 1994. Had I been present, I 
would have voted "no." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the committee amendment in the na­
ture of a substitute , as amended. 

The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute; as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 
Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
McDERMOTT) having assumed the chair, 
Mrs. SCHROEDER, Chairman of the Com­
mittee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union, reported that that Com­
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 4907) to reform the con­
cept of baseline budgeting, pursuant to 
House Resolution 512, she reported the 
bill back to the House with an amend­
ment adopted by the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule , the previous question is or­
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on the 
amendment to the committee amend­
ment in the nature of a substitute 
adopted by the Committee of the 
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Whole? If not, the question is on the 
committee amendment in the nature of 
a substitute, as amended. 

The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the 
gentleman on his feet? 

Mr. COLEMAN. The gentleman was 
on his feet. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will recognize that the gen­
tleman was on his feet. The Chair will 
count for the yeas and nays. Those fa­
voring the yeas and nays will rise and 
be counted. Members may be seated. 

The Chair will count the House. In a 
House of obviously more than 220 Mem­
bers, the Chair counts 45 in favor of a 
vote by the yeas and nays. Therefore, 
an insufficient number has arisen. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 
So the bill was passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

GENERAL LEA VE 
Mr. DERRICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re­
vise and extend their remarks, and in­
clude extraneous material, on H.R. 
4907, the bill just passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
· McDERMOTT). Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate by Mr. 

Hallen, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed without 
amendment a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H.R. 1426. An act to provide for the mainte­
nance of dams located on Indian lands by the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs or through con­
tracts with Indian tribes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, bills of the House of the fol­
lowing titles: 

H.R. 2921. An act to authorize appropria­
tions for the preservation and restoration of 
historic buildings at historically black col­
leges and universities; 

H.R. 4569. An act to extend and make 
amendments to the President John F. Ken-

nedy Assassination Records Collection Act of 
1992; ' 

H.R. 4606. An act making appropriations 
for the Departments of Labor, Health and 
Human Services, and Education, and related 
agencies, for the fiscal year ending Septem­
ber 30, 1995, and for other purposes; 

H.R. 4812. An act to direct the Adminis­
trator of General Services to acquire by 
transfer the Old U.S. Mint in San Francisco, 
California, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the bill (H.R. 4606) " An Act making ap­
propriations for the Departments of 
Labor, Health and Human Services, 
and Education, and related agencies, 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
1995, and for other purposes," requests 
a conference with the House on the dis­
agreeing votes of the two Houses there­
on, and appoints Mr. HARKIN, Mr. BYRD, 
Mr. HOLLINGS, Mr. INOUYE, Mr. BUMP­
ERS, Mr. REID, Mr. KOHL, Mrs. MURRAY, 
Mr. SPECTER, Mr. HATFIELD, Mr. STE­
VENS, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. GoRTON, Mr. 
MACK, and Mr. BOND, to be the con­
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com­
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend­
ment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
2243) "An Act to amend the Federal 
Trade Commission Act to extend the 
authorization of appropriations in such 
Act, and for other purposes.". 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com­
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend­
ments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
4506) "An Act making appropriations 
for energy and water development for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
1995, and for other purposes.". 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agree to the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 2, 
4, 8~ 28, 48, and 49, to the above-entitled 
bill. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed a concurrent resolu­
tion of the following title, in which the 
concurrence of the House is requested: 

S. Con. Res. 60. Concurrent resolution ex­
pressing the sense of the Congress that a 
postage stamp should be issued to honor the 
lOOth anniversary of the Jewish War Veter­
ans of the United States of America. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to Public Law 99-498, the 
Chair, on behalf of the President pro 
tempore, reappoints William C. Hiss of 
Maine, to the Advisory Committee on 
Student Financial Assistance for a 3-
year term effective October 1, 1994. 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 
(Mr. GINGRICH asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. GINGRICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask to 
proceed for the purpose of receiving the 
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schedule from the majority leader, and 
I yield to my good friend, the gen­
tleman from Missouri, for that pur­
pose. 

Mr. GEPHARDT. I thank the gen­
tleman for yielding. There will not be 
further votes today. 

On Monday, August 15, the House will 
not be in session. 

Tuesday, August 16, the House will 
meet at 10:30 a.m. for morning hour. 
The House will meet at noon on Tues­
day for 12 bills under suspension. The 
bills are: 

H.R. 1103, Secondary Transmissions 
Of Superstations And Network Sta­
tions For Private Home Viewing; 

H.R. 2866, Headwaters Forest Act; 
H.R. 4884, Criminal Justice Informa­

tion Services Placement Assistance 
Act; 

H.R. 4867, High Speed Rail Develop­
ment Act of 1994; 

H.R. 4868, Railroad Unemployment 
Insurance Amendments Act of 1994; 

H.R. 2178, Hazardous Materials Trans­
portation Act Amendments; 

H.R. 4812, To Direct The AGS To Ac­
quire Title To The Old U.S. Mint In 
San Francisco, CA; 

H.R. 4709, To Make Certain Technical 
Amendments; 

H.R. 3508, Tribal Self-Governance Act 
Of 1994; 

H.R. 2947, Two Year Extension Of The 
Black Revolutionary War Patriots 
Foundation To Establish A Memorial; 

H.R. 2815, Farmington Wild and Sce­
nic River Act; and 

H.R. 1305, Minor Boundary Adjust­
ments and Miscellaneous Park Amend­
ments. 

We will try to not have votes until 5 
o'clock on Tuesday afternoon on the 
suspension bills. 

On Wednesday, August 17, and the 
balance of the week, the House will 
meet at 10 a.m. on Wednesday, Thurs­
day, and possibly Friday. We will have 
H.R. 4906, Emergency Spending Control 
Act of 1994, subject to a rule; H.R. 3433, 
providing for the management of the 
Presidio, subject to a rule; H.R. 4908, 
hydrogen and fusion research and de­
velopment programs authorization, 
subject to a rule; S. 2182, Department 
of Defense authorization conference re­
port, subject to a rule; H.R. 3355, the 
Omnibus Crime Control Act conference 
report again, subject to a rule; H.R. 
3800, Superfund Reform Act of 1994, 
subject to a rule; S. 349, Lobbying Dis­
closure Act of 1994 conference report; 
and S. 3, Congressional Spending Limit 
and Election Reform Act of 1994, con­
ference report, subject to a rule. 

There are other conference reports 
that may be brought up at any time. 

I would say to the gentleman, we are 
continuing on both sides with different 
groups of Members working with the 
Congressional Budget Office on scoring 
the various health bills. It is our inten­
tion to try to get to heal th care if and 
when the Congressional Budget Office 

is finished that material. As the Mem­
bers know, this is an interactive proc­
ess and there is no way to predict, un­
fortunately, when that will be finished 
and we will just have to keep Members 
apprised on a day-by-day basis of where 
we are on that. 

Mr. GINGRICH. If I could ask the 
majority leader, first I want to recon­
firm for Members if they are back by 5 
o'clock on Tuesday, that is .when votes, 
in your judgment, will probably begin, 
for Members in terms of arranging 
plans, is that correct? 

Mr. GEPHARDT. The gentleman is 
correct. 

Mr. GINGRICH. I want to walk 
through the heal th thing if I could for 
just a second. As I understand it, this 
is an extraordinary complex business 
and we have talked about it at length 
together, making sure that the Con­
gressional Budget Office scoring is ac­
curate, which takes time, and at the 
same time having an opportunity to 
interact with the ~uthors of each bill 
because, as the gentleman knows, as 
we go through each part of this process 
it changes the whole nature of what we 
are doing. 

I have two questions I guess. One is 
should Members for the present time 
plan on the week after next being here, 
or does the gentleman have any notion 
at this stage what plans they should 
make for the week after next? 

Mr. GEPHARDT. We will have to ad­
vise them again next week on a day-by­
day basis as we see where we are with 
the Congressional Budget Office work. 
As the gentleman knows, we have pro­
cedures without a recess motion that 
could be used to keep the House in ses­
sion as long as the Senate is in session, 
and we anticipate it will be. We can go 
3 days to 3 days under our rules and 
allow Members to not be here for votes, 
but keep the House in session and con­
tinue to work to see if we can get a so­
lution to the CBO analysis problem. 

Mr. GINGRICH. My second question 
is on the health side we had talked at 
one point about a very orderly proce­
dure, which I found very attractive to 
begin the debate in an orderly way and 
have plenty of general debate time be­
cause of the intensity and scale of this 
issue, allow all of the various pro­
ponents of different bills to have a 
chance, and then move into a process 
with a second rule looking at any 
amendments, and looking at voting on 
the various alternatives. 

In your judgment, the gentleman and 
the Democratic leadership yet decided 
whether we should wait until we are 
certain of the whole scoring process be­
fore we begin the initial general de­
bate, or whether we should try to begin 
that late next week, or again, just for 
the purpose of those Members on both 
sides who may want to prepare re­
marks on an issue of this importance, 
do you have any thoughts at this stage 
on how we might proceed?. 

Mr. GEPHARDT. I do not want to 
stop anyone from writing a speech. But 
I do think that we are going to have 
hearings next week in the Rules Com­
mittee. We will continue on the bills. I 
think Members can anticipate that 
they may want to be involved in testi­
fying there. 

But I do think that it is hard to have 
meaningful debate on these bills until 
we know exactly what their provisions 
are, and again, the provisions may 
have to change as a result of the scor­
ing necessities. 

0 1410 
Mr. GINGRICH. I would rather have 

us, as you know, go in an orderly man­
ner, so you are not going to get any 
complaints on our side if we allow the 
scoring and the drafting and the tech­
nicalities to be worked out prior to be­
ginning debate. 

Because I think on an issue that af­
fects the whole country on this scale, 
that is the right way to do it. So you 
will not hear any carping or complain­
ing. 

One other item, I noticed you men­
tioned here H.R. 3355, the Omnibus 
Crime Control Act. I would just like to 
comment and report to the House that 
a few minutes ago Senator DOLE and I 
along with four members of the con­
ference sent a letter to the President 
on Air Force One offering to meet early 
this evening and discuss the possibility 
of bipartisan help in reporting the con­
ference and that the 11 Republicans 
who voted "yes" yesterday on the rule 
have also sent a letter to the President 
indicating a desire to work with him in 
a bipartisan manner to get this bill re­
written. 

So I just want Members to know we 
are prepared, if necessary, to work 
starting this weekend in a bipartisan 
manner to reopen the conference and 
to try to get to a passable crime bill as 
early as possible. 

Mr. GEPHARDT. We have been meet­
ing with a lot of our Members today to 
talk about the crime bill. We are try­
ing to work toward a solution. 

ADJOURNMENT FROM TODAY, FRI­
DAY, AUGUST 12, 1994, TO TUES­
DAY, AUGUST 16, 1994 

Mr. GEPHARDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 10:30 a.m. on Tuesday, August 
16, 1994. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
McDERMOTT). Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Mis­
souri? 

There was no objection. 

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR 
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON 
WEDNESDAY NEXT 
Mr. GEPHARDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the business 
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in order under the Calendar Wednesday 
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday 
next. 

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

There was no objection. 

NORTHERN GREAT PLAINS RURAL 
DEVELOPMENT ACT 

Mr. DE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com­
mittee on Agriculture be discharged 
from further consideration of the Sen­
ate bill (S. 2099) to establish the North­
ern Great Plains Rural Development 
Commission, and for other purposes, 
and ask for its immediate consider­
ation in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

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

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, reserv­
ing the right to object, I shall not ob­
ject, but under my reservation, I yield 
to the distinguished chairman to ex­
plain the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. DE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, the Northern Great 
Plains Rural Development Act would 
establish a commission to study and 
make recommendations regarding the 
economic development needs of the 
rural northern Great Plains States of 
South Dakota, North Dakota, Ne­
braska, Minnesota, and Iowa. 

Mr. Speaker, S. 2099, the Northern Great 
Plains Rural Development Act, would establish 
a commission to study and make rec­
ommendations regarding the economic devel­
opment needs of the rural northern Great 
Plains States of South Dakota, North Dakota, 
Nebraska, Minnesota and Iowa. 

The legislation seeks to achieve this objec­
tive by seeking and encouraging the participa­
tion and input of a broad range of interested 
citizens in these States. The Commission pro­
posed in the bill would be comprised of 1 O 
members. Five are to be selected by the 
States with each Governor appointing one 
member, and five are to be selected by the 
Federal Government with the Secretary of Ag­
riculture appointing one member from each of 
the five States. 

The legislation requires the Commission to 
hold hearings, conduct studies, and determine 
the appropriate strategies for promoting devel­
opment in the rural areas of the Northern 
Great Plains. The bill also states that the 
Commission will terminate in not less than 2 
years. 

Mr. Speaker, S. 2099 will provide a mecha­
nism for State and local leaders, working with 
USDA, to develop a long-term, cooperative 
plan that enables the rural areas of these 
States to build on their shared and unique 
strengths and to overcome their common 
problems. 

I commend the gentleman from South Da­
kota [Mr. JOHNSON] for introducing in the 
House the companion bill to this measure. The 

bill has support from lawmakers in all of the 
States included in the bill. 

The Committee on Agriculture has approved 
this legislation by voice vote. And I urge my 
colleagues in the House to support its pas­
sage. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, further 
reserving the right to object, this legis­
lation passed the Senate by unanimous 
consent on June 22 and was routinely 
reported by the Committee on Agri­
culture by voice vote; it is identical to 
a companion House bill , H.R. 4388. 
There was no dissent on the Republican 
side concerning this legislation in 
Committee. 

The bill sets up a rural development 
commission to study the economic 
problems of the northern Great Plains, 
specifically the States of South and 
North Dakota, Nebraska, Minnesota, 
and Iowa. It requires input from a wide 
array of interest groups, including 
local, regional and State governments, 
nonprofit organizations, agricultural 
and business groups in the area. They 
are required to come up with a strat­
egy to address the economic needs of 
the region, which are similar to the 
problems of our agricultural economy 
nationally. 

This legislation is similar to the Mis­
sissippi Delta Commission that was au­
thorized in 1988, but the authorization 
expires following the Commission's re­
port or within 2 years of enactment. It 
is my understanding funds have been 
provided in the Senate agricultural ap­
propriations bill. The bill has broad 
support among the Members represent­
ing congressional districts in the re­
gions and unanimous support from 
those States in the other body. 

I would urge adoption of the bill. 
Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva­

tion of objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen­
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol­

lows: 
s. 2099 

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 "Northern 
Great Plains Rural Development Act" . 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that-
(1) the rural economy of the Northern 

Great Plains is undergoing a substantial and 
potentially threatening transformation; 

(2) the rural Northern Great Plains suffers 
from substantial measurable poverty, unem­
ployment, outmigration, underemployment, 
aging of the population, and low per capita 
income; 

(3) the Northern Great Plains is highly 
rural and has a highly dispersed population, 
and contains many Native American reserva­
tions; 

(4) many of the basic industries of the 
rural Northern Great Plains in natural re­
sources are under stress; 

(5) a concerted Federal, State, and local 
public and private effort is needed if the 

rural Northern Great Plains is to share in 
the general prosperity of the United States; 

(6) the creation of jobs and expansion of ex­
isting businesses, Including small businesses, 
offer the greatest hope for rural economic 
growth and revitalization in the Northern 
Great Plains; 

(7) the availability of capital, technology, 
market information, infrastructure develop­
ment, educational opportunities, health 
care, housing, recreational activities, and re­
source development are essential to success­
ful business development in the rural North­
ern Great Plains; . 

(8) the transportation needs of the rural 
Northern Great Plains must be addressed 
through highway and bridge construction, 
air service availability, and rail service and 
river transport development; 

(9) because of the social, geographic, 
weather, historical , and cultural ties of the 
rural Northern Great Plains as well as com­
mon economic problems, planning for this 
unique region is desirable and urgently need­
ed; and 

(10) in the rural Northern Great Plains, the 
tourism industry offers significant addi­
tional potential for supporting economic de­
velopment and job growth, fostered by the 
wise stewardship of natural resources. 
SEC. 3. PURPOSE. 

The purpose of this Act is to establish the 
Northern Great Plains Rural Development 
Commission to study and make rec­
ommendations regarding the economic needs 
and economic development of the rural 
Northern Great Plains by seeking and en­
couraging the participation of interested 
citizens, public officials, groups, agencies, 
businesses, and other entities in developing a 
10-year rural economic development plan for 
the Northern Great Plains. 
SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS. 

As used in this Act: 
(1) CHAIRPERSON.-The term "chairperson" 

means the chairperson of the Commission. 
(2) COMMISSION.-The term " Commission" 

means the Northern Great Plains Rural De­
velopment Commission. 

(3) NORTHERN GREAT PLAINS.-The term 
"Northern Great Plains" means the States 
of North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, 
Iowa, and Minnesota. 

(4) STATE.-The term "State" means a 
State in the Northern Great Plains. 
SEC. 15. ESTABLISHMENT. 

There is established a Commission to be 
known as the "Northern Great Plains Rural 
Development Commission". 
SEC. 6. MEMBERSmP AND ORGANIZATION. 

(a) MEMBERSHIP.-The Commission shall be 
composed of 10 members, of whom-

(1) 1 member shall be appointed by the 
Governor of each State; and 

(2) 1 member shall be appointed from each 
of the States by the Secretary of Agri­
culture. 

(b) TERM.-Each member of the Commis­
sion shall serve for such term as the official 
who appoints the member determines is ap­
propriate. 

(c) QUORUM.-Five members of the Com­
mission shall constitute a quorum, but the 
Commission may establish that a lesser 
number shall constitute a quorum for the 
purpose of conducting hearings. 

(d) MEETINGS.-
(! ) FIRST MEETINGS.- Five or more mem­

bers appointed under subsection (a )(l ) shall 
determine the date, time, and place of the 
first meeting, and shall call the first meet­
ing. At the first meeting, the members of the 
Commission shall appoint a chairperson 
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from among the members appointed under 
subsection (a)(l). The first meeting of the 
Commission shall be held not later than 45 
days after the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) ADDITIONAL MEETINGS.-The Commis­
sion shall conduct such additional meetings 
as the Commission determines are appro­
priate. 

(e) APPOINTMENTS.-Each appointment 
under this Act shall be made not later than 
30 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(f) V ACANCIES.-A vacancy on the Commis­
sion shall not affect the powers of the Com­
mission and shall be filled in the same man­
ner in which the original appointment was 
made. 

(g) HEADQUARTERS.-The Commission shall 
establish the location for the headquarters of 
the Commission. 
SEC. 7. DUTIES. 

(a) PLAN.-The Commission shall identify 
and study the economic development, infra­
structure, technology, telecommunications, 
capital, employment, transportation, busi­
ness resource development, education, 
health care, housing, and recreation needs of 
the Northern Great Plains and develop a 10-
year plan that makes recommendations and 
establishes priorities to address the needs. 

(b) PREPARATION OF PLAN.-ln developing 
the plan, the Commission shall, with respect 
to 'the Northern Great Plains-

(1) sponsor and conduct investigations, re­
search studies, and field hearings; 

(2) review and evaluate available research, 
studies, and information on conditions in the 
areas referred to in subsection (a); 

(3) study the economy, identifying 
strengths, weaknesses, participation levels, 
opportunities, and methods of addressing 
outmigration; 

(4) develop a profile of, and a description of 
resources devoted to, economic development 
(including tourism), human resources (in­
cluding demographics, outmigration, pov­
erty, Native Americans, education, and 
training), infrastructure (including air, 
water, highway, rail, and telecommuni­
cations), and natural resources; 

(5) study and evaluate the economic devel­
opment resources, coordination, collabora­
tion, and "best practices" of the Federal, 
State, and local governments, nonprofit or­
ganizations, universities, businesses, agricul­
tural and natural resources groups, founda­
tions, cooperatives, and other organizations; 

(6) identify methods of facllltating the em­
ployment and business startups of unem­
ployed, underemployed, and low-income indi­
viduals and households; 

(7) identify effective methods for promot­
ing development on Native American res­
ervations; 

(8) study the avallablllty of methods of de­
livering public, private, and nonprofit cap­
ital and technical assistance for business 
startups and expansions, including farming 
and ranching; 

(9) evaluate the availablllty of, need for, 
and strategies for providing and maintain­
ing, the infrastructure, including air, water, 
highway, rail, and telecommunications; 

(10) study the structure and potential de­
velopment of major industries, including ag­
riculture, timber, mining, tourism, and man­
ufacturing (including the use of advanced 
technologies and processes and adding value 
to raw materials and component parts); 

(11) study the competence and availablllty 
of the labor force, including the health, edu­
cational, training, housing, and economic 
needs of the labor force; 

(12) develop an inventory of water, min­
eral, energy, timber, agricultural, fishery , 
wildlife, and other natural resources; 

(13) assess the comparative cost of doing 
business; 

(14) assess the international trading levels, 
markets, and practices, and potential oppor­
tunities; 

(15) assess the interconnection between 
metropolitan and rural areas and identify 
methods through which the areas can col­
laborate; 

(16) assess methods by which small commu­
nities and regions are collaborating or can 
collaborate in economic development initia­
tives; 

(17) evaluate-
(A) the distribution and impact of Federal 

spending, including grant-in-aid programs, 
research, and Federal procurement, and com­
pare the level of spending in these categories 
with spending in other regions of the coun­
try; and 

(B) the extent to which reliance on Fed­
eral, State, and local government outlays for 
poverty programs can be reduced by outlays 
targeted for economic development; 

(18) identify Federal, State, and local gov­
ernment programs, policies, and regulations 
that enhance or obstruct the development of 
businesses and well-paying jobs with long­
term potential and that effectively use the 
skills, education, and training of the labor 
force; 

(19) evaluate the potential for States to 
jointly finance projects and activities of re­
gional benefit; and 

(20) analyze such other issues as the Com­
mission determines are relevant to future 
economic development. 

(C) DEVELOPMENT OF PLAN.-ln developing 
the plan, the Commission shall-

(1) provide a forum for the consideration of 
the problems of the rural Northern Great 
Plains and proposed solutions, and establish 
and ut111ze citizens groups, special advisory 
councils, public hearings, and conferences; 

(2) seek and encourage the participation of 
interested citizens, public officials, groups, 
agencies, economic development organiza­
tions, natural reso~rce organizations, and 
other organizations; 

(3) make the Commission accessible to the 
individuals, groups, agencies, and organiza­
tions referred to in paragraph (2) by holding 
at least 1 well publicized public hearing in 
each State; and 

(4) consult with-
(A) Federal, State, and local government 

agencies, including the Departments of Agri­
culture, Commerce, Education, Labor, 
Health and Human Services, Housing and 
Urban Development, and Transportation, 
and the Small Business Administration, 
bank regulatory agencies, and rural develop­
ment councils; 

(B) banks, insurance companies, venture 
capital companies, and other for-profit fi­
nancial institutions; 

(C) nonprofit and community-based devel­
opment organizations, revolving loan funds, 
and other organizations; 

(D) industry and sectoral organizations; 
(E) foundations and universities; and 
(F) other organizations involved in eco­

nomic development activities. 
SEC. 8. COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS. 

(a) MEMBERS APPOINTED BY GOVERNORS.­
Each member of the Commission appointed 
by a Governor of a State may be com­
pensated by the State that the member rep­
resents. 

(b) MEMBERS APPOINTED BY THE SEC­
RET ARY .-Each member appointed by the 
Secretary of Agriculture, who is not other­
wise employed by the United States Govern­
ment, shall receive compensation at a rate 

determined by the Secretary of not to exceed 
the daily equivalent of the lowest annual 
rate of basic pay payable for grade GS-15 of 
the General Schedule under section 5332 of 
title 5, United States Code, including travel­
time, for each day the member is engaged in 
the actual performance of the duties of the 
Commission. A member of the Commission 
appointed by the Secretary who is an officer 
or employee of the United States Govern­
ment shall serve without additional com­
pensation. 

(c) TRAVEL AND OTHER EXPENSES.-Each 
member of the Commission shall be allowed 
travel expenses, including per diem in lieu of 
subsistence, at rates authorized for employ­
ees of agencies under subchapter I of chapter 
57 of title 5, United States Code, while away 
from the home or regular place of business of 
the member in the performance of services 
for the Commission. Each member of the 
Commission shall also be reimbursed by the 
United States Government for other nec­
essary expenses incurred by the member in 
the performance of the duties of the member. 
SEC. 9. POWERS AND ADMINISTRATIVE PROVI-

SIONS. 
(a) EXPERTS AND CONSULTANTS.-The Com­

mission may obtain the services of experts 
and consultants in accordance with section 
3109 of title 5, United States Code. 

(b) FINANCIAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE SERV­
ICES.-The Commission may enter into 
agreements with the Administrator of Gen­
eral Services for the procurement of nec­
essary financial and administrative services, 
for which payment shall be made by reim­
bursement from funds of the Commission in 
such amounts as are agreed on by the chair­
person and the Administrator of General 
Services. 

(c) CONTRACTS.-Subject to subsection (d), 
the Commission may enter into contracts 
with Federal and State agencies and private 
firms, institutions, and agencies for the con­
duct of research and surveys, the preparation 
of reports, and other activities necessary to 
carry out the duties of the Commission. 

(d) SUPPLIES, SERVICES, PROPERTY, AND 
CONTRACTS.-The Commission may procure 
supplies, services, and property, and make 
contracts in any fiscal year, only to such ex­
tent and in such amounts as are provided in 
appropriation Acts. 

(e) HEARINGS.-The Commission or, on the 
authorization of the Commission, a member 
of the Commission may, for the purpose of 
carrying out this Act, hold such hearings, sit 
and act at such times and places, and request 
the attendance and testimony of such wit­
nesses and the production of such books, 
records, memoranda, papers, and documents 
as the Commission or the member considers 
appropriate. 

(f) lNFORMATION.-The Commission may ac­
quire directly from any executive depart­
ment, bureau, agency, board, commission, of­
fice, independent establishment, or instru­
mentality, information, suggestions, esti­
mates, and statistics for the purpose of this 
Act. Each department, bureau, agency, 
board, commission, office, establishment, or 
instrumentality shall provide, to the extent 
permitted by law, the information, sugges­
tions, estimates, and statistics directly to 
the Commission, upon request by the chair­
person. 

(g) PERSONNEL.-
(1) IN GENERAL.-Without regard to the pro­

visions of title 5, United States Code, govern­
ing appointments in the competitive service, 
and without regard to chapter 51 and sub­
chapter III of chapter 53 of such title relat­
ing to classification and General Schedule 
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pay rates, the chairperson of the Commission 
may appoint, terminate, and fix the com­
pensation of an Executive Director and such 
additional personnel as the chairperson de­
termines are necessary to enable the Com­
mission to carry out the duties of the Com­
mission. 

(2) COMPENSATION.-The rate of compensa­
tion of the Executive Director may not ex­
ceed a rate equal to the daily equivalent of 
the annual rate of basic pay payable for level 
V of the Executive Schedule under section 
5316 of such title. The rate of compensation 
of all other personnel may not exceed a rate 
equal to the daily equivalent of the lowest 
annual rate of basic pay payable for grade 
GS-15 of the General Schedule under section 
5332 of such title. 

(h) ASSISTANCE FROM OTHER AGENCIES.­
Upon request of the Commission, the head of 
any Federal agency may make any of the fa­
cilities and services of the agency available 
to the Commission or detail any of the per­
sonnel of the agency to the Commission, on 
a reimbursable basis, to assist the Commis­
sion in carrying out the duties of the Com­
mission under this Act. If the head of an 
agency determines that the agency cannot 
make the facilities, services, or personnel 
available to the Commission, the head shall 
notify the chairperson in writing. 

(i) POSTAL SERVICES.-The Commission 
may use the United States mails in the same 
manner and under the same conditions as 
other departments and agencies of the Unit­
ed States. 
SEC. 10. REPORTS. 

(a) INTERIM REPORT.-Before the end of the 
270-day period beginning on the date of the 
first meeting of the Commission under sec­
tion 6(d)(l), the Commission shall submit a 
report to the Secretary of Agriculture, the 
President pro tempore of the Senate, the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutfltion, and 
Forestry of the Senate, the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives, 
the President, and the Governor of each 
State, describing the findings and activities 
of the Commission and the further activities 
necessary to carry out the duties of the Com­
mission. 

(b) FINAL REPORT.-
(1) IN GENERAL.-Before the end of the 18-

month period beginning on the date of the 
first meeting of the Commission under sec­
tion 6(d)(l), the Commission shall submit to 
the Secretary of Agriculture, the President 
pro tempore of the Senate, the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the 
Senate, the Speaker of the House of Rep­
resentatives, the Committee on Agriculture 
of the House of Representatives, the Presi­
dent, and the Governor of each State, a re­
port describing the findings and activities of 
the Commission and recommendations in ac­
cordance with paragraph (2) regarding spe­
cific actions that are necessary to promote 
the economic development of the rural 
Northern Great Plains while preserving, to 
the maximum extent possible, the natural 
beauty and habitat of the Northern Great 
Plains. 

(2) RECOMMENDATIONS.-
(A) REGIONAL COLLABORATION.-The Com­

mission shall, with respect to the Northern 
Great Plains-

(i) determine the most effective and appro­
priate method for ensuring continued col­
laboration within the region on economic de­
velopment matters, considering regional 
compacts, cooperatives, foundations, devel­
opment corporations, and other agreements 
and organizations; 

(ii) identify the organizational structure, 
method of financing, functions, and partici­
pating organizations, of the collaboration re­
ferred to in clause (i); 

(111) identify methods of effective multi­
community, substate, and small region de­
velopment; and 

(iv) assess the interconnection between 
metropolitan and rural areas and identify 
methods of collaboration between the areas. 

(B) BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT.-The Commis­
sion shall, with respect to the rural Northern 
Great Plains-

(i) recommend methods of diversifying the 
rural economy, including the development 
and financing of value-added and new-use ag­
ricultural products; 

(ii) develop methods to promote and fi­
nance beginning owner-occupied farming and 
ranching operations; 

(iii) recommend methods of promoting en­
trepreneurial development, including busi­
ness startups and expansions; 

(iv) recommend methods in which the pub­
lic, private, and nonprofit sectors can help 
increase international trading levels and 
penetrate new markets in agricultural, man­
ufactured, and service products; 

(v) evaluate the potential utility of busi­
ness and manufacturing networks in target 
sectors; 

(vi) assess the competitiveness of manufac­
turers and the use of modern technology, 
processes, and information by the manufac­
turers, and methods of assisting manufactur­
ers lacking the technology, processes, or in­
formation; 

(vii) recommend methods in which capital 
and technical assistance can be provided on 
a regional or sectoral basis to business 
startups and expansions by public, private, 
and nonprofit organizations; and 

(viii) recommend ways in which Federal 
and State resource conservation programs 
can be used to encourage tourism in the re­
gion. 

(C) CAPITAL.-The Commission shall, with 
respect to the rural Northern Great Plains-

(i) determine if there are capital needs in 
the economy, and in what part of the econ­
omy the needs are located, and recommend 
how governmental, nonprofit, cooperative, 
community-based, microlending, banking, 
venture, seed, and nonbanking financing 
sources can assist in meeting the needs; 

(ii) identify such strategies in organiza­
tion, regulations, policy, marketing, and co­
ordination as are needed to implement a 
plan to meet the needs referred to in clause 
(i); and 

(iii) recommend methods of ut111zing sec­
ondary financial markets to increase the 
capital available for business development. 

(D) INFRASTRUCTURE.-The Commission 
shall, with respect to the rural Northern 
Great Plains-

(i) prepare a plan to preserve, finance, and 
operate effective freight railroad service in 
coordination with States, the Federal Rail­
road Administration, the Interstate Com­
merce Commission, rail operators, shippers, 
and the financial community; 

(ii) prepare an assessment and agreement 
on the capital needs, coordination, and fi­
nancing of telecommunications infrastruc­
ture, in cooperation with the Department of 
Agriculture, the National Telecommuni­
cations and Information Administration of 
the Department of Commerce, the Federal 
Communications Commission, the public 
utilities commission of each State, tele­
phone companies and cooperatives, rep­
resentative users, and such other entities as 
the Commission determines are appropriate; 
and 

(iii) recommend strategies for addressing 
air, water, and highway needs. 

(E) HUMAN RESOURCES.-The Commission 
shall, with respect to the rural Northern 
Great Plains-

(!) identify methods of facilitating the em­
ployment and business startups of individ­
uals who are not effectively participating in 
the labor force, including unemployed, un­
deremployed, and low-income individuals 
and households; 

(ii) identify methods of coordinating on a 
regional or sectoral basis education and 
training programs that are tied to economic 
development initiatives, especially programs 
that address the outmigration of youth; and 

(iii) study the competence and availability 
of the labor force and the effects of the 
health, educational, training, housing, and 
economic needs of the labor force, and iden­
tify regional strategies addressing the needs. 

(F) GOVERNMENT PROGRAMS, POLICIES, AND 
REGULATIONS.-The Commission shall submit 
to the appropriate government, nonprofit, 
and private sector organizations rec­
ommendations for modifications or additions 
to the programs, policies, and regulations re­
ferred to in section 7(b)(18) to promote the 
rural development of the Northern Great 
Plains. 
SEC. 11. TERMINATION. 

The Commission shall terminate on the 
earlier of-

(1) 120 days after the date of submission of 
the final report under section 10; and 

(2) 2 years after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 12. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated 
such sums as are necessary to carry out this 
Act. 

The Senate bill was ordered to be 
read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re­
consider was laid on the table. 

PLANT VARIETY PROTECTION ACT 
AMENDMENTS OF 1993 

Mr. DE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H.R. 2927) to amend the Plant Variety 
Protection Act to make such act con­
sistent with the International Conven­
tion for the Protection of New Vari­
eties of Plants of March 19, 1991, to 
which the United States is a signatory, 
and for other purposes, and ask for its 
immediate consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen­
tleman from Texas? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, reserv­
ing the right to object, I shall not ob­
ject, and I yield to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. DE LA GARZA] the chairman 
of the Committee on Agriculture, to 
explain the nature and purpose of the 
bill. 

Mr. DE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, the Plant Variety Pro­
tection Act Amendments of 1994 would 
conform current U.S. law with the arti­
cles of the International Convention 
for the Protection of New Varieties of 
Plants of 1991, otherwise referred to as 
the UPOV. 
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Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2927, the Plant Variety 

Protection Act Amendments of 1994, would 
conform current U.S. law with the articles of 
the International Convention for the Protection 
of New Varieties of Plants of 1991, otherwise 
referred to as the UPOV Convention. 

The primary purpose of this legislation is to 
strengthen the intellectual property rights of 
plant breeders and accommodate recent ad­
vancements in plant science knowledge and 
technology. 

Since 1970, the Plant Variety Protection Act 
[PVPA] has provided for the issuance of cer­
tificates of plant variety protection. These cer­
tificates assure the the developers of novel va­
rieties of sexually reproduced plants have the 
exclusive rights to sell, reproduce, import, or 
export such varieties, or use them in the re­
production of hybrids or different varieties. 

In order to provide our plant breeders pro­
tection in other countries as well, the United 
States became a member of the UPOV Con­
vention in 1981. The UPOV currently has 25 
member countries and provides for uniform 
practices in the construction and administra­
tion of plant variety protection laws in the var­
ious member states. 

After several years of negotiations, the 
UPOV Convention was significantly revised in 
1991 to provide improved protection for inno­
vative plant varieties. The United States is a 
signatory to the 1991 agreement. The bill be­
fore the House today would conform the cur­
rent Plant Variety Protection Act to the 1991 
UPOV agreement. 

Briefly, the major provision of H.R. 2927 
would: Prohibit the unauthorized sale of seed 
by farmers to others; establish new definitions; 
use the date of filing for protection as the 
basis for determining eligibility for protection; 
require that protected varieties be sold by vari­
ety name only-with a narrow exemption pro­
vided for certain turf and forage grass seeds; 
extend protection to first generation hybrids; 
extend the period of protection from 18 to 20 
years for most crops and from 18 to 25 years 
for trees and vines. 

Mr. Speaker, each of these changes are 
needed to conform U.S. law to the 1991 act of 
the UPOV Convention. In addition, and at the 
request of the potato industry, a provision is 
made for including tuber-propagated varieties 
within the scope of the PVPA. 

Mr. Speaker, the development of new plant 
varieties is time-consuming and costly. 

Many years must be spent in the develop­
ment of a single new variety, with no guaran­
tee of its success or profit. By granting an 
owner of a variety the right to prevent unau­
thorized sale of seed of that variety, this legis­
lation will provide that owner with the oppor­
tunity to recover the costs of development. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2927 will encourage and 
protect the investment in research into new 
varieties necessary to respond to the changing 
needs of American agriculture. I urge my col­
leagues in the House to support passage of 
this legislation. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, further 
reserving the right to object, I thank 
the gentleman for his explanation. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
2927, the Plant Variety Protection Act 
Amendments of 1993. This legislation is 
an important step towards fulfilling 

the obligation incurred by the United 
States as a result of our participation 
in the International Convention for the 
Protection of New Varieties. 

The development of new plant vari­
eties is important to production agri­
culture. Not only to increase produc­
tion of agricultural commodities, but 
to develop other qualities as well, such 
as pest and disease resistance. How­
ever, the development of these new va­
rieties is time-consuming and costly. 

The underlying concept of the Inter­
national Convention for the Protection 
of New Varieties and this enabling leg­
islation is simple enough. It maintains 
that by granting the owner of a variety 
the right to prevent unauthorized use 
or sale of the seed of that variety, the 
owner will have the opportunity to re­
cover the cost of development and prof­
it from their work. This profit then en­
courages the production of new vari­
eties. 

New varieties enable the Nation's 
farmers to respond to changing cli­
matic conditions, reduce threats from 
damaging pests, and increase effi­
ciencies that benefit both their own 
bottom line and the budgets of consum­
ers. This legislation will play an impor­
tant role in ensuring that Americans 
continue to enjoy the highest quality 
food and fiber at the lowest prices. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I underscore my 
support for this legislation and urge its 
adoption. 

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva­
tion of objection. 

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

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

R.R. 2927 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep­

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; REFERENCES. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.-This Act may be cited as 
the "Plant Variety Protection Act Amend­
ments of 1993" . 

(b) REFERENCES TO PLANT VARIETY PROTEC­
TION ACT.-Except as otherwise expressly 
provided, whenever in this Act an amend­
ment or repeal is expressed in terms of an 
amendment to, or repeal of, a section or 
other provision, the reference shall be con­
sidered to be made to a section or other pro­
vision of the Plant Variety Protection Act (7 
U.S.C. 2321 et seq.). 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS AND RULES OF CONSTRUC· 

TION. 
Section 41 (7 U.S.C. 2401) is amended to 

read as follows: 
"SEC. 41. DEFINmONS AND RULES OF CON­

STRUCTION. 
"(a) DEFINITIONS.-As used in this Act: 
"(1) BASIC SEED.-The term 'basic seed' 

means the seed planted to produce certified 
or commercial seed. 

"(2) BREEDER.-The term 'breeder' means 
the person who directs the final breeding cre­
ating a variety or who discovers and devel­
ops a variety. If the actions are conducted by 
an agent on behalf of a principal, the prin­
cipal, rather than the agent, shall be consid­
ered the breeder. The term does not include 

a person who redevelops or rediscovers a va­
riety the existence of which is publicly 
known or a matter of common knowledge. 

"(3) ESSENTIALLY DERIVED VARIETY.-
"(A) IN GENERAL.-The term 'essentially 

derived variety ' means a variety that-
"(i) is predominantly derived from another 

variety (referred to in this paragraph as the 
'initial variety') or from a variety that is 
predominantly derived from the initial vari­
ety, while retaining the expression of the es­
sential characteristics that result from the 
genotype or combination of genotypes of the 
initial variety; 

"(11) is clearly distinguishable from the 
initial variety; and 

"(iii) except for differences that result 
from the act of derivation, conforms to the 
initial variety in the expression of the essen­
tial characteristics that result from the gen­
otype or combination of genotypes of the ini­
tial variety. 

"(B) METHODS.-An essentially derived va­
riety may be obtained by the selection of a 
natural or induced mutant or of a 
somaclonal variant, the selection of a vari­
ant individual from plants of the initial vari­
ety, backcrossing, transformation by genetic 
engineering, or other method. 

"(4) KIND.-The term 'kind'- means one or 
more related species or subspecies singly or 
collectively known by one common name, 
such as soybean, flax, or radish. 

"(5) SEXUALLY REPRODUCED.-The term 
'sexually reproduced' includes any produc­
tion of a variety by seed. 

"(6) UNITED STATES.-The terms 'United 
States' and 'this country' mean the United 
States, territories and possessions of the 
United States, and the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico. 

"(7) VARIETY.-The term 'variety' means a 
plant grouping within a single botanical 
taxon of the lowest known rank, that, with­
out regard to whether the conditions for 
plant variety protection are fully met, can 
be defined by the expression of the charac­
teristics resulting from a given genotype or 
combination of genotypes, distinguished 
from any other plant grouping by the expres­
sion of at least one characteristic and con­
sidered as a unit with regard to the suit­
ab111ty of the plant grouping for being propa­
gated unchanged. A variety may be rep­
resented by seed, transplants, plants, and 
other matter. 

"(b) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.-For the pur­
poses of this Act: 

" (1) SALE OR DISPOSITION FOR NONREPRODUC­
TIVE PURPOSES.-The sale or disposition, for 
other than reproductive purposes, of har­
vested material produced as a result of ex­
perimentation or testing of a variety to as­
certain the characteristics of the variety, or 
as a by-product of increasing a variety, shall 
not be considered to be a sale or disposition 
for purposes of exploitation of the variety. 

"(2) SALE OR DISPOSITION FOR REPRODUCTIVE 
PURPOSES.-The sale or disposition of a vari­
ety for reproductive purposes shall not be 
considered to be a sale or disposition for the 
purposes of exploitation of the variety if the 
sale or disposition is done as an integral part 
of a program of experimentation or testing 
to ascertain the characteristics of the vari­
ety, or to increase the variety on behalf of 
the breeder or the successor in interest of 
the breeder. 

"(3) SALE OR DISPOSITION OF HYBRID SEED.­
The sale or disposition of hybrid seed shall 
be considered to be a sale or disposition of 
harvested material of the varieties from 
which the seed was produced. 

"(4) APPLICATION FOR PROTECTION OR EN­
TERING INTO A REGISTER OF V ARIETIES.-The 
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filing of an application for the protection or 
for the entering of a variety in an official 
register of varieties, in any country, shall be 
considered to rerlder the variety a matter of 
common knowledge from the date of the ap­
plication, if the application leads to the 
granting of protection or to the entering of 
the variety in the official register of vari­
eties, as the case may be. 

"(5) DISTINCTNESS.-The distinctness of one 
variety from another may be based on one or 
more identifiable morphological, physio­
logical, or other characteristics (including 
any characteristics evidenced by processing 
or product characteristics, such as milling 
and baking characteristics in the case of 
wheat) with respect to which a difference in 
genealogy may contribute evidence. 

"(6) PUBLICLY KNOWN VARIETIES.-
"(A) IN GENERAL.-A variety that is ade­

quately described by a publication reason­
ably considered to be a part of the public 
technical knowledge in the United States 
shall be considered to be publicly known and 
a matter of common knowledge. 

"(B) DESCRIPTION.-A description that 
meets the requirements of subparagraph (A) 
shall include a disclosure of the principal 
characteristics by which a variety is distin­
guished. 

"(C) OTHER MEANS.-A variety may become 
publicly known and a matter of common 
knowledge by other means.". 
SEC. 3. RIGHT TO PLANT VARIETY PROTECTION; 

PLANT VARIETIES PROTECTABLE. 
Section 42 (7 U.S.C. 2402) is amended to 

read as follows: 
"SEC. 42. RIGHT TO PLANT VARIETY PROTEC-

TION; PLANT VARIETIES 
PROTECT ABLE. 

"(a) IN GENERAL.-The breeder of any sexu­
ally reproduced plant variety (other than 
fungi or bacteria) who has so reproduced the 
variety, or the successor in interest of the 
breeder, shall be entitled to plant variety 
protection for the variety, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this Act, if 
the variety is-

"(l) new, in the sense that, on the date of 
filing of the application for plant variety 
protection, propagating or harvested mate­
rial of the variety has not been sold or other­
wise disposed of to other persons, by or with 
the consent of the breeder, or the successor 
in interest of the breeder, for purposes of ex­
ploitation of the variety-

"(A) in the United States, more than 1 year 
prior to the date of filing; or 

"(B) in any area outside of the United 
States-

"(1) more than 4 years prior to the date of 
filing; or 

"(ii) in the case of a tree or vine, more 
than 6 years prior to the date of filing; 

"(2) distinct, in the sense that the variety 
is clearly distinguishable from any other va­
riety the existence of which is publicly 
known or a matter of common knowledge at 
the time of the filing of the application; 

"(3) uniform, in the sense that any vari­
ations are describable, predictable, and com­
mercially acceptable; and 

"(4) stable, in the sense that the variety, 
when sexually reproduced, will remain un­
changed with regard to the essential and dis­
tinctive characteristics of the variety with a 
reasonable degree of reliability commensu­
rate with that of varieties of the same cat­
egory in which the same breeding method is 
employed. 

"(b) MULTIPLE APPLICANTS.-
"(l) IN GENERAL.-If 2 or more applicants 

submit applications on the same effective fil­
ing date for varieties that cannot be clearly 

distinguished from one another, but that ful­
fill all other requirements of subsection (a), 
the applicant who first complies with all re­
quirements of this Act shall be entitled to a 
certificate of plant variety protection, to the 
exclusion of any other applicant. 

"(2) REQUIREMENTS COMPLETED ON SAME 
DATE.-

"(A) IN GENERAL.-Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), if 2 or more applicants 
comply with all requirements for protection 
on the same date, a certificate shall be is­
sued for each variety. 

"(B) VARIETIES INDISTINGUISHABLE.-If the 
varieties that are the subject of the applica­
tions cannot be distinguished in any manner, 
a single certificate shall be issued jointly to 
the applicants.". 
SEC. 4. APPLICATIONS. 

Section 52 (7 U.S.C. 2422) is amended-
(1) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end 

the following new sentence: "The variety 
shall be named in accordance with regula­
tions issued by the Secretary."; 

(2) in the first sentence of paragraph (2), by 
striking "novelty" and inserting "distinc­
tiveness, uniformity, and stability"; 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol­
lowing new paragraph: 

"(3) A statement of the basis of the claim 
of the applicant that the variety is new.". 
SEC. 5. BENEFIT OF EARLIER FILING DATE. 

Section 55(a) (7 U.S.C. 2425(a)) is amended­
(1) by redesignating the first and second 

sentences as paragraphs (1) and (2), respec­
tively; 

(2) in paragraph (1) (as so designated), by 
inserting before the period at the end the fol­
lowing: ", not including the date on which 
the application is filed in the foreign coun­
try"; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

"(3)(A) An applicant entitled to a right of 
priority under this subsection shall be al­
lowed to furnish any necessary information, 
document, or material required for the pur­
pose of the examination of the application 
during-

"(i) the 2-year period beginning on the date 
of the expiration of the period of priority ; or 

"(ii) if the first application is rejected or 
withdrawn, an appropriate period after the 
rejection or withdrawal, to be determined by 
the Secretary. 

"(B) An event occurring within the period 
of priority (such as the filing of another ap­
plication or use of the variety that is the 
subject of the first application) shall not 
constitute a ground for rejecting the applica­
tion or give rise to any third party right. ". 
SEC. 6. CONTENTS AND TERM OF PLANT VARIETY 

PROTECTION. 
Section 83 (7 U.S.C. 2483) is amended-
(1) in the second sentence of subsection (a), 

by striking " by variety name"; 
(2) in the first sentence of subsection (b)­
(A) by striking " eighteen" and inserting 

"20"; and 
(B) by inserting before the period at the 

end the following: ". except that, in the case 
of a tree or vine, the term of the plant vari­
ety protection shall expire 25 years from the 
date of issue of the certificate"; and 

(3) in subsection (c), by striking "reposi­
tory: Provided, however, That" and inserting 
"repository, or requiring the submission of a 
different name for the variety, except that". 
SEC. 7. PRIORITY CONTEST. 

(a) PRIORITY CONTEST; EFFECT OF ADVERSE 
FINAL JUDGMENT OR INACTION .-Sections 92 
and 93 (7 U.S.C. 2502 and 2503) are repealed. 

(b) INTERFERING PLANT; VARIETY PROTEC­
TION.-

(1) REDESIGNATION.-Chapter 9 of title II (7 
U.S.C. 2501 et seq.) is amended .by redesignat­
ing section 94 (7 U.S.C. 2504) as section 92. 

(2) AMENDMENTS.-Section 92 (as so redesig­
na ted) is amended-

(A) by striking "The owner" and inserting 
"(a) The owner"; and 

(B) by striking the second sentence. 
(C) APPEAL OR CIVIL ACTION IN CONTESTED 

CASES.-
(1) TRANSFER.-Section 73 (7 u.s.c. 2463) is 

amended by transferring subsection (b) to 
the end of section 92 (as redesignated by sub­
section (b)(l)). 

(2) REPEAL.-Section 73 (as amended by 
paragraph (1)) is repealed. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Section 71 (7 
U.S.C. 2461) is amended by striking "92,". 
SEC. 8. INFRINGEMENT OF PLANT VARIETY PRO-

TECTION. 
Section 111 (7 U.S.C. 2541) is amended­
(1) in subsection (a)-
(A) by striking "novel" the first two places 

it appears and inserting "protected"; 
(B) in paragraph (1), by striking "the 

novel" and inserting "or market the pro­
tected"; 

(C) by striking "novel" each place it ap­
pears in paragraphs (2) through (7); 

(D) by striking "or" each place it appears 
at the end of paragraphs (3) through (6); 

(E) by redesignating paragraphs (7) and (8) 
as paragraphs (9) and (10), respectively; and 

(F) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol­
lowing new paragraphs: 

"(7) condition the variety for the purpose 
of propagation; 

"(8) stock the variety for any of the pur­
poses referred to in paragraphs (1) through 
(7);"; 

(2) by redesignating ·subsection (b) as sub­
section (f); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol­
lowing new subsections: 

"(b) The owner of a protected variety may 
authorize the use of the variety under this 
section subject to conditions and limitations 
specified by the owner. 

"(c) This section shall apply equally to­
"(1) any variety that is essentially derived 

from a protected variety, unless the pro­
tected variety is an essentially derived vari­
ety; 

"(2) any variety that is not clearly distin­
guishable from a protected variety; 

"(3) any variety whose production requires 
the repeated use of a protected variety; and 

"(4) harvested material (including entire 
plants and parts of plants) obtained through 
the unauthorized use of propagating mate­
rial of a protected variety, unless the owner 
of the variety has had a reasonable oppor­
tunity to exercise the rights provided by this 
Act with respect to the propagating mate­
rial. 

"(d) It shall not be an infringement of the 
rights of the owner of a variety to perform 
any act concerning propagating material of 
any kind, or harvested material, including 
entire plants and parts of plants, of a pro­
tected variety that has been sold or other­
wise marketed with the consent of the owner 
in the United States, unless the act involves 
further propagation of the variety or in­
volves an export of material of the variety, 
that enables the propagation of the variety, 
into a country that does not protect vari­
eties of the plant genus or species to which 
the variety belongs, unless the exported ma­
terial is for final consumption purposes. 

"(e) It shall not be an infringement of the 
rights of the owner of a variety to perform 
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any act done privately and for noncommer­
cial purposes.''. 
SEC. 9. RIGHT TO SAVE SEED; CROP EXEMPTION. 

The first sentence of section 113 (7 U.S.C. 
2543) is amended by striking "section: Pro­
vided, That" and all that follows through the 
period and inserting "section.". 
SEC. 10. LIMITATION OF DAMAGES; MARKING 

AND NOTICE. 
Section 127 (7 U.S.C. 2567) is amended by 

striking "novel" each place it appears. 
SEC. 11. OBLIGATION TO USE VARIETY NAME. 

Section 128(a) (7 U.S.C. 2568(a)) is amended 
by adding at the end the following new para­
graph: 

"(4) Failure to use the name of a variety 
for which a certificate of protection has been 
issued under this Act, even after the expira­
tion of the certificate.". 
SEC. 12. TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Except as provided in 
subsection (b), any variety for which a cer­
tificate of plant variety protection has been 
issued prior to the effective date of this Act, 
and any variety for which an application is 
pending on the effective date of this Act, 
shall continue to be governed by the Plant 
Variety Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 2321 et seq.), 
as in effect on the day before the effective 
date of this Act. 

(b) APPLICATIONS WITHDRAWN AND 
REFILED.-If a pending application is with­
drawn and refiled after the effective date of 
this Act, eligib111ty for protection and the 
terms of protection shall be governed by the 
Plant Variety Protection Act, as amended by 
this Act. 
SEC. 13. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This Act and the amendments made by 
this Act shall become effective 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

AMENDMENT IN THE NATURE OF A SUBSTITUTE 
OFFERED BY MR. DE LA GARZA 

Mr. DE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I 
offer an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment in the nature of a substitute 

offered by Mr. DE LA GARZA: Strike all after 
the enacting clause and insert: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; REFERENCES. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.-This Act may be cited as 
the "Plant Variety Protection Act Amendments 
of 1994". 

(b) References to Plant Variety Protection 
Act.-Except as otherwise expressly provided, 
whenever in this Act an amendment or repeal is 
expressed 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 a sec­
tion or other provision of the Plant Variety Pro­
tection Act (7 U.S.C. 2321 et seq.). 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS AND RULES OF CONSTRUC· 

TION. 
Section 41 (7 U.S.C. 2401) is amended to read 

as follows: 
"SEC. 41. DEFINITIONS AND RULES OF CON· 

STRUCTION. 
"(a) DEFINITIONS.-As used in this Act: 
"(1) BASIC SEED.-The term 'basic seed' means 

the seed planted to produce certified or commer­
cial seed. 

"(2) BREEDER.-The term 'breeder' means the 
person who directs the final breeding creating a 
variety or who discovers and develops a variety. 
If the actions are conducted by an agent on be­
half of a princtpal, the principal, rather than 
the agent, shall be considered the breeder. The 
term does not include a person who redevelops 
or rediscovers a variety the existence of which is 
publicly known or a matter of common knowl­
edge. 

"(3) ESSENTIALLY DERIVED VARIETY.-
"(A) IN GENERAL.-The term 'essentially de­

rived variety' means a variety that-
"(i) is predominantly derived from another va­

riety (referred to in this paragraph as the 'ini­
tial variety') or from a variety that is predomi­
nantly derived from the initial variety, while re­
taining the expression of the essential charac­
teristics that result from the genotype or com­
bination of genotypes of the initial variety; 

"(ii) is clearly distinguishable from the initial 
variety; and 

"(iii) except for differences that result from 
the act of derivation, conform to the initial vari­
ety in the expression of the essential character­
istics that result from the genotype or combina­
tion of genotypes of the initial variety. 

"(b) METHODS.-An essentially derived vari­
ety may be obtained by the selection of a natu­
ral or induced mutant or of a somaclonal vari­
ant, the selection of a variant individual from 
plants of the initial variety, backcrossing, trans­
! ormation by genetic engineering, or other meth­
od. 

"(4) KIND.- The term 'kind' means one or 
more related species or subspecies singly or col­
lectively known by one common name, such as 
soybean, fl.ax, or radish. 

"(5) SEED.-The term 'seed', with respect to a 
tuber propagated variety, means the tuber or the 
part of the tuber used for propagation. 

"(6) SEXUALLY REPRODUCED.-The term 'sexu­
ally reproduced' includes any production of a 
variety by seed, but does not include the pro­
duction of a variety by tuber propagation. 

"(7) TUBER PROPAGATED.-The term 'tuber 
propagated' means propagated by a tuber or a 
part of a tuber. 

"(8) UNITED STATES.-The terms 'United 
States' and 'this country' mean the United 
States, the territories and possessions of the 
United States, and the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico. 

"(9) V ARIETY.-The term 'variety' means a 
plant grouping within a single botanical taxon 
of the lowest known rank, that, without regard 
to whether the conditions for plant variety pro­
tection are fully met, can be defined by the ex­
pressions of the characteristics resulting from a 
given genotype or combination or genotypes, 
distinguished from any other plant grouping by 
the expression of a at least one characteristic 
and considered as a unit with regard to the suit­
ability of the pant grouping for being propa­
gated unchanged. A variety may be represented 
by seed, transplants, plants, tubers, tissue cul­
ture plantlets, and other matter. 

"(b) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.-For the pur­
poses of this Act: 

"(1) SALE OR DISPOSITION FOR NON-
REPRODUCTIVE PURPOSES.-The sale or disposi­
tion, for other than reproductive purposes, of 
harvested material produced as a result experi­
mentation or testing of a variety to ascertain the 
characteristics of the variety, or as a by-product 
of increasing a variety, shall not be considered 
to be a sale or disposition for purposes of exploi­
tation of the variety. 

"(2) SALE OR DISPOSITION FOR REPRODUCTIVE 
PURPOSES.-The sale or disposition of a variety 
for reproductive purposes shall not be consid­
ered to be a sale or disposition for the purposes 
of exploitation of the variety if the sale or dis­
position is done as an integral part of a program 
of experimentation or testing to ascertain the 
characteristics of the variety, or to increase the 
variety on behalf of the breeder or the successor 
in interest of the breeder. 

"(3) SALE OR DISPOSITION OF HYBRID SEED.­
The sale or disposition of hybrid seed shall be 
considered to be a sale or disposition of har­
vested material of the varieties from which the 
seed was produced. 

"(4) APPLICATION FOR PROTECTION OR ENTER­
ING INTO A REGISTER OF VARIETIES.-The filing 

of an application for the protection or for the 
entering of a variety in an official register of va­
rieties, in any country, shall be considered to 
render the variety a matter of common knowl­
edge from the date of the application, if the ap­
plication leads to the granting of protection or 
to the entering of the variety in the official reg­
ister of varieties, as the case may be. 

"(5) DISTINCTNESS.-The distinctness of one 
variety from another may f1e based on one or 
more identifiable morphological, physiological, 
or other characteristics (including any charac­
teristics evidenced by processing or product 
characteristics, such as milling and baking 
characteristics in the case of wheat) with re­
spect to which a difference in genealogy may 
contribute evidence. 

"(6) PUBLICLY-KNOWN VARIETIES.-
''( A) IN GENERAL.-A variety that is ade­

quately described by a publication reasonably 
considered to be a part of the public technical 
knowledge in the United States shall be consid­
ered to be publicly known and a matter of com­
mon knowledge. 

"(B) DESCRIPTION.-A description that meets 
the requirements of subparagraph (A) shall in­
clude a disclosure of the principal characteris­
tics by which a variety is distinguished. 

"(C) OTHER MEANS.-A variety may become 
publicly known and a matter of common knowl­
edge by other means.". 
SEC. 3. RIGHT TO PLANT VARIETY PROTECTION; 

PLANT VARIETIES PROTECTABLE. 
Section 42 (7 U.S.C. 2402) is amended to read 

as follows: 
"SEC. 42. RIGHT TO PLANT VARIETY PROTECTION; 

PLANT VARIETIES PROTECTABLE. 
"(a) IN GENERAL.-The breeder of any sexu­

ally reproduced or tuber propagated plant vari­
ety (other than fungi or bacteria) who has so re­
produced the variety, or the successor in interest 
of the breeder, shall be entitled to plant variety 
protection for the variety, subject to the condi­
tions and requirements of this Act, if the variety 
is-

"(1) new, in the sense that, on the date of fil­
ing of the application for plant variety protec­
tion, propagating or harvested material of the 
variety has not been sold or otherwise disposed 
of to other persons, by or with the consent of 
the breeder, or the successor in interest of the 
breeder, for purposes of exploitation of the vari­
ety-

"(A) in the United States, more than 1 year 
prior to the date of filing; or 

"(B) in any area outside of the United 
States-

"(i) more than 4 years prior to the date of fil­
ing; or 

"(ii) in the case of a tree or vine, more than 
6 years prior to the date of filing; 

"(2) distinct, in the sense that the variety is 
clearly distinguishable from any other variety 
the existence of which is publicly known or a 
matter of common knowledge at the time of the 
filing of the application; 

"(3) uniform, in the sense that any variations 
are describable, predictable, and commercially 
acceptable; and 

"(4) stable, in the sense that the variety, when 
reproduced, will remain unchanged with regard 
to the essential and distinctive characteristics of 
the variety with a reasonable degree of reliabil­
ity commensurate with that of varieties of the 
same category in which the same breeding meth­
od is employed. 

"(b) MULTIPLE APPLICANTS.-
"(1) IN GENERAL.-/! 2 or more applicants sub­

mit applications on the same effective filing date 
for varieties that cannot be clearly distinguished 
from one another, but that fulfill all other re­
quirements of subsection (a), the applicant who 
first complies with all requirements of this Act 
shall be entitled to a certificate of plant variety 
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protection, to the exclusion of any other appli­
cant. 

"(2) REQUIREMENTS COMPLETED ON SAME 
DATE.-

"( A) IN GENERAL.-Except as provided in sub­
paragraph (B), if 2 or more applicants comply 
with all requirements for protection on the same 
date, a certificate shall be issued for each vari­
ety. 

"(B) VARIETIES INDISTINGUISHABLE.-lf the 
varieties that are the subject of the applications 
cannot be distinguished in any manner, a single 
certificate shall be issued jointly to the appli­
cants.". 
SEC. 4. APPUCATIONS. 

Section 52 (7 U.S.C. 2422) is amended-
. (1) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end the 

following new sentence: "The variety shall be 
named in accordance with regulations issued by 
the Secretary."; 

(2) in the first sentence of paragraph (2), by 
striking "novelty" and inserting "distinctive­
ness, uniformity, and stability"; 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) as 
paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (2) the follow­
ing new paragraph: 

"(3) A statement of the basis of the claim of 
the applicant that the variety is new."; and 

(5) in paragraph (4) (as redesignated by para­
graph (3)), by inserting "(including any propa­
gating material)" after "basic seed". 
SEC. 5. BENEFIT OF EARUER FIUNG DATE. 

Section 55(a) (7 U.S.C. 2425(a)) is amended­
(1) by redesignating the first and second sen­

tences as paragraphs (1) and (2), respectively; 
(2) in paragraph (1) (as so designated), by in­

serting before the period at the end the fallow­
ing: ", not including the date on which the ap­
plication is filed in the foreign country"; and 

(3) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
paragraph: 

"(3)( A) An applicant entitled to a right of pri­
ority under this subsection shall be allowed to 
furnish any necessary information, document, 
or material required for the purpose of the ex­
amination of the application during-

"(i) the 2-year period beginning on the date of 
the expiration of the period of priority; or 

"(ii) if the first application is rejected or with­
drawn, an appropriate period after the rejection 
or withdrawal, to be determined by the Sec­
retary. 

"(B) An event occurring within the period of 
priority (such as the filing of another applica­
tion or use of the variety that is the subject of 
the first application) shall not constitute a 
ground for rejecting the application or give rise 
to any third party right.". 
SEC. 6. NOTICE OF REFUSAL; RECONSIDERATION. 

The first sentence of section 62(b) (7 U.S.C. 
2442(b)) is amended-

(1) by striking "six months" and inserting "at 
least 30 days, and not more than 180 days"; and 

(2) by striking "in exceptional cir-
cumstances". 
SEC. 7. CONTENTS AND TERM OF PLANT VARIETY 

PROTECTION. 
Section 83 (7 U.S.C. 2483) is amended­
(1) in subsection (a)-
( A) by designating the first through fourth 

sentences as paragraphs (1) through (4), respec­
tively; and 

(B) by striking paragraphs (2) and (3) (as so 
designated) and inserting the fallowing new 
paragraphs: 

"(2) If the owner so elects, the certificate 
shall-

"( A) specify that seed of the variety shall be 
sold in the United States only as a class of cer­
tified seed; and 

"(B) if so specified, conform to the number of 
generations designated by the owner. 

"(3) An owner may waive a right provided 
under this subsection, other than a right that is 
elected by the owner under paragraph (2)(A)."; 

(2) in the first sentence of subsection (b)-
( A) by striking "eighteen" and inserting "20"; 

and 
(B) by inserting before the period at the end 

the following: ", except that, in the case of a 
tree or vine, the term of the plant variety protec­
tion shall expire 25 years from the date of issue 
of the certificate"; and 

(3) in subsection (c), by striking "repository: 
Provided, however, That" and inserting "repos­
itory, or requiring the submission of a different 
name for the variety, except that". 
SEC. 8. PRIORITY CONTEST. 

(a) PRIORITY CONTEST; EFFECT OP ADVERSE 
FINAL JUDGMENT OR INACTION.-Sections 92 and 
93 (7 U.S.C. 2502 and 2503) are repealed . 

(b) INTERFERING PLANT VARIETY PROTEC­
TION.-

(1) REDESJGNATION.-Section 94 of the Act (7 
U.S.C. 2504) is redesignated as section 92. 

(2) AMENDMENTS.-Section 92 (as so redesig­
nated) is amended-

( A) by striking "The owner" and inserting 
"(a) The owner"; and 

(B) by striking the second sentence. 
(C) APPEAL OR CIVIL ACTION IN CONTESTED 

CASES.-
(1) TRANSFER.-Section 73 (7 u.s.c. 2463) is 

amended by transferring subsection (b) to the 
end of section 92 (as redesignated by subsection 
(b)(l)). 

(2) REPEAL.-Section 73 (as amended by para­
graph (1)) is repealed. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-
(]) Section 71 (7 U.S.C. 2461) is amended by 

striking "92, ". 
(2) Section 102 (7 U.S.C. 2532) is amended by 

inserting "or tuber propagable" after "sexually 
reproducible" each place it appears. 
SEC. 9. INFRINGEMENT OF PLANT VARIETY PRO-

TECTION. 
Section 111 (7 U.S.C. 2541) is amended­
(1) in subsection (a)-
( A) by striking ''novel'' the first two places it 

appears and inserting "protected"; 
(B) in paragraph (1), by striking "the novel" 

and inserting "or market the protected"; 
(C) by striking "novel" each place it appears 

in paragraphs (2) through (7); 
(D) in paragraph (3), by inserting ",or propa­

gate by a tuber or a part of a tuber," after "sex­
ually multiply"; 

(E) by striking "or" each place it appears at 
the end of paragraphs (3) through (6); 

(F) by redesignating paragraphs (7) and (8) as 
paragraphs (9) and (10), respectively; and 

(G) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol­
lowing new paragraphs: 

"(7) condition the variety for the purpose of 
propagation, except to the extent that the condi­
tioning is related to the activities permitted 
under section 113; 

"(8) stock the variety for any of the purposes 
referred to in paragraphs (1) through (7);"; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub­
section (f); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the follow­
ing new subsections: 

"(b)(l) Subject to paragraph (2), the owner of 
a protected variety may authorize the use of the 
variety under this section subject to conditions 
and limitations specified by the owner. 

"(2) In the case of a contract between a seed 
producer and the owner of a protected variety of 
lawn, turf, or forage grass seed, or alfalfa or 
clover seed for the production of seed of the pro­
tected variety, the producer shall be deemed to 
be authorized by the owner to sell such seed and 
to use the variety if-

"( A) the pr.oducer has fulfills the terms of the 
contract; 

"(B) the owner refuses to take delivery of the 
seed or refuses to pay any amounts due under 
the contract within 30 days of the payment date 
specified in the contract; and 

"(C) after the expiration of the period speci­
fied in subparagraph (B), the producer notifies 
the owner of the producer's intent to sell the 
seed and unless the owner fails to pay the 
amounts due under the contract and take deliv­
ery of the seed within 30 days of such notifica­
tion. For the purposes of this paragraph, the 
term 'owner' shall include any licensee of the 
owner. 

''(3) Paragraph (2) shall apply to contracts 
entered into with respect to plant varieties pro­
tected under this Act (7 U.S.C. 2321 et seq.) as 
in effect on the day before the effective date of 
this provision as well as plant varieties pro­
tected under this Act as amended by the Plant 
Variety Protection Act Amendments of 1994. 

"(4) Nothing in this subsection shall affect 
any other rights or remedies of producers or 
owners that may exist under other Federal or 
State laws. 

"(c) This section shall apply equally to-
"(1) any variety that is essentially derived 

from a protected variety, unless the protected 
variety is an essentially derived variety; 

"(2) any variety that is not clearly distin­
guishable from a protected variety; 

"(3) any variety whose production requires 
the repeated use of a protected variety; and 

"(4) harvested material (including entire 
plants and parts of plants) obtained through the 
unauthorized use of propagating material of a 
protected variety, unless the owner of the vari­
ety has had a reasonable opportunity to exercise 
the rights provided under this Act with respect 
to the propagating material. 

"(d) It shall not be an infringement of the 
rights of the owner of a variety to perform any 
act concerning propagating material of any 
kind, or harvested material, including entire 
plants and parts of plants, of a protected vari­
ety that is sold or otherwise marketed with the 
consent of the owner in the United States, un­
less the act involves further propagation of the 
variety or involves an export of material of the 
variety, that enables the propagation of the va­
riety, into a country that does not protect vari­
eties of the plant genus or species to which the 
variety belongs, unless the exported material is 
for final consumption purposes. 

"(e) It shall not be an infringement of the 
rights of the owner of a variety to perform any 
act done privately and for noncommercial pur­
poses.". 
SEC. 10. RIGHT TO SAVE SEED; CROP EXEMPTION. 

The first sentence of section 113 (7 U.S.C. 
2543) is amended by striking "section: Provided, 
That" and all that follows through the period 
and inserting "section.". 
SEC. 11. UMITATION OF DAMAGES; MARKING AND 

NOTICE. 
Section 127 (7 U.S.C. 2567) is amended by 

striking "novel" each place it appears. 
SEC. 12. OBUGATION TO USE VARIETY NAME. 

Section 128(a) (7 U.S.C. 2568(a)) is amended­
(1) by inserting "or tubers or parts of tubers" 

after "plant material"; and 
(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 

paragraph: 
"(4) Failure to use the name of a variety for 

which a certificate of protection has been issued 
under this Act, even after the expiration of the 
certificate, except that lawn, turf, or forage 
grass seed, or al! al fa or clover seed may be sold 
without a variety name unless use of the name 
of a variety for which a certificate of protection 
has been issued under this Act is required under 
State law.". 
SEC. 13. EUMINATION OF GENDER-BASED REF­

ERENCES. 
(a) The last sentence of section 7(a) (7 U.S.C. 

2327(a)) is amended by striking "his designee 
shall act as chairman" and inserting "the des­
ignee of the Secretary shall act as chairperson''. 

(b) Section lO(a) (7 U.S.C. 2330(a)) is amended 
by striking "he" and inserting "the Secretary". 
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(c) Section 23 (7 U.S.C. 2353) is amended-
(1) in the second sentence, by striking "he" 

and inserting "the officer"; and 
(2) in the third sentence, by striking "he" and 

inserting "the person". 
(d) Section 24 (7 U.S.C. 2354) is amended-
(1) in the first sentence of subsection (a), by 

striking "him" and inserting "the witness"; and 
(2) in the second sentence of subsection (c)­
( A) by striking "his fees and traveling ex­

penses" and inserting "the fees and traveling 
expenses of the witness"; and 

(B) by striking "him" and inserting "the wit­
ness". 

(e) The last sentence of section 27 (7 U.S.C. 
2357) is amended by striking "he" each place it 
appears and inserting "the person". 

(f) The first sentence of section 44 (7 U.S.C. 
2404) is amended by striking "he" and inserting 
"the Secretary". 

(g) Section 53 (7 U.S.C. 2423) is amended-
(1) in subsection (a), by striking "one (or his 

successor)" and inserting "one person (or the 
successor of the person)"; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking "he" and in­
serting "the Secretary". 

(h) Section 54 (7 U.S.C. 2424) is amended by 
striking "his successor in interest" and insert­
ing "the successor in interest of the breeder". 

(i) Section 55 (7 U.S.C. 2425) is amended-
(1) in subsection (a)(2) (as redesignated by 

section 5(1)), by striking "his application" and 
inserting "the application filed in the United 
States"; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking "his prede­
cessor in title" and inserting "the predecessor in 
title of the person". 

(j) The first sentence of section 62(b) (7 U.S.C. 
2442(b)) is amended-

(1) by striking "him" and inserting "an appli­
cant"; 

(2) by striking "an applicant shall" and in­
serting "the applicant shall"; and 

(3) by striking "he" and inserting "the Sec­
retary''. 

(k) The second sentence of section 72 (7 U.S.C. 
2462) is amended by striking "his variety as 
specified in his application" and inserting "the 
variety as specified in the application". 

(1) Section 82 (7 U.S.C. 2482) is amended by 
striking "his signature" and inserting "the sig­
nature of the Secretary''. 

(m) Section 83 (7 U.S.C. 2483) is amended-
(1) in subsection (a) (as amended by section 

7(1)(A))-
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking "(or his suc­

cessor in interest) his heirs and assignees" and 
inserting "(or the successor in interest of the 
breeder)"; and 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking "his discre­
tion" and inserting "the discretion of the Sec­
retary"; and 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking "he" and in­
serting "the last owner". 

(n) Section 86 (7 U.S.C. 2486) is amended-
(1) in the first sentence, by striking "him" 

and inserting "the Secretary"; and 
(2) in the third sentence, by striking "he" and 

inserting ''the person'•. 
(o) Section 91(c) (7 U.S.C. 2501(c)) is amended 

by striking "he" and inserting "the Secretary". 
(p) The fourth sentence of section 92(b) (as 

transferred by section 8(c)(l)) is amended by 
striking "he" and inserting "the Secretary". 

(q) The first sentence of section lll(f) (as re­
designated by section 9(2)) is amended by strik­
ing "his official capacity" and inserting "the 
official capacity of the officer or employee". 

(r) Section 112 (7 U.S.C. 2542) is amended by 
striking "his successor in interest" and insert­
ing "the successor in interest of the person". 

(s) Section 113 (7 U.S.C. 2543) is amended-
(1) in the first sentence-
( A) by striking "him" and inserting "the per­

son"; and 

(B) by striking "his farm" and inserting "the 
farm of the person"; and 

(2) in the third sentence, by striking "his ac­
tions" and inserting "the actions of the pur­
chaser". 

(t) Section 121 (7 U.S.C. 2561) is amended by 
striking "his". 

(u) Section 126(b) (7 U.S.C. 2566(b)) is amend­
ed by striking "his" and inserting "the". 

(v) Section 128(a) (7 U.S.C. 2568(a)) is amend­
ed by striking "he" and inserting "the Sec­
retary''. 

(w) Section 130(a) (7 U.S.C. 2570(a)) is amend­
ed by striking "his official capacity" and insert­
ing "the official capacity of the officer or em­
ployee". 
SEC. 14. TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Except as provided in this 
section, any variety for which a certificate of 
plant variety protection has been issued prior to 
the effective date of this Act, and any variety 
for which an application is pending on the ef­
fective date of this Act, shall continue to be gov­
erned by the Plant Variety Protection Act (7 
U.S.C. 2321 et seq.), as in effect on the day be­
! ore the effective date of this Act. 

(b) APPLICATIONS REFILED.-
(1) IN GENERAL.-An applicant may refile a 

pending application on or after the effective 
date of this Act. 

(2) EFFECT OF REFILING.-lf a pending appli­
cation is refiled on or after the effective date of 
this Act-

( A) eligibility for protection and the terms of 
protection shall be governed by the Plant Vari­
ety Protection Act, as amended by this Act; and 

(B) for purposes of section 42 of the Plant Va­
riety Protection Act, as amended by section 3 of 
this Act, the date of filing shall be the date of 
filing of the original application. 

(c) LABELING.-
(1) IN GENERAL.-To obtain the protection 

provided to an owner of a protected variety 
under the Plant Variety Protection Act (7 
U.S.C. 2321 et seq.) (as amended by this Act), a 
notice given by an owner concerning the variety 
under section 127 of the Plant Variety Protec­
tion Act (7 U.S.C. 2567) shall state that the vari­
ety is protected under such Act (as amended by 
this Act). 

(2) SANCTJONS.-Any person that makes a 
false or misleading statement or claim, or uses a 
false or misleading label, concerning protection 
described in paragraph (1) shall be subject to 
the sanctions described in section 128 of the 
Plant Variety Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 2568). 
SEC. 15. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This Act and the amendments made by this 
Act shall become effective 180 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the amendment in the 
nature of a substitute offered by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. DE LA 
GARZA]. 

The amendment in the nature of a 
substitute was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. DE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the Senate bill (S. 1406) 
to amend the Plant Variety Protection 
Act to make such Act consistent with 
the International Convention for the 
Protection of New Varieties of Plants 
of March 19, 1991, to which the United 
States is a signatory, and for other 
purposes, and ask for its immediate 
consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

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

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol­

lows: 
s. 1406 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep­
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; REFERENCES. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.-This Act may be cited as 
the "Plant Variety Protection Act Amend­
ments of 1994". 

(b) REFERENCES TO PLANT VARIETY PROTEC­
TION ACT .-Except as otherwise expressly 
provided, whenever in this Act an amend­
ment or repeal is expressed in terms of an 
amendment to, or repeal of, a section or 
other provision, the reference shall be con­
sidered to be made to a section or other pro­
vision of the Plant Variety Protection Act (7 
U.S.C. 2321 et seq.). 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS AND RULES OF CONSTRUC· 

TION. 
Section 41 (7 U.S.C. 2401) is amended to 

read as follows: 
"SEC. 41. DEFINITIONS AND RULES OF CON· 

STRUCTION. 
"(a) DEFINITIONS.-As used in this Act: 
"(1) BASIC SEED.-The term 'basic seed' 

means the seed planted to produce certified 
or commercial seed. 

"(2) BREEDER.-The term 'breeder' means 
the person who directs the final breeding cre­
ating a variety or who discovers and devel­
ops a variety. If the actions are conducted by 
an agent on behalf of a principal, the prin­
cipal, rather than the agent, shall be consid­
ered the breeder. The term does not include 
a person who redevelops or rediscovers a va­
riety the existence of which is publicly 
known or a matter of common knowledge. 

"(3) ESSENTIALLY DERIVED VARIETY.-
"(A) IN GENERAL.-The term 'essentially 

derived variety' means a variety that-
"(1) is predominantly derived from another 

variety (referred to in this paragraph as the 
'initial variety') or from a variety that is 
predominantly derived from the initial vari­
ety, while retaining the expression of the es­
sential characteristics that result from the 
genotype or combination of genotypes of the 
initial variety; 

"(ii) is clearly distinguishable from the 
initial variety; and 

"(iii) except for differences that result 
from the act of derivation, conforms to the 
initial variety in the expression of the essen­
tial characteristics that result from the gen­
otype or combination of genotypes of the ini­
tial variety. 

"(B) METHODS.-An essentially derived va­
riety may be obtained by the selection of a 
natural or induced mutant or of a 
somaclonal variant, the selection of a vari­
ant individual from plants of the initial vari­
ety, backcrossing, transformation by genetic 
engineering, or other method. 

"(4) KIND.-The term 'kind' means one or 
more related species or subspecies singly or 
collectively known by one common name, 
such as soybean, flax, or radish. 

"(5) SEED.-The term 'seed'. with respect 
to a tuber propagated variety, means the 
tuber or the part of the tuber used for propa­
gation. 

"(6) SEXUALLY REPRODUCED.-The term 
'sexually reproduced' includes any produc­
tion of a variety by seed, but does not in­
clude the production of a variety by tuber 
propagation. 
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"(7) TUBER PROPAGATED.-The term 'tuber 

propagated' means propagated by a tuber or 
a part of a tuber. 

"(8) UNITED STATES.-The terms 'United 
States' and 'this country' mean the United 
States, territories and possessions of the 
United States, and the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico. 

"(9) VARIETY.-The term 'variety' means a 
plant grouping within a single botanical 
taxon of the lowest known rank, that, with­
out regard to whether the conditions for 
plant variety protection are fully met, can 
be defined by the expression of the charac­
teristics resulting from a given genotype or 
combination of genotypes, distinguished 
from any other plant grouping by the expres­
sion of at least one characteristic and con­
sidered as a unit with regard to the suit­
ability of the plant grouping for being propa­
gated unchanged. A variety may be rep­
resented by seed, transplants, plants, tubers, 
tissue culture plantlets, and other matter. 

"(b) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.-For the pur­
poses of this Act: 

"(1) SALE OR DISPOSITION FOR NONREPRODUC­
TIVE PURPOSES.-The sale or disposition, for 
other than reproductive purposes, of har­
vested material produced as a result of ex­
perimentation or testing of a variety to as­
certain the characteristics of the variety, or 
as a by-product of increasing a variety, shall 
not be considered to be a sale or disposition 
for purposes of exploitation of the variety. 

"(2) SALE OR DISPOSITION FOR REPRODUCTIVE 
PURPOSES.-The sale or disposition of a vari­
ety for reproductive purposes shall not be 
considered to be a sale or disposition for the 
purposes of exploitation of the variety if the 
sale or disposition is done as an integral part 
of a program of experimentation or testing 
to ascertain the characteristics of the vari­
ety, or to increase the variety on behalf of 
the breeder or the successor in interest of 
the breeder. 

"(3) SALE OR DISPOSITION OF HYBRID SEED.­
The sale or disposition of hybrid seed shall 
be considered to be a sale or disposition of 
harvested material of the varieties from 
which the seed was produced. 

"(4) APPLICATION FOR PROTECTION OR EN­
TERING INTO A REGISTER OF VARIETIES.-The 
filing of an application for the protection or 
for the entering of a variety in an official 
register of varieties, in any country, shall be 
considered to render the variety a matter of 
common knowledge from the date of the ap­
plication, if the application leads to the 
granting of protection or to the entering of 
the variety in the official register of vari­
eties, as the case may be. 

"(5) DISTINCTNESS.-The distinctness of one 
variety from another may be based on one or 
more identifiable morphological, physio­
logical, or other characteristics (including 
any characteristics evidenced by processing 
or product characteristics, such as milling 
and baking characteristics in the case of 
wheat) with respect to which a difference in 
genealogy may contribute evidence. 

"(6) PUBLICLY KNOWN VARIETIES.-
"(A) IN GENERAL.-A variety that is ade­

quately described by a publication reason­
ably considered to be a part of the public 
technical knowledge in the United States 
shall be considered to be publicly known and 
a matter of common knowledge. 

"(B) DESCRIPTION.-A description that 
meets the requirements of subparagraph (A) 
shall include a disclosure of the principal 
characteristics by which a variety is distin­
guished. 

"(C) OTHER MEANS.-A variety may become 
publicly known and a matter of common 
knowledge by other means.". 

SEC. 3. RIGHT TO PLANT VARIETY PROTECTION; 
PLANT VARIETIES PROTECTABLE. 

Section 42 (7 U.S.C. 2402) is amended to 
read as follows: 
"SEC. 42. RIGHT TO PLANT VARIETY PROTEC-

TION; PLANT VARIETIES 
PROTECT ABLE. 

"(a) IN GENERAL.-The breeder of any sexu­
ally reproduced or tuber propagated plant 
variety (other than fungi or bacteria) who 
has so reproduced the variety, or the succes­
sor in interest of the breeder, shall be enti­
tled to plant variety protection for the vari­
ety, subject to the conditions and require­
ments of this Act, if the variety is-

"(1) new, in the sense that, on the date of 
filing of the application for plant variety 
protection, propagating or harvested mate­
rial of the variety has not been sold or other­
wise disposed of to other persons, by or with 
the consent of the breeder, or the successor 
in interest of the breeder, for purposes of ex­
ploitation of the variety-

"(A) in the United States, more than 1 year 
prior to the date of filing; or 

"(B) in any area outside of the United 
States-

"(i) more than 4 years prior to the date of 
filing; or 

"(11) in the case of a tree or vine, more 
than 6 years prior to the date of filing; 

"(2) distinct, in the sense that the variety 
is clearly distinguishable from any other va­
riety the existence of which is publicly 
known or a matter of common knowledge at 
the time of the filing of the application; 

"(3) uniform, in the sense that any vari­
ations are describable, predictable, and com­
mercially acceptable; and 

"(4) stable, in the sense that the variety, 
when reproduced, will remain unchanged 
with regard to the essential and distinctive 
characteristics of the variety with a reason­
able degree of reliability commensurate with 
that of varieties of the same category ln 
which the same breeding method is em­
ployed. 

"(b) MULTIPLE APPLICANTS.-
"(!) IN GENERAL.-If 2 or more applicants 

submit applications on the same effective fil­
ing date for varieties that cannot be clearly 
distinguished from one another, but that ful­
fill all other requirements of subsection (a), 
the applicant who first complies with all re­
quirements of this Act shall be entitled to a 
certificate of plant variety protection, to the 
exclusion of any other applicant. 

"(2) REQUIREMENTS COMPLETED ON SAME 
DATE.-

"(A) IN GENERAL.-Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), if 2 or more applicants 
comply with all requirements for protection 
on the same date, a certificate shall be is­
sued for each variety. 

"(B) VARIETIES INDISTINGUISHABLE.-If the 
varieties that are the subject of the applica­
tions cannot be distinguished in any manner, 
a single certificate shall be issued jointly to 
the applicants.". 
SEC. 4. APPLICATIONS. 

Section 52 (7 U.S.C. 2422) is amended-
(!) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end 

the following new sentence: "The variety 
shall be named in accordance with regula­
tions issued by the Secretary."; 

(2) in the first sentence of paragraph (2), by 
striking "novelty" and inserting "distinc­
tiveness, uniformity, and stability"; 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol­
lowing new paragraph: 

"(3) A statement of the basis of the claim 
of the applicant that the variety is new."; 
and 

(5) in paragraph (4) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (3)), by inserting "(including any 
propagating material)" after "basic seed". 
SEC. 5. BENEFIT OF EARLIER FILING DATE. 

Section 55(a) (7 U.S.C. 2425(a)) is amended­
(!) by redesignating the first and second 

sentences as paragraphs (1) and (2), respec­
tively; 

(2) in paragraph (1) (as so designated), by 
inserting before the period at the end the fol­
lowing: ", not including the date on which 
the application ls filed in the foreign coun­
try"; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

"(3)(A) An applicant entitled to a right of 
priority under this subsection shall be al­
lowed to furnish any necessary information, 
document, or material required for the pur­
pose of the examination of the application 
during-

"(i) the 2-year period beginning on the date 
of the expiration of the period of priority; or 

"(11) if the first application is rejected or 
withdrawn, an appropriate period after the 
rejection or withdrawal, to be determined by 
the Secretary. 

"(B) An event occurring within the period 
of priority (such as the filing of another ap­
plication or use of the variety that is the 
subject of the first application) shall not 
constitute a ground for rejecting the applica­
tion or give rise to any third party right.". 
SEC. 6. NOTICE OF REFUSAL; RECONSIDERATION. 

The first sentence of section 62(b) (7 U.S.C. 
2442(b)) is amended-

(!) by striking "six months" and inserting 
"at least 30 days, and not more than 180 
days"; and 

(2) by striking "in exceptional cir­
cumstances". 
SEC. 7. CONTENTS AND TERM OF PLANT VARIETY 

PROTECTION. 
Section 83 (7 U.S.C. 2483) is amended­
(!) in subsection (a}-
(A) by designating the first through fourth 

sentences as paragraphs (1) through (4), re­
spectively; and 

(B) by striking paragraphs (2) and (3) (as so 
designated) and inserting the following new 
paragraphs: 

"(2) If the owner so elects, the certificate 
shall-

"(A) specify that seed of the variety shall 
be sold in the United States only as a class 
of certified seed; and 

"(B) if so specified, conform to the number 
of generations designated by the owner. 

"(3) An owner may waive a right provided 
under this subsection, other than a right 
that is elected by the owner under paragraph 
(2)(A)."; 

(2) in the first sentence of subsection (b}­
(A) by striking "eighteen" and inserting 

"20"; and 
(B) by inserting before the period at the 

end the following: ", except that, in the case 
of a tree or vine, the term of the plant vari­
ety protection shall expire 25 years from the 
date of issue of the certificate"; and 

(3) in subsection (c), by striking "reposi­
tory: Provided, however, That" and inserting 
"repository, or requiring the submission of a 
different name for the variety, except that". 
SEC. 8 PRIORITY CONTEST. 

(a) PRIORITY CONTEST; EFFECT OF ADVERSE 
FINAL JUDGMENT OR INACTION.-Sections 92 
and 93 (7 U.S.C. 2502 and 2503) are repealed. 

(b) INTERFERING PLANT VARIETY PROTEC­
TION.-

(1) REDESIGNATION.-Chapter 9 of title II (7 
U.S.C. 2501 et seq.) is amended by redesignat­
ing section 94 (7 U.S.C. 2504) as section 92. 

(2) AMENDMENTS.-Section 92 (as so redesig­
nated) is amended-
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(A) by striking "The owner" and inserting 

"(a) The owner"; and 
(B) by striking the second sentence. 
(C) APPEAL OR CIVIL ACTION IN CONTESTED 

CASES.-
(1) TRANSFER.-Section 73 (7 u.s.c. 2463) is 

amended by transferring subsection (b) to 
the end of section 92 (as redesignated by sub­
section (b)(l)). 

(2) REPEAL.-Section 73 (as amended by 
paragraph (1)) is repealed. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-
(1) Section 71 (7 U.S.C. 2461) is amended by 

striking "92,". 
(2) Section 102 (7 U.S.C. 2532) is amended by 

inserting "or tuber propagable" after "sexu­
ally reproducible" each place it appears. 
SEC. 9. PROMPI' PAYMENT. 

Chapter 9 of title II (7 U.S.C. 2501 et seq.) 
(as amended by section 8) is further amended 
by adding at the end the following new sec­
tion: 
"SEC. 93. PROMPI' PAYMENT. 

"If a seed grower contracts with the holder 
of a certificate of plant variety protection is­
sued under this Act, or a licensee of the hold­
er, to produce lawn, turf, or forage grass 
seed, alfalfa, or clover seed, protected under 
this Act, payments due the grower under the 
contract shall be completed not later than 
the earlier of-

"(1) 30 days after the contract payment 
date; or 

"(2) May 1 of the year following the pro­
duction of the seed.". 
SEC. 10. INFRINGEMENT OF PLANT VARIETY PRO-

TECTION. 
Section 111 (7 U.S.C. 2541) is amended­
(1) in subsection (a)-
(A) by striking "novel" the first two places 

it appears and inserting "protected"; 
(B) in paragraph (1), by striking "the 

novel" and inserting "or market the pro­
tected"; 

(C) by striking "novel" each place it ap­
pears in paragraphs (2) through (7); 

(D) in paragraph (3), by inserting ", or 
propagate by a tuber or a part of a tuber," 
after "sexually multiply"; 

(E) by striking "or" each place it appears 
at the end of paragraphs (3) through (6); 

(F) by redesignating paragraphs (7) and (8) 
as paragraphs (9) and (10), respectively; and 

(G) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol­
lowing new paragraphs: 

"(7) condition the variety for the purpose 
of propagation, except to the extent that the 
conditioning is related to the activities per­
mitted under section 113; 

"(8) stock the variety for any of the pur­
poses referred to in paragraphs (1) through 
(7);"; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub­
section (f}; and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol­
lowing new subsections: 

"(b) The owner of a protected variety may 
authorize the use of the variety under this 
section subject to conditions and limitations 
specified by the owner. 

"(c) This section shall apply equally to­
"(1) any variety that is essentially derived 

from a protected variety, unless the pro­
tected variety is an essentially derived vari­
ety; 

"(2) any variety that is not clearly distin­
guishable from a protected variety; 

"(3) any variety whose production requires 
the repeated use of a protected variety; and 

"(4) harvested material (including entire 
plants and parts of plants) obtained through 
the unauthorized use of propagating mate­
rial of a protected variety, unless the owner 
of the variety has had a reasonable oppor-

tunity to exercise the rights provided by this 
Act with respect to the propagating mate­
rial. 

"(d) It shall not be an infringement of the 
rights of the owner of a variety to perform 
any act concerning propagating material of 
any kind, or harvested material, including 
entire plants and parts of plants, of a pro­
tected variety that has been sold or other­
wise marketed with the consent of the owner 
in the United States, unless the act involves 
further propagation of the variety or in­
volves an export of material of the variety, 
that enables the propagation of the variety, 
into a country that does not protect vari­
eties of the plant genus or species to which 
the variety belongs, unless the exported ma­
terial is for final consumption purposes. 

"(e) It shall not be an infringement of the 
rights of the owner of a variety to perform 
any act done privately and for noncommer­
cial purposes.''. 
SEC. 11. RIGHT TO SAVE SEED; CROP EXEMPl'ION. 

The first sentence of section 113 (7 U.S.C. 
2543) is amended by striking "section: Pro­
vided, That" and all that follows through the 
period and inserting "section.". 
SEC. 12. LIMITATION OF DAMAGES; MARKING 

AND NOTICE. 
Section 127 (7 U.S.C. 2567) is amended by 

striking "novel" each place it appears. 
SEC. 13. OBLIGATION TO USE VARIETY NAME. 

Section 128(a) (7 U.S.C. 2568(a)) is amend­
ed-

(1) by inserting "or tubers or parts of tu­
bers" after "·plant material"; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

"(4) Failure to use the name of a variety 
for which a certificate of protection has been 
issued under this Act, even after the expira­
tion of the certificate, except that lawn, 
turf, or forage grass seed, alfalfa, or clover 
seed may be sold without a variety name un­
less use of the name of a variety for which a 
certificate of protection has been issued 
under this Act is required under State law.". 
SEC. 14. ELIMINATION OF GENDER-BASED REF-

ERENCES. 
(a) The last sentence of section 7(a) (7 

U.S.C. 2327(a)) is amended by striking "his 
designee shall act as chairman" and insert­
ing "the designee of the Secretary shall act 
as chairperson". 

(b) Section lO(a) (7 U.S.C. 2330(a)) is amend­
ed by striking "he" and inserting "the Sec­
retary". 

(c) Section 23 (7 U.S.C. 2353) is amended­
(1) in the second sentence, by striking "he" 

and inserting "the officer"; and 
(3) in the third sentence, by striking "he" 

and inserting "the person". 
(d) Section 24 (7 U.S.C. 2354) is amended­
(1) in the first sentence of subsection (a), 

by striking "him" and inserting "the wit­
ness"; and 

(2) in the second sentence of subsection 
(c}-

(A) by striking "his fees and traveling ex­
penses" and inserting "the fees and traveling 
expenses of the witness"; and 

(B) by striking "him" and inserting "the 
witness". 

(e) The last sentence of section 27 (7 U.S.C. 
2357) is amended by striking "he" each place 
it appears" and inserting "the person". 

(f) The first sentence of section 44 (7 U.S.C. 
2404) is amended by striking "he" and insert­
ing "the Secretary". 

(g) Section 53 (7 U.S.C. 2423) is amended­
(1) in subsection (a), by striking "one (or 

his successor)" and inserting "one person (or 
the successor of the person)"; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking "he" and 
inserting "the Secretary". 

(h) Section 54 (7 U.S.C. 2424) is amended by 
striking "his successor in interest" and in­
serting "the successor in interest of the 
breeder". 

(i) Section 55 (7 U.S.C. 2425) is amended­
(1) in subsection (a)(2) (as redesignated by 

section 5(1)), by striking "his application" 
and inserting "the application filed in the 
United States"; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking "his pred­
ecessor in title" and inserting "the prede­
cessor in title of the person". 

(j) The first sentence of section 62(b) (7 
U.S.C. 2442(b)) is amended-

(1) by striking "him" and inserting "an ap­
plicant"; 

(2) by striking "an applicant shall" and in­
serting "the applicant shall"; and 

(3) by striking "he" and inserting "the 
Secretary". 

(k) The second sentence of section 72 (7 
U.S.C. 2462) is amended by striking "his vari­
ety as specified in his application" and in­
serting "the variety as specified in the appli­
cation". 

(1) Section 82 (7 U.S.C. 2482) is amended by 
striking "his signature" and inserting "the 
signature of the Secretary". 

(m) Section 83 (7 U.S.C. 2483) is amended­
(1) in subsection (a) (as amended by section 

7(1)(A))-
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking "(or his 

successor in interest)" and inserting "(or the 
successor in interest of the breeder)"; and 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking "his dis­
cretion" and inserting "the discretion of the 
Secretary"; and 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking "he" and 
inserting "the last owner". 

(n) Section 86 (7 U.S.C. 2486) is amended­
(1) in the first sentence, by striking "him" 

and inserting "the Secretary"; and 
(2) in the third sentence, by striking "he" 

and inserting "the person". 
(o) Section 91(c) (7 U.S.C. 2501(c)) is amend­

ed by striking "he" and inserting "the Sec­
retary". 

(p) The fourth sentence of section 92(b) (as 
transferred by section 8(c)(l)) is amended by 
striking "he" and inserting "the Secretary". 

(q) The first sentence of section lll(f) (as 
redesignated by section 9(2)) is amended by 
striking "his official capacity" and inserting 
"the official capacity of the officer or em­
ployee". 

(r) Section 112 (7 U.S.C. 2542) is amended by 
striking "his successor in interest" and in­
serting "the successor in interest of the per­
son". 

(s) Section 113 (7 U.S.C. 2543) is amended­
(1) in the first sentence-
(A) by striking "him" and inserting "the 

person"; and 
(B) by striking "his farm" and inserting 

"the farm of the person"; and 
(2) in the third sentence, by striking "his 

actions" and inserting "the actions of the 
purchaser". 

(t) Section 121 (7 U.S.C. 2561) is amended by 
striking "his". 

(u) Section 126(b) (7 U.S.C. 2566(b)) is 
amended by striking "his" and inserting 
"the". 

(v) Section 128(a) (7 U.S.C. 2568(a)) is 
amended by striking "he" and inserting "the 
Secretary". 

(w) Section 130(a) (7 U.S.C. 2570(a)) is 
amended by striking "his official capacity" 
and inserting "the official capacity of the of­
ficer or employee". 
SEC. 16. TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Except as provided in this 
section, any variety for which a certificate 
of plant variety protection has been issued 
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prior to the effective date of this Act, and 
any variety for which an application is pend­
ing on the effective date of this Act, shall 
continue to be governed by the Plant Vari­
ety Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 2321 et seq.), as 
in effect on the day before the effective date 
of this Act. 

(b) APPLICATIONS REFILED.:_ 
(1) IN GENERAL.-An applicant may refile a 

pending application on or after the effective 
date of this Act. 

(2) EFFECT OF REFILING.-If a pending appli­
cation is refiled on or after the effective date 
of this Act---

(A) eligibility for protection and the terms 
of protection shall be governed by the Plant 
Variety Protection Act, as amended by this 
Act; and 

(B) for purposes of section 42 of the Plant 
Variety Protection Act, as amended by sec­
tion 3 of this Act, the date of filing shall be 
the date of filing of the original application. 

(C) LABELING.-
(1) IN GENERAL.-To obtain the protection 

provided to an owner of a protected variety 
under the Plant Variety Protection Act (7 
U.S.C. 2321 et seq.) (as amended by this Act), 
a notice given by an owner concerning the 
variety under section 127 of the Plant Vari­
ety Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 2567) shall state 
that the variety is protected under such Act 
(as amended by this Act). 

(2) SANCTIONS.-Any person that makes a 
false or misleading statement or claim, or 
uses a false or misleading label, concerning 
protection described in paragraph (1) shall be 
subject to the sanctions described in section 
128 of the Plant Variety Protection Act (7 
u.s.c. 2568). 
SEC. 16. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This Act and the amendments made by 
this Act shall become effect! ve 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

MOTION OFFERED BY MR. DE LA GARZA 
Mr. DE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I 

offer a motion. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. DE LA GARZA moves to strike all after 

the enacting clause of S. 1406 and insert in 
lieu thereof the text of H.R. 2927, as passed 
by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The Senate bill was ordered to be 

read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re­
consider was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill (H.R. 2927) was 
laid on the table. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks on the 
two bills just considered and passed. 

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

There was no objection. 

NATIONAL POW/MIA RECOGNITION 
DAY 

Mr. WYNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani­
mous consent that the Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service be dis­
charged from further consideration of 
the Senate joint resolution (S.J. Res. 

196) designating September 16, 1994, as 
"National POW/MIA Recognition Day" 
and authorizing display of the National 
League of Families POW/MIA flag, and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
joint resolution. 

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

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I do not object, but 
I would simply like to inform the 
House the minority has no objection to 
the legislation now being considered, 
and, Mr. Speaker, as the chief sponsor 
of House Joint Resolution 360, I rise in 
support of this legislation. 

·Mr. Speaker, I thank the distin­
guished chairman of the Post Office 
and Civil Service Committee, the gen­
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CLAY], and 
our good ranking minority member, 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
MYERS], for bringing this important 
resolution to the floor today. Their 
support for veterans and Americans in 
uniform is well known and appreciated 
by this Member. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in full support of 
Senate Joint Resolution 196, designat­
ing September 16, 1994, as "National 
POW/MIA Recognition Day" and au­
thorizing display of the National 
League of Families POW /MIA flag-a 
day when our veteran posts, our 
schools, our libraries, and our mass 
media can remind all Americans of our 
courageous servicemen whose fates are 
still undetermined from the Vietnam 
war. 

In 1992, candidate Clinton told the 
POW/MIA family groups and veteran 
organizations that he would never lift 
the trade embargo against the Com­
munist government of Vietnam until 
the fate of thousands of POW's and 
MIA's from the Vietnam war was re­
solved. President Clinton, against the 
advice of the American Legion, the Na­
tional League of Families, the Na­
tional Alliance of Families, and other 
veterans and family organizations lift­
ed the trade embargo. His rationale for 
doing so was that the Vietnamese Gov­
ernment was cooperating with our ef­
forts to account for our men. 

Regrettably, besides some access to 
old crash sites that has been on many 
occasions, fully investigated by Viet­
namese, Soviet, and Chinese personnel 
years ago, the Vietnamese Government 
has done virtually nothing to account 
for hundreds of Americans they have 
information on. The Government of 
Vietnam continues to withhold from 
our investigators access to prison 
records and military reports that were 
written at the time of the shoot downs 
and captures. The meticulous Com­
munist recordkeepers tell us that the 
books were eaten by worms, damaged 
by weather, or hold sensitive national 
security information. 

Meanwhile, our State Department 
continues to move full speed ahead, 

with its plans to open a Liaison Office 
that looks more and more like an Em­
bassy as official relations between our 
Nation and the Socialist Republic of 
Vietnam appears to be a foregone con­
clusion. 

Despite my reservations, it is my sin­
cere hope that the administration's 
normalization of trade and relations 
with Vietnam eventually pays divi­
dends and that next year there will not 
be a need for this resolution. 

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to 
vote for Senate Joint Resolution 196. 

Mr. Speaker, further reserving the 
right to object, I yield to the gen­
tleman from California [Mr. 
ROHRABACHER). 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in strong support of House Joint 
Resolution 369. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to con­
gratulate the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. GILMAN] on the courageous 
effort he has made on this issue over 
the years. It has just been something 
he has not let go of, and he has been 
tremendously responsible. 

Mr. Speaker, I would again like to 
congratulate the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. GILMAN] who for many, 
many years has kept the faith not only 
with the American people but with 
those men and women who went to 
Vietnam to protect the interests of the 
United States of America and to fight 
for freedom. 

Mr. Speaker, when we gave our word 
to them, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. GILMAN] did not forget and has 
kept the faith with them over the 
years. 

Mr. Speaker, I am very proud to be 
with the gentleman here today to de­
clare that September 16 should be a 
day in memory of our MIA/POW's. This 
issue has, unlike the exemplary job Mr. 
GILMAN has done, has been a disgrace 
on the part of so many American offi­
cials and so many elected officials as 
well. 

I remember when I was a young re­
porter shortly after the MIA/POW's 
were supposedly all returned, I was a 
young reporter and interviewed Rich­
ard Nixon in Los Angeles. I will never 
forget that interview because I asked 
him whether or not he was certain all 
of our MIA/POW's had been returned 
from Vietnam. And he gave me a state­
ment to that effect. 

However, after the interview, I 
thought to myself the President did 
not give me any reason to believe that 
all of the MIA/POW's were returned ex­
cept that he was satisfied. It seemed to 
me if he was satisfied and that was not 
just a public statement, he would have 
given me reasons to believe that. 

So I walked away from that inter­
view so many years ago, 20 years ago 
now, saying, "You know, I don't think 
he was telling me the tru:th. I think he 
thinks there may still be some MIA/ 
POW's in Vietnam." The question we 
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have to ask ourselves, at that time 
why would the Vietnamese have ever 
given up all of their leverage on the 
United States of America in order to 
give back all of those people who had 
been there bombing them and partici­
pating in the war against them? 

At that time the war was still going 
on in Cambodia, war was still going on 
in Laos, in fact, a war was still going 
on it South Vietnam. There was every 
reason to question whether or not the 
Vietnamese gave back all of those 
POW/MIA's at that time. 

We have heard over and over and over 
again these years that the Communist 
regime in Hanoi has been cooperative. 
Well it just ain't so. 

The history of our dealings with 
Hanoi in terms of our MIA/POW record 
is a record of deceit, foot-dragging, and 
manipulation. It is a history of w~ our­
selves bending over backward to give 
the very best interpretation of all of 
Hanoi's actions. It is a history of a 
mindset on the part of American offi­
cials to debunk the entire MIA/POW 
issue, especially if there are any live­
sighting reports about possible POW/ 
MIA's still in the hands of the Com­
munists. 

Now, are there still live POW's, espe­
cially after all of these years? I happen 
to believe it is likely that they kept 
some Americans after claiming they 
returned them all. That does not mean 
these men would still be alive today. I 
do not know if they are or not, and I 
am not saying they were kept. What I 
do know is that the American people 
have been lied to on this issue over and 
over again. 

What I do know is Hanoi has not been 
cooperating as we have been told on 
this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, less than a year ago, I 
was up on the Cambodian-Vietnamese 
border with our American POW teams 
out there in the jungle, trying to find, 
desperately working under horrible 
conditions, having to cut landing pads 
out of the jungle in order to try to find 
a hospital where some of our MIA/ 
POW's were kept near the end of the 
war. 

The trouble is Hanoi could tell us the 
location of this hospital, which was a 
major facility during the war, simply 
by having any one of the thousands of 
North Vietnamese who were stationed 
at that hospital go to the scene and 
help our people locating it. 

But instead our teams have been put 
through a grueling practice over and 
over again, trying their hardest, work­
ing long hours to find even the minus­
cule bit of information. 

One of our own colleagues, PETE PE­
TERSON of Florida, was held for 6 years 
as a pris·oner of war. On the way over 
to Vietnam I asked PETE if he has been 
a prisoner of war, designated as a pris­
oner of war the entire time he was held 
captive. He told me, "no," in fact dur­
ing the first 3 years of his captivity he 

was labeled as an MIA, meaning even 
his family did not know that he was 
being held captive by the North Viet­
namese. 

During that time that he was kept 
there, and I think this is important, 
Mr. PETERSON was kept totally sepa­
rate from all other Americans. No one 
knew that he was being held captive. In 
fact, had he been kept instead of de­
clared a POW, we would not have 
known he would have been there at all. 
It is possible other Americans were 
held in the same way. I am not saying 
that is absolutely the case, but that it 
is worth putting pressure on the Viet­
namese instead of bending over back­
ward giving them the benefit of the 
doubt~ 

When I was with them negotiating 
this issue, they told me that record 
that PETE PETERSON-the prison in 
which he was held those 6 years, were 
not available to us. Now, those records 
could have disclosed to us whether or 
not there were other prisoners in this 
status listed as MIA and being part of 
the prison population. In fact, we have 
not been given the record of any of 
those prisons. 

That to me indicates the Vietnamese 
have been deceptive. We do not need to 
bend over backward in the POW/MIA 
issue, to normalize relations, rush in 
with a trading relationship with people 
who are treating us with that type of 
arrogance. 

I would say during this time period 
the one hope that any people have of 
actually coming to the truth, to find­
ing out what happened in there in 
Southeast Asia to our MIA/POW's, is to 
make sure we as American citizens 
keep the pressure up on our own Gov­
ernment and on Hanoi. That is why 
this resolution today is so important. 
That is why on September 16, I hope 
that all Americans will fly their MIA/ 
POW flags at their local libraries and 
people will come forward and give 
radio interviews and talk to other 
Americans and others about the issue 
of MIAIPOW's. We should never forget 
this war in Vietnam. 

We should never forget the lessons we 
learned there. There are a lot lessons 
to be learned. But most importantly, 
never forget the men and women who 
marched off. They placed their lives on 
the line for us, and we should make 
sure they are never forgotten, because 
we are sending a message to our cur­
rent defenders that we will always be 
behind them and will never ever leave 
them behind. 

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, further 
reserving the right to object, I thank 
the gentleman from California [Mr. 
ROHRABACHER] for his very strong sup­
portive statements in support of the 
resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, further reserving the 
right to object, I am pleased to yield to 
a longtime proponent of our need to ex­
plore and to get a full resolution of our 

MIAIPOW issue, the gentleman from 
California [Mr. DORNAN]. 

Mr. DORNAN. I thank the gentleman 
from New York, the stalwart colleague 
from New York, who has been a leader 
on this issue for the better part of a 
quarter of a century. 

Mr. Speaker, I am going to be 
uncharacteristically brief on this issue 
because our colleague and whip and one 
of our leaders, deputy whip, Mr. WALK­
ER, has a privileged motion and I want 
to stay to hear that. 

There is not anything I can say to 
add to the perfect remarks of the gen­
tleman from California [Mr. 
ROHRABACHER] and to the perfect re­
marks of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. GILMAN] on this issue. 

0 1430 
Last week, I was going to make a 

speech on this because it was the 30th 
anniversary of the shootdown of our 
friend, Ev Alvarez, on August 5, 1964. 
What we did not know until 9 years 
later, Ev was to turn out not to be our 
longest-held prisoner. An Army Green 
Beret, Maj. Floyd Thompson, was 
taken prisoner March 26, 1964, served 1 
week less than 9 years. His wife waited 
for him. MIA for all those years. So, 
this was the better part of a decade, 
this agony. 

What I will do is just associate my­
self with the remarks, with the perfect 
remarks, of the gentleman from Cali­
fornia [Mr. ROHRABACHER]. 

Mr. Speaker, I am going to put in the 
RECORD what the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. GILMAN] and I have agreed is 
the outstanding article by our friend, 
Dr. Frank Gaffney, last week on the 
warehoused remains of our heroes and 
why the Vietnamese can still not be 
trusted on this issue, and I would call 
my colleagues and the Nation's atten­
tion, through C-SPAN, to this month's 
Reader's Digest on the 30th anniver­
sary of Ev Alvarez' shootdown. There is 
a superb article of how this man's 
faith, his Christian faith, his Catholic 
faith, which I will speak about in my 
special order tonight, how that sus­
tained him through the darkest 
months when he was the only prisoner. 
They never let him know that they had 
Floyd Thompson, never saw him during 
all those 9 years. 

I thank the gentleman for letting me 
speak, and I support, of course, Senate 
Joint Resolution 196. 

Mr. Speaker, here is the superb arti­
cle by Frank Gaffney, it is both heart­
breaking and enraging to true patriots. 

The article follows: 
[From the Washington Times, July 26, 1994) 

SMOKING GUN IN MIA COVERUP? 

(By Frank Gaffney, Jr.) 
One would think that, if a picture is worth 

a thousand words, 2,000 photos recently dis­
played at a national convention in Crystal 
City should be worth 2 million words. In fact, 
these pictures should translate into much 
more than a voluminous book's worth of 
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wordage. They should clear the way for a 
final, honest accounting of what happened to 
the hundreds of men left behind at the end of 
the Vietnam war. 

The photographs, which were presented 
publicly for the first time at the annual 
Washington meeting of the National Alli­
ance of POW- MIA Families, were taken more 
than 20 years ago by the North Vietnamese 
army and news agency. They show American 
prisoners of war, aircraft crash sites and 
pilot identification cards. 

Some of the subjects are among those pris­
oners who returned at the end of the war. 
But many others are servicemen-photo­
graphed alive or dead-who are still offi­
cially considered " unaccounted for." 

Incredibly, these materials were secretly 
withheld from the public-including family 
members of some of those servicemen ap­
pearing in these photographs who claim the 
U.S. government had not previously in­
formed them about the existence of these 
photos, even though the Defense Department 
now acknowledges having them for more 
than two years. The National Alliance ob­
tained these formerly " TOP SECRET" 
photos from a former agent of the Defense 
Intelligence Agency. 

The explanation for this stunning with­
holding of information relevant to the POW­
MIA issue may lie in the fact that these 
photos represent damning new evidence of 
the extent to which the American and Viet­
namese governments have covered up criti­
cal information on missing U.S. servicemen. 
Among other things, they document the 
great lengths to which North Vietnam went 
to document its inventory of captured or 
dead American · prisoners and their equip­
ment-to the point of labeling and 
warehousing prisoners' uniforms, flight hel­
mets and aircraft identification numbers. 

In addition, hundreds of pilot identifica­
tion cards-including those of men still list­
ed as missing-are shown in pristine condi­
tion. There are also photos depicting Viet­
namese searching through crash sites to­
gether with Soviet bloc advisers , indicating 
there is much more information in Hanoi 
and Moscow that can and must be made pub­
lic. 

Importantly, these photos also appear to 
put to rest several, long-disputed issues: 

Some American servicemen officially list­
ed as missing in the Vietnam conflict were 
captured alive. Consequently, it is no longer 
possible to accept Hanoi 's excuses-or those 
of its apologists-to the effect that it has no 
knowledge of the fate of these individuals. 

American servicemen listed as missing or 
deceased "with body unrecoverable, " were at 
one point in the hands of Vietnamese and So­
viet bloc officials. The remains of such serv­
icemen can no longer be considered 
irretrievably lost. 

The Vietnamese government was meticu­
lous in its record-keeping about captured or 
deceased American pilots. Claims that Hanoi 
has been fully forthcoming with what little 
documentation it had concerning U.S. POW­
MIAs-or, alternatively, that worm- or 
water-damage or carelessness resulted in ev­
erything else being lost-should be seen for 
what they are: part of a long-running, cyni­
cal manipulation of such information by 
Vietnam. 

Vietnamese excavation teams examined 
downed aircraft even in extremely remote 
areas. This proves that most crash sites­
now being excavated by joint American and 
Vietnamese military teams at great cost to 
U.S. taxpayers- were scoured during the war 
and any prisoners, or their bodies, were re-

moved long ago. Consequently, the illusion 
of great cooperation from Hanoi in inves­
tigating these sites should cease to be a jus­
tification for further steps toward normaliz­
ing bilateral relations. 

The U.S. government has still not come 
clean about all that it knows concerning our 
unaccounted-for servicemen. Notwithstand­
ing its professed commitment to declassify 
all relevant information, the Clinton team 
appears to be continuing the practice of past 
U.S. administrations in resisting full disclo­
sure, for example, of electronic intercepts 
that support the National Alliance 's photo 
collection on two points: (1) American serv­
icemen were abandoned in Vietnam at the 
war's end and (2) that fact was assiduously 
covered up in the years since. And Clinton 
personnel choices make an early end to the 
cover-up unlikely; a virulent anti-war activ­
ist, Charles Searcy, was the president's 
choice to run POW-MIA affairs at the Penta­
gon, and the most respected field investiga­
tor, Garnett Bell, was replaced by young offi­
cers who have no background in the issue or 
in Southeast Asia. 

Addressing the questions raised by Hanoi's 
photographs should be the sole focus of 
meetings like that between Secretary of 
State Warren Christopher and his Vietnam­
ese counterpart in Bangkok this month. This 
effort should be accompanied by a new and 
independent evaluation of all available infor­
mation related to the · missing Americans . 
Clearly , unless and until Hanoi and Washing­
ton are fully forthcoming, there must be no 
further progress toward establishing full dip­
lomatic and economic relations with com­
munist Vietnam. 

At a minimum, the National Alliance's 
photo exhibit ought to be displayed in the 
House and Senate office buildings, where it 
would be readily accessible to members of 
Congress, journalists and the public at large. 
It is especially important that this reminder 
of unfinished business be kept squarely in 
mind as President Clinton puts a new gen­
eration of Americans in uniform at risk of a 
similar fate in places like Bosnia, Haiti and 
the Golan Heights. 

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, further 
reserving the right to object, I want to 
thank the gentleman from California 
[Mr. DORNAN] for his supportive argu­
ments. 

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva­
tion of objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
McDERMOTT). Is there objection to the 
r·equest of the gentleman from Mary­
land? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the Senate joint reso­

lution, as follows: 
S.J. RES. 196 

Whereas the United States has fought in 
many wars and thousands of Americans who 
served in those wars were captured by the 
enemy or listed as missing in action; 

Whereas many American prisoners of war 
were subjected to brutal and inhumane 
treatment by their enemy captors in viola­
tion of international codes and customs for 
the treatment of prisoners of war, and many 
such prisoners of war died from such treat­
ment; 

Whereas many of these Americans are still 
listed as missing and unaccounted for, and 
the uncertainty surrounding their fates has 
caused their fam111es to suffer tragic and 
continuing hardships; 

Whereas, in the Joint Resolution entitled 
"Joint Resolution designating September 21, 

1990, as 'National POW/MIA Recognition 
Day' . and recognizing the National League of 
Families POW/MIA flag" , approved August 
10, 1990, the Federal Government officially 
recognized and designated the National 
League of Families POW/MIA flag as the 
symbol of the Nation's concern and commit­
ment to accounting, as fully as possible, for 
Americans whom are still prisoners of war, 
missing in action, or unaccounted for in 
Southeast Asia; and 

Whereas the sacrifices of the Americans 
whom are still missing in action and unac­
counted for from all our Nation's wars and 
their families are deserving of national rec­
ognition and support for continued priority 
efforts to determine the fate of those missing 
Americans: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep­
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. DESIGNATION OF NATIONAL POW/MIA 

RECOGNITION DAY. 
September 16, 1994, is designated "National 

POW/MIA Recognition Day", and the Presi­
dent is authorized and requested to issue a 
proclamation calling on the people of the 
United States to observe that day with ap­
propriate ceremonies and activities. 
SEC. 2. REQUIREMENT TO DISPLAY NATIONAL 

LEAGUE OF FAMILIES POW/MIA 
FLAG. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-The POW/MIA flag shall 
be displayed, as a symbol of the concern and 
commitment of the United States to ac­
counting, as fully as possible, for Americans 
whom are still prisoners of war, missing in 
action, or unaccounted for and to ending the 
uncertainty for their families and the Na­
tion-

(1) at all national cemeteries and the Na­
tional Vietnam Veterans Memorial on May 
3o, 1994 (Memorial Day), September 16, 1994 
(National POW/MIA Recognition Day), and 
November 11, 1994 (Veteran's Day); and 

(2) on, or on the grounds of, the buildings 
specified in subsection (b) on September 16, 
1994. 

(b) BUILDINGS.- The buildings specified in 
this subsection are­

(1) the White House; 
(2) the Capitol Building; and 
(3) the buildings containing the primary of-

fices of the-
(A) Secretary of State; 
(B) Secretary of Defense; 
(C) Secretary of Veterans Affairs; and 
(D) Director of the Selective Service Com­

mission. 
(C) POW/MIA FLAG.-As used in this sec­

tion, the term " POW/MIA flag" means the 
National League of Families POW/MIA flag 
recognized officially and designated by sec­
tion 2 of the Joint Resolution entitled 
"Joint Resolution designating September 21, 
1990, as 'National POW/MIA Recognition 
Day' , and recognizing the National League of 
Families POW/MIA flag". approved August 
10, 1990 (36 u.s.c. 189). 

The Senate joint resolution was or­
dered to be read a third time, was read 
the third time and passed, and a mo­
t:on to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE-RE­
TURNING TO THE SENATE THE 
SENATE AMENDMENTS TO H.R. 
4554 
Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 

a question of the privileges of the 
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House, and I offer a privileged resolu­
tion (H. Res. 518) and ask for its imme­
diate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol­
lows: 

H. RES. 518 
Resolved, That Senate amendment No. 83 to 

the bill H.R. 4554 making appropriations for 
Agriculture, Rural Development, Food and 
Drug Administration, and Related Agencies 
programs for the fiscal year ending Septem­
ber 30, 1995, and for other purposes, in the 
opinion of this House, contravenes the first 
clause of the seventh section of the first arti­
cle of the Constitution of the United States 
and is an infringement of the privileges of 
this house and that such bill with the Senate 
amendments thereto be respectfully re­
turned to the Senate with a message commu­
nicating this resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res­
olution constitutes a question of privi­
leges of the House. 

The gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
GIBBONS] will be recognized for 30 min­
utes, and the gentleman from Califor­
nia [Mr. THOMAS] will be recognized for 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. GIBBONS]. 

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 518 is 
a simple resolution returning to the 
Senate the bill, H.R. 4554, because it 
contravenes the constitutional require­
ments that revenue measures originate 
only in the House of Representatives. 

Specifically, the Senate amendments 
to H.R. 4554 provide that amounts are 
to be credited to the appropriations for 
the Food and Drug Administration 
"from fees established and collected to 
cover the costs of regulation of prod­
ucts under the jurisdiction of the Food 
and Drug Administration." These fees 
are not limited to cover only the costs 
of providing specifi~d regulatory ac­
tivities. Further, the FDA would not be 
required to change the fees, in appro­
priate amounts, only to those persons 
who benefit from such regulatory ac­
tivities. Instead, the Senate amend­
ments would allow the FDA to charge 
a broad cross-section of the public in 
order to fund the costs of its activities 
in general. Thus, these fees are not 
true regulatory fees, but constitute 
revenues which would fund the Govern-· 
ment generally. 

Therefore, I am asking that the 
House insist on its constitutional pre­
rogatives. While the House, by adopt­
ing this resolution, will preserve its 
prerogative to originate revenue mat­
ters, I want to make it clear to all 
Members that our action does not con­
stitute a rejection of the Senate bill on 
its merits. Our action today is merely 
procedural in nature. It makes it clear 
to the Senate that the appropriate pro­
cedure for dealing with revenue meas­
ures is for the House to act first on a 
revenue bill and the Senate to add its 
amendments and seek a conference. 

Mr. THOMAS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
privileged resolution offered by the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Some folks may think that this ap­
pears to be a rather arcane battle and 
arcane discussion. It is, in fact, fun­
damental to an ordered process. The 
rules of the game in our society is the 
Constitution of the United States, and 
in Article I, Section 7, it says all bills 
for raising revenues shall originate in 
the House of Representatives. But the 
Senate may propose or concur with 
amendments, as on other bills. 

The chairman has outlined a fee 
structure in the bill that we are asking 
to send back to the Senate. The fee 
structure in fact raises more money 
than the fees cover. If you are going to 
collect more in revenue than you are 
going to use for a particular purpose, 
you can call it whatever you want, but 
it is raising revenue under the Con­
stitution, and the Constitution says 
that is the right and the privilege of 
the House of Representatives to origi­
nate. All the resolution does is simply 
tells the other body that we must in­
sist on this constitutional require­
ment. 

Now when the House adopts this priv­
ileged resolution to return the bill to 
the Senate, it does not prejudice the 
amendment's consideration in any con­
stitutionally accepted manner. Cer­
tainly the Senate sponsors are free to 
seek an appropriate House-generated 
revenue bill to accomplish that pur­
pose. Whether or not the substance of 
the measure should be approved and 
whatever context is to be considered is 
certainly a discussion for another day. 
For now the issue is simply: Will the 
House of Representatives enforce its 
prerogatives under the Constitution? 

Mr. Speaker, I think that should be 
fairly simple for all of the Members of 
the House to understand and agree 
with the chairman, and I support the 
privileged resolution. 

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

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gen­
tleman yield? 

Mr. GIBBONS. I yield to the gen­
tleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. OBEY. Let me simply say that 
what is at issue here is whether or not 
the House will take an action which is 
called blue-slipping the appropriation 
bill for agriculture for the coming fis­
cal year. The reason the Committee on 
Ways and Means wants to do that is be­
cause the Senate inappropriately 
adopted an amendment which is clearly 
an effort simply to legislate more 
spending in the agriculture appropria­
tion bill above the amount that would 
be allowed for the budget caps, and the 
way they do that is to inappropriately 
use a revenue device. I grant that. As 
chairman of the Committee on Appro­
priations, I fully appreciate the need 
for the Senate to cease and desist on 

items like this. But there are a number 
of ways that it can be done it seems to 
me. The committee can, if it chooses, 
pursue its right today. I fully recognize 
that right. If the committee pursues it 
in this manner, however, and if the 
Senate 'bill manager cannot obtain 
unanimous consent to vacate the ill­
advised Senate action, then it means 
that we are forced to repass the agri­
culture appropriation bill in this 
House, repass it again in the Senate, 
consuming additional time at a time 
when this institution is already under 
great duress and great stress because of 
the large nature of the bills such as the 
heal th care bill and the crime bill 
which we are still trying to wrestle 
with. 

0 1440 
An alternative manner in which to 

proceed would still preserve the rights 
of the Committee on Ways and Means 
to blue-slip this bill when it comes 
back from conference if the off ending 
provision has not been removed. I have 
made it quite clear, both orally and in 
a letter to the chairman of the com­
mittee, that our committee will not 
come back from conference with that 
offending provision. We reject it out­
right and would insist that it not be in­
cluded. 

I cannot prevent the committee from 
exercising its right to offer this resolu­
tion today. They are correct. The com­
mittee does have the right and privi­
lege to offer the resolution. But in a 
constructive atmosphere, one does not 
always need to exercise every right and 
privilege that one has. At least when 
that right is exercised, it would be 
good for this institution if that right 
were exercised in a way which took 
into account the greater needs of the 
institution at the moment. 

I take a back seat to no one in my in­
sisting that the Senate follow constitu­
tional dictates, and I fully acknowl­
edge the right of the Committee on 
Ways and Means to take this action. 
But I would suggest that a more con­
structive way in which to take it would 
be to withhold this action for the mo­
ment and allow us to remove the of­
fending provision in conference. 

Our committee did not, after all, 
place that offending matter in the bill. 
It was done in the Senate. They added 
the amount of spending that is in ques­
tion. And we made quite clear it will be 
taken out and we will not bring an ag­
riculture appropriation bill back to the 
floor if the Senate does not back off on 
its provision. 

It seems to me that that would be a 
far more constructive way to deal with 
the situation at hand, rather than to 
add to the gridlock which we have 
around here by requiring this House, if 
the Senate does not do what it ought to 
do, to repass again an appropriation 
bill, and have the Senate repass it 
again, at a time when our focus ought 
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to be on health care and ought to be on 
crime. 

Mr. GIBBONS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Madam Speaker, I thank the chair­
man of the Committee on Appropria­
tions for his remarks. I have no argu­
ment with him about the substance of 
his remarks. I think he has been very 
straightforward and very professional 
and very gentlemanly in his approach. 
But we think it is appropriate that we 
send this back to the Senate at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
BROWN of Florida). Does the gentleman 
from California wish to use further 
time? 

Mr. THOMAS of California. I do, 
Madam Speaker. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations talked 
about the greater needs of this institu­
tion. I think what is at issue is the 
Constitution of the United States. The 
issue is not inconvenience. The issue is 
not politics. The issue is not time. In 
part, the issue is you folks have con­
trolled this body for so long that incon­
venience, politics, and time may be 
more important than the primary and 
fundamental issue of the Constitution. 
The greater needs of the institution in 
the long run are met by making sure 
that we do not, for convenience, poli­
tics, or time, decide that something as 
fundamental as the origination of a 
bill, should take second place. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen­
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALK­
ER] such time as he may consume. 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, we are faced here 
with a real problem and one that is de­
veloping, and I congratulate the gen­
tleman from Florida [Mr. GIBBONS], the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for the work he has done in 
the past to protect the House and the 
Constitution, and I congratulate him 
for what he is doing here today. 

This is not the first instance of this. 
It is about the fourth instance of this 
within just the last 4 or 5 weeks. 

Back on July 14, the Treasury-Postal 
appropriations bill, we had a similar 
kind of concern. And to his credit, the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. GIBBONS], 
represented on the floor by the gen­
tleman from New York [Mr. RANGEL], 
came to the floor and did what he is 
doing today: Assured the privileges of 
the House with regard to tax measures 
were protected. 

Then on July 21, another bill came 
over, not an appropriations bill this 
time, but the Veterans Health Pro­
grams Improvement Act of 1994 came 
over with a revenue measure attached. 
Once again the Committee on Ways 
and Means did what it was that should 
be done. The gentleman from Florida 

[Mr. GIBBONS] came to the floor and 
protected the privileges of the House at 
that point, as should be done on those 
kinds of measures. 

But the Senate was not finished. On 
July 21, they also added another tax 
measure to a bill that day, the Toxic 
Substance Control Act, which was also 
brought over with a revenue measure 
attached. Once again, the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. GIBBONS], to his 
credit, came to the House floor and 
protected the privileges of the House 
on this particular tax measure. 

What I am saying is there is a pat­
tern here in the Senate now showing it­
self up in the appropriation bills. Prior 
to this, there was the appropriation 
bill on Commerce and Justice. On that 
particular one, an accommodation was 
worked out much in the way that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. OBEY] 
has described to the House here. It was 
not blue-slipped on the way to con­
ference, but was eligible for a blue slip 
on the way out of conference. 

The Senate, seeing that action, has 
not decided they are also going to do it 
in yet another bill, the Agriculture, 
Rural Development, and Food Develop­
ment Administration. 

This simply cannot be allowed to 
happen. The fact is that we cannot put 
aside the Constitution in order to ac­
commodate our legislative agenda in 
the House of Representatives. The Con­
stitution is very firm on this point, and 
the Senate knows exactly what it is 
doing because it is doing it over, and 
over, and over, and over again, just 
within the last few weeks. 

They are doing so because it allows 
them to escape a budget control mech­
anism that has been put in their way, 
and that is that they cannot spend 
more than they have revenues to ac­
complish. So what they are now trying 
to do is spend more and add the reve­
nues on in the Senate. 

We in the House should not accom­
modate that. We should make abso­
lutely certain that our prerogatives 
with regard to taxing and spending are 
absolutely protected. 

That is what is happening here right 
now. The prerogatives of the House are 
being protected by the resolution of 
the gentleman from Florida [Mr. GIB­
BONS]. I congratulate him for it. It is 
something we need to do each time this 
challenge is brought before us. We can­
not allow the matters to be resolved 
somewhere in conference committees 
in the hope it will come back the right 
way. 

We need to understand that this is 
not just a matter of an appropriations 
bill. It has now been in several commit­
tees where they have pulled the same 
kind of trick. I do not think the Senate 
is going to understand until we get to 
the point that every bill that they send 
over of this type is immediately sent 
back to them. 

So, again, I thank the gentleman for 
what he has done. 

Mr. DORNAN. Madam Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of California. I yield to 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. DORNAN. Madam Speaker, if I 
am following this correctly, by putting 
new taxes, user fees or any other type 
of taxes, into an appropriations bill in 
the other body, they are opening up a 
window for more spending. Ergo, this is 
the much heard about tax and spending 
that goes on up here on Jenkins Hill. 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield further, precisely. 
Thank goodness the Constitution pro­
tects us from that. We have an oppor­
tunity here now to uphold what our 
forefathers in their wisdom knew about 
the Constitution, and that is that any 
revenue measures ought to start in the 
people's body. This one did not, and we 
are now going to send it back to the 
Senate, because they did not do it the 
right way, and we thank the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. GIBBONS] for allow­
ing the House to do this in the right 
way. 

I thank the gentleman from Califor­
nia [Mr. THOMAS] for yielding. 

Mr. OBEY. Madam Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of California. I yield to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. OBEY. Madam Speaker, I would 
simply like to reiterate one point, and 
I am not going to push this to a rollcall 
vote. I understand what is going to 
happen. But I simply want to say that 
in my view, this is not a question of 
the Constitution. This is not a question 
of constitutional prerogatives. It is a 
question of at what time, at what 
point, and under what manner, the con­
stitutional prerogative is going to be 
exercised. 

0 1450 
I believe that constitutional preroga­

tives are like opinions. Just because we 
have them, we do not always have to 
express them, at least not at the imme­
diate time. 

It just simply seems to me that the 
same purpose could be accomplished, 
the constitutional prerogative could be 
protected, if we were allowed to simply 
proceed to take out the offending Sen­
ate action in the conference. 

I fully agree with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. I think this is sim­
ply an end run on spending caps. I re­
sent it very much, and I am not going 
to allow it to happen. But the problem 
is that the process which the gen­
tleman is pursuing today leaves us at 
the mercy of the ability of the other 
body to be responsible. 

I think that under some cir­
cumstances that might be a very weak 
reed to lean upon and so it seems to me 
that the better course would be for us 
to responsibly take the offending mat­
ter out without requiring each house to 
go through another set of hoops. That 
is what I was trying to accomplish here 
today. I am sorry I could not do it. 
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Mr. THOMAS of California. Madam 

Speaker, reclaiming my time, I appre­
ciate the gentleman's comments, but I 
think the history, as was outlined by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
clearly indicates that were this the 
first offense, obviously the option that 
the chairman of the Committee on Ap­
propriations now seeks as an alter­
native might be appropriate. But when 
the Senate has done this not once a 
year, not twice a year, but when it does 
it three and four times a month, I 
think what we are about here is in part 
behavior modification and that perhaps 
this inconvenience by the way in which 
we are upholding our constitutional 
right might, in fact , get the Senate to 
understand that if they are responsible 
at the outset, they will not have to be 
responsible at the backend, as the gen­
tleman from Wisconsin is concerned 
about, in terms of their ability to do it 
the right way. 

It seems to me that an immediate re­
sponse by the House of Representa­
tives, in perhaps the most inconvenient 
way possible. will mean that we will 
not have to address this in the future. 

Therefore, I support the resolution 
by the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, the gentleman from 
Florida. · 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal­
ance of my time. 

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

The previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

SPECIAL ORDERS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker's announced policy of Feb­
ruary 11, 1994, and June 10, 1994, and 
under a previous order of the House, 
the following Members are recognized 
for 5 minutes each. 

HEALTH CARE, SMALL BUSINESS, 
AND GRASS ROOTS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen­
tleman from Sou th Carolina [Mr. DER­
RICK] is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DERRICK. Madam Speaker, ever 
since heal th care reform became a seri­
ous possibility certain factions inter­
ested in killing the initiative have 
spread disinformation and alarmist 
propaganda vilifying the entire effort. 
They portray reform as a murky con­
spiracy to enslave the public, or a ma­
licious attempt to destroy business, or 
a bureaucratic campaign to expand 
Government control over the people. 

The propaganda machines fired up by 
the defenders of the status quo have 
been working overtime. They've con­
ducted an all out effort to convince the 

American people that they don't want 
health care reform. But reality will al­
ways belie propaganda, especially when 
the propaganda contradicts the peo­
ple 's experience. 

The American people want and need 
health care reform. Mass mailings, 
phone banks and rabid talk show hosts 
can' t persaude them otherwise. Ameri­
cans aren't impressed with arguments 
that reform will ruin the quality of 
their heal th care and cost them more 
money. Americans already know that 
every year they pay more for less 
health care. They've been watching 
what health care they could afford 
evaporate. 

If Congress lacks the courage to re­
form the health care system now, the 
situation will continue to deteriorate, 
more Americans will lose their cov­
erage, and the blame will be ours. 

Americans know the system needs re­
form to remedy the pro bl ems they face 
every day. Seventy-eight percent of 
Americans favor universal coverage, 
and 75 percent even favor employers 
sharing responsibility with their em­
ployees to pay for health insurance. 
Well-funded lobbying groups such as 
the NFIB aim their rhetoric at small 
businesses, telling them that reform is 
a job-killer that will close them down. 
The truth is that small business will 
benefit greatly from reform. As it 
stands they pay up to 50 percent more 
for the heal th insurance than large 
firms. A third of them see their insur­
ance premiums rise by 25 percent every 
year, and the burden of covering the 
growing numbers of uninsured Ameri­
cans is getting shifted onto their shoul­
ders. The status quo hurts small busi­
ness. 

Wednesday a group of small business 
owners from Virginia, Pennsylvania, 
New York, and Washington, DC, took 
time away from their businesses to 
come to the Capitol and voice their 
support for health care reform. They 
know that reform will level the playing 
field for small businesses. It will lower 
their overhead tied up ih health care 
costs, making it easier and cheaper to 
operate. These businessmen and women 
are members of the Small Business Co­
alition for Health Care Reform, a grass 
roots organization representing 626,000 
businesses employing 5.5 million peo­
ple. Unlike the NFIB, a well-funded 
lobbying group representing big-money 
interests, the Small Business Coalition 
supports reform. 

Where groups such as NFIB are try­
ing to kill reform and preserve the sta­
tus quo beloved by their funders, the 
Small Business Coalition knows how 
much small business has to gain from 
reform. Their members, the small busi­
ness grass roots, agree. 

It 's important to remember that 
grass roots organizations found the 
support for health care reform. Reform 
won ' t benefit a particular special inter­
est, unless you define America as a spe-

cial interest. Small businesses will 
gain from reform, but the ·focus of re­
form is the mass of employed, hard 
working, middle-1ncome Americans 
who, despite their labors, still can't af­
ford health care for themselves or their 
families. Anti-reform propaganda tries 
to convince people that reform will 
limit their options or degrade the qual­
ity of their health care. 

That's not much of an argument for 
people who can't afford any health care 
or insurance at all. If anything, by 
guaranteeing coverage and insurance 
that can't be taken away, health care 
reform expands the average American's 
heal th care options. 

Americans know it, and they over­
whelmingly support reform. You can 
see the support by looking at the grow­
ing number of grass-roots organiza­
tions representing millions of Ameri­
cans who have declared their support 
for the Guaranteed Health Insurance 
Act. They include labor unions, 
consumer advocacy groups, medical 
providers, health advocacy groups, 
teachers, education groups, family ad­
vocates, senior citizen groups, farmers, 
veterans and children's advocates. 

In short, there are myriad organiza­
tions who know that their members 
can only benefit from heal th care re­
form. Members of Congress shouldn't 
confuse these voices with mere special 
interests. The voice they hear ex­
presses America's will, and the will is 
for health care reform. 

D 1500 

LEGITIMATE OPPOSITION TO THE 
CRIME BILL RULE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen­
tleman from California [Mr. HORN] will 
be recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HORN. Madam Speaker, it is 
utter nonsense to say that all of those 
who voted against the rule on the 
crime bill yesterday afternoon put the 
interests of the powerful National Rifle 
Association above those of their con­
stituents. Yet, that is what some who 
are uninformed are saying. 

This Member happened to campaign 
for a ban against assault rifles. This 
Member voted for a ban against assault 
rifles. This Member will again vote for 
a ban against assault rifles when the 
conference report on the Violent Crime 
Control and Law Enforcement Act of 
1994 properly comes before this Cham­
ber. 

What bothered a number of us, 
Madam Speaker, was the arrogance and 
the misuse of the rules which was in­
volved in the rule that preceded yester­
day's conference report. It violated 
what this Chamber is all about; that is, 
a Chamber that seeks to reflect the 
people 's will. 

The minority is tired of having pro­
posals brought in here that you cannot 



August 12, 1994 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 21659 
read in time, that are rammed down 
our throat with some pseudo sense of 
urgency. Of course there is urgency 
about crime. We see it, those of us from 
urban America. But where was ,the 
sense of urgency when this was happen­
ing 2, 3 years ago, months ago, et 
cetera? 

The conference committee certainly 
took its time. They finished in late 
July. On the Republican side, we did 
not get the printed report with the 
agreed measure to be submitted to the 
Senate and the House, and then to the 
President, until 3:20 p.m. yesterday 
afternoon. We voted at about 5 p.m. 

The conference report contained hun­
dreds of pages, many of which had 
never been considered by the Senate or 
the House. They were add-ons put in by 
the Democratic majority in that con­
ference committee. 

What particularly concerned us, 
Madam Speaker, is when the very able 
and powerful chairman of the Commit­
tee on the Judiciary went before the 
Committee on Rules and was specifi­
cally asked to identify where were the 
point of order problems. That means 
where were the activities, programs, 
legal language, et cetera in the bill 
that violated existing House rules in 
the final reconciled version submitted 
by the conferees. 

He refused to answer that question. 
He said he was not sure he knew, and 
then he said even if he did know, he 
would not tell them since it might be 
used against the bill on the floor. The 
Committee on Rules is an agent of the 
House of Representatives. When you in­
sult our agent, you also insult our 
House. It is tragic that the nine mem­
ber Democratic majority of that com­
mittee did not pursue what the four 
member Republican minority sought. 

When a committee chairman seeks to 
waive the House rules prior to consid­
eration of a bill, the members of the 
Committee on Rules are entftled to 
know what it is that they are waiving. 
To the average citizen, this might 
sound complicated, but if the Members 
do not know what they are voting on, 
how can they possibly reflect the will 
of the people? It is the people to whom 
we are responsible. We are not respon­
sible to a chairman, we are not respon­
sible to a committee, we are respon­
sible to the people, and to civility and 
following the rules of this Chamber. 

Madam Speaker, when we swear and 
take an oath on opening day to support 
the Constitution of the United States, 
that includes the rules of the House of 
Representatives, pursuant to that Con­
stitution. I suspect some rules we have 
here such as the " king-of-the-hill" rule 
and other modern creations which pre­
vent the process should be challenged 
in court. Certainly the founders would 
never have dreamed them up. 

The timing of the vote violated the 
Legislative Reorganization Act of 1970, 
in that the 443-page conference report 

was not available to Members of the 
House 3 days ahead of its consider­
ation. That situation is intolerable. 
That is why the chairman of Judiciary 
sought a waiver of the rules. 

In addition, on another subject relat­
ed to the crime bill, I am informed by 
the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
MCCOLLUM], the author of many of the 
Republican anticrime bills, and the 
most knowledgeable member of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, that when 
the anticrime bill left the Senate, it 
left at a price tag of $22 billion. 

When it left the House, it left at a 
price tag of $26 billion. When it was 
done with by the Senate and House 
conferees who prepared the conference 
report which contained the final ver­
sion of the proposed law, the price tag 
had increased to $33 billion. That is an 
$11 billion increase! That amount of an 
increase has seldom been seen. 

In addition, Madam Speaker, items 
were added in conference, as I noted, 
which had never been in either bill. 
They came as a surprise to the Repub­
lican members in the conference if 
they were ever consulted. The Rep­
resen ta ti ves in the House, each of us 
elected by the people, have a right to 
know what is in the legislation before 
them. 

Besides great changes in the amount 
of money involved, there were vital 
matters of substance, which were dras­
tically changed. 

Items which had been passed by both 
the House and the Senate by over­
whelming votes were simply thrown on 
the cutting room floor. 

One example was offered by our dis­
tinguished colleague, SUSAN MOLINARI, 
a Republican from New York. Her 
amendment would have changed the 
Federal rules of evidence to allow pros­
ecutors in sexual assault and child mo­
lestation cases to intr:oduce evidence 
that the defendant has committed 
similar crimes in the past. The Senate 
approved it by a vote of 75 to 19. The 
House supported it by a vote of 348 to 
62 on a motion to instruct the House 
conferees to include this language in 
the final version of the proposed law. 

Similarly, the distinguished gentle­
woman from Washington [JENNIFER 
DUNN] also a Republican offered the 
Sexually Violent Predators Act. This 
amendment would notify communities 
when convicted sexual predators moved 
into their area, giving families warning 
that danger exists in their neighbor­
hoods. The Senate had adopted the lan­
guage unanimously. A motion to in­
struct the House conferees to support 
this language was adopted by the 
House by a vote of 407 to 13. 

Madam Speaker, with this type of 
disregard to the will of this House, 
when both of these important proposals 
were overwhelmingly approved by this 
Chamber, yet ended up littered on the 
cutting room floor, with no respect for 
the democratic process of this Cham-

ber, I think many more should have 
voted against the rule than did. 

Last night I watched the press con­
ferences held by several of the contest­
ing parties to the issues involved in 
this legislation. I had a feeling that 
several of them should have had a good 
night's sleep before commenting on the 
defeat of the rule. 

If the Democratic majority in the 
next conference will get the message 
that not only Republicans but dozens 
of Democrats want to reduce the pro­
posed legislation by several billion dol­
lars in social programs which compete 
with already existing ones, then we 
will have a better bill. 

If the Democratic majority in the 
next conference will get the message 
that not only Republicans but dozens 
of Democrats want to restore the Fed­
eral rules of evidence re those who 
commit sexual assault and molest chil­
dren to the language approved by both 
Houses, then we will have a better bill. 

If the President and the Democratic 
leadership in the House will wake up 
and accept the offer repeatedly made 
by the Republican whip and Republican 
leader to be NEWT GINGRICH to engage 
in bipartisan collaboration so that Re­
publicans will participate in the take­
offs and not simply the crash landings, 
then we will have better public policy 
and a more united Congress and Na­
tion. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
GINGRICH] has made that offer ever 
since the successful collaboration we 
had on NAFTA the North American 
Free-Trade Agreement. 

Let us work together and we can 
adopt an effective anticrime bill and a 
sensible health care bill. 

Madam Speaker, I was particularly 
impressed with the comments of the 
ranking Republican on Judiciary when 
he spoke on the problems with the han­
dling of this legislation. There are few 
members of this body more respected 
than the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FISH]. HAMILTON FISH is dedicated 
to public service just as his family has 
been for almost two centuries. When he 
is upset, it is time for the House to lis­
ten to his thoughtful and wise com­
ments. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition 
to the rule. This conference report contains 
provisions which I oppose and, in addition, 
the conference committee deleted provisions 
which I supported. However, my opposition 
to this rule is based as much on procedural 
objections as it is on substantive policy. 

As we all know, violent crime is a dev­
astating national problem. Violent crime has 
increased in this country over 23 percent 
since 1988. A violent crime is committed 
once every 22 seconds and a murder is com­
mitted once every 22 minutes. A rape occurs 
every 5 minutes and a robbery every 47 sec­
onds. Over 70 percent of the violent crimes 
committed in our country are committed by 
repeat offenders. 

These are not just statistics. The victims 
of these crimes are real people- they are our 
constituents-and the ultimate victim is so­
ciety. The crime epidemic has brought with 
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it the pestilence of fear and Congress should 
address this complex problem in a com­
prehensive, realistic and bipartisan way. 
Whether we are Republicans or Democrats 
this is a national crisis that we share and 
partisan politics should not interfere with 
the best solutions. 

Back in March, following action in the 
House Judiciary Committee on the Violent 
Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 
1994, I went before the Rules Committee urg­
ing that certain key amendments be made in 
order. Those were amendments put forward 
by the Republican members of our Commit­
tee and reflected a number of very valid and 
valuable approaches to the serious problem 
of crime we have in this country. 

Unfortunately, when this legislation was 
brought to the floor in April, several of my 
Republican colleagues were prevented from 
offering amendments under a highly restric­
tive rule. Still other Republican amend­
ments were allowed but they were subjected 
to a king-of-the-hill procedure that pre­
vented any real genuine opportunity for suc­
cess. 

Subsequently, after the legislation was 
passed by the House of Representatives, I ap­
pointed the four most senior Republican 
members of the House Judiciary Committee 
to serve on the conference committee on the 
Crime bill. For many weeks and months, the 
conference committee did not meet. Repub­
lican members were routinely excluded from 
closed door meetings during this time pe­
riod. Then, finally, when the conference 
committee briefly convened, Republican 
Members were routinely refused key docu­
ments and several significant Republican 
amendments were dropped or weakened. Nu­
merous Republican proposals were defeated 
in conference through the utilization of the 
proxy vote mechanism. Ultimately, none of 
the Judiciary Republican conferees signed 
the conference report. How could they ap­
prove a document which they had no part in 
formulating? 

Furthermore, the conference report itself 
is a document that has been conspicuous by 
its absence. As of yesterday evening, the 
Members of this House did not have a com­
plete, final copy of the conference report. 
The conference version, as I understand it, is 
almost four inches thick, it is over 1,000 
pages long. How do we evaluate a major 
piece of legislation that no one has been per­
mitted to read? 

Mr. Speaker, I stand here as the Ranking 
Republican on the House Judiciary Commit­
tee. The upcoming vote on the rule is a pro­
cedural vote that must be evaluated in the 
light of these events. The rules process goes 
to the very heart of our role as legislators 
and our rights as Members of this House. I 
am angered and dismayed about the manner 
in which Republican Members have been de­
nied their rightful role on this very impor­
tant public policy question. 

Mr. Speaker, I will vote "no" on this rule 
because of the tactics used by the Majority 
party-tactics which insult the Republican 
Members of this House and the American 
citizens we were elected to represent. 

Madam Speaker, I attach an excerpt 
from "How Our Laws Are Made" which 
has been prepared by the Congressional 
Research Service. It explains the role 
of the Committee on Rules. 

X. OBTAINING CONSIDERATION OF MEASURES 

Obviously certain measures pending on the 
House and Union Calendars are more impor­
tant and urgent than others and it is nec­
essary to have a system permitting their 

consideration ahead of those that do not re­
quire immediate action. Because all meas­
ures are placed on those calendars in the 
order in which they are reported to the 
House, the latest bill reported would be the 
last to be taken up if the calendar number 
alone were the determinating factor. 

SPECIAL RESOLUTIONS 

To avoid delays and to provide some degree 
of selectivity in the consideration of meas­
ures, it is possible to have them taken up out 
of order by obtaining from the Committee on 
Rules a special resolution or "rule" for their 
consideration. That Committee, which is 
composed of majority and minority Members 
but with a larger proportion of majority 
Members than other committees, is specifi­
cally granted jurisdiction over resolutions 
relating to the order of business of the 
House. Usually the Chairman of the commit­
tee that has favorably reported the bill ap­
pears before the Committee on Rules accom­
panied by the sponsor of the measure and 
one or more Members of the Chairman's 
committee in support of the request for a 
resolution providing for its immediate con­
sideration. If the Committee on Rules is sat­
isfied that .the measure should be taken up it 
will report a resolution reading substantially 
as follows with respect to a bill on the Union 
Calendar: 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to move that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the Union 
for the consideration of the bill (H.R. __ ) 
entitled, etc., and the first reading of the bill 
shall be dispensed with. After general debate, 
which shall be confined to the bill and shall 
continue not to exceed __ hours, to be 
equally divided and controlled by the chair­
man and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on __ , the bill shall be read for 
amendment under the five-minute rule. At 
the conclusion of the consideration of the 
bill for amendment, the Committee shall rise 
and report the bill to the House with such 
amendments as may have been adopted, and 
the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except one motion to recommit. 

If the measure is on the House Calendar 
the resolution reads substantially as follows: 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to consider the 
bill (H.R. __ ) entitled, etc., in the House. 

The resolution may waive points or order 
against the bill. When it limits or prevents 
floor amendments, it is popularly known as 
a "closed rule". 

SPECIAL COUNSEL IN 
WHITEWATER INVESTIGATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen­
tleman from Maryland [Mr. HOYER] 
will be recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I rise 
to speak of a matter that is troubling 
me, and I think troubling other indi­
viduals. Some years ago, we created a 
special counsel, a special prosecutor, if 
you will. That position was created to 
assure objective, nonpartisan, non­
political review of possible wrongdoing 
within the executive department. 

The reason for doing that was so that 
the Attorney General, who is appointed 
by the President of the United States, 

and who is the office to whom the U.S. 
attorneys report, would not be in effect 
in the chain of command as it related 
to the investigation of alleged wrong­
doing of, in this case, her boss, the 
Pre!sident. 

I supported that legislation, and sup­
ported it when we reauthorized it re­
cently. Because that legislation had 
not been reauthorized and signed into 
law when the question of Whitewater 
arose, and after the requests of the 
Members of the Republican Party in 
particular, concurred in, ultimately by 
the administration, the Attorney Gen­
eral, because the legislation was not in 
effect, appointed a special prosecutor 
for the purpose of investigating 
Whitewater. 

0 1510 
After she had done so, she carefully 

reviewed prospective nominees and she 
chose for that position a Republican, a 
Republican who was known for his in­
tegrity and his legal skill, a Repub­
lican who in fact had experience as a 
prosecutor and was known to be a thor­
ough and fair investigator. That gen­
tleman's name was Fiske. 

Subsequent to his appointment, he 
undertook the investigation and has 
made certain reports. The same people 
who had demanded the appointment of 
a special prosecutor, the same people 
who believed Mr. Fiske was a fair­
minded, judicious prosecutor with per­
sonal and legal integrity have subse­
quently criticized him because they did 
not like his findings. His findings, of 
course, were that there was no trans­
gression of law, no laws broken, no eth­
ical violations in relationship to the 
communciations between the Treasury 
Department and the White House. 

These Republicans, frankly, were not 
satisfied. Ten Republicans have written 
to the Federal court. But I get ahead of 
my story. 

Subsequent to that appointment, we 
did in fact pass the reauthorization to 
the special prosecutor law. That law 
provides for a panel, appointed by the 
Chief Justice of the U.S. Supreme 
Court, to have the authority to choose 
a special prosecutor. That panel is cur­
rently composed of Judge David 
Sentelle and two other judges. Judge 
Sentelle was appointed by Chief Jus­
tice Rehnquist. Chief Justice 
Rehnquist, of course, was in the Nixon 
Cabinet and appointed by Nixon to the 
Supreme Court. Judge Sentelle as I un­
derstand it, is the first nonretired 
judge to chair this special prosecutor 
selection panel of Federal judges. The 
other two judges who sit on that panel 
are retired judges as has historically 
been the case. One of the other judges 
was appointed by a Republican and one 
by a Democrat, President Johnson. 

I mentioned the 10 Members of this 
body who wrote to Judge Sentelle and 
the panel requesting that Mr. Fiske be 
removed as the special prosecutor. Mr. 
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Fiske has been at this for months. Mr. 
Fiske and the staff that he has col­
lected at a cost of over $2 million in ef­
fect were asked by these 10 to be re­
placed, to be set aside, not because 
there was a question frankly of the re­
sults, although I suggest that they 
were upset with the results, but be­
cause they alleged that there was a 
conflict of interest. 

INTRODUCTION OF THE FINANCIAL 
SERVICES COMPETITIVENESS ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen­
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. NEAL] 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. NEAL of North Carolina. Madam Speak­
er, with the 21st century rapidly approaching, 
it is time that the legal framework of the U.S. 
financial services industry catch up with the 
marketplace. The technology of today, from 
computers to communications, has changed 
the face of financial services. 

Unfortunately, our laws impose an anti­
quated legal structure on the new and com­
petitive financial marketplace. As a result, we 
have a system that is tremendously inefficient 
and costly. It undercuts our international com­
petitiveness, limits consumer choice and con­
venience, and ultimately suppresses economic 
growth. 

Dramatic shifts in financial distribution net­
works and product lines have resulted in a 
rapid decline in the relative role of banks and 
other depository intermediaries. From 1980 to 
1990, banks' market share fell a full 10 per­
centage points, from 37 to 27 percent of total 
financial intermediary assets. By 1990, banks 
had lost more than one-fourth of the market 
share with which they began the decade. 

Madam Speaker, Congress has the ability to 
provide our financial system with the tools it 
needs to develop a better and more efficient 
system for the delivery of financial products 
while, at the same time, ensuring the safety 
and soundness of insured deposits. Our objec­
tive should be to ensure that our financial 
service firms are able to provide consumers 
and businesses with the most cost-efficient 
and highest quality financial products and to 
compete fairly in a global marketplace, while 
operating in a safe and sound manner. 

Our regulatory system for financial services 
providers must also move toward the 21st 
century. Our present system is a patchwork of 
market and institutional regulation resulting 
from ad hoc responses to the historical devel­
opments, with no central theme. It is a house 
built over time without any floor plan or, in­
deed, any plan at all. 

Even today, bills are introduced in Congress 
that react only to specific issues of immediate 
concern. One such example is H.R. 3447, the 
Securities Regulatory Equality Act of 1993, 
which responds to the narrow issue of bank 
sales of mutual funds. 

I know from personal experience that bills 
often are drafted and amendments are crafted, 
not to deal with regulatory problems in a com­
prehensive manner, but to avoid or attain juris­
diction by one congressional committee or an­
other. We are left with a hodge-podge of par­
tial solutions to larger problems, the creation . 

of competitive inequities among market partici­
pants, uneven regulations for similar activities 
across industries and forum shopping by regu­
lated parties. The inability of the House to deal 
with the larger problems of the financial serv­
ices sector in a comprehensive manner in­
creases costs for our economy, to the det­
riment of both efficiency and safety. 

One of my purposes in introducing this leg­
islation, Madam Speaker, is to try to get Mem­
bers to focus on the need to deal with these 
issues in a comprehensive way. We should 
not keep careening from one narrow issue to 
another, be it mutual fund sales disclosures, 
the use of derivatives, or the underwriting of 
securities, while pretending that the underlying 
nature of the financial services industry is the 
same as it was in 1933. 

The world has changed in the past 60 
years, but our financial services laws have not 
kept pace. It is time to recognize that the en­
tire legal structure of the industry has become 
outmoded and is badly in need of change. Our 
response should not just be to try to apply an­
other quick fix to whatever problem has 
caught our eye today. Sooner or later, and I 
believe sooner, we must break the cycle of 
temporary patchwork responses to innovations 
within the financial services industry and con­
sider comprehensive reform. If not, we will be 
left with the financial services equivalent of 
hand-cranked telephones and quill pens in a 
world of cellular phones and fax machines. 

Madam Speaker, the Financial Services 
Competitiveness Act, which I am introducing 
today, will facilitate a debate addressing the 
basic structure problems that are the result of 
outdated affiliation and activities restrictions 
contained in the Bank Holding Company Act, 
the Glass-Stegall Act and various other laws. 
_It is designed to modernize the legal and regu­
latory framework while simultaneously impos­
ing strong safeguards and more effective reg­
ulations. The legislation does not seek to re­
align the jurisdiction of regulators, but rather 
provide for the functional regulation of financial 
activities. 

Under the bill, federally insured depository 
institutions would be permitted to affiliate with 
other financial and nonfinancial businesses. 
Thus, a bank with federally insured deposits, 
an insurance company and a company under­
writing securities could all be owned by the 
same diversified financial services holding 
company. 

Allowing affiliations would permit firms to in­
crease their operating efficiencies and better 
serve their customers. Consumers would ben­
efit from greater convenience, lower prices 
and enhanced competition. All financial serv­
ices providers could offer similar options 
through the holding company structure. It pro­
vides competitive equality. It does not favor 
one industry over another. It encourages more 
effective competition. 

At the same time, there would be safe­
guards to protect the taxpayer-backed deposit 
insurance funds. Each subsidiary of a holding 
company would be required to be separately 
capitalized. In addition, each holding company 
would be required to maintain adequate levels 
of capital in its depository institutions, and if it 
failed to do so, it would be required to divest 
the financial institutions and as well as infuse 
additional capital to bring the institutions into 

capital compliance. This provision in particula.r 
would insure that diversified financial services 
holding companies take seriously their respon­
sibility of owning an insured depository institu­
tion subsidiary. It also would provide American 
taxpayers with an extra level of protection-a 
troubled bank would turn first to its diversified 
financial · holding company, and not the tax­
payer. 

In addition, banking subsidiaries would not 
be permitted to engage in nonbanking activi­
ties. Each subsidiary would be regulated by 
the appropriate regulator as under existing 
law, meaning that securities subsidiaries 
would be regulated by the Securities and Ex­
change Commission, insurance subsidiaries 
by State insurance regulators and financial in­
stitutions by the appropriate banking regulator. 

Madam. Speaker, it is readily apparent that 
the existing legal structure is not consistent 
with market realities and the globalization of 
the financial marketplace. It is time to craft our 
Nation's financial services policy to strengthen 
the system instead of restricting and detracting 
from the health and dynamism of the market. 

I recognize that we will not be modernizing 
our financial services industry this year. But 
the Financial Services Competitiveness Act 
will help focus the debate on the need to ac­
complish modernization. I am pleased that the 
bill has strong bipartisan cosponsorship---Rep­
resentatives MCCOLLUM, LAFALCE, FRANK, 
LAROCCO, ORTON, DOOLEY, RIDGE, BAKER of 
Louisiana, and KING are joining me in intro­
ducing the bill today-and I look forward to 
working with them and others in this Congress 
to lay the groundwork for consideration of this 
extremely important issue. 

A section by section analysis of this impor­
tant legislation follows: 

THE FSCA-" FINANCIAL SERVICES 
COMPETITIVENESS ACT'' 

SECTION BY SECTION ANALYSIS 

To create an open and competitive market­
place for financial services which ensures the 
safety and soundness of the nation's finan­
cial system as well as the ava1lab111ty of in­
novative financial products and services for 
consumers, business and government at the 
lowest possible cost. 

Section 1-Title 
This section provides that this Act may be 

cited as the "Financial Services Competi­
tiveness Act". 

Section 2-Findings and Purpose 
The Congress finds that (1) outdated stat­

utes and regulations inhibit innovation, effi­
ciency, and competition in the financial 
services industry to the detriment of con­
sumers and providers, and (2) new legal 
framework for financial services must be 
created which will accord all financial serv­
ices companies equal opportunity to serve 
the full range of credit and financial needs in 
the marketplace and (3) expanded product 
and service opportunities for all components 
of the financial services industry would 
strengthen individual intermediaries as well 
as the overall financial system, and ( 4) rapid 
globalization of the financial services mar­
ketplace and the emerging interdependence 
of major financial markets further under­
score the necessity of modernizing domestic 
laws to maintain the competitiveness of U.S. 
intermediaries and the preeminence of U.S. 
financial markets, and (5) regulation of sepa­
rate segments, subsidiaries and affiliates 
along functional lines without regard to 
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ownership and control would serve national 
priorities better than the present system. 

The purpose of the Act is to promote the 
safety and soundness of the nation's finan­
cial system, the availability of financial 
products and services to consumers, busi­
nesses, charitable institutions and govern­
ments in an efficient and cost-effective man­
ner, to promote a legal structure governing 
providers of financial services that permits 
open and fair competition and affords all fi­
nancial services companies equal oppor­
tunity to serve the full range of credit and fi­
nancial needs in the marketplace, to ensure 
that domestic financial institutions and 
companies are able to compete effectively in 
international financial markets and to en­
courage regulation of financial activities and 
companies along functional lines without re­
gard to ownership, control or affiliation. 

Paragraph (1)-Affiliate-defines the term 
"affiliate" of a company to mean any other 
company which controls, is controlled by or 
is under common control with such com­
pany. 

Paragraph (2)-Adequately Capitalized­
defines the term "adequately capitalized" to 
have the same meaning as in section 38(b) of 
the Federal Deposit Insurance Act. 

Paragraph (3)-Appropriate Federal Bank­
ing Agency-defines "appropriate Federal 
banking agency" to mean the Comptroller of 
the Currency in the case of national banks or 
District banks, the Federal Reserve Board in 
the case of member banks (other than na­
tional banks), the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation in the case of insured state 
banks that are not members of the Federal 
Reserve System and the Director of the Of­
fice of Thrift Supervision in the case of sav­
ings associations. 

Paragraph (4)-Bank Holding Company­
defines the term "bank holding company" as 
it is defined in section 2(a) of the Bank Hold­
ing Company Act of 1956, as amended. 

Paragraph (5)-Board-defines the term 
"Board" to mean the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System. 

Paragraph (6)-Company-defines the term 
"company'.' to mean any corporation, part­
nership, business trust, association or simi­
lar organization. However, corporations that 
are majority owned by the United States or 
any State are excluded from the definition of 
company. 

Paragraph (7)-Control-defines the term 
"control" as the power directly or indirectly 
to direct the management or policies of a 
company or to vote 25% or more of any class 
of voting securities of a company. 

There are four exceptions from the defini­
tion of control. These pertain to ownership 
of voting securities acquired or held by a 
company: 

(1) as agent, trustee or in some other fidu­
ciary capacity; 

(2) as underwriter, for such period of time 
as will permit the sale of those securities on 
a reasonable basis; 

(3) in connection with or incidental to mar­
ket-making, dealing, trading, brokerage or 
other securities-related activities, provided 
that such shares are not acquired with a 
view toward acquiring, exercising or trans­
ferring control of the management or poli­
cies of the company; 

(4) for the purpose of securing or collecting 
of a prior debt until two years after the date 
of acquisition. 

In addition, no company formed for the 
sole purpose of proxy solicitation shall be 
deemed to be in control of another company 
by virtue of its acquisition of voting rights 
of the other company's securities. 

Paragraph (8)-Depository Institution 
Holding Company-defines the term " deposi­
tory institution holding company" as having 
the same meaning as in section 3(w)(l) of the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Act. 

Paragraph (9)-Diversified Financial Serv­
ices Holding Company-defines a DFSHC to 
be any company that files a notice with the 
Board that it intends to comply with the 
provisions of this section, and controls an in­
sured depository institution or either: 

(i) has, within the preceding twelve months 
filed a notice pursuant to subsection (b) of 
this section to establish or acquire control of 
an insured depository institution or a com­
pany owning such an insured depository, or 

(11) controls a company which, within the 
preceding twelve months, has filed an appli­
cation for Federal deposit insurance, pro­
vided, that such notice or application has 
not been disapproved by the appropriate Fed­
eral banking agency. 

Paragraph (10)-Financial Institution-de­
fines the term "financial institution" to in­
clude any bank, savings association, insur­
ance company, finance company, real estate 
company, securities company or other finan­
cial services company that is regulated, su­
pervised or examined under the laws of any 
State. 

Paragraph (11)-Insured Depository Insti­
tution-defines the term "insured depository 
institution" to have the same meaning given 
to it in section 3(c)(2) of the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Act. 

Paragraph (12)-Representative-defines 
the term "representative" to include any 
agent, principal, solicitor, broker, director, 
or officer, employee or other representative 
of any company, insured depository institu­
tion or affiliate thereof. 

Paragraph (13)-Savlngs and Loan Holding 
Company-defines the term "savings and 
loan holding company" as having the mean­
ing given to it in section lO(a) of the Home 
Owner's Loan Act. 

Paragraph (14)-Savings Association-de­
fines the term "savings association" as hav­
ing the meaning given to it in section 3(b) of 
the Federal Deposit Insurance Act. 

Paragraph (15)-State-"State" ls defined 
as having the meaning given to it in section 
3(a) of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act. 

Section 4-Establishment of a Diversified 
Financial Services Holding Company 

Section 4 creates a new type of financial 
company, a diversified financial services 
holding company (DFSHC), and sets out the 
terms and conditions under which a company 
can be established and must be operated. 

No person may take any action which 
causes any company to become a diversified 
financial services holding company without 
submitting prior notice to the Board of such 
person's intention to establish a diversified 
financial services holding company. The 
Board shall establish requirements and pro­
cedures for the submission of the notice. 

A bank holding company shall lose its sta­
tus as a bank holding company immediately 
upon filing the notice of its election to be­
come a DFSHC. Similarly, a savings and 
loan holding company that elects to become 
a DFSHC will lose that status upon filing the 
notice of its election to become a DFSHC. 

To assure that each depository institution 
controlled by a DFSHC would be subject to 
regulation and supervision by an appropriate 
Federal banking agency, owners of an unin­
sured depository institution would not be 
able to avail themselves of the opportunity 
to become a DFSHC, unless they agree to 
convert such uninsured institution into an 
insured depository institution. 

The provisions of Glass-Steagall do not 
apply with respect to the affiliation of any 
bank that ls an affiliate of a diversified fi­
nancial services holding company with such 
company or any other affiliate of the com­
pany. 

Section &--Compliance With Change in 
Control Requirements 

This section provides that any DFSHC 
wishing to acquire control of an insured de­
pository institution or company owning such 
institution must comply with the require­
ments of the Change in Control Act. 

Section 6-Adequate Capitalization 
This section governs the capitalization of 

insured depository institutions that are con­
trolled by a DFSHC. 

Subsection (a)-Notification-in the event 
of a finding by the appropriate Federal bank­
ing agency that an insured depository insti­
tution controlled by a DFSHC is not ade­
quately capitalized, such agency shall imme­
diately provide a written notification of such 
non-compliance to the DFSHC. 

Subsection (b)-Bond, Guaranty, Deposit 
or Surplus Account-At the time of the noti­
fication described in subsection (a) or at any 
time thereafter, the appropriate Federal 
banking agency may in its discretion require 
a DFSHC in an amount equal to the capital 
deficiency set forth in the notification to ei­
ther: 

(A) provide a bond, guarantee or similar 
undertaking in a form prescribed by the ap­
propriate Federal banking agency, 

(B) place and thereafter maintain on de­
posit in a segregated, earmarked account at 
the insured depository institution cash or in­
vestment securities (i.e., securities of the 
type that may be held by national banks for 
their own account pursuant to section 5136 of 
the Revised Statutes, as amended, or other 
liquid assets as the appropriate Federal 
banking agency, may permit), 

(C) make a contribution to the surplus cap­
ital of the insured depository institution 
which shall be segregated from and not 
treated as capital, or 

(D) reduce the amount of total assets of 
the institution, until the insured depository 
institution is capitalized pursuant to an 
agreement entered into between the DFSHC 
and the appropriate Federal banking agency 
or is otherwise made to become adequately 
capitalized; or the DFSHC has divested con­
trol of the insured depository institution 
pursuant to subsection (d) described below. 

Upon receipt of the notification described 
in subsection (a) an insured depository insti­
tution shall not declare or pay a dividend to 
any shareholder and, upon appointment of a 
conservator pursuant to subsection (c), the 
DFSHC shall immediately return to such in­
sured depository institution any dividends 
received from such insured depository insti­
tution during the period beginning 270 days 
prior to the receipt of the notification. 

Subsection (c)-Appointment of Conserva­
tor-If the DFSHC fails to comply with any 
of the requirements of subsection (b), or the 
DFSHC fails within 45 days of its receipt of 
the notification described in subsection (a) 
to cause the insured depository institution 
to become adequately capitalized or to enter 
into an agreement with the appropriate Fed­
eral banking agency to cause the insured de­
pository institution to become adequately 
capitalized, the appropriate Federal banking 
agency to cause the insured depository insti­
tution to become adequately capitalized, the 
appropriate Federal banking agency shall 
appoint a conservator for the insured deposi­
tory institution. 

Subsection (d)-Divestiture-If within 90 
days of receipt of the notification described 
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in subsection (a), a DFSHC has not caused 
the depository institution to become ade­
quately capitalized or entered into an agree­
ment acceptable to the appropriate Federal 
banking agency to cause the insured deposi­
tory institution to become adequately cap­
italized, the appropriate Federal banking 
agency shall order divestiture. Tbe appro­
priate Federal banking agency may cause 
the DFSHC to infuse additional capital into 
the insured depository institution if upon di­
vestiture the insured depository institution 
would not be adequately capitalized. 

Subsection (e)-Termination of Conserva­
torship; Rescission of Divestiture Order-If 
after the appointment of a conservator or 
the issuance of a divestiture order a DFSHC 
causes the insured depository institution to 
become adequately capitalized, the appro­
priate Federal banking agency shall imme­
diately terminate such conservatorship or 
rescind such order. 

Subsection (f)-Aggregate Limit on Re­
quired Capital Infusions-The maximum li­
ability of a DFSHC for any capital infusion 
required by an appropriate Federal banking 
agency shall not exceed the amounts nec­
essary for the institution to become ade­
quately capitalized. 

Subsection (g)-Judicial Review-Within 10 
days after the appointment of a conservator 
or upon receipt of an order of divestiture, the 
DFSHC may apply to the U.S. District Court 
for the judicial district in which its principal 
office is located or the U.S. District Court 
for the District of Columbia for an order re­
quiring the removal of the conservator or for 
an injunction setting aside, limiting or sus­
pending the enforcement, operation or effec­
tiveness of any such order. 

Subsection (h)-Capital of DFSHC-The ap­
propriate Federal banking agency may not 
impose any requirement pertaining to the 
capital of the DFSHC. Any agreement en­
tered into pursuant to this section between a 
DFSHC and an appropriate Federal banking 
agency with respect to the capital of an 
undercapitalized insured depository institu­
tion subsidiary of such company shall termi­
nate when the institution becomes ade­
quately capitalized. 

Section (7)-Additional Provisions Relat­
ing to Regulation of Insured Depository In­
stitution Subsidiaries 

This section accomplishes two objectives. 
First, it prohibits adversely differential 
treatment of DFSHCs and their affiliates, in­
cluding their insured depository institution 
affiliates, except as this Act specifically pro­
vides. Second, the subsection insures that 
State and Federal initiatives do not under­
mine achievement of the purposes of this 
Act. Whether couched as affiliation, licens­
ing or agency restrictions or as constraints 
on access to state courts, such laws effec­
tively perpetuate market barriers and deny 
consumers the opportunity to choose be­
tween different financial products and serv­
ices. 

Subsection (a)-Differential Treatment 
Prohibition-Preempts Federal and State 
laws, rules, regulations and orders that dif­
ferentiate between (i) insured depository in­
stitutions controlled by a DFSHC from any 
other insured depository institution in a 
manner adverse to DFSHC controlled insured 
depository institutions or (11) DFSHCs or 
their affiliates from bank holding companies 
or savings and loan holding companies and 
their affiliates in a manner adverse to 
DFSHCs or their affiliates. 

Subsection (b)-Relation to State Law­
Preempts State laws that prevent or impede 
(i) any insured depository institution or af-

filiate thereof from being affiliated with a 
DFSHC or (11) any DFSHC or affiliate thereof 
from marketing or offering products and 
services of the DFSHC or any of its affili­
ates. This preemption does not apply to any 
State law relating to examination. super­
vision or regulation of providers of financial 
services or to the protection of consumers, 
except to the extent such laws are inconsist­
ent with this section or with the purposes of 
this Act. Creates a private right of action to 
declare State laws to be in violation of this 
section and to enjoin their application. 

Subsection (c)-Access to State Courts­
Removes a common uncertainty under State 
licensing and qualification to conduct busi­
ness statutes which leaves an out-of-state in­
sured depository institution's access to an­
other State's courts unresolved. So long as 
such an insured depository institution limits 
its activities to those which do not con­
stitute the establishment or operations of a 
"domestic branch" in that State, it can 
qualify to maintain or defend in that State's 
court any action which could be maintained 
or defended by a company which is not an in­
sured depository institution and is not lo­
cated in that State, subject to the same fil­
ing, fee and other condition or requirements 
as may be imposed on such a company. 

Subsection (d)-Representatives-Makes 
clear that a State may not impede or pre­
vent any insured depository institution af­
filiated with a DFSHC or any DFSHC or af­
filiate thereof from marketing products and 
services in that State by utilizing and com­
pensating its agents, solicitors, brokers, em­
ployees or other persons located in that 
State. 

Subsection (e)-Affiliate and Control De­
fined-Contains a special definition of "affil­
iate" and "control" for purposes of section 7 
only. Control is deemed to occur where a per­
son or entity owns or has the power to vote 
10% or more of the voting securities of an­
other entity or where a person or entity di­
rectly or indirectly determines the manage­
ment or policies of another entity or person. 
Unlike the definition of affiliate set forth in 
section 3, this definition encompasses not 
only corporate affiliations but affiliations 
between corporations and individuals. 

Section (8)-lnsider Lending and Tying 
Provisions 

This section subjects DFSHCs to the tying 
provisions of section 106 of the Bank Holding 
Company Act Amendments of 1970 and to the 
insider lender prohibitions of section 22(h) of 
the Federal Reserve Act. These actions pro­
hibit abusive tying between products and 
services offered by insured depository inst!~ 
tutions and products and services offered by 
the DFSHC itself or by any of its other affili­
ates. The tying restrictions do not apply to 
products and services that do not involve an 
insured depository institution. The insider 
lending provisions severely limit loans by a 
depository institution to officers and direc­
tors of the depository institution. For pur­
poses of both provisions, the appropriate 
Federal banking agency will exercise the 
rulemaking authority presently vested in 
the Federal Reserve with regard to these 
limitations. 

Section (9)-Enforcement and Examina­
tion; Payment System Services; Oversight 

This section details the jurisdiction and 
authority of the appropriate Federal banking 
agencies. 

Subsection (a)-Administrative Enforce­
ment-The appropriate Federal banking 
agency shall enforce this Act by using its ex­
amination and supervisory powers. 

Subsection (b)-Examination-The appro­
priate Federal banking agency is empowered 

to examine or require reports from any affil­
iate of an insured depository institution con­
trolled by a DFSHC to solely assure compli­
ance with this Act. 

Subsection (c)-Federal Reserve Payment 
Services-All Federal Reserve services shall 
be available to all insured depository insti­
tutions on the same terms and conditions, 
except in instances that are necessary to 
avoid a material adverse effect on a large 
dollar payment system. The Federal Reserve 
may take enforcement action against an in­
sured depository institution that has en­
gaged in an activity that has resulted in a 
material adverse affect on a large dollar pay­
ment system. 

Section (10)-Criminal and Civil Penalties 
This section provides for criminal pen­

al ties for knowing and willful violations of 
the provisions of this Act. For companies 
found to be in violation of the provisions of 
this section the maximum penalty can be up 
to Sl million per day for each day that the 
violation continues. 

For individuals found to be in violation of 
the provisions of this section the penalty 
shall be a fine and/or a prison term. The 
maximum fine could be up to Sl million per 
day for each day during which the violation 
continues. The maximum prison sentence 
shall be 5 years. In addition, individuals vio­
lating the provisions of this section will also 
be subject to the penal ties provided for in 
Section 1005 of Title 18 for false entries in 
any book, report or statement to the extent 
that the violation included such false en­
tries. 

AGAINST HAITIAN INVASION 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen­
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. COOPER] is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. COOPER. Madam Speaker, evi­
dence is mounting that the administra­
tion is planning to invade the country 
of Haiti while Congress is in the up­
coming August recess. I have even 
heard rumors that troops from Fort 
Campbell on the Tennessee-Kentucky 
line already have orders to deploy to 
Haiti. 

We in Congress need to have a full 
and fair debate on Hai ti. I demand a 
vote before recess on whether the Unit­
ed States should invade Haiti. Already 
I have cosponsored 2 pieces of legisla­
tion which would achieve this objec­
tive, H. Con. Res. 269, the Goss-Kyl res­
olution against using force in Haiti un­
less American citizens are in clear and 
present danger; also H. Con. Res. 276, 
the Skaggs-Boehlert-Durbin resolution, 
in light of the U.N. resolution allowing 
use of force to hasten departure of the 
Haitian military dictatorship, demand­
ing that the President, our President, 
get congressional approval before in­
tervening militarily. 

As the Persian Gulf crisis showed, 
when a President has time to inform 
the American people, he needs to do so. 
He needs to make sure he has the 
public's support. There is no imminent 
crisis forcing an invasion now in Haiti. 
There has been plenty of time to have 
a full and fair congressional debate. 

Mr. President, we need a vote now, 
and I will vote against invading Haiti. 
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It is not enough to get U.N. approval 

as the administration has done. U .N. 
approval has nothing to do with U.S. 
approval. American interests must al­
ways come first. 

I was for U.S. military involvement 
in the Persian Gulf crisis because there 
were vital United States interests at 
stake. The Pentagon supported our in­
volvement there because we could win 
with minimum U.S. casualties and Sad­
dam Hussein had been using weapons of 
mass destruction. We also in that in­
stance had great international coopera­
tion. 

But I am against an invasion of 
Haiti. No major national interests are 
at stake in Haiti and there are no clear 
reasonable objectives for a military 
intervention. Even though some United 
States military experts think that an 
invasion itself would be relatively sim­
ple, building a democratic state in 
Haiti would take years. The Haitian 
military leadership is mounting a 2,000-
strong civilian paramilitary group not 
to resist the invasion but to terrorize 
their fellow citizens. A civil war is 
likely to result after an invasion. Do 
we want to be in the middle of Haitian 
factions fighting each other? Remem­
ber, the last time we invaded Haiti, we 
stayed 19 years. Our Nation surely has 
higher priorities in the international 
community than being the world's po­
liceman. 

Madam Speaker, Aristide may have 
been democratically elected, but he 
seems to be an undemocratic leader. 
While he was in power in 1991, he 
flaunted his contempt for the rule of 
law and for democratic institutions. 

Madam Speaker, I would urge the ad­
ministration to get permission from 
this country to make sure that we have 
congressional approval and public sup­
port before we invade Haiti, before we 
use any military force in Hai ti. We 
must ask our President not to take ad­
vantage of the congressional recess to 
start an invasion in Haiti. 

WE MUST SAVE THE ASSAULT 
WEAPONS BAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker's announced policy of Feb­
ruary 11°, 1994, and June 10, 1994, the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. 
NADLER] is recognized for 60 minutes as 
the majority leader's designee. 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. HOYER]. 

SPECIAL COUNSEL IN WHITEWATER 
INVESTIGATION 

Mr. HOYER. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
the time. 

Madam Speaker, I was saying that 
we had appointed a special prosecutor 
and that a number of individuals had 
raised the issue of replacing Mr. Fiske. 
They raised the question of conflict of 
interest. They raised the question not 

of actual conflict of interest but of per­
ceived conflict of interest. The court 
panel, · Judge Sentelle and his col­
leagues, decided after the legislation 
had passed just this past week to re­
place Mr. Fiske. It is interesting that 
the court took pains to point out that 
they did not question either Mr. 
Fiske's integrity, his ability, or the 
quality of his investigation. 

What they did say, however, was the 
court, therefore, "deems it in the best 
interest of the appearance of independ­
ence contemplated by the act that a 
person not affiliated with the incum­
bent administration be appointed." 

Let me reiterate that what they were 
seeking was to have an appearance of 
independence. That is to say, there was 
an allegation that Mr. Fiske knew Mr. 
Nussbaum, the previous counsel to the 
White House, when they had both prac­
ticed together in New York. 

D 1520 
So the court said there might be an 

appearance of a conflict of interest, an 
appearance of nonobjectivity, an ap­
pearance that perhaps the public would 
not get what it sought in a special 
prosecutor, and that is an objective 
and thorough investigation. That cer­
tainly for every American is a worthy 
objective. But I would think that every 
American must have been shocked at 
the action that Judge Sentelle and his 
colleagues took, because in replacing 
Mr. Fiske they chose a gentleman, Mr. 
Starr, who I hasten to add is also a 
gentleman of good repute, perceived by 
his colleagues to have high integrity 
and significant ability. 

However, the court purportedly try­
ing to prevent the appearance of bias, 
appointed somebody who had been a 
member of the Reagan administration, 
Solicitor General in the Bush adminis­
tration, has campaigned for a number 
of Republican candidates to replace 
candidates who are Democrats on the 
basis that they were supporting Presi­
dent Clinton, whose firm, the Washing­
ton Post reports, has volunteered on a 
pro bono bases to represent interests 
adverse to those of the White House, 
and a person who quite clearly is a par­
tisan opponent of the President. 

Now there may be a lot of partisan 
opponents of the President and there is 
nothing wrong with that in a democ­
racy, in a free country. But if in fact 
we are replacing Mr. Fiske so we can 
preclude the appearance of bias, to 
then appoint a very strong opponent of 
this administration seems to be a 
strange conclusion indeed of Judge 
Sentelle and his colleagues that that 
would preclude the appearance of bias. 

Let me go a step further. There are 
two U.S. Senators who have not in the 
Senate chamber necessarily, but out in 
public expressed their deep opposition 
to the Clinton administration, and in­
deed in many respects disrespect for 
and antipathy toward President Clin-

ton and this administration, and I refer 
to Senator JESSE HELMS and Senator 
FAIRCLOTH, both of North Carolina. The 
interesting thing is that Judge 
Sentelle was appointed to the Federal 
bench with the strong support of Sen­
ator JESSE HELMS. He then participates 
in appointing Mr. Starr, a strong Re­
publican from Republican administra­
tions to an allegedly objective, inde­
pendent prosecutor role to investigate 
President Clinton. 

The Washington Post reports further 
that there have been in recent weeks 
lunches between Judge Sentelle and 
Senator FAIRCLOTH, and I do not know 
whether Senator HELMS was present. 
Any fair-minded person might say that 
is certainly all right to have lunch, 
have discussions, have talks between 
these folks. But I ask Judge Sentelle, I 
ask the American people: Is that the 
appearance of objectivity? Is that the 
appearance of a lack of bias? 

I want to tell my friends that I am 
surprised that Mr. Starr took this ap­
pointment. I am surprised that Mr. 
Starr, whom I do not know, but as I 
said has a representation for integrity 
and intellect; I am surprised that he 
would take this position. I am sur­
prised that he would not respond to 
Judge Sentelle and his colleagues: "I 
believe that the appearance of bias is 
there, and if you are replacing Mr. 
Fiske to eliminate that, to appoint a 
partisan Republican advocate opponent 
of this administration does not meet, 
Judge Sentelle, your own test." 

It is unfortunate that the judges did 
not follow their own advice. It is unfor­
tunate the judges were insensitive to 
the necessity to have the integrity of 
this system upheld. 

Madam Speaker, I will perhaps make 
further comments in the future as this 
matter develops. I thank the gen­
tleman for yielding. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
BROWN of Florida). The Chair must ask 
all Members to refrain from personally 
referring to Members of the Senate by 
name. 

Mr. NADLER. Madam speaker, I rise 
today because yesterday the National 
Rifle Association won a victory on the 
floor of this House which, if not re­
versed, will result in continued carnage 
in every city and town across this 
country. Yesterday opponents of the 
assault weapons ban contained in the 
crime bill united to defeat the rule and 
prevent the crime bill from reaching 
the floor for a vote. 

Too many in this town have pre­
dicted that this vote kills any chance 
of enacting an assault weapons ban 
this year. I am here today to say that 
a majority of this House and a major­
ity of the American people support this 
reasonable, indeed limited and conserv­
ative restriction on the private owner­
ship of weapons of war, and hope indeed 
pray fervently that the assault weap­
ons bill not be dropped from the crime 
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bill when it again comes to the floor of 
this House. 

Madam Speaker, there is a war going 
on in the streets of America and the 
bad guys are winning. Frightened par­
ents keep their kids off the street, and 
some neighborhoods · parents make 
their children sleep in bathtubs be­
cause of the fear of drive-by shootings 
and of heavily armed gangs rampaging 
in their communities. 

The statistics are staggering. Al­
though assault weapons comprise only 
about one-half of 1 percent of the esti­
mated 211 million privately owned fire­
arms in the United States, they ac­
count for roughly 8 percent of all gun 
crimes, according to the Bureau of Al­
cohol, Tobacco and Firearms. Eight 
percent of the gun crimes does not 
sound like that big a problem, but the 
fact is that assault weapons are the fa­
vorite weapons of professional crimi­
nals. The fact is that assault weapons 
are 16 times more likely to be used in 
a crime than are other firearms. The 
fact is that with an assault weapon a 
criminal is able to discharge more am­
munition at a higher velocity with 
greater accuracy and kill and main 
more people, and do more damage than 
with conventional firearms. That is 
why the drug dealers prefer assault 
weapons. That is why psychotic mass 
murderers from Kileen, TX to Stock­
ton, CA to Brooklyn, NY favor assault 
weapons. 

0 1530 
The human toll of these weapons is 

staggering. As this House considers 
health care reform, every Member 
should be aware of the impact of as­
sault weapons. 

According to a report by the Califor­
nia attorney general's office: 

The danger of the semiautomatic weapon 
is not yet the frequency with which it is used 
in crime or the volume which exists com­
pared to other types of guns. Rather, the 
danger is the potential each semiautomatic 
weapon confers upon an individual to kill 
and wound a large number of people. 

The Journal of the American Medical 
Association made the true impact of 
assault weapons abundantly clear in 
June of 1992 when it reported: 

Wounds from high-velocity assault weap­
ons resemble the wounds inflicted in the 
Vietnam war. They are often multiple and 
massive, and immediate treatment is critical 
to survival. High-velocity bullets may set up 
shock waves and cause cavitation effects re­
sulting in unpredictable damage at sites far 
from the wound track . With low-velocity 
weapons, multiple wounds still occur, but 
the damage is localized to tissues adjacent to 
the wound track , and the full extent of the 
injury can usually be determined at the time 
of surgery. The estimated costs of treating 
penetrating trauma like that from an as­
sault weapon varies from $15,000 to $20,000. A 
stay in intensive care is not unusual and 
may cost as much as $150,000, and patients 
may require a long rehabilitation. These pa­
tients need a tremendous amount of care and 
can be a tremendous burden on hospitals. 
Most gunshot-wound patients are not cov-

ered by private insurance, and their costs are 
reimbursed by government insurance pro­
grams or are uncompensated. Thus, the pub­
lic bears a major share of the costs. 

The fact is that between 1986 and 1993 
an estimated 29,000 assault weapons 
were used to commit crimes in the 
United States. This figure includes 
1,598 homicides, 940 assaults, 224 rob­
beries, and 4,500 narcotics violations, 
all committed with assault weapons. 

Between 1990 and 1991 assault weap­
ons were used in more than 1,350 crimes 
in Dallas, and the Los Angeles police 
seized over 850 assault weapons. 

Too often our police officers are 
outgunned by the criminals. Although 
assault weapons account for only one­
half of 1 percent of all weapons in the 
country, assault weapons were used in 
nearly 10 percent of all cop-killings, ac­
cording to FBI statistics. 

Assault weapons are 18 times more 
likely to be used in a cop-killing than 
any other type of firearm. 

Is it any wonder then that every 
major national law enforcement orga­
nization supports the assault weapons 
ban? Whom are we to trust, the police 
who patrol our streets or the unreason­
ing fanatics of the arrogant gun lobby? 
Where will the National Rifle Associa­
tion be when the next child is shot 
with a military weapon? We know 
where they will be, not helping that 
child or the family or the community; 
they will be in front of the television 
cameras pointing to the tragedy as 
proof that the child should have been 
carrying an AK-47 or a street-sweeper 
or a Tech 9. 

Do not listen to them, and do not be 
afraid of them. Madam Speaker, we 
must not give in to the NRA. We must 
not allow drug dealers and murderers 
to wreak havoc in our communities. 
We must stop the killing. We must pass 
the assault weapons ban. We must not 
accept any excuses. 

This House has already passed it, and 
it should not be dropped from the 
crime bill. 

Today I am circulating a latter ad­
dressed to the Speaker urging that the 
leadership of this House stand firm on 
the assault weapons ban, and I urge my 
colleagues who want to stop the vio­
lence to sign this letter. I hope the 
American people will look to see if 
their Representatives knuckle under to 
the strong-arm tactics of the NRA. Let 
them know that you want your com­
munities back. Let your Representa­
tives know that you do not want to 
worry about your children every tirrie 
they walk out the door, every time 
they go to school, and every time they 
stand by a window. 

Sign the Nadler letter. Speak for the 
majority of Americans who want safe 
streets and a ban on assault weapons. 
Now is the time for action. Now is the 
time to make our voices heard to begin 
the process of taking our country back 
from the criminals. 

This country needs a good, rational 
attack on crime and criminals. This 
country needs an assault weapons ban. 
This country needs to stop the killing. 

COME TO LOATHE THE MILITARY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 

BROWN of Florida). Under the Speaker's 
announced policy of February 11, 1994, 
and June 10, 1994, the gentleman from 
California [Mr. DORNAN] is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
minority leader. 

Mr. DORNAN. Madam Speaker, I had 
mentioned a week ago that on Wednes­
day and Thursday just past I would be 
doing two special orders, the first ti­
tled "Feeding Christians to the Media 
Jackals," and the second I had titled 
" ... Come To Loathe the Military," a 
phrase taken from a . letter that 23-
year-old Bill Clinton wrote when he 
was avoiding the draft for the third and 
final time; the third time that a young 
high school graduate from Arkansas 
would go into uniform in his place. 
Clinton had used that expression in a 
letter to the head of the ROTC in the 
great State of Arkansas, Col. Eugene 
Holmes, who had survived the Bataan 
Death March and later was a colonel in 
command of the ROTC at the Univer­
sity of Arkansas. 

Colonel Holmes' brother Bob had died 
over the skies of Germany. His remains 
came back on his Eighth Air Force 

· bomber, and his remains were buried at 
the cemetery at Cambridge where on 
my last visit I attempted to find his 
grave but ran out of time. One of these 
days I will get back to visit the grave 
of Bob Holmes. 

I hoped during the break, Madam 
Speaker, to visit with Colonel Holmes 
himself. 

In that Clinton letter to Holmes 
dated December 3, 1969, Clinton had 
used that expression that he and other 
young people in that period, because of 
Vietnam, had come to loathe the mili­
tary. They made the mistake of blam­
ing our men, now our young women, in 
uniform for the political policies set by 
this country. 

The letter that I think of when I say 
the "Holmes letter" was the letter that 
Colonel Holmes wrote to all of us-the 
American people-in mid-September of 
1992 telling the Nation, advising the 
Nation, "Do not vote for his Gov­
ernor," then-Governor Bill Clinton, be­
cause Clinton "did not have the patri­
otism or the integrity to be the Presi­
dent of the United States." These are 
the words of the Bataan Death March 
survivor, who had over 20 men die in 
his arms, who endured over 3 years of 
horrible captivity on a major island of 
the Philippines, and whose younger 
brother died on a bombing mission 
against Adolf Hitler's Third Reich. 

FEEDING CHRISTIANS TO THE MEDIA JACKALS 

I want to split my special order to­
night, but I am going to start off, and 
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I know Colonel Holmes would approve 
of this, Madam Speaker, with my 
theme of "Feeding Christians to the 
Media jackals," because I introduced a 
piece of legislation today, House Reso­
lution 519. I have 28 original cospon­
sors. 

On this very day, our former Repub­
lican whip who is now serving as a dis­
tinguished U.S. Senator from the great 
State of Mississippi, TRENT LOTT, has 
introduced companion legislation ide~­
tical in the Senate. 

0 1540 
My House Resolution 519, I have it 

before me, I will read it and then I will 
discuss it. 

But before I do, I want to discuss 
again briefly some of the great history 
of our House. 

Almost certainly, if Joseph Kennedy 
II had survived the Second World War, 
he would have come to Congress rather 
than his younger brother, Jack. Today, 
August 12, is the 50th anniversary of 
the death of Joseph Patrick Kennedy, 
the oldest son of the nine children of 
Joseph Kennedy, Sr. 

Let me read just very briefly how Jo­
seph Kennedy gave his life for his Na­
tion 50 years ago today and quickly 
mention some other spots around the 
world where young Americans were 
giving what Abraham Lincoln so beau­
tifully called the "full measure of de­
votion," their mortal lives. 

On this day, Navy Lt. (jg.) Joseph P. 
Kennedy, the older brother of Senator 
TED KENNEDY and Senator Robert Ken­
nedy, two sisters, Rosemary and Kath­
leen, and John F. Kennedy, soon-to-be 
Congressman, Senator, President, and 
then assassinated in the 46th year of 
his life. 

Joe Kennedy took off from Great 
Britain in a 4-engine aircraft known as 
a Privateer. Most of us would recognize 
it as a B-24 Liberator, the bomber that 
our Treasury Secretary Lloyd Bentsen 
and former Senator George McGovern 
flew in combat. 

But the Navy version of the B-24 Lib­
erator had an extremely large high pro­
file single tail, and the Navy called it a 
Privateer. It was a big 4-engine bomb­
er. 

They loaded this airplane with high 
explosives, dynamite to the layman, 
from bow to stern and put on it exotic 
radio-controlled equipment. 

Having bailed out of military planes 
twice in peacetime, I can assure you 
when you bail out there is a great risk 
of life. You wonder if you are going to 
make it. Joe Kennedy had never bailed 
out in his life from an aircraft, civilian 
or military. And he was going to bail 
out of this big aircraft with his copi­
lot-usually they would have a crew of 
10. I am afraid I did not look up the 
name of this young copilot who died 
with Joe Kennedy. Kennedy was going 
to get this airplane over the English 
Channel, and even in summertime, it 

was pretty risky going across that 
channel. They were going to bail out of 
this aircraft once it had been guided by 
radio experimental controls toward the 
German submarine pens. They were to 
bail out and be rescued after they had 
launched this massive flying bomb, 4-
engine bomber that of course would be 
destroyed when it flew right into the 
target. 

Something went wrong, some tiny 
little spark, and Joe Kennedy and his 
courageous volunteer copilot, their re­
mains were atomized somewhere over 
the English Channel, his fate known 
only to God, after they had lost radio 
contact. 

He gave his life for his country in 
that struggle. 

Life-and-death struggles were going 
on all over Brittany and the Normandy 
Peninsula. 

The great George S. Patton, 3-star 
general at that time, had just broken 
out. He had run 35 miles yesterday, 50 
years ago', and had taken a left turn 
and was about to close the Phalaise 
gap, which he came within a hair's 
breadth of doing, and maybe shorten­
ing the war, trapping an entire German 
army, an army that had been fighting 
since D-day in Normandy. In Brittany 
he had reached out his forces, particu­
larly the 5th Armored Division, which 
adopted a very simple nickname, "Vic­
tory." The Victory Division was in the 
front, one of the spearhead units. We 
had crossed the beautiful Loire Valley, 
that beautiful chateau country. He had 
taken Nante and the French ports 
along Brittany. I only learned last 
night, reading something that I had 
never seen anywhere, that we never did 
conquer the German-held French ports 
of St. Milo and Lorean . . They stayed 
German property until March 1945. 
Imagine how the areas around those 
citadels were littered with the bodies 
.of young American infantrymen and 
armored artillery officers and men. We 
did take within a few days Brest and 
some of the other ports along there. 
And of course used those ports again to 
build up Patton's 3d Army and the 1st 
Army to make the final thrust across 
the Rhine in the dead of the worst win­
ter, 50 years ago in March 1945. 

What we always forget, and I have 
said this on the floor 4 or 5 times al­
ready in the last month, is the other 
struggles that were going on. 

British forces took one of the most 
beautiful places in the world and liber­
ated it today. They crossed the Arno 
yesterday into Florence and today they 
took the northern suburbs of Florence, 
50 years ago today. The Russian Army, 
where more people were killed in com­
bat than ever in history and probably 
ever again-God willing we never got 
ourselves into a nuclear conflict. In the 
South Pacific, in Guam, with the loss 
of almost 3,000 American lives and 
17,000 Japanese lives, Guam was finally 
secure-secure except for the hundreds 

of Japanese that went into the jungle 
and fought on, not until just the end of 
the war, but fought on for years. One of 
them, one of the last survivors, turning 
himself in finally 27 years later in 1972. 
But Guam was safe enough to start 
building those B-29 bases to bring Jap­
anese Imperial warlords to a position 
of unconditional surrender in August 
and to sign a peace treaty September 2 
of 1945. 

I hope to be a U.S. Congressman next 
year at not only Iwo Jima's 50th anni­
versary on February 23 but there in 
Tokyo Harbor on September 2 for the 
50th anniversary of the signing of that 
great end to a ghastly, horrible slaugh­
ter of 55 million human beings. Yes 
this is quite a date in history. 

May I put in here some notes of im­
portant meetings going on that turned 
out to be Communist lies. 

Churchill, 50 years ago today, was in 
the recently liberated city of southern 
France. And he was there meeting with 
Yugoslav leader Josip Tito and the roy­
alist prime minister of the kind of put 
together from World War I the false 
state of Yugoslavia. That prime min­
ister was Irvan Subasic. Tito swore 
that he would not impose a Communist 
Government on Yugoslavia. Tito was 
probably a Croat, mostly with Serbian 
support. Preying on and eventually 
executing Radij Mihalevic, he says, "I 
am not a communist, and there will be 
no communist government," in lies to 
the great Winston Churchill, lies to his 
face. I repeat the British Army, 8th 
Army, driving the Germans out of the 
Italian city of Fiorenzi, or Florence. 
By the way, Joseph Kennedy's mission 
was called Aphrodite. I wonder if that 
is taught in schools about the first of 
the Kennedy brothers who died vio­
lently serving his country. It is inter­
esting that Joe's death came 1 year and 
11 days after John F. Kennedy's PT 
boat was cut in half, when he lost two 
of his men, and he won the Navy Cross 
by swimming to the Tuculumbungara 
Island with his life preserve on one of 
his burned enlisted crew members in 
his teeth. Kennedy picked up there a 
painful back injury from the Japanese 
destroyer cutting him in half that gave 
him great pain until the day he was as­
sassinated in Dallas 20 years and some 
months later-back pain from his serv­
ice in World War II. 

0 1550 
Now what was happening to George 

Bush, our last immediate President, 
the 41st President of the United 
States? This week, 50 years ago, George 
Bush flew his 41st, 42nd and 43rd com­
bat missions, building up to September 
2, when he bailed out for the second 
time. That time he lost both his crew 
members. The first time he ditched, 
and both were saved; that was his 48th 
combat mission. He went back, and, 
after his second bail out, he had every 
right to be sent back stateside. They 
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offered it to him. He had just done 30 
days of unexpected submarine duty 
when the lifeguard submarine had 
picked him up. He was depth charged in 
that sub, had combat missions under 
the water, and he said, "No, I'm going 
back to my ship, the San Jacinto," and 
he flew ten more combat missions. But 
this was the week in the Marianas, 
bombing Iwo Jima, Chi Chi Jima, that 
George Bush got missions 41, 42 and 43. 

Cut that half a century in half. 
Where was Clinton 25 years ago today? 

Meeting with the pro-Hanoi move­
ment to set up those coordinated dem­
onstrations that he would lead in Eng­
land while they were being led here by 
his friends, David Metzger and the dep­
uty, No. 2 man at the State Depart­
ment today, Strobe Talbott-all that 
pro-Hanoi gang. They were working on 
dual objectives for Clinton, crush and 
suppress his draft notice in which he 
was ordered to show up July 28 of 1969. 
He had that crushed, reversed, undone. 
I had never heard of that in my life be­
fore or since. Right to this day, never 
heard of that. And now he was spending 
all of August getting ready for the 
demonstrations in Europe and was 
about to head back at the end of this 
month, 25 years ago, to Oxford where 
all the evidence indicates he never 
went to class, never stood for his June 
exams and, thereby, never got his de­
gree until they gave him the honorary 
one at the end of the week-long photo 
opportunity period during the 50th an­
niversary at Normandy. 

So, that was what was going on 25 
years ago. By the way, 25 years ago in 
Vietnam the lOlst Airborne was still 
mourning its wounded from the battles 
in Hamburger Hill; the mini Tet offen­
sive of September before was 11 months 
old. They were expecting another, a 
third, Tet offensive. That summer it 
never materialized, and it was Nixon's 
first year. His secret plan to end the 
war in Vietnam was not to be imple­
mented until 3 years later when Nixon 
had watched another 15,000 or more 
lives squandered in Vietnam. That is 
why this Republican was never a fan of 
Nixon's conduct of the war. Our POWs 
were at about the half point in num­
bers. Some of them had already been 
there. As I said, Alvarez was shot down 
30 years ago this month on August 5, 
and so he was at the halfway point of 
his-beyond the halfway point of his 
captivity, but hundreds more were to 
be taken in this off-again, on-again, 
uncertain struggle. 

And, as I have said on this floor, and 
I will say it until the day I die, Viet­
nam was no different than France, no 
different than New Guinea, no different 
than Iwo Jima, no different than 
France on the first go-around in 1918. It 
was American men from the same type 
of family, the same type of back­
ground, the same kind of patriotic con­
servative upbringing, the same men 
that fought in Desert Storm. These are 

all the same families, the same middle 
class background, with a few heroic, 
young, no bless oblige kids from 
weal thy families, and some poor kids 
generally, but they were the lucky 
ones because most poor kids were re­
jected by the draft board because they 
did not have a sufficient education to 
serve. 

Remember 18,000,000 people were 
called by our draft board in World War 
II, and 6,000,000 of them were told-
6,000,000-"We don't need you. You're 
not physically strong enough. You 
weren't fed well enough when you were 
young, and you don't have a sufficient 
education to even enter the Army as a 
G.I. doughboy, grand M-1 rifle-toting 
infantryman." 

So, that is the background of my re­
marks today about what those men 
fought for. 

As a young kid in the Second World 
War, I remember the Saturday Evening 
Post magazine's coming out with those 
Norman Rockwell paintings of Free­
dom of Speech, Freedom of Religion, 
Freedom from Want and Freedom from 
Fear. So, if I were doing a separate spe­
cial order and starting out now, I 
would have ended the one called "Come 
to Loath the Military," and I would 
now be starting a special order enti­
tled, "Feeding Christians to the Media 
Jackals." 

Madam Speaker, here is my House 
Res. 519: 

Mr. DORNAN submitted the follow­
ing resolution, and in the CONGRES­
SIONAL RECORD, those people on C-Span 
that may want to look at it up in the 
library in their hometown that carries 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and most 
do, they will get the list of 28 cospon­
sors. I expect to have 150 before we ad­
journ here someday in the first week in 
October. Here is the resolution, which 
is also being introduced on the Senate 
side today, I repeat, by a great Senator 
from Mississippi, TRENT LOTT. 

The resolution expresses the sense of 
the House of Representatives regarding 
religious intolerance: 

Whereas the rights, liberties and freedoms 
derived from the Constitution of the United 
States are guaranteed to all citizens regard­
less of their religious beliefs or affiliations; 
and whereas individuals of all religious de­
nominations have made substantial con­
tributions to the establishment, preservation 
and protection of the system of government 
of the Nation; now, therefore, be it resolved 
that, one, the House of Representatives 
strongly opposes anti-Christians bigotry and 
all forms of religious intolerance and con­
demns all manifestations and expressions of 
religious bigotry and intolerance; two, the 
House condemns individuals and organiza­
tions that foster intolerance, suspicion, ha­
tred or fear of individuals who, A, hold val­
ues rooted in religious tenet; B, participate 
in the political process to ensure that the 
laws of the Nation reflect such values; C, ad­
vocate public policies that are respectful of 
such values; and, D, it shall be the policy of 
the House to seek to ensure that the rights 
of individuals to participate in the political 
process of the Nation are not infringed on 

the basis of their religious beliefs or affili­
ations. 

Now, what motivated me, Madam 
Speaker, to have our legislative coun­
sel draft this, I believe, important reso­
lution? And what causes us to reaffirm 
what, when I was a young kid, was part 
of the whole American fabric of life, a 
respect for all religions? Well, it was, I 
am sorry to say, my friend, the gen­
tleman from California [Mr. FAZIO], 
one of the Democrat leaders and dep­
uty chair of the Democrat conference. 

I came to this House on my first go­
around in 1976. VIC came 2 years later. 
He is a decade younger than I am, but 
I remember him over by that leader­
ship desk in January of 1979 with little 
blond and red-headed children. They 
looked like my children just a few 
years before, and I went over and intro­
duced myself, and I said, "Boy, can I 
borrow some of these kids? They're 
just duplicates of mine, only a couple 
of decades younger.'' 

The gentleman from California [Mr. 
FAZIO] and I have always, always had 
nothing but the most cordial of rela­
tions during our whole time here in 
Congress. I assume with that good 
paisano name, FAZIO, that he might be 
a fellow Roman Catholic. So I asked 
him and he said no, that he was Epis­
copalian or something, and I said, 
"Well, great," I said, "I'm glad to have 
you on board from northern California. 
This is an exciting time to be serving 
our country." 

Since that time, I have crossed 
swords with the gentleman from Cali­
fornia [Mr. FAZIO] in debate on this 
floor only once. He apparently did not 
know that Kate Michaelman had ad­
mitted publicly in Senate testimony 
that she had aborted her fourth child­
it was her first abortion, the other 
three daughters were born alive-and 
that she was a Catholic, and had done 
it with a heavy heart. Kate 
Michaelman is now the spokesperson 
for NARAL, the National Abortion 
Rights Action League. I had mentioned 
this fact on the floor of the House. Mr. 
FAZIO thought I was revealing some 
personal secret of hers. He took me on, 
I took him on, and on a point of per­
sonal privilege we resolved the matter. 
It is the only time we crossed verbal 
swords in this House. But I think my 
pal from California, VIC FAZIO, is walk­
ing on very slippery ground when he 
goes down to the National Press Club 
and talks about firebreathing Chris­
tians and gives egregious, and I cannot 
believe sincere, advice, to my party, 
the party that he is in opposition to 
here 90 percent of the time. He held a 
press conference to suggest that Re­
publicans must purge from our party 
all firebreathing Christians who have 
entered politics because they are wor­
ried about the cultural meltdown, the 
moral decline and the degradation, and 
what the prior speaker, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. NADLER] said, the 
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bad guys and gals winning in the 
streets of our Nation, tearing our 
young people apart. 

D 1600 
We cannot demonize, and that is a 

word that the New York Times and the 
Washington Post and the L .A. Times 
have commented on. We cannot demon­
ize the marginalize people in our coun­
try whose primary obligation as they 
see it is to raise stalwart young men 
and women and to pass on to them the 
verities that they learned at their 
mothers' knees, that were reinforced 
by their dads and by their school 
teachers. 

I can remember the first thing I had 
to write in my binder as a Air Force 
preflight aviation cadet was we hold 
these truths to be self-evident, and 
that all men are created equal. And I 
remember taking my soft plastic bind­
er, and with a ball point pen, embed­
ding into it, with a firm reliance on di­
vine providence, we mutually pledge 
our lives, our fortunes, and our sacred 
honor. And those very words that were 
signed by 56 early American fore­
fathers, many of which gave up their 
fortunes, and some of them gave up 
their sacred lives, and none of them 
gave up their honor. 

There is Moses' face in this chamber, 
the only one of the 23 large marble me­
dallions of lawmakers that is other 
than a left or right profile. It starts 
with Moses, the keystone, the lodestar, 
dead center, looking right down at you, 
Madam Speaker, and over your head 
are the words "In God we trust." 

We are not going to strip out of our 
country our religious heritage. 

I spent my 30th year proudly watch­
ing JOHN LEWIS, the distinguished gen­
tleman from Georgia, up there on that 
stage with Martin Luther King, speak­
ing on that great August day, 31 years 
ago, it is amazing, August 28th, 1963. 

JOHN and I are the only two Members 
of this Chamber or the U.S. Senate who 
were present to hear Martin Luther 
King give his speech, "I have a dream." 
And that speech is the only words of 
Martin King, Reverend King, that su­
persedes his great words in his letter 
from a Birmingham jail, where he said, 
"The laws of God supersede every law 
of man." 

I suppose the Democrats are so des­
perate this election year that they will 
try anything to hang onto their major­
ity. My gosh, the Democrats have con­
trolled this place for 40 years, since I 
was too young to vote. In my first elec­
tion, I was 21 then, I was in pilot train­
ing in Florida-no, I moved to Texas 
for jet training by that time, and ev~ 
erybody I voted for in California by ab­
sentee ballot lost. Jim Wright got 
elected in November of 1954, Eisen­
hower lost the House and the Senate, 
and it was only his second year. We 
have sat on this side of the aisle ever 
since. We have never had anything but 

minority loyal opposition on this side 
of the aisle. We are in our 40th year. 
We will come close, but I wouldn't put 
money that we will take it. And if Re­
publicans do not take over Congress, 
the Democrats will continue to have 
liberals running the leadership posi­
tions and every committee for the 41st 
and 42nd year in a row. Totally un­
known, that type of domination of one 
party in the first 150 years of our Na­
tion's history. 

And now, the Democrats are trying 
to save themselves from losing more 
than the average 14 seats. They may 
lose 20 seats. They may lose 30 seats. 
This conduct comes up, we might just 
have a seat change and turn this place 
upside down. We will move to that side 
of the aisle, and maybe in my last 2 
years I will get to be Speaker pro tem­
pore, standing up there and looking el­
oquent like you, Madam Speaker, 
which I have never done in 18 years of 
tenure around this place. Anything can 
happen. 

But I will give my friend VIC, and he 
is my friend, the same warning that I 
gave my classmate from 1976, AL GoRE, 
who is now the Vice President of the 
United States. I gave it to him to the 
right, of that door here, when he said 
Hi to me, warmly one morning, We 
have got good relations. And he had 
with him the prime minister of 
Ukraine. He introduced me to the 
prime minister. 

I said AL, let me talk to you a sec­
ond. I crossed that door, spoke to him 
by that half a pillar on the Republican 
side, I said AL, VIC FAZIO is g:lving my 
party advice. I don't know whether to 
take it seriously, about kicking activ­
ist Christians out of my party because 
they control the State organizations in 
six States. That kind of makes me 
happy. But let me give you some real 
advice. AL, we don't want a battle over 
religious belief. I said AL, are you 
aware that Mother Theresa is not part 
of the political religious left? She is 
certainly not the nonbelieving pagan 
left in this country. She is not the 
country-club-Republican atheist right 
in this country. And she is not part of 
the National Council of Churches, that 
doesn't know where they stand one 
month to next. Mother Theresa is part 
of the conservative religious right. And 
I said AL, so is Pope John Paul II, who 
you have met with twice. 

This is the religious right. What you 
are taking on would be one-quarter of 
this country. Because I speak for the 
majority of my church. I am in the 
mainstream of my faith. I may not 
agree with my bishops over certain 
forms of gun control or Central Amer­
ica or capital punishment or universal 
medical care-all of those are 
optionable beliefs in my faith. 

But the sacredness of human life, 
growing in a woman's womb, the sa­
credness of that life with an immortal 
soul for all of eternity infused into it 

by God the Creator Himself? That be­
lief is not optionable. 

And when I hear that nine Members 
of this House go to a meeting yester­
day, right here in our own building, 
guarded by nine Capitol Hill police in 
case something untoward happened-to 
a meeting of a task force called the 
Radical Right Task Force, it struck me 
that every caucus in this House, funded 
or not funded, usually has a positive 
purpose. For strong rational defense, 
for instance. Or the Hispanic Caucus. 
We are allowed to belong to that, even 
if we are not Hispanic. I am a southern 
Californian. I love Hispanic history in 
my adopted State. The Arts Caucus, I 
am on that even though I get on the 
floor here and get angry at certain 
NEA grants squandering our good tax­
payers' money for pornography or blas­
phemy. I am in the Grace Caucus. We 
have got all these caucuses focused on 
a positive good. 

I cannot recall-may find an excep­
tion over the weekend-of a task force 
or caucus ever formed in this House 
like the one that Mr. FAZIO that is fo­
cused on one group of people because of 
their religious beliefs. 

Now, to be sure, that whole group 
would say, oh, we are not talking about 
the Pope or Mother Theresa or your 
run-of-the-mill average loyal or dis­
loyal Catholic. 

We are not talking about mainstream 
Protestant designations. We are not 
even talking about smaller Protestant 
groups like Christian Scientists or 
Mormons. We are talking about fun­
damentalists. That is the word they 
use in all of these fire-breathing press 
releases of theirs. 

Fundamentalists. That word has 
taken on a terrifying meaning in Iran. 
It has taken on a terrifying meaning, 
when that is the way the general media 
describes terrorists who blow up the 
second and third tallest buildings in 
the world after the Chicago Sears 
Tower, it is the Trade Twin Towers in 
New York. Blowing them up, five peo­
ple dead, a sixth dies horribly in pain 
with lung failure weeks later. Six peo­
ple dead, 1,000 injured by people called 
radical fundamentalists. 

I know that VIC never makes a move, 
nor does Mr. Clinton, without these 
focus groups, without this garbage of 
putting people in a theater somewhere 
and getting touchy-feely buzzers, to 
press a button every time they ask 
them a test question. 

D 1610 
And boy, when those focus groups or 

pollsters tell you this is up or this is 
down, then you come out with this bi­
zarre attack on fundamentalist Chris­
tians who have tended to avoid politics 
as Caesar's world. All my adult life, 
how many groups I have spoken to beg­
ging them to come into the political 
process so they can have home school 
for their child and keep their young 
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daughter innocent and try to teach 
their son to live up to the same stand­
ard of chasteness and decency that 
they are asking of his sisters. And then 
when they turn that son out into the 
angry, dangerous, violent and drug-rid­
den streets, they can expect that their 
son or daughter not to have their fam­
ily values ·trampled upon. These people 
must come into the marketplace and 
get involved, they must make sure that 
Mosaic law and Christian principle and 
Jesus Christ's golden rule is written 
into law in this Chamber. 

The dumbest, the most ignorant re­
mark I have ever heard in my life is, 
you cannot legislate morality. What an 
asinine half-truthful statement. What 
that purports to mean is you cannot 
legislate morality in somebody's heart, 
which is an organ that we use to indi­
cate the sensitive reasoning of brain 
power. You cannot do that. 

But all law is a form of legislative 
morality. If not, why do we have St. 
Gregory over this door? Why do we 
have St. Alphonse over the other door, 
St. Edward the Confessor, St. Lewis, 
whose mother said, "I would rather 
have my son dead at my feet than have 
him commit one grievous mortal sin." 
Why do we have Moses up here? Why do 
we have the great rabbi who rewrote 
all the Talmudic law, a genius, 
Maimonides, writing in 11th century 
Spain. 

Oh, we have got some losers up here 
like Napoleon, but we still have his Na­
poleonic law. We have people who did 
not belong to any specific religion but 
who certainly believed in God, like 
Thomas Jefferson. I tend to believe 
that he was a sincere man when he 
wrote, with a firm reliance on divine 
province. He meant every word of it. 

Hammurabi, with his dark sides and 
did some k~lling. There are Greek and 
Roman people up there like Solon and 
Justinian who had their dark mo­
ments. But we have got Suleiman. We 
have got saints up on these walls. All 
law is a form of legislative morality. 

It is easy to take down the tablets of 
Moses. Just off the top of my head, I 
remember when I was traveling against 
child pornography 3 years before I 
came here, finding the tablets on the 
front lawn of the courthouse in Duluth, 
MN, up in Lake Superior, in the capital 
city of Nevada. Are they still there? I 
did not know there were tablets on the 
wall of the third floor in the Montgom­
ery County, MD, courthouse where the 
ACLU is trying to rip them down. 

When Moses wrote, thou shalt not 
kill, did he say, you cannot defend 
yourself in uniform if you are a police 
officer, a police woman, in the mili­
tary, a fighter pilot in the skies? No. 
He meant killing, murdering, 
immorally. But then we took his com­
mandment and turned it into first-de­
gree murder, second-degree murder, 
third-degree murder, voluntary man­
slaughter. 

When he says, thou .shalt not steal, 
did he foresee Bunco? Did he foresee a 
rip-off televangelist minister, a dis­
grace to religion, focused on greed and 
money, giving a bad name to religion 
but disappearing quickly, destroying 
themselves. They always do. Did he 
think about pickpocketing or, I said 
bunco artists, armed robbery, burglary, 
carjacking, home invasion? We are 
learning terms like carjacking and 
home invasion that we not even 
dreamed of when I first arrived in this 
Chamber. We have codified all of those 
stealing fever laws under mosaic com­
mandments, thou shalt not steal. 

When he says thou shalt not covet 
thy neighbor's wife, does that mean 
you could do it if you were a lesbian 
and she was separated from her hus­
band? No, we do not have all that codi­
fication. It says basically, thou shalt 
not commit aqultery and thou shalt 
not covet thy neighbor's wife. And it is 
left up to men and women of good will, 
with the guidance of religious leaders 
and lawmakers of principle, to decide 
what should be in the law and what 
should be taken care of by our hearts. 

We know that there has not been a 
single person ever maybe in this Cham­
ber, we left it to the States, who have 
tried to pass any laws against easy, 
quick, no-fault, cheap lying divorce. 
Never going to be adjudicated in my 
lifetime. I have never even thought of 
writing a law. But we know that quick, 
easy divorce, where children are in­
volved is causing those angry streets 
out there. It turns into the community 
deserted children. 

I do not like the term ''dead beat 
dad." It may both start with a D and 
have a little alliteration to it, but dead 
beat dad sounds far too cute to me. 
This is a deserting, rotten person who 
brought children into the world and 
then ditches them and, so he can keep 
his Mercedes-Benz payments, does not 
contribute to the education of the chil­
dren, let alone the funding of how they 
live and how they eat. 

We all know when we study divorce 
that it turns loose a man. And unless 
he is a person of particular courage 
who becomes that Sunday visiting dad, 
his income goes up and the woman's in­
come goes rock bottom and a life of 
terrible pain and struggle begins. That 
is for the States to decide and really 
for a change, a sea change of heart in 
culture, in our society. 

The abortion battle is going to be 
with us forever, forever, because it is 
like slavery. It involves life. You can­
not steal a human being's life and lock 
them up, as with a slave, and that can 
never be accomplished without turmoil 
and bringing a curse on your society. 
And you can never snuff out a human 
being's heartbeat in the womb of its 
mother and zero line its brain wave. 
You cannot ever do that. And that 
brain wave starts, that heartbeat 
starts at day 18, about, and the brain 

wave; by day 40, is established. You can 
never snuff that out without having 
this always a matter of public concern. 

I tell my friend VIC that when he 
reads editorials like this in the New 
York Times or a front-page story, he 
better run from this. Here is the New 
York Times, June 3d. This is the paper 
that gave VIC FAZIO some of these 
ideas. Conservative Christians have 
burst into view this year as an impor­
tant, often divisive force in Republican 
politics. They now have control of six 
State organizations and are making in­
roads into several others. Front page. 
The mother paper of America. 

Here is an editorial in the New York 
Times 4 days later: 

"Many of the retrograde forces that 
brought us the ugliest Republican Na­
tional Convention in recent memory," 
I was there. I did not see this festival 
of hate and fear. I saw some speeches I 
did not agree with, but it was domi­
nant media culture, 95 percent liberal 
at the top of the networks, the three 
biggest papers in the country, they put 
this hate and fear spin on my Repub­
lican convention with a darn good plat­
form. 

It says, "The retrograde forces that 
brought us this national, ugliest na­
tional convention of recent memory 
have now conspired to nominate Oliver 
Lawrence North for the United States 
Senate in Virginia." That became a 
fai t accompli. 

"Mr. North's startling ascendancy is 
ominous evidence that the GOP re­
mains vulnerable to the foot soldiers of 
fundamentalism.'' 

Listen to this paragraph from my 
brilliant young friend, William Crystal. 

"This month marks an important 
and alarming development in the poli­
tics of American religion." The month 
he is talking about is June. "As the in­
fluence in the Republican Party of 'fer­
vent Christians' emerges as the hottest 
trendy story and talk show topic of the 
summer." And it persists, 2 months 
later. Why should just now there be all 
this dark talk about this subject is an 
interesting question. 

The answer is not, despite what the 
Times suggest, that the religious right 
has "taken over" one of our two na­
tional parties and that our civil lib­
erties, therefore, hang in the balance. 
It is by no means clear, in fact, that 
the influence of religious conservatives 
has increased much at all over the past 
many months. 

We _remember a front-page Washing­
ton Post story reporting significant 
Christian coalition participation in the 
Republican politics in more than half a 
dozen States a year ago. That story 
presumably about the same States fea­
tured with such drama not 2 weeks ago 
in the Times was in fact in September 
1992. 

0 1620 
Madam Speaker, at this point let me 

look for another few key articles to put 
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in here. I was over here at St. Peter's 
on the Hill, St. Joseph's on the Senate 
side, St. Peter's on the House side, and 
here, just like many churches, only a 
block away from what used to be, and 
I would like to think still is, the heart 
of the District of Columbia. 

Madam Speaker, in the back of the 
church I picked up the standard Arch­
diocesan newspaper for this area of the 
country called the Catholic Standard. 
The senior publisher of this would be, 
of course, the Archbishop, James Car­
dinal Hickey. 

Madam Speaker, I read in here in a 
front-page story that many of my col­
leagues are distraught at the role the 
Catholic Church is now playing in poli­
tics vis-a-vis the health debate. Lead­
ers in the Catholic Church are demand­
ing that there not be coverage of abor­
tion on demand for any reason under 
the sun, or no reason whatsoever, for 
all 9 months, right up until 1 microsec­
ond before labor begins. That is the 
Roman Catholic Church's stand. 

I read on the cover that my friend 
and colleague, the gentlewoman from 
Colorado [PATRICIA SCHROEDER], is 
really upset with that, that the church 
is making these statements. She says 
that, "The church is now going to un­
dermine women's health care needs." 

That is my colleague, the gentle­
woman from New York [NITA LOWEY], a 
Democrat from New York. She insisted 
that the church is using health care re­
form to repeal Roe versus Wade. No, it 
is not. It is a separate debate, al­
though, of course, the church would 
like to repeal Roe versus Wade. I 
would, too. After all, the whole case 
was based on lies. 

Madam Speaker, the name for the 
young woman, Roe, was a lie. She 
never was raped. She made it up. Who­
ever heard of a Supreme Court decision 
that significant and far-reaching based 
on a foul lie? She simply was not raped, 
and had that baby anyway. It was her 
third attempt at abortion. 

The woman who uses this pseudo­
nym, Roe, has three daughters, all 
grown up, in their twenties. They have 
never met, as far as I know. The daugh­
ters would like to reconcile, but they 
said, "Not uptil our mother says she is 
happy that she did not get to kill all 
three of us." That is the Roe in Roe 
versus Wade. The Wade was the district 
attorney in the State of Texas. 

Madam Speaker, the gentleman from 
California [DON EDWARDS]' who is in 
his last months; in just 88 days is the 
election, when he will be replaced in 
this Chamber; DON EDWARDS says, join­
ing the debate, "I especially resent the 
fact that certain religious groups are 
entering this political fight here in 
Congress." He resents that fact? Cer­
tain religious groups? Come on, DON, 
you mean Catholic, Roman Catholic 
Church. 

If you want to be a know-nothing, 
like the people that got a rowboat and 

took a carved stone that the Vatican 
had sent for our Washington Monu­
ment, and took it out in the middle of 
the Potomac and dumped it, where it 
remains to this day, and that kind of 
know-nothing shut down the building 
of the Washington Monument for the 
better part of several decades; if you 
want to be a know-nothing about the 
Catholic Church, go ahead, take it on, 
DON. 

Madam Speaker, the landscape of 
history for the better part of 1,900 
years is littered with the forgotten and 
demeaned reputations of people who 
took on Holy Mother Church, or reli­
gion in general. 

Let us have a debate about that some 
day. That is a good subject for our Ox­
ford debate, casting the fire-breathing 
right to the media jackals. It would 
come up with a softer title than that. 

Madam Speaker, here is a great lady 
that I have only had the opportunity to 
meet once, Helen Alvare, of the Life Is­
sues Forum under the National Con­
ference of Bishops. She says, "The best 
antidote (in addition to prayer, for the 
graces of dignity and holding your tem­
per) is a good dose of the truth." 

With that preamble, this spokes­
woman for the Life Issues Forum of the 
Catholic Church takes apart these false 
claims. She says, "One of the claims is 
that the church is trying to take away 
what women presently have in private 
insurance." According to Alvare, "Vir­
tually everyone who supports abortion 
mandates in health reform has claimed 
that most women have private insur­
ance coverage of abortion. They say 
that unless abortion is 'a basic bene­
fit,'" and it is, in the Gephardt and 
Mitchell heal th care reform plans, and 
of course, Clinton or Clinton-light or 
Hillary Clinton health care plan, all 
this abortion coverage is in there, 
making all of us pay for what we be­
lieve is the flat-out killing, and in 
some cases, in the cases of these abor­
tionist doctors who kill 32 or more a 
day, knowledgeable, knowledgeable 
murder of innocent human life; not all 
of them, I guess there have to be stupid 
abortion doctors out there with a to­
tally twisted and malformed con­
science. 

She goes on to say that is not a prov­
en fact at all, and mandating abortion 
in every policy in this country. Not so, 
she says. "There is no conclusive proof 
that most private policies now cover 
abortion. Even if the claim were true, 
it would be irrelevant. What people can 
freely choose to buy or not buy" in 
abortion insurance coverage today "is 
no argument for forcing them under 
penalty of law to buy it tomorrow." 

Then again, in answering my distin­
guished colleagues, the gentlewoman 
from New York [Mrs. LOWEY] and the 
gentlewoman from Colorado [Mrs. 
SCHROEDER] and the gentleman from 
California [Mr. EDWARD SJ, she goes on 
to say, "If those who claim they only 

want to preserve the 'status quo' were 
honest," said Alvare, "they would in­
sist that health care reform preserve 
people's ability to choose whether to 
buy abortion insurance. They would 
never insist that abortion be a 'basic 
benefit' that every person must own." 

Then here is myth, too, that she ex­
plodes. "Another claim is that the 
church," and this speakes for most 
Christian denominations, "does not 
want women to benefit from health re­
form. This was the premise of Schroe­
der's argument as she harshly accused 
the church of plotting to harm wom­
en's health interests under cover of re­
moving abortion mandates from health 
care. The Congresswoman included 
'osteoporosis' in her list of woman's 
services and diseases targeted for de­
struction in the church's 'plot.' 

"In reality," comes back Mrs. 
Alvare, "the church has been in the 
forefront of efforts to promote access 
and quality services for women. Our 
hospitals,'' over 1,2000 of them, "pro­
vide care to millions of women every 
year. And our respect life agenda in­
cludes both support for healing and op­
position to killing. 

"That is why * * * the church op­
poses legislation that would force indi­
vidual abortion coverage, force Catho­
lic hospitals into business relationships 
with abortionists, and force commu­
nities," and this includes Lutheran 
hospitals, "to open unwanted abortion 
clinics.'' She emphasized the word 
"force" in the statement. 

As an aside, Alvare added, "The 
church thinks women deserve really 
good,'' excellent, "treatment· for 
osteoporosis." 

The argument that the bishops are 
really trying to overturn Roe versus 
Wade admittedly tries Alvare's pa­
tience. "It is legally impossible for 
Federal health care legislation to over­
turn Supreme Court decisions," she 
says firmly. "Roe could be overturned 
only by a constitutional amendment" 
or another whole group of flesh-and­
blood people on the Supreme Court, 
people who have maybe had a life, un­
like Justice Souter, who indicated one 
thing and votes the other, which so 
often happens with appointees to the 
Supreme Court. 

She closes, "Unfortunately, Roe is 
the law. It made abortions legal on de­
mand,'' for all 9 months, for any reason 
at all, "but a health insurance bill that 
mandates abortion coverage would go 
much,'' much, much "further. It would 
force abortion into the private lives of 
every family, every heal th provider, 
every community, and every tax­
payer.'' 

0 1630 
Al vare notes that if abortion is elimi­

nated from the basic benefits package 
and made available as a supplemental 
benefit, abortion-on-demand is sadly 
going to remain legal but the rest of us 
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will not have to subsidize other peo­
ple's decisions to kill their young in 
their womb. 

Still another ciaim floating around 
the Halls of Congress is that the bish­
ops are really trying to impose their 
religious values on everyone. Yeah, 
they're really having luck with that, 
aren't they? "Does this one sound fa­
miliar?" she asks. Every time an iden­
tifiable Catholic or Catholic institu­
tion speaks up in the public square 
about abortion, someone else raises 
this question. 

She suggested practicing the follow­
ing response in front of a mirror. She is 
recommending looking in a mirror for 
EDWARDS and LOWEY and p AT SCHROE­
DER. Look in a mirror, without a hint 
of impatience in your voice, and say 
this to yourself: 

Being for unborn life is not a reli­
gious perspective, but a moral one 
shared by millions of Americans, reli­
gious and nonreligious. Opposition to 
government coerced involvement with 
abortion-China-is shared by even 
more millions. Poll after poll shows it. 
American women and men do not want 
universal insurance coverage with 
abortion mandates. 

The final phony, false, lying claim is 
that the church really wants to make 
contraception illegal. I have never 
heard a sermon on making contracep­
tion illegal in the 45 years of my life 
since I was a middle teenager, not that 
I even heard it then, as anything but 
for the faithful. 

She noted, Mrs . . Alvare, that contra­
ception is an important moral issue 
but she makes this key distinction: It 
does not kill human life, which abor­
tion does. In the area of contraception, 
the church is seeking conscience pro­
tections but not seeking to make it il­
legal or unavailable. 

She pointed out that much of the 
rhetoric by prochoice advocates is a 
way to deflect attention from the 
truth. 

"People don't lie about you or your 
arguments if they have good argu­
ments themselves." Well said, Mrs. 
Alvare. 

Look, what I see here is a veiled at­
tack, marginalizing and demonizing 
born-again, charismatic, evangelical, 
protestant Christians in order to try 
and cripple, intimidate, or to scare or­
thodox and traditional Jews, Serbian 
orthodox, Greek orthodox, Armenian 
orthodox, Russian orthodox, eastern 
orthodox, Greed orthodox, and tradi­
tional loyal orthodox Roman Catholics. 
By hitting at these groups that they 
think in their little focus groups do not 
have the clout to fight back, they 
think they can accomplish a major ob­
jective and save about 20 seats that 
they are probably going to lose in the 
coming election 88 days from this very 
day. 

I would say for the sanity and the 
comity and the well-being and the de-

cency of debate and discourse in this 
Chamber, do not proceed with your 
battle plans, Task Force on Radical 
Right. JIM MORAN was in the well right 
today when I used his name as having 
been at this 9-policemen-guarded open­
ing meeting yesterday, chaired by LOU­
ISE SLAUGHTER. Do not do this. 

I close, Madam Speaker and let my 
time clock run out on this: Intelligent, 
lovely black lady columnist Adrienne 
T. Washington that I read occasionally 
in the Washington Times, the headline 
of her article from this week, 3 days 
ago, August 9, caught my eye. It says 
ACLU Censors the Ten Command­
ments. I will start reading it and I will 
include it in the RECORD in its en­
tirety: 

For decades a 3-by-4-foot bronze plaque 
with a centuries-old message has blended 
into the brickwork of the Montgomery Coun­
ty Courthouse. It's been around so long it 
hangs virtually unnoticed. 

But no longer. 
The ACLU wants the plaque of the Ten 

Commandments taken down from its perch 
on the third floor of the Judicial Center in 
Rockville. 

Is Moses next, the author of those com­
mandments? I would guess so, in the long 
run. Do they not have more significant 
causes to champion? 

Madam Speaker, you will find the 
rest of her article compelling reading. 

Her last words are: 
Those 10 commandments are a necessary 

reminder, something we can learn from, if 
not aspire to. It should stay right where it is 
as just one expression, one example, of what 
a whole lot of people believe it takes to truly 
live free in today's topsy-turvy world. 

Madam Speaker, I include the Wash­
ington Times article for the RECORD, as 
follows: 

[From the Washington Times, Aug. 9, 1994] 
ACLU CENSORS THE TEN COMMANDMENTS 

(By Adrienne T. Washington) 
For decades a 3-by-4-foot bronze plaque 

with a centuries-old message has blended 
into the brickwork of the Montgomery Coun­
ty Courthouse. It's been around so long it 
hangs virtually unnoticed. 

The American Civil Liberties Union wants 
the plaque of the Ten Commandments taken 
down from its perch on the third floor of the 
Judicial Center in Rockville, saying it vio­
lates the First Amendment separation of 
church and state. 

Don't they have more significant causes to 
champion? 

Arthur Spitzer, legal director of the Mont­
gomery County chapter of the ACLU, told re­
porter Arlo Wagner of The Washington 
Times that the plaque should be removed 
"because the government should not be tell­
ing people to observe the Sabbath," among 
other religious teachings. 

How ludicrous. Mr. Spitzer is wrong. If 
ever there was a place to hang the Ten Com­
mandments, it's in the so-called hallowed 
halls of blind justice. Here, humankind may 
welcome a little divine guidance along with 
a little divine intervention. 

Most of the criminal codes and civil laws of 
Western civiliazation are based on the 
Judeo-Christian ethics espoused in the Ten 
Commandments. Besides, what about the 
other First Amendment rights that guaran-

tee free speech and the right to religious 
freedom? 

Wiping out any mention or symbol of reli­
gion or faith in all public places does not 
constitute religious freedom. This could be 
construed as religious censorship for some. 
Surely, the ACLU opposes censorship. 

The Ten Commandments plaque was pre­
sented to the Montgomery officials by the 
Church Women of Montgomery County in 
1940. Before the Judicial Center was built in 
1981, the plaque hung outside Courtroom One 
in the District Court. 

No doubt this plaque is like the hundreds 
of statues and monuments you walk by, 
drive by or stand by each day and never no­
tice. Rather than take the Ten Command­
ments down, other religious and secular 
groups should be encouraged to place other 
placards that espouse their affirmations and 
thinking. 

I fundamentally agree with the ACLU's po­
sition opposing adult-led prayer in public 
schools. It's too difficult to administer with­
out offending someone. 

But I firmly believe all students should 
learn about various world religions as part of 
their basic education. Just as they study his­
tory, geography and languages, people ought 
to know the difference between Hindus and 
Muslims, Christians and Jews, atheists and 
agnostics. Such information breeds religious 
tolerance. Lack of knowledge-like removing 
the Ten Commandments as though they 
don 't exist-is what leads to more problems. 

So why is Mr. Spitzer picking on the Ten 
Commandments? 

Only three of the 10 tenets speak directly 
to God or religious practices. The rest speak 
to what should be appropriate behavior and 
interpersonal skills. And God knows we can't 
be reminded enough about common courtesy 
and human decency. 

The Commandments were engraved on 
stone tablets and given to Moses by God at 
Mount Sinai. They are the foundation of di­
vine law in the Old Testament. They are also 
paramount, individually or collectively, in 
the ethical systems of Judaism, Christianity 
and Islam. 

And just in case your memory needs to be 
refreshed or you never learned the Com­
mandments, let me give you the hit parade: 

1. I am the Lord thy God. Thou shalt have 
no other gods before Me. 

2. Thou shalt not take the name of the 
Lord thy God in vain. 

3. Remember the Sabbath day, to keep it 
holy. 

4. Honor thy father and thy mother. 
5. Thou shalt not kill. 
6. Thou shalt not commit adultery. 
7. Thou shalt not steal. 
8. Thou shalt not bear false witness against 

thy neighbor. 
9. Thou shalt not covet thy neighbor's 

house. 
10. Thou shalt not covet thy neighbor's 

wife, nor his manservant, nor his 
maidservant, nor his ox, nor his ass, nor any­
thing that is thy neighbor's. 

This is the fundamental moral code on 
which this country was founded, and to 
which the framers of the Constitution sub­
scribed. I really don't think they thought the 
day would come that something as harmless 
as the Ten Commandments would be viewed 
as inappropriate to be seen in public build­
ing, especially a courthouse. 

Montgomery County Attorney Joyce R. 
Stern unfortunately agrees with the ACLU's 
stance that the plaque, as presently dis­
played, does violate the Constitution. She 
ruled the plaque must be made part of a larg­
er "historical display" to remain in the 
courthouse. 
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The Ten Commandments plaque is a nec­

essary reminder, something we can learn 
from , if not aspire to. It should stay right 
where it is as just one expression , one exam­
ple, of what a whole lot of people believe it 
takes to truly live free in today 's topsy­
turvy world. 

RESTORATION OF THE COEUR 
D'ALENE BASIN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
BROWN of Florida). Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Idaho [Mr. LARocco] is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. LAROCCO. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to address an issue of vital 
importance to me, to Idaho, and the 
State of Washington, the restoration of 
the Coeur d'Alene Basin. 

The Coeur d'Alene Basin covers ap­
proximately 3,700 square miles in north 
Idaho, including Lake Coeur d'Alene, 
the Coeur d'Alene River, the St. Joe 
River, St. Maries River, the Spokane 
River, and various tributaries. The 
basin forms the foundation of the re­
gion's economy, drinking water supply, 
and natural habitat. 

The Coeur d'Alene Basin attracts an 
estimated 800,000 visitors annually. It 
provides 30 percent of the water to the 
region's sole-source aquifer, which 
serves over 400,000 residents in north 
Idaho and eastern Washington. The 
basin provides habitat for migratory 
bird populations-including tundra 
swan and wood ducks-as well as en­
dangered, threatened or candidate spe­
cies, such as bald eagle and the bull 
trout. 

In the 1800's silver was discovered on 
the south fork of the Coeur d 'Alene 
River Valley which was the beginning 
of the Coeur d'Alene mining district 
known as the "Silver Valley." In 1886, 
the first mill was put into operation at 
the Bunker Hill mining complex. By 
1891 mining was flourishing. 

Over a period of 100 years the mines 
of the Silver Valley produced nearly 45 
percent of the Nation's silver, 11 per­
cent of its lead, and 9 percent of its 
zinc. However, they also produced a 
tremendous quantity of heavy metal­
contaminated wastes-an estimated 72 
million tons of tailings were dis­
charged into the Coeur d'Alene River. 

I view restoration of the basin as one 
of the highest priorities for the future 
of north Idaho. I have been working in 
cooperation with the State of Idaho, 
the Coeur d'Alene Tribe, the mining in­
dustry and local citizens to devise a 
comprehensive plan for restoring the 
basin. 

With the help of the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, U.S. Geological Sur­
vey, and the Bureau of Land Manage­
ment, I have drafted a Coeur d'Alene 
Basin restoration bill as an amendment 
to the Clean Water Act. The State and 
the tribe have also drafted a legislative 
proposal. 

Today I will be introducing both res­
toration bills. 

At the request of the tribe and the 
State, I am introducing The Coeur 
d'Alene Basin and Spokane River Res­
toration Act of 1994, a bill that would 
establish a nonprofit corporation, the 
Coeur d'Alene Basin Restoration Corp., 
to provide for the conservation, reme­
diation, and restoration of the Coeur 
d'Alene Basin and Spokane River wa­
tersheds. The corporation would serve 
to streamline restoration efforts, as­
sure local control and public input, and 
reduce administrative costs. 

I am also in traducing The Coeur 
d'Alene Basin Restoration Act of 1994. 
Written as an amendment to the Clean 
Water Act, this bill would convene a 
Coeur d'Alene Basin Management Con­
ference to develop a comprehensive 
pollution prevention, control, and res­
toration plan for the Coeur d'Alene 
Basin. In addition, the bill includes 
measures to assure that efforts by Fed­
eral agencies, including the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service, U.S. Geological 
Survey, and 'the Bureau of Land Man­
agement, are coordinated as part of a 
comprehensive restoration plan. 

The introduction of these bills sig­
nifies a new cooperative effort to re­
store the Coeur d'Alene Basin. The En­
vironmental Protection Agency has 
pledged its full support for a coopera­
tive restoration effort, and it has 
moved a full-time EPA staff person to 
Coeur d'Alene. The State of Idaho, the 
Coeur d'Alene Tribe, mining company 
officials, and community leaders have 
begun earnest discussions on a com­
prehensive restoration effort. 

I want to stress that both bills have 
been drafted from the ground up and 
public involvement will remain a focal 
point as they move through the legisla­
tive process. 

Madam Speaker, Idahoans elected me 
to lead and to solve problems. I have 
pledged to be a strong voice in Con­
gress and will continue to work collec­
tively with the tribe, the mining indus­
try, the State of Idaho and local citi­
zens to solve this difficult problem. 

I want to add in closing, Madam 
Speaker, that Speaker FOLEY joins me 
in trying to resolve the issues of the 
Coeur d'Alene Basin and I welcome his 
support in these endeavors. 
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REVOLVING DOOR JUSTICE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen­
tleman from Georgia [Mr. COLLINS] is 
recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, I want to begin my remarks 
today and refer back to a 1-minute 
speech that I gave on this floor March 
4, 1993. Leading into this 1-minute 
speech was the 2 previous days. On 
each of the 2 previous days to this 
March 4 date, I came to the well of this 
House to deliver a 1-minute speech 

each of those days. The first day I re­
ferred my remarks not only to the 
Speaker but also to the President, and 
the Speaker challenged me and told me 
that I must refer all remarks to him. 
So I was out of order that day with 
those remarks as a freshman and un­
knowing to all of the rules. 

The second day that I came to the 
well to give a 1-minute speech, I 
thought I was in order by reading ex­
cerpts from a letter from a constituent 
from Peachtree City, GA. In reading 
that letter and excerpts from that let­
ter, the Speaker again hit the gavel 
and called my words out of order. 

So the third day, not to be outdone, 
I came back to this well of the House 
for a 1-minute speech, and that 1-
minute speech went something like 
this, Madam Speaker: 

Mr. Speaker, during this time on each of 
the past 2 days I have stood in this well and 
referred to letters and phone calls that I 
have received from people throughout the 
Third District of Georgia. I expressed their 
concerns, their fears, and their definition of 
the character of those of us who are involved 
in their Government. 

On each of those 2 days the Chair ques­
tioned my remarks and referred them to the 
Parliamentarian. 

Mr. Speaker, I differed with that question­
ing. 

Mr. Speaker, I will be out of order the day 
that I do not express the views of those who 
have sent me here to represent them. 

Mr. Speaker, I will be out of order the day 
I fail to carry through with the promises 
that I made when I asked those same people 
to send me here to represent them. 

Mr. Speaker, I will be out of order when I 
listen to the bureaucrats inside this Beltway 
instead of the people of the Third District of 
Georgia ." 

Madam Speaker, I wanted to refer to 
that out-of-order speech prior to speak­
ing a little bit about the crime bill and 
the vote on the rule pertaining to the 
crime bill that took place here in this 
House yesterday, because the vote that 
I cast was a reflection of that out-of­
order speech. It was a reflection of 
promises I had made when I was seek­
ing this office. It was a reflection of 
the phone calls, the letters, the per­
sonal contact and the correspondence 
that I have received from the people of 
the Third District of Georgia. 

Madam Speaker, when I received 
those correspondence or those contacts 
I did not ask those people questions 
other than listening to their requests, 
their comments. I only answered ques­
tions. I did not ask them what religion 
they were, I did not ask them what 
party they belonged to, I never ask 
them what race they are. I just lis­
tened to their comments, and that is 
the vote that I cast yesterday on the 
rule pertaining to the crime bill. 

But, Madam Speaker, we can pass a 
crime bill in this House, and truthfully 
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we should pass a crime bill. But we 
need to pass a good crime bill. We need 
to pass a crime bill that will actually 
address the problem, and that is the 
problems of the criminal. Get crimi­
nals off the streets. We need to address 
it in an area and in a way that imposes 
punishment, a deterrent. Many may 
think or may even be used as scape­
goats, but if they do wrong, they de­
serve punishment, no matter what 
their personal thoughts. 

But in order to address crime and 
crime prevention, I think we need to 
focus in, too, on some of the cases of 
crime and where a crime resolves, what 
it is resolved around. Often times that 
is in the area of poverty. Financial 
conditions of a person or a family 
would lead someone or entice someone 
to do wrong. Poverty areas are areas 
where crime is rampant, such as de­
tected by the fact that if you follow 
welfare spendi:1g you also follow spend­
ing on crime, and often these areas of 
poverty are also areas of welfare. Those 
people, a lot of those people who live 
there are impoverished, they have no 
hope. They see no hope, they see no 
promise. They see a community of peo­
ple that just like them live with no 
hope. They see other neighborhoods on 
the TV and hear about it on the radio 
and read about it in the media that 
also have no hope. 

Why do they have no hope? Again it 
is financial. Again it is an area we need 
to address. I think we need to address, 
it with jobs, job opportunities, some­
thing that gives them hope, something 
that gives independence. 

We can do that. But we do not need 
to do it with government, government 
jobs. Government jobs are taxpayer 
payroll jobs. There is no hope in a gov­
ernment job as such, because govern­
ment jobs are temporary jobs, and that 
is the reason, because it is temporary, 
there is no permanence to it. We need 
to turn to the private sector, and we 
need to encourage the private sector to 
go into these communities, these urban 
areas, and not only urban areas but 
rural areas and establish manufactur­
ing, establish businesses that will cre­
ate jobs and provide jobs and provide 
hope for those in those impoverished 
areas. And we can do that. That is not 
only the job of this House, but it is 
something that this House should and 
must do. 

There are a couple of areas of the 
crime bill that I want to refer to other 
than just that area that was referred to 
yesterday quite often as social spend­
ing. One is the area of the provision 
that provides for 100,000 additional cops 
on the streets. That is a provision that 
sounds good. It is a provision that is 
supported by many people. Why is it 
supported by so many? Because when 
they see a cop on the beat, whether he 
is walking, or whether he is in his pa­
trol car or on his motorcycle, it gives 
them a sense of security, because there 
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is someone in the area that . is one of 
the good guys, the police. 

But I question whether or not those 
100,000 policemen are really again just 
a dead-end effort, because the funding 
for those policemen will fall far short, 
because there again it is temporary 
funding. The additional or continued 
policing by those cops who this encour­
ages the hiring of will have to be 
picked up by those local entities. I 
know first hand and have had experi­
ence in that area. As a country com­
missioner in Butts County, GA, some 15 
years or 16 years ago, there was a pro­
gram, encouraged by the Federal Gov­
ernment, to hire deputy sheriffs, addi­
tional police, and for a small county 
and a small budget we took advantage 
of it, advantage of what we thought 
was a good thing. The only thing was it 
was good for only awhile, because the 
funds ran out. Then we as county com­
missioners and the governing body of 
that county had to fund those addi­
tional officers out of the treasury of 
that county. 

So I think even though it sounds 
good, and it is good, it is good to have 
those people on the street, it is a little 
bit of false advertising from this House 
to say that we are furnishing the 
money, all of the money for those 
100,000 policemen. 

Another area that I want to address 
in the crime bill that was very con­
troversial was that of the gun control 
provisions and what makes it so hard 
to swallow for many people across this 
country, and a lot of those in the Third 
District of Georgia. It is not the fact 
that we were eliminating through that 
procedure some guns. The real problem 
is that provision only pertained to a 
legal transfer of weapons, a legal trans­
fer. It would stop the manufacture and 
prohibit the transfer of certain weap­
ons. But it did not pertain and will not 
pertain and cannot pertain, and you 
will not pass any legislation in this 
House or in the other body that will 
pertain to the black market. And there 
are millions of weapons in that black 
market. They are passed, they are sold, 
they are given daily, and no legislation 
that we adopt will pertain to that 
weapon. 

True, we can pass legislation that 
pertains to that person who is usually 
and normally a criminal that passes 
that weapon. 
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Back several months ago when we 

had the Brady bill on this floor, unlike 
this time with the crime bill, and I did 
not receive any phone calls from any of 
the people from the White House or the 
Cabinet, but when the Brady bill was 
on the floor, I received a call from Ms. 
Reno, and I was very pleased that she 
took the time to call me. I was im­
pressed that she would call me, and she 
called to ask me to support the Brady 
bill and to oppose all amendments to 
it. 

I told Ms. Reno I really appreciated 
her call, but I could not do that, be­
cause the people in the Third District 
of Georgia had asked me to oppose the 
Brady bill and support all amendments 
to it. It was not, as I informed her, the 
3-day, 5-day, 7-day, 15-day, whatever 
the delay might be, that was not the 
emphasis; the pro bl em and the concern 
of the people of the Third District of 
Georgia was this in the first step, the 
first step toward prohibition of weap­
ons al together. 

Madam Speaker, you know, those 
people of the Third District of Georgia 
were right. Because immediately fol­
lowing the Brady bill came the ban on 
the assault weapons, the ban on the 
legal transfer of weapons, again, no ban 
on the black market and the transfer 
in that area. We need to rethink that 
and stop punishing and trying to deter 
or prevent law-abiding, legal purchases 
by people who are not of the criminal 
element. 

Madam Speaker, again, I go back to 
the fact that we can, and we should, 
pass a crime bill. We should pass one 
that had the provision in it that I real­
ly liked in this one that the dealing 
with the fact that we were going to as­
sist States with the construction of 
prisons, and they do need help. Many 
States are short of funds for the pur­
pose of prison construction. 

Fortunately, Georgia has built sev­
eral prisons in recent years. My first 
year in the Georgia State senate, the 
first budget that came to the floor of 
the senate, there were no prisons in­
cluded, but after several members of 
that senate body approached the appro­
priations committees, we were fortu­
nate enough to include, before the fi­
nalization of that budget, some five 
prisons. All five have been built and 
opened, and along with three addi­
tional, ' along with additional boot 
camps, boot camps again, part of this 
crime bill that we are looking at that 
is in conference. 

A Judge Kenneth Kilpatrick from 
Clayton County, GA, a State superior 
court judge there, sent information to 
Gov. Zell Miller pertaining to crimi­
nals, voicing the concern of many supe­
rior court judges in Georgia about the 
fact that criminals were being released 
from prison far before their sentences 
were completed or even long before 
even half of their sentences were com­
pleted. I have the package that Judge 
Kilpatrick sent to the Governor, Gov­
ernor Zell Miller, and I want to read 
just two or three quotes from this 
package words and comments of Judge 
Kilpatrick. 

First of all, and to quote him, he 
says, "Do not get hung up on the words 
'violence' and 'one-third.' Violent of­
fenders ought to be put away, but so 
should burglars, auto thieves, forgers, 
drug dealers, habitual offenders, and 
other criminals who are not normally 
called violent." And, again, he says, 



21674 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE August 12, 1994 
"Why should anyone sent to a peniten­
tiary get out after serving only 33 per­
cent of their sentence?" That was the 
one-third he referred to. "One-third has 
become a buzzword that lacks common 
sense. Make three-fourths the law, 
build the prisons, and watch the fear 
leave our streets." he went on to tell 
the Governor, "Until we face the fact 
that there are several thousand preda­
tors and punks walking the streets who 
must be incarcerated, neither we nor 
our property will be safe." 

And, finally, he referred to Cool Hand 
Luke in the movie, and to quote Cool 
Hand Luke, "What we have here is a 
failure to communicate." The judge 
says to the governor, "Well, what we 
have here is a failure to rehabilitate. 
Goodness knows they have had their 
chances. We need to incarcerate." 

I want to read just about, well, four 
particular cases out of a number of 
cases that the judge cited, and what 
had upset him about the early release 
of prisoners. A John Michael Conn, 
convicted of vehicular homicide in the 
first degree on July 25, 1991. He was 
drunk, 0.16 percent alcohol blood con­
tent, when he hit and killed a 13-year­
old boy riding on a bicycle. He received 
a split sentence, 15 years, split to serve 
8, 7 on probation. Mr. Conn was paroled 
December 9, 1993, serving less than 18 
months of his sentence, 13 percent of 
the sentence rendered. 

Another one was John Frederic Free­
man, convicted of possession with in­
tent to distribute cocaine in September 
1992. The pardons and parole board said 
Mr. Freeman will be released in March 
1994, serving 18 months of a 10-year sen­
tence. 

Shane Dolan Knight, convicted of at 
least 18 counts of burglary and forgery 
in the first degree, given a sentence of 
10 years, released after 22 months, serv­
ing 18 percent of his 10-year sentence, 
and last, Karlston R. Blackstock, con­
victed of three counts of burglary sen­
tenced to 15 years, released in 48 
months, serving 27 percent of his sen­
tence. 

No wonder we cannot get control 
over crime. 

Madam Speaker, I want to refer to an 
article that was in the National Review 
of June 13, 1994, written by Wesley 
Smith as he talks about in other areas 
how the Federal courts and the Federal 
Government have intervened with 
States in the operation of prisons, 
which has led to an enormous amount 
of lawsuits filed in Federal courts by 
inmates. 

In 1966 there were 21& such lawsuits; 
in 1993 there were 53,000 such lawsuits. 
I think that is an area we need to ad­
dress also, Madam Speaker. 

I am placing that in the RECORD at 
the conclusion of my remarks. 

Madam Speaker, I say we need to as­
sist States, but we also need to assure 
that there will be severe and swift pun­
ishment. 

We had an opportunity during the de­
bate and the amendments offered here 
on this floor to change the habeas cor­
pus laws, limit the number of habeas 
corpus appeals at the Federal level. We 
chose not to do so. We only chose to in­
crease the number of instances where 
the death penalty can be applied at the 
Federal level. 

But, Madam Speaker, we do not 
apply the death penalty at the Federal 
level. We very seldom apply it at the 
State level due to the fact of the end­
less appeals that are allowed. 

Madam Speaker, I do not know about 
· other Members of this House, but I 
have witnessed two executions in Geor­
gia in the last 3 years, execution of one 
person who had cold-bloodedly shot and 
killed with a shotgun a police officer. 
Madam Speaker, it took 17 years of ap­
peal after appeal to finally carry out 
the will of the people and the law of 
Georgia. 

D 1700 
The second execution that I wit­

nessed was just this spring. A person 
who had attacked two women and beat 
their heads off with a club. 

Again, it took 15 years to bring that 
person to justice. Madam Speaker, that 
is too long. The people are tired of 
those types of appeals, and it does not 
help the system when we carry th~ ap­
peals process for that length of time. 
We must address the death penalty, the 
imposition of it, and change the laws 
so that we can do it in a swifter pat­
tern. 

Madam Speaker, if we are going to 
address crime and we are going to ad­
dress welfare reform in this Nation, we 
have to do them together or we will 
not get very good results either way. 

I think they ought to parallel each 
other, we must have tax reform, tax re­
form that will encourage people to 
take a risk and invest, invest in com­
munities, go back to those comm u­
ni ties to which I referred that we im­
poverished, locate businesses in those 
areas so that we can create jobs in 
those areas because many of those peo­
ple have no way to commute to an­
other area for another job. 

Madam Speaker, there are a number 
of things that we can do, a number of 
things that we can do jointly in this 
body, and it must be and it should be a 
bipartisan effort. I say it should be, it 
does not have to be a bipartisan effort; 
there are enough members of one party 
in this House to do any or all of these 
things. But if we take the time and we 
put our heads together and commu­
nicate with each other in this House, 
as Cool Hand Luke said, "I think we 
are failing to communicate"-but we 
need to communicate with each other. 

Madam Speaker, when I got to the of­
fice this morning, and usually I am 
there around 7, I penned out a quick 
letter to the President, took it out to 
the fax machine myself and faxed it 

over to the White House, knowing I 
probably will never hear from it. I have 
sent a number of letters. Once in a 
while I will get a response, but it is not 
from President Bill Clinton, our Presi­
dent; it is from some staffer. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, August 12, 1994. 

MR. PRESIDENT: I voted against the Rule 
for the Crime Bill not as an anti-vote toward 
anyone but as a representative vote for the 
people I represent. I am sure this is true of 
most of us who voted No. 

Mr. President, you are faced with several 
options. I will refer to two. First, push for­
ward and oppose the public, creating addi­
tional problems for Members of Congress or; 
second, listen to those of us who are voicing 
the concerns of constituents. To do so we 
must have the opportunity to discuss such 
concerns. 

I have asked several times for such an au­
dience but to no avail. 

We, Congress, can pass a crime bill. A 
crime bill which will address crime prob­
lems. However, it will be difficult or the re­
sults will not be as positive as they should be 
1f name calling and finger-pointing contin­
ues. 

I know it is wishful thinking but I do wish 
I could have a few minutes of your time. 

Best Regards, 
MAC COLLINS. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, I want to wish you best re­
gards. I know that just as soon as I 
hush, you are headed toward Florida, 
and I hope you have an enjoyable week­
end because I am headed to Georgia. 

The document referred to follows: 
[From the National Review, June 13, 1994) 

JAILHOUSE BLUES 
TRUTH IN SENTENCING 

FEDERAL JUDGES SEEM INFINITELY SOLICITOUS 
OF THE INMATES OF STATE PRISONS, AND 
NEARLY INDIFFERENT TO THEIR VICTIMS, 
PAST AND FUTURE. HOW CAN LAW-ABIDING 
CITIZENS BEGIN TO REDRESS THE BALANCE? 

(By Wesley Smith) 
(Mr. Smith is deputy director of the Gov­

ernors' Forum at the Heritage Foundation 
and a member of the advisory board of the 
Safe Streets Alliance) 
In 1989 Kenny Parker filed suit against Ne­

vada state officials for "cruel and unusual 
punishment." His complaint? They had given 
him a jar of creamy peanut butter, whereas 
he had explicitly ordered chunky. One of 
Parker's jailmates-convicted first-degree 
murderer David Bean-is suing the state be­
cause the jeans he was given were too tight, 
"causing rashes and epileptic seizures." An­
other Nevada inmate, convicted child mo­
lester Chris Chapman, is suing for copies of 
the North American Man-Boy Love Associa­
tion newsletter, as a matter of First Amend­
ment rights. Iowa prisoner Art Hartsock, 
wanting to "see what I'm missing while I'm 
in here," has demanded greater access to 
pornography. 

These "rights" violations seem less con­
stitutional than comical, but they are taken 
seriously by the federal judiciary. In 1993, 
the nation's prisoners filed over 53,000 law­
suits in federal court, generally against state 
governments. While most cases are dismissed 
as frivolous, the litigation explosion has cost 
the states hundreds of millions of dollars in 
legal fees and in the costs of complying with 
the courts' orders. In 1993 Nevada alone spent 
about $700,000 in direct legal costs defending 
against suits like Parker's. 



August 12, 1994 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 21675 
These legal costs, however, are dwarfed by 

the indirect costs on society as a whole. 
Most governors, state attorneys, and other 
criminal-justice officials say the prisoners'­
rights movement is making state prisons un­
governable. And federally imposed prison 
population caps and other decrees aimed at 
alleviating " overcrowding" have forced the 
early release of tens of thousands of violent 
criminals. 

JUDICIAL TSUNAMI 

In 1966 prisoners filed 218 suits in federal 
court to remedy arguably inhumane treat­
ment in federal , state, and county prisons. 
Then the federal judici'ary opened the flood­
gates. By 1980 prisoner suits had increased 
twentyfold. In 1993 prisoners filed 53,713 law­
suits in federal courts-7,615 more suits than 
the Federal Government filed against crimi­
nals. 

By 1993, four-fifths of all state prison sys­
tems and roughly one-third of the five hun­
dred largest local jails were under federal­
court supervision. And the courts are mostly 
not content to set broad guidelines for the 
states to interpret. In Arizona, for example, 
federal judges tell state prison officials the 
types of publications and typewriters they 
must buy for prisoners and the number of 
law clerks they must hire for the state's 
prison law libraries. (Delaware Attorney 
General Charles Oberly II says such rulings 
mean state prisoners have better access to 
law materials than he does.) 

In South Carolina, Federal Judge James 
McMillan has given the state orders to pur­
chase specific recreational equipment for 
prisoners, including three sets of horseshoe 
equipment, three guitars, five frisbees, fifty 
decks of playing cards, and a piano. In Ala­
bama a federal judge orders the state to pro­
vide inmates air conditioning and tele­
visions. In other states federal judges are 
seeing state-sponsored " cruel and unusual 
punishment" in prisons lacking basketball 
courts, weight rooms, televisions, work­
shops, or single-occupancy cells. 

Under the guise of constitutional jurispru­
dence, the federal judiciary has aggressively 
replaced the criminal-justice policies of the 
fifty states with its own. Groups like the 
ACLU's National Prison Project argue that 
states must treat prisoners much as they do 
citizens at large. Federal judges have agreed; 
and in their pursuit to elevate the legal sta­
tus of prisoners to that of law-abiding peo­
ple, they have removed the concept of prison 
as punishment, and with it much of the de­
terrent effect of imprisonment. 

Of course, prisoners have been quick to 
adopt this distorted view of their moral and 
legal status. An Illinois inmate demanded 
the right to use his cell as his place of resi­
dence for conducting drug-related activities. 
A Nevada inmate sued for the right to cross­
dress, and 14 death-row inmates in California 
sued for the right to procreate through arti­
ficial insemination. Florida's Robert Procup 
sued when he got just one bread roll on his 
dinner plate, and sued again when prison of­
ficials failed to provide him a salad at lunch. 
When told by ABC's John Stossel that he 
was, after all, being punished, Procup re­
plied, " Nobody sentenced me to punishment. 
They sentenced me to be separated from so­
ciety"-a recurring theme of the prisoner's­
rights movement. Procup was convicted of 
murder for cementing his business partner 
into a storage shed. 

While federal judges see much decisions as 
principled constitutionalism, most prisoners 
see them as a weakness that demands to be 
exploited. Art Hartsock, the prisoner who 
won for himself and other inmates at 

Anamosa State Prison the right to view por­
nographic magazines, is now preparing for 
another suit. His reasoning: "Every dollar 
they spend fighting a lawsuit is a dollar they 
can't spend building a place to lock me up. " 

At age 15 Willie Bosket killed two New 
York subway riders " for the experience." He 
has also tried to kill two prison guards, 
which is why prison officials chain him to 
his cell door for five minutes each day before 
moving him. Of the chaining Bosket says, " I 
feel several things. I feel humiliated. I feel 
an affront to my dignity. I feel vulnerable. " 
A federal court afforded him a jury trial to 
decide whether he would continue to be 
chained. At his trial Bosket told jurors his 
only regret was that he had not killed the 
guard. He vowed to kill again. 

Most criminals show a psychology of de­
nial for their criminal actions. Nevada Dep­
uty Attorney General Anne Cathcart says 
criminals " come into prison denying any 
wrongdoing, and they are constantly pre­
sented with further reasons to blame others. 
Unlimited access to federal courts gives 
them an added tool to vent their anger and 
rebel against the system. " 

This undermines rehabilitation efforts gen­
erally, as prisoners quickly learn that con­
tempt for the system is rewarded. But the 
federal bench has even prohibited specific 
state rehabilitation plans as violative of 
prisoners' rights. After Governor Gerald 
Baliles discovered in 1986 that 85 percent of 
Virginia inmates were illiterate, he started a 
program that linked reading proficiency to 
early parole. The ACLU threatened suit, say­
ing prisoners had a right to parole without 
literacy tests, so Baliles made the program 
voluntary and consequently much less suc­
cessful. Governor Fife Symington thought 
pornography might not be healthy for Ari­
zona inmates, many of whom are sex offend­
ers, so he decided last January to prohibit 
all pornographic materials in the state's 
prisons. That sounded reasonable to Arizona 
citizens, but Federal Judge Muecke didn 't 
agree; he has begun contempt hearings 
against the state. 

EACH TO HIS OWN RELIGION 

Federal encroachment took a dramatic 
leap forward last November when Congress 
passed the Religious Freedom Restoration 
Act. RFRA severely limits the power of gov­
ernment to restrict a prisoner's religious ac­
tivities. 

Before RFRA, a state could restrict certain 
practices in prison to maintain order. For in­
stance, Illinois forbade inmates belonging to 
Aryan Nation's religious arm, the Church of 
Jesus Christ Christian, to distribute lit­
erature calling for the extermination of Jews 
and blacks. In 1992 they sued the state for 
the right to do so. Shortly after RFRA be­
came law, they amended their complaint 
with new-founded RFRA rights. Under this 
new standard Illinois will almost certainly 
lose. Susan O'Leary, deputy chief legal coun­
sel for the state, predicts that this will in­
cite riots in Illinois prisons, which have a 66 
percent black population. 

In 1987, the followers of Yahweh Ben Yah­
weh and his "Temple of Love" demanded the 
right to distribute hate literature among in­
mates and lost in court. They are now suing 
again under RFRA and have already won at 
the district court level. The Temple of Love, 
like Aryan Nation, is seeking attorney fees 
and monetary damages for religious rights 
denied them before RFRA even became law. 
These remedies do not take into account the 
costs to the states of hiring additional 
guards or building new cells to separate 
these inmates from others for their protec­
tion. 

Even before RFRA, some federal courts 
were reluctant to define what constitutes a 
genuine religion. A federal court in 1974 de­
clared The Church of the New Song a reli ­
gion; this church requires Harvey's. Bristol 
Cream, filet mignon, and marijuana for its 
religious ceremonies. In Indiana inmates 
calling themselves the Black Gangster Disci­
ples are claiming a " new Muslim" status, 
even though prison officials believe their 
aim is to infiltrate their gang into the older 
Muslim group. In Colorado, inmate Robert 
Howard, a practicing Satanist, is suing for 
the right to religious materials including the 
Satanic Bible, passages of which command 
the sacrificing of a " preferably Christian" 
female virgin and the using of candles made 
from the fat of unbaptized babies. With 
RFRA, States will have little discretion in 
restricting so-called religious activities such 
as these in order to maintain security. 

Religion-based demands for special diets 
are particularly costly to the States. Nevada 
Attorney General Frankie Sue del Papa says 
providing a special religious diet winds up 
adding 65 per cent to the total cost of impris­
oning one inmate. California Attorney Gen­
eral Dan Lungren estimates that if only 2 
per cent of the national inmate population 
demands special religious diets, it will cost 
the States at least $177 million annually. 

Even if a state ultimately wins such a 
case, its taxpayers still lose. Since RFRA al­
lows a state to restrict a religious practice 
only in a way that is least burdensome to the 
prisoner, few courts will be able to dismiss 
frivolous claims on summary judgment. Evi­
dentiary hearings, expert witnesses, and 
transportation of prisoners, and state's wit­
nesses to the hearings will be required to de­
termine if the state is using a "least restric­
tive" penology. And since RFRA applies 
retroactively, cases already won by States 
will be relitigated. 

According to a Senate staffer who worked 
to modify RFRA, " Congress imagined Bap­
tist preachers holding Bible studies in pris­
on. Who could be against that? They failed 
to realize it would be Satanists, white su­
premacists, and those wanting better 
lunches that would really take advantage of 
RFRA protections." Of course, the more rea­
sonable inmate requests that RFRA was 
aimed at protecting, like Bible classes, were 
rarely denied. And now, since all "religions" 
will be entitled to equal treatment, States 
will be forced to eliminate legitimate reli­
gious programs in order to avoid suits by 
other "religious" groups demanding equal 
funding. 

THE IGNORED RIGHT 

As the definition of prisoners' rights has 
mushroomed, basic constitutional rights like 
personal safety have actually diminished. 
Prisons have become more violent than ever 
before, and America 's streets have become 
more dangerous, as federal judges force the 
early release of violent criminals to reduce 
"cruel and unusual" overcrowding. 

Although the Supreme Court in Rhodes V. 
Chapman declared double bunking was not, 
per se, cruel and unusual, it reaffirmed the 
right of the federal judiciary to decide the 
constitutionality of state prison conditions 
by looking at the " totality of the cir­
cumstances. " By the early 1980's the lower 
federal courts had begun to set prison popu­
lation limits that forced the release of pris­
oners by the tens of thousands in the follow­
ing years. 

After a court in 1981 imposed a population 
cap in Texas prisons, the state parole board 
increased early releases by over 400 per cent 
with inmates serving an average of 2 months 



21676 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE August 12, 1994 
for every year sentenced. This was followed 
by a 29 per cent surge of crime in Texas dur­
ing the next decade, at a time when crime 
decreased nationally. The courts also man­
dated population reductions in county Jails 
in Texas and across the country, forcing 
them to increase pre-trial releases. In Cook 
County, Illinois, almost 30,000 accused crimi­
nals are released before trial each year for 
this reason. Of that group, 67 percent are re­
arrested on felony charges before their cases 
come to trial, over 25 percent of them for 
violent crimes. 

The personal tragedies this federal policy 
has created are reported with numbing fre­
quency in the nation's newspapers. Last 
June, Loran Cole, like other "nonviolent" 
criminals, was released early from a Florida 
prison to alleviate overcrowding; he had 
served only 18 months of a 66-month sen­
tence for grand theft. Eight months later 
Cole was charged with the murder of John 
Edwards, an 18-year-old student at Florida 
State, and the kidnaping and rape of Ed­
wards's sister. In Texas, Michael Blair served 
18 months of a 10-year sentence for burglary 
and indecency with an 11-year-old girl Chis 
actual crime, sexual assault, had been plea­
bargained down). While still on parole in 
1993, he raped and murdered 7-year-old 
Ashely Nicole Estell after kidnaping her 
from a park in an upscale Dallas community. 
Had he served even half his time, Blair would 
have been in prison on the day Ashley and 
her family went to the park. Kenneth 
McDuff was convicted and sentenced to 
death in 1968 for first-degree murder, for kill­
ing three teenagers execution style. McDuff's 
death sentence was commuted to life impris­
onment when the Supreme Court outlawed 
capital punishment in 1972. This made him 
eligible for parole, which he got in 1989. 
Since then, he has been linked to the rape 
and murder of four women. 

Just the threat of court-ordered releases 
has been enough to push state parole boards 
to release prisoners early. Between 1983 and 
1993 the Georgia parole board released 36,006 
violent and sex offenders-Including 2,772 
multiple sex offenders-after they had served 
an average of 36 percent of their sentences. 
In 1989, Governor Joe Frank Harris released 
13,000 "nonviolent" prisoners under an emer­
gency program to reduce prison populations 
when inmates threatened federal lawsuits. 
Since then the Georgia parole board has ac­
celerated thousands of paroles. Although the 
parole board insists the released prisoners 

· were " nonviolent," Clayton County Superior 
Court Judge Kenneth Kilpatrick says the 
early release of even nonviolent felons in­
creases both nonviolent and violent crime, 
because short imprisonment suggests to 
criminals that any crime brings light pun­
ishment. 

According to Department of Justice statis­
tics, three-fourths of all violent criminals 
convicted in 1989 were back on the streets by 
December of 1993. Safe Streets Alliance 
President James Wootton [see sidebar, page 
41) points out that 3.2 million criminals are 
out on parole or probation. Even modest 
early releases have been devastating. A 
study in Illinois in the early 1980s found that 
21,000 prisoners released just 3 months early 
committed 23 homicides, 32 rapes, 262 arsons, 
681 robberies, 2,472 burglaries, and 2,572 as­
saults during the 3-month period. Nation­
ally, almost one-third of all violent crimes 
are committed by criminals on parole or pre­
trial release. The federal courts have no ap­
parent concern for the victims, however, but 
focus exclusively on the injustices they per­
ceive as being committed against prisoners. 

??? reform, it should dramatically limit 
federal-court jurisdiction over state prison 
administration. Article III of the Constitu­
tion gives Congress t.his power. If senators 
and congressmen refuse to use it, they 
should be held accountable by the voters for 
the foolish decisions of the federal judiciary 
in releasing criminals to rape and murder a 
second, third, and fourth time. 

But there is no indication that Congress is 
willing to do so; therefore the States them­
selves will need to take matters into their 
own hands. They may be forced to confront 
Washington, as Governor Symington is doing 
in defying the federal court order that allows 
pornography in Arizona's prisons. 

Governors like Symington, Mike Leavitt 
of Utah, and George Allen of Virginia, and 
hundreds of other state and local law-en­
forcement officials, see the current fight 
over control of state prisons as a small part 
of a larger problem. The federal judiciary's 
activism stems from an abstract theory of 
individual rights that disregards the rights 
of the community. Deliberately detached 
from the effects of their decisions on society, 
federal judges have acted as if they intended 
to strip communities of any power to defend 
themselves. 

As recently elected Virginia Attorney Gen­
eral James Gilmore has said, it is the state's 
responsibility to make streets "as safe for 
our children as it was for us when we were 
growing up." The success of that agenda will 
be determined in large measure by the power 
of the States to free themselves from Wash­
ington's control. 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON S. 2182 
Mr. DELLUMS submitted the follow­

ing conference report and statement on 
the bill (S. 2182), to authorize appro­
priations for fiscal year 1995 for mili­
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart­
ment of Energy, to prescribe personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year for the 
Armed Forces, and for other purposes: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. 103-701) 
The committee of conference on the dis­

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2182), 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
1995 for m111tary activities of the Depart­
ment of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the Department 
of Energy, to prescribe personnel strengths 
for such fiscal year for the Armed Forces, 
and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference, have agreed to rec­
ommend and do recommend to their respec­
tive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagree­
ment to the amendment of the House and 
agree to the same with an amendment as fol­
lows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in­
serted by the House amendment, insert the 
following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the "National De­
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995". 
SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS; 

TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) DIVJSJONS.-This Act is organized into 

three divisions as follows : 
(1) Division A-Department of Defense Au­

thorizations. 
(2) Division B-Military Construction Author­

izations. 

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

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.-The table Of con­
tents for this Act is as fallows: 
Sec. 1. Short title. 
Sec. 2. Organization of Act into divisions; table 

of contents. 
Sec. 3. Congressional defense committees de­

fined. 
DIVISION A-DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

AUTHORIZATIONS 
TITLE I-PROCUREMENT 

Subtitle A-Authorization of Appropriations 
Sec. 101. Army. 
Sec. 102. Navy and Marine Corps. 
Sec. 103. Air Force. 
Sec. 104. Defense-wide activities. 
Sec. 105. Reserve components. 
Sec. 106. Chemical demilitarization program. 

Subtitle B-Army Programs 
Sec. 111. Multiyear procurement authority for 

Army programs. 
Sec. 112. Transfer to Marine Corps of MlAl 

tanks replaced by Ml A2 upgrades. 
Sec. 113. Transfer of MJAJ tanks to the Marine 

Corps. 
Sec. 114. Exception to mandatory retirement of 

OV-1 aircraft for aircraft de­
ployed in Korea. 

Sec. 115. Small arms industrial base. 
Sec. 116. Bunker defeat munition acquisition 

program. 
Sec. 117. Procurement of helicopters. 

Subtitle C-Navy Programs 
Sec. 121. Nuclear aircraft carrier program. 
Sec. 122. Seawolf submarine program. 
Sec. 123. Guidance sets for Trident II missiles. 
Sec. 124. Prohibition on Trident II backfit. 
Sec. 125. Inclusion of conversion of vessels in 

fast sealift program. 
Sec. 126. Limitation on procurement of TAGS 

vessels. 
Sec. 127. Naval amphibious ready groups. 

Subtitle D-Air Force Programs 
Sec. 131. Intertheater airlift programs. 
Sec. 132. Settlement of claims under the C-17 

aircraft program. 
Sec. 133. Preserving the bomber industrial base. 
Sec. 134. Limitation on retirement of bomber 

aircraft. 
Sec. 135. Evaluation of restart of C-5B aircraft 

procurement. 
Subtitle E-Other Matters 

Sec. 141. Sales authority of working-capital 
funded Army industrial facilities. 

Sec. 142. Identification in budget of funds for 
chemical demilitarization program 
military construction projects. 

Sec. 143. Transportation of chemical munitions. 
TITLE II-RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, 

TEST, AND EVALUATION 
Subtitle A-Authorization of Appropriations 

Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 202. Amount for basic research and explor­

atory development . . 
Sec. 203. Strategic environmental research and 

development program. 
Sec. 204. Molecular design material science. 

Subtitle B-Program Requirements, 
Restrictions, and Limitations 

Sec. 211. Space launch modernization. 
Sec. 212. Standoff air-to-surface munitions 

technology demonstration. 
Sec. 213. Extension of prohibition on testing 

Mid-Infrared Advanced Chemical 
Laser against an object in space. 

Sec. 214. Applicability of certain electronic com­
bat systems testing requirements. 

Sec. 215. Advanced Self Protection Jammer 
(ASPJ) program. 
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Sec. 216. Advanced Lithography Program. 
Sec. 217. Federally funded research and devel-

opment centers. 
Sec. 218. Digital Battlefield program. 
Sec. 219. Dual-use electric and hybrid vehicles. 
Sec. 220. Tactical antisatellite technologies pro-

gram. 
Sec. 221. Limitation on dismantlement o/ inter­

continental ballistic missiles. 
Sec. 222. Limitation on obligation of funds for 

seismic monitoring research. 
Sec. 223. Superconducting magnetic energy 

storage project. 
Sec. 224. Military satellite communications. 

Subtitle C-Missile Defense Programs 
Sec. 231. Compliance of ballistic missile defense 

systems and components with 
ABM treaty. 

Sec. 232. Modifications to Anti-Ballistic Missile 
Treaty to be entered into only 
through treaty making power. 

Sec. 233. Revisions to the Missile Defense Act of 
1991. 

Sec. 234. Limitation on flight tests of certain 
missiles. 

Sec. 235. Program elements for Ballistic Missile 
Defense Organization. 

Subtitle D-Women's Health &search 
Sec. 241. Defense Women's Health Research 

Program. 
Subtitle E-Other Matters 

Sec. 251. Requirement for submission of annual 
report of the Semiconductor Tech­
nology Council to Congress. 

Sec. 252. Report on oceanographic survey and 
research requirements to support 
littoral warfare. 

Sec. 253. LANSCEILAMP F upgrades. 
Sec. 254. Study regarding live-fire survivability 

testing of F-22 aircraft. 
Sec. 255. University Research Initiative Support 

Program. 
Sec. 256. Manufacturing Science and Tech­

nology Program. 
Sec. 257. Defense experimental program to stim­

ulate competitive research. 
Sec. 258. Study on convergence of Geosat and 

EOS altimetry programs. 
TITLE Ill-OPERATION AND 

MAINTENANCE 
Subtitle A-Authorization of Appropriations 

Sec. 301. Operation and maintenance funding. 
Sec. 302. Working capital funds. 
Sec. 303. Armed Forces Retirement Home. 
Sec. 304. Funds for depot-level maintenance 

and repair work. 
Sec. 305. Support for the 1996 Summer Olym­

pics. 
Sec. 306. Support for the 1995 Special Olympics 

World Games. 
Subtitle B-Defense Business Operations 

Fund 
Sec. 311. Oversight of Defense Business Oper­

ations Fund. 
Sec. 312. Review by Comptroller General of 

charges imposed by Defense Busi­
ness Operations Fund. 

Sec. 313. Limitation on obligations against the 
capital asset fund. 

Sec. 314. Limitation on obligations against the 
supply management divisions. 

Subtitle C-Environmental Provisions 
Sec. 321. Limitation on use of environmental 

restoration funds for payment of 
fines and penalties. 

Sec. 322. Participation of Indian tribes in agree­
ments for defense environmental 
restoration. 

Sec. 323. Extension of authority to issue surety 
bonds for certain environmental 
programs. 

Sec. 324. Payment of certain stipulated civil 
penalties. 

Sec. 325. Additional exception to prohibition on 
storage and disposal of non­
def ense toxic and hazardous ma­
terials at military installations. 

Sec. 326. Assistance for public participation in 
defense environmental restoration 
activities. 

Sec. 327. Pilot program to develop and dem­
onstrate environmental remedi­
ation technologies. 

Sec. 328. Environmental education and training 
program for defense personnel. 

Sec. 329. Study of establishment of land man­
agement and training center. 

Subtitle D-Depot-Level Activities 
Sec. 331. Findings. 
Sec. 332. Modification of limitation on perform­

ance of depot-level maintenance. 
Sec. 333. Report on performance of depot-level 

maintenance and repair of new 
weapon systems. 

Sec. 334. Review of cost growth in contracts to 
perform depot-level maintenance 
and repair. 

Sec. 335. Authority for depot-level activities of 
the Department of Defense to 
compete for maintenance and re­
pair workloads of other Federal 
agencies. 

Sec. 336. Authority of depots to provide services 
outside the Department of De­
fense. 

Sec. 337. Reutilization initiative for depot-level 
activities. 

Sec. 338. Change of source for performance of 
depot-level workloads. 

Sec. 339. Sale of articles and services of indus­
trial facilities of the Armed Forces 
to persons outside the Department 
of Defense. 

Subtitle E-Civilian Employees 
Sec. 341. Extension of certain transition assist­

ance authorities. 
Sec. 342. Extension and expansion of authority 

to conduct personnel demonstra­
tion projects. 

Sec. 343. Limitation on payment of severance 
pay to certain employees transfer­
ring to employment positions in 
nonappropriated fund instrumen­
talities. 

Sec. 344. Retirement credit for certain service in 
nonappropriated fund instrumen­
talities before January 1, 1987. 

Sec. 345. Travel, transportation, and relocation 
expenses of employees trans[ er­
ring to the United States Postal 
Service. 

Sec. 346. Foreign employees covered by the For­
eign National Employees Separa­
tion Pay Account. 

Sec. 347. Report on conversion of certain posi­
tions to performance by Depart­
ment of Defense employees. 

Sec. 348. Non-Federal employment incentive 
pilot program. 

Sec. 349. Uniform health benefits program for 
employees of the Department of 
Defense assigned to nonappro­
priated fund instrumentalities. 

Subtitle F-Department of Defense Domestic 
and Overseas Dependents' Schools 

Sec. 351. Reauthorization of Department of De­
fense domestic elementary and 
secondary schools for dependents. 

Sec. 352. Report on calculation and recovery of 
tuition costs of certain students 
enrolled in schools of the defense 
dependents' education system. 

Sec. 353. Authority to accept gifts for Depart­
ment of Defense domestic elemen­
tary and secondary schools. 

Sec. 354. Assistance to local educational agen­
cies that benefit dependents of 
members of the Armed Forces and 
Department of Defense civilian 
employees. 

Subtitle G-Reviews, Studies, and &ports 
Sec. 361. Reports on transfers of certain oper­

ation and maintenance funds. 
Sec. 362. Review and report on use of operation 

and maintenance funds by the 
Department of Defense. 

Sec. 363. tost comparison studies for contracts 
for advisory and assistance serv­
ices. 

Sec. 364. Review by Defense Inspector General 
of cost growth in certain con­
tracts. 

Subtitle H-Other Matters 
Sec. 371. Armed Forces Retirement Home. 
Sec. 372. Limitation on use of appropriated 

funds for operation of Armed 
Forces Recreation Center, Europe. 

Sec. 373. Limitation on retention of morale, wel­
l are, and recreation funds by mili­
tary installations. 

Sec. 374. Ships' stores. 
Sec. 375. Operation of military exchange and 

commissary store at Naval Air 
Station Fort Worth, Joint Reserve 
Center, Carswell Field. 

Sec. 376. Disposition of proceeds from operation 
of the Naval Academy laundry. 

Sec. 377. Authority to issue military identifica­
tion cards to so-called honorary 
retirees of the Naval and Marine 
Corps Reserves. 

Sec. 378. Repeal of annual limitation on ex­
penditures for emergency and ex­
traordinary expenses of the De­
partment of Defense Inspector 
General. 

Sec. 379. Transfer of certain excess Department 
of Defense property to edu­
cational institutions and training 
schools. 

Sec. 380. Operation of overseas facilities of the 
Department of Defense by United 
States firms. 

Sec. 381. Requirements for automated informa­
tion systems of the the Depart­
ment of Defense. 

Sec. 382. Program to commemorate World War 
II. 

Sec. 383. Assistance to Red Cross for emergency 
communications services for mem­
bers of the Armed Forces and 
their families. 

Sec. 384. Clarification of authority to provide 
medical transportation under Na­
tional Guard pilot program. 

Sec. 385. National Guard assistance for certain 
youth and charitable organiza­
tions. 

Sec. 386. One-year extension of certain pro­
grams. 

Sec. 387. Procurement of portable ventilators for 
the Defense Medical Facility Of­
fice, Fort Detrick, Maryland. 

TITLE IV-MIUTARY PERSONNEL 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

Subtitle A-Active Forces 
Sec. 401. End strengths for active forces. 
Sec. 402. Temporary variation of end strength 

limitations for Army majors and 
lieutenant colonels. 

Sec. 403. Extension of temporary variation of 
end strength limitations for Ma­
rine Corps majors and lieutenant 
colonels. 

Sec. 404. Increase in authorized strength for 
Marine Corps general officers on 
active duty after fiscal year 1995. 

Sec. 405. Management of senior general and 
flag officer positions. 
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Sec. 406. Temporary exclusion of Superintend­

ent of Naval Academy from count­
ing toward number of senior ad­
mirals authorized to be on active 
duty. 

Subtitle B-Reserve Forces 
Sec. 411. End strengths for Selected Reserve. 
Sec. 412. End strengths for reserves on active 

duty in support of the reserves. 
Sec. 413. Delay in increase in number of active 

component members to be assigned 
for training compattbilty with 
guard units. 

Subtitle C-Military Training Student Loads 
Sec. 421. Authorization of training student 

loads. 
Subtitle D-Authorization of Appropriations 

Sec. 431. Authorization of appropriations for 
military personnel. 

TITLE V-MIUTAllY PERSONNEL POUCY 
Subtitle A-Officer Personnel Policy 

Sec. 501. Consistency of warrant officer person­
nel management policies with 
policies applicable to other offi­
cers. 

Sec. 502. Authority for original regular appoint­
ments of Navy and Marine Corps 
limited duty officers serving in 
grades above pay grade 0-3 under 
temporary appointments. 

Sec. 503. Navy and Marine Corps limited duty 
officers twice having failed of se­
lection for promotion. 

Sec. 504. Selection for designated judge advo­
cate positions. 

Subtitle B----Reserve Component Matters 
Sec. 511 . Increased period of active duty for re­

serve forces mobilized other than 
during war or national emer­
gency. 

Sec. 512. Reserve general and flag officers on 
active duty. 

Sec. 513. Review of opportunities for ordering 
individual reserves to active duty 
with their consent. 

Sec. 514. Definition of active Guard and Re­
serve duty. 

Sec. 515. Repeal of obsolete provisions pertain­
ing to trans! er of retired regular 
enlisted members to reserve com­
ponents. 

Sec. 516. Semiannual report on separations of 
active Army officers. 

Sec. 517. Early Reserve retirement eligibility for 
disabled members of Selected Re­
serve. 

Sec. 518. Annual payments for members retired 
under Guard and Reserve transi­
tion initiative. 

Sec. 519. Educational requirements for appoint­
ment in reserve components in 
grades above first lieutenant or 
lieutenant (junior grade) . 

Sec. 520. Limited exception for Alaska scout of­
ficers from baccalaureate degree 
requirement for appointment as 
officer in National Guard above 
first lieutenant. 

Sec. 521. Sense of Congress concerning the 
training and modernization of the 
reserve components. 

Subtitle C-Victims' Rights, Family Advocacy, 
and Nondiscrimination Provisions 

Sec. 531. Prohibition of retaliatory actions 
against members of the Armed 
Forces making allegations of sex­
ual harassment or unlawful dis­
crimination. 

Sec. 532. Department of Defense policies and 
procedures on discrimination and 
sexual harassment. 

Sec. 533. Annual report on personnel readiness 
factors by race and gender. 

Sec. 534. Victims' advocates programs in De­
partment of Defense. 

Sec. 535. Transitional compensation and other 
benefits for dependents of mem­
bers separated for dependent 
abuse. 

Sec. 536. Study of spousal abuse involving 
Armed Forces personnel. 

Subtitle D-Matters Relating to the Coast 
Guard 

Sec. 541. Extension of Warrant Officer Manage­
ment Act provisions to Coast 
Guard. 

Sec. 542. Coast Guard force reduction transition 
benefits. 

Sec. 543. Expansion of personnel adjustment, 
education, and training programs 
to include Coast Guard. 

Subtitle E-Other Matters 
Sec. 551. Repeal of required reduction in re­

cruiting personnel. 
Sec. 552. Authorized active duty strengths for 

Army enlisted members in pay 
grade E-8. 

Sec. 553. Prohibition on imposition of addi­
tional charges or fees for attend­
ance at certain academies. 

Sec. 554. Biennial survey on the State of race 
and ethnic issues in the military. 

Sec. 555. Review of certain discharges from the 
United States Military Academy 
during the post-Civil War period. 

Sec. 556. Administration of athletics programs 
at the service academies. 

Sec. 557. Reimbursement for certain losses of 
household effects caused by hos­
tile action. 

Sec. 558. Military recruiting on campus. 
Sec. 559. Authorization for instruction of civil­

ian students at foreign language 
center of the Defense Language 
Institute. 

Sec. 560. Discharge of members who are perma­
nently nonworldwide assignable. 

TITLE VI-COMPENSATION AND OTHER 
PERSONNEL BENEFITS 

Subtitle A-Pay and Allowances 
Sec. 601. Military pay raise for fiscal year 1995. 
Sec. 602. Cost-of-living allowance for members 

of the uniformed services assigned 
to high cost areas in the continen­
tal United States. 

Sec. 603. Increase in subsistence allowance pay­
able to members of Senior Reserve 
Officers' Training Corps. 

Sec. 604. Temporary family housing or tem­
porary housing allowances for de­
pendents of members who die in 
the line of duty. 

Subtitle B-Bonuses and Special and 
Incentive Pays 

Sec. 611. Extension of certain bonuses for re­
serve forces . 

Sec. 612. Extension and modification of certain 
bonuses and special pay for nurse 
officer candidates, registered 
nurses, and nurse anesthetists. 

Sec. 613. Extension of authority relating to pay­
ment of other bonuses and special 
pays. 

Subtitle C-Travel and Transportation 
Allowances 

Sec. 621 Responsibility for preparation of trans­
portation mileage tables. 

Sec. 622 Payment for transient housing for 
members of a reserve component 
performing certain training duty. 

Sec. 623. Change in provision of transportation 
incident to personal emergencies 
for members stationed outside the 
continental United States. 

Sec. 624. Clarification of travel and transpor­
tation allowance of family mem­
bers incident to serious illness or 
injury of members. 

Sec. 625. Applicability of additional family sep­
aration allowance to periods be­
tween deployments less than 30 
days apart. 

Subtitle D-Retired Pay and Survivor Benefits 
Sec. 631. Elimination of disparity between effec­

tive dates for military and civilian 
retiree cost-of-living adjustments 
for fiscal year 1995. 

Sec. 632. Sense of Congress on equal treatment 
of effective dates for future cost­
of-living adjustments for military 
and civilian retirees. 

Sec. 633. Clarification of calculation of retired 
pay for officers who retire in a 
grade lower than the grade held 
at retirement. 

Sec. 634. Waiver of administrative time-in-grade 
requirements to prevent pay in­
versions in retired pay of certain 
military retirees. 

Sec. 635. Crediting of reserve service of enlisted 
members for computation of re­
tired pay. 

Sec. 636. Minimum required reserve service for 
eligibility for retired pay for non­
regular service during force 
drawdown period. 

Sec. 637. SEP premiums for reserve-component 
child-only coverage. 

Sec. 638. Discontinuation of insurable interest 
coverage under Survivor Benefit 
Plan. 

Sec. 639. Forfeiture of annuity or retired pay of 
members convicted of espionage 
under UCMJ. 

Sec. 640. Treatment of retired and retainer pay 
of members of cadre of Civilian 
Community Corps. 

Subtitle E-Other Matters 
Sec. 651. Eligibility of members retired under 

temporary special retirement au­
thority for Servicemen's Group 
Life Insurance. 

Sec. 652. Transportation of remains. 
Sec. 653. Special supplemental food program for 

Department of Defense personnel 
outside the United States. 

Sec. 654. Study of offset of disability compensa­
tion by receipt of separation bene­
fits and incentives. 

TITLE VII-HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A-Health Care Services 

Sec. 701. Revision of definition of dependents to 
include young people being adopt­
ed by members or former members. 

Sec. 702. Treatment of certain dependents as 
children for purposes of 
CHAMPUS, dependents' dental 
program, and continued health 
benefits coverage. 

Sec. 703. Availability of dependents' dental pro­
gram outside the United States. 

Sec. 704. Authorization for medical and dental 
care for abused dependents of cer­
tain members. 

Sec. 705. Additional authorized health care 
service available through military 
health care system. 

Sec. 706. Demonstration programs for sale of 
pharmaceuticals. 

Sec. 707. One year continuation of full 
CHAMPUS and dependents' den­
tal program benefits for depend­
ents of members who die while on 
active duty for a period of more 
than 30 days. 
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Subtitle B--Changes to Existing Laws 
Regarding Health Care Management 

Sec. 711. Coordination of benefits with medi­
care. 

Sec. 712. Authority for reimbursement of profes­
sional license fees under resource 
sharing agreements. 

Sec. 713. Imposition of enrollment fees for man­
aged care plans. 

Sec. 714. Strengthening managed health care 
authorities. 

Sec. 715. Delay in deadline for use of health 
maintenance organization model 
as option for military health care. 

Sec. 716. Limitation on reduction in numbet of 
reserve component medical per-
sonnel. · 

Sec. 717. Implementation of annual health care 
survey requirement. 

Subtitk C-Persian Gulf Illness 
Sec. 721 . Programs related to Desert Storm mys­

tery illness. 
Sec. 722. Studies of health consequences of mili­

tary service or employment in 
Southwest Asia during the Per­
sian Gulf War . 

Subtitle D--Other Matters 
Sec. 731. Chiropractic health care demonstra­

tion program. 
Sec. 732. Demonstration program for admission 

of civilians as physician assistant 
students at Academy of Health 
Sciences, Fort Sam Houston , 
Texas. 

Sec. 733. Delay in closure of Army hospital at 
Vicenza, Italy. 

Sec. 734. Oral typhoid vaccine inventory of De-
partment oi Defense. · 

Sec. 735. Report on expanded use of nonavail­
ability of health care statements. 

Sec. 736. Cost analysis of Tidewater TR/CARE 
delivery of pediatric health care 
to military families. 

Sec. 737. Study and report on financial relief for 
certain medicare-eligible military 
retirees who incur medicare late 
enrollment penalties. 

Sec. 738. Sense of Congress on continuity of 
health care services for covered 
beneficiaries in areas affected by 
base closures. 

TITLE VIII-ACQUISITION POUCY, ACQUI­
SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED 
MATl'ERS 

Subtitle A-Acquisition Assistance Programs 
Sec. 801 . Procurement technical assistance pro­

grams. 
Sec. 802. Pilot mentor-protege program. 
Sec. 803. Infrastructure assistance for histori­

cally Black colleges and other mi­
nority institutions of higher edu­
cation. 

Sec. 804. Treatment under subcontracting plans 
of purchases from qualified non­
profit agencies for the blind or se­
verely disabled. 

s.blilk JJ--Oth.er Matters 
Sec. 811. Delegation of industrial mobilization 

authority. 
Sec. 812. Determinations of public interest under 

the Bu11 American Act. 
Sec. 813. Continuation of expiring requirement 

for annual report on the use of 
competiti11e procedures for award­
ing certain contracts to colleges 
and universities. 

Sec. 814. Consolidation of limitations on pro­
curement df goods other than 
American goods. 

Sec. 815. Environmental consequence analysis 
of major defense acquisition pro­
grams. 

Sec. 816. Demonstration project on purchase of 
fire, security , police, public works, 
and utility services from local 
government agencies. 

Sec. 817. Preference for local residents. 
Sec. 818. Payment of restructuring costs under 

defense contracts. 
Sec. 819. Defense Acquisition Pilot Program des­

ignations. 
TITLE IX-DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT 
Subtitle A-Secretarial Matters 

Sec. 901. Additional Assistant Secretary of De­
fense. 

Sec. 902. Order of succession to Secretaries of 
the military departments. 

Sec. 903. Change of title of Comptroller of the 
Department of Defense to Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptrol­
ler). 

Sec. 904. National Guard Bureau charter. 
Subtitle B-Professional Military Education 

Sec. 911. Authority for Marine Corps University 
to award the degree of master of 
military studies. 

Sec. 912. Board of Advisors for Marine Corps 
University . 

Sec. 913. Authority for Air University to award 
the degree of master of airpower 
art and science. 

Sec. 914. Sense of Congress on grade of heads of 
senior professional military edu­
cation schools. 

Subtitle C-Other Matters 
Sec. 921. Composition of Reserve Forces Policy 

Sec. 1032. Requirement for Secretary of Defense 
to submit recommendations on 
certain provisions of law concern­
ing missing persons. 

Sec. 1033. Contact between the Department of 
Defense and the Ministry of Na­
tional Defense of China on POW! 
MIA issues. 

Sec. 1034. Information concerning unaccounted 
for United States personnel of the 
Vietnam conflict. 

Sec. 1035. Report on POW/MIA matters con­
cerning North Korea. 

Sec. 1036. Disclosure of information concerning 
unaccounted for United States 
personnel from the Korean con­
flict , the Vietnam era, and the 
Cold War. 

Subtitle E-Miscellaneous Reporting 
Requirements 

Sec. 1041. Annual report on denial , revocation, 
and suspension of security clear­
ances. 

Sec. 1042. Report on use of low-enriched ura­
nium as fuel for naval nuclear re­
actors. 

Subtitle F-Congressional Findings, Policies, 
Commendations, and Commemorations 

Sec. 1051. Sense of Congress concerning com­
mendation of individuals exposed 
to mustard agents during World 
War II testing activities. 

Sec. 1052. USS Indianapolis (CA-35) : gallantry, 
sacrifice and a decisive mission to 
end WW II. 

Board. Subtitle G-Other Matters 
Sec. 922. Continuation of Uniformed Services Sec. 1061. Increased authority to accept vol-

University of the Health Sciences. untary services. 
Sec. 923. Commission on Roles and Missions of Sec. 1062. Civil Air Patrol . 

the Armed Forces. Sec. 1063. Prohibition on the purchase of surety 
Sec. 924. Renaming of the United States Court bonds and other guarantees for 

of Military Appeals and the the Department of Defense. 
Courts of Military Review. Sec. 1064. Revision of authority for use of Navy 

Sec. 925. Budget support for reserve elements of installations to provide prerelease 
special operations command. employment training to non-

TITLE X-GENERAL PROVISIONS violent of fenders in State penal 
Subtitle A-Financial Matters systems. 

sec. 1001. Transfer authority. Sec. 1065. Demonstration project for use of 
Sec. 1002. Emergency supplemental authoriza- Army installations to provide 

ti on of appropriations for fiscal prerelease employment training to 
year 1994. nonviolent offenders in State 

Sec. 1003. Incorporation of classified annex. penal systems. 
Sec. 1004. Date for submission of future-years Sec. 1066. lnteragency placement program for 

mission budget. Federal employees affected by re-
Sec. 1005. Submission of next future-years de- ductions in force. 

fense program as required by law. Sec. 1067. National Museum of Health and 
Sec. 1006. Authority for obligation of certain Medicine. 

unauthorized fiscal year 1994 de- Sec. 1068. Assignments of employees between 
fense appropriations. Federal agencies and federally 

Subtitle B--Counter-Drug Activities funded research and development 
centers. 

Sec. 1011. Department of Defense support for Sec. 1069. Review of the Bottom Up Review and 
counter-drug activities. the Future-Year Defense Program 

Sec. 1012. Official immunity for authorized em- and establishment of new funding 
ployees and agents of the United requirements and priorities. 
States and foreign countries en- Sec. 1070. Technical and clerical amendments. 
gaged in interdiction of aircraft Sec. 1071. Authorization to exchange certain 
used in illicit drug trafficking. items for transportation services. 

Sec. 1013. Report on status of defense random Sec. 1072. Air National Guard fighter aircraft 
drug testing program. force structure. 

Subtitle C-Naval Vessels and Related Sec. 1073. Sense of Congress concerning visas 
Matten for high-level officials of Taiwan. 

Sec. 1021. Transfer of USNS Maury. Sec. 1074. Defense Mapping Agency. 
Sec. 1022. Transfer of obsolete vessel Guadal- Sec. 1075. Limitation regarding telecommuni-

canal. cations requirements. 
Sec. 1023. Maritime prepositioning ship program TITLE XI-DEFENSE CONVERSION, REIN-

enhancement. VESTMENT, AND TRANSITION ASSIST-
Subtitle D-POW!MJA Matters ANCE 

Sec. 1031. Assistance to family members of Ko- Sec. 1101 . Short title. 
rean conflict and Cold War POW! Sec. 1102. Funding of defense conversion, rein-
M!As who remain unaccounted vestment, and transition assist-
/or. ance programs for f iscal year 1995. 
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Subtitle A-Defense Technology and Indus­

trial Base, Defense Reinvestment, and De­
fense Conversion 

Sec. 1111. Funding of defense technology rein­
vestment programs for fiscal year 
1995. 

Sec. 1112. Support for technologies with appli­
cability for law enforcement and 
military operations other than 
war. 

Sec. 1113. Federal defense laboratory diver­
sification and Navy reinvestment 
in the technology and industrial 
base. 

Sec. 1114. Loan guarantees under defense dual­
use assistance extension program. 

Sec. 1115. Financial commitment requirements 
for small business concerns for 
participation in technology rein­
vestment projects. 

Sec. 1116. Conditions on funding of defense 
technology reinvestment projects. 

Sec. 1117. Use of certain funds pending submis­
sion of a national technology and 
industrial base periodic defense 
capability assessment and a peri­
odic defense capability plan. 

Sec. 1118. Documentation for awards for coop­
erative agreements or other trans­
actions under defense technology 
reinvestment programs. 

Sec. 1119. Comptroller General assessment of ex­
tent to which technology and in­
dustrial base programs attain pol­
icy objectives. 

Subtitle B-Community Adjustment and 
Assistance Programs 

Sec. 1121. Funds for adjustment and diversifica­
tion assistance for States and 
local governments from Office of 
Economic Adjustment. 

Sec. 1122. Studies and plans for market diver­
sification. 

Sec. 1123. Advance community adjustment and 
economic diversification planning. 

Subtitle C-Personnel Adjustment, Education, 
and Training Programs 

Sec. 1131. Teacher and teacher's aide placement 
programs. 

Sec. 1132. Assistance for eligible members to ob­
tain employment with law en­
! orcement agencies. 

Sec. 1133. Pilot program to place separated 
members and terminated defense 
employees in teaching positions as 
bilingual math and science teach­
ers. 

Sec. 1134. Demonstration project to assist sepa­
rated members and terminated de­
fense workers to become business 
owners. 

Sec. 1135. Demonstration project to promote 
ship recycling as a method to as­
sist separated members and termi­
nated defense workers. 

Sec. 1136. Administration and funding of de­
fense diversification program and 
defense conversion adjustment 
program under Job Training Part­
nership Act. 

Sec. 1137. Assistance for certain workers dis­
located due to reductions by the 
United States in the export of de­
fense articles and services. 

Subtitle D--Other Matters 
Sec. 1141. Extension of Armament Retooling 

and Manufacturing Support Ini­
tiative and establishment of 
ARMS initiative loan guarantee 
program. 

Sec. 1142. Changes in notice requirements upon 
pending or actual termination of 
defense programs. 

Sec. 1143. Plan for deployment of defense envi­
ronmental technologies for dredg­
ing of dual-use ports. 

TITLE XII-COOPERATIVE THREAT REDUC­
TION WITH STATES OF FORMER SOVIET 
UNION 

Sec. 1201. Cooperative Threat Reduction pro­
grams. 

Sec. 1202. Extension of semiannual report on 
Cooperative Threat Reduction 
programs. 

Sec. 1203. Report on accounting for United 
States assistance. 

Sec. 1204. Report on control and accountability 
of material relating to weapons of 
mass destruction. 

Sec. 1205. Multiyear planning and allied sup­
port. 

Sec. 1206. Funding limitations on Cooperative 
Threat Reduction program for fis­
cal year 1995. 

Sec. 1207. Report on offensive biological war­
! are program of the States of the 
farmer Soviet Union. 

Sec. 1208. Coordination of certain Cooperative 
Threat Reduction programs. 

Sec. 1209. Sense of Congress concerning safe 
and secure dismantlement of So­
viet nuclear arsenal. 

TITLE XIII-MATTERS RELATING TO 
ALLIES AND OTHER NATIONS 

Subtitle A-Matters Relating to NATO 
Sec. 1301.Cooperative research and development 

agreements with NATO organiza­
tions. 

Sec. 1302. North Atlantic Treaty Organization. 
Sec. 1303. Authorized end strength for military 

personnel in Europe. 
Sec. 1304. Allied share of installations costs. 
Sec. 1305. Payments-in-kind for release of Unit­

ed States overseas military f acili­
ties to NATO host countries. 

Sec. 1306. George C. Marshall European Center 
for Security Studies. 

Sec. 1307. Sense of the Senate concerning par­
ticipation in allied defense co­
operation. 

Subtitle B-Matters Relating to Several 
Countries 

Sec. 1311. Limitation on obligation of funds for 
overseas basing activities. 

Sec. 1312. Clarification and codification of over­
seas military end strength limita­
tion. 

Sec. 1313. Cost-sharing policy and report. 
Sec. 1314. Report assessing the national secu­

rity consequences of United States 
military cooperation programs. 

Sec. 1315. Review and report regarding Depart­
ment of Defense programs relating 
to regional security and host na­
tion development in the Western 
Hemisphere. 

Sec. 1316. Military-to-military contacts and 
comparable activities. 

Sec. 1317. Extension of authority to enter into 
certain cooperative agreement au­
thorities to include the United Na­
tions and regional organizations 
of which the United States is a 
member. 

Sec. 1318. Permanent authority for Department 
of Defense to share equitably the 
costs of claims under inter­
national armaments cooperative 
programs. 

Subtitle C-Matters Relating to Specific 
Countries 

Sec. 1321. Defense cooperation between the 
United States and Israel. 

Sec. 1322. Readiness of military forces of the 
Republic of Korea. 

Sec. 1323. Military planning for the size and 
structure of a force required for a 
major regional contingency on the 
Korean peninsula. 

Sec. 1324. Sense of Congress concerning the 
North Korean nuclear weapons 
development program. 

Sec. 1325. Report on security relationship be­
tween the United States and 
Japan. 

TITLE XIV-PEACE OPERATIONS AND 
HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE ACTIVITIES 

Subtitle A-Peace Operations 
Sec. 1401 . Reports on reforming United Nations 

peace operations. 
Sec. 1402. Report on military readiness implica­

tions of Bosnia peacekeeping de­
ployment. 

Sec. 1403. Report on intelligence lessons learned 
from United States activities in 
Somalia. 

Sec. 1404. Bosnia and Herzegovina. 
Subtitle B-Assistance Activities 

Sec. 1411. Overseas Humanitarian, Disaster, 
and Civic Aid Programs. 

Sec. 1412. Foreign disaster assistance. 
Sec. 1413. Humanitarian assistance program for 

clearing landmines. 
TITLE XV-ARMS CONTROL MATTERS 

Sec. 1501. Extension and revision of non­
proliferation authorities. 

Sec. 1502. Joint Committee for Review of 
Counterproliferation Programs of 
the United States. 

Sec. 1503. Reports on counterproliferation ac­
tivities and programs. 

Sec. 1504. Amounts for counterproliferation ac­
tivities. 

Sec. 1505. Studies relating to United States 
counterproliferation policy. 

Sec. 1506. Restriction relating to submission of 
report on proliferation of foreign 
military satellites. 

Sec. 1507. Limitation on funds for studies pend­
ing receipt of previously required 
report. 

Sec. 1508. Sense of Congress concerning indefi­
nite extenstion of Nuclear Non­
proliferation Treaty. 

Sec. 1509. Negotiation of limitations on nuclear 
weapons testing. 

TITLE XVI-RESERVE OFFICER 
PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT ACT (ROPMA) 

Sec. 1601. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 1602. References to title 10, United States 

Code. 
Subtitle A-Reserve Officer Personnel 

Management 
PART I-REVISED AND STANDARDIZED RESERVE 

OFFICER PERSONNEL SYSTEM 

Sec. 1611. Promotion and retention of reserve 
officers. 

PART II-CONFORMING AMENDMENTS 

Sec. 1621. Definition of reserve active-status 
list. 

Sec. 1622. Authority to suspend officer person­
nel laws during war or national 
emergency. 

Sec. 1623. Active-duty list promotion boards to 
have authority to recommend that 
reserve officers considered for pro­
motion be required to show cause 
for retention on active duty. 

Sec. 1624. Applicability of chapter 36 to reserve 
officers during war or national 
emergency. 

Sec. 1625. Grade in which reserve officers are 
ordered to active duty. 

Sec. 1626. Date of rank. 
Sec. 1627. Discharge before completion of re­

quired service in case of officers 
having twice failed of selection 
for captain or navy lieutenant. 
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Sec. 1628. Conforming amendments relating to 

Navy and Marine Corps officers. 
Sec. 1629. Repeal of reserve officer personnel 

policy laws. 
Sec. 1630. Amendments to title 32, United States 

Code. 
Subtitle B-Other Personnel Policy 

Amernlments 
PART I-APPOINTMENTS 

Sec. 1631. Repeal of separate authority for ac­
cession of women in reserve com­
ponents. 

Sec. 1632. Appointment authority for reserve 
grades of lieutenant colonel and 
commander. 

Sec. 1633. Appointment of former commissioned 
officers in reserve components. 

Sec. 1634. Constructive credit for appointment 
of officers in reserve components 
with qualifying education or ex­
perience. 

Sec. 1635. Computation of years of service for 
transfer of Army officers to Re­
tired Reserve. 

Sec. 1636. Repeal of miscellaneous obsolete ap­
pointment authorities. 

PART //-RETIREMENT AND SEPARATION 
Sec. 1641. Computation of highest grade in 

which satisfactorily served for re­
serve commissioned officers and 
former officers. 

Subtitle C-Reorgani:z:ation arnl Consolida· 
tion of Laws Relating to Reserve Compo­
nents 

Sec. 1661. Laws relating to organization and 
administration of reserve compo­
nents. 

Sec. 1662. Laws relating to reserve component 
personnel policy. 

Sec. 1663. Laws relating to reserve component 
training and educational assist­
ance programs. 

Sec. 1664. Laws relating to reserve component 
procurement and equipment. 

Sec. 1665. Legislative construction. 
Subtitle D-Technical ancl Clerical 

Amernlments 
Sec. 1671. Amendments to subtitle A of title 10, 

United States Code. 
Sec. 1672. Amendments to subtitle B of title 10, 

United States Code. 
Sec. 1673. Amendments to subtitle C of title 10, 

United States Code. 
Sec. 1674. Amendments to subtitle D of title 10, 

United States Code. 
Sec. 1675. Amendments to subtitle E of title 10, 

United States Code. 
Sec. 1676. Amendments to titles 32 and 37, Unit­

ed States Code. 
Sec. 1677. Amendments to other laws. 

Subtitle E-Transition Provisions 
Sec. 1681. Continuation on the reserve active­

status list of certain reserve colo­
nels of the Army and Air Force. 

Sec. 1682. Effects of selection for promotion and 
failure of selection for Army and 
Air Force officers. 

Sec. 1683. Effects of selection for promotion and 
failure of selection for Navy and 
Marine Corps officers. 

Sec. 1684. Delays in promotions and removals 
from promotion list. 

Sec. 1685. Minimum service qualifications for 
promotion. 

Sec. 1686. Establishment of reserve active-status 
list. 

Sec. 1687. Preservation of relative seniority 
under the initial establishment of 
the reserve active-status list. 

Sec. 1688. Grade on transfer to the Retired Re­
serve. 

Sec. 1689. Rights for officers with over three 
years service. 

Sec. 1690. Mandatory separation for age for cer­
tain reserve officers of the Navy 
and Marine Corps. 

Subtitle F-Effective Dates arnl General 
Savings Provisions 

Sec. 1691. Effective dates. 
Sec. 1692. Preservation of suspended status of 

laws suspended as of effective 
date. 

Sec. 1693. Preservation of preexisting rights, du­
ties, penalties, and proceedings. 

DIVISION B-MIUTARY CONSTRUCTION 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

Sec. 2001. Short title. 
TITLE XXl-ARMY 

Sec. 2101. Authorized Army construction and 
land acquisition projects. 

Sec. 2102. Family housing. 
Sec. 2103. Improvements to military family 

housing units. 
Sec. 2104. Authorization of appropriations, 

Army. 
Sec. 2105. Authorization of military construc­

tion project at Fort Bragg, North 
Carolina, for which funds have 
been appropriated. 

Sec. 2106. Relocation of Army family housing 
units from Fort Hunter Liggett, 
California, to Fort Stewart, Geor­
gia. 

Sec. 2107. Highway safety at Hawthorne Army 
Ammunition Plant, Nevada. 
TITLE XXll-NA VY 

Sec. 2201. Authorized Navy construction and 
land acquisition projects. 

Sec. 2202. Family housing. 
Sec. 2203. Improvements to military family 

housing units. 
Sec. 2204. Authorization of appropriations, 

Navy. 
Sec. 2205. Restoration of authority to carry out 

military construction project at 
Naval Supply Center, Pensacola, 
Florida. 

Sec. 2206. Design activities for upgrade of 
Mayport Naval Station, Florida. 

Sec. 2207. Relocation of Pascagoula Coast 
Guard Station, Mississippi. 

TITLE XXlll-AIR FORCE 
Sec. 2301. Authorized Air Force construction 

and land acquisition projects. 
Sec. 2302. Family housing. 
Sec. 2303. Improvements to military family 

housing units. 
Sec. 2304. Authorization of appropriations, Air 

Force. 
Sec. 2305. Authorization of military construc­

tion projects at Tyndall Air Force 
Base, Florida, for which funds 
have been appropriated. 

Sec. 2306. Revision of authorized family hous­
ing project at Tyndall Air Force 
Base, Florida. 

Sec. 2307. Modification of Air Force Plant No. 
3, Tulsa, Oklahoma. 

Sec. 2308. Repeal of limitation on order of re­
tirement of Minuteman II missiles. 

TITLE XXIV-DEFENSE AGENCIES 
Sec. 2401. Authorized Defense Agencies con­

struction and land acquisition 
projects. 

Sec. 2402. Family housing. 
Sec. 2403. Improvement to military family hous­

ing units. 
Sec. 2404. Energy conservation projects. 
Sec. 2405. Authorization of appropriations, De­

fense Agencies. 
Sec. 2406. Community impact assistance with 

regard to Naval Weapons Station, 
Charleston, South Carolina. 

Sec. 2407. Planning and design for construction 
in support of consolidation of op­
erations of the Defense Finance 
and Accounting Service. 

Sec. 2408. Modification of authority to carry 
out fiscal year 1993 project. 

TITLE XXV-NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY 
ORGANIZATION INFRASTRUCTURE 

Sec. 2501. Authorized NATO construction and 
land acquisition projects. 

Sec. 2502. Authorization of appropriations, 
NATO. 

TITLE XXVl-GUARD AND RESERVE 
FORCES FACIUTIES 

Sec. 2601. Authorized Guard and Reserve con­
struction and land acquisition 
projects. 

Sec. 2602. Prohibition on use of funds for unau­
thorized Guard and Reserve 
projects. 

Sec. 2603. Authorization of projects for which 
funds have been appropriated. 

Sec. 2604. State National Guard headquarters, 
Fort Dix, New Jersey. 

Sec. 2605. Colorado State Area Command Ar­
mory, Englewood, Colorado. 

TITLE XXVll-EXPIRATION AND 
EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS 

Sec. 2701. Expiration of authorizations and 
amounts required to be specified 
by law. 

Sec. 2702. Extension of authorizations of cer­
tain fiscal year 1992 projects. 

Sec. 2703. Extension of authorizations of cer­
tain fiscal year 1991 projects. 

Sec. 2704. Effective date. 
TITLE XXVlll-GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Subtitle A-Military Construction Program 
arnl Military Family Housing Changes 

Sec. 2801. Limitation on repair of existing facili­
ties. 

Sec. 2802. Clarification of requirement for noti­
fication of Congress of improve­
ments in family housing units~ 

Sec. 2803. Limited partnerships for Navy hous­
ing. 

Sec. 2804. Reimbursement for services provided 
by the Department of Defense in­
cident to construction, mainte­
nance, or repair projects to real 
property. 

Sec. 2805. Authority to pay closing costs under 
Homeowners Assistance Program. 

Subtitle B-Defense Base Closure arnl 
Realignment 

Sec. 2811. Prohibition against consideration in 
base closure process of advance 
conversion planning undertaken 
by potential affected communities. 

Sec. 2812. Consultation regarding personal 
property located at military in­
stallations to be closed. 

Sec. 2813. Clarifying and technical amendments 
to base closure laws. 

Sec. 2814. Government rental of facilities lo­
cated on closed military installa­
tions. 

Sec. 2815. Report of effect of base closures on 
future mobilization options. 

Sec. 2816. Restoration of annual leave for civil­
ian employees in connection with 
certain base realignments. 

Sec. 2817. Agreements of settlement for release 
of improvements at overseas mili­
tary installations. 

Subtitle C-Changes to Existing La.ml 
Conveyance Authority 

Sec. 2821. Additional lessee of property at Naval 
Supply Center, Oakland, Califor­
nia. 

Sec. 2822. Modification of land conveyance, 
Fort A.P. Hill Military Reserva­
tion, Virginia. 

Sec. 2823. Preservation of Calverton Pine 
Barrens, Naval Weapons Indus­
trial Reserve Plant, New York, as 
nature preserve. 
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Sec. 2824. Release of reversionary interest re­

tained as part of conveyance of 
electricity distribution system, 
Fort Dix, New Jersey. 

Sec. 2825. Modification of land conveyance, 
Fort Knox, Kentucky. 

Sec. 2826. Revisions to release of reversionary 
interest, Old Spanish Trail Ar­
mory, Harris County, Texas. 

Sec. 2827. Modification of height restriction in 
avigation easement. 

Sec. 2828. Technical amendment to corn~ct ref­
erence in land transaction. 

Subtitle D-Land Conveyances 
Sec. 2831. Land conveyance, Air Force Plant 

No. 3, Tulsa, Oklahoma. 
Sec. 2832. Land conveyance, Air Force Plant 

No. 59, Johnson City (Westover), 
New York. 

Sec. 2833. Land conveyance, Naval Weapons 
Industrial Reserve Plant, 
Calverton, New York. 

Sec. 2834. Land conveyance, Radar Bomb Scor­
ing Site, Dickinson, North Da­
kota. 

Sec. 2835. Land conveyance, Finley Air Force 
Station, Finley North Dakota. 

Sec. 2836. Land conveyance, Cornhusker Army 
Ammunition Plant, Hall County, 
Nebraska. 

Sec. 2837. Land conveyance, Hawthorne Army 
Ammunition Plant, Mineral 
County. Nevada. 

Sec. 2838. Land conveyance, Fort Dix, New Jer­
sey. 

Sec. 2839. Land conveyance, Defense Fuel Sup­
ply Point, Casco Bay, Maine. 

Sec. 2840. Land conveyance, Army Reserve Fa­
cility, Rio Vista, California. 

Sec. 2841. Lease of property, Naval Shipyard, 
Vallejo, California. 

Sec. 2842. Lease of property, Naval Radio Re­
ceiving Facility, Imperial Beach, 
Coronado, California. 

Sec. 2843. Authority for Oxnard Harbor Dis­
trict, Port Hueneme, California, 
to use certain Navy property. 

Sec. 2844. Transfer of jurisdiction, Air Force 
housing at Radar Bomb Scoring 
Site, Holbrook, Arizona. 

Sec. 2845. Transfer of jurisdiction, Holloman 
Air Force Base, New Mexico. 

Sec. 2846. Transfer of jurisdiction, Fort Devens, 
Massachusetts. 

Sec. 2847. Release of requirements and rever­
sionary interest on certain prop­
erty in Baltimore, Maryland. 

Sec. 2848. Release of reversionary interest on 
certain property in York County 
and James City County, Virginia, 
and Newport News, Virginia. 

Subtitle E-Other Matters 
Sec. 2851. Joint construction contracting for 

commissaries and nonappro­
priated fund instrumentality fa­
cilities. 

Sec. 2852. National Guard facility contracts 
subject to performance super­
vision by Army or Navy. 

Sec. 2853. Repeal of restrictions on land trans­
actions relating to Presidio of San 
Francisco, California. 

Se.c. 2854. Report on use of funds for environ­
mental restoration at Cornhusker 
Army Ammunition Plant, Hall 
County, Nebraska. 

Sec. 2855. Engineering, design, construction, 
and related services for Women in 
Military Service for America Me­
morial. 

Sec. 2856. Sense of the Senate on authorization 
of funds for military construction 
projects not requested in the 
President's annual budget re­
quest. 

DIVISION C-DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS 
AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS 
TITLE XXXI-DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS 
Subtitle A-National Security Programs 

Authorizations 
Sec. 3101. Weapons activities. 
Sec. 3102. Environmental restoration and waste 

management. 
Sec. 3103. Nuclear materials support and other 

defense programs. 
Sec. 3104. Defense nuclear waste disposal. 

Subtitle B-Recurring General Provisions 
Sec. 3121. Reprogramming. 
Sec. 3122. Limits on general plant projects. 
Sec. 3123. Limits on construction projects. 
Sec. 3124. Transfer authority. 
Sec. 3125. Construction design and conceptual 

design for construction projects. 
Sec. 3126. Authority for emergency planning, 

design, and construction activi­
ties. 

Sec. 3127. Funds available for all national secu­
rity programs of the Department 
of Energy. 

Sec. 3128. Availability of funds. 
Subtitle C-Program Authorizations, 

Restrictions, and Limitations 
Sec. 3131. Stockpile stewardship recruitment 

and training program. 
Sec. 3132. Defense inertial confinement fusion 

program. 
Sec. 3133. Payment of penalties. 
Sec. 3134. Water management programs. 
Sec. 3135. Protection of workers at nuclear 

weapons facilities. 
Sec. 3136. Limitation on use of program direc­

tion funds. 
Sec. 3137. National security programs. 
Sec. 3138. Programs for persons who may have 

been exposed to radiation released 
from Hanford Nuclear Reserva­
tion. 

Sec. 3139. Limitation on study or relocation of 
tritium-related activities and op­
erations. 

Sec. 3140. Hazardous materials management 
and hazardous materials emer­
gency response training program. 

Sec. 3141. International Center for Applied Re­
search. 

Subtitle D-Other Matters 
Sec. 3151. Accounting procedures for Depart­

ment of Energy funds. 
Sec. 3152. Approval for certain nuclear weapons 

activities. 
Sec. 3153. Study of feasibility of conducting cer­

tain activities at the Nevada Test 
Site, Nevada. 

Sec. 3154. Report on waste streams generated by 
nuclear weapons production 
cycle. 

Sec. 3155. Communication of restricted data and 
formerly restricted data. 

Sec. 3156. Scholarship and fellowship program 
for environmental restoration and 
waste management. 

Sec. 3157. Report on economic redevelopment 
and conversion activities resulting 
from reconfiguration of Depart­
ment of Energy nuclear weapons 
complex. 

Sec. 3158. Office of Fissile Materials Disposi­
tion. 

Sec. 3159. Extension of authority to loan per­
sonnel and facilities at Idaho Na­
tional Engineering Laboratory. 

Sec. 3160. Elimination of requirement for five­
year plan for defense nuclear fa­
cilities. 

Sec. 3161. Authority for appointment of certain 
scientific, engineering, and tech­
nical personnel. 

Sec. 3162. Use of funds for computer declas­
sification system. 

Sec. 3163. Safety oversight and enforcement at 
defense nuclear facilities. 

TITLE XXXII-DEFENSE NUCLEAR 
FACIUTIES SAFETY BOARD 

Sec. 3201. Authorization. 
TITLE XXXIII-NATIONAL DEFENSE 

STOCKPILE 
Sec. 3301. Authorized uses of stockpile funds. 
Sec. 3302. Rotation of materials to prevent tech­

nological obsolescence. 
Sec. 3303. Extension of limitation authority to 

dispose of chromium ferro and 
manganese ferro. 

Sec. 3304. Limitation on authority to dispose of 
zinc. 

Sec. 3305. Limitations on disposal of chromite 
and manganese ores. 

Sec. 3306. Report on domestic production of 
high purity electrolytic chromium 
metal. 

TITLE XXXIV-CIVIL DEFENSE 
Subtitle A-Authorization of Appropriations 

Sec. 3401. Authorization of appropriations. 
Subtitle B-Reenactment of Federal Civil De­

fense Act of 1950 in the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act -

Sec. 3411. Restatement of Federal civil defense 
authorities in the Robert T. Staf­
ford Disaster Relief and Emer­
gency Assistance Act. 

Sec. 3412. Repeal of Federal Civil Defense Act of 
1950. 

TITLE XXXV-NAVAL PETROLEUM 
RESERVES 

Sec. 3501. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 3502. Price requirement on sale of certain 

petroleum during fiscal year 1995. 
Sec. 3503. Extension of operating contract for 

Naval Petroleum Reserve Num­
bered 1. 

TITLE XXXVI-PANAMA CANAL 
COMMISSION 

Sec. 3601. Short title. 
Sec. 3602. Authorization of expenditures. 
Sec. 3603. Expenditures in accordance with 

other laws. 
Sec. 3604. Costs of educational services obtained 

in the United States. 
Sec. 3605. Special immigrant status of Panama­

nians employed by the United 
States in the farmer Canal Zone. 

SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMIITEES 
DEFINED. 

For purposes of this Act, the term "congres­
sional defense committees" means the Commit­
tees on Armed Services and the Committees on 
Appropriations of the Senate and House of Rep­
resentatives. 

DIVISION A-DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

TITLE I-PROCUREMENT 
Subtitle A-Authorization of Appropriations 

SEC. 101. ARMY. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro­

priated for fiscal year 1995 for procurement for 
the Army as follows: 

(1) For aircraft, $1,289,452,000. 
(2) For missiles, $818,709,000. 
(3) For weapons and tracked combat vehicles, 

$1,159,214,000. 
(4) For ammunition, $902,821,000. 
(5) For other procurement, $2,624,707,000. 

SEC. 102. NAVY AND MARINE CORPS. 
(a) NAVY.-Funds are hereby authorized to be 

appropriated for fiscal year 1995 for procure­
ment for the Navy as fallows: 

(1) For aircraft, $4,491,845,000. 
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(2) For weapons, including missiles and tor­

pedoes, $2,076,625,000. 
(3) For shipbuilding and conversion, 

$5,619,897,000. ' . 
(4) For other procurement, $3,287,487,000. 
(b) MARINE CORPS.-Funds are hereby author­

ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 1995 for 
procurement for the Marine Corps in the 
amount of $403,410,000. 

(C) NAVY AND MARINE CORPS AMMUNITION.­
Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated 
for procurement of ammunition for Navy and 
the Marine Corps in the amount of $449,815,000. 
SEC. 103. AIR FORCE. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro­
priated for fiscal year 1995 for procurement for 
the Air Force as fallows: 

(1) For aircraft, $6,489,467,000. 
(2) For missiles, $3,732,845,000. 
(3) For ammunition, $251,546,000. 
(4) For other procurement, $6,929,170,000. 

SEC. 104. DEFENSE-WIDE ACTIVITIES. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro­

priated for fiscal year 1995 for Defense-wide pro­
curement in the amount of $1,891,371,000. 
SEC. 105. RESERVE COMPONENTS. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro­
priated for fiscal year 1995 for procurement of 
aircraft, vehicles, communications equipment , 
and other equipment for the reserve components 
of the Armed Forces as follows: 

(1) For the Army National Guard , $20,000,000. 
(2) For the Air National Guard, $260,000,000. 
(3) For the Army Reserve, $50,000,000. 
(4) For the Naval Reserve, $80,000,000. 
(5) For the Air Force Reserve, $50,000,000. 
(6) For the Marine Corps Reserve, $50,000,000. 

SEC. 106. CHEMICAL DEMIUTARIZATION PRO­
GRAM. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION.-There is hereby author­
ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 1995 the 
amount of $599,549,000 for-

(1) the destruction of lethal chemical agents 
and munitions in accordance with section 1412 
of the Department of Defense Authorization 
Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C. 1521); and 

(2) the destruction of chemical warfare mate­
rial of the United States that is not covered by 
section 1412 of such Act. 

(b) LIMITATION.-Of the funds specified in 
subsection (a)-

(1) $363,584,000 is for operations and mainte­
nance; 

(2) $215,265,000 is for procurement; and 
(3) $20, 700 ,000 is for research and development 

efforts in support of the chemical weapons pro­
gram. 

(c) AUTHORITY FOR OBLIGATION OF UNAU­
THORIZED APPROPRIATIONS.-The Secretary of 
Defense may obligate funds appropriated for re­
search , development , test, and evaluation of al­
ternative technologies under the heading 
" CHEMICAL AGENTS AND MUNITIONS DESTRUC­
TION, DEFENSE" in title VI of Public Law 103-
139 (107 Stat. 1436). 

Subtitle B-Army Programs 
SEC. 111. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHORlTY 

FOR ARMY PROGRAMS. 
(a) MJA2 TANK UPGRADE.-The Secretary of 

the Army may, in accordance with statutory 
multiyear contract authority, enter into 
multiyear procurement contracts for procure­
ment of upgrades of Ml Abrams tanks to the 
Ml A2 Abrams configuration. 

(b) AVENGER AIR DEFENSE MISSILE SYSTEM.­
Notwithstanding the limitation on statutory 
multiyear contract authority relating to the 
maximum duration of a multiyear contract 
under that authority, the Secretary of the Army 
may extend the multiyear contract in effect dur­
ing fiscal year 1994 for the Avenger air defense 
missile system for a sixth program year and may 
award such an extension. 

(C) STATUTORY MULTIYEAR CONTRACT AU­
THORITY DEFINED.-For purposes of this section, 
the term "statutory multiyear contract author­
ity" means-

(1) the authority provided in section 2306(h) of 
title JO, United States Code; or 

(2) if the Federal Acquisition Steamlining Act 
of 1994 is enacted during the second session of 
the One Hundred Third Congress, the authority 
provided in section 2306b of title 10, United 
States Code, as added by the Federal Acquisi­
tion Steamlining Act of 1994 (restating the au­
thorities previously provided in section 2306(h) 
of such title) . 
SEC. 112. TRANSFER TO MARINE CORPS OF MlAl 

TANKS REPLACED BY M1A2 UP­
GRADES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary of the Army 
shall transfer Ml Al common tanks to the Ma­
rine Corps Reserve in accordance with this sec­
tion. 

(b) NUMBER OF TANKS TO BE TRANSFERRED.­
The number of tanks to be trans! erred to the 
Marine Corps Reserve under this section is the 
number (if greater than zero) equal to the dif­
ference between-

(]) the number of MJA2 Abrams tank up­
grades for which funds are authorized for fiscal 
year 1995 or (if lower) the number of such up­
grades for which funds are appropriated for fis­
cal year 1995; and 

(2) the number of such upgrades requested in 
the budget of the President for fiscal year 1995. 

(c) TIMING FOR TRANSFERS.-Of the Ml tanks 
selected to be upgraded to the Ml A2 configura­
tion using funds provided for fiscal year 1995, 
the Secretary of the Army shall designate spe­
cific tanks, in the number of such tanks to be 
upgraded in excess of the number requested to 
be upgraded in the budget of the President, as 
constituting the additional Ml A2 tank upgrades 
for which funds were provided in excess of the 
number requested in the budget. With respect to 
each such tank so designated , the Secretary 
may not accept delivery from the contractor of 
that tank until the Secretary has trans! erred to 
the Marine Corps Reserve one MJAJ common 
tank (in addition to any previously transferred). 
SEC. 113. TRANSFER OF MlAl TANKS TO THE MA-

RINE CORPS. 
(a) TRANSFERS AUTHORIZED.-As MJAJ tanks 

of the Army become excess to the requirements 
of the active component of the Army , the Sec­
retary of the Army shall transfer to the Marine 
Corps 84 of such tanks selected by the Secretary 
of the Army to complete the requirements for 
tanks of the active component of the Marine 
Corps. Any such transfer shall be made at no 
expense to the Army. 

(b) LIMITATION ON TANK TRANSFERS TO ARMY 
NATIONAL GUARD.-After the date of the enact­
ment of this Act, the Secretary of the Army may 
not trans! er an Ml Al tank to the Army Na­
tional Guard until, with respect to that transfer, 
the Secretary has transferred a separate Ml Al 
tank to the Marine Corps (in addition to any 
MJAJ tanks previously transferred to the Ma­
rine Corps). The limitation in the preceding sen­
tence shall remain in effect until the Secretary 
has trans/ erred to the Marine Corps under this 
section the total number of tanks specified in 
subsection (a). 

(c) CONDITION OF TANKS.-The tanks trans­
ferred to the Marine Corps pursuant to this sec­
tion shall be in a material condition comparable 
to the material condition of the tanks trans­
ferred to the National Guard. 

(d) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN TRANSFERRED 
TANKS UNDER LIMITATIONS.-Transfers of tanks 
under section 112 shall not be counted for pur­
poses of this section. 
SEC. 114. EXCEPTION TO MANDATORY RETIRE­

MENT OF OV-1 AIRCRAFT FOR AIR­
CRAFT DEPLOYED IN KOREA. 

(a) EXCEPTION TO MANDATORY RETIREMENT.­
The first sentence of subsection (b)(2) of section 

1439 of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law 101-510; 104 
Stat. 1689) shall not apply with respect to OV-
1 Mohawk surveillance aircraft deployed in 
Korea in a number not in excess of the number 
of such aircraft deployed in Korea on the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) EXCEPTION TO PROHIBITION ON USE OF 
FUNDS.-The provisions of subsection (a) of that 
section shall not apply with respect to the oper­
ation and maintenance of aircraft covered by 
subsection (a) of this section. 
SEC. 115. SMALL ARMS INDVSTRlAL BASE. 

(a) FUNDING FOR PROCUREMENT.-Of the 
funds authorized to be appropriated pursuant to 
section 101(3) , $93,683,000 is available for pro­
curement of small arms weapons as fallows: 

(1) $38,902,000 for the MK19-3 grenade ma­
chine gun. 

(2) $13,000,000 for the M16A2 rifle. 
(3) $28,616,000 for the M249 squad automatic 

weapon. 
(4) $13,165,000 for the M4 carbine. 
(b) MULTIYEAR CONTRACTS AUTHORIZED.-(1) 

During fiscal year 1995, the Secretary of the 
Army may, in accordance with section 2306(h) of 
title 10, United States Code, enter into multiyear 
contracts to meet the fallowing objectives for 
quantities of small arms weapons to be procured 
for the Army: 
Weapon 

MKJ9-3 grenade machine 
gun ............. ................ .... . 
M16A2 rifle ..... .... ..... ... .... . 
M249 squad automatic 

Quantity 

21,217 
1,002,277 

weapon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71, 769 
M4 carbine .. ...... ... ............ 132,510. 
(2) If the Army does not enter into contracts 

during fiscal year 1995 that will meet all the ob­
jectives set forth in paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall , to the extent provided for in appropria­
tions Acts, enter into multiyear contracts during 
subsequent fiscal years to meet those objectives. 

(c) FOLLOW-ON WEAPONS.-The Secretary of 
the Army shall provide for procurement of prod­
uct improvements for existing small arms weap­
ons and may do so within multiyear contracts 
entered into pursuant to subsection (b). 

(d) JOINT SMALL ARMS MASTER PLAN.-(1) 
The Secretaries of the military departments 
shall jointly develop a master plan for meeting 
the immediate and future needs of the Armed 
Forces for small arms. The Secretary of the 
Army shall coordinate the development of the 
joint small arms master plan. The joint small 
arms master plan shall include-

( A) an examination of the relative advantages 
and disadvantages of improving existing small 
arms weapons as compared to investing in new, 
advanced technology weapons; and 

(B) an analysis of the effects of each such ap­
proach on the small arms industrial base. 

(2) Not later than April 1, 1995, the Under Sec­
retary of Defense for Acquisition and Tech­
nology shall-

( A) review the joint small arms master plan 
and the results of the examination of relative 
advantages and disadvantages of the two 
courses of action described in paragraph (1); 
and 

(B) transmit the plan , together with any com­
ments that the Under Secretary considers appro­
priate , to Congress. 

(e) FUNDING FOR RDT&E.-Of the funds au­
thorized to be appropriated under section 
201(1)-

(1) $5,000,000 shall be available for the Objec­
tive Crew-Served Weapons System; and 

(2) $3,000,000 shall be available for product im­
provements to existing small arms weapons. 
SEC. 116. BUNKER DEFEAT MUNITION ACQUISI­

TION PROGRAM. 
The Secretary of the Army , in acquiring muni­

tions under the bunker def eat munition weap­
ons acquisition program-



21684 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE August 12, 1994 
(1) may acquire only those munitions that are 

designated as ''type classified, limited procure­
ment for contingency operations"; and 

(2) may not acquire more than 6,000 such mu­
nitions. 
SEC. 117. PROCUREMENT OF HELICOPTERS. 

(a) AH-64 APACHE AIRCRAFT.-The prohibi­
tion in section 132(a)(2) of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 
(Public Law 101-189; 103 Stat. 1382) does not 
apply to the obligation of funds in amounts not 
to exceed $72,000,000 for the procurement of not 
more than 6 AH-64 aircraft from funds appro­
priated for fiscal year 1995 pursuant to section 
101. 

(b) OH-58D AHIP AIRCRAFT.-The prohibition 
in section 133(a)(2) of the National Defense Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 
(Public Law 101-189; 103 Stat. 1383) does not 
apply to the obligation of funds in amounts not 
to exceed $150,000,000 for the procurement of not 
more than 24 OH-58D AH IP Scout aircraft from 
funds appropriated for fiscal year 1995 pursuant 
to section 101. 

Subtitle C-Navy Programll 
SEC. 121. NUCLEAR AIRCRAFT CARRIER PRO­

GRAM. 
(a) TRANSFER OF FISCAL YEAR 1994 FUNDS.­

There is hereby authorized to be transferred to 
the Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy, appro­
priation account for fiscal year 1995 the amount 
of $1,200,000,000, to be derived from the National 
Defense Sealift Fund. 

(b) AVAILABILITY FOR CVN-76.-Funds trans­
ferred pursuant to the authorization in sub­
section (a) shall be available for the CVN-76 nu­
clear aircraft carrier program. 
SEC. 122. SEAWOLF SUBMARINE PROGRAM. 

(a) LIMITATION ON PROGRAM COST.-Except as 
provided in subsection (b), the total amount ob­
ligated on or expended for procurement of the 
SSN-21 and SSN-22 Seawolf submarines may not 
exceed $4, 759,571,000. 

(b) AUTOMATIC INCREASE OF LIMITATION 
AMOUNT.-The amount of the limitation set 
forth in subsection (a) is increased by the fol­
lowing amounts: 

(1) The amounts of outfitting costs and post­
delivery costs incurred for the submarines re­
f erred to in such subsection. 

(2) The amounts of increases in costs attrib­
utable to economic inflation. 

(3) The amounts of increases in costs attrib­
utable to compliance with changes in Federal, 
State, or local laws. 
SEC. 123. GUIDANCE SETS FOR TRIDENT II MIS­

SILES. 
(a) LIMITATION.-Funds appropriated for fis­

cal year 1995 for the Navy pursuant to section 
102 may not be obligated to procure more than 
14 Mark-6 guidance sets for Trident II (D-5) 
missiles until the certification specified in sub­
section (b) has been submitted to Congress. 

(b) CERTIFICATION.-A certification referred to 
in subsection (a) is a certification by the Sec­
retary of Defense that it is necessary to procure 
(with funds referred to in subsection (a)) more 
than 14 Mark-6 guidance sets for Trident II (D-
5) missiles because a failure to do so would pose 
an unacceptable risk to the long-term readiness 
and reliability of the Trident II (D-5) missile 
program. 
SEC. 124. PROIDBITION ON TRIDENT II BACKFIT. 

(a) LIMITATION.-The Secretary Of the Navy . 
may not modify any Trident I submarine to en­
able that submarine to be deployed with Trident 
II (D-5) missiles. 

(b) WAIVER AUTHORITY.-If the Secretary of 
Defense determines that adherence to the prohi­
bition in subsection (a) would result in a signifi­
cant national security risk to the United States, 
the Secretary may waive that prohibition. Such 
a waiver may not take effect until the Secretary 

submits to Congress a certification of that deter­
mination and of the reasons for that determina­
tion. 
SEC. 125. INCLUSION OF CONVERSION OF VES­

SELS IN FAST SEALIFT PROGRAM. 
Section 1424 of the National Defense Author­

ization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (JO U.S.C. 7291 
note) is amended-

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ", or conver­
sion and operation," after "construction and 
operation"; and 

(2) in subsection (b)-
( A) by inserting "or converted" after "con­

structed" each place it appears; and 
(B) by inserting "or conversion" after "Con­

struction" in paragraph (3). 
SEC. 126. LIMITATION ON PROCUREMENT OF 

TAGS VESSELS. 
(a) LIMITATION.-The Secretary of the Navy 

may not obligate funds for any of the vessels 
designated as TAGS-63, TAGS-64, or TAGS-65 
unless the Secretary certifies to Congress that 
the multibeam sonars to be used on those vessels 
(whether new or remanufactured) have been ob­
tained through the use of competitive acquisi­
tion procedures. 

(b) NATIONAL SECURITY WAIVER.-The Sec­
retary of the Navy·may waive the limitation in 
subsection (a) for reasons of national security. 
Such a waiver may not take effect until the Sec­
retary submits to Congress a report giving notice 
of the waiver and an explanation of the na­
tional security reasons for the waiver. 
SEC. 127. NAVAL AMPIDBIOUS READY GROUPS. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 
findings: 

(1) Amphibious Assault Ships (LHDs) provide 
an important contingency capability and are 
uniquely suited to respond to world crises and 
to provide assistance after natural disasters. 

(2) Extensive testimony received by the Com­
mittee on Armed Services of the Senate in 1994 
and prior years from military and civilian offi­
cials of the Department of Defense provided 
compelling support for a military requirement 
for 12 Amphibious Ready Groups. 

(3) Twelve Amphibious Ready Groups is the 
correct number of amphibious ready groups nec­
essary to sustain forward deployment and con­
tingency requirements of the Navy. 

(4) A report of the Department of the Navy 
(prepared pursuant to requirements of the Na­
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1993) clearly stipulates that a seventh LHD 
amphibious assault vessel is required in order 
for the Navy to achieve a force of 12 Amphibious 
Ready Groups. 

(5) A significant shortfall in amphibious ship­
ping and amphibious lift exists, both in the fis­
cal year 1995 budget request and in outyear 
force structure projections. 

(6) The Department of the Navy has identified 
funds in outyear budget projections for the pur­
chase of the amphibious assault vessel des­
ignated as LHD-7. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that the Secretary of the Navy-

(1) should plan for, and budget to provide for, 
the attainment of a twelfth Amphibious Ready 
Group as soon as possible; and 

(2) should extend the existing contract option 
on the LHD-7 Amphibious Assault Ship to fa­
cilitate achieving 12 Amphibious Ready Groups. 

(c) LHD-7 CONTRACT OPTION EXTENSION.-(1) 
The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to ex­
tend the existing contract option for the LHD-
7 Amphibious Assault ship if the Secretary de­
termines that the extension would be in the best 
interest of the United States. 

(2) The Secretary of the Navy shall imme­
diately begin negotiations to extend the existing 
contract option for the LHD-7 Amphibious As­
sault Ship Program. 

(3) On and after the date that is 30 days after 
the date on which the Secretary notifies Con-

gress of an intention to do so, the Secretary may 
use for such contract option extension funds 
that are authorized to be appropriated for other 
Navy programs. The notification shall include a 
description of the intended use of the funds. 

(d) REPORT REQUIREMENT.-The Secretary Of 
the Navy shall submit to Congress, after Decem­
ber 31, 1994, but before March 31, 1995, a report 
stating the Secretary's intentions regarding ex­
ercise of the existing contract option for the 
LHD-7 Amphibious Assault Ship. The report 
shall include an explanation of the Secretary's 
actions regarding attainment of a twelfth Am­
phibious Ready Group and the costs and bene­
fits of extending the existing contract option on 
the LHD-7 Amphibious Assault Ship. 

Subtitle D-Air Force Programll 
SEC. 131. INTERTHEATER AIRLIFT PROGRAMS. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION.-Of the amount provided 
in section 103 for procurement of aircraft for the 
Air Force-

(1) $103,707,000 shall be available for Non-De­
velopmental Alternative Aircraft procurement; 
and 

(2) $2,.364,622,000 shall be available for the C-
17 aircraft program, of which-

( A) $2,168,614,000 is for procurement of six C-
17 aircraft; 

(B) $189,900,000 is for advance procurement of 
up to eight C-17 aircraft for fiscal year 1996; 
and 

(C) $6,108,000 is for C-17 modifications. 
(b) REQUIREMENT FOR COMPETITION.-The 

Secretary of Defense shall use competitive proce­
dures in selecting a source for the aircraft to be 
procured as Non-Developmental Alternative Air­
craft under subsection (a). 

(c) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.-Funds described in 
subsection (a) may not be obligated for procure­
ment under subsection (a) until 60 days after 
the date on which the Secretary of Defense sub­
mits to Congress a report describing the Sec­
retary's plan for the obligation of those funds. 

(d) PRESERVATION OF INTERTHEATER AIRLIFT 
CAPACITY.-lt is the sense of Congress that the 
Secretary of Defense, in acquiring aircraft using 
funds provided in accordance with subsection 
(a), should structure the acquisition of those 
aircraft so as to preserve the aggregate inter­
theater airlift capacfty of the Air Force (meas­
ured in millions of ton-miles per day) as of the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 132. SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS UNDER THE C-

17 AIRCRAFT PROGRAM. 
(a) AUTHORIZATION FOR SUPPLEMENTAL 

AGREEMENTS AND CONTRACT MODIFICATIONS.­
(1) The Secretary of the Air Force may (subject 
to subsection (e)) enter into supplemental agree­
ments and contract modifications pertaining to 
contracts specified in paragraph (2) in order to 
do any of the following: 

(A) Settle claims and disputes arising under 
those contracts as provided in the C-17 settle­
ment agreement. 

(B) Revise the delivery schedules under those 
contracts as provided in the C-17 settlement 
agreement for the aircraft designated as T-1 and 
P-1 through P-6. 

(C) Revise range specifications, payload speci­
fications, and other specifications under those 
contracts as provided in Attachment B to the 
letter (described in subsection (i)) setting forth 
the C-17 settlement agreement. 

(2) This section applies to the fallowing con­
tracts: 

(A) Air Force prime contract F33657-81-C-2108 
(relating to the C-17 aircraft program). 

(B) Such other Air Force contracts relating to 
the C-17 aircraft program (entered into before, 
on, or after the date of the enactment of this 
Act) as the Secretary of the Air Force deter­
mines to be appropriate. 

(b) FURTHER CONSIDERATION FROM CONTRAC­
TOR NOT REQUIRED.-The Secretary of the Air 
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Force may enter into a supplemental agreement 
or contract modif ication under subsection (a) 
without requiring further consideration from the 
contractor for the benefit to be derived by the 
contractor under that agreement or modification 
only to the extent provided for in the C-17 set­
tlement agreement. 

(C) RELEASE OF CONTRACTOR CLAIMS.-Any 
supplemental agreement or contract modifica­
tion entered into under subsection (a) shall, as 
provided in the C-17 settlement agreement, re­
quire that the prime contractor release the Gov­
ernment from any contractual claim, demand, 
request for equitable adjustment, or other caus.e 
of action, known or unknown, that the prime 
contractor may have against the Government on 
or before January 6, 1994, arising out of the C-
17 program contracts. 

(d) CONTRACT MODIFICATIONS REGARDING 
CONTRACTOR COMMITMENTS.-(1) The Secretary 
of the Air Force shall incorporate into each ap­
propriate C-17 contract the commitment of the 
prime contractor to make C-17 program changes 
as described in paragraph (2) on a nonreimburs­
able or cost-share basis. 

(2) Paragraph (1) applies to the commitment of 
the prime contractor provided in the C-17 settle­
ment agreement to make the following C-17 pro­
gram changes: 

(A) Extend the flight test program. 
(B) Redesign the wing. 
(C) Implement Computer Aided Design/Com­

puter Aided Manufacturing System improve­
ments, Management Information System im­
provements, and Advanced Quality System im­
provements. 

(D) Implement product improvement cost re­
duction projects. 

(E) Resolve other C-17 program issues. 
(e) REQUIRED CERTIFICATION.-The Secretary 

of the Air Force may not enter into a supple­
mental agreement or contract modification 
under subsection (a) until 30 days after the date 
on which the Secretary of Defense submits to 
Congress a written certification of each of the 
following: 

(1) That the terms and conditions set forth in 
the C-17 settlement agreement, including the 
terms and conditions relating to the settlement 
of claims, are in the best interest of the Govern­
ment for a total procurement under the C-17 
program that could be as few as 40 aircraft. 

(2) That the membership of the Defense 
Science Board C-17 Task Force has advised the 
Secretary of Defense that, for a total procure­
ment quantity of as few as 40 aircraft, the terms 
and conditions set forth in the C-17 settlement 
agreement, including the terms and conditions 
relating to settlement of claims, are in the best 
interest of the Government. 

(3) That the Secretary will establish specific 
not-to-exceed costs estimates for production lots 
VII through XI and will provide that cost infor­
mation to Congress not later than March 1, 
1995. 

(4) That during fiscal year 1995 no funds 
available to the Department of Defense will be 
used to relax performance requirements specified 
in the acquisition program baseline beyond the 
extent provided for in the C-17 settlement agree­
ment. 

(5) That the Secretary will transmit to Con­
gress milestones and exit criteria for the C-17 
not later than March 1, 1995. 

(6) That nothing in the C-17 settlement agree­
ment releases the contractor from any potential 
liability for fraud or criminal violations. 

(f) RESTRICTION ON USE OF DOD FUNDS FOR 
DEVELOPMENT OF ALTERNATIVE AIRCRAFT.-No 
funds appropriated to the Department of De­
fense for fiscal year 1995 may be used to design, 
develop, or produce a modified version of the C-
17 aircraft that could be considered to be a non­
developmental alternative aircraft for purposes 

of future Department of the Air Force competi­
tions for intertheater airlift requirements. 

(g) OTHER CONTRACTOR 0BLIGATIONS.-Noth­
ing in this section shall be construed as reliev­
ing the prime contractor for the C-17 aircraft 
from any obligation provided for in the C-17 set­
tlement agreement. 

(h) C-17 SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT DEFINED.­
For purposes of this section, the term " C-17 set­
tlement agreement" means the settlement agree­
ment that was proposed to the prime contractor 
for the C-17 aircraft program by the Under Sec­
retary of Defense for Acquisition and Tech­
nology by letter dated January 3, 1994, and that 
was accepted by that prime contractor on Janu­
ary 6, 1994. 

(i) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.-The authority 
of the Secretary of the Air Force to enter into 
agreements and contract modifications under 
subsection (a) expires at the close of September 
30, 1995. 
SEC. 133. HEAVY BOMBER FORCE REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) REQUIREMENTS STUDY.-The Secretary Of 
Defense shall carry out a study of bomber force 
requirements of the Department of Defense. The 
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report on 
the results of the study not later than April 15, 
1995. The study shall address, for each of the 
target years 1998, 2006, and 2014, the following : 

(1) Realistic alternative mixes of bombers con­
stituting the bomber force and whether, for each 
of the alternative mixes, the bomber force so pro­
duced can meet well-defined national security 
requirements. 

(2) The incremental levels of munitions re­
quirements, bomber upgrade requirements, and 
other support requirements for implementation 
of each of the alternative mixes. 

(3) The cost of implementation, affordability 
of implementation, and time required for imple­
mentation of each of the alternative mixes. 

(4) The sensitivity to small changes in as­
sumptions of the capabilities of the bomber force 
produced by each of the alternative mixes to 
meet mission requirements. 

(b) FURTHER ALTERNATIVE STRATEGIES.-!/ 
the Secretary determines in the study carried 
out under subsection (a) that the bomber force 
capabilities are not adequate to meet require­
ments for any of the target years considered, the 
Secretary shall undertake a further study to ex­
amine alternative strategies for increasing bomb­
er force capabilities. As part of such examina­
tion, the Secretary shall do the following: 

(1) Determine those core bomber industrial ca­
pabilities that are needed to maintain the ability 
to design, develop, and produce bomber aircraft 
in the near-term and in the long-term and 
that-

( A) would take extended periods of time or 
substantial expense to regenerate; and 

(B) are in imminent danger of being lost. 
(2) For each strategy examined-
( A) estimate the cost of implementing the 

strategy; 
(B) make a judgment about the affordability 

of the strategy; and 
(C) assess the time required to implement the 

strategy. 
(c) SECOND REPORT.-!/ the Secretary carries 

out a study as provided in subsection (b), the 
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report con­
taining the results of the study carried out 
under subsection (b) not later than July 1, 1995. 
The Secretary shall include in such report the 
Secretary's recommendations for assuring the 
availability of bomber force capabilities required 
in the future. 

(d) ENHANCED BOMBER CAPABILITY FUND.-(1) 
Of the amounts authorized to be appropriated 
by section 103 for procurement of aircraft for the 
Air Force, not more than $125,000 ,000 is avail­
able for an Enhanced Bomber Capability Fund. 

(2) Pending the completion of the studies re­
quired by subsections (a) and (b), the Secretary 

may obligate up to $100,000,000 of the amount in 
such fund-

( A) for those studies; and 
(B) for the purpose of preserving those parts 

of the core capabilities referred to in subsection 
(b)(l). 

(3) If, as a result of the study carried out 
under subsection (b), the Secretary determines 
that a new-generation bomber is needed to meet 
the national security requirements for bombers, 
the Secretary may obligate up to $25,000,000 of 
the amount. in such fund for requirements for­
mulation and conceptual studies for a conven­
tional-conflict-oriented lower-cost next-genera­
tion bomber. 

(e) LIMITATION ON FUND.-None of the 
amount available for the Enhanced Bomber Ca­
pability Fund may be obligated for advance pro­
curement of new B-2 aircraft (including long­
lead items). 

(f) BOMBER DEFINED.-For purposes of this 
section, the term "bombers" means the B-52, B­
l, and B-2 aircraft and other bomber aircraft 
that are developed after the enactment of this 
Act with similar range and payload characteris­
tics. 
SEC. 134. LIMITATION ON RETIREMENT OF BOMB­

ER AIRCRAFT. 
No funds available to the Secretary of Defense 

may be obligated or expended during fiscal year 
1995 for retiring , or preparing to retire , any B-
52H, B-1 B, or F-111 bomber aircraft. 
SEC. 135. EVALUATION OF RESTART OF C-SB AIR­

CRAFT PROCUREMENT. 
(a) EVALUATION.-The Secretary of the Air 

Force shall conduct an evaluation of the costs 
of restarting production of C-5B aircraft for the 
strategic airlift mission. The evaluation shall in­
clude startup costs and production costs for a 
production run of from 30 to 70 units. 

(b) REPORT.-The Secretary shall submit to 
Congress a report on the evaluation under sub­
section (a). The report may be submitted as part 
of any other report required to be submitted that 
relates to intertheater airlift. 

Subtitle E-Other Matters 
SEC. 141. SALES AUTHORITY OF WORKING-CAP­

ITAL FUNDED ARMY INDUSTRIAL FA· 
CILITIES. 

Section 4543(a) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended-

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), by 
striking out "nondefense-related commercial"; 

(2) by striking out "and" at the end of para­
graph (3); 

(3) by striking out the period at the end of 
paragraph (4) and inserting in lieu thereof a 
semicolon; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

"(5) the Secretary of the Army determines that 
the articles or services are not available from a 
commercial source located in the United States; 

"(6) the purchaser of an article or service 
agrees to hold harmless and indemnify the Unit­
ed States, except in a case of willful misconduct 
or gross negligence, from any claim for damages 
or injury to any person or property arising out 
of the article or service; 

"(7) the article to be sold can be manufac­
tured, or the service to be sold can be substan­
tially performed, by the industrial facility with 
only incidental subcontracting; 

"(8) it is in the public interest to manufacture 
such article or perform such service; and 

"(9) the sale will not interfere with perform­
ance of the military mission of the industrial fa­
cility.". 
SEC. 142. IDENTIFICATION IN BUDGET OF FUNDS 

FOR CHEMICAL DEMILITARIZATION 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
PROJECTS. 

Section 1412(f) of the Department of Defense 
Authorization Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C. 1521(/)), is 
amended-
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(1) by inserting ", including funds for military 

construction projects necessary to carry out this 
section," after "carrying out this section"; and 

(2) by striking out the last sentence. 
SEC. 143. TRANSPORTATION OF CHEMICAL MUNI· 

TIO NS. 
(a) PROHIBIT/ON OF TRANSPORTATION ACROSS 

STATE L!NES.-The Secretary of Defense may 
not transport any chemical munition that con­
stitutes part of the chemical weapons stockpile 
out of the State in which that munition is lo­
cated on the date of the enactment of this Act 
and, in the case of any such chemical munition 
not located in a State on the date of the enact­
ment of this Act, may not transport any such 
munition into a State. 

(b) TRANSPORTATION OF CHEMICAL MUNITIONS 
NOT IN CHEMICAL WEAPONS STOCKP!LE.-In the 
case of any chemical munitions that are discov­
ered or otherwise come within the control of the 
Department of Defense and that do not con­
stitute part of the chemical weapons stockpile, 
the Secretary of Defense may transport such 
munitions to the nearest chemical munitions 
stockpile storage facility that has necessary per­
mits for receiving and storing such items if the 
transportation of such munitions to that f acil­
ity-

(1) is considered by the Secretary of Defense 
to be necessary; and 

(2) can be accomplished while protecting pub­
lic health and safety. 

TITLE II-RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, 
TEST, AND EVALUATION 

Subtitl.e A-Authorization of Appropriations 
SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro­
priated for fiscal year 1995 for the use of the De­
partment of Defense for research, development, 
test, and evaluation as follows: 

(1) For the Army $5,319,520,000. 
(2) For the Navy, $8,845,854,000. 
(3) For the Air Force, $12,475,681,000. 
(4) For Defense-wide activities, $9,428,622,000, 

of which-
(A) $230,495,000 is authorized for the activities 

of the Director, Test and Evaluation; and 
(B) $12,501,000 is authorized for the Director 

of Operational Test and Evaluation. 
SEC. 202. AMOUNT FOR BASIC RESEARCH AND EX­

PLORATORY DEVELOPMENT. 
(a) FISCAL YEAR 1995.-0f the amounts au­

thorized to be appropriated by section 201, 
$4,193,833,000 shall be available for basic re­
search and exploratory development projects. 

(b) BASIC RESEARCH AND EXPLORATORY DE­
VELOPMENT DEFINED.-For purposes of this sec­
tion, the term .. 'basic research and exploratory 
development" means work funded in program 
elements for defense research and development 
under Department of Defense category 6.1 or 
6.2. 
SEC. 203. STRATEGIC ENVIRONMENTAL RE· 

SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PRO· 
GRAM. 

Of the amounts authorized to be appropriated 
by section 201, $111,907,000 shall be available for 
the Strategic Environmental Research and De­
velopment Program. 
SEC. 204. MOLECULAR DESIGN MATERIAL 

SCIENCE. 
Of the amount authorized to be appropriated 

for the Navy by section 201(2), $10,000,000 shall 
be used to conduct a centralized program in mo­
lecular design material science. 

Subtitl.e B-Program Requirements, 
Restrictions, and Limitations 

SEC. 211. SPACE LAUNCH MODERNIZATION. 
(a) POLICY.-,(1) It is in the Nation's long-term 

national security and economic interests to re­
gain preeminence in the area of space launch 
technology and operations. 

(2) Access to space at affordable costs is fun­
damental to maintaining required command, 

control, communications, intelligence, naviga­
tion, weather, and early warning support to 
United States and coalition forces. 

(3) Encouragement of privately financed, cost 
effective expendable and reusable launch vehi­
cles is in the economic interest of the Depart­
ment of Defense and the United States Govern­
ment. 

(b) FINDING.-Congress finds that the current 
Department of Defense space launch infrastruc­
ture has several deficiencies, including high 
cost, excessive management overhead, inad­
equate operability and responsiveness to sat­
ellite launch requirements, lack of standardiza­
tion, very large launch personnel requirements 
to support launch operations, over capacity, 
and technology obsolescence. 

(c) REQUIRED ACTIONS.-The Secretary of De­
fense shall take the fallowing actions in pursu­
ance of the space launch modernization policy 
set forth in subsection (a) and to correct the de­
ficiencies described in subsection (b): 

(1) Develop an integrated space launch vehicle 
strategy that, if implemented, would replace or 
consolidate the current fleet of medium and 
heavy launch vehicles. Where prudent and cost 
effective, the strategy should include a plan for 
the development of new or upgraded expendable 
launch vehicles. 

(2) Implement improved management practices 
including streamlined acquisition approaches, 
small government program staff, and minimal 
program overhead. 

(3) Encourage and evaluate innovative acqui­
sition, technical, and financing (including best 
commercial practices) solutions for providing af­
fordable, operable, reliable, and responsive ac­
cess to space. 

(4) Centralize oversight of launch require­
ments to ensure integrated evaluation of sat­
ellite requirements and launch capabilities. 

(5) Encourage and provide incentives for the 
use of commercial practices in the acquisition, 
operation, and support of Department of De­
fense space operations. 

(6) Establish effective coordination among 
military, civilian, and commercial launch devel­
opers and users. 

(d) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.-Of the amount 
authorized to be appropriated in section 201(3), 
$90,000,000 shall be available for research, devel­
opment, test, and evaluation of non-man-rated 
space launch systems and technologies. Of that 
amount-

(1) $30,000,000 shall be available for a competi­
tive reusable rocket technology program; and 

(2) $60,000,000 shall be available for expend­
able launch vehicle technology development and 
acquisition, as appropriate. 

(e) TRANSFER OF FUNDS.-The Secretary of 
Defense shall, to the extent provided in appro­
priations Acts, transfer to the Department of the 
Air Force the unobligated balance of funds ap­
propriated for fiscal year 1994 to the Department 
of Defense for the Advanced Research Projects 
Agency for single-stage to orbit rocket research 
and development. 

(f) PROGRAM PLAN.-The Secretary of Defense 
and the Administrator of the National Aero­
nautics and Space Administration shall develop 
a plan to coordinate the programs of the De­
partment of Defense and the National Aero­
nautics and Space Administration for expend­
able and reusable rocket technology demonstra­
tors and technology development. The Secretary 
of Defense shall submit to Congress the plan de­
veloped under this subsection. 

(g) LIMITATIONS.-(1) Funds authorized for 
appropriation in subsection (d)(l) may be obli­
gated only-

( A) to the extent that the fiscal year 1995 cur­
rent operating plan of the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration allocates at least an 
equal amount for its Reusable Space Launch 
program; and 

(B) as specified in the program plan develuped 
and submitted to Congress pursuant to sub­
section (f). 

(2) Not more than $30,000,000 of the funds au­
thorized in subsection (d)(2) may be obligated 
until 30 days after the Secretary of Defense sub­
mits to Congress program plans, including objec­
tives, milestones, future years defense program 
funding, and government-industry cost sharing 
considerations, as applicable. 
SEC. 212. STANDOFF AIR-TO-SURFACE MUNITIONS 

TECHNOLOGY DEMONSTRATION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-(1) Of the amounts author­

ized to be appropriated by section 201(3), up to 
$2,000,000 may be used for the conduct of a dem­
onstration of existing nondevelopmental items 
that would enable the use of a single adaptor 
kit for munitions described in paragraph (2) in 
order to give those munitions a near-term stand­
off and accurate guided capability. Such kits 
should be able to be integrated into aircraft at 
minimal or no cost. 

(2) Paragraph (1) applies to guided and 
unguided in-inventory munitions of the class of 
1,000 pounds and below. 

(b) REPORT.-The Secretary of the Air Force 
shall submit to Congress a report setting forth in 
detail the results and costs of the demonstration 
under subsection (a) and the applicability of the 
technology demonstrated in providing the 
Armed Forces with an inexpensive near-term so­
lution to providing both range extension and ac­
curate guided capability to in-inventory muni­
tions. 
SEC. 213. EXTENSION OF PROHIBITION ON TEST· 

ING MID-INFRARED ADVANCED 
CHEMICAL LASER AGAINST AN OB­
JECT IN SPACE. 

(a) PROHIBITION.-The Secretary of Defense 
may not carry out a test of the Mid-Infrared 
Advanced Chemical Laser (MIRACL) transmit­
ter and associated optics against an object in 
space during fiscal year 1995 unless such testing 
is specifically authorized by law. 

(b) CERTAIN TESTING UNAFFECTED.-Nothing 
in this section is intended to restrict the use of 
the Sealite Beam Director for the purpose of 
calibrating a satellite sensor, or for the purpose 
of imaging an object in space, in conjunction 
with a laser device other than the MIRACL de­
vice operating at an average power level not to 
exceed that used by other laser devices as of 
January 1, 1994, at other Department of Defense 
facilities for those purposes. 
SEC. 214. APPUCABILITY OF CERTAIN ELEC· 

TROMC COMBAT SYSTEMS TESTING 
REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) COVERED SYSTEMS.-Subsection (a) of sec­
tion 220 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160; 
107 Stat. 1589) is amended-

(1) by inserting "ACAT I level integrated or 
stand-alone" before "electronic combat system"; 
and 

(2) by inserting "ACAT I level integrated or 
stand-alone" before "command, control, and 
communications countermeasure system''. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.-Subsection (e) of section 
220 of such Act is amended to read as follows: 

"(e) APPLICABILITY.-The provisions of sub­
sections (a) and (b) shall apply to an ACAT I 
level integrated or stand-alone electronic combat 
system and to an ACAT I level integrated or 
stand-alone command, control, and communica­
tions countermeasure system that has not en­
tered engineering and manufacturing develop­
ment as of September 1, 1994. " . 

(c) W AIVER.-Section 220 of such Act is fur­
ther amended by adding at the end the follow­
ing new subsection: 

"(!) WAIVER AUTHORITY.-(1) The Secretary of 
Defense may waive the requirements of sub­
section (a) with respect to a system in any case 
in which the Secretary determines that a waiver 
is necessary in the interests of national security. 
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''(2) Whenever the Secretary proposes to make 

such a waiver, the Secretary shall submit to 
Congress a notice of the proposed waiver and 
the reasons for the waiver. The waiver may then 
be made only after the expiration of the 30-day 
period that begins on the date on which the no­
tice is submitted to Congress.". 
SEC. 215. ADVANCED SELF PROTECTION JAMMER 

(ASPJ) PROGRAM. 
(a) REQUIREMENT TO OBLIGATE FUNDS FOR 

ASPJ.-Subject to subsection (b), the Secretary 
of the Navy shall, not later than September 30, 
1994, obligate funds appropriated to the Depart­
ment of Defense for fiscal year 1994 and prior 
years to carry out logistics support and mainte­
nance of existing Advanced Self Protection 
Jammer (ASPJ) systems, and integration of such 
systems from the Navy inventory into the F-14D 
aircraft for testing and evaluation. The Sec­
retary may acquire sufficient racks, spares, and 
logistic support, including hardware and soft­
ware, necessary to maintain the existing ASPJ 
systems in the Navy inventory. 

(b) LIMITATION.-The Secretary of the Navy 
may obligate funds under subsection (a) only to 
the extent provided in appropriations Acts. 

(c) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PROVISION OF 
LAW.-The Secretary of the Navy shall carry 
out subsection (a) notwithstanding section 122 
of the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 
2334). 
SEC. 216. ADVANCED UTHOGRAPHY PROGRAM. 

(a) PURPOSE.-The purpose of the Advanced 
Lithography Program (in this section referred to 
as the "ALP") is to fund goal-oriented research 
and development to be conducted in both the 
public and private sectors to help achieve a com­
petitive position for American lithography tool 
manufacturers in the international market 
place. 

(b) CONDUCT OF PROGRAM.-(1) The program 
shall be conducted in accordance with research 
and development plans (including an interim 
plan) developed by the Semiconductor Tech­
nology Council, established in section 273 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Years 1988 and 1989 (15 U.S.C. 4603) (as amend­
ed by section 263(b) of the National Defense Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 
103-160; 107 Stat. 1608)). 

(2) The interim plan ref erred to in paragraph 
(1) shall be the Semiconductor Industry Associa­
tion (SIA) 1994 development plan for lithog­
raphy. 

(c) PROGRAM MANAGEMENT.-The Advanced 
Research Projects Agency (ARPA) shall be the 
executive agent for the ALP and shall ensure 
seamless, fully integrated incorporation of the 
program planning of the ALP into the full range 
of ARP A core electronics development programs. 

(d) FUNDING.-(1) Of the funds authorized to 
be appropriated in section 201(4), $60,000,000 
shall be available for the ALP to conduct re­
search and development activities in accordance 
with subsection (b). 

(2) Of the funds authorized to be appropriated 
in section 201 ( 4) for the Semiconductor Manu­
facturing Technology Consortium, the consor­
tium is strongly encouraged to use not less than 
$10,000,000 for activities related to lithography. 
SEC. 217. FEDERALLY FUNDED RESEARCH AND 

DEVELOPMENT CENTERS. 
(a) CENTERS COVERED.-Funds appropriated 

or otherwise made available for the Department 
of Defense for fiscal year 1995 pursuant to an 
authorization of appropriations in section 201 
may be obligated to procure work from a f eder­
ally funded research and development center 
only in the case of a center named in the report 
required by subsection (b) and, in the case of 
such a center, only in an amount not in excess 
of the amount of the proposed funding level set 
forth for that center in such report. 

(b) REPORT ON ALLOCATIONS FOR CENTERS.­
(1) Not later than 30 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to the Committees on Armed Serv­
ices of the Senate and the House of Representa­
tives a report containing-

( A) the name of each federally funded re­
search and development center from which work 
is proposed to be procured for the Department of 
Defense for fiscal year 1995; and 

(B) for each such center, the proposed fund­
ing level and the estimated personnel level for 
fiscal year 1995. 

(2) The total of the proposed funding levels set 
forth in the report for all federally funded re­
search and development centers may not exceed 
the amount set forth in subsection (d). 

(c) LIMITATION PENDING SUBMISSION OF RE­
PORT.-No funds appropriated or otherwise 
made available for the Department of Defense 
for fiscal year 1995 may be obligated to procure 
work from a federally funded research and de­
velopment center until the Secretary of Defense 
submits the report required by subsection (b). 

(d) FUNDING.-Of the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated by section 201, not more than a 
total of $1,300,000,000 may be obligated to pro­
cure services from the federally funded research 
and development centers named in the report re­
quired by subsection (b). 

(e) AUTHORITY TO WAIVE FUNDING LIMITA­
TION.-The Secretary of Defense may waive the 
limitation regarding the maximum funding 
amount that applies under subsection (a) to a 
federally funded research and development cen­
ter. Whenever the Secretary proposes to make 
such a waiver, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and · 
the House of Representatives notice of the pro­
posed waiver and the reasons for the waiver. 
The waiver may then be made only after the end 
of the 60-day period that begins on the date on 
which the notice is submitted to those commit­
tees, unless the Secretary determines that it is 
essential to the national security that funds be 
obligated for work at that center in excess of 
that limitation before the end of such period 
and notifies the Committees on Armed Services 
of the Senate and House of Representatives of 
that determination and the reasons for the de­
termination. 

(f) PARTICIPATION IN PROGRAMS PROMOTING 
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, DEMONSTRATION, OR 
TRANSFER OF TECHNOLOGY.-(1) A federally 
funded research and development center of the 
Department of Defense that functions primarily 
as a research laboratory may respond to solici­
tations and announcements under programs au­
thorized by the Federal Government for the pur­
pose of promoting the research, development, 
demonstration, or transfer of technology in a 
manner consistent with the terms and condi­
tions of such program. 

(2) A federally funded research and develop­
ment center described in paragraph (1) that re­
sponds to a solicitation or announcement de­
scribed in such paragraph shall not be consid­
ered to be engaging in a competitive procedure 
and may use, among other authorities, coopera­
tive research and development agreements pro­
vided for under section 12 of the Stevenson­
Wydler Technology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 
U.S.C. 3710(a)) as the instruments of participa­
tion in the solicitation or announcement. 

(g) STUDY OF ROLE OF FFRDCS IN THE MIS­
SION OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.-The 
Secretary of Defense shall require the Defense 
Science Board to conduct a study of the role of 
federally funded research and development cen­
ters in the mission of the Department of De­
fense. The study shall include an analysis of 
how the centers fit into the mission of the De­
partment of Defense, which capabilities of the 
centers are unique and have national security 

consequences, and how these capabilities can be 
retained. The study also shall review the extent 
to which activities performed by such centers 
could be obtained through in-house capabilities 
of the Department of Defense or through com­
petitive procedures with for-profit and nonprofit 
organizations. The Secretary shall submit to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives a report on the study 
not later than May 1, 1995. 

(h) REVIEW BY DEFENSE INSPECTOR GENERAL 
OF COMPARISON OF EXECUTIVE COMPENSATION 
OF FFRDCs.-(1) The Secretary of Defense shall 
require the Inspector General of the Department 
of Defense to conduct a review of the compensa­
tion paid by federally funded research and de­
velopment centers to all the officers and employ­
ees of such centers who are paid at a rate ex­
ceeding the Executive Schedule Level I rate. 

(2) In conducting the review, the Inspector 
General shall-

(A) assess the validity of the data submitted 
by federally funded research and development 
centers to the Defense Contract Audit Agency as 
justification for the salary rates that exceed the 
Executive Schedule Level I rate; 

(B) compare the compensation paid those indi­
viduals with (i) the compensation of similar 
technical and professional staff from for-profit 
and nonprofit organizations that must compete 
for defense work, and (ii) government officials 
of comparable expertise and responsibility; and 

(C) examine areas such as bonuses, medical 
benefits, severance packages, retirement plans, 
housing allowances, moving expenses, and other 
forms of nonsalary compensation, as appro­
priate. 

(3) The Inspector General shall submit to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives a report on the re­
view not later than May 1, 1995. 

(i) LIMITATION REGARDING RATES OF COM­
PENSATION.-(1) Funds available to the Depart­
ment of Defense may not be paid to a federally 
funded research and development center unless 
the head of such center enters into an agree­
ment with the Secretary of Defense that pro­
vides the following : 

(A) That no officer or employee of the feder­
ally funded research and development center re­
f erred to in paragraph (2) will be compensated 
in fiscal year 1995 at an annual rate of com­
pensation that exceeds the annual rate of com­
pensation provided that officer or employee in 
fiscal year 1994 (or, in the case of a person not 
employed as an officer or employee in such fis­
cal year, the annual rate of compensation pro­
vided for the person in the position of that offi­
cer or employee in fiscal year 1994). 

(B) That no such officer or employee will be 
paid a bonus or provided any other financial in­
centive in fiscal year 1995. 

(C) That no trustee of the federally funded re­
search and development center will be paid com­
pensation for services as trustee in fiscal year 
1995 or any subsequent fiscal year at a rate that 
exceeds the rate of compensation provided in fis­
cal year 1994 for a member of the Defense 
Science Board for service as a member of such 
board. 

(2) Subparagraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph 
(1) apply to officers and employees of a federally 
funded research and development center who 
are compensated at an annual rate of com­
pensation that exceeds the annual rate of pay 
provided for Executive Schedule level I under 
section 5312 of title 5, United States Code. 

(j) LIMITATION REGARDING CHARITABLE CON­
TRIBUTIONS.-Funds available to the Depart­
ment of Defense may not be paid to a federally 
funded research and development center unless 
the head of such center enters into an agree­
ment with the Secretary of Defense not to make 
any charitable donation to a private institution, 
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local government, institution of higher edu­
cation, or any other person. 

(k) UNDISTRIBUTED REDUCTION.-The total 
amount authorized to be appropriated for re­
search, development, test, and evaluation in sec­
tion 201 is hereby reduced by $52,650,000. 
SEC. 218. DIGITAL BATI'LEFIELD PROGRAM. 

(a) FUNDING.-Of the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated by section 201, $95,857,000 shall 
be available for fiscal year 1995 for the digital 
battlefield program (PE 203758A). 

(b) PROGRAM LIMITATION.-Not more than 60 
percent of the funds appropriated pursuant to 
section 201 for the digital battlefield program 
(PE 203758A) for the Army for fiscal year 1995 
may be obligated for research and development 
activities for development or integration of such 
program until the Secretary of the Army-

(1) coordinates with the Secretary of the Navy 
to include the Marine Corps in the Army's plans 
for the digital battlefield; and 

(2) transmits to the congressional defense com­
mittees a report describing-

( A) the Army's plan of actions and milestones 
for defining the overall system architecture for 
the digital battlefield, the standards and proto­
cols for the digital battlefield, and resulting re­
quirements; 

(B) how those requirements affect or will af­
fect the major platforms that will make up the 
digital battlefield; and 

(C) the manner in which coordination with 
the Secretary of the Navy under paragraph (1) 
is being carried out. 
SEC. 219. DUAL-USE ELECTRIC AND HYBRID VEHI· 

CL.ES. 
(a) FUNDING.-Of the funds authorized to be 

appropriated in this Act-
(1) $15,000,000 shall be available for procure­

ment of electric and hybrid vehicles for military 
uses and for commercialization of such vehicles 
for nonmilitary uses; and 

(2) $10,000,000 shall be available for research, 
development, test, and evaluation of electric and 
hybrid vehicles for military uses. 

(b) LIMITATION.-(1) Funds made available 
pursuant to subsection (a) may not be expended 
until the Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of 
the Army, and the Secretary of Energy enter 
into a memorandum of understanding that 
specifies the responsibilities of each Secretary 
for research, development, test, evaluation, pro­
curement, and commercialization activities to be 
carried out with such funds. 

(2) The memorandum generally, and specifi­
cally in the case of the commercialization of 
such vehicles for nonmilitary uses, shall provide 
that any procurement of electric and hybrid ve­
hicles authorized in subsection (a) shall be in 
accordance with the provisions of the Energy 
Policy Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-486; 42 
U.S.C. 13201 et seq.) and shall be consistent with 
the amendments made to the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 7401 et seq.) by Public Law 101-549 (com­
monly known as the Clean Air Act Amendments 
of 1990; 104 Stat. 2399). 
SEC. 220. TACTICAL ANTISATELLITE TECH­

NOLOGIES PROGRAM. 
(a) DEMONSTRATION AND VALIDATION ACTIVI­

TIES.-Subject to subsection (e), the Secretary of 
Defense shall continue the demonstration and 
validation of kinetic energy antisatellite tech­
nologies under the tactical antisatellite tech­
nologies program. 

(b) LEVEL FUNDING.-Subject to subsection (e), 
of the amounts authorized to be appropriated in 
section 201 for the Army, $5,000,000 shall be 
available for fiscal year 1995 for engineering de­
velopment under the tactical antisatellite tech­
nologies program. 

(c) REQUIREMENT OF OBLIGATION OF PRIOR 
YEAR FUNDS.-To the extent provided in appro­
priations Acts, the Secretary shall obligate for 
engineering development under the tactical 

antisatellite technologies program all funds 
available for fiscal year 1993 and fiscal year 1994 
for the Kinetic Energy Antisatellite (KE-ASAT) 
program that remain available for obligation on 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(d) REPORT.-The Secretary shall submit to 
Congress the report required by section 1363 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis­
cal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 
2560). 

(e) LIMITATION.-No funds appropriated to the 
Department of Defense for fiscal year 1995 may 
be obligated for the tactical antisatellite tech­
nologies program until the Secretary of Defense 
certifies to Congress that there is a requirement 
for an antisatellite program. 
SEC. 221. UMITATION ON DISMANTLEMENT OF 

INTERCONTINENTAL BALUSTIC MIS­
SILES. 

Funds authorized to be appropriated in this 
Act may not be obligated or expended for deacti­
vating or dismantling intercontinental ballistic 
missiles (ICBMs) of the United States below that 
number of such missiles that is necessary to sup­
port 500 deployed intercontinental ballistic mis­
siles until 180 days after the date on which the 
Secretary of Defense has submitted to the con­
gressional defense committees a report on the re­
sults of a nuclear posture review being con­
ducted by the Secretary. 
SEC. 222. UMITATION ON OBUGATION OF FUNDS 

FOR SEISMIC MONITORING RE­
SEARCH. 

Funds authorized to be appropriated by this 
Act that are made available for seismic monitor­
ing of nuclear explosions may not be obligated 
for a project unless the project is authorized in 
a plan approved by the review group established 
pursuant to Presidential Decision Directive 18 
(dated December 20, 1993). 
SEC. 223. SUPERCONDUCTING MAGNETIC ENERGY 

STORAGE PROJECT. 
(a) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.-The authoriza­

tion of appropriations for fiscal year 1993 for the 
Superconducting Magnetic Energy Storage 
Project (SMES) shall be effective until the funds 
appropriated for such project are expended. The 
purposes for which such funds may be expended 
under that authorization of appropriations are 
those that are authorized in section 218 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2352) 
and section 218 of the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 
103-160; 107 Stat. 1589). 

(b) TRANSFER DEADLINE.-Not later than 30 
days after the date of the enactment of this .Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall comply with the 
requirement to trans! er funds set forth in sec­
tion 218(b) of the National Defense Authoriza­
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-
160; 107 Stat. 1589). 
SEC. 224. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE SATELLITE 

COMMUNICATIONS. 
(a) MILST AR PROGRAM.-Of the amount au­

thorized in section 201 for the M ILST AR sat­
ellite communications program, $20,000,000 is 
available either for advance procurement of 
MILST AR satellites 5 and 6 or for the Advanced 
Extra High Frequency (EHF) program, as deter­
mined by the Secretary of Defense. 

(b) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE SATELLITE COM­
MUNICATIONS MASTER PLAN.-(1) The Secretary 
of Defense shall develop a satellite communica­
tions master plan that addresses-

( A) the projected military satellite communica­
tions requirements of the Department of De­
fense; 

(B) alternate and innovative ways of meeting 
those requirements (including greater reliance 
on the commercial sector); and 

(C) possible financial incentives to ensure that 
·those elements of the Department of Defense 
that create the demand for such communica-

tions services are required to have an important 
role in paying for the provision of those services. 

(2) The Secretary shall submit to Congress a 
report on the master plan developed under sub­
section (a) not later than April 30, 1995. 

Subtitle C-MiBBile Defense Progra11111 
SEC. 231. COMPUANCE OF BALUSTIC MISSILE 

DEFENSE SYSTEMS AND COMPO­
NENTS WITH ABM TREATY. 

(a) GENERAL LIMITATION.-Funds appro­
priated to the Department of Defense for fiscal 
year 1995, or otherwise made available to the 
Department of Defense from any funds appro­
priated for fiscal year 1995 or for any fiscal year 
before 1995, may not be obligated or expended-

(1) for any development or testing of anti-bal­
listic missile systems or components except for 
development and testing consistent with the in­
terpretation of the ABM Treaty set forth in the 
enclosure to the July 13, 1993, ACDA letter; or 

(2) for the acquisition of any material or 
equipment (including long lead materials, com­
ponents, piece parts, or test equipment, or any 
modified space launch vehicle) required or to be 
used for the development or testing of anti-bal­
listic missile systems or components, except for 
material or equipment required for development 
or testing consistent with the interpretation of 
the ABM Treaty set forth in the enclosure io the 
July 13, 1993, ACDA letter. 

(b) LIMITATION RELATING TO BRILLIANT 
EYES.-Of the funds appropriated pursuant to 
the authorizations of appropriations in section 
201 that are made available for the space-based, 
midcourse missile tracking system known as the 
Brilliant Eyes program, not more than 
$80,000,000 may be obligated until the Secretary 
of Defense submits to the appropriate congres­
sional committees a report on the compliance of 
that program with the ABM Treaty, as deter­
mined under the compliance review conducted 
pursuant to subsection (c). 

(C) COMPLIANCE REVIEW FOR BRILLIANT 
EYES.-The Secretary of Defense shall review 
the Brilliant Eyes program to determine wheth­
er, and under what conditions, the development, 
testing, and deployment of the Brilliant Eyes 
missile tracking system in conjunction with a 
theater ballistic missile defense system, with a 
limited national missile defense system, and 
with both such systems, would be in compliance 
with the ABM Treaty, including the interpreta­
tion of that treaty set forth in the enclosure to 
the July 13, 1993, ACDA letter. 

(d) COMPLIANCE REVIEW FOR NAVY UPPER 
TIER SYSTEM.-(1) The Secretary of Defense 
shall review the theater ballistic missile program 
known as the Navy Upper Tier program to de­
termine whether the development, testing, and 
deployment of the system being developed under 
that program would be in compliance with the 
ABM Treaty, including the interpretation of the 
Treaty set forth in the enclosure to the July 13, 
1993, ACDA letter. 

(2) Of the funds made available to the Depart­
ment of Defense for fiscal year 1995, not more 
than $40,000,000 may be obligated for the Navy 
Upper Tier program before the date on which 
the Secretary submits to the appropriate con­
gressional committees a report on the compli­
ance of that program with the ABM Treaty, as 
determined under the compliance review under 
paragraph (1). 

(e) DEFINITIONS.-In this section: 
(1) The term "July 13, 1993, ACDA letter" 

means the letter dated July 13, 1993, from the 
Acting Director of the Arms Control and Disar­
mament Agency to the chairman of the Commit­
tee on Foreign Relations of the Senate relating 
to the correct interpretation of the ABM Treaty 
and accompanied by an enclosure setting forth 
such interpretation. 

(2) The term "ABM Treaty" means the Treaty 
between the United States of America and the 
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Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Limi­
tation of Anti-Ballistic MiS$iles, signed in Mos­
cow on May 26, 1972. 

(3) The term "appropriate congressional com­
mittees" means-

( A) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the Commit­
tee on Appropriations of the House of Rep­
resentatives; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and the Com­
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate. 
SEC. 232. MODIFICAT10NS TO ANTI·BALLISTIC 

MISSILE mEATY TO BE ENTERED 
INTO ONLY THROUGH TREATY MAK· 
ING POWER. 

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR USE OF TREATY MAKING 
POWER.-The United States shall not be bound 
by any international agreement entered into by 
the President that would substantively modify 
the ABM Treaty unless the agreement is entered 
pursuant to the treaty making power of the 
President under the Constitution. 

(b) ABM TREATY DEFINED.-ln this section, 
the term " ABM Treaty" means the Treaty Be­
tween the United States of America and the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Limi­
tation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems, signed 
in Moscow on May 26, 1972, with related proto­
col, signed in Moscow on July 3, 1974. 
SEC. 233. REVISIONS TO THE MISSILE DEFENSE 

ACT OF 1991. 
The Missile Defense Act of 1991 (part C of title 

II of Public Law 102-190; JO U.S.C. 2431 note) is 
amended-

(1) by striking out sections 235, 236, and 237; 
and 

(2) in section 238 , by inserting before the pe­
riod at the end of the second sentence the fol­
lowing: ", and shall submit to the Congress ad­
ditional interim reports on the progress of such 
negotiations at six-month intervals thereafter 
until such time as the President notifies the 
Congress that such negotiations have been con­
cluded or terminated··. 
SEC. 234. LIMITATION ON FLIGHT TESTS OF CER· 

TAIN MISSILES. 
(a) LIMITATION.-The Secretary of Defense 

may not conduct the launch of a target ballistic 
missile as part of the theater missile defense ex­
tended range test program if an anticipated re­
sult of the launch of that target missile under 
that test program would be release of debris in 
a land area of the United States outside a des­
ignated Department of Defense test range or an 
extension thereof in force as of July 1, 1994. 

(b) DEFINITION OF DEBRIS.-For purposes of 
subsection (a) , the term "debris" does not in­
clude particulate matter that is regulated for 
considerations of air quality. 

(c) CERTAIN TESTING UNAFFECTED.-Nothing 
in this section shall be construed as prohibiting 
or limiting testing of cruise missiles, unmanned 
aerial vehicles (UAVs), or precision-guided mu­
nitions. 

(d) EXPIRATION OF LIMITATION.-The limita­
tion in subsection (a) shall expire on the later 
of-

(1) June 30, 1995; or 
(2) the end of the 30-day period beginning on 

the date of the publication by the Secretary of 
Defense of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement on the Theater Missile Defense Ex­
tended Test Range. 
SEC. 235. PROGRAM ELEMENTS FOR BALLISTIC 

MISSILE DEFENSE ORGANIZATION. 
In the budget justification materials submitted 

to Congress in support of the Department of De­
fense budget for any fiscal year after fiscal year 
1995 (as submitted in the budget of the Presi­
dent), the amount requested for activities of the 
Ballistic Missile Defense Organization shall be 
set forth in accordance with the following pro­
gram elements: 

(1) National Missile Defense. 
(2) Theater High-Altitude Area Defense 

(THAAD). 
(3) The Hawk Missile system. 
(4) Battle Management, Command, Control, 

Communications, and Intelligence (BMIC31). 
(5) Patriot Advanced Capability-3 Missile Sys­

tem. 
(6) Patriot Advanced Capability-3 Missile risk 

reduction. 
(7) Navy Lower Tier Missile Defense. 
(8) Navy Upper Tier Missile Defense. 
(9) Army Corps Surface-to-Air Missile (CORPS 

SAM). 
(10) Boost Phase Intercept Program. 
(11) Other Theater Missile Defense Activities. 
(12) Support Technologies. 
(13) Program Management. 

Subtitle D-Women's Health Research 
SEC. 241. DEFENSE WOMEN'S HEALTH RESEARCH 

PROGRAM. 
(a) CONTINUATION OF PROGRAM.-The Sec­

retary of Defense shall continue the Defense 
Women's Health Research Program established 
in fiscal year 1994 pursuant to the authority in 
section 251 of the National Defense Authoriza­
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-
160; 107 Stat. 1606). The program shall continue 
to serve as the coordinating agent for multi-dis­
ciplinary and multi-institutional research with­
in the Department of Defense on women's 
health issues related to service in the Armed 
Forces. The program also shall continue to co­
ordinate with research supported by other Fed­
eral agencies that is aimed at improving the 
health of women . 

(b) PARTICIPATION BY ALL MILITARY DEPART­
MENTS.-The Departments of the Army, Navy , 
and Air Force shall each participate in the ac­
tivities under the program. 

(c) ARMY To BE EXECUTIVE AGENT.-The Sec­
retary of Defense shall designate the Secretary 
of the Army to be the executive agent for admin­
istering the program. 

(d) IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.-lf the Secretary 
of Defense intends to change the plan for the 
implementation of the program previously sub­
mitted to the Committees on Armed Services of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, the 
amended plan shall be submitted to such com­
mittees before implementation. 

(e) PROGRAM ACTIVITIES.-The program shall 
include the fallowing activities regarding health 
risks and health care for women in the Armed 
Forces: 

(1) The coordination and support activities de­
scribed in section 251 of Public Law 103-160. 

(2) Epidemiologic research regarding women 
deployed for military operations, including re­
search on patterns of illness and injury, envi­
ronmental and occupational hazards (including 
exposure to toxins), side-effects of pharma­
ceuticals used by women so deployed, psycho­
logical stress associated with military training , 
deployment, combat and other traumatic inci­
dents, and other conditions of life, and human 
factor research regarding women so deployed. 

(3) Development of a data base to facilitate 
long-term research studies on issues related to 
the health of women in military service, and 
continued development and support of a wom­
en's health information clearinghouse to serve 
as an information resource for clinical, re­
search, and policy issues affecting women in the 
Armed Forces. 

(4) Research on policies and standards issues, 
including research supporting the development 
of military standards related to training, oper­
ations, deployment, and retention and the rela­
tionship between such activities and factors af­
fecting women's health. 

(5) Research on interventions having a poten­
tial for addressing conditions of military service 
that adversely affect the health of women in the 
Armed Forces. 

(f) FUNDJNG.-Of the amount authorized to be 
appropriated pursuant to section 201, $40,000,000 
shall be available for the Defense Women 's 
Health Research Program ref erred to in sub­
section (a). 

Subtitle E-Other Matters 
SEC. 251. REQUIREMENT FOR SUBMISSION OF AN· 

NUAL REPORT OF THE SEMICONDUC· 
TOR TECHNOLOGY COUNCIL TO 
CONGRESS. 

Section 273(b)(2)(1) of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1988 and 1989 
(15 U.S.C. 4603(b)(2)(!)), as amended by section 
263 of Public Law 103-160 (107 Stat. 1608) is 
amended by inserting "and submit to Congress 
by March 31 of each year " after "Publish". 
SEC. 252. REPORT ON OCEANOGRAPHIC SURVEY 

AND RESEARCH REQUIREMENTS TO 
SUPPORT LITTORAL WARFARE. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.-Not later than March 
1, 1995, the Secretary of the Navy shall submit 
to Congress a report on the oceanographic sur­
vey and research and development requirements 
needed to support Navy operations in littoral re­
gions. 

(b) CONTENT OF REPORT.-The report shall 
contain the following: 

(1) An identification of unique properties, in­
cluding acoustics, bathymetry, bottom type, and 
ocean dynamics that af feet shallow water oper­
ations in littoral regions. 

(2) A list of the principal littoral regions 
that-

( A) designates each region as high, medium, 
or low priority based on the probable need for 
Navy operations in such regions; and 

(B) for each region, is annotated to identify­
(i) the date of the most recent detailed survey; 

and 
(ii) the extent to which that survey provides 

insight into the region's properties identified 
pursuant to paragraph (1). 

(3) An assessment of the Navy's current and 
projected access to each region for surveying 
purposes. 

(4) An assessment of the ability of current 
oceanographic survey and research assets to de­
velop the information identified in paragraph 
(1). 
SEC. 253. LANSCEfLAMPF UPGRADES. 

Of the amounts authorized to be appropriated 
by section 201(1), $20,000,000 shall be available 
to complete the Los Alamos Neutron Scattering 
Center/Los Alamos Meson Physics Facility up­
grades at the Los Alamos National Laboratory , 
Los Alamos, New Mexico. 
SEC. 254. STUDY REGARDING LIVE-FIRE SURVIV­

ABILITY TESTING OF F-22 AIRCRAFT. 
(a) REQUIREMENT.-The Secretary of Defense 

shall request the National Research Council of 
the National Academy of Sciences-

(1) to conduct a study regarding the desirabil­
ity of exercising the authority under subsection 
(c) of section 2366 of title 10, United States Code, 
to waive for the F-22 aircraft program the sur­
vivability tests required pursuant to subsection 
(a) of such section; and 

(2) to submit to the Secretary and Congress, 
within 180 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, a report containing the conclusions 
of the Council regarding the desirability of 
waiving such tests. 

(b) CONTENT OF REPORT.-The report shall 
contain the following matters: 

(1) Conclusions regarding the practicality of 
full-scale, full-up testing for the F-22 aircraft 
program. 

(2) A discussion of the implications regarding 
the affordability of the F-22 aircraft program of 
conducting and of not conducting the surviv­
ability tests, including an assessment of the po­
tential Zif e cycle benefits that could be derived 
from full-scale , full-up live fire testing in com­
parison to the costs of such testing. 
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(3) A discussion of what, if any, changes of 

circumstances affecting the F-22 aircraft pro­
gram have occurred since completion of the 
milestone II program review to cause the pro­
gram manager to request a waiver of the surviv­
ability tests for the F-22 aircraft program that 
was not requested at that time. 

(4) The sufficiency of the F-22 aircraft pro­
gram testing plans to fulfill the same require­
ments and purposes as are provided in sub­
section (e)(3) of section 2366 of title 10, United 
States Code, for realistic survivability testing for 
purposes of subsection (a)(l)(A) of such section. 

(5) Any recommendations regarding surviv­
ability testing for the F-22 aircraft program that 
the Council considers appropriate on the basis 
of the study. 
SEC. 255. UNIVERSITY RESEARCH INITIATIVE 

SUPPORT PROGRAM. 
Of the amounts authorized to be appropriated 

under section 201, $10,000,000 shall be available 
for the University Research Initiative Support 
Program established pursuant to section 802 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis­
cal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 
1701; 10 U.S.C. 2358 note). 
SEC. 256. MANUFACTURING SCIENCE AND TECH­

NOLOGY PROGRAM. 
(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.-(]) Section 2525 

of title 10, United States Code, is amended to 
read as follows: 
"§ 2525. Manufacturing science and tech­

nology program 
"(a) ESTABLISHMENT.-The Secretary of De­

fense shall establish a Manufacturing Science 
and Technology Program to further the national 
security objectives of section 2501(a) of this title. 
The Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition 
and Technology shall administer the program. 

"(b) PURPOSE.-The purpose of the program is 
to enhance the capability of industry to meet 
the manufacturing needs of the Department of 
Defense. 

"(c) EXECUTION.-The Secretary may carry 
out projects under the program through the Sec­
retaries of the military departments and the 
heads of the Defense Agencies. 

"(d) COMPETITION AND COST SHARING.-(1) 
Competitive procedures shall be used for award­
ing all grants and entering into all contracts, 
cooperative agreements, and other transactions 
under the program. 

"(2) A grant may not be awarded under the 
program, and a contract, cooperative agreement, 
or other transaction may not be entered into 
under the program, on any basis other than a 
cost-sharing basis unless the Secretary of De­
fense determines that the grant, contract, coop­
erative agreement, or other transaction, as the 
case may be, is for a program that-

''( A) is not likely to have any immediate and 
direct commercial application; or 

"(B) is of sufficiently high risk to discourage 
cost sharing by non-Federal Government 
sources.". 

(2) The item relating to section 2525 in the 
table of sections at the beginning of subchapter 
IV of chapter 148 of such title is amended to 
read as follows: 
"2525. Manufacturing Science and Technology 

Program.". 
(b) FUNDING.-Of the amounts appropriated 

pursuant to section 201, not more than 
$109,420,000 shall be available for the Manufac­
turing Science and Technology Program under 
section 2525 of title 10, United States Code (as 
amended by subsection (a)), of which-

(1) not more than $29 ,420 ,000 shall be available 
for the Army; 

(2) not more than $20,000,000 shall be available 
for the Navy; 

(3) not more than $50,000,000 shall be available 
for the Air Force; and 

(4) not more than $10,000,000 shall be available 
for the Defense Logistics Agency. 
SEC. 257. DEFENSE EXPERIMENTAL PROGRAM TO 

STIMULATE COMPETITIVE RE-
SEARCH. 

(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.-The Secretary of 
Defense, acting through the Director of Defense 
Research and Engineering, shall carry out a De­
fense Experimental Program to Stimulate Com­
petitive Research (DEPSCoR) as part of the uni­
versity research programs of the Department of 
Defense. 

(b) PROGRAM OBJECTIVES.-The objectives of 
the program are as follows: 

(1) To enhance the capabilities of institutions 
of higher education in eligible States to develop, 
plan, and execute science and engineering re­
search that is competitive under the peer-review 
systems used for awarding Federal research as­
sistance. 

(2) To increase the probability of long-term 
growth in the competitively awarded financial 
assistance that institutions of higher education 
in eligible States receive from the Federal Gov­
ernment for science and engineering research. 

(c) PROGRAM ACTIVITIES.-ln order to achieve 
the program objectives; the following activities 
are authorized under the program: 

(1) Competitive award of research grants. 
(2) Competitive award of financial assistance 

for graduate students. 
(d) ELIGIBLE STATES.-(1) The Director of the 

National Science Foundation shall designate 
which States are eligible States for the purposes 
of this section and shall notify the Director of 
Defense Research and Engineering of the States 
so designated. 

(2) The Director of the National Science Foun­
dation shall designate a State as an eligible 
State if, as determined by the Director-

( A) the institutional average amount of Fed­
eral financial assistance for research and devel­
opment received by the institutions of higher 
education in the State for the fiscal year preced­
ing the fiscal year for which the designation is 
effective, or for the last fiscal year for which 
statistics are available, is less than the amount 
equal to 60 percent of the national institutional 
average amount of Federal financial assistance 
for research and development received by the in­
stitutions of higher education in the United 
States for such preceding or last fiscal year, as 
the case may be; 

(B) the State has demonstrated a commitment 
to developing research bases in the State and to 
improving science and engineering research and 
education programs at institutions of higher 
education in the State; and 

(C) the State is an eligible State for purposes 
of the Experimental Program to Stimulate Com­
petitive Research conducted by the National 
Science Foundation. 

(e) COORDINATION WITH SIMILAR FEDERAL 
PROGRAMS.-(1) The Secretary shall consult 
with the Director of the National Science Foun­
dation and the Director of the Office of Science 
and Technology Policy in the planning, devel­
opment, and execution of the program and shall 
coordinate the program with the Experimental 
Program to Stimulate Competitive Research con­
ducted by the National Science Foundation and 
with similar programs sponsored by other de­
partments and agencies of the Federal Govern­
ment. 

(2) All solicitations under the Defense Experi­
mental Program to Stimulate Competitive Re­
search shall be made to, and all awards shall be 
made through, the State committees established 
for purposes of the Experimental Program to 
Stimulate Competitive Research conducted by 
the National Science Foundation. 

(3) A State committee referred to in paragraph 
(2) shall ensure that activities carried out in the 
State of that committee under the Defense Ex-

perimental Program to Stimulate Competitive 
Research are coordinated with the activities car­
ried out in the State under other similar initia­
tives of the Federal Government to stimulate 
competitive research. 
SEC. 258. STUDY ON CONVERGENCE OF GEOSAT 

AND EOS ALTIMETRY PROGRAMS. 
(a) REQUIREMENT.-The Secretary of the Navy 

and the Administrator of the National Aero­
nautics and Space Administration shall jointly 
conduct a study on the convergence of the Na­
tional Aeronautics and Space Administration 
Earth Observing System Altimetry mission with 
the Navy Geosat Follow-On program. The study 
shall assess whether a converged system, which 
may involve minor modifications to the Geosat 
Follow-On satellite, could-

(1) satisfy the needs of the Earth Observing 
System program for altimetry data; 

(2) reduce the cost to the National Aero­
nautics and Space Administration of satisfying 
such needs; 

(3) be available in time to serve as the follow­
on to the Topex/Poseidon mission; and 

(4) continue to meet the requirements of the 
Navy for altimetry data at no additional cost to 
the Navy. 

(b) CONSULTATION.-ln conducting the study, 
the Secretary and the Administrator shall con­
sult with appropriate members of the scientific 
community. 

(c) REPORT.-The Secretary and the Adminis­
trator shall submit to the Committees on Armed 
Services and on Commerce, Science, and Trans­
portation of the Senate and the Committees on · 
Armed Services and on Science, Space, and 
Technology of the House of Representatives a 
joint report on the results of the study con­
ducted under subsection (a), together with the 
recommendations of the Secretary and the Ad­
ministrator thereon. The report shall be submit­
ted not later than February 15, 1995. 

TITLE III-OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE 

SubtiUe A-Authorization of Appropriations 
SEC. 301. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE FUND­

ING. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro­

priated for fiscal year 1995 for the use of the 
Armed Forces and other activities and agencies 
of the Department of Defense for expenses, not 
otherwise provided for, for operation and main­
tenance in amounts as follows: 

(1) For the Army, $17,426,804,000. 
(2) For the Navy, $21,055,470,000. 
(3) For the Marine Corps, $2,066,295,000. 
(4) For the Air Force, $18,837,623,000. 
(5) For Defense-wide activities, 

$10,031,576,000. 
(6) For the Army Reserve, $1,238,822,000. 
(7) For the Naval Reserve, $827,819,000. 
(8) For the Marine Corps Reserve, $81,462,000. 
(9) For the Air Force Reserve, $1,464,932,000. 
(10) For the Army National Guard, 

$2,398,415,000. 
(11) For the Air National Guard, 

$2,771,678,000. 
(12) For the National Board for the Promotion 

of Rifle Practice, $2,544,000. 
(13) For the Defense Inspector General, 

$140,798,000. 
(14) For the United States Court of Appeals 

for the Armed Forces, $6,126,000. 
(15) For Environmental Restoration, Defense, 

$2,030,200,000. 
(16) For Drug Interdiction and Counter-drug 

Activities, Defense-wide, $714,200,000. 
(17) For Medical Programs, Defense, 

$9,854,459,000. 
(18) For Project Peace, $15,000,000. 
(19) For Cooperative Threat Reduction pro­

grams, $400,000,000. 
(20) For Overseas Humanitarian , Disaster, 

and Civic Aid programs. $86,000,000. 
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SEC. 302. WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro­
priated for fiscal year 1995 for the use of the 
Armed Forces and other activities and agencies 
of the Department of Defense for providing cap­
ital for working capital and revolving funds in 
amounts as fallows: 

(1) For the Defense Business Operations 
Fund, $1,239,438,000. 

(2) For the National Defense Sealift Fund , 
$828,600,000, of which $220,000,000 shall be avail­
able for the Marine Corps maritime 
prepositioning ship enhancement program. 
SEC. 303. ARMED FORCES RETIREMENT HOME. 

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
for fiscal year 1995 from the Armed Forces Re­
tirement Home Trust Fund the sum of 
$59,317,000 for the operation of the Armed 
Forces Retirement Home, including the United 
States Soldiers ' and Airmen's Home and the 
Naval Home. 
SEC. 304. FUNDS FOR DEPOT-LEVEL MAINTE­

NANCE AND REPAIR WORK. 
Of amounts authorized to be appropriated for 

fiscal year 1995 under section 301, there shall be 
available for the performance of depot-level 
maintenance and repair work by depot-level ac­
tivities of the Department of Defense the 
amount that is equal to the sum of-

(1) the total amount provided in the budget 
submitted to Congress by the President for fiscal 
year 1995 pursuant to section 1105 of title 31 , 
United States Code, for the Department of De­
fense for the performance of depot-level mainte­
nance and repair work; and 

(2) $305,000,000, of which-
( A) $140,000,000 shall be available for the 

Army; 
(B) $40,000,000 shall be available for the Navy; 
(C) $75,000,000 shall be available for the Air 

Force; and 
(D) $50,000,000 shall be available for the Ma­

rine Corps. 
SEC. 305. SUPPORT FOR THE 1996 SUMMER OLYM­

PICS. 
Section 306(c) of the National Defense Author­

ization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 (Pub­
lic Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1335) is amended by 
inserting ", and for fiscal year 1995 the sum of 
$10,000,000," after "for fiscal year 1992 the sum 
of $2,000,000". 
SEC. 306. SUPPORT FOR THE 1995 SPECIAL OLYM· 

PICS WORLD GAMES. 
(a) AUTHORITY To PROVIDE SUPPORT.-The 

Secretary of Defense may provide logistical sup­
port and personnel services in connection with 
the 1995 Special Olympics World Games to be 
held in the State of Connecticut. 

(b) PAY AND NONTRA VEL-RELATED ALLOW­
ANCES.-(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2), 
the costs for pay and non travel-related allow­
ances of members of the Armed Forces for the 
support and services ref erred to in subsection (a) 
may not be charged to appropriations made pur­
suant to the authorization in subsection (c). 

(2) Paragraph (1) does not apply in the case 
of members of a reserve component called or or­
dered to active duty to provide logistical support 
and personnel services for the 1995 Special 
Olympics World Games. 

(C) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.­
There is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
for the Department of Defense for fiscal year 
1995 the sum of $3,000,000 to carry out sub­
section (a) . 

Subtitle B-Defense Business Operations 
Fund 

SEC. 311. OVERSIGHT OF DEFENSE BUSINESS OP­
ERATIONS FUND. 

(a) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.-Section 316(a) 
of the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 (10 U.S.C. 2208 note) 
is amended by striking out " During the period" 

and all that follows through "December 31, 1994, 
the" and inserting in lieu thereof "The". 

(b) PURCHASE FROM OTHER SOURCES.-The 
Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of a mili­
tary department may purchase goods and serv­
ices that are available for purchase from the De­
fense Business Operations Fund from a source 
other than the Fund if the Secretary determines 
that such source offers a more competitive rate 
for the goods and services than the Fund offers. 

(C) LIMITATION ON INCLUSION OF CERTAIN 
COSTS IN DBOF CHARGES.-A charge imposed 
for a good or service provided through the Fund 
may not include amounts necessary to cover 
costs incurred in connection with the closure or 
realignment of a military installation. 

(d) PROCEDURES FOR ACCUMULATION OF 
FUNDS.-The Secretary of Defense shall estab­
lish billing procedures to ensure that the bal­
ance in the Fund does not exceed the amount 
necessary to provide for the working capital re­
quirements of the Fund, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

(e) ANNUAL REPORTS AND BUDGET.-The Sec­
retary of Defense shall annually submit to the 
congressional defense committees, at the same 
time that the President submits the budget 
under section 1105 of title 31, United States 
Code, the following: 

(1) A detailed report that contains a statement 
of all receipts and disbursements of the Fund 
(including such a statement for each subaccount 
of the Fund) for the year for which the report 
is submitted. 

(2) A detailed proposed budget for the oper­
ation of the Fund for the fiscal year for which 
the budget is submitted. 

(3) A comparison of the amounts actually ex­
pended for the operation of the Fund for the 
previous fiscal year with the amount proposed 
for the operation . of the Fund for that fiscal 
year in the budget. 

(f) IMPLEMENTATION OF IMPROVEMENT 
P LAN.-(1) Not later than February 1, 1995, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the congres­
sional defense committees a report on the 
progress made in implementing the Defense 
Business Operations Fund Improvement Plan, 
dated September 1993. The report shall describe 
the progress made in reaching the milestones es­
tablished in the plan and provide an expla­
nation for any failure to meet any such mile­
stone. The Secretary shall submit a copy of the 
report to the Comptroller General of the United 
States at the same time that the Secretary sub­
mits the report to the congressional defense com­
mittees. 

(2) The Comptroller General shall monitor and 
evaluate the progress of the Department of De­
fense in developing and implementing the im­
provement plan referred to in paragraph (1). 

(3) Not later than March 1, 1995, the Comp­
troller General shall submit to the congressional 
defense committees a report containing the f al­
lowing: 

(A) An evaluation of the progress report sub­
mitted to the congressional defense committees 
by the Secretary of Defense pursuant to para­
graph (1). 

(B) The findings and conclusions of the 
Comptroller General resulting from the monitor­
ing and evaluation conducted under paragraph 
(2). 

(C) Any recommendations for legislation or 
administrative action concerning the Fund that 
the Comptroller General considers appropriate. 

(g) DEFINITION.-ln this section, the term 
"Fund" means the Defense Business Operations 
Fund. 
SEC. 312. REVIEW BY COMPTROILER GENERAL OF 

CHARGES IMPOSED BY DEFENSE 
BUSINESS OPERATIONS FUND. 

(a) REVIEW.-The Comptroller General of the 
United States shall review the charges proposed 

by the Secretary of Defense to be imposed for 
fiscal year 1996 for goods and services provided 
by the Defense Business Operations Fund, in­
cluding related service charges and charges for 
overhead costs. 

(b) DETERMINATION REQUIRED.-ln conduct­
ing the review, the Comptroller General shall-

(1) compare the charges imposed for the provi­
sion of goods and services to the military depart­
ments and Defense Agencies with the charges 
imposed for the provision of goods and services 
to persons outside the Department of Defense; 
and 

(2) determine the extent to which differences 
in such charges result in the military depart­
ments and Defense Agencies having a cost ad­
vantage or a cost disadvantage in relation to the 
persons outside the Department of Defense. 

(C) REPORT.-Not later than April 15, 1995, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to Congress a 
report on the results of the review conducted 
under subsection (a). The report shall contain 
the comparison and determination required by 
subsection (b) and any recommendations of the 
Comptroller General for legislation or adminis­
trative action. 
SEC. 313. UMITATION ON OBUGATIONS AGAINST 

THE CAPITAL ASSET FUND. 
The Secretary of Defense may not incur obli­

gations against funds in the capital asset sub­
account of the Defense Business Operations 
Fund during fiscal year 1995 in a total amount 
in excess of $1,440,000,000. 
SEC. 314. UMITATION ON OBLIGATIONS AGAINST 

THE SUPPLY MANAGEMENT DIVI­
SIONS. 

(a) LIMITATION.-(]) The Secretary of Defense 
may not incur obligations against the supply 
management divisions of the Defense Business 
Operations Fund during fiscal year 1995 in a 
total amount in excess of 65 percent of the total 
amount derived from sales from such divisions 
during that fiscal year. 

(2) For purposes of determining the amount of 
obligations incurred against, and sales from, 
such divisions during fiscal year 1995, the Sec­
retary shall exclude obligations and sales for 
fuel, commissary and subsistence items, retail 
operations, repair of equipment and spare parts 
in support of repair, direct vendor deliveries, 
foreign military sales, initial outfitting requiring 
equipment furnished by the Federal Govern­
ment, and the cost of operations. 

(b) WAIVER AUTHORITY.-The Secretary of De­
fense may waive the limitation in subsection (a) 
if the Secretary determines that such waiver is 
necessary in order to maintain the readiness 
and combat effectiveness of the Armed Forces. 
The Secretary shall immediately notify Congress 
of any such waiver and the reasons for such 
waiver. 

(C) DETERMINATIONS OF EFFECTS OF LIMITA­
TION ON READINESS AND COMBAT EFFECTIVE­
NESS.-Not later than 60 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretaries of the 
military departments and the Director of the De­
fense Logistics Agency shall each submit to the 
Secretary of Defense a report containing the 
views of such official on the effects of the limi­
tation in subsection (a) on the ability of the De­
partment of Defense to maintain the readiness 
and combat effectiveness of the Armed Forces. If 
the Secretary of Defense determines, after con­
sidering the reports, that the limitation will im­
pair the readiness and combat effectiveness of 
any of the Armed Forces, the Secretary shall ex­
ercise the waiver authority provided in sub­
section (b). 

Subtitle C-Environmental Provisions 
SEC. 321. UMITATION ON USE OF ENVIRON­

MENTAL RESTORATION FUNDS FOR 
PAYMENT OF FINES AND PENALTIES. 

Section 2703 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new subsection: 
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"(f) PAYMENT OF FINES AND PENALTIES.­

None of the funds appropriated to the trans! er 
account for fiscal years 1995 through 1999 may 
be used for the payment of a fine or penalty im­
posed against the Department of Defense unless 
the act or omission for which the fine or penalty 
is imposed arises out of an activity funded by 
the transfer account.". 
SEC. 322. PARTICIPATION OF INDIAN TRIBES IN 

AGREEMENTS FOR DEFENSE ENVI· 
RONMENTAL RESTORATION. 

Section 2701(d) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended-

(1) by striking out "SERVICE OF OTHER AGEN­
CIES.-The Secretary" and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: "SERVICE OF OTHER 
AGENCIES.-

"(1) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary"; 
(2) in paragraph (1), as so designated, by in­

serting "or any Indian tribe" after "any State 
or local government agency"; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
"(2) DEFINITION.-Fn this subsection, the term 

'Indian tribe' has the meaning given such term 
in section 101(36) of the Comprehensive Environ­
mental Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601(36)). ". 
SEC. 323. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO ISSUE 

SURETY BONDS FOR CERTAIN ENVI­
RONMENTAL PROGRAMS. 

Section 2701(j)(l) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking out "December 31, 
1995" and inserting in lieu thereof "December 
31, 1999". 
SEC. 324. PAYMENT OF CERTAIN STIPULATED 

CIVIL PENALTIES. 
The Secretary of Defense may pay, from funds 

appropriated pursuant to section 301(15), not 
more than $500,000 to the Hazardous Substance 
Superfund established under section 9507 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 9507) 
as payment of stipulated civil penalties assessed 
under the Comprehensive Environmental Re­
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 
(42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.) against the West Virginia 
Ordnance Works. 
SEC. 325. ADDITIONAL EXCEPTION TO PROHIBI­

TION ON STORAGE AND DISPOSAL 
OF NONDEFENSE TOXIC AND HAZ­
ARDOUS MATERIALS AT MIUTARY 
INSTALLATIONS. 

Section 2692(b) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended-

(1) by striking out "and" at the end of para­
graph (7): 

(2) by striking out the period at the end of 
paragraph (8) and inserting in lieu thereof "; 
and"; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

"(9) the treatment and disposal of any mate­
rial that is not owned by the Department of De­
fense if the Secretary of the military department 
concerned determines that the material is re­
quired or generated by a private person in con­
nection with the authorized and compatible 
commercial use by that person of an industrial­
type facility of that military department and the 
Secretary enters into a contract with that per­
son that-

''( A) is consistent with the best interest of na­
tional defense and environmental security; and 

"(B) provides for that person's continued fi­
nancial and environmental responsibility and li­
ability with regard to the material.". 
SEC. 326. ASSISTANCE FOR PUBUC PARTICIPA­

TION IN DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL 
RESTORATION ACTIVITIES. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF RESTORATION ADVI­
SORY BOARDS.-Section 2705 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new subsection: 

"(d) RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD.-(1) Jn 
lieu of establishing a technical review committee 
under subsection (c), the Secretary may permit 

the establishment of a restoration advisory 
board in connection with any installation (or 
group of nearby installations) where the Sec­
retary is planning or implementing environ­
mental restoration activities. 

''(2) The Secretary shall prescribe regulations 
regarding the characteristics, composition, fund­
ing, and establishment of restoration advisory 
boards pursuant to this subsection. However, 
the issuance of regulations shall not be a pre­
condition to the establishment of a restoration 
advisory board or affect the existence or oper­
ation of a restoration advisory board established 
before the date of the enactment of this section. 

"(3) The Secretary may provide for the pay­
ment of routine administrative expenses of a res­
toration advisory board from funds available for 
the operation and maintenance of the installa­
tion (or installations) for which the board is es­
tablished or from the funds available under sub­
section (e)(3). ". 

(b) ASSISTANCE FOR CITIZEN PARTICIPATION ON 
TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARDS AND RESTORATION 
ADVISORY BOARDS.-Such section is further 
amended by adding after subsection (d), as 
added by subsection (a), the following new sub­
section: 

"(e) ASSISTANCE FOR CITIZEN PARTICIPA­
TION.-(1) Using funds made available under 
paragraph (3), the Secretary may make tech­
nical assistance grants under section 117(e) of 
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9617(e)) in connection with installations 
containing facilities listed on the National Pri­
orities List. 

"(2)(A) Subject to subparagraph (B), the Sec­
retary shall make available under paragraph (3) 
funds to facilitate the participation of individ­
uals from the private sector on technical review 
committees and restoration advisory boards at 
installations not covered by paragraph (1) for 
the purpose of ensuring public input into the 
planning and implementation of environmental 
restoration activities at the installations for 
which such committees and boards are in oper­
ation. 

"(B) The private individuals who are members 
of a committee or advisory board are eligible for 
funding assistance under this paragraph only if 
they reside in the vicinity of the installation (or 
installations) for which the committee or advi­
sory board is established and are not potentially 
responsible parties with respect to environ­
mental hazards at any installation. Funds shall 
be paid to, and administered by, the committee 
or advisory board on which the private individ­
uals are members for accounting and financial 
management purposes, subject to subparagraph 
(C). 

''(C) Individuals who are local community 
members of a technical review committee or res­
toration advisory board may use funds made 
available under this paragraph only-

' '(i) to obtain technical assistance in inter­
preting scientific and engineering issues with re­
gard to the nature of environmental hazards at 
an installation and the restoration activities 
proposed for or conducted at the installation; 
and 

"(ii) to assist such members and affected citi­
zens to participate more effectively in environ­
mental restoration activities at the installation. 

"(D) The members of a technical review com­
mittee or restoration advisory board may use 
funds made available under this paragraph to 
employ technical or other experts, in accordance 
with the regulations prescribed under subsection 
(d)(2). 

"(3)(A) Subject to subparagraph (B), the Sec­
retary shall make funds available under this 
subsection using funds in the fallowing ac­
counts: 

''(i) .Jn the case of a military installation not 
closed pursuant to a base closure law, the De-

fense Environmental Restoration Account estab­
lished in section 2703(a) of this title. 

"(ii) In the case of a technical review commit­
tee or restoration advisory board established for 
a military installation to be closed, the Depart­
ment of Defense Base Closure Account 1990 es­
tablished under section 2906(a) of the Defense 
Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (part 
A Of title XXIX of Public Law 101-510; 10 u.s.c. 
2687 note). 

"(B) The total amount of funds available 
under this subsection for fiscal year 1995 may 
not exceed $7,500,000. ". 

(c) INVOLVEMENT OF COMMITTEES AND BOARDS 
IN DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION PRO­
GRAM.-Such section is further amended by add­
ing after subsection ( e), as added by subsection 
(b), the following new subsection: 

"(f) lNVOL VEMENT IN DEFENSE ENVIRON­
MENTAL RESTORATION PROGRAM.-!! a technical 
review committee or restoration advisory board 
is established with respect to an installation (or 
group of installations), the Secretary shall con­
sult with and seek the advice of the committee 
or board on the fallowing issues: 

"(1) Identifying environmental restoration ac­
tivities and projects at the installation or instal­
lations. 

"(2) Monitoring progress on these activities 
and projects. 

''(3) Collecting information regarding restora­
tion priorities for the installation or installa­
tions. 

"(4) Addressing land use, level of restoration, 
acceptable risk, and waste management and 
technology development issues related to envi­
ronmental restoration at the installation or in­
stallations. 

"(5) Developing environmental restoration 
strategies for the installation or installations.". 

(d) IMPLEMENTATION REQUIREMENTS.-Not 
later than 180 days after the date on which the 
Secretary of Defense announces a decision to es­
tablish restoration advisory boards, the Sec­
retary shall-

(1) prescribe the regulations required under 
subsection (d)(2) of section 2705 of title 10, Unit­
ed States Code, as added by subsection (a); and 

(2) take appropriate actions to notify the pub­
lic of the availability of funding under sub­
section (e) of such section, as added by sub­
section (b). 

(e) REPORt.-Not later than May 1, 1996, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the Commit­
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and House 
of Representatives a report regarding-

(1) the establishment of restoration advisory 
boards under subsection (d) of section 2705 of 
title 10, United States Code, as added by sub­
section (a); and 

(2) the expenditure of funds for assistance for 
citizen participation on technical review com­
mittees and restoration advisory boards under 
subsection (e) of such section, as added by sub­
section (b). 
SEC. 327. PILOT PROGRAM TO DEVELOP AND 

DEMONSTRATE ENVIRONMENTAL 
REMEDIATION TECHNOLOGIES. 

(a) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT FOR PILOT PRO­
GRAM.-(1) The Secretary of Defense may enter 
into a cooperative agreement with an institution 
of higher education for the purpose of facilitat­
ing the development and demonstration of new 
methods and technologies for more effective and 
expedient environmental remediation at military 
installations by engaging in a pilot demonstra­
tion project as provided in subsection (b). 

(2) If the Secretary enters into a cooperative 
agreement under paragraph (1), the agreement 
shall authorize the institution of higher edu­
cation to enter into partnerships or other rela­
tionships with private and public entities for 
purposes of conducting activities under the co­
operative agreement. 
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(b) PILOT PROJECT AT DEFENSE LANDFILL.-(}) 

If the Secretary enters into a cooperative agree­
ment under subsection (a)(l), the agreement 
shall authorize the institution of higher edu­
cation to participate in a cooperative pilot dem­
onstration project at a Government landfill de­
scribed in paragraph (2) if such demonstration 
project can be carried out in a manner that is 
consistent with all other actions at such landfill 
that the Secretary is legally required to under­
take. 

(2) The Government landfill ref erred to in 
paragraph (1) is a Government landfill that-

( A) is listed on the National Priorities List 
pursuant to section 105(a)(8)(B) of the Com­
prehensive Environmental Response, Compensa­
tion, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 
9605(a)(8)(B)); and 

(B) is located on a military installation to be 
closed pursuant to a base closure law. 

(c) FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 1995.-0f the 
amount authorized to be appropriated under 
section 201(4) and made available for innovative 
environmental technologies certification, 
$1,000,000 shall be available for the establish­
ment of the cooperative agreement and the ac­
tivities necessary to conduct the pilot dem­
onstration project under this section. 
SEC. 328. ENVIRONMENTAL EDUCATION AND 

TRAINING PROGRAM FOR DEFENSE 
PERSONNEL. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.-The Secretary of De­
fense shall establish and conduct an education 
and training program for members of the Armed 
Forces and civilian employees of the Department 
of Defense whose responsibilities include plan­
ning or executing the environmental mission of 
the Department. The Secretary shall conduct 
the program to ensure that such members and 
employees obtain and maintain the knowledge 
and skill required to comply with existing envi­
ronmental laws and regulations. 

(b) IDENTIFICATION OF MILITARY FACILITIES 
WITH ENVIRONMENTAL TRAINING EXPERTISE.-As 
part of the program, the Secretary may identify 
military facilities that have existing expertise (or 
the capacity to develop such expertise) in con­
ducting education and training activities in var­
ious environmental disciplines. In the case of a 
military facility identified under this subsection, 
the Secretary should encourage the use of the 
facility by members and employees ref erred to in 
subsection (a) who are not under the jurisdic­
tion of the military department operating the fa­
cility. 
SEC. 329. STUDY OF ESTABLISHMENT OF LAND 

MANAGEMENT AND TRAINING CEN· 
TER. 

(a) STUDY.-The Secretary of the Army shall 
carry out a study of the feasibility and advis­
ability of establishing a center for the land man­
agement activities and land management train­
ing activities of the Department of Defense. 

(b) REPORT.-Not later than May 1, 1996, the 
Secretary shall submit to the congressional de­
fense committees a report on the study required 
under subsection (a). If the Secretary concludes 
as a result of the study that establishing the 
center is feasible and advisable, the report shall 
include a statement of the Secretary 's rec­
ommendations for the location of the center and 
the specific activities to be conducted at the cen­
ter. 

Subtitle D-Depot-Level Activities 
SEC. 331. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 
(1) By providing the Armed Forces with a crit­

ical capacity to respond to the needs of the 
Armed Forces for depot-level maintenance and 
repair of weapon systems and equipment, the 
depot-level maintenance and repair activities of 
the Department of Defense play an essential 
role in maintaining the readiness of the Armed 
Forces. 

(2) It is appropriate for the capability of the 
depot-level maintenance and repair activities of 
the Department of Defense to perf arm mainte­
nance and repair of weapon systems and equip­
ment to be based on policies that take into con­
sideration the readiness, mobilization, and de­
ployment requirements of the military depart­
ments. 

(3) It is appropriate for the management of 
employees of the depot-level maintenance and 
repair activities of the Department of Defense to 
be based on the amount of workload necessary 
to be performed by such activities to maintain 
the readiness of the weapon systems and equip­
ment of the military departments and on the 
funds made available for the performance of 
such workload. 
SEC. 332. MODIFICATION OF LIMITATION ON PER· 

FORMANCE OF DEPOT-LEVEL MAIN· 
TENANCE. 

(a) MODIFICATION.-Subsection (a) of section 
2466 of title 10, United States Code, is amended 
to read as fallows: 

"(a) PERCENTAGE LIMITATION.-Not more than 
40 percent of the funds made available in a fis­
cal year to a military department or a Defense 
Agency for depot-level maintenance and repair 
workload may be used to contract for the per­
formance by non-Federal Government personnel 
of such workload for the military department or 
the Defense Agency. Any such funds that are 
not used for such a contract shall be used for 
the performance of depot-level maintenance and 
repair workload by employees of the Department 
of Defense.". 

(b) INCLUSION OF REPAIR ACTIVITIES.-Sub­
section (b) of such section is amended by insert­
ing "and repair" after "maintenance" each 
place it appears. 

(c) REPORT.-Subsection (e) of such section is 
amended to read as fallows: 

"(e) REPORT.-Not later than January 15, 
1995, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
Congress a report identifying, for each military 
department and Defense Agency, the percentage 
of funds referred to in subsection (a) that was 
used during fiscal year 1994 to contract for the 
performance by non-Federal Government per­
sonnel of depot-level maintenance and repair 
workload.". 
SEC. 333. REPORT ON PERFORMANCE OF DEPOT· 

LEVEL MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
OF NEW WEAPON SYSTEMS. 

(a) REPORT.-Not later than April 1, 1995, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to Congress a 
report that contains a statement by each Sec­
retary of a military department on the plans of 
that military department to provide for the 
depot-level maintenance and repair of any new 
weapon system described in subsection (b) by 
depot-level activities of the Department of De­
fense. 

(b) COVERED WEAPON SYSTEMS.-A new weap­
on system referred to in subsection (a) is a 
weapon system-

(1) initially delivered to the military depart­
ment by a contractor on, or within 4 years be­
! ore, the date of the enactment of this Act; or 

(2) planned for initial delivery to the military 
department by a contractor on, or within 5 
years after, such date. 
SEC. 334. REVIEW OF COST GROWTH IN CON­

TRACTS TO PERFORM DEPOT-LEVEL 
MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR. 

(a) REVIEW.-The Secretary of Defense shall 
carry out a review of a representative sample of 
existing contracts entered into by the Depart­
ment of Defense for the performance of depot­
level maintenance and repair to determine the 
extent to which the costs incurred by a contrac­
tor under any such contract have exceeded the 
cost of the contract at the time the contract was 
entered into. 

(b) REPORT.-Not later than May 1, 1995, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the Commit-

tees on Armed Services of the Senate and House 
of Representatives a report containing the re­
sults of the review carried out under subsection 
(a). 
SEC. 335. AUTHORITY FOR DEPOT-LEVEL ACTIVI· 

TIES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DE· 
FENSE TO COMPETE FOR MAJNTE. 
NANCE AND REPAIR WORKLOADS OF 
OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Chapter 146 of title 10, Unit­
ed States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new section: 
"§2470. Depot-level activities of the Depart­

ment of Defense: authority to compete for 
maintenance and repair workloads of other 
Federal agencies 
''A depot-level activity of the Department of 

Defense shall be eligible to compete for the per­
! ormance of any depot-level maintenance and 
repair workload of a Federal agency for which 
competitive procedures are used to select the en­
tity to perform the workload.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec­
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend­
ed by adding at the end the fallowing new item: 
"2470. Depot-level activities of the Department 

of Defense: authority to compete 
for maintenance and repair work­
loads of other Federal agencies.". 

SEC. 336. AUTHORITY OF DEPOTS TO PROVIDE 
SERVICES OUTSIDE THE DEPART· 
MENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Chapter 146 of title 10, Unit­
ed States Code, as amended by section 335, is 
further amended by adding at the end the f al­
lowing new section: 
"§2471. Persons outside the Department of De­

fense: lease of excess depot-level equipment 
and facilities by 
"(a) AUTHORITY To LEASE EXCESS EQUIPMENT 

AND FACILITIES.-Subject to subsection (b), the 
Secretary of a military department and, with re­
spect to a Defense Agency, the Secretary of De­
fense, may lease excess equipment and facilities 
of a depot-level activity of the military depart­
ment, or the Defense Agency, to a person out­
side the Department of Defense. 

"(b) LIMITATIONS.-A lease under subsection 
(a) may be entered into only if-

"(1) the lease of any such equipment or facili­
ties will not have a significant adverse effect on 
the readiness of the armed forces, as determined 
by the Secretary concerned; 

"(2) the person leasing such equipment or fa­
cilities agrees to reimburse the Department of 
Defense for the costs (both direct and indirect 
costs, including any rental costs, as determined 
the Secretary concerned) attributable to the 
lease of such equipment or facilities: 

"(3) the person leasing such equipment or fa­
cilities agrees to hold harmless and indemnify 
the United States, except in cases of willful con­
duct or gross negligence, from any claim for 
damages or injury to any person or property 
arising out the lease of such equipment or facili­
ties: and 

"(4) the person leasing such equipment or fa­
cilities agrees to hold harmless and indemnify 
the United States from any liability or claim for 
damages or injury to any person or property 
arising out of a decision by the Secretary con­
cerned to suspend or terminate the lease during 
a war or national emergency. 

"(c) CREDIT TO TREASURY.-Any reimburse­
ment (including the payment of rental costs) re­
ceived under this section shall be credited to the 
Treasury as miscellaneous receipts.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table Of sec­
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend­
ed by adding at the end the fallowing new item: 
"2471. Persons outside the Department of De-

fense: lease of excess depot-level 
equipment and facilities by.". 
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SEC. 337. REUTIUZATION INITIATIVE FOR DEPOT­

LEVEL ACTIVITIES. 
(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary of 

Defense shall conduct activities to encourage 
commercial firms to enter into partnerships with 
depot-level activities of the military departments 
for the purposes of-

(1) demonstrating commercial uses of the 
depot-level activities that are related to the 
principal mission of the depot-level activities; 

(2) preserving employment and skills of em­
ployees currently employed by the depot-level 
activities or providing for the reemployment and 
retraining of employees who, as the result of the 
closure, realignment, or reduced in-house work­
load of such activities, may become unemployed; 
and 

(3) supporting the goals of other defense con­
version, reinvestment, and transition assistance 
programs while also allowing the depot-level ac­
tivities to remain in operation to continue to 
perform their defense readiness mission. 

(b) CONDITIONS.-The Secretary shall ensure 
that activities conducted under this section-

(]) do not interfere with the closure or re­
alignment of a depot-level activity of the mili­
tary departments under a base closure law; and 

(2) do not adversely affect the readiness or 
primary mission of a participating depot-level 
activity. 
SEC. 338. CHANGE OF SOURCE FOR PERFORM­

ANCE OF DEPOT-LEVEL WORKLOADS. 
The text of section 2469 of title 10, United 

States Code, is amended to read as follows: 
"(a) REQUIREMENT FOR COMPETITION.-The 

Secretary of Defense shall ensure that the per­
! ormance of a depot-level maintenance or repair 
workload described in subsection (b) is not 
changed to performance by a contractor or by 
another depot-level activity of the Department 
of Defense unless the change is made using-

"(]) merit-based selection procedures for com­
petitions among all depot-level activities of the 
Department of Defense; or 

''(2) competitive procedures for competitions 
among private and public sector entities. 

"(b) SCOPE.-Subsection (a) applies to any 
depot-level maintenance or repair workload that 
has a value of not less than $3,000,000 and is 
being performed by a depot-level activity of the 
Department of Defense. 

"(c) INAPPLICABILITY OF OMB CIRCULAR A-
76.-0ffice of Management and Budget Circular 
A-76 (or any successor administrative regulation 
or policy) does not apply to a performance 
change to which subsection (a) applies.". 
SEC. 339. SALE OF ARTICLES AND SERVICES OF 

INDUSTRIAL FACIUTIES OF THE 
ARMED FORCES TO PERSONS . OUT­
SIDE THE DEPARTMENT OF DE­
FENSE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-(]) Subchapter II of chapter 
152 of title 10, United States Code, is amended 
by adding at the end the fallowing new section: 
"§2553. Articles and services of industrial fa-

cilities: sale to persons outside the Depart-
ment of Defense · 
"(a) AUTHORITY To SELL OUTSIDE DOD.-(1) 

The Secretary of Defense may sell in accordance 
with this section to a person outside the Depart­
ment of Defense articles and services referred to 
in paragraph (2) that are not available from any 
United States commercial source. 

"(2)( A) Except as provided in subparagraph 
(B), articles and services referred to in para­
graph (1) are articles and services that are man­
ufactured or performed by any working-capital 
funded industrial facility of the armed forces. 

"(B) The authority in this section does not 
apply to sales of articles and services by a work­
ing-capital funded Army industrial facility (in­
cluding a Department of the Army arsenal) that 
manufactures large caliber cannons, gun 
mounts, recoil mechanisms, ammunition, muni-

tions, or components thereof, which are gov­
erned by regulations required by section 4543 of 
this title. 

"(b) DESIGNATION OF PARTICIPATING INDUS­
TRIAL FACILITIES.-The Secretary may designate 
facilities referred to in subsection (a) as the fa­
cilities from which articles and services manu­
factured or pert armed by such facilities may be 
sold under this section. 

"(c) CONDITIONS FOR SALES.-A sale of articles 
or services may be made under this section only 
if- . 

"(1) the Secretary of Defense determines that 
the articles or services are not available from a 
commercial source in the United States; 

''(2) the purchaser agrees to hold harmless 
and indemnify the United States, except in any 
case of willful misconduct or gross negligence, 
from any claim for damages or injury to any 
person or property arising out of the articles or 
services; 

''(3) the articles or services can be substan­
tially manufactured or perf armed by the indus­
trial facility concerned with only incidental 
subcontracting; 

"(4) it is in the public interest to manufacture 
the articles or perform the services; 

"(5) the Secretary determines that the sale of 
the articles or services will not interfere with the 
military mission of the industrial facility con­
cerned; and 

"(6) the sale of the goods and services is made 
on the basis that it will not interfere with per­
! ormance of work by the industrial facility con­
cerned for the Department of Defense. 

"(d) METHODS OF SALE.-(1) The Secretary 
shall permit a purchaser of articles or services 
under this section to use advance incremental 
funding to pay for the articles or services. 

"(2) In the sale of articles and services under 
this section, the Secretary shall-

"( A) charge the purchaser, at a minimum, the 
variable costs, capital improvement costs, and 
equipment depreciation costs that are associated 
with the articles or services sold; 

"(B) enter into a firm, fixed-price contract or, 
if agreed by the purchaser, a cost reimbursement 
contract for the sale; and 

"(C) develop and maintain (from sources other 
than appropriated funds) working capital to be 
available for paying design costs, planning 
costs, procurement costs, and other costs associ­
ated with the articles or services sold. 

"(e) DEPOSIT OF PROCEEDS.-Proceeds from 
sales of articles and services under this section 
shall be credited to the funds, including work­
ing capital funds and operation and mainte­
nance funds, incurring the costs of manufacture 
or performance. 

"(f) RELATIONSHIP TO ARMS EXPORT CONTROL 
ACT.-Nothing in this section shall be construed 
to affect the application of the export controls 
provided for in section 38 of the Arms Export 
Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2778) to items which in­
corporate or are produced through the use of an 
article sold under this section. 

"(g) DEFINITIONS.-ln this section: 
"(1) The term 'advance incremental funding', 

with respect to a sale of articles or services, 
means a series of partial payments for the arti­
cles or services that includes-

''( A) one or more partial payments before the 
commencement of work or the incurring of costs 
in connection with the manufacture of the arti­
cles or the performance of the services, as the 
case may be; and 

"(B) subsequent progress payments that result 
in full payment being completed as the required 
work is being completed. 

"(2) The term 'variable costs', with respect to 
sales of articles or services, means the costs that 
are expected to fluctuate directly with the vol­
ume of sales and-

"( A) in the case of articles, the volume of pro­
duction necessary to satisfy the sales orders; or 

"(B) in the case of services, the extent of the 
services sold.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such subchapter is amended by adding at the 
end the fallowing new item: 
"2553. Articles and services of industrial facili­

ties: sale to persons outside the 
Department of Defense.". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-Section 2553 of title 10, 
United States Code, as added by subsection (a), 
shall take effect on April 1, 1995. 

Subtitle E-Civilian Employees 
SEC. 341. EXTENSION OF CERTAIN TRANSITION 

ASSISTANCE AUTHORITIES. 
(a) REDUCTION-IN-FORCE NOTIFICATION RE­

QUIREMENTS.-Section 4433(b)(2) of the Defense 
Conversion, Reinvestment, and Transition As­
sistance Act of 1992 (division D of Public Law 
102-484; 106 Stat. 2722; 5 U.S.C. 3502 note) is 
amended by striking out "February 1, 1998" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "February 1, 2000". 

(b) SEPARATION PAY.-(1) Section 5597(e) of 
title 5, United States Code, is amended by strik­
ing out "September 30, 1997" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "September 30, 1999". 

(2) Section 4436(d)(2) of the Defense Conver­
sion, Reinvestment, and Transition Assistance 
Act of 1992 (5 U.S.C. 8348 note) is amended by 
striking out "January 1, 1998" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "January 1, 2000". 

(c) RESTORATION OF CERTAIN LEAVE.-Section 
6304(d)(3) of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out "the closure of an in­
stallation" and inserting in lieu thereof "the 
closure of an installation of the Department of 
Defense pursuant to the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title 
XXIX of Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 
note) during any period, and the closure of any 
other installation''. 

(d) CONTINUED HEALTH BENEFITS.-Section 
8905a(d)(4)(B) of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended-

(]) by striking out "October 1, 1997" each 
place it appears and inserting in lieu thereof 
"October 1, 1999"; and 

(2) in clause (ii), by striking out "February 1, 
1998," and inserting in lieu thereof "February 1, 
2000,". 
SEC. 342. EXTENSION AND EXPANSION OF AU­

THORITY TO CONDUCT PERSONNEL 
DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS. 

(a) CHINA LAKE DEMONSTRATION PROJECT.­
(1) Section 6 of the Civil Service Miscellaneous · 
Amendments Act of 1983 (Public Law 98-224; 98 
Stat. 49) is amended by striking out "until Sep­
tember 30, 1995, ". 

(2) In the event of a reorganization of the or­
ganization carrying out the personnel dem­
onstration project referred to in section 6 of 
such Act, such section shall apply with respect 
to the successor to that organization. 

(b) DEFENSE LABORATORIES PERSONNEL DEM­
ONSTRATION PROJECTS.-(]) The Secretary of De­
fense may, with the approval of the Director of 
the Office of Personnel Management, carry out 
personnel demonstration projects at Department 
of Defense laboratories designated by the Sec­
retary as Department of Defense science and 
technology reinvention laboratories. 

(2)( A) Each personnel demonstration project 
carried out under the authority of paragraph (1) 
shall be generally similar in nature to the China 
Lake demonstration project. 

(B) For purposes of subparagraph (A), the 
China Lake demonstration project is the dem­
onstration project that is authorized by section 
6 of the Civil Service Miscellaneous Amendments 
Act of 1983 to be continued at the Naval Weap­
ons Center, China Lake, California, and at the 
Naval Ocean Systems Center, San Diego , Cali­
fornia. 

(3) If the Secretary carries out a demonstra­
tion project at a laboratory pursuant to para­
graph (1), section 4703 of title 5, United States 
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Code, shall apply to the demonstration project, 
except that- , 

(A) subsection (d) of such section 4703 6hall 
not apply to the demonstration project; and 

(B) the authority of the Secretary to carry out 
the demonstration project is that which is pro­
vided in paragraph (1) rather than the author­
ity which is provided in such section 4703. 
SEC. 343. UMITATION ON PAYMENT OF SEVER­

ANCE PAY TO CERTAIN EMPLOYEES 
TRANSFERRING TO EMPLOYMENT 
POSITIONS IN NONAPPROPRIATED 
FUND INSTRUMENTAUTIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Section 5595 of title 5, Unit­
ed States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

"(h)(l) Severance pay under this section may 
not be paid to-

" ( A) a person described in paragraph (4)(A) 
during any period in which the person is em­
ployed in a defense nonappropriated fund in­
strumentality; or 

" (B) a person described in paragraph (4)(B) 
during any period in which the person is em­
ployed in a Coast Guard nonappropriated fund 
instrumentality. 

''(2)( A) Except as provided in subparagraph 
(B), payment of severance pay to a person re­
ferred to in paragraph (1) may be resumed upon 
any involuntary separation of the person from 
the position of employment in a nonappro­
priated fund instrumentality, not by removal for 
cause on charges of misconduct, delinquency, or 
inefficiency. 

"(B) Payment of severance pay may not be re­
sumed under subparagraph (A) in the case of a 
person who, upon separation, is entitled to im­
mediate payment of retired or retainer pay as a 
member or former member of the uni! ormed serv­
ices or to an immediate annuity under-

"(i) a retirement system for persons retiring 
from employment by a nonappropriated fund in­
strumentality; 

" (ii) subchapter III of chapter 83 of this title; 
"(iii) subchapter II of chapter 84 of this title; 

or 
"(iv) any other retirement system of the Fed­

eral Government for persons retiring from em­
ployment with the Federal Government. 

''(3) Upon resumption of payment of severance 
pay under paragraph (2)( A) in the case of a per­
son separated as described in such paragraph, 
the amount of the severance pay so payable for 
a period shall be reduced (but not below zero) by 
the portion (if any) of the amount of any sever­
ance pay payable for such period to the person 
by the nonappropriated fund instrumentality 
that is attributable to credit for service taken 
into account under subsection (c) in the com­
putation of the amount of the severance pay so 
resumed. 

"(4) Paragraph (1) applies to a person who, 
on or after January 1, 1987, moves without a 
break in service-

''( A) from employment in the Department of 
Defense that is not employment in a defense 
nonappropriated fund instrumentality to em­
ployment in a defense nonappropriated fund in­
strumentality; or 

"(B) from employment in the Coast Guard 
that is not employment in a Coast Guard non­
appropriated fund instrumentality to employ­
ment in a Coast Guard nonappropriated fund 
instrumentality. 

"(5) The Secretary of Defense, in consultation 
with the Secretary of Transportation, shall pre­
scribe regulations to carry out this subsection. 

"(6) In this subsection: 
"(A) The term 'defense nonappropriated fund 

instrumentality' means a nonappropriated fund 
instrumentality of the Department of Defense. 

" (B) The term 'Coast Guard nonappropriated 
fund instrumentality' means a nonappropriated 
fund instrumentality of the Coast Guard. 

"(C) The term 'nonappropriated fund instru­
mentality' means a nonappropriated fund in-

strumentality described in section 2105(c) of this 
title. " . 

(b) APPLICABILITY.-Subsection (h) of section 
5595 of title 5, United States Code, as added by 
subsection (a), shall apply with respect to pay 
periods that begin on or after the date of the en­
actment of this Act. 
SEC. 344. RETIREMENT CREDIT FOR CERTAIN 

SERVICE IN NONAPPROPRIATED 
FUND INSTRUMENTAUTIES BEFORE 
JANUARY I, 1987. 

(a) STUDY REQUJRED.-The Secretary of De­
fense, in consultation with the Director of the 
Office of Personnel Management, shall conduct 
a study to determine the level of interest among 
employees referred to in subsection (b) in obtain­
ing credit under the Civil Service Retirement 
System or the Federal Employees' Retirement 
System for former service described in such sub­
section as an employee of a nonappropriated 
fund instrumentality of the United States. 

(b) EMPLOYEES CONCERNED.-The employees 
referred to in subsection (a) are employees of the 
Department of Defense who, for at least 12 
months during the period beginning on January 
1, 1966, and ending on December 31, 1986, per­
! ormed service as an employee described in sec­
tion 2105(c) of title 5, United States Code, con­
ducting a program described in section 
8332(b)(16)( A) of such title. 

(c) CONDUCT OF STUDY.-ln carrying out the 
study under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall-

(1) provide an opportunity for all employees 
ref erred to in that subsection to express interest 
in obtaining retirement credit for the former 
service in a nonappropriated fund instrumental­
ity of the United States; and 

(2) inform such employees that deposits to the 
Civil Service Retirement and Disability Fund 
would be required of the interested employees 
under section 8334(c) of title 5, United States 
Code, or section 8411(/) of such title. 

(d) REPORT.-Not later than February 1, 1995, 
the Secretary shall submit to Congress a report 
on the results of the study required by sub­
section (a). The report shall contain the follow­
ing: 

(1) An analysis of the issues, including exist­
ing legal rights of the employees referred to in 
subsection (b) under the Civil Service Retirement 
System or the Federal Employees' Retirement 
System. 

(2) A description of the inequities, if any, that 
may have been caused by conversion from em­
ployment by nonappropriated fund instrumen­
talities of the United States to employment by 
the Department of Defense. 

(3) The number of full-time and part-time em­
ployees referred to in subsection (b) who are af­
fected by any inequities described in paragraph 
(2). 

(4) The recommendations of the Secretary, if 
any, for redressing any inequities described in 
paragraph (2). 

(5) An assessment of the cost to the Federal 
Government of any recommendation ref erred to 
in paragraph (4). 
SEC. 345. TRAVEL, TRANSPORTATION, AND RELO­

CATION EXPENSES OF EMPLOYEES 
TRANSFERRING TO THE UNITED 
STATES POSTAL SERVICE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-(1) Subchapter II of chapter 
57 of title 5, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 
"§5735. Travel, transportation, and relocation 

erpenses of employees transferring to the 
United States Postal Service 
" (a) IN GENERAL.- Notwithstanding any other 

provision of law, employees of the Department 
of Defense described in subsection (b) may be 
authorized travel, transportation, and reloca­
tion expenses and allowances in connection 
with appointments ref erred to in such sub-

section under the same conditions and to the 
same extent authorized by this subchapter for 
transferred employees. 

"(b) COVERED EMPLOYEES.-Subsection (a) 
applies to any employee of the Department of 
Defense who-

"(1) is scheduled for separation from the De­
partment, other than for cause; 

''(2) is selected for appointment to a continu­
ing position with the United States Postal Serv­
ice; and 

"(3) accepts the appointment.". 
(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 

such chapter is amended by adding after the 
item relating to section 5734 the following new 
item: 
"5735. Travel, transportation, and relocation ex­

penses of employees transferring 
to the United States Postal Serv­
ice.". 

(b) APPLICABILJTY.-The amendments made by 
subsection (a) shall apply to persons separated 
from employment with the Department of De­
fense on or after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 346. FOREIGN EMPLOYEES COVERED BY THE 

FOREIGN NATIONAL EMPLOYEES 
SEPARATION PAY ACCOUNT. 

Section 1581 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) by striking out "foreign national employ­
ees of the Department of Defense" each place it 
appears in subsections (a) and (b) and inserting 
in lieu thereof "! oreign nationals ref erred to in 
subsection (e)"; and 

(2) by striking out subsection (e) and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: 

"(e) EMPLOYEES COVERED.-This section ap­
plies only with respect to separation pay off or­
eign nationals employed by the Department of 
Defense, and foreign nationals employed by a 
foreign government for the benefit of the De­
partment of Defense, under any of the following 
agreements that provide for payment of separa­
tion pay: 

"(1) A contract. 
''(2) A treaty. 
''(3) A memorandum of understanding with a 

foreign nation.". 
SEC. 347. REPORT ON CONVERSION OF CERTAIN 

POSITIONS TO PERFORMANCE BY 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE EMPLOY­
EES. 

(a) FJNDINGS.-Congress makes the following 
findings : 

(1) In order to ensure an optimum level of 
availability of members of the Armed Forces for 
assignment to combat units, it is the policy of 
the Department of Defense to assign employees 
of the Department of Defense to replace military 
personnel in Department of Defense positions to 
which assignment of military personnel can no 
longer be justified under current circumstances. 

(2) Assignment of employees of the Depart­
ment of Defense to such positions can provide 
valuable continuity for the performance of 
many missions of the Department while enhanc­
ing the readiness and military capability of the 
Armed Forces. 

(3) During the Persian Gulf War, employees of 
the Department of Defense, employees of other 
Federal agencies, and employees of civilian con­
tractors , by their distinguished service in the 
theater of operations, demonstrated the valuable 
contributions that civilian personn.el can make 
to the performance of Department of Defense 
functions. 

(4) The performance of Department of Defense 
functions by employees of the Department is 
often less costly than the performance of those 
functions by military personnel. 

(5) The percentage of certain support positions 
that are filled by employees of the Department 
of Defense varies significantly among the mili­
tary departments. 
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(6) The Secretary of Defense is reviewing the 

extent to which employees of the Department of 
Defense should replace military personnel in De­
partment of Defense positions. 

(b) REQUIREMENT FOR REPORT.-Not later 
than April 30, 1995, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to the Committees on Armed Serv­
ices of the Senate and House of Representatives 
a report on the efforts of the Secretary-

(]) to identify positions in the Department of 
Defense to which continued assignment of mili­
tary personnel is no longer justified under cur­
rent circumstances; and 

(2) to assign employees of the Department of 
Defense to replace military personnel in those 
positions. 

(c) CONTENT OF REPORT.-The report required 
by subsection (b) shall contain the following: 

(1) The number of positions identified by the 
Secretary, including the positions in which em­
ployees of the Department of Defense have re­
placed military personnel and the positions to 
which employees of the Department of Defense 
are planned to be assigned to replace military 
personnel. 

(2) The cost of carrying out the planned 
changes in assignments. 

(3) A discussion of the effects of such changes 
on workforce restructuring plans of the Depart­
ment. 

(4) A discussion of the efforts of the Secretary 
to encourage within the Department of Defense 
the assignment of employees of the Department 
to replace military personnel. 

(5) An explanation of the justifications for 
maintaining variances in excess of 20 percent 
among the military departments in the percent­
age of support positions common to two or more 
military departments that are filled by employ­
ees of the Department of Defense rather than 
military personnel. 
SEC. 348. NON-FEDERAL EMPLOYMENT INCEN· 

TIVE PILOT PROGRAM. 
(a) AUTHORITY.-The Secretary of Defense 

may establish a pilot program for the payment 
of incentives in accordance with this section to 
facilitate the reemployment of eligible employees 
of the Department of Defense whose employment 
with the Department is being terminated by rea­
son of the closure or realignment of the military 
installations where such persons are employed. 
Under the pilot program, the Secretary may pay 
retraining and relocation incentives to encour­
age non-Federal employers to hire and retain 
such employees. 

(b) ELIGIBLE EMPLOYEES.-For purposes Of 
this section, an eligible employee is an employee 
of the Department of Defense, serving under an 
appointment without time limitation, who has 
been employed by the Department of Defense for 
a continuous period of at least 12 months and 
who has been given notice of separation pursu­
ant to a reduction in force, except that such 
term does not include-

(]) a reemployed annuitant under subchapter 
III of chapter 83 of title 5, United States Code, 
chapter 84 of such title, or another retirement 
system for employees of the Government; 

(2) an employee who, upon separation from 
Federal service, is eligible for an immediate an­
nuity under subchapter III of chapter 83 of title 
5, United States Code, or subchapter II of chap­
ter 84 of such title; or 

(3) an employee who is eligible for disability 
retirement under any of the retirement systems 
referred to in paragraph (1). 

(c) RETRAINING INCENTIVE.-(]) Under the 
pilot program, the Secretary may enter into an 
agreement with a non-Federal employer under 
which the non-Federal employer agrees-

( A) to employ a person ref erred to in sub­
section (a) for at least 12 months for a salary 
which is mutually agreeable to the employer and 
such person; and 

(B) to certify to the Secretary the cost in­
curred by the employer for any necessary train­
ing provided to such person in connection with 
the employment by that employer. 

(2) The Secretary shall pay a retraining incen­
tive to the non-Federal employer upon the em­
ployee's completion of 12 months of continuous 
employment by that employer. Subject to sub­
section (f), the Secretary shall prescribe the 
amount of the incentive. 

(3) The Secretary shall pay a prorated amount 
of the full retraining incentive to the non-Fed­
eral employer for an employee who does not re­
main employed by the non-Federal employer for 
at least 12 months. 

(4) In no event may the amount of the retrain­
ing incentive paid for the training of any one 
person under the pilot program exceed the 
amount certified for that person under para­
graph (1). 

(d) RELOCATION /NCENTIVE.-The Secretary 
may pay a relocation incentive to an eligible em­
ployee if it is necessary for the employee to relo­
cate in order to commence employment with a 
non-Federal employer under the pilot program. 
Subject to subsection (f), the amount of the in­
centive shall be equal to ·the total amount au­
thorized to be paid for travel, transportation, 
and subsistence expenses under subchapter II of 
chapter 57 of title 5, United States Code, includ­
ing the reimbursements authorized under section 
5724b of such title, to a Federal employee being 
transferred between the same locations as the 
person paid the incentive. 

(e) APPROVAL OF SECRETARY OF DEFENSE.­
The Secretary of a military department or the 
head of a Defense Agency may off er an incen­
tive under the pilot program with the prior ap­
proval of the Secretary of Defense or pursuant 
to a delegation of authority by the Secretary of 
Defense. 

(f) LIMITATION.-The total amount of incen­
tives paid in the case of a person under the pilot 
program may not exceed $10,000. 

(g) DURATION.-No incentive may be paid 
under the pilot program for training or reloca­
tions commenced after September 30, 1999. 

(h) DEFINITIONS.-ln this section: 
(1) The term "non-Federal employer" means 

an employer that is not an Executive agency, as 
defined in section 105 of title 5, United States 
Code, or the legislative or judicial branch of the 
Federal Government. 

(2) The term "Defense Agency" has the mean­
ing given such term in section lOl(a)(ll) of title 
10, United States Code. 
SEC. 349. UNIFORM HEALTH BENEFITS PROGRAM 

FOR EMPLOYEES OF THE DEPART· 
MENT OF DEFENSE ASSIGNED TO 
NONAPPROPRIATED FUND INSTRU· 
MENTALITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Not later than October 1, 
1995, the Secretary of Defense shall take such 
steps as may be necessary to provide a uni! orm 
health benefits program for employees of the De­
partment of Defense assigned to a nonappro­
priated fund instrumentality of the Department. 

(b) PROGRESS REPORT.-Not later than March 
15, 1995, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and House of Representatives a report on the 
progress made by the Secretary in implementing 
subsection (a). 
Subtitle F-Department of Defense Domestic 

and Overseas Dependents' Schools 
SEC. 351. REAUTHORIZATION OF DEPARTMENT 

OF DEFENSE DOMESTIC ELEMEN· 
TARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOLS 
FOR DEPENDENTS. 

(a) CONTINUED AUTHORITY.-Chapter 108 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by add­
ing at the end the following new section: 
"§2164. Department of Defense domestic de· 

pendent elementary and secondary schools 
"(a) AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY.-/! the Sec­

retary of Defense makes a determination that 

appropriate educational programs are not avail­
able through a local educational agency for de­
pendents of members of the armed forces and de­
pendents of civilian employees of the Federal 
Government residing on a military installation 
in the United States (including territories, com­
monwealths, and possessions of the United 
States), the Secretary may enter into arrange­
ments to provide for the elementary or second­
ary education of the dependents of such mem­
bers of the armed forces and, to the extent au­
thorized in subsection (c), the dependents of 
such civilian employees. The Secretary may, at 
the discretion of the Secretary, permit depend­
ents of members of the armed forces and, to the 
extent provided in subsection (c), dependents of 
civilian employees of the Federal Government 
residing in a territory, commonwealth, or pos­
session of the United States but not on a mili­
tary installation, to enroll in an educational 
program provided by the Secretary pursuant to 
this subsection. 

"(b) FACTORS FOR SECRETARY TO CONSIDER.­
(]) Factors to be considered by the Secretary of 
Defense in making a determination under sub­
section (a) shall include the following: 

"(A) The extent to which such dependents are 
eligible for free public education in the local 
area adjacent to the military installation. 

"(B) The extent to which the local edu­
cational agency is able to provide an appro­
priate educational program for such dependents. 

"(2) For purposes of paragraph (l)(B), an ap­
propriate educational program is a program 
that, as determined by the Secretary, is com­
parable to a program of free public education 
provided for children by the fallowing local edu­
cational agencies: 

"(A) In the case of a military installation lo­
cated in a State (other than an installation re­
ferred to in subparagraph (B)), local edu­
cational agencies in the State that are similar to 
the local educational agency referred to in para­
graph (l)(B). 

"(B) In the case of a military installation 
with boundaries contiguous to two or more 
States, local educational agencies in the contig­
uous States that are similar to the local edu­
cational agency referred to in paragraph (l)(B). 

"(C) In the case of a military installation lo­
cated in a territory, commonwealth, or posses­
sion, the District of Columbia public schools, ex­
cept that an educational program determined 
comparable under this subparagraph may be 
considered appropriate for the purposes of para­
graph (l)(B) only if the program is conducted in 
the English language. 

"(c) ELIGIBILITY OF DEPENDENTS OF FEDERAL 
EMPLOYEES.-(]) A dependent of a Federal em­
ployee residing in permanent living quarters on 
a military installation at any time during the 
school year may enroll in an educational pro­
gram provided by the Secretary of Defense pur­
suant to subsection (a) for dependents residing 
on such installation. 

"(2)( A) Except as provided in subparagraphs 
(B) and (C), a dependent of a Federal employee 
who is enrolled in an educational program pro­
vided by the Secretary pursuant to subsection 
(a) and who is not residing on a military instal­
lation may be enrolled in the program for not 
more than five consecutive school years. 

"(B) A dependent referred to in subparagraph 
(A) may be enrolled in the program for more 
than five consecutive school years if the Sec­
retary determines that, in the interest of the de­
pendent's educational well-being, there is good 
cause to extend the enrollment for more than 
the five-year period described in such subpara­
graph. Any such extension may be made for 
only one school year at a time. 

"(C) Subparagraph (A) shall not apply to an 
individual who is a dependent of a Federal em­
ployee in the excepted service (as defined in sec­
tion 2103 of title 5) and who is enrolled in an 
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educational program provided by the Secretary 
pursuant to subsection (a) in Puerto Rico , Wake 
Island, Guam, American Samoa, the Northern 
Mariana Islands, or the Virgin Islands. 

" (3) A dependent of a Federal employee may 
continue enrollment in a program under this 
subsection for the remainder of a school year 
notwithstanding a change during such school 
year in the status of the Federal employee that, 
except for this paragraph, would otherwise ter­
minate the eligibility of the dependent to be en­
rolled in the program. The preceding sentence 
does not limit the authority of the Secretary to 
remove the dependent from enrollment in the 
program at any time for good cause determined 
by the Secretary. 

"(d) SCHOOL BOARDS.-(1) The Secretary of 
Defense shall provide for the establishment of a 
school board for Department of Defense elemen­
tary and secondary schools established at each 
military installation under this section. 

" (2) The school board shall be composed of the 
number of members, not fewer than three, pre­
scribed by the Secretary. 

" (3) The parents of the students attending the 
school shall elect the school board in accordance 
with procedures which the Secretary shall pre­
scribe. 

" (4)(A) A school board elected for a school 
under this subsection may participate in the de­
velopment and oversight of fiscal , personnel, 
and educational policies, procedures, and pro­
grams for the school , except that the Secretary 
may issue any directive that the Secretary con­
siders necessary for the effective operation of 
the school or the entire school system. 

"(B) A directive referred to in subparagraph 
(A) shall, to the maximum extent practicable, be 
issued only after the Secretary consults with the 
appropriate school boards elected under this 
subsection. The Secretary shall establish a proc­
ess by which a school board or school adminis­
trative officials may formally appeal the direc­
tive to the Secretary of Defense. 

"(5) Meetings conducted by the school board 
shall be open to the public, except as provided 
in paragraph (6). 

"(6) A school board need not comply with the 
provisions of the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act (5 U.S.C. App.) , but may close meetings in 
accordance with such Act. 

" (e) ADMINISTRATION AND STAFF.-(1) The 
Secretary of Defense may enter into such ar­
rangements as may be necessary to provide edu­
cational programs at the school. 

" (2) The Secretary may, without regard to the 
provisions of any other law relating to the num­
ber, classification, or compensation of employ­
ees-

"(A) establish positions for civilian employees 
in schools established under this section; 

"(B) appoint individuals to such positions; 
and 

"(C) fix the compensation of such individuals 
for service in such positions. 

" (3)( A) Except as provided in subparagraph 
(B), in fixing the compensation of employees ap­
pointed for a school pursuant to paragraph (2), 
the Secretary shall consider-

"(i) the compensation of comparable employ­
ees of the local educational agency in the cap­
ital of the State where the military installation 
is located; 

''(ii) the compensation of comparable employ­
ees in the local educational agency that pro­
vides public education to students who reside 
adjacent to the military installation; and 

''(iii) the average compensation for similar po­
sitions in not more than three other local edu­
cational agencies in the State in which the mili­
tary installation is located. 

" (B) In fixing the compensation of employees 
in schools established in the territories, common­
wealths, and possessions pursuant to the au-

thority of this section, the Secretary shall deter­
mine the level of compensation required to at­
tract qualified employees. For employees in such 
schools, the Secretary, without regard to the 
provisions of title 5, may provide for the tenure, 
leave, hours of work, and other incidents of em­
ployment to be similar to that provided for com­
parable positions in the public schools of the 
District of Columbia. For purposes of the first 
sentence, a school established before the ef f ec­
tive date of this section pursuant to authority 
similar to the authority in this section shall be 
considered to have been established pursuant to 

·the authority of this section. 
"(f) SUBSTANTIVE AND PROCEDURAL RIGHTS 

AND PROTECTIONS FOR CHILDREN.-(1) The Sec­
retary shall provide the fallowing substantive 
rights, protections, and procedural safeguards 
(including due process procedures) in the edu­
cational programs provided for under this sec­
tion: 

"(A) In the case of children with disabilities 
aged 3 to 5, inclusive, all substantive rights, pro­
tections, and procedural safeguards (including 
due process procedures) available to children 
with disabilities aged 3 to 5, inclusive, under 
part B of the Individuals with Disabilities Edu­
cation Act (20 U.S.C. 1411 et seq.). 

" (B) In the case of infants and toddlers with 
disabilities, all substantive rights, protections, 
and procedural safeguards (including due proc­
ess procedures) available to infants and toddlers 
with disabilities under part H of such Act (20 
U.S.C. 1471 et seq.). 

''(C) In the case of all other children with dis­
abilities, all substantive rights, protections, and 
procedural safeguards (including due process 
procedures) available to children with disabil­
ities who are 3 to 5 years old under part B of 
such Act. 

"(2) Paragraph (1) may not be construed as 
diminishing for children with disabilities en­
rolled in day educational programs provided for 
under this section the extent of substantive 
rights, protections, and procedural safeguards 
that were available under section 6(a) of Public 
Law 81-874 (20 U.S.C. 241(a)) to children with 
disabilities as of October 7, 1991. 

"(3) In this subsection: 
" (A) The term 'children with disabilities' has 

the meaning given the term in section 602(a)(l) 
of the Individuals with Disabilities Education 
Act (20 U.S.C. 1401(a)(l)). 

"(B) The term 'children with disabilities aged 
3 to 5, inclusive' means such term as used in 
such Act (20 U.S.C. 1400 et seq.). 

"(C) The term 'infants and toddlers with dis­
abilities' has the meaning given the term in sec­
tion 672(1) of such Act (20 U.S.C. 1472(1)). 

"(g) REIMBURSEMENT.-When the Secretary of 
Defense provides educational services under this 
section to an individual who is a dependent of 
an employee of a Federal agency outside the De­
partment of Defense, the head of the other Fed­
eral agency shall, upon request of the Secretary 
of Defense, reimburse the Secretary for those 
services at rates routinely prescribed by the Sec­
retary for those services. Any payments received 
by the Secretary under this subsection shall be 
credited to the account designated by the Sec­
retary for the operation of educational programs 
under this section.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec­
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend­
ed by adding at the end the fallowing new item: 
"2164. Department of Defense domestic depend-

ent elementary and secondary 
schools.". 

(C) SAVINGS PROVISION.-Nothing in section 
2164 of title 10, United States Code, as added by 
subsection (a), shall be construed as affecting 
the rights in existence on the date of the enact­
ment of this Act of an employee of any school 
established under such section (or any other 

provision of law enacted before the date of the 
enactment of this Act that established a similar 
school) to negotiate or bargain collectively with 
the Secretary with respect to wages, hours, and 
other terms and conditions of employment. 
SEC. 352. REPORT ON CALCULATION AND RECOV­

ERY OF TUITION COSTS OF CERTAIN 
STUDENTS ENROu.ED IN SCHOOLS 
OF THE DEFENSE DEPENDENTS' 
EDUCATION SYSTEM. 

(a) REPORT.-Not later than March 31 , 1995, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives and the Committee on 
Education and Labor of the House of Represent­
atives a report on the calculation and applica­
tion of the tuition rate required to be determined 
under section 1404(b) of the Defense Depend­
ents' Education Act of 1978 (20 U.S.C. 923(b)). 

(b) CONTENTS OF REPORT.-The report re­
quired by subsection (a) shall contain the fol­
lowing: 

(1) A description of-
( A) the costs included in the tuition rate; 
(B) the method by which the tuition rate is 

determined; and 
(C) the method by which any increase in the 

tuition rate is determined. 
(2) An analysis of-
( A) the variation in the cost of providing edu­

cational services in the defense dependents' edu­
cation system in different geographic locations; 
and 

(B) the extent to which the imposition of a 
uni! orm tuition rate enables the system to re­
ceive adequate funds to defray the cost of pro­
viding educational services to tuition-paying 
students. 

(3) Recommendations of the Secretary with re­
spect to improvements that may be made in the 
determination and application of the tuition 
rate. 
SEC. 353. AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT GIFTS FOR DE­

PARTMENT OF DEFENSE DOMESTIC 
ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY 
SCHOOLS. 

(a) AUTHORITY.-Section 2605 Of title 10, Unit­
ed States Code, is amended-

(1) by striking out " the defense dependents' 
education system provided for under the De­
fense Dependents' Education Act of 1978 (20 
U.S.C. 921 et seq.)" in subsection (a) and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "a defense dependents' 
school"; and 

(2) by striking out "the defense dependent's 
education system" in subsection (b) and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "defense dependents' 
schools". 

(b) DEFINITION.-Such section is further 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

"(g) In this section, the term 'defense depend­
ents' school' means the following: 

"(1) A school established as part of the de­
fense dependents' education system provided for 
under the Defense Dependents' Education Act 
of 1978 (20 U.S.C. 921 et seq.). 

"(2) An elementary or secondary school estab­
lished pursuant to section 2164 of this title.". 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.-(1) The heading 
of such section is amended to read as follows: 
"§2605. Acceptance of gifts for defense de­

pendents' schools". 
(2) The item relating to such section in the 

table of sections at the beginning of chapter 155 
of such title is amended to read as follows: 
"2605. Acceptance of gifts for defense depend-

ents ' schools.". 
SEC. 354. ASSISTANCE TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL 

AGENCIES THAT BENEFIT DEPEND· 
ENTS OF MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES AND DEPARTMENT OF DE­
FENSE C1VILIAN EMPLOYEES. 

(a) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.-Of the amounts 
authorized to be appropriated in section 301(5)-
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(1) $50,000,000 shall be available for providing 

educational agencies assistance (as defined in 
subsection (c)(l)) to local educational agencies; 
and 

(2) $8,(XJ0,000 shall be available for making 
educational agencies payments (as defined in 
subsection (c)(2)) to local educational agencies. 

(b) NOTIFICATION AND DISBURSAL.-(1) Not 
later than June 30, 1995-

(A) the Secretary of Defense shall notify each 
local educational agency that is eligible for edu­
cational agencies assistance for fiscal year 1995 
of that agency's eligibility for such assistance 
and the amount of such assistance for which 
that agency is eligible; and 

(B) the Secretary of Education shall notify 
each local educational agency that is eligible for 
an educational agencies payment for fiscal year 
1995 of that agency's eligibility for such pay­
ment and the amount of the payment for which 
that agency is eligible. 

(2) The Secretary of Defense (with respect to 
funds made available under subsection (a)(l)) 
and the Secretary of Education (with respect to 
funds made available under subsection (a)(2)) 
shall disburse such funds not later than 30 days 
after the date on which notification to the eligi­
ble local education agencies is provided pursu­
ant to paragraph (1). 

(c) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this section: 
(1) The term "educational agencies assist­

ance" means assistance authorized under sub­
section (b) of section 386 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public 
Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2395; 20 U.S.C. 238 note). 

(2) The term "educational agencies payments" 
means payments authorized under subsection 
(d) of that section. 

Subtitle G-Reviews, Studies, and lleports 
SEC. 361. REPORTS ON TRANSFERS OF CERTAIN 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
FUNDS. 

(a) ANNUAL REPORTS.-In each of 1995, 1996, 
and 1997, the Secretary of Defense shall submit 
to the congressional defense committees, not 
later than the date on which the President sub­
mits the budget pursuant to section 1105 of title 
31, United States Code, in that year, a report on 
the fallowing: 

(1) Each transfer of amounts provided in an 
appropriation Act to the Department of Defense 
for the activities referred to in subsection (c) be­
tween appropriations during the preceding fis­
cal year, including the reason for the transfer. 

(2) Each transfer of amounts provided in an 
appropriation Act to the Department of Defense 
for an activity referred to in subsection (c) with­
in that appropriation for any other such activ­
ity during the preceding fiscal year, including 
the reason for the transfer. 

(b) MIDYEAR REPORTS.-On May 1 of each of 
1995, 1996, and 1997, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to the congressional defense com­
mittees a report on the following: 

(1) Each transfer during the first six months 
of the fiscal year in which the report is submit­
ted of amounts provided in an appropriation Act 
to the Department of Defense for the activities 
referred to in subsection (c) between appropria­
tions, including the reason for the transfer. 

(2) Each transfer during the first six months 
of the fiscal year in which the report is submit­
ted of amounts provided in an appropriation Act 
to the Department of Defense for an activity re­
ferred to in subsection (c) within that appro­
priation for any other such activity, including 
the reason for the trans! er. 

(C) COVERED ACTIVITIES.-The activities re­
ferred to in subsections (a) and (b) are the fol­
lowing: 

(1) Activities for which amounts are appro­
priated for tire .hrmy for operation and mainte­
nance for operating forces for (A) combat units, 
(B) tactical support, (C) force-related training/ 

special activities, (D) depot maintenance, and 
(E) JCS exercises. 

(2) Activities for which amounts are appro­
priated for the Navy for operation and mainte­
nance for operating forces for (A) mission and 
other flight operations, (B) mission and other 
ship operations, (C) fleet air training, (D) ship 
operational support and training, (E) aircraft 
depot maintenance, and (F) ship depot mainte­
nance. 

(3) Activities for which amounts are appro­
priated for the Air Force for operation and 
maintenance for operating forces for (A) pri­
mary combat forces, (B) primary combat weap­
ons, (C) global and early warning, (D) air oper­
ations training, (E) depot maintenance, and (F) 
JCS exercises. 

(d) REPEAL.-Section 377 of the National De­
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 
(Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1638) is hereby re­
pealed. 
SEC. 362. REVIEW AND REPORT ON USE OF OPER­

ATION AND MAINTENANCE FUNDS 
BY THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) REVIEW.-The Secretary of Defense shall 
review all operation and maintenance accounts 
of the Department of Defense to determine the 
extent to which funds appropriated to those ac­
counts are used for an activity for which funds 
have been appropriated to, or are more appro­
priately made available from, accounts of the 
Department for procurement, research, develop­
ment, test, and evaluation, or military construc­
tion. 

(b) REPORT.-Not later than March 31, 1995, 
the Secretary shall submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Rep­
resentatives a report on the results of the review 
conducted under subsection (a). 
SEC. 363. COST COMPARISON STUDIES FOR CON· 

TRACTS FOR ADVISORY AND ASSIST· 
ANCE SERVICES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-(1) Chapter 141 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the fallowing new section: 
"§24101. Contracts for advisory and assist­

ance services: cost comparison •tudies 
"(a) REQUIREMENT.-(l)(A) Before the Sec­

retary of Defense enters into a contract de­
scribed in subparagraph (B), the Secretary shall 
determine whether Department of Defense per­
sonnel have the capability to perform the serv­
ices proposed to be covered by the contract. 

"(B) Subparagraph (A) applies to any con­
tract of the Department of Defense for advisory 
and assistance services that is expected to have 
a value in excess of $100,000. 

''(2) If the Secretary determines that Depart­
ment of Defense personnel have the capability 
to perform the services to be covered by the con­
tract, the Secretary shall conduct a study com­
paring the cost of performing the services with 
Department of Defense personnel and the cost of 
performing the services with contractor person­
nel. 

"(b) WAIYER.-The Secretary of Defense may, 
pursuant to guidelines prescribed by the Sec-' 
retary, waive the requirement to per[ orm a cost 
comparison. study under subsection (a)(2) based 
on factors that are not related to cost.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the followtng·new item: 
"24101. Contracts for advisory a1ad assistance 

services: cost comJ'Qrison stud­
ies.". 

(b) PROCEIJURES FOR CONDUCT OF STUDIES.­
The Secretary of Defense shall prescribe the f al­
lowing procedures: 

(1) Procedures for carrying out a cost com­
parison study under subsection (a)(2! of section 
2410l of title 10, United States Code, as added by 
subsection (a), which may contain a require-

ment that the cost comparison study include 
consideration of factors that are not related to 
cost, including the quality of the service re­
quired to be performed, the availability of De­
partment of Defense personnel, the duration 
and recurring nature of the services to be per­
[ armed, and the consistency of the workload. 

(2) Procedures for reviewing contracts entered 
into after a waiver under subsection (b) of such 
section to determine whether the contract is jus­
tified and sufficiently documented. 

(C) EFFECTIVE DATE.-Section 2410l of title 10, 
United States Code, as added by subsection (a), 
shall take effect 180 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 364. REVIEW BY DEFENSE INSPECTOR GEN­

ERAL OF COST GROWTH IN CERTAIN 
CONTRACTS. 

(a) REVIEW.-The Inspector General of the 
Department of Defense shall carry out a review 
of a representative sample of existing contracts 
for the performance of commercial activities 
which resulted from a cost comparison study 
conducted by the Department of Defense under 
Office of Management and Budget Circular A-
76 (or any successor administrative regulation or 
policy) to determine the extent to which the cost 
incurred by a contractor under any such con­
tract has exceeded the cost of the contract at the 
time the contract was entered into. 

(b) REPORT.-Not later than April 1, 1995, the 
Inspector General shall submit to the Commit­
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and House 
of Representatives a report containing the re­
sults of the review carried out under subsection 
(a). 

Subtitle H-()ther Matters 
SEC. 371. ARMED FORCES RETIREMENT HOME. 

(a) INCREASED MAXIMUM LIMITATION ON DE­
DUCTIONS FROM p A Y.-Section 1007(i)(l) of title 
37, United States Code, is amended by striking 
out "SO cents" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"$1.00". 

(b) MODIFICATION OF FEES PAID BY RESI­
DENTS.-(1) Paragraph (2) of section 1514(c) of 
the Armed Forces Retirement Home Act of 1991 
(24 U.S.C. 414(c)) is amended to read as follows: 

"(2) The fee shall be fixed as a percentage of 
the monthly income and monthly payments (in­
cluding Federal payments) received by a resi­
dent, subject to such adjustments in the fee as 
the Retirement Home Board may make under 
paragraph (1). The percentage shall be the same 
for each establishment of the Retirement 
Home.". 

(2)(A) Subsections (d) and (e) of section 1514 
of such Act are repealed. 

(B) Such section is further amended by adding 
after subsection (c) the following new subsection 
(d): 

"(d) APPLICATION OF FEES.-Subject 'to such 
adjustments in the fee as the Retirement Home 
Board may make under subsection (c), each resi­
dent of the Retirement Home shall be required to 
pay a monthly fee equal to the amount deter­
mined by multiplying the total amount of all 
monthly income and monthly payments (includ­
ing Federal payments) received by the resident 
by a percentage as fallows: 

"(1) In the case of a permanent health care 
resident-

"(A) in fiseol year 1998. 35percent; 
"(B) in fiscal year 1999, 45-percent; and 
"(C) in fUeal year 2,_, 6.fpercent. 
''(2) In the case of a resident who is not a per-

manent health care resident-
"( A) in fiscal year 1998, »percent; 
"(B) in fisca,tyear 1999-; '35 percent; and 
"(C) in fi'scal year 200l't; IO percent.". 
(C) MODE/tNIZATION OF FACILITIES.-(1) The 

Chairman of the Armed Forces Retirement Home 
Board shall carry out a study to identify and 
evaluate altenlatives for modernization of the 
facilities at the United States Soldiers' and Air­
men's Home. 
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(2) The Chairman shall submit an interim re­

port and a final report on the results of the 
study to the Committees on Armed Services of 
the Senate and House of Representatives. The 
Chairman shall submit the interim report not 
later than April 1, 1995, and the final report not 
later than December 31, 1995. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATES.-(1) The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on Jan­
uary 1, 1995, and apply to years that begin on 
or after that date. 

(2) The amendments made by subsection (b) 
shall take effect on October 1, 1997. 
SEC. 372. LIMITATION ON USE OF APPROPRIATED 

FUNDS FOR OPERATION OF ARMED 
FORCES RECREATION CENTER, EU­
ROPE. 

(a) LIMITATION.-Subchapter I of chapter 134 
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the fallowing new section: 
"§2247. Use of appropriated funds for oper-

ation of Armed Forces Recreation Center, 
Europe: limitation 
"(a) LIMITATION.-Except as provided in sub­

section (b), funds appropriated to the Depart­
ment of Defense may not be used to operate the 
Armed Forces Recreation Center, Europe. 

"(b) EXCEPTION.-Subsection (a) does not 
apply to the use of funds for the payment of 
utilities, real property maintenance, and trans­
portation of products made in the United 
States.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec­
tions at the beginning of such subchapter is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new item: 
" 2247. Use of appropriated funds for operation 

of Armed Forces Recreation Cen­
ter, Europe: limitation.". 

SEC. 373. LIMITATION ON RETENTION OF MO­
RALE, WELFARE, AND RECREATION 
FUNDS BY MILITARY INSTALLA­
TIONS. 

(a) LIMITATION.-Chapter 131 of title 10, Unit­
ed States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new section: 
"§2219. Retention of moral.e, welfare, and 

recreation funds by military installations: 
limitation 
" Amounts may not be retained in a nonappro­

priated morale, welfare, and recreation account 
of a military installation of a military depart­
ment in excess of the amount necessary to meet 
cash requirements of that installation. Amounts 
in excess of that amount shall be transferred to 
a single, department-wide nonappropriated mo­
rale, welfare, · and recreation account of the 
military department.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table Of sec­
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend­
ed by adding at the end the following new item: 
" 2219. Retention of morale, welfare, and recre-

ation funds by military installa­
tions: limitation.". 

SEC. 374. SHIPS' STORES. 
(a) EXTENSION OF DEADLINE FOR CONVER­

SION.-Section 371(a) of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public 
Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1634; JO U.S.C. 7604 note) 
is amended by striking out "October 1, 1994" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "December 31, 
1995". 

(b) MODIFICATION OF EFFECTIVE DATE.-Sec­
tion 371(d) of such Act ts amended by striking 
out "shall take ef feet on the date on which the 
Secretary of the Navy completes the conversion 
referred to in subsection (a)" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "shall take effect on October 1, 
1994". 
SEC. 375. OPERATION OF MILITARY EXCHANGE 

AND COMMISSARY STORE AT NAVAL 
AIR STATION FORT WORTH, JOINT 
RESERVE CENTER, CARSWELL FIELD. 

The Secretary of Defense shall provide for the 
operation by the Army and Air Force Exchange 

Service, until December 31 , 1995, of any military 
exchange and commissary store located at the 
Naval Air Station Fort Worth, Joint Reserve 
Center, Carswell Field. 
SEC. 376. DISPOSITION OF PROCEEDS FROM OP­

ERATION OF THE NAVAL ACADEMY 
LAUNDRY. 

Section 6971 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) in subsection (a)-
( A) by striking out "(a)"; and 
(B) in the first sentence, by striking out "and 

the Academy dairy" and inserting in lieu there­
of "the Academy dairy, and the Academy laun­
dry"; and 

(2) by striking out subsection (b). 
SEC. 377. AUTHORITY TO ISSUE MILITARY IDENTI­

FICATION CARDS TO SO-CALLED 
HONORARY RETIREES OF THE 
NAVAL AND MARINE CORPS RE­
SERVES. 

(a) AUTHORITY.-The Secretary of the Navy 
may issue a military identification card to a 
member of the Retired Reserve described in sub­
section (b). 

(b) COVERED MEMBERS.-A member Of the Re­
tired Reserve ref erred to in subsection (a) is a 
member of the Naval Reserve or Marine Corps 
Reserve who transferred to the Retired Reserve 
under section 274(2) of title 10, United States 
Code, without having completed the years of 
service required under section 1331(a)(2) of such 
title for eligibility for retired pay under chapter 
67 of such title. 

(c) EFFECT ON COMMISSARY AND EXCHANGE 
BENEFITS.-The issuance of a military identi­
fication card under subsection (a) to a member 
of the Retired Reserve does not confer eligibility 
for commissary and exchange benefits on that 
member. 

(d) LIMITATION ON COLOR AND FORMAT.-The 
Secretary shall ensure that the color and format 
in which a military identification card is issued 
under subsection (a) is not similar to the color 
and format in which a military identification 
card is issued by the Department of Defense to 
individuals other than members described in 
subsection (b). 
SEC. 378. REPEAL OF ANNUAL LIMITATION ON EX­

PENDITURES FOR EMERGENCY AND 
EXTRAORDINARY EXPENSES OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE INSPEC­
TOR GENERAL. 

Section 127(c) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended-

(1) by striking out "(1)" after "(c)"; and 
(2) by striking out paragraph (2). 

SEC. 379. TRANSFER OF CERTAIN EXCESS DE­
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE PROPERTY 
TO EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS 
AND TRAINING SCHOOLS. 

(a) AUTHORITY To TRANSFER.-Subparagraph 
(G) of section 2535(b)(l) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 

"(G) notwithstanding title II of the Federal 
Property and Administrative Services Act of 1949 
(40 U.S.C. 481 et seq.) and any other provision 
of law, authorize the transfer to a nonprofit 
educational institution or training school, on a 
nonreimbursable basis, of any such property al­
ready in the possession of such institution or 
school whenever the program proposed by such 
institution or school for the use of such property 
is in the public interest.". 

(b) TREATMENT OF PROPERTY LOANED BEFORE 
DECEMBER 31, 1993.-Except for property deter­
mined by the Secretary of Defense to be needed 
by the Department of Defense, property loaned 
before December 31, 1993, to an educational in­
stitution or training school under section 2535(b) 
of title 10, United States Code, or section 4(a)(7) 
of the Defense Industrial Reserve Act (as in ef­
fect before October 23, 1992) shall be regarded as 
surplus property. Upon certification by the Sec­
retary to the Administrator of General Services 

that the property is being used by the borrowing 
educational institution or training school for a 
purpose consistent with that for which the prop­
erty was loaned, the Administrator may author­
ize the conveyance of all right, title, and inter­
est of the United States in such property to the 
borrower if the borrower agrees to accept the 
property. The Administrator may require any 
additional terms and conditions in connection 
with a conveyance so authorized that the Ad­
ministrator considers appropriate to protect the 
interests of the United States. 
SEC. 380. OPERATION OF OVERSEAS FACILITIES 

OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
BY UNITED STATES FIRMS. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense Of 
Congress that, to the maximum extent prac­
ticable, the Secretary of Defense should give a 
preference to United States firms in the award 
of contracts to operate Department of Defense 
facilities not in the United States that provide 
goods and services to members of the Armed 
Forces and the dependents of such members. 

(b) DEFINITION.-In this section, the term 
"United States firm" has the meaning given 
such term in section 2532(d)(l) of title 10, United 
States Code. 
SEC. 381. REQUIREMENTS FOR AUTOMATED IN­

FORMATION SYSTEMS OF THE DE­
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) DETERMINATION REQUIRED.-(1) Not later 
than March 15 in each of 1995, 1996, and 1997, 
the Secretary of Defense shall-

( A) determine whether each automated inf or­
mation system described in paragraph (2) meets 
the requirements set forth in subsection (b); and 

(B) take appropriate action to end the mod­
ernization or development by the Department of 
Defense of any such system that the Secretary 
determines does not meet such requirements. 

(2) An automated information system referred 
to in paragraph (1) is an automated information 
system-

( A) that is undergoing modernization or devel­
opment by .the Department of Defense; 

(B) that exceeds $50,000,000 in value; and 
(C) that is not a migration system, as deter­

mined by the Enterprise Integration Executive 
Board of the Department of Defense. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.-The use of an automated 
information system by the Department of De­
fense shall-

(1) contribute to the achievement of Depart­
ment of Defense strategies for the use of auto­
mated information systems; 

(2) as determined by the Secretary, provide an 
acceptable benefit from the investment in the 
system or make a substantial contribution to the 
per[ ormance of the defense mission for which 
the system is used; 

(3) comply with Department of Defense direc­
tives applicable to life cycle management of 
automated information systems; and 

(4) be based on guidance developed under sub­
section (c). 

(c) GUIDANCE FOR USE.-The Secretary of De­
fense shall develop guidance for the use of auto­
mated information systems by the Department of 
Defense. In developing the guidance, the Sec­
retary shall consider the following: 

(1) Directives of the Office of Management 
and Budget applicable to returns of investment 
for such systems. 

(2) A sound, functional economic analysis. 
(3) Established objectives for the Department 

of Defense information infrastructure. 
(4) Migratory assessment criteria, including 

criteria under guidance provided by the Defense 
Information Systems Agency. 

(d) WAIVER.-(1) The Secretary of Defense 
may waive the requirements of subsection (a) for 
an automated information system if the Sec­
retary determines that the purpose for which 
the system is being modernized or developed is of 
compelling military importance. 
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(2) If the Secretary exercises the waiver au­

thority provided in paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall include the following in the next report re­
quired by subsection (f): 

(A) The reasons for the failure of the auto­
mated information system to meet all of the re­
quirements of subsection (b). 

(B) A determination of whether the system is 
expected to meet such requirements in the fu­
ture, and if so, the date by which the system is 
expected to meet the requirements. 

(e) PERFORMANCE MEASURES AND MANAGE­
MENT CONTROLS.-(]) The Secretary of Defense 
shall establish per[ ormance measures and man­
agement controls for the supervision and man­
agement of the activities described in paragraph 
(2). The performance measures and management 
controls shall be adequate to ensure, to the max­
imum extent practicable, that the Department of 
Defense receives the maximum benefit possible 
from the development, modernization, operation, 
and maintenance of automated information sys­
tems. 

(2) The activities referred to in paragraph (I) 
are the following: 

(A) Accelerated implementation of migration 
systems. 

(B) Establishment of data standards. 
(C) Process improvement. 
(f) REPORTS.-Not later than March 15 in 

each of 1995, 1996, and 1997, the Secretary of De­
fense shall submit to Congress a report on the 
establishment and implementation of the per­
formance measures and management controls re­
ferred to in subsection (e)(l). Each such report 
shall also specify-

(1) the automated information systems that, as 
determined under subsection (a), meet the re­
quirements of subsection (b); 

(2) the automated information systems that, as 
determined under subsection (a), do not meet 
the requirements of subsection (b) and the ac­
tion taken by the Secretary to end the use of 
such systems; and 

(3) the automated information systems that, as 
determined by the Enterprise Integration Execu­
tive Board, are migration systems. 

(g) REVIEW BY COMPTROLLER GENERAL.-Not 
later than April 30, 1995, the Comptroller Gen­
eral of the United States shall submit to Con­
gress a report that contains an evaluation of the 
following: 

(I) The progress made by the Department of 
Defense in achieving the goals of the corporate 
information management program of the De­
partment. 

(2) The progress made by the Secretary of De­
fense in establishing the performance measures 
and management controls ref erred to in sub­
section (e)(l). 

(3) The progress made by the Department of 
Defense in using automated information systems 
that meet the requirements of subsection (b). 

(4) The report required by subsection (f) to be 
submitted in 1995. 

(h) DEFINITIONS.-In this section: 
(I) The term "automated information system" 

means an automated information system of the 
Department of Defense described in the exhibits 
designated as "IT-43" in the budget submitted 
to Congress by the President for fiscal year 1995 
pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, United 
States Code. 

(2) The term "migration system" has the 
meaning given such term in the document enti­
tled "Department of Defense Strategy for Accel­
eration of Migration Systems and Data Stand­
ards" attached to the memorandum of the De­
partment of Defense dated October 13, 1993 (re­
lating to accelerated implementation of migra­
tion systems, data standards, and process im­
provement). 
SEC. 382. PROGRAM TO COMMEMORATE WORLD 

WAR II. 
(a) EXTENSION.-Section 378 of the National 

Defense Authorization Act for Fis~al Year 1993 

(Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2387; 113 U.S.C. 
note) is amended by striking out "1995" in sub­
sections (a) and (b) and inserting in lieu thereof 
"1996". 

(b) REPORT.-(]) Not later than March 31, 
1995, the Executive Director of the 50th Anniver­
sary of World War II Commemoration Committee 
established by the Department of Defense shall 
submit to the Secretary of Defense a report on 
the reimbursement of a person for expenses in­
curred by that person in providing voluntary 
support for activities and· programs conducted 
under the commemoration program referred to in 
section 378(a) of such Act. The report shall in­
clude the recommendations of the Committee on 
whether such reimbursement is appropriate, and 
if so, the extent of the reimbursement and the 
conditions upon which it should be provided. 

(2) Not later than 45 days after receiving the 
report referred to in paragraph (1), the Sec­
retary of Defense shall submit the report to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives together with any 
comments of the Secretary regarding that report. 
SEC. 383. ASSISTANCE TO RED CROSS FOR EMER· 

GENCY COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES 
FOR MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES AND THEIR FAMILIES. 

(a) ASSISTANCE.-The following amounts shall 
be available for obtaining emergency commu­
nications services for members of the Armed 
Forces and their families from the American Na­
tional Red Cross: 

(I) For fiscal year 1995, $14,500,000 of the 
amount authorized to be appropriated in section 
301(5). 

(2) For each of fiscal years 1996 and 1997, 
$14,500,000 of the amount authorized to be ap­
propriated for the Department of Defense for 
that fiscal year for operation and maintenance 
for Defense-wide activities. 

(b) REPORT.-Not later than November 30 in 
each of 1994, 1995, and 1996, the Secretary of De­
fense shall submit to Congress a report on 
whether it is necessary for the Department of 
Defense to support the emergency communica­
tions services of the American National Red 
Cross in order to provide such services for mem­
bers of the Armed Forces and their families. The 
report shall include the following: 

(I) An estimate of the amount of funds nec­
essary to provide such support. 

(2) A projection of the date upon which the 
American National Red Cross can assume full fi­
nancial responsibility for providing such emer­
gency communications services. 

(3) An assessment of the alternatives available 
to the Secretary for obtaining such emergency 
communications services, including the provi­
sion of such services by the Department of De­
fense. 
SEC. 384. CLARIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO PRO· 

VIDE MEDICAL TRANSPORTATION 
UNDER NATIONAL GUARD PILOT 
PROGRAM. 

Paragraph (I) of section 376(h) of the Na­
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1993 (32 U.S.C. 501 note) is amended to 
read as follows: 

"(I) The term 'health care' includes the fol-
lowing services: 

"(A) Medical care services. 
"(B) Dental care services. 
"(C) Transportation, by air ambulance or 

other means, for medical reasons.". 
SEC. 385. NATIONAL GUARD ASSISTANCE FOR 

CERTAIN YOUTH AND CHARITABLE 
ORGANIZATIONS. 

(a) AUTHORITY To PROVIDE ASSISTANCE.­
Chapter 5 of title 32, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
"§508. Assistance for certain youth and chari-

tabl.e organizations 
"(a) AUTHORITY To PROVIDE SERVICES.­

Members and units of the National Guard may 

provide the services described in subsection (b) 
to an eligible organization in conjunction with 
training required under this chapter in any case 
in which-

"(]) the provision of such services does not 
adversely affect the quality of that training or 
otherwise interfere with the ability of a member 
or unit of the National Guard to per[ orm the 
military functions of the member or unit; 

''(2) the services to be provided are not com­
mercially available, or any commercial entity 
that would otherwise provide such services has 
approved, in writing, the provision of such serv­
ices by the National Guard; 

"(3) National Guard personnel will enhance 
their military skills as a result of providing such 
services; and 

"(4) the provision of the services will not re­
sult in a significant increase in the cost of the 
training. 

"(b) AUTHORIZED SERVICES.-The services au­
thorized to be provided under subsection (a) are 
as follows: 

"(I) Ground transportation. 
''(2) Air transportation in support of Special 

Olympics. 
"(3) Administrative support services. 
"(4) Technical training services. 
"(5) Emergency medical assistance and sery­

ices. 
"(6) Communications services. 
"(c) OTHER AUTHORIZED ASSISTANCE.-Facili­

ties and equipment of the National Guard, in­
cluding military property of the United States 
issued to the National Guard and General Serv­
ices Administration vehicles leased to the Na­
tional Guard, and General Services Administra­
tion vehicles leased to the Department of De­
fense, may be used in connection with providing 
services to any eligible organization under this 
section. 

"(d) ELIGIBLE ORGANIZATIONS.-The organi­
zations eligible to receive services under this sec­
tion are as follows: 

"(I) The Boy Scouts of America. 
"(2) The Girl Scouts of America. 
"(3) The Boys Clubs of America. 
"(4) The Girls Clubs of America. 
"(5) The Young Men's Christian Association. 
"(6) The Young Women's Christian Associa-

tion. 
"(7) The Civil Air Patrol. 
"(8) The United States Olympic Committee. 
"(9) The Special Olympics. 
"(10) The Campfire Boys. 
"(11) The Campfire Girls. 
"(12) The 4-H Club. 
"(13) The Police Athletic League. 
"(14) Any other youth or charitable organiza­

tion designated by the Secretary of Defense.". 
(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec­

tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend­
ed by adding at the end the following: 
"508. Assistance for certain youth and chari­

table organizations.". 
SEC. 386. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN 

PROGRAMS. 
(a) DEMONSTRATION PROJECT FOR USE OF 

PROCEEDS FROM THE SALE OF CERTAIN PROP­
ERTY~-(]) Section 343(d)(l) of the National De­
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 
and 1993 (Public Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1344) is 
amended by striking out "terminate on Decem­
ber 5, 1994" and inserting in lieu thereof "termi­
nate on December 5, 1995". 

(2) Section 343(e) of such Act is amended by 
striking out "February 3, 1995" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "February 3, 1996". 

(b) AUTHORITY FOR AVIATION DEPOTS AND 
NAVAL SHIPYARDS TO ENGAGE IN DEFENSE-RE­
LATED PRODUCTION AND SERVICES.-Section 
1425(e) of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law 101-510; 
104 Stat. 1684) is amended by striking out "Sep­
tember 30, 1994" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"September 30, 1995". 
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(C) AUTHORITY OF BASE COMMANDERS OVER 

CONTRACTING FOR COMMERCIAL ACTIVITIES.­
Section 2468(f) of title 10, United States Code. is 
amended by striking out "September 30, 1994" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "September 30, 
1995". 
SEC. 387. PROCUREMENT OF PORTABLE VENTILA· 

TORS FOR THE DEFENSE MEDICAL 
FACILITY OFFICE, FORT DETRICK. 
MARYLAND. 

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated by 
section 301(5), $2,500,000 shall be available for 
the procurement of portable ventilators for the 
Defense Medical Facility Office, Fort Detrick, 
Maryland. 

TITLE IV-MIUTARY PERSONNEL 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

Subtitle A-Active Forces 
SEC. 401. END STRENGTHS FOR ACTIVE FORCES. 

The Armed Forces are authorized strengths 
for active duty personnel as of September 30, 
1995, as follows: 

(1) The Army, 510,000. 
(2) The Navy, 441,641. 
(3) The Marine Corps, 174,000. 
(4) The Air Force, 400,051. 

SEC. 402. TEMPORARY VARIATION OF END 
STRENGTH LIMITATIONS FOR ARMY 
MAJORS AND LIEUTENANT COLO· 
NELS. 

(a) v ARIATION AUTHORIZED.-ln the adminis­
tration of the limitation under section 523(a)(l) 
of title 10, United States Code, for fiscal years 
1995 through 1997, the numbers applicable to of­
ficers of the Army serving on active duty in the 
grades of major and lieutenant colonel shall be 
the numbers set forth for that fiscal year in sub­
section (b) (rather than the numbers determined 
in accordance with the table in that section). 

(b) NUMBERS FOR FISCAL YEARS 1995 THROUGH 
1997.-The numbers referred to in subsection (a) 
are as fallows: 

Fiscal year: 

1995 ....................................... . 
1996 ...... .... ................ ........ .... .. 
1997 ....................................... . 

Number of officers 
who may be serving 

on active duty in the 
grade of: 

Lieuten-
Major ant colo-

12,603 
12,870 
12,870 

nel 

8,506 
8,646 
8,646. 

SEC. 403. EXTENSION OF TEMPORARY VARIATION 
OF END STRENGTH LIMITATIONS 
FOR MARINE CORPS MAJORS AND 
LIEUTENANT COLONELS. 

(a) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.-Subsection (a) 
of section 402 of the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 
103-160; 107 Stat. 1639; 10 U.S.C. 523 note) is 
amended by striking out "and 1995" and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "through 1997" 

(b) LIMITATION.-The table in subsection (b) 
of such section is amended to read as follows: 

"Eiscal year: 

1994 ...... .. ................. .............. . 
1995 ...................................... :. 
1996 ..... ........... .. ........ .... ......... . 
1997 .............. ......................... . 

Number of officers 
who may be serving 

on active duty in the 
grade of: 

Lieuten-
Major ant colo-

3,023 
3,157 
3,157 
3,157 

nel 

1,578 
1,634 
1,634 

1,634. ". 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.- The caption of 
subsection (b) of such section is amended by 
striking out "AND 1995.-" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "THROUGH 1997.-". 

SEC. 404. INCREASE IN AUTHORIZED STRENGTH 
FOR MARINE CORPS GENERAL OFFI· 
CERS ON ACTIVE DUTY AFTER FIS· 
CAL YEAR 1995. 

Section 526(a)(4) of title. 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking out "before Octo­
ber 1, 1995," and all that follows through "that 
date". 
SEC. 405. MANAGEMENT OF SENIOR GENERAL 

AND FLAG OFFICER POSITIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-Section 525(b) of title 10, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the fallowing new paragraph: 

"(5)(A) An officer while serving in a position 
specified in section 604(b) of this title, if serving 
in the grade of general or admiral, is in addition 
to the number that would otherwise be permitted 
for that officer's armed force for officers serving 
on active duty in grades above major general or 
rear admiral, as the case may be, under the first 
sentence of paragraph (1) or (2), as applicable. 

"(B) Subparagraph (A) does not apply in the 
case of an officer serving in such a position if 
the Secretary of Defense, when considering offi­
cers for recommendation to the President for ap­
pointment to fill the vacancy in that position 
which was filled by that officer, did not have a 
recommendation for that appointment from each 
Secretary of a military department who (pursu­
ant to section 604(a) of this title) was required 
to make such a recommendation. 

"(C) This paragraph shall cease to be effective 
at the end of September 30, 1997. ". 

(b) LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF 4-STAR POSI­
TIONS.-(1) Chapter 32 of such title is amended 
by adding at the end the fallowing new section: 
"§528. Limitation on number of officers on ac· 

tive duty in grades of general and admiral 
" (a) LIMITATION.-The total number of offi­

cers on active duty after September 30, 1995, in 
the Army, Air Force, and Marine Corps in the 
grade of general and in the Navy in the grade 
of admiral may not exceed 32. 

"(b) EXCEPTIONS.-The limitation in sub­
section (a) does not apply in the case of an offi­
cer serving in the grade of general or admiral in 
a position that is specifically exempted by law 
from being counted for purposes of limitations 
by law on the total number of officers that may 
be on active duty in the grades of general and 
admiral or the number of officers that may be on 
active duty in that officer's armed force in the 
grade of general or admiral.". 

(2j The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 
"528: Limitation on number of officers on active 

duty in grades of general and ad­
miral.". 

(c) GREATER SERVICE COMPETITION FOR JOINT 
4-STAR POSITIONS.-(1) Chapter 35 of such title 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 
"§604. Senior joint officer positions: rec­

ommendations to the Secretary of Defense 
"(a) JOINT 4-STAR OFFICER POSITIONS.-(1) 

Whenever a vacancy occurs, or is anticipated to 
occur, in a position specified in subsection (b)-

"( A) the Secretary of Defense shall require the 
Secretary of the Army to submit the name of at 
least one Army officer, the Secretary of the 
Navy to submit the name of at least one Navy 
officer and the name of at least one Marine 
Corps officer, and the Secretary of the Air Force 
to submit the name of at least one Air Force of­
ficer for consideration by the Secretary for rec­
ommendation to the President for appointment 
to that position; and 

" (B) the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
may submit to the Secretary of Defense the 
name of one or more officers (in addition to the 
officers whose names are submitted pursuant to 
subparagraph (A)) for consideration by the Sec-

retary for recommendation to the President for 
appointment to that position. 

"(2) Whenever the Secretaries of the military 
departments are required to submit the names of 
officers under paragraph (l)(A), the Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff shall submit to the 
Secretary of Defense the Chairman's evaluation 
of the performance of each officer whose name 
is submitted under that paragraph (and of any 
officer whose name the Chairman submits to the 
Secretary under paragraph (l)(B) for consider­
ation for the same vacancy). The Chairman's 
evaluation shall primarily consider the perform­
ance of the officer as a member of the Joint Staff 
and in other joint duty assignments, but may 
include consideration of other aspects of the of­
ficer's performance as the Chairman considers 
appropriate. 

"(b) COVERED POSITIONS.-Subsection (a) ap-
plies to the fallowing positions: 

"(1) Commander of a combatant command. 
"(2) Commander, United States Forces, Korea. 
"(3) Deputy commander, United States Euro-

pean Command, but only if the commander of 
that command is also the Supreme Allied Com­
mander, Europe. 

"(c) EXPIRATION.-This section shall cease to 
be effective at the end of September 30, 1997. ". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new item: 
"604. Senior joint officer positions: recommenda­

tions to the Secretary of De­
fense.". 

(d) REPORT.-Not later than March 1, 1996, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con­
gress a report on the implementation of the 
amendments made by this section. The report 
shall include an assessment of the effectiveness 
of those amendments in meeting the objective of 
encouraging more competition among all serv­
ices for appointment of officers to joint three­
star and four-star positions. The report may in­
clude such additional recommendations con­
cerning general and flag officer selection policy 
as the Secretary considers appropriate. 
SEC. 406. TEMPORARY EXCLUSION OF SUPER· 

INTENDENT OF NAVAL ACADEMY 
FROM COUNTING TOW~ NUMBER 
OF SENIOR ADMIRALS AUTHORIZED 
TO BE ON ACTIVE DUTY. 

The officer serving as Superintendent of the 
United States Naval Academy on the date of the 
enactment of this Act, while so serving, shall 
not be counted ·for purposes of the limitations 
contained in section 525(b)(2) of title 10, United 
States Code. 

Subtitle B-Reserve Forces 
SEC. 411. END STRENGTHS FOR SELECTED RE· 

SERVE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-The Armed Forces are au­

thorized strengths for Selected Reserve person­
nel of the reserve components as of September 
30, 1995, as follows: 

(1) The Army National Guard of the United 
States, 400,000. 

(2) The Army Reserve, 242,000. 
(3) The Naval Reserve, 102,960 
(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 42,000. 
(5) The Air National Guard of the United 

States, 115,581. 
(6) The Air Force Reserve, 78,706. 
(7) The Coast Guard Reserve, 8,000. 
(b) WAIVER AUTHORITY.-The Secretary of De­

fense may increase the end strength authorized 
by subsection (a) by not more than 2 percent. 

(C) ADJUSTMENTS.-The end strengths pre­
scribed by subsection (a) for the Selected Re­
serve of any reserve component shall be reduced 
proportionately by-

(1) the total authorized strength of units orga­
nized to serve as units of the Selected Reserve of 
such component which are on active duty (other 
than for training) at the end of the fiscal year, 
and 
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(2) the total number of individual members not 

in units organized to serve as units of the Se­
lected Reserve of such component who are on 
active duty (other than for training or for un­
satisfactory participation in training) without 
their consent at the end of the fiscal year. 
Whenever such units or such individual mem­
bers are released from active duty during any 
fiscal year, the end strength prescribed for such 
fiscal year for the Selected Reserve of such re­
serve component shall be increased proportion­
ately by the total authorized strengths of such 
units and by the total number of such individ­
ual members. 
SEC. 41Z. END STRENGTHS FOR RESERVES ON AC· 

TIVE DUTY IN SUPPORT OF THE RE· 
SERVES. 

Within the end strengths prescribed in section 
411(a), the reserve components of the Armed 
Forces are authorized, as of September 30, 1995, 
the fallowing number of Reserves to be serving 
on full-time active duty or, in the case of mem­
bers of the National Guard, full-time National 
Guard duty for the purpose of organizing, ad­
ministering, recruiting, instructing, or training 
the reserve components: 

(1) The Army National Guard of the United 
States, 23,650. 

· (2) The Army Reserve, 11,940. 
(3) The Naval Reserve, 17,510. 
(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 2,285. 
(5) The Air National Guard of the United 

States, 9,098. 
(6) The Air Force Reserve, 648. 

SEC. 413. DELAY IN INCREASE IN NUMBER OF AC· 
TIVE COMPONENT MEMBERS TO BE 
ASSIGNED FOR TRAINING 
COMPATIBILTY WITH GUARD UNITS. 

Section 414(c) of the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 (10 
U.S.C. 261 note) is amended by striking out 
"September 30, 1994" and inserting in lieu there­
of "September 30, 1996''. 
Subtifle C-Military Training Student Loads 

SEC. 4Zl. AUTHORIZATION OF TRAINING STU· 
DENT LOADS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-For fiscal year 1995, the 
Armed Forces are authorized average military 
training student loads as follows: 

(1) The Army, 69,420. 
(2) The Navy, 43,064. 
(3) The Marine Corps, 25,377. 
(4) The Air Force, 36,840. 
(b) SCOPE.-The average military training stu­

dent load authorized for an armed force under 
subsection (a) applies to the active and reserve 
components of that armed force. 

(c) ADJUSTMENTS.-The average military 
training student loads authorized in subsection 
(a) shall be adjusted consistent with the end 
strengths authorized in subtitles A and B. The 
Secretary of Defense shall prescribe the manner 
in which such adjustments shall be apportioned. 
Subtitle D-Authorization of Appropriations 

SEC. 431. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 
FOR MILITARY PERSONNEL. 

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
to the Department of Defense for military per­
sonnel for fiscal year 1995 a total of 
$70,938,597,000. The authorization in the preced­
ing sentence supersedes any other authorization 
of appropriations (definite or indefinite) for 
such purpose for fiscal year 1995. 

TITLE V-MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY 
Subtitle A--Of/i.cer Personnel Policy 

SEC. 501. CONSISTENCY OF WARRANT OFFICER 
PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT POLI· 
CIES WITH POLICIES APPLICABLE TO 
OTHER OFFICERS. 

(a) EXCEPTION FROM MANDATORY CONSIDER­
ATION BY PROMOTION BOARD.-Section 575(d) of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by in­
serting "(except for a warrant officer precluded 

from consideration under regulations prescribed 
by the Secretary concerned under section 577 of 
this title)" after "under consideration''. 

(b) SECRETARIAL SUBMISSION OF PROMOTION 
BOARD REPORT.-Section 576(!)(1) of such title 
is amended by striking out the second sentence. 

(C) CERTAIN PROMOTION FORMALITIES DEEMED 
COMPLETED.-Section 578 of such title is amend­
ed by adding at the end the following new sub­
sections: 

"(e) A warrant officer who is appointed to a 
higher grade under this section is considered to 
have accepted such appointment on the date on 
which the appointment is made unless the offi­
cer expressly declines the appointment. 

"(f) A warrant officer who has served con­
tinuously as an officer since subscribing to the 
oath of office prescribed in section 3331 of title 
5 is not required to take a new oath upon ap­
pointment to a higher grade under this sec­
tion.". 

(d) CLARIFICIATION OF WARRANT OFFICERS 
SUBJECT TO WOMA AUTHORITIES.-Section 
582(2) of such title is amended by inserting be­
fore the period at the end the following: "(other 
than retired warrant officers who were recalled 
to active duty before February 1, 1992, and have 
served continuously on active duty since that 
date)". 
SEC. 50Z. AUTHORITY FOR ORIGINAL REGULAR 

APPOINTMENTS OF NA VY AND MA· 
RINE CORPS LIMITED DUTY OFFI· 
CERS SERVING IN GRADES ABOVE 
PAY GRADE 0-3 UNDER TEMPORARY 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Section 5589 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) by redesignating subsections (c), (d), (e), 
and (f) as subsections (d), (e), (f), and (g), re­
spectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the follow­
ing new subsection (c): 

"(c)(l) An officer described in paragraph (2) 
may be given an original appointment as a regu­
lar officer of the Navy or the Marine Corps, as 
the case may be, in the grade, and with the date 
of rank in that grade, in which the officer is 
serving on the day before such original appoint­
ment. 

''(2) This subsection applies to an officer of 
the Navy and Marine Corps who-

"( A) is on the active-duty list; 
"(B) holds a permanent enlisted or warrant 

officer grade; 
"(C) is designated for limited duty under sub­

section (a) of section 5596 of this title; and 
"(D) is serving in the grade of lieutenant com­

mander or commander, or in the grade of major 
or lieutenant colonel, under a temporary ap­
pointment under subsection (d) of section 5596 of 
this title.". 
SEC. 503. NA VY AND MARINE CORPS LIMITED 

DUTY OFFICERS TWICE HAVING 
FAILED OF SELECTION FOR PRO· 
MOTION. 

(a) TREATMENT OF LDOS TWICE HAVING 
FAILED OF SELECTION.-Section 6383 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended-

(1) by redesignating subsections (g), (h), (i), 
and (j) as subsections (i), (j), (k), and (l), respec­
tively; and 

(2) by striking out subsection (f) and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: 

"(f) 18-YEAR RETIREMENT SANCTUARY.-!! an 
officer subject to discharge under subsection (b), 
(d), or (e) is (as of the date on which the officer 
is to be discharged) not eligible for retirement 
under any provision of law but is within two 
years of qualifying for retirement under section 
6323 of this title, the officer shall be retained on 
active duty as an officer designated for limited 
duty until becoming qualified for retirement 
under that section and shall then be retired 
under that section, unless the officer is sooner 
retired or discharged under another provision of 

law or the officer reverts to a warrant officer 
grade pursuant to subsection (h). 

"(g) REENLISTMENT FOR LDOS APPOINTED 
FROM ENLISTED GRADES.-(1) An officer subject 
to discharge under subsection (b), (d), or (e) 
who is described in paragraph (2) may, upon the 
officer's request and in the discretion of the Sec­
retary of the Navy, be enlisted in a grade pre-
scribed by the Secretary upon the officer's dis­
charge pursuant to such subsection. 

"(2) An officer described in this paragraph is 
an officer who-

"( A) is not eligible for retirement under any 
provision of law; 

"(B) is not covered by subsection (f); and 
"(C) was in an enlisted grade when first ap­

pointed as an officer designated for limited 
duty. 

''(h) REVERSION TO WARRANT OFFICER GRADE 
FOR LDOS APPOINTED FROM WARRANT OFFICER 
GRADES.-An officer subject to discharge under 
subsection (b), (d), or (e) (including an officer 
otherwise subject to retention under subsection 
(f)) who is not eligible for retirement under any 
provision of law and who had the permanent 
status of a warrant officer when first appointed 
as an officer designated for limited duty may, at 
the officer's option, revert to the warrant officer 
grade and status that the officer would hold if 
the officer had not been appointed as an officer 
designated for limited duty.". 

(b) CLARIFICATION OF OFFICERS SUBJECT TO 
SELECTIVE RETENTION.-Subsection (k) of such 
section (as redesignated by subsection (a)(l)) is 
amended by striking out "or the discharge 
under subsection (d)" in the first sentence and 
inserting in lieu thereof "or the discharge under 
subsection (b) or (d)''. 

(C) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-Such section 
is further amended-

(1) in subsection (a) by striking out "Except 
as provided in subsection (i)," each place it ap­
pears and inserting in lieu thereof "Except as 
provided in subsection (k), "; and 

(2) in subsections (b) and (d), by striking out 
"Except as provided in subsection (i)," and in­
serting in lieu thereof "Except as provided in 
subsections (f) and (k), ". 

(d) SUBSECTION HEADINGS.-Such section is 
further amended as follows: 

(1) Subsection (a) is amended by striking out 
"(a)(l)" and inserting in lieu thereof "(a) MAN-
DATORY RETIREMENT.-(])''. . 

(2) Subsection (b) is amended by inserting 
"LIEUTENANT COMMANDERS AND MAJORS WHO 
TWICE FAIL OF SELECTION FOR PROMOTION.-" 
after "(b)''. 

(3) Subsection (c) is amended by inserting 
"RETIRED GRADE AND RETIRED PAY.-" after 
"(c)''. 

(4) Subsection (d) is amended by inserting 
"NAVY LIEUTENANTS AND MARINE CORPS CAP­
TAINS WHO TWICE FAIL OF SELECTION FOR PRO­
MOTION.-" after "(d)''. 

(5) Subsection (e) is amended by striking out 
"(e)(l)" and inserting in lieu thereof "(e) OFFI­
CERS IN PAY GRADES 0-2 AND 0-1 WHO TWICE 
FAIL OF SELECTION FOR PROMOTION OR ARE 
FOUND NOT QUALIFIED FOR PROMOTION.-(])''. 

(6) Subsection (i) (as redesignated by sub­
section (a)(l)) is amended by inserting "DETER­
MINATION OF GRADE AND STATUS OF OFFICERS 
REVERTING TO PRIOR STATUS.-" after "(i)''. 

(7) Subsection (j) (as redesignated by sub­
section (a)(l)) is amended by inserting "SEPARA­
TION PAY FOR OFFICERS DISCHARGED.-" after 
"(j)''. 

(8) Subsection (k) (as redesignated by sub­
section (a)(l)) is amended by inserting "SELEC­
TIVE RETENTION BOARDS FOR LDOs.-" after 
"(k)". 

(9) Subsection (l) (as redesignated by sub­
section (a)(l)) is amended by inserting "APPLI­
CABILITY OF SECTION ONLY TO PERMANENT 
LDOS.-" after "(l)". 



August 12, 1994 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 21703 
SEC. 504. SELECTION FOR DESIGNATED JUDGE 

ADVOCATE GENERAL AND FLAG OF­
FICER POSITIONS. 

(a) ARMY.-Section 3037 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new subsection: 

"(d) Under regulations prescribed by the Sec­
retary of Defense, the Secretary of the Army, in 
selecting an officer for recommendation to the 
President under subsection (a) for appointment 
as the Judge Advocate General or Assistant 
Judge Advocate General, shall ensure that the 
officer selected is recommended by a board of of­
ficers that, insofar as practicable, is subject . to 
the procedures applicable to selection boards 
convened under chap.ter 36 of this title. '. 

(b) NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.-(1) Section 
5148 of such title is amended-

( A) in subsection (b), by striking out the last 
sentence and and inserting in lieu thereof the 
following: "If an officer appointed as the Judge 
Advocate General holds a lower regular grade, 
the officer shall be appointed in the regular 
grade of rear admiral or major general, as ap­
propriate."; and 

(B) by striking out subsection (c) and insert­
ing in lieu thereof the following: 

"(c) Under regulations prescribed by the Sec­
retary of Defense, the Secretary of the Navy, in 
selecting an officer for recommendation to the 
President for appointment as the Judge Advo­
cate General, shall ensure that the officer se­
lected is recommended by a board of officers 
that, insofar as practicable, is subject to the 
procedures applicable to selection boards con­
vened under chapter 36 of this title.". 

(2) Section 5149(a) of such title is amended­
(A) by inserting "(1)" after "(a)"; 
(B) by striking out the second and third sen­

tences and inserting in lieu thereof the follow­
ing: "If an officer appointed as the Deputy 
Judge Advocate General holds a lower regular 
grade, the officer shall be appointed in the regu­
lar grade of rear admiral or major general, as 
appropriate."; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
''(2) Under regulations prescribed by the Sec­

retary of Defense, the Secretary of the Navy, in 
selecting an officer for recommendation to the 
President for appointment as the Deputy Judge 
Advocate General, shall ensure that the officer 
selected is recommended by a board of officers 
that, insofar as practicable, is subject to the 
procedures applicable to selection boards con­
vened under chapter 36 of this title.·'. 

(3) Section 5133 of such title is amended­
( A) in subsection (a)-
(i) by striking out "or the Judge Advocate 

General" in the first sentence; and 
(ii) by striking out the second sentence; and 
(B) in the first sentence of subsection (b)-
(i) by striking out "or the Judge Advocate 

General'' both places it appears; and 
(ii) by striking out "or major general, as ap­

propriate". 
(4) Section 5046 of such title-
( A) in subsection (a), by striking out the sec­

ond sentence and inserting in lieu thereof the 
following: "If an officer appointed as the Staff 
Judge Advocate to the Commandant of the Ma­
rine Corps holds a lower regular grade, the of fi­
cer shall be appointed in the regular grade of 
brigadier general."; and 

(B) by striking out subsection (b) and insert­
ing in lieu thereof the following: 

"(b) Under regulations prescribed by the Sec­
retary of Defense, the Secretary of the Navy, in 
selecting an officer for recommendation to the 
President for appointment as the Staff Judge 
Advocate to the Commandant of the Marine 
Corps, shall ensure that the officer selected is 
recommended by a board of officers that, insofar 
as practicable, is subject to the procedures ap­
plicable to selection boards convened under 
chapter 36 of this title.". 

(5) The heading of section 5133, and the item 
relating to that section in the table of sections 
at the beginning of chapter 513 of such title, are 
each amended by striking out the third through 
sixth words. 

(c) AIR FORCE.-Section 8037 of title 10, Unit­
ed States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new subsection: 

"(e) Under regulations prescribed by the Sec­
retary of Defense, the Secretary of the Air 
Force, in selecting an officer for recommenda­
tion to the President under subsection (a) for 
appointment as the Judge Advocate General or 
under subsection (d) for appointment as the 
Deputy Judge Advocate General, shall ensure 
that the officer selected is recommended by a 
board of officers that, insofar as practicable, is 
subject to the procedures applicable to selection 
boards convened under chapter 36 of this title.''. 

Subtitle B--Re11erve Component Matters 
SEC. 511. INCREASED PERIOD OF ACTIVE DUTY 

FOR RESERVE FORCES MOBIUZED 
OTHER THAN DURING WAR OR NA­
TIONAL EMERGENCY. 

(a) REVISION TO PERIOD OF ACTIVE DUTY.­
Section 673b of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) in subsection (a), by striking out "90 days" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "270 days"; and 

(2) by striking out subsection (i). 
(b) REPORT REQUIRED.-(1) Not later than 

April 1, 1995, the Secretary of Defense shall sub­
mit to the congressional defense committees a re­
port on the desirability of increasing the author­
ity of the President to order units and members 
of the reserve components to active duty without 
the consent of the members concerned. 

(2) The report shall include the following: 
(A) An analysis of options for increased presi­

dential authority. 
(B) An assessment of the effects of each option 

on recruiting, retention, employer support for 
the reserve components, and the families of 
members of the reserve components. 

(C) Programs that the Secretary recommends 
to mitigate any negative effects. 

(D) Any option that the Secretary rec­
ommends. 

(E) Any proposed legislation that the Sec­
retary considers necessary to implement any rec­
ommended option. 
SEC. 512. RESERVE GENERAL AND FLAG OFFI­

CERS ON ACTIVE DUTY. 
Section 526 of title 10, United States Code, is 

amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new subsections: 

"(d) NOTICE . TO CONGRESS UPON CHANGE IN 
GRADE FOR CERTAIN POSITIONS.-(1) Not later 
than 60 days before an action specified in para­
graph (2) may become effective, the Secretary of 
Defense shall submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Rep­
resentatives a report providing notice of the in­
tended action and an analytically based jus­
tification for the intended action. 

"(2) Paragraph (1) applies in the case of the 
following actions: 

"(A) A change in the grade authorized as of 
July 1, 1994, for a general officer position in the 
National Guard Bureau, a general or flag offi­
cer position in the Office of a Chief of a reserve 
component, or a general or flag officer position 
in the headquarters of a reserve component com­
mand. 

"(B) Assignment of a reserve component offi­
cer to a general officer position in the the Na­
tional Guard Bureau, to a general or flag officer 
position in the Office of a Chief of a reserve 
component, or a general or flag officer position 
in the headquarters of a reserve component com­
mand in a grade other the grade authorized for 
that position as of July 1, 1994. 

"(C) Assignment of an officer other than a 
general or flag officer as the military executive 
to the Reserve Forces Policy Board. 

"(e) EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN OFFICERS.-The 
limitations of this section do not apply to a re­
serve component general or flag officer who is 
on active duty for training or who is on active 
duty under a call or order specifying a period of 
less than 180 days.". 
SEC. 513. REVIEW OF OPPORTUNITIES FOR OR­

DERING INDIVIDUAL RESERVES TO 
ACTIVE DUTY WITH THEIR CONSENT. 

(a) REVIEW REQUIRED.-The Secretary of De-
fense shall-

(1) review the opportunities for individual 
members of the reserve components of the Armed 
Forces to be ordered to active duty, with the 
consent of the members concerned, during 
peacetime in positions traditionally filled by ac­
tive duty personnel; and 

(2) identify and remove any impediments, in 
regulations or other administrative rules, to in­
creasing those opportunities. 

(b) REPORT.-Not later than 90 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committees on Armed Serv­
ices of the Senate and House of Representatives 
a report on the results of the review. The report 
shall contain-

(1) a plan for increasing the opportunities for 
individual members of the reserve components of 
the Armed Forces to be ordered to active duty, 
with the consent of the members concerned, dur­
ing peacetime in positions traditionally filled by 
active duty personnel; and 

(2) a draft of any additional legislation that 
the Secretary considers necessary in order to in­
crease those opportunities. 
SEC. 514. DEFINITION OF ACTIVE GUARD AND RE­

SERVE DUTY. 
Section lOl(d) of title 10, United States Code, 

is amended-
(1) by redesignating paragraph (6) as para­

graph (7); and 
(2) by inserting after paragraph (5) the follow­

ing new paragraph (6): 
"(6)( A) The term 'active Guard and Reserve 

duty' means active duty or full-time National 
Guard duty performed by a member of a reserve 
component of the Army, Navy, Air Force, or 
Marine Corps, or full-time National Guard duty 
perf armed by a member of the National Guard, 
pursuant to an order to active duty or full-time 
National Guard duty for a period of 180 con­
secutive days or more for the purpose of orga­
nizing, administering, recruiting, instructing, or 
training the reserve components. 

"(B) Such term does not include the follow­
ing: 

"(i) Duty performed as a member of the Re­
serve Forces Policy Board provided for under 
section 175 of this title. 

"(ii) Duty performed as a property and fiscal 
officer under section 708 of title 32. 

"(iii) Duty performed for the purpose of inter­
diction and counter-drug activities for which 
funds have been provided under section 112 of 
title 32. 

"(iv) Duty performed as a general or flag offi­
cer. 

"(v) Service as a State director of the Selective 
Service System under section 10(b)(2) of the 
Military Selective Service Act (50 U.S.C. App. 
460(b)(2)) ... 
SEC. 515. REPEAL OF OBSOLETE PROVISIONS 

PERTAINING TO TRANSFER OF RE­
TIRED REGULAR ENUS7'ED MB» 
BERS TO RESERVE COMPONENTS. 

(a) ARMY.-Section 3914 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by striking out the sec­
ond and third sentences. 

(b) AIR FORCE.-Section 8914 of such title ii! 
amended by striking out the second and third 
sentences. 
SEC. 516. SEMIANNUAL REPORT ON SEPARATIONS 

OF ACTIVE ARMY OFFJCBRS. 
Section 1111 of the Army National Guard 

Combat Readiness Reform Act of 1992 (title XI of 
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Public Law J02-484; J06 Stat. 2536) is amended 
by adding at the end the following new sub­
section: 

"(e) LIST OF CERTAIN SEPARATED OFFICERS.­
On a semiannual basis, the Secretary of the 
Army shall furnish to the Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau a list containing the name, .home 
of record, and last-known mailing address of 
each officer of the Army who during the pre­
vious six months was honorably separated from 
active duty in the grade of major or below.". 
SEC. 517. EARLY RESERVE RETIREMENT ELIGI-

BILITY FOR DISABLED MEMBERS OF 
SELECTED RESERVE. 

Section J33Ja(c) of title JO, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the f al­
lowing new paragraph: 

"(3) Notwithstanding the provisions of section 
44J5(2) of the Defense Conversion Reinvestment, 
and Transition Assistance Act of J992 (division 
D of Public Law J02-484; J06 Stat. 2714), the 
Secretary concerned may, consistent with the 
other provisions of this section, provide the noti­
fication required by section J33J(d) of this title 
to a member who no longer meets the qualifica­
tions for membership in the Selected Reserve 
solely because the member is unfit because of 
physical disability. Such notification may not be 
made if the disability is the result of the mem­
ber's intentional misconduct, willful neglect, or 
willful failure to comply with standards and 
qualifications for retention established by the 
Secretary concerned or was incurred during a 
period of unauthorized absence.". 
SEC. 518. ANNUAL PAYMENTS FOR MEMBERS RE­

TIRED UNDER GUARD AND RESERVE 
TRANSITION INITIATIVE. 

(a) ANNUAL PAYMENT FOR ONE TO FIVE 
YEARS.-Subsection (d) of section 44J6 of the 
Defense Conversion, Reinvestment, and Transi­
tion Assistance Act of 1992 (division D of Public 
Law J02-484; JO U.S.C. 1162 note) is amended-

(1) by striking out "for 5 years" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "for a period of years prescribed 
by the Secretary concerned"; 

(2) by striking out " the 5-year period" and in­
serting in lieu thereof "that period"; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: "A pe­
riod prescribed for purposes of this subsection 
may not be less than one year nor more than 
five years.". 

(b) COMPUTATION OF ANNUAL PAYMENT.-Sub­
section (e) of such section is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

"(3) In the case of a member who will attain 
60 years of age during the J2-month period fol­
lowing the date on which an annual payment is 
due, the payment shall be paid on a prorated 
basis of one-twelfth of the annual payment for 
each full month between the date on which the 
payment is due and the date on which the mem­
ber attains age 60. ". 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments made 
by this section shall apply only to payments to 
a member of the Armed Forces under subsection 
(b) of section 44J6 of the Defense Conversion, 
Reinvestment, and Transition Assistance Act of 
1992 (division D of Public Law 102-484) that are 
granted by the Secretary of Defense to that 
member after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. 519. EDUCATIONAL REQUIREMENTS FOR AP­

POINTMENT IN RESERVE COMPO­
NENTS IN GRADES ABOVE FIRST 
LIEUTENANT OR LIEUTENANT (JUN. 
IORGRADE). 

Section 596 of title JO, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) in subsection (a), by striking out "an ac­
credited educational institution" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "a qualifying educational insti­
tution"; and 

(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
subsection: 

"(c) QUALIFYING EDUCATIONAL INSTITU­
TJONS.-(1) A qualifying educational institution 

for purposes of this section is an educational in­
stitution that is accredited or that meets the re­
quirements of paragraph (2) . 

" (2)( A) An unaccredited educational institu­
tion shall be considered to be a qualifying edu­
cational institution for purposes of the appoint­
ment or recognition of a person who is a grad­
uate of that institution if the Secretary con­
cerned determines that (as of the year of the 
graduation of that person from that institution) 
at least three educational institutions that are 
accredited and that maintain Reserve Officers' 
Training Corps programs each generally grant 
baccalaureate degree credit for completion of 
courses of the unaccredited institution equiva­
lent to the baccalaureate degree credit granted 
by the unaccredited institution for the comple­
tion of those courses. 

"(B) In order to assist the Secretary con­
cerned in making determinations under sub­
paragraph (A), any unaccredited institution 
that seeks to be considered to be a qualifying 
educational institution for purposes of this 
paragraph shall submit to the Secretary of De­
fense each year such information as the Sec­
retary may require concerning the program of 
instruction at that institution. 

"(C) In the case of a person with a degree 
from an unaccredited institution that is a quali­
fying educational institution under this para­
graph, the degree may not have been awarded 
more than three years before the date on which 
the person is to be appointed to, or recognized 
in, the grade of captain or, in the case of the 
Naval Reserve, lieutenant, in order for that per­
son to be considered for purposes of subsection 
(a) to have been awarded a baccalaureate de­
gree by a qualifying educational institution.". 
SEC. 520. LIMITED EXCEPTION FOR ALASKA 

SCOUT OFFICERS FROM BACCA­
LAUREATE DEGREE REQUIREMENT 
FOR APPOINTMENT AS OFFICER IN 
NATIONAL GUARD ABOVE FIRST 
LIEUTENANT. 

(a) IN GENERAL-Subsection (b) of section 596 
of title JO, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the fallowing new paragraph: 

"(5) Recognition in the grade of captain or 
major in the Alaska Army National Guard of a 
person who resides permanently at a location in 
Alaska that is more than 50 miles from each of 
the cities of Anchorage, Fairbanks, and Juneau, 
Alaska, by paved road and who is serving in a 
Scout unit or a Scout supporting unit.". 

(b) CONFORMING STYLISTIC AMENDMENTS.­
Such subsection is further amended by striking 
out "an individual" in paragraphs (2) and (3) 
and inserting in lieu thereof "a person". 
SEC. 521. SENSE OF CONGRESS CONCERNING THE 

TRAINING AND MODERNIZATION OF 
THE RESERVE COMPONENTS. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 
findings: 

(1) The force structure specified in the report 
resulting from the Bottom Up Review conducted 
by the Department of Defense during 1993 as­
sumes increased reliance on the reserve compo­
nents of the Armed Forces. 

(2) The mobilization of the reserve components 
for the Persian Gulf War was handicapped by 
shortfalls in training , readiness, and equipment. 

(3) The mobilization of the Army reserve com­
ponents for the Persian Gulf War was handi­
capped by lack of a standard readiness evalua­
tion system, which resulted in a lengthy re­
evaluation of training and equipment readiness 
of Army National Guard and Army Reserve 
units before they could be deployed. 

(4) Funding and scheduling constraints con­
tinue to limit the opportunity for combat units 
of the Army National Guard to carry out ade­
quate maneuver training. 

(5) Funding constraints continue to handicap 
the readiness and modernization of the reserve 
components and their interoperability with the 
active forces. 

(b) STANDARD EVALUATION SYSTEM.-lt is the 
sense of Congress that the Secretary of Defense, 
with the advice and assistance of the Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, should establish-

(]) a standard readiness evaluation system 
that is unif arm for all forces within each mili­
tary service; and 

(2) a standard readiness rating system that is 
uniform for the military departments. 

(C) MILITARY DEPARTMENT BUDGETS.-lt is 
the sense of Congress that the Secretary of De­
fense should assess the budget submission of 
each military department each year to determine 
(taking into consideration the advice of the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff) the extent 
to which National Guard and reserve units 
would, under that budget submission , be trained 
and modernized to the standards needed for 
them to carry out the full range of missions re­
quired of them under current Department of De­
fense plans. Based upon such assessment each 
year, the Secretary should adjust the budget 
submissions of the military departments as nec­
essary in order to meet the priorities established 
by the Secretary of Defense for the total force. 
Subtitle C-Victima' Rights, Family Advocacy, 

and Nondiscrimination Provisions 
SEC. 531. PROfilBITION OF RETALIATORY AC· 

TIONS AGAINST MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES MAKING ALLEGA­
TIONS OF SEXUAL HARASSMENT OR 
UNLAWFUL DISCRIMINATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Subsection (b) of section 
J034 of title JO, United States Code, is amend­
ed-

(1) by inserting "(1)" before " No person may 
take"; · 

(2) by designating the second sentence as 
paragraph (2) and in that sentence striking out 
"the preceding sentence" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "paragraph (1)"; and 

(3) in the first sentence, by striking out " or 
preparing" and all that follows through "may 
not be restricted." and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: "or preparing-

"( A) a communication to a Member of Con­
gress or an Inspector General that (under sub­
section (a)) may not be restricted; or 

" (B) a communication that is described in 
subsection (c)(2) and that is made (or prepared 
to be made) to-

"(i) a Member of Congress; 
" (ii) an Inspector General (as defined in sub­

section (j)); 
"(iii) a member of a Department of Defense 

audit, inspection, investigation, or law enforce­
ment organization; or 

"(iv) any other person or organization (in­
cluding any person or organization in the chain 
of command) designated pursuant to regulations 
or other established administrative procedures 
for such communications.''. 

(b) INSPECTOR GENERAL INVESTIGATION OF AL­
LEGATIONS OF PROHIBITED PERSONNEL AC­
TJONS.-Subsection (c) of such section is amend­
ed-

(1) by adding at the end of paragraph (1) the 
following new sentence: "If, in the case of an 
allegation submitted to the Inspector General of 
the Department of Defense, the Inspector Gen­
eral delegates the conduct of the investigation of 
the allegation to the inspector general of one of 
the armed forces, the Inspector General of the 
Department of Defense shall ensure that the in­
spector general conducting the investigation is 
outside the immediate chain of command of both 
the member submitting the allegation and the 
individual or individuals alleged to have taken 
the retaliatory action."; 

(2) by striking out paragraph (2) and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: 

''(2) A communication described in this para­
graph is a communication in which a member of 
the armed forces complains of, or discloses inf or­
mation that the member reasonably believes con­
stitutes evidence of, any of the following: 
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"(A) A violation of law or regulation, includ­

ing a law or regulation prohibiting sexual har­
assment or unlawful discrimination. 

"(B) Mismanagement, a gross waste of funds, 
an abuse of authority, or a substantial and spe­
cific danger to public health or safety."; and 

(3) in the subsection heading, by striking out 
"CERTAIN ALLEGATIONS" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "ALLEGATIONS OF PROHIBITED PERSON­
NEL ACTIONS". 

(c) INSPECTOR GENERAL INVESTIGATION OF AL­
LEGATIONS OF WRONGDOING.-Such section is 
further amended-

(1) by redesignating subsections (d), (e), (f). 
(g), and (h) as subsections (f), (g), (h), (i), and 
(j), respectively; and 

(2) by striking out paragraph (4) of subsection 
(c) and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

"(d) INSPECTOR GENERAL INVESTIGATION OF 
UNDERLYING ALLEGATIONS.-Upon receiving an 
allegation under subsection (c), the Inspector 
General shall conduct a separate investigation 
of the information that the member making the 
allegation believes constitutes evidence of 
wrongdoing (as described in subparagraph (A) 
or (B) of subsection (c)(2)) if there previously 
has not been such an investigation or if the In­
spector General determines that the original in­
vestigation was biased or otherwise inad­
equate.". 

(d) REPORTS ON /NVESTIGATIONS.-Such sec­
tion is further amended-

(1) by striking out "(5) Not later than 30 
days" and inserting in lieu thereof "(e) RE­
PORTS ON INVESTIGATIONS.-(1) Not later than 30 
days"; 

(2) in the paragraph redesignated by para­
graph (1)-

( A) by striking out "this subsection" and in­
serting in lieu thereof "subsection (c) or (d)"; 

(B) by striking out "the member of the armed 
forces concerned" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"the member of the armed forces who made the 
allegation investigated"; and 

(C) by striking out the second sentence; 
(3) by inserting after the paragraph redesig­

nated by paragraph (1) the fallowing new para­
graph: 

"(2) In the copy of the report submitted to the 
member, the Inspector General shall ensure the 
maximum disclosure of information possible, 
with the exception of information that is not re­
quired to be disclosed under section 552 of title 
5 ... 

• (4) by redesignating paragraphs (6) and (7) as 
paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; and 

(5) in paragraph (3), as so redesignated, by 
striking out "paragraph (5)" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "paragraph (1)". 

(e) DEFINITION.-Subsection (j) of such sec­
tion, as redesignated by subsection (c)(l), is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

"(3) The term 'unlawful discrimination' means 
discrimination on the basis of race, color, reli­
gion, sex, or national origin.". 

(f) CROSS REFERENCE AMENDMENTS.-(]) Sub­
section (f) of such section, as redesignated by 
subsection (c)(l), is amended by striking out 
"subsection (c)(5)" in paragraphs (2)(A), 
(3)(A)(i), and (3)(B) and inserting in lieu thereof 
"subsection (e)(l)". 

(2) Subsection (g) of such section, as redesig­
nated by subsection (c)(l), is amended by strik­
ing out "subsection (d)" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "subsection (f)" 

(g) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.-(]) The heading 
of such section is amended to read as follows: 
"§1034. Protected communications; prohibi­

tion ofretaliatiory personnel actions". 
(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 

chapter 53 of such title is amended to read as 
follows: 
"1034. Protected communications; prohibition of 

retaliatiory personnel actions.··. 
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(h) DEADLINE FOR REGULATIONS.-The Sec­
retary of Defense and the Secretary of Trans­
portation shall prescribe regulations to imple­
ment the amendments made by this section not 
later than 120 days after the date of the enact­
ment of this Act. 

(i) CONTENT OF REGULATIONS.-/n prescribing 
regulations under section 1034 of title 10, United 
States Code, as amended by this section, the 
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of 
Transportation shall provide for appropriate 
procedural protections for the subject of any in­
vestigation carried out under the provisions of 
that section, including a process for appeal and 
review of investigative findings. 
SEC. 532. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE POUCIES 

AND PROCEDURES ON DISCRIMINA­
TION AND SEXUAL HARASSMENT. 

(a) REPORT OF TASK FORCE.-(1) The Depart­
ment of Defense Task Force on Discrimination 
and Sexual Harassment, constituted by the Sec­
retary of Defense on March 15, 1994, shall trans­
mit a report of its findings and recommendations 
to the Secretary of Defense not later than Octo­
ber 1, 1994. · 

(2) The Secretary shall transmit to Congress 
the report of the task force not later than Octo­
ber 10, 1994. 

(b) SECRETARIAL REVIEW.-Not later than 45 
days after receiving the report under subsection 
(a), the Secretary shall-

(1) review the recommendations for action 
contained in the report; 

(2) determine which recommendations the Sec­
retary approves for implementation and which 
recommendations the Secretary disapproves; and 

(3) submit to Congress a report that-
( A) identifies the approved recommendations 

and the disapproved recommendations; and 
(B) explains the reasons for each such ap­

proval and disapproval. 
(c) COMPREHENSIVE DOD POL!CY.-(1) Based 

on the approved recommendations of the task 
force and such other factors as the Secretary 
considers appropriate, the Secretary shall de­
velop a comprehensive Department of Defense 
policy for processing complaints of sexual har­
assment and discrimination involving members 
of the Armed Forces under the jurisdiction of 
the Secretary. 

(2) The Secretary shall issue policy guidance 
for the implementation of the comprehensive 
policy and shall require the Secretaries of the 
military departments to prescribe regulations to 
implement that policy not later than March 1, 
1995. 

(3) The Secretary shall ensure that the policy 
is implemented uniformly by the military depart­
ments insofar as practicable. 

(4) Not later than March 31, 1995, the Sec­
retary of Defense shall submit to Congress a 
proposal for any legislation necessary to en­
hance the capability of the Department of De­
fense to address the issues of unlawful discrimi­
nation and sexual harassment. 

(d) MILITARY DEPARTMENT POLICIES.-(1) The 
Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of the 
Air Force shall review and revise the regulations 
of the Department of the Navy and the Depart­
ment of the Air Force, respectively, relating to 
equal opportunity policy and procedures in that 
Department for the making of, and responding 
to, complaints of unlawful discrimination and 
sexual harassment in order to ensure that those 
regulations are substantially equivalent to the 
regulations of the Department of the Army on 
such matters. 

(2) In revising regulations pursuant to para­
graph (1), the Secretary of the Navy and the 
Secretary of the Air Force may make such addi­
tions and modifications as the Secretary of De­
fense determines appropriate to strengthen those 
regulations beyond the substantial equivalent of 
the Army regulations in accordance with-

(A) the approved recommendations of the De­
partment of Defense Task Force on Discrimina­
tion and Sexual Harassment; and 

(B) the experience of the Army, Navy, Air 
Force, and Marine Corps regarding equal oppor­
tunity cases. 

(3) The Secretary of the Army shall review the 
regulations of the Department of the Army re­
lating to equal opportunity policy and com­
plaint procedures and revise the regulations as 
the Secretary of Defense considers appropriate 
to strengthen the regulations in accordance 
with the recommendations and experience de­
scribed in subparagraphs (A) and (B) of para­
graph (2). 

(e) REPORT OF ADVISORY BOARD.-(1) The 
Secretary of Defense shall direct the Advisory 
Board on the Investigative Capability of the De­
partment of Defense, established by the Sec­
retary of Defense in November 1993, to include 
in its report to the Secretary (scheduled to be 
transmitted to the Secretary during December 
1994)-

( A) the recommendations of the Advisory 
Board as to whether the current Department of 
Defense organizational structure is adequate to 
oversee all investigative matters related to un­
lawful discrimination, sexual harassment, and 
other misconduct related to the gender of the 
victim; and 

(B) recommendations as to whether additional 
data collection and reporting procedures are 
needed to enhance the ability of the Department 
of Defense to respond to unlawful discrimina­
tion, sexual harassment, and other misconduct 
related to the gender of the victim. 

(2) The Secretary shall transmit to Congress 
the report of the Advisory Board not later than 
15 days after receiving the report. 

(f) PERFORMANCE EVALUATION STANDARDS 
FOR MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES.-The 
Secretary of Defense shall ensure that Depart­
ment of Defense regulations governing consider­
ation of equal opportunity matters in evalua­
tions of the performance of members of the 
Armed Forces include provisions requiring as a 
factor in such evaluations consideration of a 
member's commitment to elimination of unlawful 
discrimination or of sexual harassment in the 
Armed Forces. 
SEC. 533. ANNUAL REPORT ON PERSONNEL READ· 

INESS FACTORS BY RACE AND GEN­
DER. 

(a) REQUIRED ASSESSMENT.-The Secretary of 
Defense shall submit to Congress an annual re­
port on trends in recruiting, retention, and per­
sonnel readiness. 

(b) DATA To BE COLLECTED.-Each annual 
report under subsection (a) shall include the fol­
lowing information with respect to the preceding 
fiscal year for the active components of each of 
the Armed Forces under the jurisdiction of the 
Secretary (as well as such additional informa­
tion as the Secretary considers appropriate): 

(1) The numbers of members of the Armed 
Forces temporarily and permanently 
nondeployable and rates of temporary and per­
manent nondeployability, displayed by cause of 
nondeployability, rank, and gender. 

(2) The numbers and rates of complaints and 
allegations within the Armed Forces that in­
volve gender and other unlawful discrimination 
and sexual harassment, and the rates of sub­
stantiation for those complaints and allegations. 

(3) The numbers and rates of disciplinary pro­
ceedings, displayed (A) by offense or infraction 
committed, (B) by gender, rank, and race, and 
(C) by the categories specified in paragraph (2). 

(4) The retention rates, by gender, rank, and 
race, with an analysis of factors influencing 
those rates. 

(5) The propensity of persons to enlist, dis­
played by gender and race, with an analysis of 
the factors influencing those propensities. 
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(C) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.-The Secretary 

shall submit the report under this section for 
any fiscal year as part of the annual Depart­
ment of Defense posture statement provided to 
Congress in connection with the Department of 
Defense budget request for that fiscal year. 

(d) INITIAL SUBMISSION.-The first report 
under this section shall be submitted in connec­
tion with the Department of Defense budget re­
quest for fiscal year 1996 and shall include data , 
to the degree such data already exists, for fiscal 
years after fiscal year 1991. 
SEC. 534. VICTIMS' ADVOCATES PROGRAMS IN DE· 

PARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.-(]) The Secretary of De­

fense. acting through the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Personnel and Readiness, shall re­
vise policies and regulations of the Department 
of Defense with respect to the programs of the 
Department of Defense specified in paragraph 
(2) in order to establish within each of the mili­
tary departments a victims' advocates program. 

(2) Programs of referred to in paragraph (1) 
are the following: 

(A) Victim and witness assistance programs. 
(B) Family advocacy programs. 
(C) Equal opportunity programs. 
(3) In the case of the Department of the Navy, 

separate victims' advocates programs shall be es­
tablished for the Navy and the Marine Corps. 

(b) PURPOSE.-A victims' advocates program 
established pursuant to subsection (a) shall pro­
vide assistance described in subsection (d) to 
members of the Armed Forces and their depend­
ents who are victims of any of the following: 

(1) Crime. 
(2) lntrafamilial sexual, physical, or emo­

tional abuse. 
(3) Discrimination or harassment based on 

race, gender, ethnic background, national ori­
gin, or religion . 

(C) INTERDISCIPLINARY COUNCILS.-(]) The 
Secretary of Defense shall establish a Depart­
ment of Defense council to coordinate and over­
see the implementation of programs under sub­
section (a). The membership of the council shall 
be selected from members of the Armed Forces 
and officers and employees of the Department of 
Defense having expertise or experience in a vari­
ety of disciplines and professions in order to en­
sure representation of the full range of services 
and expertise that will be needed in implement­
ing those programs. 

(2) The Secretary of each military department 
shall establish similar interdisciplinary councils 
within that military department as appropriate 
to ensure the fullest coordination and effective­
ness of the victims ' advocates program of that 
military department. To the extent practicable, 
such a council shall be established at each sig­
nificant military installation. 

(d) ASSISTANCE.-(]) Under a victims' advo­
cates program established under subsection (a), 
individuals working in the program shall prin­
cipally serve the interests of a victim by initiat­
ing action to provide (A) information on avail­
able benefits and services, (B) assistance in ob­
taining those benefits and services, and (C) 
other appropriate assistance. 

(2) Services under such a program in the case 
of an individual who is a victim of family vio­
lence (including intrafamilial sexual, physical, 
and emotional abuse) shall be provided prin­
cipally through the family advocacy programs 
of the military departments. 

(e) STAFFING.-The Secretary of Defense shall 
provide for the assignment of personnel (mili­
tary or civilian) on a full-time basis to victims ' 
advocates programs established pursuant to sub­
section (a). The Secretary shall ensure that suf­
ficient numbers of such full-time personnel are 
assigned to those programs to enable those pro­
grams to be carried out effectively. 

(f) IMPLEMENTATION DEADLINE.-Subsection 
(a) shall be . carried out not later than six 

months after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

(g) IMPLEMENTATION REPORT.-Not later than 
30 days after the date on which Department of 
Defense policies and regulations are revised pur­
suant to subsection (a), the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to the Committees on Armed Serv­
ices of the Senate and House of Representatives 
a report on the implementation (and plans for 
implementation) of this section. 
SEC. 535. TRANSITIONAL COMPENSATION AND 

OTHER BENEFITS FOR DEPENDENTS 
OF MEMBERS SEPARATED FOR DE­
PENDENT ABUSE. 

(a) EARLIER COMMENCEMENT OF PAYMENTS.­
Subsection (e) of section 1059 of title 10, United 
States Code, as redesignated by section 
1070(a)(5) of this Act, is amended to read as fol­
lows: 

"(e) COMMENCEMENT AND DURATION OF PAY­
MENT.-(1) Payment of transitional compensa­
tion under this section-

" (A) in the case of a member convicted by a 
court-martial for a dependent-abuse offense, 
shall commence as of the date of the approval of 
the court-martial sentence by the person acting 
under section 860(c) of this title (article 60(c) of 
the Uniform Code of Military Justice) if the sen­
tence, as approved, includes a dismissal, dishon­
orable discharge, bad conduct discharge, or for­
feiture of all pay and allowances; and 

"(B) in the case of a member being con-sidered 
under applicable regulations for administrative 
separation from active duty in accordance with 
such regulations (if the basis for the separation 
includes a dependent-abuse offense) , shall com­
mence as of the date on which the separation 
action is initiated by a commander of the mem­
ber pursuant to such regulations, as determined 
by the Secretary concerned. 

"(2) Transitional compensation with respect 
to a member shall be paid for a period of 36 
months, except that, if as of the date on which 
payment of transitional compensation com­
mences the unserved portion of the member's pe­
riod of obligated active duty service is less than 
36 months, the period for which transitional 
compensation is paid shall be equal to the great­
er of-

."(A) the unserved portion of the member's pe­
riod of obligated active duty service; or 

"(B) 12 months. 
"(3)(A) If a member is sentenced by a court­

martial to receive punishment that includes a 
dismissal, dishonorable discharge, bad conduct 
discharge, or forfeiture of all pay and allow­
ances as a result of a conviction by a court-mar­
tial for a dependent-abuse offense and each 
such punishment applicable to the . member 
under the sentence is remitted, set aside, or miti­
gated to a lesser punishment that does not in­
clude any such punishment, any payment of 
transitional compensation that has commenced 
under this section on the basis of such sentence 
in that case shall cease. 

" (B) If administrative separation of a member 
from active duty is proposed on a basis that in­
cludes a dependent-abuse offense and the pro­
posed administrative separation is disapproved 
by competent authority under applicable regula­
tions, payment of transitional compensation in 
such case shall cease. 

"(C) Cessation of payments under subpara­
graph (A) or (B) shall be effective as of the first 
day of the first month following the month in 
which the Secretary concerned notifies the re­
cipient of such transitional compensation in 
writing that payment of the transitional com­
pensation will cease. The recipient may not be 
required to repay amounts of transitional com­
pensation received before that effective date (ex­
cept to the extent necessary to recoup any 
amount that was erroneous when paid).". 

(b) COMMISSARY AND EXCHANGE BENEFITS.­
Such section is further amended-

(1) by redesignating subsections (j) and (k) as 
subsections (k) and (l), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (i) the fallow­
ing new subsection (j): 

"(j) COMMISSARY AND EXCHANGE BENEFITS.­
(]) A dependent or former dependent entitled to 
payment of monthly transitional compensation 
under this section shall, while receiving pay­
ments in accordance with this section, be enti­
tled to use commissary and exchange stores to 
the same extent and in the same manner as a 
dependent of a member of the armed forces on 
active duty for a period of more than 30 days. 

"(2) If a dependent or former dependent eligi­
ble or entitled to use commissary and exchange 
stores under paragraph (1) is eligible or entitled 
to use commissary and exchange stores under 
another provision of law, the eligibility or enti­
tlement of that dependent or former dependent 
to use commissary and exchange stores shall be 
determined under such other provision of law 
rather than under paragraph (1). ". 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-(]) The head­
ing of such section is amended to read as fol­
lows: 
"§1059. Dependents of memben1 separated for 

dependent abuse: transitional compensa­
tion; commi1111ary and exchange benefits". 
(2) The item relating to such section in the 

table of sections at the beginning of chapter 53 
of such title is amended to read as fallows: 
" 1059. Dependents of members separated for de-

pendent abuse: transitional com­
pensation; commissary and ex­
change benefits.". 

SEC. 536. STUDY OF SPOUSAL ABUSE INVOLVING 
ARMED FORCES PERSONNEL. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 
findings: 

(1) The Department of Defense has sponsored 
several highly successful programs designed to 
curtail spousal abuse. 

(2) The readiness of the Armed Forces would 
be enhanced by eliminating all forms of spousal 
abuse involving members of the Armed Forces. 

(3) Available data on the frequency and 
causes of spousal abuse involving members of 
the Armed Forces is not comprehensive for the 
Armed Forces. 

(b) STUDY.-The Secretary of Defense shall 
conduct a study on spousal abuse involving 
members of the Armed Forces. 

(c) REPORT.-Not later than 180 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to Congress a report on the results 
of the study. The report shall contain the fol­
lowing: 

(1) The frequency of spousal abuse involving 
members of the Armed Forces. 

(2) A discussion of the possible causes of such 
spousal abuse. 

(3) A discussion of the procedures followed in 
responding to incidents of such spousal abuse. 

(4) An analysis of the effectiveness of those 
procedures. 

(5) A review of the existing programs for cur­
tailing such spousal abuse. 

(6) A strategy for the entire Armed Forces for 
curtailing spousal abuse involving members of 
the Armed Forces. 

Subtitle D-Matters Relating to the Coast 
Guard 

SEC. 541. EXTENSION OF WARRANT OFFICER 
MANAGEMENT ACT PROVISIONS TO 
COAST GUARD. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PERMANENT GRADE OF 
CHIEF WARRANT OFFICER, W-5.-(1) The grade 
of chief warrant officer, W-5, is hereby estab­
lished in the Coast Guard. 

(2) Section 571(a) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking out "Army , Navy, 
Air Force, and Marine Corps" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "armed forces". 
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(b) EXTENSION OF WARRANT OFFICER MANAGE­

MENT ACT PROVISIONS TO COAST GUARD WAR­
RANT OFFICERS.-Chapter 33A of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended as follows: · 

(1) Section 573(a) is amended-
( A) by striking out " Secretary of a military 

department" in paragraph (1) and inserting in 
lieu thereof "Secretary concerned"; and 

(B) by striking out "of the military depart­
ment" in paragraph (2) . 

(2) Section 574 is amended by striking out 
" Secretary of each military department" in sub­
sections (a) and (b) and inserting in lieu thereof 
"Secretary concerned". 

(3) Section 575(b)(2) is amended by inserting 
"and the Secretary of Transportation, when the 
Coast Guard is not operating as a service in the 
Navy," after "Secretary of Defense''. 

(4) Section 576 is amended-
( A) in subsection (a), by striking out "of the 

military department" in the matter preceding 
paragraph (1); 

(B) in subsection (e), by striking out "of the 
military department"; and 

(C) in subsection (f)(2), by striking out "of the 
military department''. 

(5) Section 580 is amended-
( A) in subsection (a)(4)(B), by inserting ", or 

severance pay computed under section 286a of 
title 14, as appropriate," after "section 1174 of 
this title"; and 

(B) in subsection (e)(6), by inserting "and the 
Secretary of Transportation, when the Coast 
Guard is not operating as a service in the 
Navy ," after "Secretary of Defense " . 

(6) Section 581(a) is amended by striking out 
"in the Army, Navy, Air Force, or Marine 
Corps". 

(C) TRANSITION FOR CERTAIN REGULAR WAR­
RANT OFFICERS SERVING IN A HIGHER TEM­
PORARY GRADE BELOVI CHIEF WARRANT OFFI­
CER, W-5.-(1) A regular warrant officer of the 
Coast Guard who on the effective date of this 
section is on active duty and-

( A) is serving in a temporary grade below 
chief warrant officer, W-5, that is higher than 
that warrant officer's permanent grade; 

(B) is on a list of officers recommended for 
promotion to a temporary grade below chief 
warrant officer W-5; or 

(C) is on a list of officers recommended for 
promotion to a permanent grade higher than the 
grade in which that warrant officer is serving; 
shall be considered to have been recommended · 
by a board convened under section 573 of title 
10, United States Code, as amended by this sub­
section (b), for promotion to the permanent 
grade equivalent to the grade in which that 
warrant officer is serving or for which that war­
rant officer has been recommended for pro­
motion, as the case may be. 

(2) An officer referred to in subparagraph (A) 
of paragraph (1) who is not promoted to the 
grade to which that warrant officer is consid­
ered under such subsection to have been rec­
ommended for promotion because that officer 's 
name is removed from a list of officers who are 
considered under such paragraph to have been 
recommended for promotion shall be considered 
by a board convened under section 573 of title 
10, United States Code, as amended by sub­
section (b) , for promotion to the permanent 
grade equivalent to the temporary grade in 
which that warrant officer was serving on the 
effective date of this section as if that warrant 
officer were serving in the permanent grade. 

(3) The date of rank of an officer referred to 
in paragraph (l)(A) who is promoted to the 
grade in which that warrant officer is serving 
on the effective date of this section is the date 
of that officer 's temporary appointment in that 
grade. 

(d) TRANSITION FOR CERTAIN RESERVE WAR­
RANT OFFICERS SERVING IN A HIGHER TEM-

PORARY GRADE BELOW CHIEF WARRANT OFFI­
CER, W-5.-(l)(A) Except as provided in para­
graph (2), a reserve warrant officer of the Coast 
Guard who on the effective date of this section 
is subject to placement on the warrant officer 
active-duty list and who-

(i) is serving in a temporary grade below chief 
warrant officer, W-5, that is higher than that 
warrant officer's permanent grade; or 

(ii) is on a list of warrant officers rec­
ommended for promotion to a temporary grade 
below chief warrant officer, W-5, that is the 
same as or higher than that warrant officer's 
permanent grade; -
shall be considered to have been recommended 
by a board convened under section 598 of title 
19, United States Code, for promotion to the per­
manent grade equivalent to the grade in which 
the warrant officer is serving or for which that 
warrant officer has been recommended for pro­
motion, as the case may be. 

(B) The date of rank of a warrant officer re­
ferred to in subparagraph (A)(i) who is pro­
moted to the grade in which that warrant of fi­
cer is considered under such subparagraph to 
have been recommended for promotion is the 
date of the temporary appointment of that war­
rant officer in that grade. 

(2) A reserve warrant officer of the Coast 
Guard who on the effective date of this sec­
tion-

( A) is subject to placement on the warrant of­
ficer active-duty list; 

(B) is serving on active duty in a temporary 
grade; and 

(C) holds a permanent grade higher than the 
temporary grade in which that warrant officer 
is serving; 
shall while continuing on active duty retain 
such temporary grade and shall be considered 
for promotion to a grade equal to or lower than 
the permanent grade as if such temporary grade 
is a permanent grade. If such warrant officer is 
recommended for promotion, the appointment of 
that warrant officer to such grade shall be a 
temporary appointment. 

(e) RANK OF COAST GUARD WARRANT OFFI­
CERS.-(1) Subchapter A of chapter 11 of title 14, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the fallowing new section: 
"§215. Rank of warrant officerB 

"(a) Among warrant officer grades, warrant 
officers of a higher numerical designation are 
senior to warrant officer grades of a lower nu­
merical designation . 

"(b) Warrant officers shall take precedence in 
the grade to which appointed in accordance 
with the dates of their commissions as commis­
sioned officers in the Coast Guard in such 
grade. Precedence among warrant officers of the 
same grade who have the same date of commis­
sion shall be determined by regulations pre­
scribed by the Secretary.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 214 the fallowing new 
item: 
"215. Rank of warrant officers.". 

(f) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND­
MENTS.-(1) Section 1125(a) of the National De­
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 
and 1993 (10 U.S.C. 555 note) is repealed. 

(2) Section 286a(a) of title 14, United States 
Code, is amended by striking out " section 
564(a)(3) of title JO (as in effect on the day be­
fore the effective date of the Warrant Officer 
Management Act)" and inserting in lieu thereof 
" section 580(a)(4)(A) of title 10". 

(3) Section 334(b) of such title is amended by 
striking out " section 564 of title 10 (as in effect 
on the day before the effective date of the War­
rant Officer Management Act) or" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "section 580, ". 

(4) Section 41 of such title is amended by strik­
ing out "chief warrant officers, W-4; chief war­
rant officers, W-3; chief warrant officers, W-2; 
cadets; warrant officers, 
W-1;" and inserting in lieu thereof "chief war­
rant officers; cadets; warrant officers;". 

( 5 )(A) Sections 212 and 213 of such title are re­
pealed. 

(B) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 11 of such title is amended by striking 
out the items relating to section 212 and 213. 

(6) Section 214 of such title is amended by 
striking out subsections (b) and (c). 

(7) Section 583 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new paragraph: 

"(4) The active-duty list referred to in section 
573(b) of this title includes the active-duty pro­
motion list established by section 41a of title 
14. ". 

(g) TEMPORARY AUTHORITY FOR INVOLUNTARY 
SEPARATION OF CERTAIN WARRANT OFFICERS.­
Section 580a of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new subsection: 

"(e) This section applies to the Secretary of 
Transportation in the same manner and to the 
same extent as it applies to the Secretary of De­
fense. The Commandant of the Coast Guard 
shall take the action set forth in subsection (b) 
with respect to regular warrant officers of the 
Coast Guard.". 

(h) EFFECTIVE DATE.-This section and the 
amendments made by 'this section shall take ef­
fect on the first day of the four th month begin­
ning after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

- SEC. 542. COAST GUARD FORCE REDUCTION 
TRANSITION BENEFITS. 

(a) INVOLUNTARY SEPARATION BENEFITS AND 
SERVICES.-Chapter 58 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended as follows: 

(1) Section 1141 is amended in the matter pre­
ceding paragraph (1)-

(A) by striking out "Army, Navy, Air Force, 
or Marine Corps" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"armed forces " ; and 

(B) by striking out "or on or after the date of 
the enactment of the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1994" und inserting 
in lieu thereof "or after November 29, 1993, or, 
with respect to a member of the Coast Guard , if 
the member was on active duty in the Coast 
Guard after September 30, 1994, ". 

(2) Section 1143 is amended-
( A) in the heading, by striking out ":Depart­

ment of Defense"; 
(B) in subsection (a), by inserting "and the 

Secretary of Transportation with respect to the 
Coast Guard " after " Secretary of Defense" and 
by striking out ' 'under the jurisdiction of the 
Secretary''; 

(C) in subsection (b), by adding at the end the 
following new sentence: "The Secretary of 
Transportation shall establish permanent em­
ployment assistance centers at appropriate 
Coast Guard installations."; 

(D) in subsection (c) , by inserting " and the 
Secretary of Transportation" after " Secretary 
of Defense"; and 

(E) in subsection (d), by adding at the end the 
following new sentence: "The Secretary of 
Transportation shall provide the same pref­
erence in hiring to involuntarily separated mem­
bers of the Coast Guard, and the dependents of 
such members, in Coast Guard nonappropriated 
fund instrumentalities. " . 

(3) Section 1143a is amended-
( A) in the heading by striking out " : Depart­

ment of Defense"; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following new 

subsection: 
" (h) COAST GUARD.- This section shall apply 

to the Coast Guard in the same manner and to 
the same extent as it applies to the Department 
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of Defense. The Secretary of Transportation 
shall implement the requirements of this section 
for the Coast Guard.". 

(4) Section 1145 is amended by adding at the 
end the fallowing new subsection: 

"(e) COAST GUARD.-The provisions of this 
section shall apply to members of the Coast 
Guard (and their dependents) involuntarily sep­
arated from active duty during the five-year pe­
riod beginning on October 1, 1994. The Secretary 
of Transportation shall implement this section 
for the Coast Guard.". 

(5) Section 1146 is amended by adding at the 
end the following new sentence: "The Secretary 
of Transportation shall implement this provision 
for Coast Guard members involuntarily sepa­
rated during the five-year period beginning Oc­
tober 1, 1994. ". 

(6) Section 1147(a) is amended-
( A) by inserting "(1)" before "The Secretary 

of a military department"; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
"(2) The Secretary of Transportation may pre­

scribe regulations to permit members of the 
Coast Guard who are involuntarily separated 
during the five-year period beginning October 1, 
1994, to continue for not more than 180 days 
after the date of such separation to reside 
(along with others of the member's household) 
in military family housing provided or leased by 
the Coast Guard to the individual as a member 
of the armed forces.". 

(7) Section 1148 is amended by inserting "and 
the Secretary of Transportation" after "Sec­
retary of Defense". 

(8) Section 1149 is amended-
( A) by inserting "or the Secretary of Trans­

portation with respect to the Coast Guard'' after 
"Secretary of Defense"; and 

(B) by striking out "of the military depart­
ment". 

(9) Section 1150 is amended by adding at the 
end the fallowing new subsection: 

"(c) COAST GUARD.-This section shall apply 
to the Coast Guard in the same manner and to 
the same extent as it applies to the Department 
of Defense. The Secretary of Transportation 
shall prescribe regulations to implement this sec­
tion for the Coast Guard.". 

(10) The table of sections at the beginning of 
the chapter is amended by striking out ": De­
partment of Defense" in the items relating to 
section 1143 and 1143a. 

(b) SPECIAL SEPARATION BENEFJT.-Section 
1174a of title 10, United States Code, is amend­
ed-

(1) in subsection (a), by striking out "of each 
military department" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "concerned"; 

(2) in subsection (d), by striking out "of a 
military department" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "concerned"; 

(3) in subsection (e)(3), by striking out "of the 
military department"; and 

(4) in subsection (h), by striking out "of a 
military department" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "concerned". 

(c) VOLUNTARY SEPARATION /NCENTIVE.-Sec­
tion 1175 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(]) in subsections (a) and (b), by inserting 
"and the Secretary of Transportation" after 
"Secretary of Defense"; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking out "of the 
military department"; 

(3) in subsection (g), by inserting "and the 
Department of Transportation for the Coast 
Guard'' before the period at the end; 

(4) in subsection (h)(3)-
( A) by inserting "by the Secretary of Defense" 

after "incentive payments made" in the first 
sentence; and 

(B) by inserting "to the Secretary" after 
"shall be available" in the second sentence; and 

(5) in subsection (i), by inserting "and the 
Secretary of Transportation" after "Secretary 
of Defense". 

(d) TEMPORARY EARLY RETIREMENT AUTHOR­
ITY.-Section 4403 of the National Defense Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 
102-484; 106 Stat. 2702; 10 U.S.C. 1293 note) shall 
apply to the Coast Guard in the same manner 
and to the same extent as that provision applies 
to the Department of Defense. The Secretary of 
Transportation shall implement the provisions 
of that section with respect to the Coast Guard 
and apply the applicable provisions of title 14, 
United States Code, relating to retirement of 
Coast Guard personnel. 

(~) EFFECTIVE DATE.-This section and the 
amendments made by this section shall apply 
only to members of the Coast Guard who are 
separated after September 30, 1994. 
SEC. 543. EXPANSION OF PERSONNEL ADJUST· 

MENT, EDUCATION, AND TRAINING 
PROGRAMS TO INCLUDE COAST 
GUARD. 

(a) PRESEPARATION COUNSELING.-As soon as 
possible after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Transportation shall im­
plement the requirements of section 1142 of title 
10, United States Code, for the Coast Guard. 

(b) EMPLOYMENT ASSISTANCE, ]OB TRAINING 
ASSISTANCE, AND OTHER TRANSITIONAL AsSIST­
ANCE.-Section 1144 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended-

(1) in subsection (a)(l)-
( A) by inserting '', the Secretary of Transpor­

tation," after "Secretary of Defense"; and 
(B) by striking out "of a military department" 

and inserting in lieu thereof "concerned"; 
(2) in subsection ( a)(2). by inserting ", the 

Secretary of Transportation," after "Secretary 
of Defense"; 

(3) in subsection (b)(4), by striking out "De­
partment of Defense is" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "Department of Defense and the Depart­
ment of Transportation are"; 

(4) in subsection (c), by inserting "and the 
Secretary of Transportation" after "Secretary 
of Defense"; and 

(5) in subsection (d)(2), by inserting "and the 
Department of Transportation" after "Depart­
ment of Defense". 

(C) TEACHER AND TEACHER'S AIDE PLACEMENT 
PROGRAM.-Section 1151 of such title (as amend­
ed by section 1131) is further amended-

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ", and the 
Secretary of Transportation with respect to the 
Coast Guard," after "Secretary of Defense"; 

(2) in subsection (b), by inserting "and the 
Secretary of Transportation" after "Secretary 
of Defense" in the matter preceding the para­
graphs; 

(3) in subsection (c)(l)-
( A) by striking out "by the Secretary of De­

fense" in the matter preceding the subpara­
graphs; and 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by inserting "of De­
fense, or the Secretary of Transportation with 
respect to the Coast Guard," after "Secretary"; 

(4) in subsection (d), by inserting "and the 
Secretary of Transportation" after "Secretary 
of Defense"; 

(5) in subsection (e)(l)-
(A) by inserting ", and the Secretary of 

Transportation with respect to the Coast 
Guard," after "Secretary of Defense" in the 
first sentence; and 

(B) by striking out "Secretary may" in the 
second sentence and inserting in lieu thereof 
"Secretaries may"; 

(6) in subsection (e)(2), by striking out "Sec­
retary" the first two places it appears and in­
serting in lieu thereof "Secretaries"; 

(7) in subsection (e)(3)-
(A) by inserting "of Defense, and the Sec­

retary of Transportation with respect to the 
Coast Guard," after "The Secretary"; and 

(B) by inserting "concerned" after "unless 
the Secretary''; 

(8) in subsection (e)(4), by striking out "Sec­
retary" both places it appears and inserting in 
lieu thereof "Secretaries"; 

(9) in subsection (f)-
( A) by inserting ", or the Secretary of Trans­

portation with respect to the Coast Guard," 
after "Secretary of Defense" in the matter pre­
ceding the paragraphs; and 

(B) in paragraph (1), by inserting "con­
cerned" after "the Secretary"; 

(10) in subsection (g)(l), by inserting ", and 
the Secretary of Transportation with respect to 
the Coast Guard," after "Secretary. of Defense" 
in the matter preceding the subparagraphs; 

(11) in subsection (h)-
(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting "and the 

Secretary of Transportation" after "Secretary 
of Defense"; and 

(B) by inserting "concerned" after "Sec­
retary" each place it appears in paragraphs (2) 
through (6); 

(12) in subsection (h)(7)­
( A) in subparagraph (A)-
(i) by inserting "of Defense, and the Secretary 

of Transportation with respect to the Coast 
Guard," after "the Secretary" in the first sen­
tence; and 

(ii) by inserting "concerned" after "The Sec­
retary" in the second sentence; and 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by inserting "con­
cerned" after "The Secretary"; 

(13) in subsection (i)-
( A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ", or the 

Secretary of Transportation with respect to the 
Coast G'.1.ard," after "Secretary of Defense"; 
and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting "con­
cerned" after "Secretary" both places it ap­
pears; and 

(14) in subsection (j)-
( A) in paragraph (l)(F), by inserting ",or the 

Secretary of Transportation with respect to the 
Coast Guard" after "Secretary of Defense"; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting "con-
cerned" after "Secretary" both places it ap­
pears. 

(d) LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER PLACEMENT 
PROGRAM.-Section 1152 of such title, as amend­
ed by section 1132, is further amended in sub­
sections (a) and ( d) by inserting ", and the Sec­
retary of Transportation with respect to the 
Coast Guard," after "Secretary of Defense". 

(e) HEALTH CARE PROVIDER PLACEMENT PRO­
GRAM.-Section 1153 of such title is amended­

(]) in subsection (a), by inserting ", and the 
Secretary of Transportation with respect to the 
Coast Guard," after "Secretary of Defense"; 

(2) in subsection (b)(l)-
( A) by striking out "by the Secretary of De­

fense" in the matter preceding the subpara­
graphs; and 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by inserting "con­
cerned" after "Secretary" both places it ap­
pears; 

(3) in subsection (c)(l)-
(A) by inserting ", and the Secretary of 

Transportation with respect to the Coast 
Guard," after "Secretary of Defense"; 

(B) by inserting "concerned" after "to the 
Secretary"; and 

(C) by striking out "Secretary may" and in­
serting in lieu thereof "Secretaries may"; 

(4) in subsection (c)(2)-
(A) by inserting "of Defense, and the Sec­

retary of Transportation with respect to the 
Coast Guard," after "The Secretary"; and 

(B) by inserting "concerned" after "unless 
the Secretary"; 

(5) in subsection (c)(3), by striking out "Sec­
retary" both places it appears and inserting in 
lieu thereof "Secretaries"; 

(6) in subsection (d)-
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(A) in paragraph (1) by inserting "and the 

Secretary of Transportation" after "Secretary 
of Defense"; and 

(B) by inserting "concerned" after "Sec­
retary'' each place it appears in paragraphs (2) 
through (5); and 

(7) in subsection (e)-
( A) in paragraph (1), by inserting " , and the 

Secretary of Transportation with respect to the 
Coast Guard," after "the Secretary of Defense"; 
and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting "con­
cerned" after "The Secretary". 

(f) UPWARD BOUND.-Section 4466 of the De­
fense Conversion, Reinvestment, and Transition 
Assistance Act of J992 (division D of Public Law 
102-484; JO U.S.C. 1143 note) is amended by add­
ing at the end the fallowing new subsection: 

"(h) APPLICATION TO COAST GUARD.-The 
Secretary of Transportation may implement the 
provisions of this section for the Coast Guard in 
the same manner and to the same extent as such 
section applies to the Department of Defense.". 

(g) SERVICE MEMBERS OCCUPATIONAL CONVER­
SION AND TRAINING.-(]) Section 4483(1) of the 
Service Members Occupational Conversion and 
Training Act of J992 (subtitle G of title XLIV of 
Public Law 102-484; JO U.S.C. J143 note) is 
amended by inserting before the period the f al­
lowing: "with respect to the Department of De­
fense and the Secretary of Transportation with 
respect to the Coast Guard''. 

(2) As soon as possible after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Trans­
portation shall implement the requirements of 
the Service Members Occupational Conversion 
and Training Act of J992 (subtitle G of title 
XLIV of Public Law 102-484; JO U.S.C. J143 
note) for the Coast Guard. 

(h) LIMITATIONS ON FUNDING.-Funds appro­
priated or otherwise made available to the De­
partment of Defense, the Department of Edu­
cation, the Department of Labor, or the Depart­
ment of Veterans Affairs may not be used to 
carry out subsection (a) or the amendments 
made by this section. 

Subtitle E-Other Matters 
SEC. 551. REPEAL OF REQUIRED REDUCTION IN 

RECRUITING PERSONNEL. 
Section 43J of the National Defense Author­

ization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 
J02-484; J06 Stat. 2400) is repealed. 
SEC. 552. AUTHORIZED ACTIVE DU'IY STRENGTHS 

FOR ARMY ENLISTED MEMBERS IN 
PAY GRADE E-8. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Section 517(a) of title JO, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
"(or, in the case of the Army, 2.5 percent)" after 
"may not be more than 2 percent". 

(b) SPECIAL RULE FOR J995.-The percentage 
applicable to enlisted members of the Army in 
pay grade E-8 under section 517(a) of title JO, 
United States Code, during J995 shall be 2.3 per­
cent (rather than the percentage provided by 
the amendment made by subsection (a)). 

(c) INAPPLICABILITY FOR J994.-The amend­
ment made by subsection (a) shall not apply 
with respect to the number of enlisted members 
of the Army on active duty in pay grade E-8 
during 1994. 
SEC. 553. PROHIBITION ON IMPOSITION OF ADDI­

TIONAL CHARGES OR FEES FOR AT· 
TENDANCE AT CERTAIN ACADEMIES. 

(a) PROHIBITION.-Except as provided in sub­
section (b), no charge or fee for tuition, room, or 
board for attendance at an academy named in 
subsection (c) may be imposed unless the charge 
or fee is specifically authorized by a law enacted 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) EXCEPTION.-The prohibition specified in 
subsection (a) shall not apply with respect to 
any item or service provided to cadets or mid­
shipmen at an academy named in subsection (c) 
for which a charge or fee is imposed as of the 

date of the enactment of this Act. The Secretary 
of Defense or the Secretary of Transportation, 
as the case shall be, shall notify Congress of 
any change made by an academy in the amount 
of a charge or fee authorized under this sub­
section. 

(c) COVERED ACADEMIES.-This section applies 
to the following: 

(1) The United States Military Academy. 
(2) The United States Naval Academy. 
(3) The United States Air Force Academy. 
(4) The United States Coast Guard Academy. 
(5) The United States Merchant Marine Acad-

emy. 
SEC. 554. BIENMAL SURVEY ON THE STATE OF 

RACE AND ETHNIC ISSUES IN THE 
MILITARY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-(]) Part I of subtitle A of 
title JO, United States Code, is amended by add­
ing at the end the following new chapter: 
"CHAPTER 22-MISCELLANEOUS STUDIES 

AND REPORTS 
"Sec. 
"45J. Racial and ethnic issues; biennial survey ; 

biennial report. 
"§451. Racial and ethnic issues; biennial sur­

vey; biennial report 
" (a) BIENNIAL SURVEY.-The Secretary of De­

fense shall carry out a biennial survey to meas­
ure the state of racial and ethnic issues and dis­
crimination among members of the armed forces 
serving on active duty. The survey shall solicit 
information on the race relations climate in the 
armed forces, including-

"(]) indicators of positive and negative trends 
of relations between all racial and ethnic 
groups; 

"(2) the effectiveness of Department of De­
fense policies designed to improve race and eth­
nic relations; and 

"(3) the effectiveness of current processes for 
complaints on and investigations into racial and 
ethnic discrimination. 

"(b) IMPLEMENTING ENTITY.-The Secretary 
shall carry out each biennial survey through 
the entity in the Department of Defense known 
as the Armed Forces Survey on Race/Ethnic Is­
sues. 

"(c) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.-Upon completion 
of each biennial survey under subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall submit to Congress a report 
containing the results of the survey.". 

(2) The tables of chapters at the beginning of 
subtitle A of such title and the beginning of part 
I of such subtitle are amended by inserting after 
the item relating to chapter 2J the following new 
item: 
"22. Miscellaneous Studies and Reports 45J". 

(b) FIRST REPORT.-The Secretary of Defense 
shall submit the first report under section 45J(c) 
of title JO, United States Code, as added by sub­
section (a), not later than May J, J995. 
SEC. 555. REVIEW OF CERTAIN DISCHARGES 

FROM THE UNITED STATES MIU· 
TARY ACADEMY DURING THE POST­
CIVIL WAR PERIOD. 

(a) REVIEW REQUIRED.-The Secretary of the 
Army shall carry out a thorough review , to be 
completed not later than J80 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, of-

(1) the discharge from the Corps of Cadets of 
the United States Military Academy in J874 of 
James Webster Smith of South Carolina; and 

(2) the discharge from the Corps of Cadets of 
the United States Military Academy in 1880 of 
Johnson Chesnut Whittaker of South Carolina. 

(b) PURPOSES OF REVIEW.-The purpose of 
each review shall be to determine the validity of 
the original proceedings leading to such dis­
charge and the extent, if any, to which racial 
prejudice or other improper factors now known 
may have tainted those proceedings. Jn .conduct­
ing each review, the Secretary shall use as 

broad a range of historical documents as pos­
sible, including non-military sources. 

(c) CORRECTION OF RECORDS.-!! the Secretary 
determines that the discharge of James Webster 
Smith or Johnson Chesnut Whittaker was in 
error or an injustice, the Secretary shall correct 
that person's military records (including the 
records of proceedings in that person's discharge 
case). 

(d) POSTHUMOUS COMMISSION.-Upon rec­
ommendation of the Secretary in the case of ei­
ther person named in subsection (a), the Presi­
dent may issue in the name of that person a 
posthumous commission as an officer in the Reg­
ular Army in the grade of second lieutenant. 
Section J523 of title JO, United States Code, shall 
apply with respect to a commission so issued. 
SEC. 556. ADMINISTRATION OF ATHLETICS PRO· 

GRAMS AT THE SERVICE ACADEMIES. 
(a) UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY.-(]) 

Chapter 403 of title JO, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 
"§4357. Athletics program: athletic director; 

nonappropriated fund account 
"(a) The position of athletic director of the 

Academy shall be a position in the civil service 
(as defined in section 2J01(1) of title 5). How­
ever, a member of the armed forces may fill that 
position as an active duty assignment. 

"(b) Under regulations prescribed by the Sec­
retary of the Army, the Superintendent of the 
Academy shall administer a nonappropriated 
fund account for the athletics program of the 
Academy. The Superintendent shall credit to 
that account all revenue received from the con­
duct of the athletics program of the Academy 
and all contributions received for that pro­
gram.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new item: 
"4357. Athletics program: athletic director; non­

appropriated fund account.". 
(b) UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY.-(1) 

Chapter 603 of such title is amended by adding 
at the end the fallowing new section: 
"§6975. Athletics program: athletic director; 

nonappropriated fund account 
"(a) The position of athletic director of the 

Naval Academy shall be a position in the civil 
service (as defined in section 2J01(1) of title 5). 
However, a member of the armed forces may fill 
that position as an active duty assignment. 

"(b) Under regulations prescribed by the Sec­
retary of the Navy, the Superintendent of the 
Naval Academy shall administer a nonappro­
priated fund account for the athletics program 
of the Naval Academy. The Superintendent 
shall credit to that account all revenue received 
from the conduct of the athletics program of the 
Naval Academy and all contributions received 
for that program.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new item: 
"6975. Athletics program: athletic director; non­

appropriated fund account.". 
(3) The account referred to in subsection (b) of 

section 6975 of title JO, United States Code, as 
added by paragraph (1), shall be established not 
later than the effective date set forth in sub­
section (e). 

(c) UNITED STATES AIR FORCE ACADEMY.-(]) 
Chapter 903 of such title is amended by adding 
at the end the.fallowing new section: 
"§9356. Athletics program: athletic director; 

nonappropriated fund account 
"(a) The position of athletic director of the 

Academy shall be a position in the civil service 
(as defined in section 2JOJ(l) of title 5). How­
ever, a member of the armed forces may fill that 
position as an active duty assignment. 
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"(b) Under regulations prescribed by the Sec­

retary of the Air Force, the Superintendent of 
the Academy shall administer a nonappro­
priated fund account for the athletics program 
of the Academy. The Superintendent shall credit 
to that account all revenue received from the 
conduct of the athletics program of the Academy 
and all contributions received for that pro­
gram.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 
"9356. Athletics program: athletic director; non­

appropriated fund account.". 
(d) NAVY IMPLEMENTATION STUDY.-Not later 

than March 15, 1995, the Secretary of the Navy 
shall submit to Congress a report on the costs to 
the Department of the Navy of implementation 
of section 6975 of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by subsection (b). The report shall in­
clude a time line and description of the actions 
the Secretary plans to take to implement the re­
quirements of that section. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.-Section 6975 of title 10, 
United States Code, as added by subsection (b), 
shall take on January 1, 1996. 
SEC. 551. REIMBURSEMENT FOR CERTAIN LOSSES 

OF HOUSEHOLD EFFECTS CAUSED 
BY HOSTILE ACTION. 

(a) AUTHORITY To REIMBURSE.-Chapter 163 
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following new section: 
"§2738. Property loss: reimbursement of mem-

bers for certain losses of household effects 
caused by hostile action 
"(a) AUTHORITY To REIMBURSE.-The Sec­

retary concerned may reimburse a member of the 
armed forces in an amount not more than 
$100,000 for a loss described in subsection (b). 

"(b) COVERED LOSSES.-This section applies 
with respect to a loss of household effects sus­
tained during a move made incident to a change 
of permanent station when, as determined by 
the Secretary, the loss was caused by a hostile 
action incident to war or a warlike action by a 
military force. 

"(c) LIMITATION.-The Secretary may provide 
reimbursement under this section for a loss de- · 
scribed in subsection (b) only to the extent that 
the loss is not reimbursed under insurance or 
under the authority of another provision of law. 

"(d) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER AUTHORITIES 
AND REQUIREMENTS.-Subsections (b), (d), (e), 
(f), and (g) of section 2733 of this title shall 
apply to a request for a reimbursement under 
this section as if the request were a claim 
against the United States.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec­
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend­
ed by adding at the end the following: 
"2738. Property loss: reimbursement of members 

for certain losses of household ef­
fects caused by hostile action.". 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.-(1) Section 2738 of title 
10, United States Code, as added by subsection 
(a), applies with respect to losses incurred after 
June 30, 1990. 

(2) In the case of a loss incurred after June 30, 
1990, and before the date of the enactment of 
this Act, a request for reimbursement shall be 
filed with the Secretary of the military depart­
ment concerned not later than two years after 
such date of enactment. 
SEC. 558. MILITARY RECRUITING ON CAMPUS. 

(a) DENIAL OF FUNDS.-(1) No funds available 
to the Department of Defense may be provided 
by grant or contract to any institution of higher 
education that has a policy of denying, or 
which effectively prevents, the Secretary of De­
fense from obtaining for military recruiting pur­
poses-

(A) entry to campuses or access to students on 
campuses; or 

(B) access to directory information pertaining 
to students. 

(2) Students referred to in paragraph (1) are 
individuals who are 17 years of age or older. 

(b) PROCEDURES FOR DETERMINATION.-The 
Secretary of Defense, in consultation with the 
Secretary of Education, shall prescribe regula­
tions that contain procedures for determining if 
and when an educational institution has denied 
or prevented access to students or information 
described in subsection (a). 

(c) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this section, 
the term "directory information" means, with 
respect to a student, the student's name, ad­
dress, telephone listing, date and place of birth, 
level of education, degrees received, and the 
most recent previous educational institution en­
rolled in by the student. 
SEC. 559. AUTHORIZATION FOR INSTRUCTION OF 

CIVILIAN STUDENTS AT FOREIGN 
LANGUAGE CENTER OF THE DE· 
FENSE LANGUAGE INSTITUTE. 

(a) ADMISSION OF CIVILIANS AS STUDENTS.-(1) 
The Secretary of the Army may enter into an 
agreement with an accredited institution of 
higher education (or a consortium of such insti­
tutions) under which students enrolled at an in­
stitution of higher education that is a party to 
the agreement may receive instruction at the 
Foreign Language Center of the Defense Lan­
guage Institute on a cost-reimbursable, space­
available basis. 

(2) The Secretary may also permit other per­
sons who would benefit from the instruction 
provided at the Center, as determined by the 
Secretary, to receive instruction at the Center 
on a cost-reimbursable, space-available basis. 

(b) SELECTION AND ATTENDANCE.-(1) The Sec­
retary shall select the persons who will be per­
mitted to receive instruction at the Center pur­
suant to subsection (a). In the case of agree­
ments under subsection (a)(l), the Secretary 
shall consult with the other parties to the agree­
ments to establish qualifications and methods of 
selection for persons to receive instruction at the 
Center. 

(2) Except as the Secretary determines nec­
essary, a person who receives instruction at the 
Center pursuant to subsection (a) shall be sub­
ject to the same regulations governing attend­
ance, discipline, discharge, and dismissal as 
apply to other persons attending the Center. 

(c) RETENTION OF FUNDS.-Amounts collected 
under subsection (a) to reimburse the Center for 
the costs of providing instruction to students 
under subsection (a) shall be credited to funds 
available for compensation of instructors at the 
Center and to defray direct civilian student 
costs to the school. 

(d) CENTER DEFINED.-For purposes of this 
section, the term "Center" means the Foreign 
Language Center of the Defense Language In­
stitute. 

(e) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.-No student 
may be admitted to the Center under subsection 
(a) to commence a program of instruction begin­
ning after September 30, 1997. 
SEC. 560. DISCHARGE OF MEMBERS WHO ARE 

PERMANENTLY NONWORLDWIDE AS· 
SIGN ABLE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-(1) Chapter 59 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the fallowing new section: 
"§1177. Members who are permanently non­

worldwide assignable: mandatory discharge 
or retirement; counseling 
"(a) REQUIRED SEPARATION.-(1) Subject to 

paragraph (2), a member of the armed forces 
who is classified as permanently nonworldwide 
assignable due to a medical condition shall (ex­
cept as provided in subsection (c)) be separated. 

"(2) Paragraph (1) shall not be in effect in the 
case of any of the armed forces if the Secretary 
concerned determines that the retention of per-

manently nonworldwide assignable members 
would not adversely affect the ability of that 
service to carry out its mission. 

"(3) A separation under paragraph (1) shall 
be made on a date determined by the Secretary 
concerned, which (except as provided in sub­
section (b)(2)) shall be as soon as practicable 
after the date on which the determination is 
made that the member should be so classified 
and not later than the last day of the twelfth 
month beginning after that date. 

"(b) FORM OF SEPARATION.-(1) If a member to 
be separated under this section is eligible to re­
tire under any provision of law or to be trans­
! erred to the Fleet Reserve or Fleet Marine 
Corps Reserve, the member shall be so retired or 
so transferred. Otherwise, the member shall be 
discharged. 

"(2) In the case of a member to be discharged 
under this section who on the date on which the 
member is to be discharged is within two years 
of qualifying for retirement under any provision 
of law, or of qualifying for transfer to the Fleet 
Reserve or Fleet Marine Corps Reserve under 
section 6330 of this title, the member may, as de­
termined by the Secretary concerned, be re­
tained on active duty until the member is quali­
fied for retirement or transfer to the Fleet Re­
serve or Fleet Marine Corps Reserve, as the case 
may be, and then be so retired or transferred, 
unless the member is sooner retired or dis­
charged under any other provision of law. 

"(c) EXCEPTIONS.-The Secretary concerned 
may waive subsection (a) with respect to an in­
dividual member of the armed forces under the 
jurisdiction of that Secretary if the Secretary 
determines that there are circumstances that 
warrant the retention of that member. Such cir­
cumstances may include-

"(1) consideration that the medical condition 
making the member permanently nonworldwide 
assignable was incurred in combat or otherwise 
as the result of an action of tl.e member for 
which the member received a decoration or other 
recognition for personal bravery; 

''(2) consideration that the member has a spe­
cific proficiency or skill that is vital to the na­
tional security; and 

"(3) any other circumstance that the Sec­
retary considers to be for the good of the service. 

"(d) COUNSELING ABOUT AVAILABLE MEDICAL 
CARE.-A member to be separated under this sec­
tion shall be provided information, in writing, 
before such separation of the available medical 
care (through the Department of Veterans Af­
fairs and otherwise) to treat the member's condi­
tion. Such information shall include identifica­
tion of specific medical locations near the mem­
ber's home of record or point of discharge at 
which the member may seek necessary medical 
care. 

"(e) SEPARATION To BE CONSIDERED INVOLUN­
TARY.-A separation under this section shall be 
considered to be an involuntary separation for 
purposes of any other provision of law.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new item: 
"1177. Members who are permanently nonworld­

wide assignable: mandatory dis­
charge or retirement; counsel­
ing.". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-Section 1177 of title 10, 
United States Code, as added by subsection (a), 
shall apply with respect to members determined 
to be permanently nonworldwide assignable by 
reason of a medical condition before, on, or 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. In 
the case of such a· determination made before 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the period 
for the separation of the member specified in 
subsection (a) of such section shall be treated as 
beginning on the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
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(C) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Section 

1174(a)(l) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out "section 580" and in­
serting in lieu thereof "section 580, 1177, ". 

TITLE VI-COMPENSATION AND OTHER 
PERSONNEL BENEFITS 

Subtitle A-Pay and Allowances 
SEC. 601. MIUTARY PAY RAISE FOR FISCAL YEAR 

1995. 
(a) WAIVER OF SECTION 1009 ADJUSTMENT.­

Any adjustment required by section 1009 of title 
37, United States Code, in elements of compensa­
tion of members of the uniformed services to be­
come effective during fiscal year 1995 shall not 
be made. 

(b) INCREASE IN BASIC PAY, BAS, AND BAQ.­
Effective on January 1, 1995, the rates of basic 
pay, basic allowance for subsistence, and basic 
allowance for quarters of members of the uni­
formed services are increased by 2.6 percent. 

(c) INCREASE IN CADET AND MIDSHIPMAN 
PAY.-Effective on January 1, 1995, section 
203(c)(l) of title 37, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out "$543.90" and inserting 
in lieu thereof " $558.04". 
SEC. 602. COST-OF-LIVING ALLOWANCE FOR MEM· 

BERS OF THE UNIFORMED SERVICES 
ASSIGNED TO HIGH COST AREAS IN 
THE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES. 

(a) ALLOWANCE AUTHORIZED.-(1) Chapter 7 
of title 37, United States Code, is amended by in­
serting after section 403a the fallowing new sec­
tion: 
"§403b. Cost-of-living allowance in the con­

tinental United States 
"(a) PAYMENT AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary 

concerned may pay a cost-of-living allowance to 
the eligible members of a uniformed service 
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary. 

"(b) ELIGIBLE MEMBERS.-The following mem­
bers are eligible to receive a cost-of-living allow­
ance under this section: 

"(1) A member assigned to a high cost area in 
the continental United States. 

" (2) A member assigned to an unaccompanied 
tour of duty outside the continental United 
States if the primary dependent of the member 
resides in a high cost area in the continental 
United States. 

"(3) A member assigned to duty in the con­
tinental United States if the Secretary of the 
uniformed service concerned determines that-

"( A) the primary dependent of the member 
must reside in a high cost area in the continen­
tal United States by reason of the member's duty 
location or other circumstances; and 

" (B) it would be inequitable for the member's 
eligibility for the allowance to be determined on 
the basis of the duty location of the member. 

"(c) HIGH COST AREA DEFINED.-An area is a 
high cost area for a fiscal year for purposes of 
this section if the uniformed services cost of liv­
ing for that area for the base period exceeds the 
average cost of living in the continental United 
States for such base period by at least the 
threshold percentage. The Secretary of Defense, 
in consultation with the other administering 
Secretaries, shall establish the threshold per­
centage, except that the threshold percentage 
may not be less than 8 percent. The administer­
ing Secretaries shall prescribe a higher thresh­
old percentage to be applied for a fiscal year 
when it is necessary to do so in order to ensure 
that the total amount of the payments of the 
cost-of-living allowance made to members of the 
uniformed services under this section for such 
fiscal year does not exceed the total amount 
available to all uniformed services for that fiscal 
year for paying such allowance. 

" (d) AMOUNT OF ALLOWANCE.- The cost-of­
living allowance that may be paid to a member 
for a high cost area for a fiscal year shall be the 
amount that is equal to the product of-

"(1) the amount of the average spendable in­
come determined applicable for the regular mili­
tary compensation level of such member under 
subsection (g); and 

• '(2) the percentage equal to the excess of-
"( A) the percentage by which the uniformed 

services cost of living for the member's high cost 
area for the base period exceeds the average cost 
of living in the continental United States for 
such base period, over 

"(B) the threshold percentage applicable to 
such fiscal year under subsection (c). 

"(e) LIMITATION TO ONE ALLOWANCE.-/[ pri­
mary dependents of a member reside separately 
in different high cost areas-

"(1) the member may be paid only one cost-of­
living allowance under this section; and 

"(2) the cost-of-living allowance payable to 
the member shall be the highest of the amounts 
computed under this section for such high cost 
areas. 

"(f) SERVICE NOT COVERED.-(1) A cost-of-liv­
ing allowance may not be paid a member under 
this section for the days authorized for travel of 
the member in connection with a permanent 
change of duty station. 

"(2) A member of a reserve component is not 
eligible for a cost-of-living allowance under this 
section unless the member is on active duty 
under a call or order to active duty that-

"( A) specifies a period of 140 days or more; or 
"(B) states that the call or order to active 

duty is in support of a contingency operation. 
"(g) AVERAGE SPENDABLE INCOME.-The Sec­

retary of Defense shall determine, using a meth­
odology and assumptions that the Secretary 
considers appropriate, the amounts of average 
spendable income of members of the uniformed 
services for various ranges of regular military 
compensation. For purposes of this subsection , 
spendable income is the total amount of regular 
military compensation that is available for pur­
chase of goods and services after allocation of 
amounts for taxes, insurance, housing, gifts and 
contributions, and savings. 

"(h) JOINT REGULATIONS.-The Secretary of 
Defense and the other administering Secretaries 
shall jointly prescribe regulations to carry out 
this section. 

"(i) OTHER DEFINITIONS.-/n this section: 
"(1) The term 'primary dependent', with re­

spect to a member, means-
"( A) the member's spouse; or 
"(B) in the case of an unmarried member, a 

dependent described in paragraph (2) or ( 4) of 
section 401 (a) of this title. 

"(2) The term 'cost of living' means a price 
index selected by the Secretary of Defense, in 
consultation with the other administering Sec­
retaries, from among the following indices: 

"(A) The Consumer Price Index (all items­
United States city average) published monthly 
by the Bureau of Labor Statistics. 

"(B) Any other index developed in the private 
sector that the Secretary of Defense, in con­
sultation with the other administering Secretar­
ies, determines is comparable to the Consumer 
Price Index and is appropriate for use for pur­
poses of this section. 

" (3) The term 'uniformed services cost of liv­
ing' means the price index selected as described 
in paragraph (2) and adjusted as the Secretary 
of Defense, in consultation with the other ad­
ministering Secretaries, considers appropriate to 
reflect variations between expenses of members 
of the uniformed services (as offset by the basic 
allowance for subsistence) and the correspond­
ing expenses of persons not members of the uni­
formed services with regard to the following : 

"(A) Nonhousing costs (including costs of 
transportation , goods, and services, taking into 
consideration savings attributable to use of such 
military facilities as commissary stores and ex­
change stores). 

"(B) Average income tax paid. 
"(C) Cost of health care. 
"(4) The term 'base period', with respect to a 

fiscal year, means the 12-month period ending 
on June 30 of the year in which such fiscal year 
begins. 

"(5) The term 'administering Secretaries' 
means the following: 

"(A) The Secretary of Defense, with respect to 
the armed forces (other than the Coast Guard 
when it is not operating as a service in the 
Navy). 

"(B) The Secretary of Transportation, with 
respect to the Coast Guard when it is not oper­
ating as a service in the Navy. 

"(C) The Secretary of Commerce, with respect 
to the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad­
ministration. 

"(D) The Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, with respect to the Public Health Serv­
ice. 

" (6) The term 'continental United States' 
means the 48 contiguous States and the District 
of Columbia.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 403a the fallowing new 
item: 

"403b. Cost-of-living allowance in the continen­
tal United States.". 

(b) CONDITIONS ON PROVISION OF ALLOW­
ANCE.-(1) A cost-of-living allowance under sec­
tion 403b of title 37, United States Code, as 
added by subsection (a), may not be provided 
until after the end of the 90-day period begin­
ning on the date the Secretary of Defense sub­
mits the report required under paragraph (2). 

(2) Before implementing section 403b of title 
37, United States Code, the Secretary of De­
fense, in consultation with the other administer­
ing Secretaries (as defined in subsection (h)(6) 
of such section), shall submit to Congress a re­
port describing-

( A) the methods by which the Secretary of De­
fense would determine the price index to be used 
under such section and the types of nonhousing 
related costs that will be considered under such 
price index; 

(B) the manner by which the Secretary will 
establish the threshold percentage for purposes 
of such section; 

(C) the manner in which savings attributable 
to use of such military facilities as commissary 
stores, exchange stores, and military medical 
treatment facilities will be taken into consider­
ation; and 

(D) the methods by which the Secretary pro­
poses to prevent uncontrolled growth in Govern­
ment expenditures through the cost-of-living al­
lowance available under such section. 

SEC. 603. INCREASE IN SUBSISTENCE ALLOW· 
ANCE PAYABLE TO MEMBERS OF 
SENIOR RESERVE OFFICERS' TRAIN­
ING CORPS. 

(a) /NCREASE.-Section 209(a) Of title 37, Unit­
ed States Code, is amended by striking out " $100 
a month" in the first sentence and inserting in 
lieu thereof " $150 a month". 

(b) APPLICATION OF INCREASE.-(1) Except as 
provided in paragraph (2), the amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall apply with respect 
to months beginning after August 31, 1995. 

(2) Upon the approval of the Secretary of De­
fense, the Secretary of a military department 
may implement such amendments at an earlier 
date with respect to members of the Senior Re­
serve Officers' Training Corps under the juris­
diction of the Secretary if funds are available 
for the monthly subsistence allowances author­
ized by such amendments. 
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SEC. 604. TEMPORARY FAMILY HOUSING OR TEM· 

PORARY HOUSING ALLOWANCES FOR 
DEPENDENTS OF MEMBERS WHO DIE 
IN THE UNE OF DUTY. 

(a) TEMPORARY HOUSING.-Section 403(1)(1) of 
title 37, United States Code, is amended by strik­
ing out " 90 days" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"180 days". 

(b) TEMPORARY HOUSING ALLOWANCES.-Sec­
tion 403(1)(2) of such title is amended by striking 
out "90 days" both places it appears and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "180 days". 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments made 
by this section shall take ef feet as of October 1, 
1993. 

Subtitle B-Bonuses and Special and 
Incentive Pays 

SEC. 611. EXTENSION OF CERTAIN BONUSES FOR 
RESERVE FORCES. 

(a) SELECTED RESERVE REENLISTMENT 
BONUS.-Section 308b(f) of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended by striking out " September 30, 
1995" and inserting in lieu thereof "September 
30, 1996". 

(b) SELECTED RESERVE ENLISTMENT BONUS.­
Section 308c(e) of title 37, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out "September 30, 1995" 
and inserting in lieu thereof " September 30, 
1996". 

(c) SELECTED RESERVE AFFILIATION BONUS.­
Section 308e(e) of title 37, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out "September 30, 1995" 
and inserting in lieu thereof " September 30, 
1996". 

(d) READY RESERVE ENLISTMENT AND REEN­
LISTMENT BONUS.-Section 308h(g) of title 37, 
United States Code, is amended by striking out 
"September 30, 1995" and inserting in lieu there­
of "September 30, 1996". 

(e) PRIOR SERVICE ENLISTMENT BONUS.-Sec­
tion 308i(i) of title 37, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out " September 30, 1995" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "September 30, 
1996". 
SEC. 612. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF 

CERTAIN BONUSES AND SPECIAL 
PAY FOR NURSE OFFICER CAN­
DIDATES, REGISTERED NURSES, AND 
NURSE ANESTHETISTS. 

(a) NURSE OFFICER CANDIDATE ACCESSION 
PROGRAM.-Section 2130a(a)(l) of title 10, Unit­
ed States Code, is amended by striking out "Sep­
tember 30, 1995," and inserting in lieu thereof 
"September 30, 1996, ". 

(b) ACCESSION BONUS FOR REGISTERED 
NURSES.-Section 302d(a)(l) of title 37, United 
States Code, is amended by striking out " Sep­
tember 30, 1995, " and inserting in lieu thereof 
"September 30, 1996, ". 

(c) INCENTIVE SPECIAL PAY FOR NURSE ANES­
THETISTS.-Section 302e(a)(l) of title 37, United 
States Code, is amended-

(]) by striking out "September 30, 1995, " and 
inserting in lieu thereof "September 30, 1996, "; 
and 

(2) by striking out " $6,000" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "$15,000". 
SEC. 613. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY RELATING 

TO PAYMENT OF OTHER BONUSES 
AND SPECIAL PAYS. 

(a) A VI AT ION OFFICER RETENTION BONUS.­
Section 301b(a) of title 37, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out "September 30, 1994" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "September 30, 
1995" . 

(b) REENLISTMENT BONUS FOR ACTIVE MEM­
BERS.-Section 308(g) of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended by striking out "September 30, 
1995" and inserting in lieu thereof "September 
30, 1996". 

(c) ENLISTMENT BONUSES FOR CRITICAL 
SKILLS.-Sections 308a(c) and 308f(c) of title 37, 
United States Code, are each amended by strik­
ing out "September 30, 1995" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "September 30, 1996". 

(d) SPECIAL PAY FOR ENLISTED MEMBERS OF 
THE SELECTED RESERVE ASSIGNED TO CERTAIN 
HIGH PRIORITY UNITS.-Section 308d(c) of title 
37, United States Code, is amended by striking 
out "September 30, 1995" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "September 30, 1996". 

(e) REPAYMENT OF EDUCATION LOANS FOR 
CERTAIN HEALTH PROFESSIONALS WHO SERVE IN 
THE SELECTED RESERVE.-Section 2172(d) of title 
10, United States Code, is amended by striking 
out "October 1, 1995" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "October 1, 1996". 

(f) SPECIAL PAY FOR CRITICALLY SHORT WAR­
TIME HEALTH SPECIALISTS IN THE SELECTED RE­
SERVES.-Section 613(d) of the National Defense 
Authorization Act, Fiscal Year 1989 (37 U.S.C. 
302 note) is amended by striking out "September 
30, 1995" and inserting in lieu thereof "Septem­
ber 30, 1996". 

(g) SPECIAL PAY FOR NUCLEAR-QUALIFIED OF­
FICERS EXTENDING PERIOD OF ACTIVE SERV­
ICE.-Section 312(e) of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended by striking out "September 30, 
1995" and inserting in lieu thereof " September 
30, 1996". 

(h) NUCLEAR CAREER ACCESSION BONUS.-Sec­
tion 312b(c) of title 37, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out "September 30, 1995" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "September 30, 
1996". 

(i) NUCLEAR CAREER ANNUAL INCENTIVE 
BONUS.-Section 312c(d) of title 37, United 
States Code, is amended by striking out "Octo­
ber 1, 1995" and inserting in lieu thereof "Octo­
ber 1, 1996". 

Subtitle C-Travel and Transportation 
Allowances 

SEC. 621. RESPONSIBIUTY FOR PREPARATION OF 
TRANSPORTATION MILEAGE TABLES. 

Section 404(d)(l)(A) of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended by striking out "the Secretary 
of the Army" and inserting in lieu thereof "the 
Secretary of Defense". 
SEC. 622. PAYMENT FOR TRANSIENT HOUSING 

FOR MEMBERS OF A RESERVE COM­
PONENT PERFORMING CERTAIN 
TRAINING DUTY. 

Section 404 of title 37, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) by redesignating subsection (j) as sub­
section (k); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (i) the fallow­
ing new subsection: 

"(j)(l) In the case of a member of a reserve 
component perf arming annual training duty or 
inactive-duty training who is not otherwise en­
titled to travel and transportation allowances in 
connection with such duty under subsection (a), 
the Secretary concerned may reimburse the 
member for housing service charge expenses in­
curred by the member in occupying transient 
government housing during the performance of 
such duty. 

''(2) Any payment or other benefit under this 
subsection shall be provided in accordance with 
regulations prescribed by the Secretaries con­
cerned. 

"(3) The Secretary may pay service charge ex­
penses under paragraph (1) out of funds appro­
priated for operation and maintenance for the 
reserve component concerned.". 
SEC. 623. CHANGE IN PROVISION OF TRANSPOR· 

TATION INCIDENT TO PERSONAL 
EMERGENCIES FOR MEMBERS STA· 
TIONED OUTSIDE THE CONTINEN­
TAL UNITED STATES. 

Section 411d(b) of title 37, United States Code, 
is amended-

(1) in paragraph (1)-
( A) in the matter preceding the subpara­

graphs, by striking "from the international air­
port" and all that follows through "or the inter­
national airport nearest" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "from the location of the member or de-

pendents, at the time notification of the per­
sonal emergency is received, or"; and 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking "closest 
to the international airport" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "closest to the location"; and 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking "to the inter­
national airport" and all that follows through 
the period and inserting in lieu thereof "to the 
location from which the member or dependent 
departed or the member's duty station.". 
SEC. 624. CLARIFICATION OF TilA VEL AND TRANS­

PORTATION ALLOWANCE OF FAMILY 
MEMBERS INCIDENT TO SERIOUS 
ILLNESS OR INJURY OF MEMBERS. 

(a) ALLOWANCE IN CASES OF BRAIN DEATH.­
Subsection (a) of section 411h of title 37, United 
States Code, is amended-

(]) in paragraph (1), by striking out "is nec­
essary for" and inserting in lieu thereof "may 
contribute to"; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking out subpara­
graph (B) and inserting in lieu thereof the fol­
lowing new subparagraph: 

"(B) is seriously ill, seriously injured, or in a 
situation of imminent death , whether or not 
electrical brain activity still exists or brain 
death is declared; and". 

(b) DEFINITION OF HEALTH AND WELFARE.­
Subsection (b) of such section is amended by 
adding at the end the fallowing new paragraph: 

"(3) In this section, the term 'health and wel­
fare', with respect to a member, includes a situa­
tion in which a decision must be made by family 
members regarding the termination of artificial 
life support being provided to the member.". 
SEC. 625. APPUCABIUTY OF ADDITIONAL FAMILY 

SEPARATION ALLOWANCE TO PERI· 
ODS BETWEEN DEPLOYMENTS LESS 
THAN 30 DAYS APART. 

(a) COVERAGE OF PERIOD BETWEEN CERTAIN 
DEPLOYMENTS.-Section 427(b) of title 37, United 
States Code, is amended-

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking out the first 
sentence; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3) as 
paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the follow­
ing new paragraph: 

"(2) A member who becomes entitled to an al­
lowance under this subsection by virtue of duty 
prescribed in subparagraph (B) or (C) of para­
graph (1) for a continuous period of more than 
30 days is entitled to the allowance effective as 
of the earlier of-

" ( A) the first day of that period; or 
" (B) the first day the member ceased being en­

titled to a previous allowance under this sub­
section by reason of the end of duty prescribed 
in such subparagraphs, if the member ceased 
being entitled to the previous allowance within 
30 days before the first day of that period.". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall take effect as of June 20, 
1994. 
Subtitle D-Retired Pay and Survivor Benefits 
SEC. 631. EUMINATION OF DISPARITY BETWEEN 

EFFECTIVE DATES FOR MIUTARY 
AND CIVIUAN RETIREE COST-OF-LIV­
ING ADJUSTMENTS FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 1995. 

(a) JN GENERAL.-The fiscal year 1995 increase 
in military retired pay shall (notwithstanding 
subparagraph (B) of section 1401a(b)(2) of title 
JO, United States Code) first be payable as part 
of such retired pay for the month of March 1995. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.-For the purposes of sub­
section (a): 

(1) The term "fiscal year 1995 increase in mili­
tary retired pay" means the increase in retired 
pay that, pursuant to paragraph (1) of section 
1401a(b) of title 10, United States Code, becomes 
effective on December 1, 1994. 

(2) The term "retired pay " includes retainer 
pay. 

(c) LIMITATION.-Subsection (a) shall be effec­
tive only if there is appropriated to the Depart­
ment of Defense Military Retirement Fund (in 
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an Act making appropriations for the Depart­
ment of Defense for fiscal year 1995 that is en­
acted before March 1, 1995) such amount as is 
necessary to off set increased outlays to be .made 
from that fund during fiscal year i995 by reason 
of the provisions of subsection (a). 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.­
There is authorized to be appropriated for fiscal 
year 1995 to the Department of Defense Military 
Retirement Fund the sum of $376,000,000 to off­
set increased outlays to be made from that fund 
during fiscal year 1995 by reason of the provi­
sions of subsection (a). 
SEC. 632. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON EQUAL TREAT­

MENT OF EFFECTWE DATES FOR FU­
TURE COST-OF-UVING ADJUST­
MENTS FOR MIUTARY AND CIVIUAN 
RETIREES. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the follo.wing 
findings: 

(1) Congress, in the Omnibus Budget Rec­
onciliation Act of 1993, changed the effective 
dates for future cost-of-living adjustments for 
military retired pay and for Federal civilian re­
tirement annuities, which (before that Act) were 
provided by law to be made effective on Decem­
ber 1 each year. 

(2) The timing, and the percentage of in­
crease, of military and Federal civilian retirees' 
cost-of-living adjustments have been linked for 
decades. 

(3) The effect of the enactment of the Omnibus 
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993 was to aban­
don the longstanding congressional practice of 
treating military and Federal civilian retirees 
identically in matters related to cost-of-living 
adjustments. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-/n light of the find­
ings in subsection (a), it is the sense of Congress 
that-

(1) as a matter of simple equity and fairness, 
it is imperative that cost-of-living adjustments 
in retirement benefits for military and Federal 
civilian retirees be returned to an identical 
schedule as soon as possible, but not later than 
January 1, 1999; 

(2) if after October 1, 1998, there is, by law, a 
difference between the date on which a cost-of­
living adjustment for Federal civilian retirees 
takes effect and the date on which a cost-of-liv­
ing adjustment for military retirees takes effect, 
then the difference in those effective dates 
should be eliminated by requiring that cost-of­
living adjustments for both classes of retirees be­
come effective on the earlier of the two dates; 
and 

(3) if after October 1, 1998, there is, by law, a 
difference between the first month for which a 
cost-of-living adjustment for civilian retirees is 
payable and the first month for which a cost-of­
living adjustment for military retirees is pay­
able, then the difference in the months for 
which those adjustments are first payable 
should be eliminated by requiring that the cost­
of-living adjustments for both classes of retirees 
first become payable for the earlier of the two 
months. 
SEC. 633. CLARIFICATION OF CALCULATION OF 

RETIRED PAY FOR OFFICERS WHO 
RETIRE IN A GRADE LOWER THAN 
THE GRADE HEW AT RETIREMENT. 

(a) PREVENTION OF RETIRED PAY BASED ON 
GRADE HIGHER THAN RETIRED GRADE.-Section 
1401a(f) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(]) in the first sentence, by inserting "based 
on the grade in which the member is retired" 
after "at an earlier date"; 

(2) in the second sentence, by inserting ", ex­
cept that such computation may not be based on 
a rate of basic pay for a grade higher than the 
grade in which the member is retired" before the 
period at the end; and 

(3) by striking out the third sentence. 
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments made 

by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to the 

computation of the retired pay of a member of 
the Armed Forces who retires on or after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 634. WAIVER OF ADMINISTRATWE TIME-IN­

GRADE REQUIREMENTS TO PREVENT 
PAY INVERSIONS IN RETIRED PAY OF 
CERTAIN MIUTARY RETIREES. 

(a) AUTHORITY.-The Secretary concerned 
may, for purposes of the computation under sec­
tion 1401a(f) of title 10, United States Code, of 
the retired pay of military retirees described in 
subsection (b), waive any administrative time­
in-grade regulation (as described in subsection 
(d)) that would otherwise apply to such com­
putation. Any such waiver may be made retro­
active, in the case of any such retiree, to the 
date on which that retiree initially became enti­
tled to retired pay. 

(b) COVERED RETIREES.-This section applies 
to any military retiree-

(1) who initially became entitled to retired pay 
on or after January 1, 1971, and before the date 
of the enactment of this Act; 

(2) whose retired pay, by reason of the provi­
sions of section 1401a(f) of title 10, United States 
Code (the so-called "Tower amendment"), was 
initially computed as an amount greater than 
would have been the case but for that section; 
and 

(3) who, as of the earlier computation date ap­
plicable to that retiree-

( A) in the case of an individual retired in an 
enlisted grade, had served in the grade in which. 
the retiree retired for a period that was less 
than the period prescribed by the applicable ad­
ministrative time-in-grade requirement described 
in subsection (d); and 

(B) in the case of an individual retired in an 
officer grade-

(i) was subject to an administrative time-in­
grade requirement described in subsection ( d) 
that established a time-in-grade requirement 
that was longer than the statutory time-in­
grade requirement applicable to that member; 
and 

(ii) had served in the grade in which the re­
tiree retired for a period that was less than the 
period prescribed by such administrative time­
in-grade requirement but not less than the stat­
utory time-in-grade requirement applicable to 
that member. 

(c) EARLIER COMPUTATION DATE.-For pur­
poses of subsection (b)(3), the earlier computa­
tion date applicable to a military retiree is the 
date that (under such section 1401a(f) as in ef­
fect on the date of the member's retirement) was 
the "earlier date" that was used as the basis for 
the computation of the retiree's retired pay. 

(d) REGULATIONS SUBJECT TO WAIVER.-A reg­
ulation that may be waived under subsection (a) 
is any regulation (not required by law) that es­
tablishes a minimum period of time that a mem­
ber of the Armed Forces must have served in a 
grade on active duty in order to be eligible to re­
tire in that grade. 

(e) SCOPE OF WAIVER AUTHORITY.-The Sec­
retary concerned may exercise the authority 
provided in subsection (a) in the case of an indi­
vidual military retiree or for any group of mili­
tary retirees. 

(f) MILITARY RETIREE DEFINED.-For purposes 
of this section, the term "military retiree" means 
a member or former member of the Armed Forces 
who is entitled to retired pay. 

(g) SECRETARY CONCERNED.-For purposes of 
this section, the term "Secretary concerned" has 
the meaning given such term in section 101 of 
title 10, United States Code. 
SEC. 635. CREDITING OF RESERVE SERVICE OF 

ENUSTED MEMBERS FOR COMPUTA­
TION OF RETIRED PAY. 

(a) ARMY.-(1) Section 3925 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended-

( A) in subsection (a), by striking out "and of 
computing his retired pay under section 3991 of 
this title,"; and 

(B) by striking out subsection (c). 
(2)(A) Paragraph (1) of subsection (a) of sec­

tion 3991 of such title is amended to read as f al­
lows: 

"(1) FORMULA.-The monthly retired pay of a 
member entitled to such pay under this subtitle 
is computed by multiplying-

"( A) the member's retired pay base (as com­
puted under section 1406(c) or 1407 of this title), 
by 

"(B) the retired pay multiplier prescribed in 
section 1409 of this title for the number of years 
credited to the member under section 1405 of this 
title.". 

(B) Subsection (b) of such section is amend­
ed-

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking out "of the 
table"; and 

(ii) by striking out paragraph (3). 
(3) The text of section 3992 of such title is 

amended to read as follows: 
"(a) ENTITLEMENT TO RECOMPUTATION.-An 

enlisted member or warrant officer of the Army 
who is advanced on the retired list under section 
3964 of this title is entitled to recompute his re­
tired pay in accordance with this section. 

"(b) FORMULA.-The monthly retired pay of a 
member entitled to recompute that pay under 
this section is computed by multiplying-

"(]) the member's retired pay base (as com­
puted under section 1406(c) or 1407 of this title), 
by 

"(2) the retired pay multiplier prescribed in 
section 1409 of this title for the number of years 
credited to the member under section 1405 of this 
title. 

"(c) ROUNDING TO NEXT LOWER DOLLAR.­
The amount computed under subsection (b), if 
not a multiple of $1, shall be rounded to the next 
lower multiple of $1. ". 

(b) NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.-The table in 
section 6333(a) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out "his years of active 
service in the armed forces" in formula C under 
the column designated " Column 2" and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "the years of service that 
may be credited to him under section 1405. ". 

(c) AIR FORCE.-(1) Section 8925 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended-

( A) in subsection (a), by striking out "and of 
computing his retired pay under section 8991 of 
this title,"; and 

(B) by striking out subsection (c). 
(2)(A) Paragraph (1) of subsection (a) of sec­

tion 8991 of such title is amended to read as fol­
lows: 

"(1) FORMULA.-The monthly retired pay of a 
member entitled to such pay under this subtitle 
is computed by multiplying-

"( A) the member's retired pay base (as com­
puted under section 1406(e) or 1407 of this title), 
by 

"(B) the retired pay multiplier prescribed in 
section 1409 of this title for the number of years 
credited to the member under section 1405 of this 
title.". 

(B) Subsection (b) of such section is amend­
ed-

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking out "of the 
table"; and 

(ii) by striking out paragraph (3). 
(3) The text of section 8992 of such title is 

amended to read as follows: 
"(a) ENTITLEMENT TO RECOMPUTATION.-An 

enlisted member or warrant officer of the Air 
Force who is advanced on the retired list under 
section 8964 of this title is entitled to recompute 
his retired pay in accordance with this section. 

"(b) FORMULA.-The monthly retired pay of a 
member entitled to recompute that pay under 
this section is computed by multiplying-

" (]) the member's retired pay base (as com­
puted under section 1406(e) or 1407 of this title), 
by 
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"(2) the retired pay multiplier prescribed in 

section 1409 of this title for the number of years 
credited to the member under section 1405 of this 
title. 

"(c) ROUNDING TO NEXT LOWER DOLLAR.­
The amount computed under subsection (b), if 
not a multiple of $1, shall be rounded to the next 
lower multiple of $1. ". 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Section 1405 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by add­
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

"(c) EXCLUSION OF TIME REQUIRED To BE 
MADE UP.-Time required to be made up by an 
enlisted member of the Army or Air Force under 
section 972 of this title may not be counted in 
determining years of service under subsection 
(a).". 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.-This section shall apply 
to-

(1) the computation of the retired pay of any 
enlisted member who retires on or after the date 
of the enactment of this Act; 

(2) the computation of the retainer pay of any 
enlisted member who is trans[ erred to the Fleet 
Reserve or the Fleet Marine Corps Reserve on or 
after the date of the enactment of this Act; and 

(3) the recomputation of the retired pay of 
any enlisted member who is advanced on the re­
tired list on or after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 
SEC. 636. MINIMUM REQUIRED RESERVE SERVICE 

FOR ELIGIBILIIT FOR RETIRED PAY 
FOR NONREGULAR SERVICE DURING 
FORCE DRAWDOWN PERIOD. 

Section 1331 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new subsection: 

''(f) In the case of a person who completes the 
service requirements of subsection (a)(2) during 
the period beginning on the date of the enact­
ment of this subsection and ending on Septem­
ber 30, 1999, the provisions of subsection (a)(3) 
shall be applied by substituting 'the last six 
years' for 'the last eight years '.". 
SEC. 631. SBP PREMIUMS FOR RESERVE-COMPO­

NENT CHILD-ONLY COVERAGE. 
(a) DETERMINATION OF PREMIUMS.-Sub­

section (b) of section 1452 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

"(b) CHILD-ONLY ANNUITIES.-
"(]) REQUIRED REDUCTION IN RETIRED PAY.­

The retired pay of a participant in the Plan 
who is providing child-only coverage (as de­
scribed in paragraph (4)) shall be reduced by an 
amount prescribed under regulations by the Sec­
retary of Defense. 

"(2) No REDUCTION WHEN NO CHILD.-There 
shall be no reduction in retired pay under para­
graph (1) for any month during which the par­
ticipant has no eligible dependent child. 

"(3) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN RCSBP PAR­
TICIPANTS.-ln the case of a participant in the 
Plan who is participating iri the Plan under an 
election under section 1448(a)(2)(B) of this title 
and who provided child-only coverage during a 
period before the participant becomes entitled to 
receive retired pay, the retired pay of the partic­
ipant shall be reduced by an amount prescribed 
under regulations by the Secretary of Defense to 
reflect the coverage provided under the Plan 
during the period before the participant became 
entitled to receive retired pay. A reduction 
under this paragraph is in addition to any re­
duction under paragraph (1) and is made with­
out regard to whether there is an eligible de­
pendent child during a month for which the re­
duction is made. 

"(4) CHILD-ONLY COVERAGE DEFINED.-For the 
purposes of this subsection, a participant in the 
Plan who is providing child-only coverage is a 
participant who has a dependent child and 
who-

,'( A) does not have an eligible spouse or 
farmer spouse; or 

"(B) has a spouse or former spouse but has 
elected to provide an annuity for dependent 
children only.". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-(1) Except as provided 
in paragraph (2), the amendment made by sub­
section (a) applies to any election for child-only 
coverage under a reserve-component annuity 
under the Survivor Benefit Plan, whether made 
before, on, or after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(2) Paragraph (1) does not apply in a case of 
an election ref erred to in that paragraph that 
was made before the date of the enactment of 
this Act if the participant was inf armed, in writ­
ing, before the date of the enactment of this Act 
that no reduction in the participant's retired 
pay for child-only coverage would be made dur­
ing a period when there was no eligible depend­
ent child. 
SEC. 638. DISCONTINUATION OF INSURABLE IN­

TEREST COVERAGE UNDER SURVI­
VOR BENEFIT PLAN. 

Paragraph (1) of section 1448(b) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended-

(1) by inserting "(A)" after "(1)"; and 
(2) by adding at the end the fallowing: 
"(B) An election under subparagraph (A) for 

a beneficiary who is nqt the farmer spouse of 
the person providing the annuity may be termi­
nated. Any such termination shall be made by a 
participant by the submission to the Secretary 
concerned of a request to discontinue participa­
tion in the Plan, and such participation in the 
Plan shall be discontinued effective on the first 
day of the first month following the month in 
which the request is received by the Secretary 
concerned. Effective on such date, the Secretary 
concerned shall discontinue the reduction being 
made in such person's retired pay on account of 
participation in the Plan or, in the case of a 
person who has been required to make deposits 
in the Treasury on account of participation in 
the Plan, such person may discontinue making 
such deposits effective on such date. 

"(C) A request under subparagraph (B) to dis­
continue participation in the Plan shall be in 
such farm and shall contain such information 
as may be required under regulations prescribed 
by the Secretary of Defense. 

"(D) The Secretary concerned shall furnish 
promptly to each person who submits a request 
under subparagraph (B) to discontinue partici­
pation in the . Plan a written statement of the 
advantages and disadvantages of participating 
in the Plan and the possible disadvantages of 
discontinuing participation. A person may with­
draw the request to discontinue participation if 
withdrawn within 30 days after having been 
submitted to the Secretary concerned. 

"(E) Once participation is discontinued, bene­
fits may not be paid in conjunction with the 
earlier participation in the Plan and premiums 
paid may not be refunded. Participation in the 
Plan may not later be resumed except through a 
qualified election under paragraph (5) of sub­
section (a).". 
SEC. 639. FORFEITURE OF ANNUIIT OR RETIRED 

PAY OF MEMBERS CONVICTED OF ES· 
PIONAGE UNDER UCMJ. 

(a) FORFEITURE.-Section 8312(b)(2)( A) of title 
5, United States Code, is amended by striking 
out " or article 106 (spies)" and inserting in lieu 
thereof ", article 106 (spies), or article 106a (es­
pionage)''. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall take effect on the date of 
the enactment of this Act and shall apply to 
persons convicted of espionage under section 
906a of title 10, United States Code (article 106a 
of the Uniform Code of Military Justice), on or 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 640. TREATMENT OF RETIRED AND RE· 

TAINER PAY OF MEMBERS OF CADRE 
OF CIVILIAN COMMUNIIT CORPS. 

Section 159(c)(3) of the National and Commu­
nity Service Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12619(c)(3)) is 

amended by adding at the end the following : 
"In the case of a member of the permanent 
cadre who was recommended for appointment in 
accordance with section 162(a)(2)(A) and is enti­
tled to retired or retainer pay, section 5532 of 
title 5, United States Code, shall not apply to re­
duce the member's retired or retainer pay by 
reason of the mem.ber being paid as a member of 
the cadre.". 

Subtitle E-Other Matters 
SEC. 651. ELIGIBILIIT OF MEMBERS RETIRED 

UNDER TEMPORARY SPECIAL RE· 
TIREMENT AUTHORIIT FOR SERV­
ICEMEN'S GROUP LIFE INSURANCE. 

(a) ELIGIBILITY.-Section 1965(5) of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended-

(1) by striking out "and" at the end of sub­
paragraph (C); 

(2) by redesignating subparagraph (D) as sub­
paragraph (E); and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following new subparagraph (D) : 

"(D) a person transferred to the Retired Re­
serve of a unif armed service under the tem­
porary special retirement authority provided in 
section 1331a of title 10 who has not received the 
first increment of retirement pay or has not 
reached sixty-one years of age; and". 

(b) INSURANCE COVERAGE.-Section 1967(a) of 
such title is amended-

(1) by striking out "and" at the end of para­
graph (2); 

(2) by adding "and" at the end of paragraph 
(3); 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (3) the follow­
ing: 

"(4) any member assigned to the Retired Re­
serve of a uniform service who meets the quali­
fications set forth in section 1965(5)(D) of this 
title;"; and 

(4) in the second sentence, by inserting after 
"section 1965(5)(C) of this title," the following: 
"or the first day a member of the Reserves meets 
the qualifications of section 1965(5)(D) of this 
title,". 

(c) DURATION OF COVERAGE.-Section 1968(a) 
of such title is amended-

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), by 
striking out "section 1965(5)(B) or (C)" and in­
serting in lieu thereof "subparagraph (B), (C), 
or (D) of section 1965(5) "; 

(2) in paragraph (4)-
( A) by striking out "or" at the end of sub­

paragraph (A); 
(B) by striking out the period at the end of 

subparagraph (B) and inserting in lieu thereof 
" ·or'" and 

'(C) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

"(C) unless on the date of such separation or 
release the member is transferred to the Retired 
Reserve of a uniformed service under the tem­
porary special retirement authority provided in 
section 1331a of title 10, in which event the in­
surance, unless converted to an individual pol­
icy under terms and conditions set forth in sec­
tion 1977(e) of this title, shall, upon timely pay­
ment of premiums under terms prescribed by the 
Secretary directly to the administrative office es­
tablished under section 1966(b) of this title, con­
tinue in force until receipt of the first increment 
of retirement pay by the member or the member's 
sixty-first birthday, whichever occurs earlier."; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following : 
"(6) with respect to a member of the Retired 

Reserve who meets the qualifications of section 
1965(5)(D) of this title, at such time as the mem­
ber receives the first increment of retirement 
pay, or the member's sixty-first birthday, which­
ever occurs earlier, subject to the timely pay­
ment of the initial and subsequent premiums, 
under terms prescribed by the Secretary, directly 
to the administrative office established under 
section 1966(b) of this title.". 
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(d) DEDUCTIONS.-Section 1969 of such title is 

amended-
(1) in subsection (a)(2)-
( A) by striking out "or is assigned" and in­

serting in lieu thereof "is assigned"; and 
(B) by inserting after "section 1965(5)(C) of 

this title," the following: " or is assigned to the 
Retired Reserve and meets the qualifications of 
section J965(5)(D) of this title,"; and 

(2) in subsection (e), by striking out "section 
1965(5)(C)" in the first sentence and inserting in 
lieu thereof "subparagraph (C) or (D) of section 
1965(5)". 
SEC. 652. TRANSPORTATION OF REMAINS. 

(a) TRANSPORTATION OF REMAINS OF DE­
CEASED RETIRED MEMBERS WHO DIE OUTSIDE 
UNITED STATES.-(1) Section 1481 of title JO, 
United States Code, is amended-

( A) in subsection (a)-
(i) by striking out "the remains of-" and in­

serting in lieu thereof "the remains of the f al­
lowing persons:"; 

(ii) by capitalizing the first letter of the first 
word in each paragraph; 

(iii) by striking out the semicolon at the end 
of each paragraph (other than paragraphs (7) 
and (8)) and inserting in lieu thereof a period; 

(iv) by striking out " ; and" at the end of 
paragraph (7) and inserting in lieu thereof a pe­
riod; and 

(v) by adding after paragraph (8) the follow­
ing new paragraph: 

"(9) To the extent authorized under section 
1482(g) of this title, any retired member · of an 
armed force who dies while outside the United 
States or any individual who dies outside the 
United States while a dependent of such a mem-
ber."; and · 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

"(c) In this section, the term 'dependent' has 
the meaning given such term in section 1072(2) 
of this title. " . 

(2) Section 1482 of such title is amended by 
adding at the end the fallowing new subsection: 

"(g) The payment of expenses incident to the 
recovery, care, and disposition of a decedent 
covered by section 1481(a)(9) of this title is lim­
ited to the payment of expenses described in 
paragraphs (1) through (5) of subsection (a) and 
air transportation of the remains from a loca­
tion outside the United States to a point of 
entry in the United States. Such air transpor­
tation may be provided without reimbursement 
on a space-available basis in military or mili­
tary-chartered aircraft. The Secretary con­
cerned shall pay all other expenses authorized 
to be paid under this subsection only on a reim­
bursable basis. Amounts reimbursed to the Sec­
retary concerned under this subsection shall be 
credited to appropriations available, at the time 
of reimbursement, for the payment of such ex­
penses.". 

(3) The amendments made by this subsection 
shall apply with respect to the remains of, and 
incidental expenses incident to the recovery, 
care, and disposition of, an individual who dies 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) TRANSPORTATION OF REMAINS OF DE­
CEASED VETERANS ON AEROMEDICAL EVACUATION 
AIRCRAFT.-(1) Subsection (a) of section 2641 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by in­
serting before the period the following: "or of 
transporting the remains of a deceased veteran 
who died at such a facility after being trans­
ported to the facility under this subsection. 
Transportation of the remains of a deceased vet­
eran under this subsection may be provided to 
the place from which the veteran was trans­
ported to the facility or to any other destination 
which is not farther away from the facility than 
such place". 

(2) Such section is further amended­
( A) in subsection (b)-

(i) in the matter preceding paragraplJ, (1), by 
inserting "(or for the remains of a veteran)" 
after "furnished to a veteran"; 

(ii) in paragraph (1), by inserting " (or of the 
remains of such veteran)" after "of such vet­
eran"; and 

(iii) in paragraph (2), by inserting "(or the re­
mains of the veteran)" after "for the veteran"; 

(B) in subsection (d)(l)-
(i) by inserting "(or on the survivors of a vet­

eran)" after "on a veteran"; and 
(ii) by inserting "(or for the remains of the 

veteran)" after "to the veteran"; and 
(C) in subsection (d)(2), by inserting "(or for 

the remains of veterans)" after "to veterans". 
SEC. 653. SPECIAL SUPPLEMENTAL FOOD PRO­

GRAM FOR DEPARTMENT OF DE­
FENSE PERSONNEL OUTSIDE THE 
UNITED STATES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Chapter 53 of title 10, Unit­
ed States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new section: 
"§1060a. Special supplemental food program 

"(a) AUTHORITY.-The Secretary of Defense 
may carry out a program to provide special sup­
plemental food benefits to members of the armed 
forces on duty at stations outside the United 
States (and its territories and possessions) and 
to eligible civilians serving with, employed by, 
or accompanying the armed forces outside the 
United States (and its territories and posses­
sions). 

"(b) FEDERAL PAYMENTS AND COMMODITIES.­
For the purpose of obtaining Federal payments 
and commodities in order to carry out the pro­
gram referred to in subsection (a), the Secretary 
of Agriculture shall make available to the Sec­
retary of Defense from funds appropriated for 
such purpose, the same payments and commod­
ities as are made for the special supplemental 
food program in the United States under section 
17 of the Child Nutrition Act of 1966 (42 U.S.C. 
1786). 

"(c) PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION.-(J)(A) The 
Secretary of Defense shall administer the pro­
gram referred to in subsection (a) and, except as 
provided in subparagraph (B), shall determine 
eligibility for program benefits under the cri­
terion published by the Secretary of Agriculture 
under section 17 of the Child Nutrition Act of 
1966 (42 u.s.c. 1786). 

"(B) The Secretary of Defense shall prescribe 
regulations governing computation of income 
eligibility standards for families of individuals 
participating in the program under this section. 

"(2) The program benefits provided under the 
program shall be similar to benefits provided by 
State and local agencies in the United States. 

"(d) DEPARTURE FROM STANDARDS.-The Sec­
retary of Defense may authorize departures 
from standards prescribed by the Secretary of 
Agriculture regarding the supplemental foods to 
be made available in the program when local 
conditions preclude strict compliance or when 
such compliance is highly impracticable. 

"(e) REGULATIONS.-The Secretary Of Defense 
shall prescribe regulations to administer the pro­
gram authorized by this section. 

"(f) DEFINITIONS.-ln this section: 
"(1) The term 'eligible civilian' means-
"( A) a dependent of a member of the armed 

forces residing with the member outside the 
United States; 

"(B) an employee of a military department 
who is a national of the United States and is re­
siding outside the United States in connection 
with such individual's employment or a depend­
ent of such individual residing with the em­
ployee outside the United States; or 

"(C) an employee of a Department of Defense 
contractor who is a national of the United 
States and is residing outside the United States 
in connection with such individual 's employ­
ment or a dependent of such individual residing 
with the employee outside the United States. 

"(2) The term 'national of the United States ' 
means-

,'( A) a citizen of the United States; or 
"(B) a person who, though not a citizen of the 

United States, owes permanent allegiance to the 
United States (as defined in section 101(a)(22) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1101(a)(22))). 

"(3) The term 'dependent' has the meaning 
given such term in subparagraphs (A) , (D), (E), 
and (!) of section 1072(2) of this title.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec­
tions at the beginning of chapter 53 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following new item: 
"1060a. Special supplemental food program.". 
SEC. 654. STUDY OF OFFSET OF DISABILITY COM-

PENSATION BY RECEIPT OF SEPARA­
TION BENEFITS AND INCENTIVES. 

(a) STUDY REQUIRED.-The Comptroller Gen­
eral of the United States shall carry out a study 
regarding the requirement in each of the follow­
ing provisions of title 10, United States Code, to 
offset the amount of disability compensation 
payable to a veteran by the amount of the sepa- · 
ration benefits paid to the veteran under such 
provision of law: 

(1) Section 1174, relating to payment of sepa­
ration pay upon involuntary discharge or re­
lease from active duty. 

(2) Section 1174a(a), relating to payment of a 
special separation benefit for voluntary separa­
tion. 

(3) Section 1175, relating to payment of a vol­
untary separation incentive. 

(b) ELEMENTS OF STUDY.-ln carrying out the 
study required under subsection (a), the Comp­
troller General shall-

(1) determine the purposes of the provisions of 
law ref erred to in such subsection; 

(2) determine the justifications for the require­
ment for offset of disability compensation pro­
vided in each such provision of law; 

(3) assess the financial effects of the offset re­
quirements on affected veterans, and the fiscal 
effects of the off set requirements on the Federal 
Government, taking into consideration-

( A) an estimate (by the Comptroller General) 
of the number of members of the Armed Forces 
who will separate from the Armed Forces during 
the period beginning on the date of the enact­
ment of this Act and ending on September 30, 
1999; 

(B) an estimate (by the Comptroller General) 
of-

(i) the number of such members who will re­
ceive separation benefits under the provisions of 
law referred to in subsection (a); and 

(ii) the average amount of the benefits to be 
paid such members; 

(C) an estimate (by the Comptroller General) 
of-

(i) the number of such members who will be 
entitled to disability compensation payable by 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs; and 

(ii) the average monthly amount of the com­
pensation to which such members will be enti­
tled; and 

(D) an assessment (by the Comptroller Gen­
eral) of the extent, if any, to which the offset 
affects the capacity of such members to meet 
their financial obligations, including financial 
obligations incurred in connection with service 
in the Armed Forces or with separation from 
that service, and increased net costs for housing 
and medical care; 

(4) determine the extent, if any, to which the 
offset of disability compensation required under 
the provisions of law referred to in subsection 
(a) reduces the effectiveness of such provisions 
of law for achieving the purposes of those provi­
sions of law; and 

(5) determine the cost to the Federal Govern­
ment that would result from repeal of the offset 
requirements in such provisions of law. 
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(c) RESULTS OF STUDY.-Not later than 180 

days after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General shall submit to the 
Committees on Armed Services and the Commit­
tees on Veterans' Affairs of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives a report containing 
the results of the study required under sub­
section (a). The report shall include rec­
ommendations of the Comptroller General for 
improvement of the separation benefits under 
the provisions of law ref erred to in subsection 
(a). 

TITLE VII-HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A-Health Care Services 

SEC. 701. REVISION OF DEFINITION OF DEPEND­
ENTS TO INCLUDE YOUNG PEOPLE 
BEING ADOPTED BY MEMBERS OR 
FORMER MEMBERS. 

(a) ELIGIBILITY FOR HEALTH BENEFITS.-Sec­
tion 1072 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) in paragraph (2)(D), by striking out the 
matter preceding clause (i) and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: 

"(D) a child who-"; and 
(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 

paragraph: 
"(6) The term 'child', with respect to a member 

or former member of a uniformed service, means 
the fallowing: 

"(A) An unmarried legitimate child. 
"(B) An unmarried adopted child. 
"(C) An unmarried stepchild. 
"(D) An unmarried person-
"(i) who is placed in the home of the member 

or farmer member by a placement agency (recog­
nized by the Secretary of Defense) in anticipa­
tion of the legal adoption of the person by the 
member or former member: and 

"(ii) who otherwise meets the requirements 
specified in paragraph (2)(D). ". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Section 
401(b)(l)(B) of title 37, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out "placement agency for 
the purpose of adoption" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "placement agency (recognized by the 
Secretary of Defense) in anticipation of the 
legal adoption of the child by the member". 
SEC. 702. TREATMENT OF CERTAIN DEPENDENTS 

AS CHILDREN FOR PURPOSES OF 
CHAMPUS, DEPENDENTS' DENTAL 
PROGRAM, AND CONTINUED HEALTH 
BENEFITS COVERAGE. 

(a) CHAMPUS.-(1) Subsection (a) of section 
1079 of title 10, United States Code, is amended 
in the first sentence by striking out "spouses 
and children" and inserting in lieu thereof "de­
pendents, as described in subparagraphs (A), 
(D), and(!) of section 1072(2) of this title,". 

(2) Subsection (d) of such section is amended 
by striking out "as defined in section 1072(2)(A) 
or (D)" and inserting in lieu thereof "as de­
scribed in subparagraph (A), (D), or (!) of sec­
tion 1072(2) ". 

(b) DEPENDENTS' DENTAL PROGRAM.-Section 
1076a of such title is amended-

(1) in subsection (a)(l), by striking out 
"spouses and children (as described in section 
1072(2)(D) of this title)" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "eligible dependents"; 

(2) in subsection (e), by striking out "spouse 
or child" and inserting in lieu thereof "eligible 
dependent"; 

(3) in subsection (f), by striking out "spouse 
or children'' both places it appears and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "eligible dependents"; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

"(h) ELIGIBLE DEPENDENT DEFINED.-/n this 
section, the term 'eligible dependent ' means a 
dependent described in subparagraph (A), (D), 
or (I) of section 1072(2) of this title.". 

(c) CONTINUED HEALTH BENEFITS COVERAGE.­
Section 1078a of such title is amended-

(1) in subsection (b)(2)(A), by inserting before 
the semicolon the following: "or ceases to meet 
the requirements for being considered an unmar­
ried dependent under section 1072(2)(/) of this 
title"; 

(2) in subsection (c)(3)-
(A) by striking out "child" both places it ap­

pears and inserting in lieu thereof "dependent"; 
and 

(B) by striking out "child's" each place it ap­
pears and inserting in lieu thereof "depend-
· ent's"; 

(3) in subsection (d)(2)(A)-
(A) by striking out "child" the first, second, 

and fourth places it appears and inserting in 
lieu thereof "dependent"; and 

(B) by striking out "an unmarried dependent 
child under section 1072(2)(D) of this title," and 
inserting in lieu thereof ''a dependent under 
subparagraph (D) or(/) of section 1072(2) of this 
title;"; 

(4) in subsection (d)(2)(B)-
( A) by striking out "child's" and inserting in 

lieu thereof "dependent's"; and 
(B) by striking out "child " and inserting in 

lieu thereof "dependent"; 
(5) in subsection (g)(l)(B) , by striking out "an 

unmarried dependent child under section 
1072(2)(D) of this title" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "a dependent under subparagraph (D) 
or(!) of section 1072(2) of this title"; and 

(6) in subsection (g)(2), by striking out 
"child" both places it appears and inserting in 
lieu thereof "dependent". 
SEC. 703. AVAILABIUTY OF DEPENDENTS' DEN­

TAL PROGRAM OUTSIDE THE UNITED 
STATES. 

(a) PROGRAM EXPANSION.-Section 1076a of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended-

(1) by redesignating subsection (h), as added 
by section 702(b)(4), as subsection (i); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (g) the follow­
ing new subsection: 

"(h) CARE OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-The 
Secretary may exercise the authority provided 
under subsection (a) to establish basic dental 
benefits plans for the provision of dental bene­
fits outside the United States for the eligible de­
pendents of members of the uni! armed services 
accompanying the members on permanent as­
signments to duty outside the United States.". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Section 1077(c) 
of such title is amended by striking out "and 
care" and inserting in lieu thereof ", dental 
care provided outside the United States, and 
dental care". 
SEC. 704. AUTHORIZATION FOR MEDICAL AND 

DENTAL CARE FOR ABUSED DEPEND­
ENTS OF CERTAIN MEMBERS. 

(a) ADDITIONAL BASIS FOR CARE.-Subsection 
(e) of section 1076 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended-

(1) by striking out paragraph (1) and inserting 
in lieu thereof the fallowing new paragraph: 

"(1) Subject to paragraph (3), if an abused de­
pendent of a former member of a uni! armed serv­
ice described in paragraph (4) needs medical or 
dental care for an injury or illness resulting 
from abuse by the member, the administering 
Secretary may, upon request of the abused de­
pendent, furnish medical or dental care to the 
dependent for the treatment of such injury or 
illness in facilities of the uniformed services."; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
paragraph: 

"(4)(A) A former member of a uniformed serv­
ice referred to in paragraph (1) is a member 
who-

, '(i) received a dishonorable or bad-conduct 
discharge or was dismissed from a uni! armed 
service as a result of a court-martial conviction 
for an offense, under either military or civil law, 
involving abuse of a dependent of the member; 
OT 

''(ii) was administratively discharged from a 
uniformed service as a result of such an offense. 

"(B) A determination of whether an offense 
involved abuse of a dependent of the member 
shall be made in accordance with regulations 
prescribed by the administering Secretary for 
such uniformed service.". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-Such sub­
section is further amended-

(1) by inserting "former" before "member" 
each place it appears in paragraphs (2) and (3); 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking out "para­
graph (l)(A)" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"paragraph (4)"; and 

(3) in paragraph (3)(C)-
( A) by striking out "is" and inserting in lieu 

thereof "was"; and 
(B) by striking out "paragraph (l)(A)" and 

inserting in lieu thereof "paragraph (4)". 
(C) PERSONAL SERVICE CONTRACTS TO PROVIDE 

CARE.-(1) The Secretary of Defense may enter 
into personal service contracts under the au­
thority of section 1091 of title 10, United States 
Code, with persons described in paragraph (2) to 
provide the services of clinical counselors, fam­
ily advocacy program staff, and victim's services 
representatives to members of the Armed Forces 
and covered beneficiaries who require such serv­
ices. Notwithstanding subsection (a) of such sec­
tion, such services may be provided in medical 
treatment facilities of the Department of De­
fense or elsewhere as determined appropriate by 
the Secretary. 

(2) The persons with whom the Secretary may 
enter into a personal services contract under 
this subsection shall include clinical social 
workers, psychologists, psychiatrists, and other 
comparable professionals who have advanced 
degrees in counseling or related academic dis­
ciplines and who meet all requirements for State 
licensure and board certification requirements, 
if any, within their fields of specialization. 
SEC. 705. ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZED HEALTH 

CARE SERVICE AV AIL.ABLE THROUGH 
MIUTARY HEALTH CARE SYSTEM. 

Section 1077(b)(2)(B) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting after "artificial 
limbs" the following: ", voice prostheses,". 
SEC. 706. DEMONSTRATION PROGRAMS FOR SALE 

OF PHARMACEUTICALS. 
(a) PERSONS ELIGIBLE FOR PARTICIPATION.­

Subsection (c)(2) of section 702 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 
(Public Law 102-484; 10 U.S.C. 1079 note) is 
amended by striking out subparagraph (B) and 
inserting in lieu thereof the fallowing new sub­
paragraph: 

"(B) either-
"(i) resides in an area that is adversely af­

fected (as determined by the Secretary) by the 
closure of a health care facility of the unif armed 
services as a result of the closure or realignment 
of the military installation at which such facil­
ity is located; or 

"(ii) can demonstrate to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary that the person relied upon a health 
care facility referred to in clause (i) before the 
closure of the facility to obtain the person's 
pharmaceuticals.". 

(b) PURCHASE FEES.-Subsection (d) of such 
section is amended-

(1) by inserting "(1)" after "FEES.-"; and 
(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 

paragraph: 
"(2) In the case of persons eligible to partici­

pate in the demonstration project for pharma­
ceuticals or the retail pharmacy network by rea­
son of clause (ii) of subsection (c)(2)(B), the Sec­
retary of Defense may increase the fees, charges, 
and copayments established under paragraph 
(l)(B) and otherwise applicable to such persons 
by an amount necessary to cover any additional 
costs incurred by the administering Secretaries 
as a result of making pharmaceuticals available 
to such persons under this section.". 
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SEC. 707. ONE YEAR CONTINUATION OF FULL 

CHAMPUS AND DEPENDENTS' DEN· 
TAL PROGRAM BENEFITS FOR DE­
PENDENTS OF MEMBERS WHO DIE 
WHILE ON ACTIVE DU7Y FOR A PE­
RIOD OF MORE THAN 30 DAYS. 

(a) CONTINUATION OF SECTION 1079 CHAMPUS 
RULES.-Subsection (g) of section 1079 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after the first sentence the following new sen­
tence: "In addition, when a member dies while 
on active duty for a period of more than 30 
days, the member's dependents who are receiv­
ing benefits under a plan covered by subsection 
(a) shall continue to be eligible for such benefits 
during the one-year period beginning on the 
date of the death of the member.". 

(b) CONTINUATION OF DEPENDENTS' DENTAL 
PROGRAM BENEFITS.-Subsection (i) of section 
1076a of such title, as added by section 702(b)(4) 
and redesignated by section 703(a)(l), is further 
amended-

(1) by inserting "(1)" after "ELIGIBLE DE­
PENDENT DEFINED.-"; and 

W by adding at the end the fallowing new 
paragraph: 

''(2) The term includes a dependent described 
in such subparagraphs of a member who dies 
while on active duty for a period of more than 
30 days if the dependent is enrolled on the date 
of the death of the member in a dental benefits 
plan established under subsection (a), except 
that the term does not include the dependent 
after the end of the one-year period beginning 
on the date of the member's death. The Sec­
retary of Defense may waive (in whole or in 
part) any requirements of the plan as the Sec­
retary determines necessary for the effective ad­
ministration of the plan for a dependent covered 
by this paragraph.". 

(c) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENTS.-The 
amendments made by subsections (a) 

1 
and (b) 

shall apply with respect to the dependents de­
scribed in such amendments of a member of a 
unif armed service who dies on or after October 
1, 1993, while on active duty for a period of more 
than 30 days. 

(d) CONFORMING REPEAL.-Section 704 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1687) is 
repealed. The repeal of such section shall not 
terminate the special payment rules provided in 
such section with respect to any person eligible 
for such payment rules on the date of the enact­
ment of this Act. 

Subtitk B--Changes to Existing Laws 
Regarding Health Care Management 

SEC. 711. COORDINATION OF BENEFITS WITH 
MEDICARE. 

Section 1086(d) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by striking out paragraph (3) and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

"(3)(A) Subject to subparagraph (B), if a per­
son described in paragraph (2) receives medical 
or dental care for which payment may be made 
under medicare and a plan contracted for under 
subsection (a), the amount payable for that care 
under the plan shall be the amount of the ac­
tual out-of-pocket costs incurred by the person 
for that care over the sum of-

"(i) the amount paid for that care under med­
icare; and 

"(ii) the total of all amounts paid or payable 
by third party payers other than medicare. 

"(B) The amount payable for care under a 
plan pursuant to subparagraph (A) may not ex­
ceed the total amount that would be paid under 
the plan if payment for that care were made 
solely under the plan. 

"(C) In this paragraph: 
"(i) The term 'medicare' means title XVIII of 

the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395 et seq.). 
"(ii) The term 'third party payer' has the 

meaning given such term in section 1095(h)(l) of 
this title.". 

SEC. 712. AUTHORITY FOR REIMBURSEMENT OF 
PROFESSIONAL LICENSE FEES 
UNDER RESOURCE SHARING AGREE· 
MENTS. 

Section 1096 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

"(d) REIMBURSEMENT FOR LICENSE FEES.-In 
any case in which it is necessary for a member 
of the uniformed services to pay a professional 
license fee imposed by a government in order to 
provide health care services at a facility of a ci­
vilian health care provider pursuant to an 
agreement entered into under subsection (a), the 
Secretary of Defense may reimburse the member 
for up to $500 of the amount of the license fee 
paid by the member.". 
SEC. 713. IMPOSITION OF ENROLLMENT FEES 

FOR MANAGED CARE PLANS. 
Section 1097(c) of title 10, United States Code, 

is amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new sentence: "In the case of contracts for 
health care services under this section or health 
care plans offered under section 1099 of this title 
for which the Secretary permits . covered bene­
ficiaries who are covered by section 1086 of this 
title and who participate in such contracts or 
plans to pay an enrollment fee in lieu of meeting 
the applicable deductible amount specified in 
section 1086(b) of this title, the Secretary may 
establish the same (or a lower) enrollment fee 
for covered beneficiaries described in section 
1086(d)(l) of this title who also participate in 
such contracts or plans.". 
SEC. 714. STRENGTHENING MANAGED HEALTH 

CARE AUTHORITIES. 
(a) AMENDMENTS TO ALTERNATIVE HEALTH 

CARE DELIVERY CONTRACTS AUTHORITY.-Sec­
tion 1097 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(]) by redesignating subsection (c) (as amend­
ed by section 713) as subsection (e); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the follow­
ing new subsections: 

"(c) COORDINATION WITH FACILITIES OF THE 
UNIFORMED SERVICES.-The Secretary of De­
fense may provide for the coordination of health 
care services provided pursuant to any contract 
or agreement under this section with those serv­
ices provided in medical treatment facilities of 
the uniformed services. Subject to the availabil­
ity of space and facilities and the capabilities of 
the medical or dental staff, the Secretary may 
not deny access to facilities of the uniformed 
services to a covered beneficiary on the basis of 
whether the beneficiary enrolled or declined en­
rollment in any program established under, or 
operating in connection with, any contract 
under this section. However, the Secretary may, 
as an incentive for enrollment, establish reason­
able preferences for services in facilities of the 
unif armed services for covered beneficiaries en­
rolled in any program established under, or op­
erating in connection with, any contract under 
this section. 

"(d) COORDINATION WITH OTHER HEALTH 
CARE PROGRAMS.-In the case of a covered ben­
eficiary who is enrolled in a managed health 
care program not operated under the authority 
of this chapter, the Secretary may contract 
under this section with such other managed 
health care program for the purpose of coordi­
nating the beneficiary's dual entitlements under 
such program and this chapter. A managed 
health care program with which arrangements 
may be made under this subsection includes any 
health maintenance ·organization, competitive 
medical plan, health care prepayment plan, or 
other managed care program recognized pursu­
ant to regulations issued by the Secretary.". 

(b) AMENDMENTS TO THIRD PARTY COLLEC­
TIONS PROGRAM AUTHORITY.-Section 1095 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended-

(]) in subsection (b), by striking out "if that 
care" and all that follows through the period 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

"shall operate to prevent collection by the Unit­
ed States under subsection (a) if that care is 
provided-

"(1) through a facility of the uniformed serv­
ices; 

"(2) directly or indirectly by a governmental 
entity; 

"(3) to an individual who has no obligation to 
pay for that care or for whom no other person 
has a legal obligation to pay; or 

"(4) by a provider with which the third party 
payer has no participation agreement."; 

(2) in subsection (d), by inserting "and except 
as provided in subsection (j)," after "(b), "; 

(3) in subsection (h)(l), by adding at the end 
the following new sentence: "Such term also in­
cludes entities described in subsection (j) under 
the terms and to the extent provided in such 
subsection."; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

''(j) The Secretary of Defense may enter into 
an agreement with any health maintenance or­
ganization, competitive medical plan, health 
care prepayment plan, or other similar plan 
(pursuant to regulations issued by the Sec­
retary) providing for collection under this sec­
tion from such organization or plan for services 
provided to a covered beneficiary who is an en­
rollee in such organization or plan.". 

(c) CONDITION ON EXPANSION OF CHAMPUS 
REFORM INITIATIVE.-Section 712 of the Na­
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484; JO U.S.C. 1073 
note) is amended by striking out subsection (c) 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following new 
subsection: 

"(c) EVALUATION OF CERTIFICATION.-The 
Comptroller General of the United States and 
the Director of the Congressional Budget Office 
shall evaluate each certification made by the 
Secretary of Defense under subsection (a) that 
expansion of the CHAMPUS reform initiative to 
another location is the most efficient method of 
providing health care to covered beneficiaries in 
that location. They shall submit their findings 
to Congress if these findings differ substantially 
from the findings upon which the Secretary 
made the decision to expand the CHAMPUS re­
f arm initiative.". 
SEC. 715. DELAY IN DEADLINE FOR USE OF 

HEALTH MAINTENANCE ORGANIZA· 
TION MODEL AS OPTION FOR MILi· 
TARY HEALTH CARE. 

Section 731 of the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 
103-160; 107 Stat. 1696; JO U.S.C. 1073 note) is 
amended-

(]) in subsection (a), by striking out "after the 
date of the enactment of this Act" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "after December 31, 1994"; 

(2) in subsection (e), by striking out "Feb­
ruary 1, 1994" and inserting in lieu thereof "De­
cember 31, 1994"; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection (f): 

"(f) MODIFICATION OF EXISTING CONTRACTS.­
In the case of managed health care contracts in 
effect or in final stages of acquisition as of De­
cember 31, 1994, the Secretary may modify such 
contracts to incorporate the health benefit op­
tion required under subsection (a).". 
SEC. 716. LIMITATION ON REDUCTION IN NUM· 

BER OF RESERVE COMPONENT MEDI­
CAL PERSONNEL. 

Section 518(a) of the National Defense Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 
102-484; 106 Stat. 2407) is amended-

(]) by inserting before the period at the end 
the following: ", unless the Secretary certifies to 
Congress that the number of such personnel to 
be reduced in a particular military department 
is excess to the current and projected needs for 
personnel in the Selected Reserve of that mili­
tary department"·; and 



21718 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE August 12, 1994 
(2) by adding at the end the following new 

sentence: "The assessment of current and pro­
jected personnel needs under this subsection 
shall be consistent with the wartime require­
ments for Selected Reserve personnel identified 
in the final report on the comprehensive study 
of the military medical care system prepared 
pursuant to section 733 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 
(Public Law 102-190; 10 U.S.C. 1071 note).". 
SEC. 111. IMPLEMENTATION OF ANNUAL HEALTH 

CARE SURVEY REQUIREMENT. 
Section 724 of the National Defense Author­

ization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 
102-484; 106 Stat. 2440; 10 U.S.C. 1071 note) is 
amended-

(1) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub­
section (c); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the follow­
ing new subsection (b) : 

"(b) EXEMPTION.-An annual survey under 
subsection (a) shall be treated as not a collec­
tion of information for the purposes for which 
such term is defined in section 3502(4) of title 44, 
United States Code.". 

Subtitle C-Persian Gulf Illness 
SEC. 121. PROGRAMS RELATED TO DESERT 

STORM MYSTERY ILLNESS. 
(a) OUTREACH PROGRAM TO PERSIAN GULF 

VETERANS AND F AMILIES.-The Secretary Of De­
fense shall institute a comprehensive outreach 
program to inform members of the Armed Forces 
who serned in the Southwest Asia theater of op­
erations during the Persian Gulf Conflict, and 
the families of such members, of illnesses that 
may result from such service. The program shall 
be carried out through both medical and com­
mand channels, as well as any other means the 
Secretary considers appropriate. Under the pro­
gram, the Secretary shall-

(1) inform such individuals regarding-
( A) common disease symptoms reported by 

Persian Gulf veterans that may be due to service 
in the Southwest Asia theater of operations; 

(B) blood donation policy; 
(C) available counseling and medical care for 

such members; and 
(D) possible health risks to children of Persian 

Gulf veterans; 
(2) inform such individuals of the procedures 

for registering in either the Persian Gulf Veter­
ans Health Surveillance System of the Depart­
ment of Defense or the Persian Gulf War Health 
Registry of the Department of Veterans Affairs; 
and 

(3) encourage such members to report any 
symptoms they may have and to register in the 
appropriate health surveillance registry. 

(b) INCENTIVES TO PERSIAN GULF VETERANS 
To REGISTER.-ln order to encourage Persian 
Gulf veterans to register any symptoms they 
may have in one of the existing health reg­
istries, the Secretary of Defense shall provide 
the following: 

(1) For any Persian Gulf veteran who is on 
active duty and who registers with the Depart­
ment of Defense's Persian Gulf War Veterans 
Health Surveillance System, a full medical eval­
uation and any required medical care. 

(2) For any Persian Gulf War veteran who is, 
as of the date of the enactment of this Act, a 
member of a reserve component, opportunity to 
register at a military medical facility in the Per­
sian Gulf Veterans Health Care Surveillance 
System and, in the case of a Reserve who reg­
isters in that registry, a full medical evaluation 
by the Department of Defense. Depending on 
the results of the evaluation and on eligibility 
status, reserve personnel may be provided medi­
cal care by the Department of Defense. 

(3) For a Persian Gulf veteran who is not, as 
of the date of the enactment of this Act, on ac­
tive duty or a member of a reserve component, 
assistance and information at a military medical 

facility on registering with the Persian Gulf 
War Registry of the Department of Veterans Af­
fairs and information related to support services 
provided by the Department of Veterans Affairs. 

(c) COMPATIBILITY OF DEPARTMENT OF DE­
FENSE AND DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFF 1/RS 
REGISTRIES.-The Secretary of Defense shall 
take appropriate actions to ensure-

(1) that the data collected by and the testing 
protocols of the Persian Gulf War Health Sur­
veillance System maintained by the Department 
of Defense are compatible with the data col­
lected by and the testing protocols of the Per­
sian Gulf War Veterans Health Registry main­
tained by the Department of Veterans Affairs; 
and 

(2) that all information on individuals who 
register with the Department of Defense for pur­
poses of the Persian Gulf War Health Surveil­
lance System is provided to the Secretary of Vet­
erans Aft airs for incorporation into the Persian 
Gulf War Veterans Health Registry. 

(d) PRESUMPTIONS ON BEHALF OF SERVICE 
MEMBER.-(1) A member of the Armed Forces 
who is a Persian Gulf veteran, who has symp­
toms of illness, and who the Secretary con­
cerned finds may have become ill as a result of 
serving on active duty in the Southwest Asia 
theater of operations during the Persian Gulf 
War shall be considered for Department of De­
fense purposes to have become ill as a result of 
serving in that theater of operations. 

(2) A member of the Armed Forces who is a 
Persian Gulf veteran and who reports being ill 
as a result of serving on active duty in the 
Southwest Asia theater of operations during the 
Persian Gulf War shall be considered for De­
partment of Defense purposes to have become ill 
as a result of serving in that theater of oper­
ations until such time as the weight of medical 
evidence establishes other cause or causes of the 
member's illness. 

(3) The Secretary concerned shall ensure that, 
for the purposes of health care treatment by the 
Department of Defense, health care and person­
nel administration, and disability evaluation by 
the Department of Defense, the symptoms of any 
member of the Armed Forces covered by para­
graph (1) or (2) are examined in light of the 
member's service in the Persian Gulf War and in 
light of the reported symptoms of other Persian 
Gulf veterans. The Secretary shall ensure that, 
in providing health care diagnosis and treat­
ment of the member, a broad range of potential 
causes of the member's symptoms are considered 
and that the member's symptoms are considered 
collectively, as well as by type of symptom or 
medical specialty, and that treatment across 
medical specialties is coordinated appropriately. 

(4) The Secretary of Defense shall ensure that 
the presumptions of service connection and ill­
ness specified in paragraphs (1) and (2) are in­
corporated in appropriate service medical and 
personnel regulations and are widely dissemi­
nated throughout the Department of Defense. 

(e) REVISION OF THE PHYSICAL EVALUATION 
BOARD CRITERIA.-(]) The Secretary of Defense, 
in consultation with the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs and the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, shall ensure that case definitions of 
Persian Gulf related illnesses, as well as the 
Physical Evaluation Board criteria used to set 
disability ratings for members no longer medi­
cally qualified for continuation on active duty, 
are established as soon as possible to permit ac­
curate disability ratings related to a diagnosis of 
Persian Gulf illnesses. 

(2) Until revised disability criteria can be im­
plemented and members of the Armed Forces can 
be rated against those criteria, the Secretary of 
Defense shall ensure-

( A) that any member of the Armed Forces on 
active duty who may be suffering from a Per­
sian Gulf-related illness is afforded continued 
military medical care; and 

(B) that any member of the Armed Forces on 
active duty who is found by a Physical Evalua­
tion Board to be unfit for continuation on active 
duty as a result of a Persian Gulf-related illness 
for which the board has no rating criteria (or 
inadequate rating criteria) for the illness or con­
dition from which the member suffers is placed 
on the temporary disability retired list. 

(f) REVIEW OF RECORDS AND RERATING OF 
PREVIOUSLY DISCHARGED GULF WAR VETER­
ANS.-(1) The Secretary of Defense, in consulta­
tion with the Secretary of Veterans Affairs, 
shall ensure that a review is made of the health 
and personnel records of each Persian Gulf vet­
eran who before the date of the enactment of 
this Act was discharged from active duty, or 
was medically retired, as a result of a Physical 
Evaluation Board process. 

(2) The review under paragraph (1) shall be 
carried out to ensure that former Persian Gulf 
veterans who may have been suffering from a 
Persian Gulf-related illness at the time of dis­
charge or retirement from active duty as a result 
of the Physical Evaluation Board process are re­
valuated in accordance with the criteria estab­
lished under subsection (e)(l) and, if appro­
priate, are rerated. 

(g) PERSIAN GULF ILLNESS MEDICAL REFERRAL 
CENTERS.-The Secretary of Defense shall evalu­
ate the feasibility of establishing one or more 
medical referral centers to provide uniform, co­
ordinated medical care for Persian Gulf veterans 
on active duty who are or may be suffering from 
a Persian Gulf-related illness. The Secretary 
shall submit a report on such feasibility to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives not later than six 
months after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

(h) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.-(1) The 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the Commit­
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and House 
of Representatives an annual report on-

( A) efforts taken and results achieved in noti­
fying members of the Armed Forces and their 
families as part of the outreach program re­
quired by subsection (a); 

(B) efforts taken to revise the Physical Eval­
uation Board disability rating criteria and in­
terim efforts to adjudicate cases before the revi­
sion of the criteria; and 

(C) results of the review and rerating of pre­
viously separated servicemembers. 

(2) The first report under paragraph (1) shall 
be submitted not later than 120 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(i) PERSIAN GULF VETERAN.-For purposes of 
this section, a Persian Gulf veterati is an indi­
vidual who served on active duty in the Armed 
Forces in the Southwest Asia theater of oper­
ations during the Persian Gulf Conflict. 
SEC. 722. STUDIES OF HEALTH CONSEQUENCES 

OF MIUTARY SERVICE OR EMPLOY­
MENT IN SOUTHWEST ASIA DURING 
THE PERSIAN GULF WAR. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary of Defense, in 
coordination with the Secretary of Veterans Af­
fairs and the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, shall conduct studies and administer 
grants for studies to determine-

(1) the nature and causes of illnesses suffered 
by individuals as a consequence of service or 
employment by the United States in the South­
west Asia theater of operations during the Per­
sian Gulf War; and 

(2) the appropriate treatment for those ill­
nesses. 

(b) NATURE OF THE STUDIES.-(1) Studies 
under subsection (a)-

( A) shall include consideration of the range of 
potential exposure of individuals to environ­
mental, battlefield, and other conditions inci­
dent to service in the theater; 

(B) shall be conducted so as to provide assess­
ments of both short-term and long-term affects 
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to the health of individuals as a result of those 
exposures; and , 

(C) shall include, at a minimum, .the following 
types of studies: 

(i) An epidemiological study or studies on the 
incidence, prevalence, and nature of the illness 
and symptoms and the risk factors associated 
with symptoms or illnesses. 

(ii) Studies to determine the health con­
sequences of the use of pyridostigmine bromide 
as a pretreatment antidote enhancer during the 
Persian Gulf War, alone or in combination with 
exposure to pesticides, environmental toxins, 
and other hazardous substances. 

(iii) Clinical research and other studies on the 
causes, possible transmission, and treatment of 
Persian Gulf-related illnesses. 

(2)( A) The first project carried out under 
paragraph (l)(C)(ii) shall be a retrospective 
study of members of the Armed Forces who 
served in the Southwest Asia theater of oper­
ations during the Persian Gulf War. 

(B) The second project carried out under 
paragraph (l)(C)(ii) shall consist of animal re­
search and nonanimal research, including in 
vitro systems, as required, designed to determine 
whether the use of pyridostigmine bromide in 
combination with exposure to pesticides or other 
organophosphates, carbamates, or relevant 
chemicals will result in increased toxicity in ani­
mals and is likely to have a similar ef feet on hu­
mans. 

(c) INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE STUDIES.­
Studies conducted pursuant to subsections (a) 
shall apply to the fallowing individuals: 

(1) Individuals who served as members of the 
Armed Forces in the Southwest Asia theater of 
operations during the Persian Gulf War. 

(2) Individuals who were civilian employees of 
the Department of Defense in that theater dur­
ing that period. 

(3) To the extent appropriate, individuals who 
were employees of contractors of the Department 
of Defense in that theater during that period. 

(4) To the extent appropriate, the spouses and 
children of individuals described in paragraph 
(1). 

(d) PLAN FOR THE STUDIES.-(1) The Secretary 
of Defense shall prepare a coordinated plan for 
the studies to be conducted pursuant to sub­
section (a). The plan shall include plans and re­
quirements for research grants in support of the 
studies. The Secretary shall submit the plan to 
the National Academy of Sciences for review 
and comment. 

(2) The plan for studies pursuant to sub­
section (a) shall be updated annually. The Sec­
retary of Defense shall request an annual re­
view by the National Academy of Science of the 
updated plan and study progress and results 
achieved during the preceding year. 

(3) The plan, and annual updates to the plan, 
shall be prepared in coordination with the Sec­
retary of Veterans Affairs and the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services. 

(e) FUNDING.-(1) From the amount author­
ized to be appropriated pursuant to section 201 
for Defense-wide activities, the Secretary of De­
fense shall make available such funds as the 
Secretary considers necessary to support the 
studies conducted pursuant to subsection (a). 

(2) For each year in which activities continue 
in support of the studies conducted pursuant to 
subsection (a), the Secretary of Defense shall in­
clude in the budget request for the Department 
of Defense a request for such funds as the Sec­
retary determines necessary to continue the ac­
tivities during that fiscal year. 

(f) REPORTS.-(1) Not later than March 31, 
1995, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
Congress the coordinated plan for the studies to 
be conducted pursuant to subsection (a) and the 
results of the review of that plan by the Na­
tional Academy of Sciences. 

(2) Not later than October 1 of each year 
through 1998, the Secretary shall submit to Con­
gress a report on the results of the studies con­
ducted pursuant to subsection (a), plans for 
continuation of the studies, and the results of 
the annual review of the studies by the National 
Academy of Sciences. 

(3) Each report under this section shall be pre­
pared in coordination with the Secretary of Vet­
erans Affairs and the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services. 

(g) DEFINITION.-ln this section, the term 
"Persian Gulf War" has the meaning given such 
term in section JOl of title 38, United States 
Code. 

Subtitle D--Other Matters 
SEC. 731. CHIROPRACTIC HEALTH CARE DEM­

ONSTRATION PROGRAM. 
(a) REQUIREMENT FOR PROGRAM.-(1) Not 

later than 120 days after the date of enactment 
of this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall de­
velop and carry out a demonstration program to 
evaluate the feasibility and advisability of fur­
nishing chiropractic care through the medical 
care facilities of the Armed Forces. The Sec­
retary of Defense shall develop and carry out 
the program in consultation with the Secretaries 
of the military departments. 

(2) In carrying out the program, the Secretary 
of Defense shall-

( A) subject to paragraph (3), designate not 
less than JO major military medical treatment fa­
cilities of the Department of Defense to furnish 
chiropractic care under the program; and 

(B) enter into agreements with such number of 
chiropractors as the Secretary determines suffi­
cient for the purposes of the program to furnish 
chiropractic care at such facilities under the 
program. 

(3) The Secretary may not designate under 
paragraph (2) any treatment facility that is . lo­
cated on a military installation scheduled for 
closure or realignment under a base closure law. 

(b) PROGRAM PERIOD.-The Secretary shall 
carry out the demonstration program in fiscal 
years 1995 through 1997. 

(c) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.-(]) Not later 
than January 30, 1995, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to the Committees on Armed Serv­
ices of the Senate and the House of Representa­
tives a report on the demonstration program. 
The report shall- · 

(A) identify the treatment facilities designated 
pu.rsuant to subsection (a)(2)(A); and 

(B) include a discussion of the plan for the 
conduct of the program. 

(2) Not later than May 1, 1995, the Secretary 
of Defense shall submit to the committees re­
ferred to in paragraph (1) a plan for evaluating 
the program, including a schedule for conduct­
ing progress reviews and for submitting a final 
report to the committees. 

(3) The Secretary shall submit to the commit­
tees referred to in paragraph (1) a final report 
in accordance with the plan submitted to such 
committees pursuant to paragraph (2). 

(d) OVERSIGHT ADVISORY COMMITTEE.-(]) 
Not later than 30 days after the date of the en­
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense 
shall establish an oversight advisory committee 
to assist and advise the Secretary with regard to 
the development and conduct of the demonstra­
tion program. 

(2) The oversight advisory committee shall in­
clude the fallowing members: 

(A) The Comptroller General of the United 
States, or the designee of such person from with­
in the General Accounting Office. 

(B) The Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Health Affairs, or the designee of such person. 

(C) The Surgeons General of the Army, the 
Air Force, and the Navy, or the designees of 
such persons. 

(D) No fewer than four independent rep­
resentatives of the chiropractic health care pro­
fession, appointed by the Secretary of Defense. 

(3) The oversight advisory committee shall as­
sist the Secretary of Defense regarding-

( A) issues involving the professional creden­
t.ials of the chiropractors participating in the 
program; 

(B) the granting of professional practice privi­
leges for the chiropractors at the treatment fa­
cilities participating in the program; 

(C) the preparation of the reports required 
under subsection (c); and 

(D) the evaluation of the program. 
(4) The Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 

U.S.C. App.) shall not apply to the oversight ad­
visory committee. 

(e) DEFJNITION.-For purposes of this section, 
the term "base closure law" means each of the 
following: 

(1) The Defense Base Closure and Realign­
ment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public 
Law 101-510; JO U.S.C. 2687 note). 

(2) Title II of the Defense Authorization 
Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment 
Act (Public Law 100-526; JO U.S.C. 2687 note). 

(3) Section 2687 of title 10, United States Code. 
SEC. 732. DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM FOR AD­

MISSION OF CIVIUANS AS PHYSI· 
CIAN ASSISTANT STUDENTS AT 
ACADEMY OF HEALTH SCIENCES, 
FORT SAM HOUSTON, TEXAS. 

(a) CIVILIAN ATTENDANCE.-The Secretary Of 
the Army may enter into a reciprocal agreement 
with an accredited institution of higher edu­
cation under which students of the institution 
may attend the didactic portion of the physician 
assistant training program conducted by the 
Army Medical Department at the Academy of 
Health Sciences at Fort Sam Houston, Texas, in 
exchange for the provision of such academic 
services by the institution as the Secretary and 
the institution consider to be appropriate to sup­
port the physician assistant training program. 
The Secretary shall ensure that the Army Medi­
cal Department does not incur any additional 
costs as a result of the agreement than the De­
partment would incur to obtain academic serv-

. ices for the physician assistant training program 
in the absence of the agreement. 

(b) SELECTION OF STUDENTS.-(]) Subject to 
paragraph (2), not more than 20 civilian stu­
dents per year may receive instruction at the 
Academy pursuant to the agreement under sub­
section (a). In consultation with the institution 
of higher education that is a party to the agree­
ment, the Secretary shall establish qualifica­
tions and methods of selection for civilian stu­
dents to receive instruction at the Academy. The 
qualifications established shall be comparable to 
those generally required for admission to the 
physician assistant training program at the 
Academy. 

(2) The Secretary shall ensure that members of 
the Armed Forces are not denied enrollment in 
the physician assistant training program in 
order to permit the attendance of civilian stu­
dents. The maximum annual enrollment for the 
program may not be increased solely for the pur­
pose of permitting civilian students to attend the 
program. 

(c) RULES OF ATTENDANCE.-Except as the 
Secretary determines necessary, a civilian stu­
dent who receives instruction at the Academy 
pursuant to the agreement under subsection (a) 
shall be subject to the same regulations govern­
ing attendance, discipline, discharge, and dis­
missal as apply to military students attending 
the Academy. 

(d) TERM AND TERMINATION OF AGREEMENT.­
The term of the agreement entered into under 
subsection (a) may not extend beyond September 
30, 1997. Either party to the agreement may ter­
minate the agreement at any time before that 
date. 

(e) REPORT.-For each year in which the 
agreement under subsection (a) is in effect, the 
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report 
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specifying the number of civilian students who 
received instruction at the Academy under the 
agreement during the period covered by the re­
port and accessing the benefits to the United 
States of the agreement. 

(f) ACADEMY DEFINED.-For purposes of this 
section, the term "Academy" means the Acad­
emy of Health Sciences of the Army Medical De­
partment at Fort Sam Houston, Texas. 
SEC. 733. DELAY IN CLOSURE OF ARMY HOSPITAL 

AT VICENZA. ITALY. 
(a) CLOSURE DELAY.-During fiscal year 1995, 

the Secretary of the Army may not reduce the 
level of medical care services provided by the 
United States Army Hospital at Vicenza, Italy. 

(b) REPORT ON HOSPITAL.-Not later than 
March 1, 1995, the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to Congress a report regarding the oper­
ation of the Army Hospital at Vicenza, Italy. 
The report shall contain the following: 

(1) A description of the number and demo­
graphic characteristics of members of the Armed 
Forces on active duty and covered beneficiaries 
under chapter 55 of title 10, United States Code, 
who typically receive medical care services at 
the hospital, including those members and cov­
ered beneficiaries stationed or residing at (or in 
the immediate vicinity of) Aviano Air Force 
Base and Camp Darby. 

(2) An analysis of the projected costs or sav­
ings, including the cost of GRAMPUS benefits, 
resulting from the programmed closure of the 
hospital. 

(3) A description of the differences in practice 
patterns between American and Italian doctors, 
such as differences in the normal lengths of stay 
for the most frequent inpatient admissions (in­
cluding childbirth) and the availability of alter­
native methods of providing anesthesia during 
childbirth. 

(4) An analysis of the feasibility of establish­
ing a birthing center for the area and patients 
currently served by the hospital, to be staffed 
primarily by American nurse-midwives. 

(5) A detailed plan for ensuring the availabil­
ity of quality medical care, consistent with 
American medical practice patterns, for covered 
beneficiaries residing in Northern Italy. 
SEC. 734. ORAL TYPHOID VACCINE INVENTORY OF 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 
(a) NUMBER OF DOSES FOR INVENTORY.-The 

Secretary of Defense shall direct that the num­
ber of doses of oral typhoid vaccine purchased 
for inventory by the Department of Defense dur­
ing a fiscal year be not less than the number of 
doses of parenteral injection typhoid vaccine 
purchased for inventory by the Department dur­
ing that fiscal year. 

(b) WAIVER.-The Secretary of Defense may 
waive the applicability of subsection (a) for a 
fiscal year if the Secretary determines that the 
waiver is necessary for medical reasons and no­
tifies Congress of the reasons for the waiver. 
SEC. 735. REPORT ON EXPANDED USE OF NON-

AVAILABIUTY OF HEALTH CARE 
STATEMENTS. 

(a) REPORT REQUJRED.-Not later than De­
cember 31, 1994, the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to Congress a report describing the plans 
(if any) of the Department of Defense to use the 
authority provided in sections 1080(b) and 
1086(e) of title JO, United States Code, for mak­
ing determinations whether or not to issue a 
nonavailability of health care statement. The 
report shall include an analysis of the effects of 
such plans on-

(1) the freedom of .choice of covered bene­
ficiaries in selecting health care providers; 

(2) the access of covered beneficiaries to 
health care services; 

(3) the quality and continuity of health care 
services; 

(4) the clarity and understandability of the 
applicable requirements regarding issuance non­
availability of health care statements; and 

(5) the health care costs incurred by the Fed­
eral Government and covered beneficiaries. 

(b) USE OF AUTHORITY.-During the period be­
ginning on the date of the enactment of this Act 
and ending 90 days after the date on which the 
Secretary submits the report required by sub­
section (a), the Secretary may not-

(1) expand the number or size of the geo­
graphical areas in which the Secretary is cur­
rently using the authority provided by sections 
1080(b) and 1086(e) of title 10, United States 
Code; or 

(2) implement or use such authority in a man­
ner inconsistent with the manner in which such 
authority was implemented or used as of Feb­
ruary 1, 1994. 
SEC. 736. COST ANALYSIS OF TIDEWATER 

TRICARE DEUVERY OF PEDIATRIC 
HEALTH CARE TO MIUTARY FAMI· 
UES. 

(a) COST ANALYSIS REQUIRED.-Not later than 
October 1, 1995, the Assistant Secretary of De­
fense (Health Affairs) shall determine the 
amount of the expenditures made by the Depart­
ment of Defense for pediatric care for each of 
fiscal years 1992, 1993; and 1994 under the pro­
gram for delivery of health care services in the 
Tidewater region of Virginia carried out pursu­
ant to section 712(b) of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 
(Public Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1402). The Assist­
ant Secretary shall determine the total amount 
of such expenditures and the amount of such 
expenditures for each case. 

(b) USE OF ANALYSIS.-ln evaluating changes 
to the pediatric care furnished by the Depart­
ment of Defense (including that pediatric care 
furnished under the Civilian Health and Medi­
cal Program of the Uniformed Services) in the 
Tidewater region of Virginia , the Assistant Sec­
retary may consider the amounts determined 
under subsection (a) in determining the appro­
priate standards, limitations, and requirements 
to apply to the cost of pediatric care under the 
system. 
SEC. 737. STUDY AND REPORT ON FINANCIAL RE· 

UEF FOR CERTAIN MEDICARE-EUGI­
BLE MIUTARY RETIREES WHO 
INCUR MEDICARE LATE ENROLL­
MENT PENALTIES. 

(a) STUDY.-The Secretary of Defense, in con­
sultation with the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services, shall conduct a study regard­
ing possible financial relief from late enrollment 
penalties for military retirees and dependents of 
such retirees who-

(1) reside within the service area (or former 
service area) of a military installation closed or 
approved for closure under a base closure law; 
and 

(2) have failed to enroll in a timely manner in 
medicare part B due to reliance upon the mili­
tary treatment facility located at such installa­
tion. 

(b) REPORT.-Not later than March 31, 1995, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con­
gress a report containing the results of the study 
required under subsection (a). The report shall 
also contain the following: 

(1) For each military installation studied, the 
number of military retirees within both a 40 mile 
and 65 mile catchment area who have failed to 
enroll in medicare part B and are subjected to 
late enrollment penalties. 

(2) A determination of the estimated aggregate 
amount of the penalties in terms of each mili­
tary installation studied. 

(3) A description of the characteristics of the 
population that are subject to the penalties, 
such as age and income level. 

(4) An examination of the appropriateness of 
waiving the penalties. 

(5) A description of the Department of Defense 
funds that should be used to pay the penalties 
if waiver of the penalties is not recommended. 

(6) A proposed program for a special medicare 
part B enrollment period for affected retirees liv­
ing near military installations already closed or 
which are designated for closure in the future. 

(7) Legislative recommendations for imple­
menting a program which removes the financial 
burden from the medicare-eligible beneficiaries 
who have been or will be adversely impacted by 
the closure of a military installation. 

(c) DEFJNITJONS.-For purposes of this section: 
(1) The term "base closure law" means the 

Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 
1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public Law 101-
510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) and title II of the De­
fense Authorization Amendments and Base Clo­
sure and Realignment Act (Public Law 100-526; 
JO U.S.C. 2687 note). 

(2) The term "medicare part B" means the 
public health insurance program under part B 
of title XVIII of the Social Security Act. 

(3) The term "military treatment facility" 
means a facility of a uniformed service referred 
to in section 1074(a) of title 10, United States 
Code, in which health care is provided. 
SEC. 738. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON CONTINUITY 

OF HEALTH CARE SERVICES FOR 
COVERED BENEFICIARIES IN AREAS 
AFFECTED BY BASE CLOSURES. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that the Secretary of Defense should 
take all appropriate steps, including a limited 
continuation of services for managed health 
care currently provided to covered beneficiaries 
described in subsection (b) who are eligible for 
such services, to ensure the continuity of health 
care services for such beneficiaries during the 
procurement, transition, and initial implementa­
tion phases of a TR/CARE managed care sup­
port contract for Health Services Regions of the 
Military Health Services System of Department 
of Defense. 

(b) COVERED BENEFICIARIES DESCRIBED.-The 
covered beneficiaries referred to in subsection 
(a) are covered beneficiaries under chapter 55, 
United States Code, who reside in areas ad­
versely affected by the closure of a military in­
stallation under a base closure law (as defined 
in section 737(c)(l)). 

(c) TR/CARE DEFJNED.-For purposes of this 
section, the term "TR/CARE" means the man­
aged health care program that is established by 
the Secretary of Defense under the authority of 
chapter 55 of title 10, United States Code, prin­
cipally section 1097 of such title, and includes 
the competitive selection of contractors to finan­
cially underwrite the delivery of health care 
services under the Civilian Health and Medical 
Program of the Uniformed Services. 
TITLE VIII-ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUI­

SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED 
MATTERS 

Subtitle A-Acquisition Assistance Programs 
SEC. 801. PROCUREMENT TECHNICAL ASSIST· 

ANCE PROGRAMS. 
(a) FUNDJNG.-Of the amount authorized to be 

appropriated under section 301 (5), $12 ,000 ,000 
shall be available for carrying out the provisions 
of chapter 142 of title JO, United States Code. 

(b) SPECIFIC PROGRAMS.-Of the amounts 
made available pursuant to subsection (a), 
$600,000 shall be available for fiscal year 1995 for 
the purpose of carrying out programs sponsored 
by eligible entities ref erred to in subparagraph 
(D) of section 2411(1) of title 10, United States 
Code, that provide procurement technical assist­
ance in distressed areas ref erred to in subpara­
graph (B) of section 2411(2) of such title. If there 
is an insufficient number of satisfactory propos­
als for cooperative agreements in such distressed 
areas to allow effective use of the funds made 
available in accordance with this subsection in 
such areas, the funds shall be allocated among 
the Defense Contract Administration Services 
regions in accordance with section 2415 of such 
title. 



August 12, 1994 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 21721 
SEC. 802. PILOT MENTOR·PROTEGE PROGRAM. 

Of the amounts authorized to be appropriated 
for fiscal year 1995 by title I of this Act, 
$50,000,000 shall be available for conducting the 
pilot Mentor-Protege Program established pur­
suant to section 831 of the National Defense Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law 
101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2301 note). 
SEC. 803. INFRASTRUCTURE ASSISTANCE FOR 

HISTORICALLY BLACK COu.EGES 
AND OTHER MINORITY INSTITU· 
TIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION. 

Of the amounts authorized to be appropriated 
for fiscal year 1995 by section 201, $25,000,000 
shall be available for such fiscal year for infra­
structure assistance to historically Black col­
leges and universities and minority institutions 
under section 2323(c)(3) of title 10, United States 
Code. 
SEC. 804. TREATMENT UNDER SUBCONTRACTING 

PLANS OF PURCHASES FROM QUALi· 
FIED NONPROFIT AGENCIES FOR 
THE BUND OR SEVERELY DISABLED. 

Section 2410d of title 10, United States Code, 
relating to credit under small business sub­
contracting plans for certain purchases, is 
amended-

(1) in subsection (b)­
( A) in paragraph (2)-
(i) by striking out "and" at the end of sub­

paragraph (A); 
(ii) by striking out the period at the end of 

subparagraph (B) and inserting in lieu thereof 
";and"; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
subparagraph: 

''(C) a central nonprofit agency designated by 
the Committee for Purchase from People Who 
Are Blind or Severely Disabled under section 
2(c) of such Act (41 U.S.C. 47(c). "; 

(B) by striking out paragraph (3); and 
(C) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para­

graph (3); and 
(2) in subsection (c), by striking out "Septem­

ber 30, 1994" and inserting in lieu thereof "Sep­
tember 30, 1997". 

Subtitl.e B-Other Matters 
SEC. 811. DELEGATION OF INDUSTRIAL MOBIU· 

ZATION AUTHORITY. 
Section 2538 of title 10, United States Code, is 

amended-
(1) by striking out "through the Secretary of 

Defense" each place it appears in subsections 
(a), (c), and (d) and inserting in lieu thereof 
"through the head of any department"; and 

(2) in subsection (c)-
( A) by striking out "in the opinion of the Sec­

retary of Defense" in the matter preceding para­
graph (1) and inserting in lieu thereof "in the 
opinion of the head of that department"; and 

(B) by striking out "Secretary" each place it 
appears in paragraphs (2) and (3) and inserting 
in lieu thereof "head of such department". 
SEC. 812. DETERMINATIONS OF PUBLIC INTEREST 

UNDER THE BUY AMERICAN ACT. 
(a) CONSIDERATIONS.-Section 2533 of title 10, 

United States Code, is amended-
(1) by striking out subsections (a) and (b) and 

inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
"(a) In determining under section 2 of title III 

of the Act of March 3, 1993 (41 U.S.C. lOa), pop­
ularly known as the 'Buy American Act', 
whether application of title III of such Act is in­
consistent with the public interest, the Secretary 
of Defense shall consider the fallowing: 

"(1) The bids or proposals of small business 
firms in the United States which have offered to 
furnish American goods. 

"(2) The bids or proposals of all other firms in 
the United States which have offered to furnish 
American goods. 

"(3) The United States balance of payments. 
"(4) The cost of shipping goods which are 

other than American goods. 

"(5) Any duty, tariff, or surcharge which may 
enter into the cost of using goods which are 
other than American goods. 

"(6) A need to ensure that the Department of 
Defense has access to advanced, state-of-the-art 
commercial technology. 

"(7) The need to protect the national tech­
nology and industrial base, to preserve and en­
hance the national technology employment 
base, and to provide for a defense mobilization 
base. 

"(8) A need to ensure that application of dif­
ferent rules of origin for United States end items 
and foreign end items does not result in an 
award to a firm other than a firm providing a 
product produced in the United States. 

"(9) Any need-
''( A) to maintain the same source of supply 

for spare and replacement parts for an end item 
that qualifies as an American good; or 

"(B) to maintain the same source of supply 
for spare and replacement parts in order not to 
impair integration of the military and commer­
cial industrial base. 

"(10) The national security interests of the 
United States."; and 

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub­
section (b). 

(b) CONFORMING AND CLERICAL AMEND­
MENTS.-(1) The heading of section 2533 of such 
title is amended to read as follows: 
"§2533. Determinations of public interest 

under the Buy American Act". 
(2) The item relating to such section in the 

table of sections at the beginning of subchapter 
V of chapter 148 of such title is amended to read 
as follows: 
"2533. Determinations of public interest under 

the Buy American Act.". 
SEC. 813. CONTINUATION OF EXPIRING REQUIRE­

MENT FOR ANNUAL REPORT ON THE 
USE OF COMPETITIVE PROCEDURES 
FOR AWARDING CERTAIN CON­
TRACTS TO COu.EGES AND UNIVER­
SITIES. 

Section 2361 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new subsection: 

"(c)(l) The Secretary of Defense shall submit 
to the Committees on Armed Services of the Sen­
ate and House of Representatives an annual re­
port on the use of competitive procedures for the 
award of research and development contracts, 
and the award of construction contracts, to col­
leges and universities. Each such report shall 
include-

"(A) a list of each college and university that, 
during the period ·covered by the report, received 
more than $1,000,000 in such contracts through 
the use of procedures other than competitive 
procedures; and 

"(B) the cumulative amount of such contracts 
received during that period by each such college 
and university. 

"(2) Each report under paragraph (1) shall 
cover the preceding calendar year and shall be 
submitted not later than February 1 of the year 
after the year covered by the report.". 
SEC. 814. CONSOUDATION AND REVISION OF UM­

ITATIONS ON PROCUREMENT OF 
GOODS OTHER THAN AMERICAN 
GOODS. 

The text of section 2534 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended to read as fallows: 

"(a) LIMITATION ON CERTAIN PROCURE­
MENTS.-The Secretary of Defense may procure 
any of the fallowing items only if the manufac­
turer of the item satisfies the requirements of 
subsection (b): 

"(1) BUSES.-Multipassenger motor vehicles 
(buses). 

"(2) CHEMICAL WEAPONS ANTIDOTE.-Chemical 
weapons antidote contained in automatic 
injectors (and components for such injectors) 

"(3) AIR CIRCUIT BREAKERS.-Air circuit 
breakers for naval vessels. 

''( 4) v ALVES AND MACHINE TOOLS.-ltems in 
the fallowing categories: 

''(A) Powered and non-powered valves in Fed­
eral Supply Classes 4810 and 4820 used in piping 
for naval surface ships and submarines. 

"(B) Machine tools in the Federal Supply 
Classes for metal-working machinery numbered 
3405, 3408, 3410 through 3419, 3426, 3433, 3438, 
3441 through 3443, 3445, 3446, 3448, 3449, 3460, 
and 3461. 

"(5) BALL BEARINGS AND ROLLER BEARINGS.­
Ball bearings and roller bearings, in accordance 
with subpart 225.71 of part 225 of the Defense 
Federal Acquisition Regulation Supplement, as 
in effect on October 23, 1992. 

"(b) MANUFACTURER IN THE NATIONAL TECH­
NOLOGY AND INDUSTRIAL BASE.-

"(1) GENERAL .REQUIREMENT.-A manufacturer 
meets the requirements of this subsection if the 
manufacturer is part of the national technology 
and industrial base. 

"(2) MANUFACTURERS OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS 
ANTIDOTE.-ln the case of a procurement of 
chemical weapons antidote ref erred to in sub­
section (a)(2), a manufacturer meets the require­
ments of this subsection only if the manufac­
turer-

' '(A) meets the requirement set forth in para­
graph (1); 

"(B) is an existing producer under the indus­
trial preparedness program at the time the con­
tract is awarded; 

"(C) has received all required regulatory ap­
provals; and 

"(D) when the contract for the procurement is 
awarded, has in existence in the national tech­
nology and industrial base the plant, equip­
ment, and personnel necessary to perform the 
contract. 

"(c) APPLICABILITY TO CERTAIN ITEMS.-
"(1) AIR CIRCUIT BREAKERS.-Subsection (a) 

does not apply to a procurement of spares or re­
pair parts needed to support air circuit breakers 
produced or manufactured outside the United 
States. 

"(2) VALVES AND MACHINE TOOLS.-(A) Con­
tracts to which subsection (a) applies include 
the following contracts for the procurement of 
items described in paragraph (4) of such sub­
section: 

"(i) A contract for procurement of such an 
item for use in property under the control of the 
Department of Defense, including any Govern­
ment-owned, contractor-operated facility. 

"(ii) A contract that is entered into by a con­
tractor on behalf of the Department of Defense 
for the purpose of providing such an item to an­
other contractor as Government-furnished 
equipment. 

"(B) In any case in which a contract for items 
described in subsection (a)(4) includes the pro­
curement of more than one Federal Supply Class 
of machine tools or machine tools and acces­
sories, each supply class shall be evaluated sep­
arately for purposes of determining whether the 
limitation in subsection (a) applies. 

"(C) Subsection (a)(4) and this paragraph 
shall cease to be effective on October 1, 1996. 

"(3) BALL BEARINGS AND ROLLER BEARINGS.­
Subsection (a)(5) and this paragraph shall cease 
to be effective on October 1, 1995. 

"(d) WAIVER AUTHORITY.-The Secretary of 
Defense may waive the limitation in subsection 
(a) with respect to the procurement of an item 
listed in that subsection if the Secretary deter­
mines that any of the following apply: 

"(1) Application of the limitation would cause 
unreasonable costs or delays to be incurred. 

"(2) United States producers of the item would 
not be jeopardized by competition from a foreign 
country. and that country does not discriminate 
against defense items produced in the United 
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States to a greater degree than the United States 
discriminates against defense items produced in 
that country. 

" (3) Application of the limitation would im­
pede cooperative programs entered into between 
the Department of Defense and a foreign coun­
try, and that country does not discriminate 
against defense items produced in the United 
States to a greater degree than the United States 
discriminates against defense items produced in 
that country. 

"(4) Satisfactory quality items manufactured 
by an entity that is part of the national tech­
nology and industrial base (as defined in section 
2491 (1) of this title) are not available. 

" (5) Application of the limitation would result 
in the existence of only one source for the item 
that is an entity that is part of the national · 
technology and industrial base (as defined in 
section 2491 (1) of this title). 

''(6) The procurement is for an amount less 
than the simplified acquisition threshold and 
simplified purchase procedures are being used. 

"(7) Application of the limitation is not in the 
national security interests of the United States. 

"(8) Application of the limitation would ad­
versely affect a United States company. 

" (e) SONOBUOYS.-
" (1) L!MITATION._:.The Secretary of Defense 

may not procure a sonobuoy manufactured in a 
foreign country if United States firms that man­
ufacture sonobuoys are not permitted to compete 
on an equal basis with foreign manufacturing 
firms for the sale of sonobuoys in that foreign 
country. 

" (2) WAIVER AUTHORITY.-The Secretary may 
waive the limitation in paragraph (1) with re­
spect to a particular procurement of sonobuoys 
if the Secretary determines that such procure­
ment is in the national security interests of the 
United States. 

"(3) DEFINITION.-ln this subsection, the term 
'United States firm' has the meaning given such 
term in section 2532(d)(l) of this title. 

" (f) PRINCIPLE OF CONSTRUCTION WITH FU­
TURE LAWS.-A provision of law may not be con­
strued as modifying or superseding the provi­
sions of this section, or as requiring funds to be 
limited, or made available, by the Secretary of 
Defense to a particular domestic source by con­
tract , unless that provision of law-

" (1) specifically refers to this section; 
" (2) specifically states that such provision of 

law modifies or supersedes the provisions of this 
section; and 

''(3) specifically identifies the particular do­
mestic source involved and states that the con­
tract to be awarded pursuant to such provision 
of law is being awarded in contravention of this 
section. " . 
SEC. 815. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCE ANAL· 

YSIS OF MAJOR DEFENSE ACQUISI­
TION PROGRAMS. 

(a) GUIDANCE.-Before April 1, 1995, the Sec­
retary of Defense shall issue guidance, to apply 
uniformly throughout the Department of De­
fense, regarding-

(]) how to achieve the purposes and intent of 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) by ensuring timely com­
pliance for major defense acquisition programs 
(as defined in section 2430 of title 10, United 
States Code) through (A) initiation of compli­
ance efforts before development begins, (B) ap­
propriate environmental impact analysis in sup­
port of each milestone decision, and (C) ac­
counting for all direct, indirect , and cumulative 
environmental effects before proceeding toward 
production; and 

(2) how to analyze, as early in the process as 
feasible, the life-cycle environmental costs for 
such major defense acquisition programs, in­
cluding the materials to be used, the mode of op­
erations and maintenance, requirements for de-

militarization, and methods of disposal, after 
consideration of all pollution prevention oppor­
tunities and in light of all environmental miti­
gation measures to which the department ex­
pressly commits. 

(b) ANALYSIS.-Beginning not later than 
March 31, 1995, the Secretary of Defense shall 
analyze the environmental costs of a major de­
fense acquisition process as an integral part of 
the Zif e-cycle cost analysis of the program pur­
suant to the guidance issued under subsection 
(a). 

(c) DATA BASE FOR NEPA DOCUMENTATION.­
The Secretary of Defense shall establish and 
maintain a data base for documents prepared by 
the Department of Defense in complying with 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
with respect to major defense acquisition pro­
grams. Any such document relating to a major 
defense acquisition program shall be maintained 
in the data base for 5 years after commencement 
of low-rate initial production of the program. 
SEC. 816. DEMONSTRATION PROJECT ON PUR-

CHASE OF FIRE, SECURITY, POUCE, 
PUBUC WORKS, AND UTIUTY SERV­
ICES FROM LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
AGENCIES. 

(a) DEMONSTRATION PROJECT.-The Secretary 
of Defense may conduct a demonstration 
profect, beginning October 1, 1994, at Monterey, 
California, under which any fire-fighting, secu­
rity-guard, police, public works, utility , or other 
municipal services needed for operation of any 
Department of Defense asset in Monterey Coun­
ty, California, may be purchased from govern­
ment agencies located within the county of 
Monterey. The purchase of such services for the 
demonstration project may be made notwith­
standing section 2465 of title 10, United States 
Code. 

(b) EVALUATION OF PROJECT.-Not later than 
December 31, 1996, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to Congress a report evaluating the 
results of the project and making any rec­
ommendations the Secretary considers appro­
priate, including recommendations on whether 
the purchase authorities used in conducting the 
project could be used to provide similar services 
at other locations. 
SEC. 817. PREFERENCE FOR LOCAL RESIDENTS. 

(a) PREFERENCE ALLOWED.-ln entering into 
contracts with private entities for services to be 
performed at a military installation that is af­
fected by closure or alignment under a base clo­
sure law , the Secretary of Defense may give 
preference, consistent with Federal, State, and 
local laws and regulations, to entities that plan 
to hire, to the maximum extent practicable, resi­
dents of the vicinity of such military installa­
tion to perform such contracts. Contracts for 
which the preference may be given include con­
tracts to carry out environmental restoration ac­
tivities or construction work at such military in­
stallations. Any such preference may be given 
for a contract only if the services to be per­
formed under the contract at the military instal­
lation concerned can be carried out in a manner 
that is consistent with all other actions at the 
installation that the Secretary is legally re­
quired to undertake. 

(b) DEFJNITION.-ln this section , the term 
"base closure law" means the following : 

(1) The provisions of title II of the Defense 
Authorization Amendments and Base Closure 
and Realignment Act (Public Law 100-526; 10 
U.S.C. 2687 note). 

(2) The Defense Base Closure and Realign­
ment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public 
Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note). 

(c) APPLICABILITY.-Any preference given 
under subsection (a) shall apply only with re­
spect to contracts entered into after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 

(d) TERMINATION.-This section shall cease to 
be effective on September 30, 1997. 

SEC. 818. PAYMENT OF RESTRUCTURING COSTS 
UNDER DEFENSE CONTRACTS. 

(a) CERTIFICATION OF COST SAVINGS.-(1) The 
Secretary of Defense may not, under section 
2324 of title 10, United States Code, pay restruc­
turing costs associated with a business combina­
tion undertaken by a defense contractor until 
the Department of Defense reviews the projected 
costs and savings that will result for the Depart­
ment from such business combination and an of­
ficial of the Department of Defense at the level 
of Assistant Secretary of Defense or above cer­
tifies in writing that projections of future cost 
savings resulting for the Department from the 
business combination are based on audited cost 
data and should result in overall reduced costs 
to the Department. 

(2) The requirements for a review and certifi­
cation under paragraph (1) shall not apply with 
respect to any business combination for which 
restructuring costs were paid or otherwise ap­
proved by the Secretary before August 15, 1994. 

(b) REQUIREMENT FOR REGULATIONS.-Not 
later than January 1, 1995, the Secretary of De­
fense shall prescribe regulations on the allow­
ability of restructuring costs associated with 
. business combinations under defense contracts. 

(c) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.-At a mini­
mum, the regulations shall-

(1) include a definition of the term " restruc­
turing costs"; and 

(2) address the issue of contract novations 
under such contracts. 

(d) CONSULTATION.-ln developing the regula­
tions, the Secretary of Defense shall consult 
with the Administrator for Federal Procurement 
Policy. 

(e) REPORT.-Not later than November 13 in 
each of the years 1995, 1996, and 1997, the Sec­
retary of Defense shall submit to Congress a re­
port on the following: 

(1) A description of the procedures being fol­
lowed within the Department of Defense for 
evaluating projected costs and savings under a 
defense contract resulting from a restructuring 
of a defense contractor associated with a busi­
ness combination. 

(2) A list of all defense contractors for which 
restructuring costs have been allowed by the De­
partment, along with the identities of the firms 
which those contractors have acquired or with 
which those contractors have combined since 
July 21, 1993, that qualify the contractors for 
such restructuring reimbursement. 

(3) The Department's experience with business 
combinations for which the Department has 
agreed to allow restructuring costs since July 21, 
1993, including the following: 

(A) The estimated amount of costs associated 
with each restructuring that have been or will 
be treated as allowable costs under defense con­
tracts, including the type and amounts of costs 
that would not have arisen absent the business 
combination. 

(B) The estimated amount of savings associ­
ated with each restructuring that are expected 
to be achieved on defense contracts. 

(C) The types of documentation relied on to 
establish that savings associated with each re­
structuring will exceed costs associated with the 
restructuring. 

(D) Actual experience on whether savings as­
sociated with each restructuring are exceeding 
costs associated with the restructuring. 

(E) Identification of any programmatic or 
budgetary disruption in the Department of De­
fense resulting from contractor restructuring. 

(f) DEFINITION.-ln this section, the term 
" business combination" includes a merger or ac­
quisition. 

(g) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORTS.-(1) Not 
later than March 1, 1995, the Comptroller Gen­
eral shall submit to Congress a report on the 
adequacy of the regulations prescribed under 
subsection (b) with respect to-



August 12, 1994 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 21723 
(A) whether such regulations are consistent 

with the purposes of this section, other applica­
ble law, and the Federal Acquisition Regula­
tion; and 

(B) whether such regulations establish poli­
cies, procedures, and standards to ensure that 
restructuring costs are paid only when in the 
best interests of the United States. 

(2) The Comptroller General shall report peri­
odically to Congress on the implementation of 
the policy of the Department of Defense regard­
ing defense industry restructuring. 

(3) Not later than December 1, 1997, the Comp­
troller General shall submit to Congress a final 
report on the policy of the Department of De­
fense on defense industry restructuring, includ­
ing any recommendations the Comptroller con­
siders appropriate. 
SEC. 819. DEFENSE ACQUISITION PILOT PRO­

GRAM DESIGNATIONS. 
The Secretary of Defense is authorized to des­

ignate the fallowing defense acquisition pro­
grams for participation, to the extent provided 
in the Federal Acquisition Streamlining Act of 
1994, in the defense acquisition pilot program 
authorized by section 809 of the National De­
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (10 
U.S.C. 2430 note): 

(1) The Fire Support Combined Arms Tactical 
Trainer program. 

(2) The Joint Direct Attack Munition program. 
(3) The Joint Primary Aircraft Training Sys­

tem. 
(4) Commercial-derivative aircraft. 
(5) Commercial-derivative engine. 
TITLE IX-DEPAR.TMENT OF DEFENSE 

ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT 
Subtitle A-Secretarial Matters 

SEC. 901. ADDITIONAL ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 
DEFENSE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF POSITION.-Section 
138(a) of title 10, United States Code, is amended 
by striking out "ten" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "eleven". 

(b) EXECUTIVE LEVEL IV.-Section 5315 of title 
5, United States Code, is amended by striking 
out "Assistant Secretaries of Defense (10)." and 
inserting in lieu thereof the fallowing: 

"Assistant Secretaries of Defense (11). " . 
SEC. 902. ORDER OF SUCCESSION TO SECRETAR­

IES OF THE MILITARY DEPART· 
MENTS. 

(a) ARMY.-Section 3017 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended-

(1) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para­
graph (4); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fallow­
ing new paragraph (3): 

''(3) The General Counsel of the Department 
of the Army.". 

(b) NAVY.-Section 5017 of such title is amend­
ed-

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) as 
paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fallow­
ing new paragraph (3): 

"(3) The General Counsel of the Department 
of the Navy.". 

(c) AIR FORCE.-Section 8017 of such title is 
amended-

(1) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para­
graph (4); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the follow­
ing new paragraph (3): 

"(3) The General Counsel of the Department 
of the Air Force.". 
SEC. 903. CHANGE OF TITLE OF COMPTROLLER 

OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
TO UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
(COMPTROLLER). 

(a) IN GENERAL.-(1) Section 135 Of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended-

(A) in subsection (a), by striking out "a 
Comptroller of the Department of Defense" and 

inserting in lieu thereof "an Under Secretary of 
Defense (Comptroller)"; and 

(B) in subsections (b), (c), (d), and (e), by 
striking out "Comptroller" each place it appears 
and inserting in lieu thereof "Under Secretary 
of Defense (Comptroller) ·". 

(2) The heading for such section is amended to 
read as fallows: 
"§135. Under Secretary of Defense (Comptrol­

ler)". 
(3) The item relating to such section in the 

table of sections at the beginning of chapter 4 of 
such title is amended to read as fallows: 
"135. Under Secretary of Defense (Comptrol­

ler).". 
(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 10, 

UNITED STATES CODE.-(1) Section 131(b)(4) of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by strik­
ing out "Comptroller" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "Under Secretary of Defense (Comptrol­
ler)". 

(2) Section 138(d) of such title is amended by 
striking out "and Comptroller". 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO TITLE 5, 
UNITED STATES CODE.-Section 5314 of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended by striking out 
"Comptroller of the Department of Defense" 
and inserting in lieu thereof " Under Secretary 
of Defense (Comptroller)". 

(d) REFERENCES IN OTHER LAWS.-Any ref­
erence to the Comptroller of the Department of 
Defense in any provision of law other than title 
10, United States Code, or in any rule, regula­
tion, or other paper of the United States shall be 
treated as ref erring to the Under Secretary of 
Defense (Comptroller). 
SEC. 904. NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU CHARTER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Subtitle E of title IO, United 
States Code, as added by section 1611, is amend­
ed by inserting after chapter 1009, as added by 
section 1661(b), the following new chapter: 

"CHAPTER 1011-NATIONAL GUARD 
BUREAU 

"10501. National Guard Bureau. 
" 10502. Chief of the National Guard Bureau: 

appointment; adviser on National 
Guard matters; grade. 

" 10503. Functions of National Guard Bureau: 
charter from Secretaries of the 
Army and Air Force. 

"10504. Chief of National Guard Bureau: an­
nual report. 

"10505. Vice Chief of the National Guard Bu­
reau. 

"10506. Other senior National Guard Bureau of­
ficers. 

"10508. Definition. 
"§10501. National Guard Bureau 

"(a) NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU.-There is in 
the Department of Defense the National Guard 
Bureau, which is a joint bureau of the Depart­
ment of the Army and the Department of the Air 
Force. 

" (b) PURPOSES.-The National Guard Bureau 
is the channel of communications on all matters 
pertaining to the National Guard, the Army Na­
tional Guard of the United States, and the Air 
National Guard of the United States between (1) 
the Department of the Army and Department of 
the Air Force, and (2) the several States. 
"§10502. Chief of the National Guard Bureau: 

appointment; adviser on National Guard 
matters; grade 
"(a) APPOINTMENT.-There is a Chief of the 

National Guard Bureau, who is responsible for 
the organization and operations of the National 
Guard Bureau. The Chief of the National Guard 
Bureau is appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. Such 
appointment shall be made from officers of the 
Army National Guard of the United States or 
the Air National Guard of the United States 
who-

"(1) are recommended for such appointment 
by their respective Governors or, in the case of 
the District of Columbia, the commanding gen­
eral of the District of Columbia National Guard; 

"(2) have had at least 10 years of federally 
recognized commissioned service in an active 
status in the National Guard; and 

"(3) are in a grade above the grade of briga­
dier general. 

"(b) TERM OF OFFICE.-An officer appointed 
as Chief of the National Guard Bureau serves at 
the pleasure of the President for a term of four 
years. An officer may not hold that office after 
becoming 64 years of age. An officer may be re­
appointed as Chief of the National Guard Bu­
reau. While holding that office, the Chief of the 
National Guard Bureau may not be removed 
from the reserve active-status list, or from an ac­
tive status, under any provision of law that oth­
erwise would require such removal due to com­
pletion of a specified number of years of service 
or a specified number of years of service in 
grade. 

"(c) ADVISER ON NATIONAL GUARD MAT­
TERS.-The Chief of the National Guard Bureau 
is the principal adviser to the Secretary of the 
Army and the Chief of Staff of the Army, and 
to the Secretary of the Air Force and the Chief 
of Staff of the Air Force, on matters relating to 
the National Guard, the Army National Guard 
of the United States, and the Air National 
Guard of the United States. 

"(d) GRADE.-The Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau shall be appointed to serve in the 
grade of lieutenant general. 
"§10503. Functions of National Guard Bu­

reau: charter from Secretaries of the Army 
and Air Force 
"The Secretary of the Army and the Secretary 

of the Air Force shall jointly develop and pre­
scribe a charter for the National Guard Bureau. 
The charter shall cover the fallowing matters: 

"(1) Allocating unit structure, strength au­
thorizations, and other resources to the Army 
National Guard of the United States and the Air 
National Guard of the United States. 

"(2) Prescribing the training discipline and 
training requirements for the Army National 
Guard and the Air National Guard and the allo­
cation of Federal funds for the training of the 
Army National Guard and the Air National 
Guard. 

"(3) Ensuring that units and members of the 
Army National Guard and the Air National 
Guard are trained by the States in accordance 
with approved programs and policies of, and 
guidance from, the Chief, the Secretary of the 
Army, and the Secretary of the Air Force. 

"(4) Monitoring and assisting the States in 
the organization, maintenance, and operation of 
National Guard units so as to provide well­
trained and well-equipped units capable of aug­
menting the active forces in time of war or na­
tional emergency. 

"(5) Planning and administering the budget 
for the Army National Guard of the United 
States and the Air National Guard of the United 
States. 

"(6) Supervising the acquisition and supply 
of, and accountability of the States for, Federal 
property issued to the National Guard through 
the property and fiscal officers designated, de­
tailed, or appointed under section 708 of title 32. 

' ' (7) Granting and withdrawing, in accord­
ance with applicable laws and regulations, Fed­
eral recognition of (A) National Guard units, 
and (B) officers of the National Guard. 

"(8) Establishing policies and programs for 
the employment and use of National Guard 
technicians under section 709 of title 32. 

"(9) Supervising and administering the Active 
Guard and Reserve program as it pertains to the 
National Guard. 

"(10) Issuing directives, regulations, and pub­
lications consistent with approved policies of the 
Army and Air Force, as appropriate. 
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"(11) Facilitating and supporting the training 

of members and units of the National Guard to 
meet State requirements. 

"(12) Such other functions as the Secretaries 
may prescr ibe. 

"§10504. Chief of National Guard Bureau: an­
nual report 
"(a) ANNUAL REPORT.-The Chief of the Na­

tional Guard Bureau shall submit to the Sec­
retary of Defense, through the Secretaries of the 
Army and the Air Force, an annual report on 
the state of the National Guard and the ability 
of the National Guard to meet its missions. The 
report shall be prepared in conjunction with the 
Secretary of the Army and the Secretary of the 
Air Force and may be submitted in classified 
and unclassified versions. 

"(b) SUBMISSION OF REPORT TO CONGRESS.­
The Secretary of Defense shall transmit the an­
nual report of the Chief of the National Guard 
Bureau to Congress, together with such com­
ments on the report as the Secretary considers 
appropriate. The report shall be transmitted at 
the same time each year that the annual report 
of the Secretary under section 113(c) of this title 
is submitted to Congress. 
"§10505. Vice Chief of the National Guard Bu­

reau 
"(a) APPOINTMENT.-(]) There is a Vice Chief 

of the National Guard Bureau, selected by the 
Secretary of Defense from officers of the Army 
National Guard of the United States or the Air 
National Guard of the United States who-

"( A) are recommended for such appointment 
by their respective Governors or, in the case of 
the District of Columbia, the commanding gen­
eral of the District of Columbia National Guard; 

"(B) have had at least 10 years of federally 
recognized commissioned service in an active 
status in the National Guard; and 

"(C) are in a grade above the grade of colonel. 
"(2) The Chief and Vice Chief of the National 

Guard Bureau may not both be members of the 
Army or of the Air Force. 

"(3)(A) Except as provided in subparagraph 
(B), an officer appointed as Vice Chief of the 
National Guard Bureau serves for a term off our 
years, but may be removed from office at any 
time for cause. 

"(B) The term of the Vice Chief of the Na­
tional Guard Bureau shall end upon the ap­
pointment of a Chief of the National Guard Bu­
reau who is a member of the same armed force 
as the Vice Chief. 

"(4) The Secretary of Defense may waive the 
restrictions in paragraph (2) and the provisions 
of paragraph (3)(B) for a limited period of time 
to provide for the orderly transition of officers 
appointed to serve in the positions of Chief and 
Vice Chief of the National Guard Bureau. 

"(b) DUTIES.-The Vice Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau performs such duties as may be 
prescribed by the Chief of the National Guard 
Bureau. 

"(c) GRADE.-The Vice Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau shall be appointed to serve in the 
grade of major general. 

"(d) FUNCTIONS AS ACTING CHIEF.-When 
there is a vacancy in the office of the Chief of 
the National Guard Bureau or in the absence or 
disability of the Chief, the Vice Chief of the Na­
tional Guard Bureau acts as Chief and performs 
the duties of the Chief until a successor is ap­
pointed or the absence or disability ceases. 

"(e) SUCCESSION AFTER CHIEF AND VICE 
CHIEF.-When there is a vacancy in the offices 
of both Chief and Vice Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau or in the absence or disability of 
both the Chief and Vice Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau, or when there is a vacancy in 
one such office and in the absence or disability 
of the officer holding the other, the senior offi­
cer of the Army National Guard of the United 

States or the Air National Guard of the United 
States on duty with the National Guard Bureau 
shall perform the duties of the Chief until a suc­
cessor to the Chief or Vice Chief is appointed or 
the absence or disability of the Chief or Vice 
Chief ceases, as the case may be. 
"§10506. Other senior National Guard Bureau 

officers 
"(a) ADDITIONAL GENERAL OFFICERS.-(]) In 

addition to the Chief and Vice Chief of the Na­
tional Guard Bureau, there shall be assigned to 
the National Guard Bureau-

. '( A) two general officers selected by the Sec­
retary of the Army from officers of the Army Na­
tional Guard of the United States who have 
been nominated by their respective Governors 
or, in the case of the District of Columbia, the 
commanding general of the District of Columbia 
National Guard, the senior of whom while so 
serving shall hold the grade of major general 
and serve as Director, Army National Guard, 
with the other serving as Deputy Director, Army 
National Guard; and 

"(B) two general officers selected by the Sec­
retary of the Air Force from officers of the Air 
National Guard of the United States who have 
been nominated by their respective Governors 
or, in the case of the District of Columbia, the 
commanding general of the District of Columbia 
National Guard, the senior of whom while so 
serving shall hold the grade of major general 
and serve as Director, Air National Guard, with 
the other serving as Deputy Director, Air Na­
tional Guard. 

''(2) The officers so selected shall assist the 
Chief of the National Guard Bureau in carrying 
out the functions of the National Guard Bureau 
as they relate to their respective branches. 

"(b) OTHER OFFICERS.-There are in the Na­
tional Guard Bureau a legal counsel, a comp­
troller, and an inspector general, each of whom 
shall be appointed by the Chi'ef of the National 
Guard Bureau. They shall perform such duties 
as the Chief may prescribe. 
"§10508. Definition 

"Jn this chapter, the term 'State' includes the 
District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico, and Guam and the Virgin Is­
lands.". 

(b) CONFORMING REPEAL.-(1) Section 3040 of 
title 10, United States Code, is repealed. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 305 of such title is amended by striking 
out the item relating to section 3040. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-The text Of 
section 108 of title 32, United States Code, is 
amended to read as fallows: 

"If, within a time fixed by the President, a 
State fails to comply with a requirement of this 
title, or a regulation prescribed under this title, 
the National Guard of that State is barred, in 
whole or in part, as the President may prescribe, 
from receiving money or any other aid, benefit, 
or privilege authorized by law.". 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The provisions of chap­
ter 1011 of title 10, United States Code, as added 
by subsection (a), shall become effective, and 
the repeal made by subsection (c) and the 
amendment made by subsection (c) shall take ef­
fect, at the end of the 90-day period beginning 
on the date of the enactment of this Act. 

Subtitle B-Professional Military Education 
SEC. 911. AUTHORITY FOR MARINE CORPS UNI­

VERSITY TO AWARD THE DEGREE OF 
MASTER OF MILITARY STUDIES. 

(a) AUTHORITY To AWARD.-(1) Chapter 609 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by add­
ing at the end the following new section: 
"§7102. Marine Corps University: master of 

military studies 
"(a) AUTHORITY.-Upon the recommendation 

of the Director and faculty of the Command and 
Staff College of the Marine Corps University, 

the President of the Marine Corps University 
may confer the degree of master of military 
studies upon graduates of the college who fulfill 
the requirements for the degree. 

"(b) REGULATIONS.-The authority provided 
by subsection (a) shall be exercised under regu­
lations prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Navy.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: · 
"7102. Marine Corps University: master of mili­

tary studies." . 
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The authority provided 

by section 7102(a) of title 10, United States Code, 
as added by subsection (a), shall become effec­
tive on the date on which the Secretary of Edu­
cation determines that the requirements estab­
lished by the Command and Staff College of the 
Marine Corps University for the degree of mas­
ter of military studies are in accordance with 
generally applicable requirements for a degree of 
master of arts. 
SEC. 912. BOARD OF ADVISORS FOR MARINE 

CORPS UNIVERSITY. 
The Secretary of the Navy shall establish a 

board of advisors for the Marine Corps Univer­
sity. The Secretary shall ensure that the board 
is established so as to meet all requirements of 
the appropriate regional accrediting association. 
SEC. 913. AUTHORITY FOR AIR UNIVERSITY TO 

AWARD THE DEGREE OF MASTER OF 
AIRPOWER ART AND SCIENCE. 

(a) AUTHORITY To AWARD.-(1) Chapter 901 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by add-. 
ing at the end the fallowing new section: 
"§9317. Air University: master of airpower art 

and science 
"(a) AUTHORITY.-Upon the recommendation 

of the faculty of the School of Advanced Air­
power Studies of the Air University, the Com­
mander of the university may confer the degree 
of master of airpower art and science upon 
graduates of the school who fulfill the require­
ments for the degree. 

"(b) REGULATIONS.-The authority provided 
by subsection (a) shall be exercised under regu­
lations prescribed by the Secretary of the Air 
Force.''. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new item: 
"9317. Air University: master of airpower art 

and science.". 
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The authority provided 

by section 9317(a) of title 10, United States Code, 
as added by subsection (a), shall become effec­
tive on the date on which the Secretary of Edu­
cation determines that the requirements estab­
lished by the School of Advanced Airpower 
Studies of the Air University for the degree of 
master of airpower art and science are in ac­
cordance with generally applicable requirements 
for a degree of master of arts or a degree of mas­
ter of science. 
SEC. 914. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON GRADE OF 

HEADS OF SENIOR PROFESSIONAL 
MILITARY EDUCATION SCHOOLS. 

It is the sense of Congress that an officer serv­
ing in a position as the head of one of the senior 
professional military education schools of the 
Department of Defense (or of the separate mili­
tary departments) should, while so serving, hold 
a grade not less than the grade (or its equiva­
lent) held by the officer serving in that position 
on the date of the enactment of this Act. 

Subtitle C--Other Matters 
SEC. 921. COMPOSITION OF RESERVE FORCES 

POLICY BOARD. 
Section 175(a) of title 10, United States Code, 

is amended-
(1) in paragraph (4), by striking out "or Regu­

lar Marine Corps" and inserting in lieu thereof 
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"and an officer of the Regular Marine Corps 
each"; 

(2) by striking out "and," at the end of para-
~~~ . 

(3) by striking out the period at the end of 
paragraph (9) and inserting in lieu thereof "; 
and"; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following:· 
"(JO) an officer of the Regular Army, Regular 

Navy, Regular Air Force, or Regular Marine 
Corps serving in a position on the Joint Staff 
who is designated by the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff.". 
SEC. 922. CONTINUATION OF UNIFORMED SERV· 

ICES UNIVERSITY OF THE HEALTH 
SCIENCES. 

(a) CLOSURE PROHIBITED.-The Uniformed 
Services University of the Health Sciences may 
not be closed. 

(b) BUDGETARY COMMITMENT TO CONTINU­
ATION.-lt is the sense of Congress that the Sec­
retary of Defense should budget for the ongoing 
operation of the Uniformed Services University 
of the Health Sciences as an institution of pro­
fessional education that is vital to the education 
and training each year of significant numbers of 
personnel of the uniformed services for careers 
as uniformed services health care providers. 

(c) GAO EVALUATION.-Not later than June 1, 
1995, the Comptroller General of the United 
States shall submit to Congress a detailed report 
on the Uniformed Services University of the 
Health Sciences. The report shall include the 
following : 

(1) A comparison of the cost of obtaining phy­
sicians for the Armed Forces from the University 
with the cost of obtaining physicians from other 
sources. 

(2) An assessment of the retention rate needs 
of the Armed Forces for physicians in relation to 
the respective retention rates of physicians ob­
tained from the University and physicians ob­
tained from other sources and the factors that 
contribute to retention rates among military 
physicians obtained from all squrces. 

(3) A review of the quality of the medical edu­
cation provided at the University with the qual­
ity of medical education provided by other 
sources of military physicians. 

(4) A review of the overall issue of the special 
needs of military medicine and how those spe­
cial needs are being met by physicians obtained 
from University and physicians obtained from 
other sources. 

(5) An assessment of the extent to which the 
University has responded to the 1990 report of 
the Inspector General of the Department of De­
fense, including recommendations as to resolu­
tion of any continuing issues relating to man­
agement and internal fiscal controls of the Uni­
versity , including issues relating to the Henry 
M. Jackson Foundation for the Advancement of 
Military Medicine identified in the 1990 report. 

(6) Such other recommendations as the Comp­
troller General considers appropriate. 
SEC. 923. COMMISSION ON ROLES AND MISSIONS 

OF THE ARMED FORCES. 
(a) SIZE OF COMMISSION.-(1) Section 952(b)(l) 

of the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 
1738; 10 U.S.C. 111 note) is amended by striking 
out "seven members " and inserting in lieu 
thereof "eleven members". 

·(2) Section 956(b)(l) of such Act (107 Stat. 
1740) is amended by striking out "Four mem­
bers" and inserting in lieu thereof "Seven mem­
bers". 

(3) The additional members of the Commission 
on Roles and Missions of the Armed Forces au­
thorized by the amendment made by paragraph 
(1) shall be appointed by the Secretary of De­
fense not later than 30 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

(4) At least one of the additional members of 
the Commission appointed pursuant to the 

amendment made by paragraph (1) shall have 
previous military experience and management 
experience with the reserve components. 

(b) REVIEW OF RESERVE COMPONENTS.-Sec­
tion 953 of such Act (107 Stat. 1738) is amend­
ed-

(1) in subsection ( d)-
( A) by striking out " and" at the end of para­

graph (7); 
(B) by striking out the period at the end of 

paragraph (8) and inserting in lieu thereof "; 
and" ; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

"(9) the role of the Army National Guard of 
the United States, the Air National Guard of the 
United States, and the other reserve compo­
nents. " ; 

(2) in subsection (e)(3), by inserting after " De­
partment of Defense " the following: " , includ­
ing the Army National Guard of the United 
States, the Air National Guard of the United 
States, and the other reserve components"; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

" (h) RECOMMENDATIONS CONCERNING RESERVE 
COMPONENTS.-The Commission shall also ad­
dress the roles, missions, and functions of the 
Army National Guard of the United States, the 
Air National Guard of the United States, and 
the other reserve components within the total 
force of the Armed Forces , particularly in light 
of lower budgetary resources that will be avail­
able to the Department of Defense in the fu­
ture. " . 

(c) RECOMMENDATIONS CONCERNING PROGRAMS 
AND FORCE STRUCTURE.-Section 953 of such Act 
is further amended by adding after subsection 
(h) , as added by subsection (b), the following: 

"(i) RECOMMENDATIONS CONCERNING PRO­
GRAMS AND FORCE STRUCTURE.-The Commis­
sion may also recommend changes that would 
better align programs and force structure with 
projected missions and threats.". 

(d) FFRDC SUPPORT.-(1) Section 957 of such 
Act (107 Stat. 1741) is amended by adding at the 
end the fallowing new subsection: 

"(f) FFRDC SUPPORT.-(1) Upon the request 
of the chairman of the Commission , the Sec­
retary of Defense shall make available to the 
Commission, without reimbursement, the serv­
ices of any federally funded research and devel­
opment center that is covered by a sponsoring . 
agreement of the Department of Defense. The 
cost of the services made available under this 
subsection may not exceed $20,000,000. 

"(2) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law , any analytic support or related services 
provided by such a center to the Commission 
shall not be subject to any overall ceiling estab­
lished by this or any other Act on the activities 
or budgets of such centers.". 

(2) Such section is further amended by strik­
ing out the section heading and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: 
"SEC. 957. PERSONNEL MATTERS; EXPERT SERV· 

ICES.". 
SEC. 924. RENAMING OF THE UNITED STATES 

COURT OF MIUTARY APPEALS AND 
THE COURTS OF MIUTARY REVIEW. 

(a) RENAMING OF THE COURT OF MILITARY AP­
PEALS.-(1) The United States Court of Military 
Appeals shall hereafter be known and des­
ignated as the United States Court of Appeals 
for the Armed Forces. 

(2) Section 941 of title 10, United States Code 
(article 141 of the Uniform Code of Military Jus­
tice), is amended by striking out " United States 
Court of Military Appeals" and inserting in lieu 
thereof " United States Court of Appeals for the 
Armed Forces". 

(b) RENAMING OF THE COURTS OF MILITARY 
REVIEW.-(1) Each Court of Military Review 
shall hereafter be known and designated as a 
Court of Military Criminal Appeals. 

(2) Section 866 of title 10, United States Code 
(article 66 of the Uniform Code of Military Jus­
tice), is amended by striking out "Court of Mili­
tary Review" each place it appears and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "Court of Military Criminal 
Appeals''. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO TITLE JO.­
Title 10, United States Code, is amended as fol­
lows: 

(1) The following sections are amended by 
striking out "Court of Military Appeals" each 
place it appears and inserting in lieu thereof 
"Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces ": sec­
tions 707(a)(2), 866(e), 867, 867a(a), 870, 871(c)(J), 
873, 942, 943, 944, 945, and 946(b)(l). 

(2) The fallowing sections are amended by 
striking out "Court of Military Review" each 
place it appears and inserting in lieu thereof 
"Court of Military Criminal Appeals": sections 
707(a)(2), 862(b), 867, 868, 869, 870, 871, and 873. 

(3)(A) The heading of subchapter XII of chap­
ter 47 is amended to read as follows: 
"SUBCHAPTER XII-UNITED ST ATES 

COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE ARMED 
FORCES" . 
(B) The table of subchapters at the beginning 

of chapter 47 is amended by striking out the 
item relating to subchapter XII and inserting in 
lieu thereof the following: 
"XII. United States Court of Appeals for the 

Armed Forces ..... .. 941 141 " . 
(4)(A) The heading of section 866 is amended 

to read as follows: 
"§866. Art. 66. Review by Court of Military 

Criminal Appeals". 
(B) The heading of section 867 is amended to 

read as follows: 
"§867. Art. 67. Review by the Court of Appeals 

for the Armed Forces". 
(C) The items relating to sections 866 and 867 

(articles 66 and 67) in the table of sections at the 
beginning of subchapter IX of chapter 47 are 
amended to read as follows: 

"866. 66. Review by Court of Military Criminal 
Appeals. 

"867. 67. Review by the Court of Appeals for the 
Armed Forces.". 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO OTHER 
LAWS.-

(1) The following titles of the United States 
Code are amended by striking out "Court of 
Military Appeals" each place it appears in the 
specified sections and inserting in lieu thereof 
" Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces": 

(A) In title 5, sections 8334(a)(l) , 8336(1) , 
8337(a), 8338(c), 8339(d)(6), and 8339(h) and the 
table in section 8334(c). 

(B) In title 18, sections 202(e)(2) and 6001(4). 
(C) In title 28, sections 1259 and 2101(g). 
(D) In title 44, section 906. 
(2)(A) The heading of section 1259 of title 28, 

United States Code, is amended to read as fol­
lows: 
"§ 1259. Court of Appeals for the Armed 

Forces; certiorari". 
(B) The item relating to section 1259 in the 

table of sections at the beginning of chapter 81 
of such title is amended to read as fallows: 
"1259. Court of Appeals for the Armed Forces; 

certiorari.' ·. 
(3) Section 109 of the Ethics in Government 

Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) is amended by strik­
ing out "Court of Military Appeals" each place 
it appears in paragraphs (8) and (10) and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "Court of Appeals for the 
Armed Forces " . 
SEC. 925. BUDGET SUPPORT FOR RESERVE ELE· 

MENTS OF SPECIAL OPERATIONS 
COMMAND. 

Section 167 of title 10, United States Code , is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new subsection: 
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"(k) BUDGET SUPPORT FOR RESERVE ELE­

MENTS.-(1) Before the budget proposal for the 
special operations command for any fiscal year 
is submitted to the Secretary of Defense, the 
commander of the command shall consult with 
the Secretaries of the military departments con­
cerning funding for reserve component special 
operations units. If the Secretary of a military 
department does not concur in the recommended 
level of funding with respect to any such unit 
that is under the jurisdiction of the Secretary, 
the commander shall include with the budget 
proposal submitted to the Secretary of Defense 
the views of the Secretary of the military de­
partment concerning such funding . 

"(2) Before the budget proposal for a military 
department for any fiscal year is submitted to 
the Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of that 
military department shall consult with the com­
mander of the special operations command con­
cerning funding for special operations forces in 
the military personnel budget for a reserve com­
ponent in that military department. If the com­
mander of that command does not concur in the 
recommended level of funding with respect to re­
serve component special operations units, the 
Secretary shall include with the budget proposal 
submitted to the Secretary of Defense the views 
of the commander of that command.''. 

TITLE X-GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A-Financial Matters 

SEC. 1001. TRANSFER AUTHORITY. 
(a) AUTHORITY To TRANSFER AUTHORIZA­

TIONS.-(]) Upon determination by the Secretary 
of Defense that such action is necessary in the 
national interest, the Secretary may transfer 
amounts of authorizations made available to the 
Department of Defense in this division for fiscal 
year 1995 between any such authorizations for 
that fiscal year (or any subdivisions thereof). 
Amounts of authorizations so transferred shall 
be merged with and be available for the same 
purposes as the authorization to which trans­
ferred. 

(2) The total amount of authorizations that 
the Secretary of Defense may trans! er under the 
authority of this section may not exceed 
$2,000,000,000. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.-The authority provided by 
this section to trans! er authorizations-

(1) may only be used to provide authority for 
items that have a higher priority than the items 
from which authority is trans! erred; and 

(2) may not be used to provide authority for 
an item that has been denied authorization by 
Congress. 

(c) EFFECT ON AUTHORIZATION AMOUNTS.-A 
transfer made from one account to another 
under the authority of this section shall be 
deemed to increase the amount authorized for 
the account to which the amount is trans/ erred 
by an amount equal to the amount trans/ erred. 
SEC. 1002. EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHOR-

IZATIONS OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR 
FISCAL YEAR 1994. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF PRIOR EMERGENCY 
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS.-Funds appro­
priated to the Department of Defense for fiscal 
year 1994 in chapter 3 of title I of the Emergency 
Supplemental Appropriations Act of 1994 (Public 
Law 103-211; 108 Stat. 5) for the purposes stated 
in section 302 of such Act (108 Stat. 7), relating 
to the incremental and associated costs of the 
Department of Defense incurred in connection 
with ongoing United States operations relating 
to Somalia, Bosnia, Southwest Asia, and Haiti, 
are hereby authorized in amounts as fallows: 

(1) For Military Personnel: 
(A) For the Army, $6,600,000. 
(B) For the Navy, $19,400,000. 
(C) For the Air Force, $18,400,000. 
(2) For Operation and Maintenance: 
(A) For the Army, $420,100,000. 
(B) For the Navy, $104 ,800,000. 

(C) For the Air Force, $560,100,000. 
(D) For Defense-wide activities, $21,600,000. 
(3) For Procurement: 
(A) For Aircraft Procurement, Army, 

$20,300,000. 
(B) For Other Procurement, Army, $200,000. 
(C) For Other Procurement, Air Force, 

$26,800,000. 
(b) AUTHORIZATION OF SUPPLEMENTAL APPRO­

PRIATIONS FOR RELIEF OF RWANDA REFUGEES.­
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Emergency Response Fund, Defense, as emer­
gency supplemental appropriations for fiscal 
year 1994 the sum of $270,000,000 to be used to 
reimburse appropriations of the Department of 
Defense for costs incurred for emergency relief 
for Rwanda. 
SEC. 1003. INCORPORATION OF CLASSIFIED 

ANNEX. 
(a) STATUS OF CLASSIFIED ANNEX.-The Clas­

sified Annex prepared by the committee of con­
ference to accompany the bill S. 2182 of the One 
Hundred Third Congress and transmitted to the 
President is hereby incorporated into this Act. 

(b) CONSTRUCTION WITH OTHER PROVISIONS OF 
ACT.-The amounts specified in the Classified 
Annex are not in addition to amounts author­
ized to be appropriated by other provisions of 
this Act. 

(c) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.-Funds ap­
propriated pursuant to an authorization con­
tained in this Act that are made available for a 
program, project, or activity ref erred to in the 
Classified Annex may only be expended for such 
program, project, or activity in accordance with 
such terms, conditions, limitations, restrictions, 
and requirements as are set out for that pro­
gram, project, or activity in the Classified 
Annex. 

(d) DISTRIBUTION OF CLASSIFIED ANNEX.-The 
President shall provide for appropriate distribu­
tion of the Classified Annex, or of appropriate 
portions of the annex, within the executive 
branch of the Government. 
SEC. 1004. DATE FOR SUBMISSION OF FUTURE· 

YEARS MISSION BUDGET. 
Section 222(a) of title 10, United States Code, 

is amended by striking out "at the same time 
that" in the second sentence and inserting in 
lieu thereof "not later than 60 days after the 
date on which". 
SEC. 1005. SUBMISSION OF NEXT FUTURE-YEARS 

DEFENSE PROGRAM AS REQUIRED 
BYLAW. 

(a) CONDITION ON OBLIGATION OF ADVANCE 
PROCUREMENT FUNDS.-If, as of the end of the 
90-day period beginning on the date on which 
the President's budget for fiscal year 1996 is sub­
mitted to Congress, the Secretary of Defense has 
not submitted to Congress the fiscal year 1996 
future-years defense program, then during the 
30-day period beginning on the last day of such 
90-day period the Secretary may not obligate 
more than 10 percent of the fiscal year 1995 ad­
vance procurement funds that are available for 
obligation as of the end of that 90-day period. 
If, as of the end of such 30-day period, the Sec­
retary of Defense has not submitted to Congress 
the fiscal year 1996 future-years defense pro­
gram, then the Secretary may not make any fur­
ther obligation of fiscal year 1995 advance pro­
curement funds until such program is submitted 
to Congress. 

(b) REMOVAL OF CONDITION.-If the Secretary 
submits to Congress the fiscal year 1996 future­
years defense program during the 30-day period 
described in the first sentence of subsection (a), 
the limitation on obligation of advance procure­
ment funds prescribed in that sentence shall 
cease to apply effective as of the date of the sub­
mission of such program. 

(c) COMPLIANCE CERTIFICATION AS CONDITION 
OF EFFECTIVE SUBMISSION OF FYDP.-A submis­
sion of the fiscal year 1996 future-years defense 

program may not be considered to have been 
made for purposes of this section unless the sub­
mission is accompanied by a certification by the 
Secretary that such program as submitted satis­
fies the requirements of section 221(b) of title 10, 
United States Code. Any such certification may 
be made by the Secretary only after consultation 
with the Inspector General of the Department of 
Defense. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this sec­
tion: 

(1) The term "fiscal year 1996 future-years de­
fense program" means the multiyear defense 
program (including associated annexes) covering 
fiscal years beginning with fiscal year 1996 re­
quired (by section 221 of title 10, United States 
Code) to be submitted to Congress in conjunc­
tion with the President's budget for that fiscal 
year. 

(2) The term "fiscal year 1995 advance pro­
curement funds" means funds appropriated for 
the Department of Defense for fiscal year 1995 
that are available for advance procurement. 
SEC. 1006. AUTHORITY FOR OBUGATION OF CER· 

TAIN UNAUTHORIZED FISCAL YEAR 
1994 DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) AUTHORITY.-The amounts described in 
subsection (b) may be obligated and expended 
for programs, projects, and activities of the De­
partment of Defense in accordance with fiscal 
year 1994 defense appropriations except as oth­
erwise provided in section subsections (c) and 
(d). 

(b) COVERED AMOUNTS.-The amounts re­
ferred to in subsection (a) are the amounts pro­
vided for programs, projects, and activities of 
the Department of Defense in fiscal year 1994 
defense appropriations that are in excess of the 
amounts provided for such programs, projects, 
and activities in fiscal year 1994 defense author­
izations. 

(C) PROGRAMS NOT AVAILABLE FOR OBLIGA­
TION.-Amounts described in subsection (b) 
which remain available for obligation on the 
date of the enactment of this Act may not be ob­
ligated or expended for the following programs, 
projects, and activities of the Department of De­
fense (for which amounts were provided in fiscal 
year 1994 defense appropriations): 

(1) The Guardrail modifications program 
under "Aircraft Procurement, Army" in the 
amount of $19,000,000. 

(2) The AT-4 upgrade program under "Pro­
curement of Ammunition, Army " in the amount 
Of $15,000,000. 

(3) The Combat Vehicle Modernization pro­
gram under "Research, Development, Test, and 
Evaluation, Army" in the amount of $20,000,000 
for incorporation of the Saudi Arabia Ml A2 
electronic data processing, storage and retrieval 
system in the United States version of the M1A2 
tank. 

(d) MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY.-The Sec­
retary of Defense may obligate fiscal year 1994 
defense appropriations under the Manufactur­
ing Technology Development program which re­
main available for obligation on the date of the 
enactment of this Act in accordance with the 
competition and cost-sharing requirements of 
subsection (d) of section 2525 of title 10, United 
States Code, as amended by section 256 of this 
Act, notwithstanding any other provision of law 
that specifies (or has the effect of requiring) 
that a contract be entered into with, or a grant 
be made to, a particular institution or entity. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.-For the purposes of this sec­
tion: 

(1) FISCAL YEAR 1994 DEFENSE APPROPRIA­
TIONS.-The term "fiscal year 1994 defense ap­
propriations" means amounts appropriated or 
otherwise made available to the Department of 
Defense for fiscal year 1994 in the Department of 
Defense Appropriations Act, 1994 (Public .Law 
103-139). 



August 12, 1994 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 21727 
(2) FISCAL YEAR 1994 DEFENSE AUTHORIZA­

TIONS.-The term "fiscal year 1994 defense au­
thorizations" means amounts authorized to be 
appropriated for the Department of Defense for 
fiscal year 1994 in the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 
103-160). 

Subtitle B-Counter-Drug Activities 
SEC. 1011. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE SUPPORT 

FOR COUNTER-DRUG ACTIVITIES. 
(a) EXTENSION OF CURRENT AUTHORITY.-Sec­

tion 1004(a) of the National Defense Authoriza­
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (10 U.S.C. 374 note) 
is amended by striking out "through 1995'" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "through 1999". 

(b) CONDITION ON TRANSFER OF FUNDS.­
Funds appropriated for the Department of De­
fense may not be transferred to a National Drug 
Control Program agency account except to the 
extent provided in a law that specifically 
states-

(1) the amount authorized to be transferred; 
(2) the account from which such amount is 

authorized to be transferred; and 
(3) the account to which such amount is au­

thorized to be trans! erred. 
(c) CONDITION ON DETAILING PERSONNEL.­

Personnel of the Department of Defense may not 
be detailed to another department or agency in 
order to implement the National Drug Control 
Strategy unless the Secretary of Defense cer­
tifies to Congress that the detail of such person­
nel is in the national security interest of the 
United States. 

(d) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER LAW.-A provi­
sion of law may not be construed as modifying 
or superseding the provisions of subsection (b) 
or (c) unless that provision o[-law-

(1) specifically refers to this section; and 
(2) specifically states that such provision of 

law modifies or supersedes the provisions of sub­
section (b) or (c), as the case may be. 
SEC. 1012. OFFICIAL IMMUNITY FOR AUTHORIZED 

EMPLOYEES AND AGENTS OF THE 
UNITED STATES AND FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES ENGAGED IN INTERDIC­
TION OF AIRCRAFT USED IN ILLICIT 
DRUG TRAFFICKING. 

(a) EMPLOYEES AND AGENTS OF FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES.-Notwithstanding any other provi­
sion of law, it shall not be unlawful for author­
ized employees or agents of a foreign country 
(including members of the armed forces of that 
country) to interdict or attempt to interdict an 
aircraft in that country's territory or airspace 
if-

(1) that aircraft is reasonably suspected to be 
primarily engaged in illicit drug trafficking; and 

(2) the President of the United States, before 
the interdiction occurs, has determined with re­
spect to that country that-

( A) interdiction is necessary because of the ex­
traordinary threat posed by illicit drug traf fick­
ing to the national security of that country; and 

(B) the country has appropriate procedures in 
place to protect against innocent loss of Zif e in 
the air and on the ground in connection with 
interdiction, which shall at a minimum include 
effective means to identify and warn an aircraft 
before the use of force directed against the air­
craft. 

(b) EMPLOYEES AND AGENTS OF THE UNITED 
ST ATES.-Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, it shall not be unlawful for authorized 
employees or agents of the United States (in­
cluding members of the Armed Forces of the 
United States) to provide assistance for the 
interdiction actions off oreign countries author­
ized under subsection (a). The provision of such 
assistance shall not give rise to any civil action 
seeking money damages or any other farm of re­
lief against the United States or its employees or 
agents (including members of the Armed Forces 
of the United States). 

(c) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this section: 
(1) The terms "interdict" and "interdiction", 

with respect to an aircraft, mean to damage, 
render inoperative, or destroy the aircraft. 

(2) The term "illicit drug trafficking" means 
illicit trafficking in narcotic drugs, psychotropic 
substances, and other controlled substances, as 
such activities are described by any inter­
national narcotics control agreement to which 
the United States is a signatory, or by the do­
mestic law of the country in whose territory or 
airspace the interdiction is occurring. 

(3) The term "assistance" includes oper­
ational, training, intelligence, logistical, tech­
nical, and administrative assistance. 
SEC. 1013. REPORT ON STATUS OF DEFENSE RAN­

DOM DRUG TESTING PROGRAM. 
Not later than six months after the date of the 

enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to Congress a report describing the 
policy and procedures under which the Armed 
Forces conduct random drug testing of members 
of the Armed Forces, the frequency of such test­
ing, and the number of members annually re­
quired to submit to such testing. The report 
shall describe any changes that were made to 
such policy or procedures, or to the frequency of 
such testing, during the one-year period ending 
on the date of the enactment of this Act. 

Subtitle C-Naval Vessels and Related 
Matters 

SEC. 1021. TRANSFER OF USNS MAURY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary of the Navy 

shall transfer the USNS Maury (T AGS-39) to 
the Department of Transportation for assign­
ment as a training ship to the California Mari­
time Academy at Vallejo, California. The trans­
fer shall be made on the date of the decommis­
sioning of that vessel. 

(b) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-(]) In carrying 
out subsection (a), the Secretary shall deliver 
the vessel-

( A) at the place where the vessel is located on 
the date of the conveyance; 

(B) in its condition on that date; and 
(C) at no cost to the United States. 
(2) The Secretary may require such additional 

terms and conditions in connection with the 
transfer authorized by this section as the Sec­
retary considers appropriate. 

· SEC. 1022. TRANSFER OF OBSOLETE VESSEL USS 
GUADALCANAL. 

(a) AUTHORITY.-Notwithstanding subsections 
(a) and (d) of section 7306 of title 10, United 
States Code, but subject to subsections (b) and 
(c) of that section, upon the decommissioning of 
the USS Guadalcanal ( LPH-7), the Secretary of 
the Navy may transfer the USS Guadalcanal to 
the not-for-profit organization Intrepid Museum 
Foundation, New York, New York. 

(b) LIMITATION.-The transfer authorized by 
section (a) may be made only if the Secretary 
determines that the vessel USS Guadalcanal is 
of no further use to the United States for na­
tional security purposes. 

(c) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The Secretary 
may require such terms and conditions in con­
nection with the transfer authorized by this sec­
tion as the Secretary considers appropriate. 
SEC. 1023. MARITIME PREPOSITIONING SHIP PRO· 

GRAM ENHANCEMENT. 
Section 2218(!) of title 10, United States Code, 

shall not apply in the case of the purchase of 
three ships for the purpose of enhancing Marine 
Corps prepositioning ship squadrons. 

Subtitle D-POWIMIA Matters 
SEC. 1031. ASSISTANCE TO FAMILY MEMBERS OF 

KOREAN CONFUCT AND COLD WAR 
POW/MIAS WHO REMAIN UNAC· 
COUNTED FOR. 

(a) SINGLE POINT OF CONTACT.-The Secretary 
of Defense shall designate an official of the De­
partment of Defense to serve as a single point of 
contact within the department-

(1) for the immediate family members (or their 
designees) of any unaccounted-for Korean con­
flict POW/MIA; and 

(2) for the immediate family members (or their 
designees) of any unaccounted-for Cold War 
POW/MIA. 

(b) FUNCTIONS.-The official designated under 
subsection (a) shall serve as a liaison between 
the family members of unaccounted-for Korean 
conflict POW!M/As and unaccounted-for Cold 
War POW!M/As and the Department of Defense 
and other Federal departments and agencies 
that may hold information that may relate to 
such POWIM/As. The functions of that official 
shall include assisting family members-

(]) with the procedures the family members 
may follow in their search for information about 
the unaccounted-for Korean conflict POW/MIA 
or unaccounted-for Cold War POW/MIA, as the 
case may be; 

(2) in learning where they may locate inf or­
mation about the unaccounted-for POW/MIA; 
and 

(3) in learning how and where to identify 
classified records that contain pertinent inf or-
mation and that will be declassified. , 

(C) ASSISTANCE IN OBTAINING DECLASSIFICA­
TION.-The official designated under subsection 
(a) shall seek to obtain the rapid declassifica­
tion of any relevant classified records that are 
identified. 

(d) REPOSITORY.-The official designated 
under subsection (a) shall provide all documents 
relating to unaccounted-for Korean conflict 
POWIM/As and unaccounted-for Cold War 
POW!M/As that are located as a result of the of­
ficial's efforts to the National Archives and 
Records Administration, which shall locate them 
in a centralized repository. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this section: 
(1) The term " unaccounted-for Korean con­

flict POW/MIA" means a member of the Armed 
Forces or civilian employee of the United States 
who, as a result of service during the Korean 
conflict, was at any time classified as a prisoner 
of war or missing-in-action and whose person or 
remains have not been returned to United States 
control and who remains unaccounted for. 

(2) The term "unaccounted-for Cold War 
POW/MIA" means a member of the Armed 
Forces or civilian employee of the United States 
who, as a result of service during the period 
from September 2, 1945, to August 21, 1991, was 
at any time classified as a prisoner of war or 
missing-in-action and whose person or remains 
have not been returned to United States control 
and who remains unaccounted for. 

(3) The term "Korean conflict" has the mean­
ing given such term in section 101(9) of title 38, 
United States Code. 
SEC. 1032. REQUIREMENT FOR SECRETARY OF DE­

FENSE TO SUBMIT RECOMMENDA· 
TIONS ON CERTAIN PROVISIONS OF 
LAW CONCERNING MISSING PER­
SONS. 

(a) REVIEW.-The Secretary of Defense shall 
conduct a review of the provisions of chapter JO 
of title 37, United States Code, relating to miss­
ing persons. 

(b) REPORT.-Not later than 180 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to Congress a report containing the 
Secretary's recommendations as to whether 
those provisions of law should be amended. 

(c) CONSULTATION.-The review under sub­
section (a) shall be carried out in consultation 
with the Secretaries of the military departments. 
SEC. 1033. CONTACT BETWEEN THE DEPARTMENT 

OF DEFENSE AND THE MINISTRY OF 
NATIONAL DEFENSE OF CHINA ON 
POW/MIA ISSUES. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 
findings: 

(1) The Select Committee on POW/MIA Affairs 
of the Senate, in its final report, dated January 
13, 1993, concluded-
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(A) that "many American POWs had been 

held in China during the Korean conflict and 
that foreign POW camps in both China and 
North Korea were run by Chinese officials"; and 

(B) that " given the fact that only 26 Army 
and 15 Air Force personnel returned from China 
following the war, the committee can now firmly 
conclude that the People 's Republic of China 
surely has information on the fate of other un­
accounted for American POWs from the Korean 
conflict.··. 

(2) The Select Committee on POW/MIA Affairs 
recommended in that report that "the Depart­
ment of State and Defense form a POW/MIA 
task force on China similar to Task Force Rus­
sia. " . 

(3) Neither the Department of Defense nor the 
Department of State has held substantive dis­
cussions with officials from the People's Repub­
lic of China concerning unaccounted for Amer­
ican prisoners of war of the Korean conflict. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that the Secretary of Defense should 
establish contact with officials of the Ministry 
of Defense of the People's Republic of China re­
garding unresolved issues relating to American 
prisoners of war and American personnel miss­
ing in action as a result of the Korean conflict. 
SEC. 1034. INFORMATION CONCERNING UNAC· 

COUNTED FOR UNITED STATES PER· 
SONNEL OF THE VIETNAM CON· 
FUCT. 

(a) REQUIREMENT.-Not later than 45 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to Congress a 
report containing the information specified in 
subsection (b) pertaining to United States per­
sonnel involved in the Vietnam conflict who re­
main not accounted for. 

(b) REQUIRED INFORMATION.-The information 
to be provided in the report under subsection (a) 
is as fallows: 

(1) A complete listing by name of all such per­
sonnel about whom it is possible that officials of 
the Socialist Republic of Vietnam can produce 
additional information or remains that could 
lead to the maximum possible accounting for 
those personnel, as determined on the basis of 
all information available to the United States 
Government. 

(2) A complete listing by name of all such per­
sonnel about whom it is possible that officials of 
the Lao People's Democratic Republic can 
produce additional information or remains that 
could lead to the maximum possible accounting 
for those personnel, as determined on the basis 
of all information available to the United States 
Government. 
SEC. 1035. REPORT ON POW/MIA MA7TERS CON­

CERNING NORTH KOREA 
(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 

findings: 
(1) The Select Committee on POW/MIA Affairs 

of the Senate concluded in its final report, dated 
January 13, 1993, that "it is likely that a large 
number of possible MIA remains can be repatri­
ated and several records and documents on un­
accounted for POW's and MIA's can be pro­
vided from North Korea once a joint working 
level commission is set up under the leadership 
of the United States.". 

(2) The S~lect Committee recommended in such 
report that " the Departments of State and De­
fense take immediate steps to farm this commis­
sion through the United Nations Command at 
Panmunjom, Korea" and that the "commission 
should have a strictly humanitarian mission 
and should not be tied to political developments 
on the Korean peninsula.". 

(3) In August 1993, the United States and 
North Korea entered into an agreement concern­
ing the repatriation of remains of United States 
personnel. 

(4) The establishment of a joint working level 
commission with North Korea could enhance the 

prospects for results under the August 1993 
agreement. 

(b) REPORT.-The Secretary of Defense shall, 
at the end of January and September of 1995, 
submit a report to Congress on the status of ef­
forts to obtain information from North Korea 
concerning United States personnel involved in 
the Korean conflict who remain not accounted 
for and to obtain from North Korea any remains 
of such personnel. 

(c) COMMISSION.-The President shall give se­
rious consideration to establishing a joint work­
ing level commission with North Korea, consist­
ent with the recommendations of the Select 
Committee on POW/MIA Affairs of the Senate 
set forth in the final report of the committee, 
dated January 13, 1993, to resolve the remaining 
issues relating to United States personnel who 
became prisoners of war or missing in action 
during the Korean conflict. 

SEC. 1036. DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION CON· 
CERNING UNACCOUNTED FOR UNIT­
ED STATES PERSONNEL FROM THE 
KOREAN CONFUCT, THE VIETNAM 
ERA, AND THE COLD WAR. 

Section 1082 of the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 (Pub­
lic Law 102-190; 50 U.S.C. 401 note) is amend­
ed-

(1) in subsection (a), by striking out para­
graph (2) and inserting in lieu thereof the fol­
lowing: 

"(2) Paragraph (1) applies to any record , live­
sighting report , or other information in the cus­
tody of the official custodian ref erred to in sub­
section (d)(3) that may pertain to the location, 
treatment, or condition of (A) United States per­
sonnel who remain not accounted for as a result 
of service in the Armed Forces or other Federal 
Government service during the Korean conflict, 
the Vietnam era, or the Cold War , or (B) their 
remains."; 

(2) in subsection (c)-
(A) by striking out the first sentence in para­

graph (1) and inserting in lieu thereof the fol­
lowing: "In the case of records or other informa­
tion originated by the Department of Defense, 
the official custodian shall make such records 
and other information available to the public 
pursuant to this section not later than Septem­
ber 30, 1995. "; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking out "after 
March 1, 1992,"; and 

(C) in paragraph (3), by striking out "a Viet­
nam-era POW/MIA who may still be alive in 
Southeast Asia," and inserting in lieu thereof 
"any United States personnel referred to in sub­
section (a)(2) who remain not accounted for but 
who may still be alive in captivity, " ; 

(3) by striking out subsection (d) and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: 

"(d) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this sec­
tion: 

"(1) The terms 'Korean conflict' and 'Vietnam 
era' have the meanings given those terms in sec­
tion 101 of title 38, United States Code. 

"(2) The term 'Cold War' means the period 
from the end of World War II to the beginning 
of the Korean conflict and the period from the 
end of the Korean conflict to the beginning of 
the Vietnam era. 

"(3) The term 'official custodian' means-
" ( A) in the case of records, reports, and infor­

mation relating to the Korean conflict or the 
Cold War, the Archivist of the United States; 
and 

" (B) in the case of records, reports, and infor­
mation relating to the Vietnam era, the Sec­
retary of Defense."; and 

(4) by striking out the section heading and in­
serting: 

"SEC. 1082. DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION CON­
CERNING UNACCOUNTED FOR UNIT­
ED STATES PERSONNEL OF THE 
COLD WAR, THE KOREAN CONFUCT, 
AND THE VIETNAM ERA.". 

Subtifle E-Miscellaneous Reporting 
Requirements 

SEC. 1041. ANNUAL REPORT ON DENIAL, REVOCA­
TION, AND SUSPENSION OF SECU­
RITY CLEARANCES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to Congress, not later than 90 days 
after the close of each of fiscal years 1995 
through 2000, a report concerning the denial, 
revocation, or suspension of security clearances 
for Department of Defense military and civilian 
personnel, and for Department of Defense con­
tractor employees, for that fiscal year. 

(b) MATTER To BE INCLUDED IN REPORT.-The 
Secretary shall include in each such report the 
fallowing information with respect to the fiscal 
year covered by the report (shown separately for 
members of the Armed Forces, civilian officers 
and employees of the Department of Defense, 
and employees of contractors of the Department 
of Defense) : 

(1) The number of denials, revocations, and 
suspensions of a security clearance, including 
clearance for special access programs and for 
sensitive compartmented information. 

(2) For cases involving the denial or revoca­
tion of a security clearance, the average period 
from the date of the initial determination and 
notification to the individual concerned of the 
denial or revocation of the clearance to the date 
of the final determination of the denial or rev­
ocation, as well as the shortest and longest pe­
riod in such cases. 

(3) For cases involving the suspension of a se­
curity clearance, the average period from the 
date of the initial determination and notifica­
tion to the individual concerned of the suspen­
sion of the clearance to the date of the final de­
termination of the suspension , as well as the 
shortest and longest period of such cases. 

(4) The number of cases in which a security 
clearance was suspended in which the resolu­
tion of the matter was the restoration of the se­
curity clearance, and the average period for 
such suspensions. 

(5) The number of cases (shown only for mem­
bers of the Armed Forces and civilian officers 
and employees of the Department of Defense) in 
which an individual who had a security clear­
ance denied or revoked remained a member of 
the Armed Forces or a civilian officer or em­
ployee, as the case may be, at the end of the fis­
cal year. 

(6) The number of cases in which an individ­
ual who had a security clearance suspended, 
and in which no final determination had been 
made, remained a member of the Armed Forces, 
a civilian officer or employee, or an employee of 
a contractor, as the case may be, at the end of 
the fiscal year. 

(7) The number of cases in which an appeal 
was made from a final determination to deny or 
revoke a security clearance and, of those, the 
number in which the appeal resulted in the 
granting or restoration of the security clear­
ance. 
SEC. 1042. RePORT ON USE OF LOW-ENRICHED 

URANIUM AS FUEL FOR NAVAL NU­
CLEAR REACTORS. 

(a) REQUIREMENT OF REPORT.-Not later than 
June 1, 1995, the Secretary of the Navy shall 
submit to the Committees on Armed Services of 
the Senate and House of Representatives a re­
port on the use of low-enriched uranium (in­
stead of highly-enriched uranium) as fuel for 
naval nuclear reactors. 

(b) CONTENTS OF REPORT.-The report shall 
include an assessment of the following : 

(1) The advantages and disadvantages of the 
use of low-enriched uranium (instead of highly-
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enriched uranium) as fuel for naval nuclear re­
actors. 

(2) The effects of such use on the following: 
(A) Operating performance, ship displace­

ment, and reactor core life, including the full 
range of plausible trade-offs among operating 
performance, ship displacement, and reactor 
core life that may result from such use. 

(B) Construction costs and operating costs. 
(C) Naval fuel cycles. 
(D) Policies of the United States for the non­

proliferation of nuclear weapons, including the 
proposal of the President for a global ban on the 
production of fissile materials for weapons. 

(3) The implications of such use fO'I' current 
and future United States nuclear-powered naval 
vessels. 

(4) The complexity and effectiveness of safe­
guards under naval fuel cycles for low-enriched 
uranium in relation to the complexity and ef fec­
tiveness of safeguards under naval fuel cycles 
for highly-enriched uranium. 

(5) The risk of theft or diversion of low-en­
riched uranium under naval fuel cycles for low­
enriched uranium in relation to the risk of theft 
or diversion of highly-enriched uranium under 
naval fuel cycles for highly-enriched uranium. 

(6) The potential savings that might be 
achieved, and the potential additional costs that 
might be incurred, as a result of the use of low­
enriched uranium instead of highly-enriched 
uranium as fuel for naval nuclear reactors. 

(7) Any additional information that the Sec­
retary of the Navy considers to be appropriate. 
Subtitle F-Congressional Findings, Policies, 

Commendations, and Commemorations 
SEC. 1051. SENSE OF CONGRESS CONCERNING 

COMMENDATION OF INDIVIDUALS 
EXPOSED TO MUSTARD AGENTS 
DURING WORLD WAR II TESTING AC­
TIVITIES. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that the Secretary of Defense should 
issue to each individual described in subsection 
(b) a commendation in honorary recognition of 
the individual's special service, loyalty, and 
contribution to the United States. 

(b) COVERED INDIV/DUALS.-lndividuals re­
ferred to in subsection (a) are those individuals 
who, as members of the Armed Forces or employ­
ees of the Department of War during World War 
II, were exposed (without their knowledge or 
consent) to mustard agents in connection with 
testing performed by the Department of War 
during that war. 

(c) NOTIFICATION OF EXPOSURE.-The Sec­
retary of Defense shall notify each surviving in­
dividual described in subsection (b) of-

(1) the exposure described in subsection (b); 
(2) the possible health effects of the exposure 

that are known to the Secretary; and 
(3) the likely options available to the individ­

ual for medical treatment for any adverse health 
effects resulting from the exposure. 

(d) FURNISHING OF INFORMATION TO SEC­
RETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS.-The Secretary 
of Defense shall provide to the Secretary of Vet­
erans Affairs any information of the Depart­
ment of Defense regarding the exposure de­
scribed in subsection (b), including the names of 
the individuals described in subsection (b). 
SEC. 1052. USS INDIANAPOUS (CA-35): GAL­

LANTRY, SACRIFICE AND A DECISIVE 
MISSION TO END WW II. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 
findings: 

(1) The USS INDIANAPOLIS served the peo­
ple of the United States with valor and distinc­
tion throughout World War II in action against 
enemy forces in the Pacific Theater of Oper­
ations from 7 December 1941 to 29 July 1945. 

(2) The fast and powerful heavy cruiser with 
its courageous and capable crew, compiled an 
impressive combat record during her victorious 

forays across the battle-torn reaches of the Pa­
cific, receiving in the process ten hard-earned 
Battle Stars from the Aleutians to Okinawa. 

(3) This mighty ship repeatedly proved herself 
a swift, hard-hitting weapon of our Pacific 
Fleet, rendering invaluable service in anti-ship­
ping, shore bombardments, anti-air and inva­
sion support roles, and serving with honor and 
great distinction as Fifth Fleet Flagship under 
Admiral Raymond Spruance, USN, and Third 
Fleet Flagship under Admiral William F. Hal­
sey, USN. 

(4) This gallant ship, owing to her superior 
speed and record of accomplishment, trans­
ported the world's first operational atomic bomb 
to the Island of Tinian, accomplishing her mis­
sion at a record average speed of 29 knots. 

(5) Following the accomplishment of her mis­
sion, the INDIANAPOLIS departed Tinian for 
Guam and, thereafter, embarked from Guam for 
the Leyte Gulf where she was to join with the 
fleet assembling for the invasion of Japan. 

(6) At 0014 hours on 30 July 1945, the USS IN­
DIANAPOLIS was sunk by enemy torpedo ac­
tion. 

(7) Of the approximately 900 members of her 
crew of 1,198 officers and men who survived the 
initial torpedo attack, only 319 were eventually 
rescued because, as a result of the ship's com­
munication ability having been destroyed in the 
attack, the sinking of the USS INDIANAPOLIS 
was not discovered for five fateful days, during 
which the survivors suffered incessant shark at­
tacks, starvation, desperate thirst, and expo­
sure. 

(8) From her participation in the earliest of­
fensive actions in the Pacific in World War II to 
becoming the last capital ship lost in that con­
flict, the USS INDIANAPOLIS and her crew left 
an indelible imprint on our nation's struggle to 
eventual victory. 

(9) This selfless and outstanding performance 
of duty reflects great credit upon the ship and 
her crew, thus upholding the very highest tradi­
tions of the United States Navy. 

(b) RECOGNITION AND COMMENDATION.-Con­
gress, acting on behalf of the grateful people of 
the United States, hereby-

(1) recognizes the invaluable contributions of 
the USS INDIANAPOLIS to the ending of World 
War II; and 

(2) on the occasion of the 50th Anniversary of 
her tragic sinking, and the dedication of her 
National Memorial in Indianapolis on July 30th, 
1995, commends this gallant ship and her crew 
for selfless and heroic service to the United 
States of America. 

Subtitle G-Other Matters 
SEC. 1061. INCREASED AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT 

VOLUNTARY SERVICES. 
(a) EXPANSION OF AUTHORITY.-The text of 

section 1588 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended to read as follows: 

"(a) AUTHORITY To ACCEPT SERVICES.-Sub­
ject to subsection (b) and notwithstanding sec­
tion 1342 of title 31, the Secretary concerned 
may accept from any person the fallowing serv­
ices: 

"(1) Voluntary medical services, dental serv­
ices, nursing services, or other health-care relat­
ed services. 

" (2) Voluntary services to be provided for a 
museum or a natural resources program. 

" (3) Voluntary services to be provided for pro­
grams providing services to members of the 
armed forces and the families of such members, 
including the fallowing programs: 

"(A) Family support programs. 
"(B) Child development and youth services 

programs. 
" (C) Library and education programs. 
" (D) Religious programs. 
"(E) Housing referral programs. 
" (F) Programs providing employment assist­

ance to spouses of such members. 

"(G) Morale, welfare, and recreation pro­
grams, to the extent not covered by another sub­
paragraph of this paragraph. 

"(b) REQUIREMENTS AND L!MITATIONS.-(1) 
The Secretary concerned shall notify the person 
of the scope of the services accepted. 

''(2) With respect to a person providing vol­
untary services accepted under subsection (a), 
the Secretary concerned shall-

"( A) supervise the person to the same extent 
as the Secretary would supervise a compensated 
employee providing similar services; and 

"(B) ensure that the person is licensed, privi­
leged, has appropriate credentials, or is other­
wise qualified under applicable law or regula­
tions to provide such services. 

''(3) With respect to a person providing vol­
untary services accepted under subsection (a), 
the Secretary concerned may not-

"( A) place the person in a policy-making posi­
tion; or 

"(B) except as provided subsection (e), com­
pensate the person for the provision of such 
services. 

"(c) AUTHORITY To RECRUIT AND TRAIN PER­
SONS PROVIDING SERVICES.-The Secretary con­
cerned may recruit and train persons to provide 
voluntary services accepted under subsection 
(a). 

"(d) STATUS OF PERSONS PROVIDING SERV­
ICES.-(1) Subject to paragraph (3), while 
providing voluntary services accepted under 
subsection (a) or receiving training under sub­
section (c), a person, other than a person re­
ferred to in paragraph (2), shall be considered to 
be an employee of the Federal Government only 
for purposes of the fallowing provisions of law: 

"(A) Subchapter I of chapter 81 of title 5 (re­
lating to compensation for work-related inju­
ries). 

"(B) Section 2733 of this title and chapter 171 
of title 28 (relating to claims for damages or 
loss). 

"(C) Section 522a of title 5 (relating to mainte­
nance of records on individuals). 

"(D) Chapter 11 of title 18 (relating to con­
flicts of interest). 

"(2) Subject to paragraph (3), while providing 
a nonappropriated fund instrumentality of the 
United States with voluntary services accepted 
under subsection (a), or receiving training 
under subsection (c) to provide such an instru­
mentality with services accepted under sub­
section (a), a person shall be considered an em­
ployee of that instrumentality only for the fol­
lowing purposes: 

"(A) Subchapter II of chapter 81 of title 5 (re­
lating to compensation of nonappropriated fund 
employees for work-related injuries). 

"(B) Section 2733 of this title and chapter 171 
of title 28 (relating to claims for damages or 
loss). 

"(3) A person providing voluntary services ac­
cepted under subsection (a) shall be considered 
to be an employee of the Federal Government 
under paragraph (1) or (2) only with respect to 
services that are within the scope of the services 
so accepted. 
. "(4) For purposes of determining the com­

pensation for work-related injuries payable 
under chapter 81 of title 5 (pursuant to this sub­
section) to a person providing voluntary services 
accepted under subsection (a), the monthly pay 
of the person for such services shall be deemed 
to be the amount determined by multiplying-

"( A) the average monthly number of hours 
that the person provided the services, by 

"(BJ the minimum wage determined in accord­
ance with section 6(a)(l) of the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C. 206(a)(l)). 

"(e) REIMBURSEMENT OF INCIDENTAL Ex­
PENSES.-The Secretary concerned may provide 
for reimbursement of a person for incidental ex­
penses incurred by the person in providing vol­
untary services accepted under subsection (a). 
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The Secretary shall determine which expenses 
are eligible for reimbursement under this sub­
section. Any such reimbursement may be made 
from appropriated or nonappropriated funds.". 

(b) PILOT PROGRAM.-(1) The Secretary of De­
fense shall conduct a pilot program, for not less 
than six months, to accept voluntary services 
under the authority provided in section 1588 of 
title JO, United States Code, as amended by sub­
section (a). The purpose of the pilot program 
shall be to evaluate the policies and procedures 
of the Department of Defense for the acceptance 
of voluntary services under such section. The 
pilot program shall involve a variety of services, 
programs, and locations. 

(2) The Secretary may not accept voluntary 
services under section 1588 of title JO , United 
States Code (other than services that may have 
been accepted under such section before the 
date of the enactment of this Act), and may not 
issue regulations to implement the amendment 
to such section made by subsection (a), until 
after the termination of the pilot program. 

(3) Not later than 60 days after the termi­
nation of the pilot program, the Secretary shall 
submit to the Committees on Armed Services of 
the Senate and House of Representatives a re­
port on the results of the pilot program. 

(C) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Section 817J(a) 
of title 5, United States Code, is amended by in­
serting " , or to a volunteer providing such an 
instrumentality with services accepted under 
section 1588 of title 10," after "described by sec­
tion 2105(c) of this title". 
SEC. 1062. CIVIL AIR PATROL. 

(a) PROVISION OF FUNDS.-Subsection (b) of 
section 9441 of title JO, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (8), (9), (10), 
and (11) as paragraphs (9), (10), (11), and (12), 
respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (7) the fallow­
ing new paragraph (8) : 

"(8) provide funds for the national head­
quarters of the Civil Air Patrol, including funds 
for the payment of staff compensation and bene­
fits , administrative expenses, travel, per diem 
and allowances, rent and utilities, and other 
operational expenses;". 

(b) LiAISONS.-Such section is further amend­
ed by adding at the end the fallowing new sub­
section: 

"(d)(l) The Secretary of the Air Force may 
authorize the Civil Air Patrol to employ. as ad­
ministrators and liaison officers, persons retired 
from service in the Air Force whose qualifica­
tions are approved under regulations prescribed 
by the Secretary and who request such employ­
ment. 

''(2) A person employed pursuant to para­
graph (1) may receive the person's retired pay 
and an additional amount for such employment 
that is not more than the difference between the 
person's retired pay and the pay and allow­
ances the person would be entitled to receive if 
ordered to active duty in the grade in which the 
person retired from service in the Air Force. The 
additional amount shall be paid to the Civil Air 
Patrol by the Secretary from funds appropriated 
for that purpose. 

' '(3) A person employed pursuant to para­
graph (1) may not, while so employed, be con­
sidered to be on active duty or inactive-duty 
training for any purpose.". 
SEC. 1063. PROHIBITION ON THE PURCHASE OF 

SURETY BONDS AND OTHER GUAR· 
ANTEES FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE. 

(a) PROHJBITION.-Subchapter I of chapter 134 
of title 10, United States Code, as amended by 
section 372, is further amended by adding at the 
end the following new section: 
"§2248. Purchase of surety bonds: prohibition 

" Funds appropriated or otherwise made avail­
. able to the Department of Defense for fiscal 

years 1995 through 1999 may not be obligated or 
expended for the purchase of surety bonds or 
other guarantees of financial responsibility in 
order to guarantee the performance of any di­
rect function of the Department of Defense.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec­
tions at the beginning of such subchapter is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new item: 
"2248. Purchase of surety bonds: prohibition.". 
SEC. 1064. REVISION OF AUTHORITY FOR USE OF 

NAVY INSTALLATIONS TO PROVIDE 
PRERELEASE EMPLOYMENT TRAIN­
ING TO NONVIOLENT OFFENDERS IN 
STATE PENAL SYSTEMS. 

(a) SOURCES OF TRAINING.-Subsection (b) of 
section 1374 of the National Defense Authoriza­
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-
160; J07 Stat. 1821; 10 U.S.C. 5013 note) is 
amended-

(]) by striking out the subsection caption and 
inserting in lieu thereof "SOURCES OF TRAIN­
ING.-"; and 

(2) by inserting before the period at the end 
the following: "or may provide such training di­
rectly at such installations by agreement with 
the State concerned". 

(b) LIABILITY AND INDEMNIFICATION.-Sub­
section (e) of such section is amended to read as 
follows: 

"(e) LIABILITY AND /NDEMNIFICATION.-(1) 
The Secretary may not enter into a cooperative 
agreement under subsection (b) with a nonprofit 
organization for the participation of that orga­
nization in the demonstration project unless the 
agreement includes provisions that the nonprofit 
organization shall-

"( A) be liable for any loss or damage to Fed­
eral Government property that may result from, 
or in connection with, the provision of 
prerelease employment training by the organiza­
tion under the demonstration project; and 

"(B) hold harmless and indemnify the United 
States from and against any suit, claim, de­
mand, action, or liability arising out of any 
claim for personal injury or property damage 
that may result from or in connection with the 
demonstration project. 

''(2) The Secretary may not enter into an 
agreement under subsection (b) with the State 
concerned for the provision of prerelease em­
ployment training directly by the Secretary un­
less the agreement with the State concerned in­
cludes provisions that the State shall-

"( A) be liable for any loss or damage to Fed­
eral Government property that may result from, 
or in connection with, the provision of the 
training except to the extent that the loss or 
damage results from a wrongful act or omission 
of Federal Government personnel; and 

"(B) hold harmless and indemnify the United 
States from and against any suit, claim, de­
mand, action, or liability arising out of any 
claim for personal injury or property damage 
that may result from, or in connection with, the 
provision of the training except to the extent 
that the personal injury or property damage re­
sults from a wrongful act or omission of Federal 
Government personnel.". 
SEC. 1065. DEMONSTRATION PROJECT FOR USE 

OF ARMY INSTALLATIONS TO PRO­
VIDE PRERELEASE EMPLOYMENT 
TRAINING TO NONVIOLENT OFFEND· 
ERS IN STATE PENAL SYSTEMS. 

(a) DEMONSTRATION PROJECT AUTHORIZED.­
The Secretary of the Army may conduct a dem­
onstration project to test the feasibility of using 
Army facilities to provide employment training 
to nonviolent offenders in a State penal system 
before their release from incarceration. The 
demonstration project shall be limited to not 
more than three military installations under the 
jurisdiction of the Secretary. 

(b) SOURCES OF TRAINING.-The Secretary may 
enter into a cooperative agreement with one or 

more private, nonprofit organizations for pur­
poses of providing at the military installations 
included in the demonstration project the 
prerelease employment training authorized 
under subsection (a) or may provide such train­
ing directly at such installations by agreement 
with the State concerned. 

(c) USE OF FACILITIES.-Under a cooperative 
agreement entered into under subsection (b), the 
Secretary may lease or otherwise make available 
to a nonprofit organization participating in the 
demonstration project at a military installation 
included in the demonstration project any real 
property or facilities at the installation that the 
Secretary considers to be appropriate for use to 
provide the prerelease employment training au­
thorized under subsection (a). Notwithstanding 
section 2667(b)(4) of title JO, United States Code, 
the use of such real property or facilities may be 
permitted with or without reimbursement. 

(d) ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICES.-Notwithstand­
ing section 1342 of title 31, United States Code, 
the Secretary may accept voluntary services pro­
vided by persons participating in the prerelease 
employment training authorized under sub­
section (a). 

(e) LIABILITY AND INDEMNIFICATION.-(]) The 
Secretary may not enter into a cooperative 
agreement under subsection (b) with a nonprofit 
organization for the participation of that orga­
nization in the demonstration project unless the 
agreement includes provisions that the nonprofit 
organization shall-

( A) be liable for any loss or damage to Federal 
Government property that may result from, or in 
connection with, the provision of prerelease em­
ployment training by the organization under the 
demonstration project; and 

(B) hold harmless and indemnify the United 
States from and against any suit, claim, de­
mand, action, or liability arising out of any 
claim for personal injury or property damage 
that may result from or in connection with the 
demonstration project. 

(2) The Secretary may not enter into an agree­
ment under subsection (b) with the State con­
cerned for the provision of prerelease employ­
ment training directly by the Secretary unless 
the agreement with the State concerned includes 
provisions that the State shall-

( A) be liable for any loss or damage to Federal 
Government property that may result from, or in 
connection with, the provision of the training 
except to the extent that the loss or damage re­
sults from a wrongful act or omission of Federal 
Government personnel; and 

(B) hold harmless and indemnify the United 
States from and against any suit, claim, de­
mand, action, or liability arising out of any 
claim for personal injury or property damage 
that may result from, or in connection with, the 
provision of the training except to the extent 
that the personal injury or property damage re­
sults from a wrongful act or omission of Federal 
Government personnel. 

(f) REPORT.-Not later than two years after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec­
retary shall submit to Congress a report evaluat­
ing the success of the demonstration project and 
containing such recommendations with regard 
to the termination , continuation, or expansion 
of the demonstration project as the Secretary 
considers appropriate. 
SEC. 1066. INTERAGENCY PLACEMENT PROGRAM 

FOR FEDERAL EMPLOYEES AF­
FECTED BY REDUCTIONS IN FORCE. 

(a) STUDY AND REPORT.-(1) The Director of 
the Office of Personnel Management shall con­
duct a study on the feasibility of establishing a 
mandatory interagency placement program for 
Federal employees affected by reductions in 
force. 

(2) For purposes of paragraph (1), an inter­
agency placement program is a program that 
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provides a system to require the offering of a po­
sition in an agency to an employee of another 
agency affected by a reduction in force if-

( A) the position cannot be filled through a 
placement program of the agency in which the 
position is located; 

(B) the employee to whom the offer is made is 
qualified for the offered position; and 

(C) the geographic location of the offered po­
sition is within the commuting area of-

(i) the residence of the employee; or 
(ii) the employee's present or last-held posi­

tion. 
(3) The Director shall carry out this sub­

section in consultation with the Secretary of De­
fense. 

(4) The Director shall seek comments from the 
heads of all appropriate Federal agencies in 
conducting the study required by paragraph (1). 

(5) Not later than six months after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Director shall 
submit to Congress a report on the results of the 
study required by paragraph (1) and on any ac­
tion taken by the Director under subsection (b). 

(b) AGREEMENTS TO ESTABLISH INTERAGENCY 
PLACEMENT PROGRAM.-(1) The Director may es­
tablish a Government-wide interagency place­
ment program for Federal employees affected by 
reductions in force if, during the 6-month period 
beginning on the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Director, in consultation with the Sec­
retary of Defense, determines that such a pro­
gram is feasible. To carry out the program, the 
Director may enter into an agreement with the 
head of each agency that agrees to participate 
in the program. If the Director establishes a pro­
gram under this subsection, it is not necessary 
that the program be an interagency placement 
program within the meaning of subsection 
(a)(2). 

(2) If the Director establishes a program pur­
suant to paragraph (1), the report required by 
subsection (a)(5) shall identify each agency that 
does not agree to participate in the program and 
the reasons of the head of that agency for not 
agreeing to participate. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this section: 
(1) The term "agency" means an Executive 

agency as defined in section 105 of title 5, Unit­
ed States Code, except that such term does not 
include the General Accounting Office. 

(2) The term "Federal employees affected by 
reductions in force" means Federal employees 
who are separated, or are scheduled to be sepa­
rated, from service under a reduction in force 
pursuant to-

( A) regulations prescribed under section 3502 
of title 5, United States Code; or 

(B) procedures established under section 3595 
of such title. 
SEC. 1067. NATIONAL MUSEUM OF HEALTH AND 

MEDICINE. 
(a) PURPOSE.-It is the purpose of this sec­

tion-
(1) to display and interpret the collections of 

the Armed Forces Institute of Pathology cur­
rently located at Walter Reed Medical Center; 

(2) to designate the public facility of the 
Armed Forces Institute of Pathology as the Na­
tional Museum of Health and Medicine; and 

(3) to designate a site for the relocation of the 
public facility of the National Museum of 
lf ealth and Medicine so that it may serve as a 
central resource of instruction about, and be in­
volved in, the critical health issues which 
confront all American citizens. 

(b) DESIGNATION AND SITE OF FACILITY.-The 
public facility of the Armed Forces Institute of 
Pathology-

(1) shall also be known as the National Mu­
seum of Health and Medicine; and 

(2) shall be located on or near the Mall on 
land owned by the Federal Government or the 
District of Columbia (or both) in the District of 
Columbia. 

(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.-Nothing in this 
section shall be construed as limiting the au­
thority or responsibilities of the National Cap­
ital Planning Commission or the Commission of 
Fine Arts. 

(d) DEFINITION.-As used in this section, the 
term "the Mall" means-

(1) the land designated as "Union Square", 
United States Reservation 6A; and 

(2) the land designated as the "Mall", United 
States Reservations 3, 4, 5, and 6. 

(e) SENSE OF THE CONGRESS.-
(1) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 

findings: 
(A) The National Museum of Health and Med­

icine Foundation, Inc. (a private, nonprofit or­
ganization having for its primary purpose the 
relocation to the Mall and revitalization of the 
National Museum of Health and Medicine), the 
Armed Forces Institute of Pathology, and the 
Public Health Service have jointly supported 
planning to relocate the Museum to a site on 
land that is located east of and adjacent to the 
Hubert H. Humphrey Building (100 Independ­
ence Avenue, Southwest, in the District of Co­
lumbia). 

(B) The National Museum of Health and Med­
icine Foundation, Inc., is deserving of the en­
couragement and support of the American peo­
ple in its effort to relocate the National Museum 
of Health and Medicine to a site on land that is 
located east of and adjacent to the Hubert H. 
Humphrey Building, and in its effort to raise 
funds for a revitalized Museum to inspire in­
creasing numbers of Americans to lead healthy 
lives through improved public understanding of 
health and the medical sciences. 

(2) LOCATION.-lt is the sense of Congress 
that, subject to appropriate approvals by the 
National Capital Planning Commission and the 
Commission of Fine Arts, the National Museum 
of Health and Medicine should be relocated to a 
site on land that is located east of and adjacent 
to the Hubert H. Humphrey Building for the 
purpose of educating the American public con­
cerning health and the medical sciences. 
SEC. 1068. ASSIGNMENTS OF EMPLOYEES BE­

TWEEN FEDERAL AGENCIES AND 
FEDERALLY FUNDED RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT CENTERS. 

(a) AUTHORITY.-Section 3371(4) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended-

(1) by striking out "or" at the end of subpara­
graph (B); 
· (2) by striking out the period at the end of 

subparagraph (C) and inserting in lieu thereof 
";or"; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

"(D) a federally funded research and develop­
ment center.". 

(b) PROVISIONS GOVERNING ASSIGNMENTS.­
Section 3372 of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new subsection: 

"(e) Under regulations prescribed pursuant to 
section 3376 of this title-

"(1) an assignment of an employee of a Fed­
eral agency to another organization or an insti­
tution of higher education, and an employee so 
assigned, shall be treated in the same way as an 
assignment of an employee of a Federal agency 
to a State or local government, and an employee 
so assigned, is treated under the provisions of 
this subchapter governing an assignment of an 
employee of a Federal agency to a State or local 
government, except that the rate of pay of an 
employee assigned to a federally funded re­
search and development center may not exceed 
the rate of pay that such employee would be 
paid for continued service in the position in the 
Federal agency from which assigned; and 

"(2) an assignment of an employee of another 
organization or an institution of higher edu­
cation to a Federal agency, and an employee so 

assigned, shall be treated in the same way as an 
assignment of an employee of a State or local 
government to a Federal agency, and an em­
ployee so assigned, is treated under the provi­
sions of this subchapter governing an assign­
ment of an employee of a State or local govern­
ment _to a Federal agency.". 
SEC. 1069. REVIEW OF THE BOTTOM UP REVIEW 

AND THE FUTURE YEAR DEFENSE 
PROGRAM AND ESTABLISHMENT OF 
NEW FUNDING REQUIREMENTS AND 
PRIORITIES. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress finds as follows: 
(1) United States defense policy is to maintain 

the capability to fight and win two major re­
gional contingencies nearly simultaneously. 

(2) The Secretary of Defense conducted the 
Bottom Up Review during 1993 to structure the 
Armed Forces for the Post-Cold War period. 

(3) The United States military force structure 
has shrunk dramatically since the 1991 Persian 
Gulf War and some critical force enhancements 
will not be deployed for several years. 

(4) The Secretary of Defense (in testimony be­
fore the Committee on Armed Services of the 
Senate on February 2, 1994) stated that under 
current inflation assumptions the Department of 
Defense's Future Years Defense Program in­
cludes approximately $20,000,000,000 more in 
program funding requests for fiscal years 1996 
through 1999 than the defense funding levels 
projected for the President's budget for those 
years. 

(5) The Secretary of the Navy (in testimony 
before the Committee on Armed Services of the 
Senate on March 8, 1994) stated that by 1999 the 
Department of the Navy will operate only 330 
ships, rather than the 346 ships projected in the 
report on the Bottom Up Review. 

(6) The Secretary of Defense, in his January 
1994 Annual Report to the President and Con­
gress, reported that the Air Force will field ap­
proximately 100 heavy bombers, rather than the 
"up to 184" assumed in the report on the Bot­
tom Up Review. 

(7) The plans of the Department of Defense 
for a major regional contingency in the Far East 
call for up to 5 Army divisions and the plans for 
a major regional contingency in Southwest Asia 
call for up to 7 Army divisions, while the report 
on the Bottom Up Review plans for an Army of 
10 active divisions and at least 15 enhanced­
readiness Army National Guard brigades. 

(8) The President's budget for fiscal year 1995 
assumes the Department of Defense will save at 
least $6,000,000,000 from procurement reform. 

(9) The first and second rounds of the Base 
Realignment and Closure Commission have not 
yet achieved the level of savings initially esti­
mated, and the 1995 base closure round may cost 
significantly more than is assumed in the Presi­
dent's budget. 

(10) United States forces are presently in­
volved in humanitarian relief efforts in or 
around Rwanda, in a number of air and mari­
time operations relating to the United Nations 
operations in Bosnia, and in a variety of oper­
ations relating to Iraq, Haiti, Somalia, and 
Macedonia. 

(11) United States forces may be called upon 
in the future to conduct additional humani­
tarian and relief missions. 

(12) United States forces may be called upon 
to conduct even more significant operations to 
enforce a peace agreement in Bosnia and to fa­
cilitate the departure from Haiti of the military 
leadership. 

(13) Many of the forces that are participating 
in these other-than-war or nontraditional oper­
ations would be required early on in the event 
of one or more major regional contingencies. 

(14) There are inevitable tradeoffs among 
spending on force structure, readiness, mod­
ernization, personnel, pay, and quality of life. 
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(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-ln light Of the find­

ings in subsection (a), it is the sense of Congress 
that-

(1) within 30 days after enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense should initiate a review 
of the assumptions and conclusions of the Presi­
dent's budget, the report on the Bottom Up Re­
view, and the Future Years Defense Program, 
such review to include consideration of the var­
ious other-than-war or nontraditional oper­
ations in which the United States forces are or 
may be participating; 

(2) not more than 180 days after the review is 
initiated, the Secretary should submit to the 
President and Congress a report which-

( A) describes in detail the force structure re­
quired to fight and win two major regional con­
tingencies nearly simultaneously in light of 
other ongoing or potential operations; 

(B) may also address possible changes in na­
tional security planning or programs, including 
revised alliance arrangements, increased reli­
ance on reserve component forces, or adjust­
ments to the national military strategy; and 

(C) includes an evaluation of an Army config­
ured as 12 active duty divisions, a number of 
which would be rounded out with National 
Guard combat units; 

(3) not more than 60 days after receipt of the 
report from the Secretary of Defense, the Presi­
dent should submit to Congress a report detail­
ing the steps the President intends to take to 
meet the force structure described in the Sec­
retary's report; 

(4) future-years defense budgets submitted to 
Congress by the President should reflect the 
funding level necessary to support the force 
structure described in the report; 

(5) funding for national defense for fiscal 
years 1995 through 1997 should be established at 
a level sufficient to support a force structure 
adequate to meet a two-war strategy and to en­
sure that the United States does not have a hol­
low force; 

(6) the force structure to meet the require­
ments of a two-war strategy represents the mini­
mum level which should be maintained unless 
the strategy is modified; 

(7) whenever possible and consistent with the 
safety of United States personnel, in deploying 
military forces in support of operations other 
than war or other nontraditional operations, 
the President should seek to use forces other 
than those identified for early deployment in 
the event of one or more major regional contin­
gencies; and 

(8) the President should be willing to increase 
defense spending if required to meet new or ex­
isting threats. 
SEC. 1070. TECHNICAL AND CLERICAL AMEND­

MENTS. 
(a) TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE.-Title 10, 

United States Code, is amended as follows: 
(1) Section 113(e)(2) is amended by striking out 

"section 104" and inserting in lieu thereof "sec­
tion 108". 

(2) Section 133a(b) is amended by inserting 
"and Technology" before "in the performance 
of". 

(3) Section 580a(a) is amended by striking out 
"the date of the enactment of this section" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "November 30, 1993, ". 

(4) The section 1058 added by section 551(a) of 
Public Law 103-160 (107 Stat. 1661) is amended 
in subsection (d) by striking out "subject to this 
chapter" and inserting in lieu thereof "subject 
to the Uniform Code of Military Justice (chapter 
47 of this title)". 

(5)(A) The section 1058 added by section 554(a) 
of Public Law 103-160 (107 Stat. 1663) is redesig­
nated as section 1059. 

(B) The item relating to that section in the 
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 53 
is revised to conform to the redesignation made 
by subparagraph (A). 

(6)(A) The section 1058 added by section 
1433(b) of Public Law 103-160 (107 Stat. 1834) is 
redesignated as section 1060. 

(B) The item relating to that section in the 
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 53 
is revised to conform to the redesignation made 
by subparagraph (A). 

(7) Section 1151(h)(3)(B)(v) is amended by in­
serting "school" after "For the fifth" . 

(8)(A) The heading of section 1482a is amend­
ed so that the first letter of the fifth word is 
lower case. 

(B) The item relating to that section in the 
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 75 
is revised to conform to the amendment made by 
subparagraph (A). 

(9) Section 2172(a)(3) is amended-
( A) by striking out "health education assist­

ance loan" and inserting in lieu thereof "health 
professions education loan"; 

(B) by striking out "part C" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "part A"; and 

(C) by striking out "42 U.S.C. 294" and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "42 U.S.C. 292". 

(10) Section 2350j is amended-
( A) in subsection (a), by inserting a comma 

after "Secretary of State" the second place it 
appears; and 

(B) in subsection (f). by striking out "the" 
after "shall submit to". 

(11) Section 2399 is amended-
( A) in subsection (b)(5) and (c)(l), by striking 

out " section 138(a)(2)(B)" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "section 139(a)(2)(B)"; 

(B) in subsection (g), by striking out "section 
138" and inserting in lieu thereof "section 139"; 
and 

(C) in subsection (h)(l), by striking out "sec­
tion 138(a)(2)(A)" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 139(a)(2)(A)". 

(12) Section 2502(d) is amended by striking out 
"Executive" and inserting in lieu thereof "exec­
utive". 

(13)(A) Section 2540, as added by subsection 
(a) of section 822 of Public Law 103-160 (107 
Stat. 1705), and section 2541, as added by sub­
section (b) of that section, are redesignated as 
sections 2539a and 2539b, respectively. 

(B) The items relating to those sections in the 
table of sections at the beginning of subchapter 
V of chapter 148 are revised to conform to the 
redesignations made by subparagraph (A). 

(14) Section 2865(a)(4) is amended by adding a 
period at the end. 

(15) Sections 3022(a)(l), 5025(a)(l), and 
8022(a)(l) are amended by striking out "section 
137(c)" and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
135(c)". 

(16) The item relating to section 3082 in the 
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 307 
(as added by section 521(b) of Public Law 103-
160 (107 Stat. 1655)) is amended by striking out 
"3082." the second place it appears. 

(17) Section 9021(c)(l) is amended by striking 
out "after the end of the 90-day period begin­
ning on the date of the enactment of this sec­
tion" and inserting in lieu thereof "after Feb­
ruary 27, 1990". 

(b) PUBLIC LAW 103-160.-Effective as of No­
vember 30, 1993, and as if included therein as 
enacted, the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160) is 
amended as follows: 

(1) Section 507(d)(3) (107 Stat. 1647) is amend­
ed by inserting "note" after "10 U.S.C. 1293". 

(2) Section 524(c) (107 Stat. 1657) is amended 
by inserting "his" in the first quoted matter 
therein after "termination of". 

(3) Section 551(a)(l) (107 Stat. 1661) is amend­
ed by striking out "Section" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "Chapter". 

(4) Section 554(a)(2) (107 Stat. 1666) is amend­
ed by striking out "inserting after the item re­
lating to section 1056" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "adding at the end". 

(5) Section 554(b) (107 Stat. 1666) is amended­
( A) in paragraph (1), by striking out "Section 

1058 of title 10, United States Code, as added by 
subsection (a)," and inserting in lieu thereof 
"The section of title 10, United States Code, 
added by subsection (a)(l)"; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking out "1058". 
(6) Section 713(a)(l) (107 Stat. 1689) is amend­

ed by striking out "third party" in the first 
quoted matter therein and inserting in lieu 
thereof "third-party". 

(7) Section 931(c)(l) (107 Stat. 1734) is amend­
ed by inserting close quotation marks before the 
period at the end. 

(8) Section 931(f) (107 Stat. 1734) is amended­
(A) by striking out "Public Law 101-180" in 

paragraphs (1) and (2) and inserting in lieu 
thereof "Public Law 100-180"; and 

(B) by inserting "1305(b)" in paragraph (3) 
after "Such section". 

(9) Section 1001(a) (107 Stat. 1742) is amended 
by adding close quotation marks and a period at 
the end. 

(10) Section 1314(3) (107 Stat. 1786) is amended 
by striking out "adding at the end" and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "inserting after subsection 
(f)". 

(11) Section 1333(e)(4)(B)(i) (107 Stat. 1799) is 
amended by inserting a close parenthesis before 
the semicolon. 

(12) Section 2854(1) (107 Stat. 1908) is amended 
by striking out "the" in the second quoted mat­
ter therein. 

(13) Section 2902(a)(2) (107 Stat. 1911) is 
amended by striking out ''Section 
204(b)(7)( A)(ii)" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"Subparagraph (A)(i) of section 204(b)(7)". 

(14) Section 2912(b)(2) (107 Stat. 1925) is 
amended by striking out "section 637(d)(l)" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "section 8(d)(l) ". 

(15) Section 2926(d) (107 Stat. 1932) is amended 
by striking out "Subsection (d)(1)(2)(C)(iii)" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "Subsection 
( d)(2)(C)(iii) ". 

(16) Section 3159(a) (107 Stat. 1956) is amend­
ed-

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting a close pa­
renthesis after "(15 U.S.C. 637(d)"; and 

(B) in paragraph (3)-
(i) by inserting a close parenthesis after "(20 

U.S.C. 1135d-5(3))"; and 
(ii) by inserting a close parenthesis after "(20 

U.S.C. 1059c(b)(l))". 
(C) PUBLIC LAW 102-484.-Effective as of Octo­

ber 23, 1992, and as if included therein as en­
acted, the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484) is 
amended as follows: 

(1) Section 1505(e)(2) (22 U.S.C. 5859a(e)(2) is 
amended by striking out "and under subsection 
(d)(4)". 

(2) Section 3161 (42 U.S.C. 7274h; 106 Stat. 
2644) is amended- · 

(A) by striking out "work force" each place it 
appears in subsections (a), (c), and (d) and in­
serting in lieu thereof "workforce"; 

(B) by striking out "WORK FORCE" in the 
heading and inserting in lieu thereof 
"WORKFORCE"; and 

(C) by striking out "Part D" in subsection 
(c)(6)(B) and inserting in lieu thereof "division 
D". 

(3) Section 3302 (106 Stat. 2649) is amended by 
striking out "Bauxite, Refactory" in the table 
in subsection (a) and inserting in lieu thereof 
''Bauxite, Refractory''. 

(4) Section 3315 (106 Stat. 2654) is amended by 
inserting "of 1950" after "Defense Production 
Act" the first place it appears. 

(d) OTHER LAWS.-
(1) Section 921 of Public Law 102-190 (10 

U.S.C. 201 note; 105 Stat. 1452) is amended by 
striking out "section 136(b)(3)" in subsection (a) 
and inserting in lieu thereof "section 138(b)(3)". 
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(2) Section 2903(c)(6) of Public Law 101-510 (10 

U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended by striking out 
"House or Representatives" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "House of Representatives". 

(3) Section 653(b)(2) of Public Law 100-456 (10 
U.S.C. 1448 note) is amended by striking out 
"section 411(a)" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 1311(a)". 

(4) Section 4(c) of Public Law 92-425 (10 
U.S.C. 1448 note) is amended by striking out 
"section 3112" and "section 541(b)" and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "section 5312" and "section 
1541 (b) '', respectively. 

(5) Section 709 of title 32, United States. Code, 
is amended-

( A) in subsection (e)(6), by striking out "thirty 
days prior to" and inserting in lieu thereof "30 
days before"; and 

(B) in subsection (g)(2), by striking out 
"clause (1) of this subsection" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "paragraph (1)". 

(6) Section 908(c) of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended by striking out "section 1058" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "section 1060". 

(7) Section 182(a) of Public Law 103-236 (108 
Stat. 418) is amended by striking out "section 
1058, title 10, United States Code, before the date 
of enactment of this Act," and inserting in lieu 
thereof "section 1060 of title 10, United States 
Code, before April 30, 1994, ". 

(8) Subchapter II of chapter 81 of title 5, Unit-
ed States Code, is amended as follows: 

(A) Section 8171 is amended-
(i) in subsection (a)-
(I) by striking out "Chapter 18 of title 33" in 

the first sentence and inserting in lieu thereof 
"The Longshore and Harbor Workers' Com­
pensation Act (33 U.S.C. 901 et seq.)"; 

(II) by striking out "section 902(2) of title 33" 
in the first sentence and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 2(2) of such Act (33 U.S.C. 902(2))"; 
and 

(III) by striking out "section 903(a) of title 33 
which fallows the first comma" in the second 
sentence and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
3(a) of such Act (33 U.S.C. 903(3)) which follows 
the second comma"; 

(ii) in subsection (b), by striking out "section 
902(4) of title 33" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 2(4) of the Longshore and Harbor 
Workers' Compensation Act (33 U.S.C. 902(4))"; 

(iii) in subsection (c)(l), by striking out "sec­
tion 939(b) of title 33" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "39(b) of the Longshore and Harbor 
Workers' Compensation Act (33 U.S.C. 939(b))"; 
and 

(iv) in subsection (d), by striking out "sections 
918 and 921 of title 33" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "sections 18 and 21 of the Longshore 
and Harbor Workers' Compensation Act (33 
U.S.C. 18 and 21, respectively)". 

(B) Sections 8172 and 8173 are amended by 
striking out "section 902(2) of title 33" and in­
serting in lieu thereof "section 2(2) of the 
Longshore and Harbor Workers' Compensation 
Act (33 U.S.C. 2(2))". 

(e) REFERENCES IN TITLE 10 TO SECTIONS OF 
TITLE 38.-Title 10, United States Code, is 
amended as follows: 

(1) Section 706(c) is amended by striking out 
"section 4321" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 4301 ". 

(2) Section 708(c)(2) is amended by striking out 
"section 1421" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 3021 ". 

(3) Section 1450 is amended by striking out 
"section 411(a)" in subsections (c) and (k)(l) 
and inserting in lieu thereof "section 1311(a)". 

(4) Section 1451(c)(2) is amended by striking 
out "section 411(a)" and inserting in lieu there­
of "section 1311(a)". 

(5) Section 1457(c)(3) is amended by striking 
out "section 411" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 1311 ". 

(6) Section 2006(b)(2) is amended by striking 
out "section 1415(c)", "section 1411 ", and "sec­
tion 1421(b)" and inserting in lieu thereof "sec­
tion 3015(d)", "section 3011", and "section 
3021 ( b)' ·, respectively. 

(7) Section 2184(1) is amended by striking out 
"section 1724" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 3524". 

(8) Section 2641(c) is amended by striking out 
"section 5011(g)(5)" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 8111(g)(5)". 

(9) Section 2679(a) is amended by striking out 
"section 3402" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 5902". 

(f) CLARIFICATION OF APPLICABILITY OF LIMI­
TATION RELATING TO CONTRACTED ADVISORY 
AND ASSISTANCE SERVICES.-Section 2399 of title 
10, United States Code, is amended in subsection 
(e)(3)(B) by striking out "solely as a representa­
tive of" and inserting in lieu thereof "solely in 
testing for". 

(g) PROCUREMENT OF AERONAUTICAL SUPPLIES 
FOR EXPERIMENTAL PURPOSES.-Section 2373(a) 
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
striking out "and chemical activity supplies," 
and inserting in lieu thereof "chemical activity, 
and aeronautical supplies,". 

(h) COORDINATION WITH OTHER PROVISIONS 
OF THIS ACT.-For purposes of applying amend­
ments made by provisions of this Act other than 
this section, this section shall be treated as hav­
ing been enacted immediately before the other 
provisions of this Act. 
SEC. 1071. AUTHORIZATION TO EXCHANGE CER­

TAIN ITEMS FOR TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES. 

Paragraph (1) of section 2572(b) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
"transportation," after "salvage,". 
SEC. 1072. AIR NATIONAL GUARD FIGHTER AIR­

CRAFT FORCE STRUCTURE. 
(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 

findings: 
(1) The reduction in the total number of Air 

Force general purpose fighter wings being imple­
mented as part of the changes in the force struc­
ture of the Air Force pursuant to the proposals 
in the report on the Bottom Up Review con­
ducted by the Secretary of Defense during 1993 
includes reduction in the number of Air Na­
tional Guard and Air Force Reserve fighter 
wings from 10 to 7. 

(2) The plan (as of the date of the enactment 
of this Act) for implementing that reduction in 
the number of Air National Guard and Air 
Force Reserve fighter wings is to reduce the 
number of fighter aircraft designated as being in 
the Primary Aircraft Inventory category that 
are authorized for each Air National Guard 
fighter unit from 24 or 18 aircraft to 15 aircraft 
and to convert some Air National Guard fighter 
units to other purposes. 

(3) The Commission on Roles and Missions of 
the Armed Forces (established by section 952 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis­
cal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160; 10 U.S.C. 111 
note; 107 Stat. 1738)) is required under section 
954(b) of that Act to submit to Congress a report 
on possible changes to existing allocations 
among the Armed Forces of military roles, mis­
sions, and functions. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that-

(1) the number of Air National Guard Combat 
Readiness Training Centers in operation during 
fiscal year 1995 should not be less than the num­
ber of such centers in operation at the end of 
fiscal year 1994; and 

(2) the report referred to in subsection (a)(3) 
should contain a review of, and recommenda­
tions on, the assignment of roles and missions to 
units of the Air National Guard and the Air 
Force Reserve in relation to active component 
units that are the counterparts to those units 

and on requirements for resources for training 
of those units. 

(c) REQUIREMENT.-(]) After receiving the re­
port referred to in subsection (a)(3), the Sec­
retary of Defense shall review the findings of 
the Commission set forth in that report on the 
role and requirements for general purpose fight­
er units of the Air National Guard. 

(2) Not later than 30 days after receiving the 
report, the Secretary shall submit to Congress a 
report on the appropriate level of aircraft au­
thorized in the Primary Aircraft Inventory of 
the Air Force for general purpose fighter units 
of the Air National Guard. The report shall in­
clude the plans of the Secretary for providing in 
a timely manner the funding levels necessary to 
support the level of such aircraft determined ap­
propriate by the Secretary, if additional funding 
would be required to achieve and maintain that 
level of such aircraft. 
SEC. 1073. SENSE OF CONGRESS CONCERNING 

VISAS FOR HIGH-LEVEL OFFICIALS 
OF TAIWAN. 

It is the sense of Congress that no visa should 
be denied for a high-level official of Taiwan to 
enter the United States unless the official is oth­
erwise excludable under the immigration laws of 
the United States. 
SEC. 1074. DEFENSE MAPPING AGENCY. 

(a) UNAUTHORIZED USE OF NAME.-Chapter 
167 of title 10, United States Code, is amended 
by adding at the end the fallowing new section: 
"§2797. Unauthorized use of Defense Mapping 

Agency name, initials, or seal 
"(a) No person may, except with the written 

permission of the Secretary of Defense, know­
ingly use the words 'Defense Mapping Agency', 
the initials 'DMA', the seal of the Defense Map­
ping Agency, or any colorable imitation of such 
words, initials , or seal in connection with any 
merchandise, .retail product, impersonation, so­
licitation, or commercial activity in a manner 
reasonably calculated to convey the impression 
that such use is approved, endorsed, or author­
ized by the Secretary of Defense. 

"(b) Whenever it appears to the Attorney Gen­
eral that any person is engaged or about to en­
gage in an act or practice which constitutes or 
will constitute conduct prohibited by subsection 
(a), the Attorney General may initiate a civil 
proceeding in a district court of the United 
States to enjoin such act or practice. Such court 
shall proceed as soon as practicable to hearing 
and determination of such action and may, at 
any time before such final determination, enter 
such restraining orders or prohibitions, or take 
such other action as is warranted, to prevent in­
jury to the United States or to any person or 
class of persons for whose protection the action 
is brought.". 

(b) LIMITATION ON LIABILITY RELATING TO 
NAVIGATIONAL AIDS.-Chapter 167 of such title, 
as amended by subsection (a), is further amend­
ed by adding at the end the fallowing new sec­
tion: 
"§2798. Civil actions barred 

"(a) CLAIMS BARRED.-No civil action may be 
brought against the United States on the basis 
of the content of a navigational aid prepared or 
disseminated by the Defense Mapping Agency. 

"(b) NAVIGATIONAL AIDS COVERED.-Sub­
section (a) applies with respect to a naviga­
tional aid in the form of a map, a chart, or a 
publication and any other form or medium of 
product or information in which the Defense 
Mapping Agency prepares or disseminates navi­
gational aids.". 

(C) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table Of sec­
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend­
ed by adding at the end the fallowing new item: 
"2797. Unauthorized use of Defense Mapping 

Agency name, initials, or seal. 
"2798. Civil actions barred.". 
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(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.-Section 2798 of title 10, 

United States Code, as added by subsection (b), 
shall take effect on the date of the enactment of 
this Act and shall apply with respect to (1) civil 
actions brought before such date that are pend­
ing adjudication on such date, and (2) civil ac­
tions brought on or after such date. 
SEC. 1075. LIMITATION REGARDING TELE-

COMMUNICATIONS REQUIREMENTS 
(a) LIMITATION.-No funds available to the 

Department of Defense or any other Executive 
agency may be expended to provide for meeting 
Department of Defense telecommunications re­
quirements through the telecommunications pro­
curement known as "FTS-2000" or through any 
other Government-wide telecommunications pro­
curement until-

(1) the Secretary of Defense submits to the 
Congress a report containing-

( A) a certification by the Secretary that the 
FTS-2000 procurement or the other tele­
communications procurement will provide as­
sured, secure telecommunications support (in­
cluding associated telecommunications services) 
for Department of Defense activities; and 

(BJ a description of how the procurement will 
be implemented and managed to meet defense in­
formation infrastructure requirements, includ­
ing requirements to support deployed forces and 
intelligence activities; and 

(2) 30 days elapse after the date on which 
such report is received by the committees. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.-ln this section: 
(1) The term "defense telecommunications re­

quirements" means requirements for tele­
communications equipment and services that, if 
procured by the Department of Defense, would 
be exempt from the requirements of section 111 

·of the Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 759) pursuant to 
section 2315 of title 10, United States Code. 

(2) The term "Executive agency" has the 
meaning given such term in section 105 of title 
5, United States Code. 

(3) The term "procurement" has the meaning 
given such term in section 4 of the Office of 
Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 403). 

(c) EFFECT ON OTHER LAW.-Nothing in this 
section may be construed as modifying or super­
seding, or as intended to impair or restrict au­
thorities or responsibilities under-

(1) section 111 of the Federal Property and 
Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 
759); or 

(2) section 620 of Public Law 103-123. 
TITLE XI-DEFENSE CONVERSION, REIN­

VESTMENT, AND TRANSITION ASSIST-
ANCE . 

SEC. 1101. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the "Defense Con­

version, Reinvestment, and Transition Assist­
ance Amendments of 1994". 
SEC. 1102. FUNDING OF DEFENSE CONVERSION, 

REINVESTMENT, AND TRANSITION 
ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 1995. 

(a) FUNDING.-Of the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated pursuant to this Act for the De­
partment of Defense for fiscal year 1995, the sum 
of $3,090,808,000 shall be available from the 
sources specified in subsection (b) for defense 
conversion, reinvestment, and transition assist­
ance programs. 

(b) SOURCES OF FUNDS.-The amount set forth 
in subsection (a) shall be derived from the fol­
lowing sources in amounts as fallows: 

(1) $7~500,000 of the amounts authorized to be 
appropriated pursuant to title I. 

(2) $2,190,408,000 of the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated pursuant to title II. 

(3) $892,900,000 of the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated pursuant to title III. 

(c) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this section, 
the term "defense conversion, reinvestment, and 

transition assistance programs" includes the fol­
lowing programs and activities of the Depart­
ment of Defense: 

(1) The programs and activities authorized by 
the Defense Conversion, Reinvestment, and 
Transition Assistance Act of 1992 (division D of 
Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2658) and the 
amendments made by that Act. 

(2) The programs and activities authorized by 
the Defense Conversion, Reinvestment, and 
Transition Assistance Amendments of 1993 (title 
XIII of Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1783) and 
the amendments made by that Act. 

(3) The programs and activities authorized by 
this title and the amendments made by this title. 
Subtitle A-Defense Technology and Indus­

trial Base, Defense Reinvestment, and De­
fense Conversion 

SEC. 1111. FUNDING OF DEFENSE TECHNOLOGY 
REINVESTMENT PROGRAMS FOR FIS­
CAL YEAR 1995. 

(a) FUNDS AVAILABLE.-Of the amount au­
thorized to be appropriated under section 201 
and specified in section 1102(b)(2) as a source of 
funds for defense conversion, reinvestment, and 
transition assistance programs, $751,000,000 
shall be available for activities described in the 
defense reinvestment program elements of the 
budget of the Department of Defense for fiscal 
year 1995. 

(b) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.-The funds made 
available under subsection (a) shall be allocated 
as follows: 

(1) $245,000,000 shall be available for defense 
dual-use critical technology partnerships under 
section 2511 of title 10, United States Code. 

(2) $96,000,000 shall be available for commer­
cial-military integration partnerships under sec­
tion 2512 of such title. 

(3) $80,000,000 shall be available for assistance 
of defense regional technology alliances under 
section 2513 of such title. 

(4) $30,000,000 shall be available for defense 
advanced manufacturing technology partner­
ships under section 2522 of such title. 

(5) $25,000,000 shall be available for assistance 
of manufacturing extension programs under sec­
tion 2523 of such title. 

(6) $24,000,000 shall be available for defense 
manufacturing engineering education grants 
under section 2196 of such title. 

(7) $10,000,000 shall be available for grants 
under section 2198 of such title to United States 
institutions of higher education and other Unit­
ed States not-! or-profit organizations to support 
the management training program in Japanese 
language and culture. 

(8) $50,000,000 shall be available for the mari­
time technology development program under sec­
tion 1352(c)(2) of the National Shipbuilding and 
Shipyard Conversion Act of 1993 (subtitle D of 
title XIII of Public Law 103-160; JO U.S.C. 2501 
note). 

(9) $35,000,000 shall be available for the agile 
manufacturing/enterprise integration program. 

(10) $30,000,000 shall be available for the ad­
vanced materials synthesis and processing part­
nership program. 

(11) $55,000,000 shall be available for the de­
fense dual-use extension program under section 
2524 of title 10, United States Code, of which­

( A) $5,000,000 shall be used for provision of as­
sistance pursuant to subsection (c)(3) of such 
section; and 

(B) $50,000,000 shall be available to cover the 
costs (as defined in section 502(5) of the Federal 
Credit Reform Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 661a(5))) of 
loan guarantees issued pursuant to subsection 
(b)(3) of such section. 

(12) $10,000,000 shall be available for the Fed­
eral Defense Laboratory Diversification Pro­
gram under section 2519 of title 10, United States 
Code, as added by section 1113(a). 

(13) $50,000,000 shall be available for the Navy 
Reinvestment Program under section 2520 of 
such title, as added by section 1113(b). 

(C) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR FISCAL YEAR 
1994 TECHNOLOGY REINVESTMENT PROJECTS.­
Funds allocated under paragraphs (1) through 
(6) of subsection (b) to the defense reinvestment 
programs described in such paragraphs may also 
be used to make awards for technology reinvest­
ment projects that were solicited under such 
programs in fiscal year 1994. 
SEC. 1112. SUPPORT FOR TECHNOLOGIES WITH 

APPLICABILITY FOR LAW ENFORCE­
MENT AND MILITARY OPERATIONS 
OTHER THAN WAR. 

(a) SUPPORT AUTHORIZED.-Using funds made 
available under subsection (b), the Secretary of 
Defense shall support the Memorandum of Un­
derstanding entered into between the Depart­
ment of Defense and the Department of Justice 
on April 20, 1994, for the development, rapid de­
ployment, and transition of technologies with 
applicability for law enforcement and military 
operations other than war. Such support may 
include support for national law enforcement 
technology centers of the National Institute of 
Justice. 

(b) FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 1995.-To carry 
out subsection (a), there shall be available to 
the Secretary $41,000,000, of which-

(1) $11,000,000 shall be derived from the 
amount authorized to be appropriated under 
section 201 and specified in section 1102(b) as a 
source of funds for defense conversion, reinvest­
ment, and transition assistance programs; and 

(2) $30,000,000 shall be derived from the 
amount authorized to be appropriated under 
section 201(4) for the tactical technology and ex­
perimental evaluation of major innovative tech­
nology programs elements of the budget of the 
Department of Defense for fiscal year 1995. 
SEC. 1113. FEDERAL DEFENSE LABORATORY DI­

VERSIFICATION AND NA VY REIN­
VESTMENT IN THE TECHNOLOGY 
AND INDUSTRIAL BASE. 

(a) FEDERAL DEFENSE LABORATORY DIVER­
SIFICATION PROGRAM.-Subchapter III of chap­
ter 148 of title 10, United States Code, is amend­
ed by inserting at the end thereof the fallowing 
new section: 
"§2519. Federal Defense Laboratory Diver­

sification Program 
"(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.-The Sec­

retary of Defense shall conduct a program in ac­
cordance with this section for the purpose of 
promoting cooperation between Department of 
Defense laboratories and industry on research 
and development of dual-use technologies in 
order to further the national security objectives 
set forth in section 2501(a) of this title. 

"(b) PARTNERSHIPS.-(1) The Secretary shall 
provide for the establishment under the program 
of cooperative arrangements (hereinafter in this 
section referred to as 'partnerships') between a 
Department of Defense laboratory and eligible 
firms and nonprofit research corporations re­
f erred to in section 2511(b) of this title. A part­
nership may also include one or more additional 
Federal laboratories, institutions of higher edu­
cation, agencies of State and local governments, 
and other entities, as determined appropriate by 
the Secretary. 

"(2) For purposes of this section, a federally 
funded research and development center shall be 
considered a Department of Defense laboratory 
if the center is sponsored by the Department of 
Defense. 

"(c) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.-(1) The Sec­
retary may make grants, enter into contracts, 
enter into cooperative agreements and other 
transactions pursuant to section 2371 of this 
title, and enter into cooperative research and 
development agreements under section 12 of the 
Stevenson-Wydler Technology Innovation Act of 
1980 (15 U.S.C. 3710a) in order to establish part­
nerships. 

"(2) Subject to subsection (d), the Secretary 
may provide a partnership with technical and 
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other assistance in order to facilitate the 
achievement of the purpose of this section. 

"(d) FINANCIAL COMMITMENT OF NON-FED­
ERAL GOVERNMENT PARTICIPANTS.-(1) The Sec­
retary shall ensure that the non-Federal Gov­
ernment participants in a partnership make a 
substantial contribution to the total cost of 
partnership activities. The amount of the con­
tribution shall be commensurate with the risk 
undertaken by such participants and the poten­
tial benefits of the activities for such partici­
pants. 

"(2) The regulations prescribed pursuant to 
section 2511(c)(2) of this title shall apply to in­
kind contributions made by non-Federal Gov­
ernment participants in a partnership. 

"(e) SELECTION PROCESS.-Competitive proce­
dures shall be used in the establishment of part­
nerships. 

"(f) SELECTION CRITERIA.-The criteria for the 
selection of a proposed partnership for estab­
lishment under this section shall include the cri­
teria set forth in section 2511(f) of this title. 

"(g) REGULATIONS.-The Secretary shall pre­
scribe regulations for the purposes of this sec­
tion.". 

(b) NAVY REINVESTMENT PROGRAM.-Such 
subchapter is further amended by inserting after 
section 2519 (as added by subsection (a)) the fol­
lowing new section: 
"§2520. Navy Reinvestment Program 

"(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.-The Sec­
retary of the Navy shall conduct a program in 
accordance with this section for the purpose of 
promoting cooperation between the Department 
of the Navy and industry on research and devel­
opment of dual-use technologies in order to fur­
ther the national security objectives set forth in 
section 2501(a) of this title. 

"(b) p ARTNERSHIPS.-The Secretary shall pro­
vide for the establishment under the program of 
cooperative arrangements (hereinafter in this 
section referred to as 'partnerships') between 
Department of the Navy entities and eligible 
firms and nonprofit research corporations re­
ferred to in section 2511(b) of this title. A part­
nership may also include one or more Federal 
laboratories, institutions of higher education, 
agencies of State and local governments, and 
other entities, as determined appropriate by the 
Secretary. 

"(c) PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS AND ADMINIS­
TRATION.-Subsections (c) through (f) of section 
2519 of this title shall apply in the administra­
tion of the program. 

"(d) ADDITIONAL SELECTION CRITERIA.-The 
selection criteria for a proposed partnership for 
establishment under this section shall also in­
clude the potential effectiveness of the partner­
ship in the further development and application 
of each technology proposed to be developed by 
the partnership for Navy acquisition programs. 

. "(e) REGULATIONS.-The Secretary shall pre­
scribe regulations for the purposes of this sec­
tion.". 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.-The table of sec­
tions at the beginning of such subchapter is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
"2519. Federal Defense Laboratory Diversifica-

tion Program. 
"2520. Navy Reinvestment Program.". 

(d) DEFINITION OF FEDERAL LABORATORY.­
Section 2491(5) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting before the period at the 
end the following: ", except that such terms in­
clude a federally funded research and develop­
ment center sponsored by a Federal agency". 
SEC. 1114. LOAN GUARANTEES UNDER DEFENSE 

DUAL-USE ASSISTANCE EXTENSION 
PROGRAM. 

(a) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING TO AD­
MINISTER LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM.-(1) For 
fiscal year 1995, the Secretary of Defense may 

enter into a memorandum of understanding 
with the Administrator of the Small Business 
Administration, the Administrator of the Eco­
nomic Development Administration of the De­
partment of Commerce, or the head of any other 
Federal agency having expertise regarding the 
provision of loan guarantees, under which such 
agency may-

( A) process applications for loan guarantees 
under section 2524(b)(3) of title 10, United States 
Code, during that fiscal year; 

(B) guarantee repayment of the resulting 
loans; and 

(C) provide any other services to the Secretary 
to administer the loan guarantee program under 
such section during that fiscal year. 

(2) From funds made available for the loan 
guarantee program under such section, the Sec­
retary of Defense may transfer to the agency or 
agencies that are parties to the memorandum of 
understanding such sums as may be necessary 
for the agency or agencies to carry out activities 
under the loan guarantee program. 

(3) The Secretary of Defense shall enter into 
the memorandum of understanding authorized 
by paragraph (1) within 60 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act for the administra­
tion of the loan guarantee program under such 
section during fiscal year 1995. 

(4) The total amount allocated under section 
llll(b)(ll)(B) to cover the costs of loan guaran­
tees during fiscal year 1995 under the loan guar­
antee program shall be divided between small 
business concerns and medium-sized business 
concerns (as defined in section 2524(g) of title 
10, United States Code) as follows: 

(A) 60 percent for small business concerns. 
(B) 40 percent for medium-sized business con­

cerns. 
(b) SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS REGARDING LOAN 

GUARANTEES.-Subsection (e) of section 2524 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended to read 
as follows: 

"(e) SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS REGARDING LOAN 
GUARANTEES.-(1) The Secretary shall carry out 
the loan guarantee program authorized under 
subsection (b)(3) during any fiscal year for 
which funds are specifically made available to 
cover the costs of loan guarantees to be issued 
pursuant to such subsection. 

' '(2) In addition to the selection criteria speci­
fied in subsection (f), the selection criteria in 

• the case of the loan guarantee program under 
subsection (b)(3) shall also include the follow­
ing: 

"(A) The extent to which the loans to be guar­
anteed would support the retention of defense 
workers whose employment would otherwise be 
permanently or temporarily terminated as a re­
sult of reductions in expenditures by the United 
States for defense, the termination or cancella­
tion of a defense contract, the failure to proceed 
with an approved major weapon system, the 
merger or consolidation of the operations of a 
defense contractor, or the closure or realignment 
of a military installation. 

"(B) The extent to which the loans to be guar­
anteed would stimulate job creation and new 
economic activities in communities most ad­
versely aff ei.:ted by reductions in expenditures 
by the United States for defense, the termi­
nation or cancellation of a defense contract, the 
failure to proceed with an approved major 
weapon system, the merger or consolidation of 
the operations of a defense contractor, or the 
closure or realignment of a military installation. 

''(C) The extent to which the loans to be guar­
anteed would be used to acquire (or permit the 
use of other funds to acquire) capital equipment 
to modernize or expand the facilities of the bor­
rower to enable the borrower to remain in the 
national technology and industrial base avail­
able to the Department of Defense. 

"(3) To be eligible for a loan guarantee under 
subsection (b)(3), a borrower must be able to 

demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Secretary 
that at least 25 percent of the value of the bor­
rower's sales during the preceding fiscal year 
were derived from-

"( A) contracts with the Department of De­
fense or the defense-related activities of the De­
partment of Energy; or 

"(B) subcontracts in support of defense-relat­
ed prime contracts. 

"(4) The maximum amount of loan principal 
that the Secretary may guarantee under the 
loan guarantee program during a fiscal year 
may not exceed-

"( A) $1,250,000, with respect to a small busi­
ness concern; and 

"(B) $10,000,000 with respect to a medium­
sized business concern.". 

(C) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Subsection (f) 
of such section is amended by striking out "SE­
LECTION CRITERIA.-" and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: "SELECTION PROCESS AND 
CRITERIA.-Competitive procedures shall be used 
in the selection of programs to receive assistance 
under this section.". 
SEC. 1115. FINANCIAL COMMITMENT REQUIRE· 

MENTS FOR SMALL BUSINESS CON­
CERNS FOR PARTICIPATION IN 
TECHNOLOGY REINVESTMENT 
PROJECTS. 

(a) DEFENSE DUAL-USE CRITICAL TECHNOLOGY 
PARTNERSHIPS.-Section 2511(c) Of title 10, Unit­
ed States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new paragraph: 

"(3) The Secretary shall consider a partner­
ship proposal submitted by a small business con­
cern without regard to the ability of the small 
business concern to immediately meet its share 
of the anticipated partnership costs. Upon the 
selection of a partnership proposal submitted by 
a small business concern , the small business 
concern shall have a period of not less than 120 
days in which to arrange to meet its financial 
commitment requirements under the partnership 
from sources other than a person of a foreign 
country. If the Secretary determines upon the 
expiration of that period that the small business 
concern will be unable to meet its share of the 
anticipated partnership costs, the Secretary 
shall revoke the selection of the partnership pro­
posal submitted by the small business concern.". 

(b) COMMERCIAL-MILITARY INTEGRATION 
PARTNERSHIPS.-Section 2512(c)(3) Of such title 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

"(C) The Secretary shall consider a partner­
ship proposal submitted by a small business con­
cern without regard to the ability of the small 
business concern to immediately meet its share 
of the anticipated partnership costs. Upon the 
selection of a partnership proposal submitted by 
a small business concern, the small business 
concern shall have a period of not less than 120 
days in which to arrange to meet its financial 
commitment requirements under the partnership 
from sources other than a person of a foreign 
country. If the Secretary determines upon the 
expiration of that period that the small business 
concern will be unable to meet its share of the 
anticipated partnership costs, the Secretary 
shall revoke the selection of the partnership pro­
posal submitted by the small business concern. " . 

(C) REGIONAL TECHNOLOGY ALLIANCES.-Sec­
tion 2513(e) of such title is amended by adding 
at the end the following new paragraph: 

"(4) The Secretary shall consider a proposal 
for a regional technology alliance that is sub­
mitted by a small business concern without re­
gard to the ability of the small business concern 
to immediately meet its share of the anticipated 
costs of the alliance. Upon the selection of a 
proposal submitted by a small business concern, 
the small business concern shall have a period 
of not less than 120 days in which to arrange to 
meet its financial commitment requirements 
under the regional technology alliance from 
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sources other than a person of a foreign coun­
try. If the Secretary determines upon the expira­
tion of that period that the small business con­
cern will be unable to meet its share of the an­
ticipated costs, the Secretary shall revoke these­
lection of the proposal submitted by the small 
business concern.". 

(d) DEFENSE DUAL-USE ASSISTANCE EXTENSION 
PROGRAMS.-Section 2524(d) of such title is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new paragraph: 

''(3) The Secretary shall consider a program 
proposal submitted by a small business concern 
without regard to the ability of the small busi­
ness concern to immediately meet its share of the 
anticipated program costs. Upon the selection of 
a proposal submitted by a small business con­
cern, the small business concern shall have ape­
riod of not less than 120 days in which to ar­
range to meet its financial commitment require­
ments under the program from sources other 
than a person of a foreign country. If the Sec­
retary determines upon the expiration of that 
period that the small business concern will be 
unable to meet its share of the anticipated pro­
gram costs, the Secretary shall revoke the selec­
tion of the program proposal submitted by the 
small business concern.". 

(e) DEFINITION OF PERSON OF A FOREIGN 
COUNTRY.-Section 2491 of such title is amended 
by adding at the end the following new para­
graph: 

"(16) The term 'person of a foreign country" 
has the meaning given such term in section 
3502(d) of the Primary Dealers Act of 1988 (22 
u.s.c. 5342(d)). ". 
SEC. 1116. CONDITIONS ON FUNDING OF DE-

FENSE TECHNOLOGY REINVEST-
MENT PROJECTS. 

(a) BENEFITS TO UNITED STATES ECONOMY.­
In providing for the establishment or financial 
support of partnerships and other cooperative 
arrangements under chapter 148 of title 10, 
United States Code (using funds made available 
under section llll(a)), the Secretary of Defense 
shall ensure that the principal economic benefits 
of, and to the extent practicable, the job cre­
ation resulting from, such partnerships and ar­
rangements accrue to the economy of the United 
States. 

(b) USE OF COMPETITIVE SELECTION PROCE­
DURES.-Funds made available under subsection 
(a) of section 1111 for the defense technology re­
investment programs described in subsection (b) 
of such section , and funds made available under 
subsection (b) of section 1112 for the program de­
scribed in subsection (a) of such section, shall 
only be provided to projects selected using com­
petitive procedures pursuant to a solicitation in­
corporating cost-sharing requirements for the 
non-Federal Government participants in the 
projects. 
SEC. 1117. USE OF CERTAIN FUNDS PENDING SUB­

MISSION OF A NATIONAL TECH­
NOLOGY AND INDUSTRIAL BASE 
PERIODIC DEFENSE CAPABIUTY AS­
SESSMENT AND A PERIODIC DE· 
FENSE CAPABIUTY PLAN. 

(a) LIMITATION.-Not more than 50 percent of 
the funds made available for program element 
65104D activities from funds authorized to be 
appropriated by this Act may be expended until 
the Secretary of Defense submits to Congress-

(1) a national technology and industrial base 
periodic defense capability assessment required 
by section 2505 of title 10, United States Code; 
and 

(2) a periodic defense capability plan required 
by section 2506 of such title. 

(b) PROGRAM ELEMENT 65104D ACTIVITIES DE­
FINED.-For purposes of this section, the pro­
gram element 65104D activities referred to in 
subsection (a) are the activities described as pro­
gram element 65104D in the materials submitted 
to Congress by the Secretary of Defense in sup-

port of the budget for fiscal year 1995 that was 
submitted to Congress pursuant to section 
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code. 
SEC. 1118. DOCUMENTATION FOR AWARDS FOR 

COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS OR 
OTHER TRANSACTIONS UNDER DE­
FENSE TECHNOLOGY REINVEST­
MENT PROGRAMS. 

At the time of the award for a cooperative 
agreement or other transaction under a program 
carried out under chapter 148 of title 10, United 
States Code, the head of the agency concerned 
shall include in the file pertaining to such 
agreement or transaction a brief explanation of 
the manner in which the award advances and 
enhances a particular national security objec­
tive set forth in section 2501(a) of such title or 
a particular policy objective set forth in section 
2501(b) of such title. 
SEC. 1119. COMPTROLLER GENERAL ASSESSMENT 

OF EXTENT TO WHICH TECHNOLOGY 
AND INDUSTRIAL BASE PROGRAMS 
ATTAIN POUCY OBJECTIVES. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Comptroller General 
of the United States shall submit to Congress an 
assessment of the extent to which awards for co­
operative agreements and other transactions 
under programs carried out under chapter 148 of 
title 10, United States Code, have been made 
specifically to advance and enhance a particu­
lar national security objective set forth in sec­
tion 2501(a) of such title or to achieve a particu­
lar policy objective set forth in section 2501(b) of 
such title. 

Subtitle B-Community Adjustment and 
Assistance Programs 

SEC. 1121. FUNDS FOR ADJUSTMENT AND DIVER­
SIFICATION ASSISTANCE FOR 
STATES AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 
FROM OFFICE OF ECONOMIC AD­
JUSTMENT. 

Of the amount made available pursuant to 
section 1102(a), $54,127,000 shall be available to 
provide community adjustment and economic di­
versification assistance under section 2391(b) of 
title 10, United States Code. 
SEC. 1122. STUDIES AND PLANS FOR MARKET DI­

VERSIFICATION. 
(a) FORM OF COMMUNITY ADJUSTMENT AND 

ECONOMIC DIVERSIFICATION.-Section 2391(d) of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by add­
ing at the end the fallowing new paragraph: 

"(3) The terms 'community adjustment' and 
'economic diversification' include the develop­
ment off easibility studies and business plans for 
market diversification within a community ad­
versely affected by an action described in clause 
(A), (B), (C), or (E) of subsection (b)(l) by ad­
versely affected businesses and labor organiza­
tions located in the community.". 

(b) FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 1995.-0f the 
amount made available under section 1121, up to 
$10,000,000 shall be available to provide commu­
nity adjustment and economic diversification as­
sistance under section 2391(b) of title 10, United 
States Code, for the purpose of developing fea­
sibility studies and business plans. The amount 
of such funds provided for such purpose with 
respect to any adversely affected community 
may not exceed $100,000. 
SEC. 1123. ADVANCE COMMUNITY ADJUSTMENT 

AND ECONOMIC DIVERSIFICATION 
PLANNING. 

(a) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.-Section 2391(b) 
of title 10, United States Code, is amended-

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (5), (6), and 
(7) as paragraphs (6), (7), and (8), respectively; 
and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph ( 4) the fallow­
ing new paragraph: 

"(5) The Secretary of Defense may also make 
grants, conclude cooperative agreements, and 
supplement other Federal funds in order to as­
sist a State or local government in planning 

community adjustments and economic diver­
sification even though the State or local govern­
ment is not currently eligible for assistance 
under paragraph (1) if the Secretary determines 
that a substantial portion of the economic activ­
ity or population of the geographic area to be 
subject to the advance planning is dependent on 
defense expenditures.". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-Paragraph 
(8) of such section, as redesignated by sub­
section (a)(l), is amended by striking out "para­
graph (6)" both places it appears and inserting 
in lieu thereof "paragraph (7)". 

(C) FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 1995.-0f the 
amount made available under section 1121, up to 
$5,000,000 shall be available to assist advance 
planning of community adjustments and eco­
nomic diversification under paragraph (5) of 
section 2391(b) of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by subsection (a)(2). 

Subtitle C-Personnel Adjustment, Education, 
and Training Programs 

SEC. 1131. TEACHER AND TEACHER'S AIDE PLACE­
MENT PROGRAMS. 

(a) PERIOD OF ELIGIBILITY.-Subsection (c) of 
section 1151 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) in paragraph (l)(A), by striking out 
"seven-year period beginning on October 1, 
1992," and inserting in lieu thereof "nine-year 
period beginning on October 1, 1990, ";and 

(2) by striking out paragraph (4). 
(b) APPLICATION PERIOD.-Subsection (e)(l) of 

such section is amended to read as fallows: 
"(e) SELECTION OF PARTICIPANTS.-(1) Selec­

tion of members to participate in the placement 
program authorized by subsection (a) shall be 
made on the basis of applications submitted to 
the Secretary of Defense on a timely basis. An 
application shall be in such farm and contain 
such information as the Secretary may require . 
An application shall be considered to be submit­
ted on a timely basis if the application is sub­
mitted as fallows: 

"(A) Except as provided in subparagraphs (B) 
and (C), not later than one year after the date 
of the discharge or release of the applicant from 
active duty. 

"(B) In the case of an applicant discharged or 
released from active duty before January 19, 
1994, not later than one year after the date of 

• the enactment of the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1995. 

"(C) In the case of an applicant becoming 
educationally qualified for teacher placement 
assistance in accordance with subsection (c)(2) 
after the date of the discharge or release of the 
applicant from active duty, not later than one 
year after the date on which the applicant be­
comes educationally qualified. ''. 

(c) FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 1995.-0f the 
amount made available pursuant to section 
1102(a) , $65,000,000 shall be available for the 
teacher and teacher's aide placement programs 
authorized by sections 1151 , 1598, and 2410j of 
title 10, United States Code. 
SEC. 1132. ASSISTANCE FOR EUGIBLE MEMBERS 

TO OBTAIN EMPLOYMENT WITH LAW 
ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES. 

(a) REVISED PROGRAM AUTHORITY.-(1) Sec­
tion 1152 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended to read as fallows: 
"§1152. Assistance to eligible members and 

former members to obtain employment with 
law enforcement agencies 
"(a) PLACEMENT PROGRAM.-The Secretary of 

Defense may enter into an agreement with the 
Attorney General to establish or participate in a 
program to assist eligible members and farmer 
members of the armed forces to obtain employ­
ment as law enforcement officers with eligible 
law enforcement agencies following the dis­
charge or release of such members or farmer 
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members from active duty. Eligible law enforce­
ment agencies shall consist of State law enforce­
ment agencies, local law enforcement agencies, 
and Indian tribes that perform law enforcement 
functions (as determined by the Secretary of the 
Interior). 

"(b) ELIGIBLE MEMBERS.-Any individual 
who, during the 6-year period · beginning on Oc­
tober 1, 1993, is a member of the armed forces 
and is separated with an honorable discharge or 
is released from service on active duty charac­
terized as honorable by the Secretary concerned 
shall be eligible to participate in a program cov­
ered by an agreement referred to in subsection 
(a). 

" (c) SELECTION.-ln the selection of appli­
cants for participation in a program covered by 
an agreement referred to in subsection (a}, pref­
erence shall be given to a member or former 
member who-

"(1) is selected for involuntary separation, is 
approved for separation under section 1174a or 
1175 of this title, or retires pursuant to the au­
thority provided in section 4403 of the Defense 
Conversion, Reinvestment, and Transition As­
sistance Act of 1992 (division D of Public Law 
102--484; 10 U.S.C. 1293 note); and 

'' (2) has a military occupational specialty, 
training, or experience related to law enforce­
ment (such as service as a member of the mili­
tary police) or satisfies such other criteria for 
selection as the Secretary, the Attorney General, 
or a participating eligible law enforcement agen­
cy prescribe in accordance with the agreement. 

"(d) GRANTS TO FACILITATE EMPLOYMENT.­
(1) The Secretary of Defense may provide funds 
to the Attorney General for grants under this 
section to reimburse participating eligible law 
enforcement agencies for costs, including salary 
and fringe benefits, of employing members or 
former members pursuant to a program ref erred 
to in subsection (a). 

"(2) No grant with respect to an eligible mem­
ber or former member may exceed a total of 
$50,000. 

"(3) Any grant with respect to an eligible 
member or former member shall be disbursed 
within 5 years after the date of the placement of 
a member or former member with a participating 
eligible law enforcement agency. 

"(4) Preference in awarding grants through 
existing law enforcement hiring programs shall 
be given to State or local law enforcement agen­
cies or Indian tribes that agree to hire eligible 
members and former members. 

"(e) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.-Ten percent 
of the amount, if any, appropriated for a fiscal 
'Jlear to carry out the program established pursu- · 
ant to subsection (a) may be used to administer 
the program. 

"(f) REQUIREMENT FOR APPROPRIATION.-No 
person may be selected to participate in the pro­
gram established pursuant to subsection (a) un­
less a sufficient amount of appropriated funds is 
available at the time of the selection to satisfy 
the obligations to be incurred by the United 
States under an agreement referred to in sub­
section (a) that applies with respect to the per­
son. 

"(g) CONDITIONAL EXPANSION OF PLACEMENT 
TO INCLUDE FIREFIGHTERS.-(1) Subject to para­
graph (2), the Secretary may expand the place­
ment activities authorized by subsection (a) to 
include the placement of eligible members and 
former members and eligible civilian employees 
of the Department of Defense as firefighters or 
members of rescue squads or ambulance crews 
with public fire departments. 

' '(2) The Secretary may implement the expan­
sion authorized by this subsection only if the 
Secretary certifies to Congress not later than llJO 
days after the date of the enactment of the Na­
tional Def en.se Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1995 that such expansion will facilitate 
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personnel transition programs of the Depart­
ment of Defense. The expansion may be made 
through a program covered by an agreement re­
ferred to in subsection (a), if feasible, or in such 
other manner as the Secretary considers appro­
priate. 

" (3) A civilian employee of the Department of 
Defense shall be eligible to participate in the ex­
panded placement activities authorized under 
this subsection if the employee, during the six­
year period beginning October 1, 1993, is termi­
nated from such employment as a result of re­
ductions in defense spending or the closure or 
realignment of a military installation, as deter­
mined by the Secretary of Defense.". 

(2) The item relating to such section in the 
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 58 
of title 10, United States Code, is amended to 
read as follows: 
"1152. Assistance to eligible members and former 

members to obtain employment 
with law enforcement agencies.". 

(b) FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 1995.-(1) Of 
the amount made available pursuant to section 
1102(a) , $25,000,000 shall be available for the 
placement of members and former members of 
the Armed Forces as law enforcement officers 
under section 1152 of title 10, United States 
Code. 

(2) Of the amount made available pursuant to 
section 1102(a), up to $5,000,000 shall be avail­
able for the placement of members and former 
members of the Armed Forces and civilian em­
ployees of the Department of Defense as fire­
fighters or members of rescue squads or ambu­
lance crews with public fire departments under 
section 1152 of title 10, United States Code, if the 
Secretary of Defense makes the certification re­
quired by subsection (g)(2) of such section with­
in the time period specified in such subsection. 
SEC. 1133. PILOT PROGRAM 7YJ PLACE SEPA-

RATED MEMBERS AND TERMINATED 
DEFENSE EMPLOYEES IN TEACHING 
POSITIONS AS BIUNGUAL MATH AND 
SCIENCE TEACHERS. 

(a) COOPERATIVE ARRANGEMENTS.-During 
fiscal year 1995, the Secretary of Defense shall 
carry out a pilot program to establish coopera­
tive arrangements between the Department of 
Defense and a consortium of two or more enti­
ties described in subsection (b) for the purpose 
of assisting bilingual members of the Armed 
Forces after their separation from active duty, 
and bilingual civilian employees of the Depart­
ment of Defense after the termination of their 
employment, in obtaining certification and em­
ployment as bilingual elementary or secondar11 
school teachers in mathematics or science. 

(b) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.-The entities with 
which the Secretary of Defense may enter into a 
cooperative arrangement under the pilot pro­
gram are as follows: 

(1) Local governments of States that contain 
military installations and a high concentration 
of students who would benefit from the in­
creased presence of bilingual elementary or sec­
ondary school teachers in mathe1ftatics or 
science. 

(2) A consortium of two or more institutions of 
higher education that have a demonstrated 
background, expertise, and experience in operat­
ing bilingual teacher training programs in 
mathematics and science with an emphasis in 
English as a second language. 

(C) ELIGIBLE MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES.-(1) 
A member of the Armed Forces shall be eligible 
to participate in a cooperative arrangement es­
tablished under the pilot program if the mem­
ber-

( A) during the seven-year period beginning on 
October 1, 1992, is discharged or released from 
active duty after stx or more years of continuous 
active duty immediately before the discharge or 
release; 

(B) has received a baccalaureate or advanced 
degree from an accredited institution of higher 
education; 

(C) is bilingual; and 
(D) satisfies such other criteria for selection as 

the Secretary of Defense may prescribe. 
(2) A civilian employee of the Department of 

Defense shall be eligible to participate in a coop­
erative arrangement established under the pilot 
program if the employee-

( A) during the five-year period beginning Oc­
tober 1, 1992, is terminated from such employ­
ment as a result of reductions in defense spend­
ing or the closure or realignment of a military 
installation, as determined by the Secretary of 
Defense; 

(B) has received a baccalaureate or advanced 
degree from an accredited institution of higher 
education; 

(C) is bilingual; and 
(D) satisfies such other criteria for selection as 

the Secretary of Defense may prescribe. 
(d) STIPEND FOR PARTICIPANTS.-A member of 

the Armed Forces or a civilian employee of the 
Department of Defense who participates in a co­
operative arrangement established under the 
pilot program shall be eligible to receive an edu­
cational stipend in the same amount as provided 
under paragraph (1) of subsection (g) of section 
1151 of title 10, United States Code, subject to 
the conditions specified in paragraphs (2) and 
(3) of such subsection and section 1598(e)(2) of 
such title. 

(e) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.-The Secretary of 
Defense shall cover the reasonable management 
costs of the pilot program incurred by the non­
Federal entities participating in the cooperative 
arrangements established under the pilot pro­
gram. 

(f) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this section: 
(1) The term "bilingual" means the ability to 

communicate in both the English and another 
language. · 

(2) The term " State" includes the District of 
Columbia, American Samoa, the Federated 
States of Micronesia, Guam, the Republic of the 
Marshall Islands, the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands, the Commonwealth 
of Puerto Rico, Palau, and the Virgin Islands. 

(g) FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 1995.-0f the 
amount made available Pursuant to section 
1102(a), $5,000,000 shall be available to the Sec­
retary of Defense to carry out this section. 
SEC. 1134. DEMONSTRATION PRO.JECT 7YJ ASSIST 

SEPARATED MEMBERS AND TERMI­
NATED DEFENSE WORKERS TO BE­
COME BUSINESS OWNERS. 

(a) BUSINESS OWNERSHIP DEMONSTRATION 
PROJECT.-During fiscal year 1995, the SecretaT'JI 
of Defense may carry out a demonstration 
project in not more than two eligible commu­
nities to assist separated members of the Armed 
Forces and terminated defense workers de­
scribed in subsection (c) who reside in such com­
munities to own their own businesses. The Sec­
retary shall carry out the demonstration project 
in consultation with the Secretary of Commerce. 

(b) ELIGIBLE COMMUNITIES.-To be eligible for 
selection by the Secretary of Defense as a site 
for the demonstration project, a community 
shall meet at least two of the fallowing condi­
tions: 

(1) The local economy is heavily dependent on 
a defense contractor that is in the process ofter­
minating a major defense contract (or having 
such contract terminated by the Department of 
Defense) or closing a major facility. 

(2) The local economy may be adversely af­
t ected by changes in the use of a national lab­
oratory previously engaged in the testing of nu­
clear weapons. 

(3) The local economy would be adversely af­
t ected by the closure of two or more military in­
stallations. 

(c) PERSONS ELIGIBLE FOR ASSISTANCE.-The 
fallowing persons are eligible to participate in 
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the demonstration project to own their own 
businesses: 

(1) Members of the Armed Forces who are dis­
charged or released from active duty. 

(2) Civilian employees of the Department of 
Defense who are terminated from such employ­
ment as a result of reductions in defense spend­
ing or the closure or realignment of a military 
installation , as determined by the Secretary of 
Defense. 

(3) Employees of defense contractors who are 
terminated or laid off (or receive a notice ofter­
mination or layoff) as a result of the completion 
or termination of a defense contract or program 
or reductions in defense spending, as determined 
by the Secretary of Defense. 

(d) ACTIVITIES UNDER DEMONSTRATION 
PROJECT.-Under the demonstration project, the 
Secretary of Defense shall-

(1) develop a business plan to establish a facil­
ity in each community in which the demonstra­
tion project is conducted to assist persons de­
scribed in subsection (c) to own their own busi­
nesses; 

(2) conduct a market study to identify markets 
for the facility; 

(3) develop innovative approaches to capital 
formation for the facility and persons described 
in subsection (c); 

(4) conduct a skills assessment study to deter­
mine the number and type of employees needed 
to operate the facility ; and 

(5) q.nalyze the potential to use persons de­
scribed in subsection (c) as employees of the fa­
cility. 
SEC. 1135. DEMONSTRATION PROJECT TO PRO­

MOTE SHIP RECYCUNG AS A METH­
OD TO ASSIST SEPARATED MEMBERS 
AND TERMINATED DEFENSE WORK­
ERS. 

(a) SHIP RECYCLING DEMONSTRATION 
PROJECT.-(1) Subject to paragraph (2) , the Sec­
retary of Defense may carry out a demonstra­
tion project in not more than three eligible loca­
tions to assist separated members of the Armed 
Forces and terminated defense workers de­
scribed in subsection (c) to obtain employment 
by participating in the establishment and oper­
ation of ship recycling facilities. To carry out 
the demonstration project, the Secretary shall 
seek the participation of representatives of the 
ship recycling industry. 

(2) The Secretary of Defense may not imple­
ment or carry out the demonstration project un­
less the Secretary certifies to Congress not later 
than 180 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act that-

( A) the demonstration project will facilitate 
personnel transition programs of the Depart­
ment of Defense; and 

(B) activities under the demonstration project 
will not disrupt the operations of United States 
companies that are engaged in ship recycling 
and scrapping as of the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(b) ELIGIBLE LOCATIONS.-A location shall be 
eligible for selection by the Secretary of Defense 
as a site for the demonstration project if the lo­
cation contains one or more military installa­
tions that have been selected for closure or re­
alignment pursuant to a base closure law and 
such installations include naval and port facili­
ties. Competitive procedures shall be used in the 
selection of locations in which to conduct the 
demonstration project. 

(c) PERSONS AsSISTED UNDER DEMONSTRATION 
PROJECT.-The demonstration project is in­
tended to promote the establishment and oper­
ation of ship recycling facilities that will pro­
vide employment for the following persons: 

(1) Members of the Armed Forces who are dis­
charged or released from active duty. 

(2) Civilian employees of the Department of 
Defense who are terminated from such employ­
ment as a result of reductions in defense SPend-

ing or the closure or realignment of a mtlitary 
installation, as determined by the Secretary of 
Defense. 

(3) Employees of defense contractors who are 
terminated or laid off (or receive a notice ofter­
mination or layoff) as a result of the completion 
or termination of a defense contract or program 
or reductions in defense spending , as determined 
by the Secretary of Defense. 

(d) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.-To carry out 
the demonstration project in an eligible location 
selected by the Secretary , the Secretary may 
make grants to , and enter into contracts and co­
operative agreements with, State governments, 
local governments, private entities, nonprofit or­
ganizations, and institutions of higher edu­
cation operating in that location. 

(e) ACTIVITIES SUPPORTED.-A government or 
entity (or group of entities) receiving assistance 
under the demonstration project shall use the 
assistance to perform, or support the pert orm­
ance of, any of the following: 

(1) Developing a business plan to establish a 
ship recycling facility for military and commer­
cial ships currently in service and projected for 
future scrapping. 

(2) In consultation with the private sector, 
conducting a marke't study of-

( A) the existing private sector capacity to per­
form ship recycling; 

(B) the utilization of existing ship recycling 
capacity; 

(C) the regional impact on markets for scrap 
generated from ship recycling; 

(D) the environmental remediation require­
ments associated with ship recycling; 

(E) the ability to incorporate the private sec­
tor into the ship recycling facilities established 
pursuant to the demonstration project; and 

(F) such other issues related to ship recycling 
as the Secretary considers appropriate. 

(3) Conducting a skills assessment study to de­
termine the number and type of employees need­
ed to operate a ship recycling facility. 

(4) Developing plans for the cost-effective en­
vironmental remediation of ships to be recycled 
at the facility. 

(5) Demonstrating the feasibility of a ship re­
cycling facility to become financially self-sus­
taining or projecting a reasonable timetable for 
the completion of the demonstration project, in 
which case the entity shall develop training, 
skills enhancement, and career placement pro­
grams to assist employees involved in ship recy­
cling to secure new occupations and careers. 

(6) Supporting regional ship recycling start-up 
activities. 

(7) Analyzing the potential to use persons de­
scribed in subsection (c) as employees at a ship 
recycling facility. 

(f) TRANSFER OF EXCESS NAVAL VESSELS.-The 
Secretary of Defense may allocate among the 
ship recycling facilities established under the 
demonstration project excess naval vessels of the 
United States for recycling. 

(g) FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 1995.-0f the 
amount made available pursuant to section 
1102(a) , $7,500,000 shall be available to the Sec­
retary of Defense to carry out the demonstration 
project if the Secretary of Defense makes the 
certification under subsection (a)(2) within the 
time period specified in such subsection. 
SEC. 1136. ADMINISTRATION AND FUNDING OF 

DEFENSE DIVERSIFICATION PRO­
GRAM AND DEFENSE CONVERSION 
ADJUSTMENT PROGRAM UNDER JOB 
TRAINING PARTNERSHIP ACT. 

(a) DEFENSE DIVERSIFICATION PROGRAM.-Sec­
tion 325A of the Job Training Partnership Act 
(29 U.S.C. 1662d-1) is amended-

(]) in subsection (a), by striking out "From 
the amount" and all that follows through 
"Labor," and inserting in lieu thereof " From 
funds made available to carry out this section , 
the Secretary, in consultation with the Sec­
retary of Defense,"; 

(2) in subsections (c), (d), (e), (t), (k)(2), (l), 
and (m), by striking out " Secretary of Defense " 
each place it appears and inserting in lieu 
thereof "Secretary "; 

(3) in subsection (d)(l)(A), by striking out "in 
consultation with the Secretary of Labor, "; 

(4) in the heading of subsection (e) , by strik­
ing out "BY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE"; 

(5) in subsection (k)(l), by striking out "Sec­
retary of Defense, in consultation with the Sec­
retary of Labor," and inserting in lieu thereof 
"Secretary , in consultation with the Secretary 
of Defense,"; and 

(6) in subsection (n), by striking out "Sec­
retary of Defense, in consultation with the Sec­
retary of Labor," and inserting in lieu thereof 
"Secretary, in consultation with the Secretary 
of Defense,". 

(b) DEFENSE CONVERSION ADJUSTMENT PRO­
GRAM.-Section 325(a) of the Job Training Part­
nership Act (29 U.S.C. 1662d(a)) is amended by 
striking out "From the amount appropriated 
pursuant to section 4203 of the Defense Eco­
nomic Adjustment, Diversification, Conversion, 
and Stabilization Act of 1990," and inserting in 
lieu thereof "From funds made available to 
carry out this section,". 
SEC. 1137. ASSISTANCE FOR CERTAIN WORKERS 

DISLOCATED DUE TO REDUCTIONS 
BY THE UNITED STATES IN THE EX­
PORT OF DEFENSE ARTICLES AND 
SERVICES. 

(a) ASSISTANCE UNDER DEFENSE CONVERSION 
ADJUSTMENT PROGRAM.-Section 325 of the Job 
Training Partnership Act (29 U.S.C. 1662d), as 
amended by section 1136(b), is further amend­
ed-

(1) in subsection (a), by striking out "or by 
closures of United States military facilities" 
each place it appears and inserting in lieu 
thereof ", by closures of United States military 
facilities, or· by reductions in the export of de­
fense articles and defense services as a result of 
United States policy, including reductions in the 
amount of defense articles and defense services 
under agreements to provide such articles or 
services or through termination or completion of 
any such agreements"; 

(2) in subsection (d), by striking out "or by 
the closure of United States military installa­
tions" and inserting in lieu thereof " , by clo­
sures of United States military facilities, or by 
reductions in the export of defense articles and 
defense services as a result of United States pol­
icy, including reductions in the amount of de­
fense articles and defense services under agree­
ments to provide such articles or services or 
through termination or completion of any such 
agreements"; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

"(f) DEFINITION.-For purposes of this section, 
the term 'defense articles and defense services' 
means defense articles, defense services, or de­
sign and construction services under the Arms 
Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2751 et seq.), in­
cluding defense articles and defense services li­
censed or approved for export under section 38 
of that Act (22 U.S.C. 2778). ". 

(b) Ass/STANCE UNDER DEFENSE DIVERSIFICA­
TION PROGRAM.-Section 325A of the Job Train­
ing Partnership Act (29 U.S.C. 1662d-1), as 
amended by section 1136(a), is further amend­
ed-

(1) in subsection (b)(3)(A), by striking out "or 
the closure or realignment of a military installa­
tion" and inserting in lieu thereof " , the closure 
or realignment of a military installation, or re­
ductions in the export of defense articles and 
defense services as a result of United States pol­
icy, including reductions in the amount of de­
fense articles and defense services under agree­
ments to provide such articles or services or 
through termination or completion of any such 
agreements"; 
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(2) in subsection (k)(l), by striking out " or by 

the closure of United States military installa­
tions" and inserting in lieu thereof ", the clo­
sure of United States military installations, or 
reductions in the export of defense articles and 
defense services as a result of United States pol­
icy, including reductions in the amount of de­
fense articles and defense services under agree­
ments to provide such articles or services or 
through termination or completion of any such 
agreements"; and · 

(3) in subsection (o) , by adding at the end the 
fallowing new paragraph: 

"(3) DEFENSE ARTICLES AND DEFENSE SERV­
ICES.-The term 'defense articles and defense 
services ' means defense articles , defense serv­
ices, or design and construction services under 
the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2751 et 
seq.) , including defense articles and defense 
services licensed or approved for export under 
section 38 of that Act (22 U.S.C. 2778). ". 

Subtitle D-Other Matter• 
SEC. 1141. EXTENSION OF ARMAMENT RETOOL­

ING AND MANUFACTURING SUPPORT 
INITIATIVE AND ESTABUSHMENT OF 
ARMS INITIATIVE LOAN GUARANTEE 
PROGRAM. 

(a) EXTENSION.-Section 193(a) of the Arma­
ment Retooling and Manufacturing Support Act 
of 1992 (subtitle H of title I of Public Law 102-
484; 10 U.S.C. 2501 note) is amended by striking 
out "fiscal years 1993 and 1994" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "fiscal years 1993 through 1996". 

(b) LOAN GUARANTEES UNDER ARMS lNITIA­
TIVE.-The Armament Retooling and Manufac­
turing Support Act of 1992 (10 U.S.C. 2501 note) 
is amended-

(1) by redesignating section 195 as section 196; 
and 

(2) by inserting after section 194 the following 
new section: 
"SEC. 195. ARMS INITIATIVE LOAN GUARANTEE 

PROGRAM. 
(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.-Subject to sub­

section (b) , the Secretary of the Army may carry 
out a loan guarantee program to encourage 
commercial firms to use ammunition manufac­
turing facilities pursuant to section 193. Under 
such program, the Secretary may guarantee the 
repayment of any loan made to a commercial 
firm to fund, in whole or in part, the establish­
ment of a commercial activity under this sub­
title. 

"(b) ADVANCED BUDGET AUTHORITY.-Loan 
guarantees under this section may not be com­
mitted except to the extent that appropriations 
of budget authority to cover their costs are made 
in advance, as required by section 504 of the 
Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 
661c). 

"(c) PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION.-(]) The Sec­
retary may enter into agreements with the Ad­
ministrator of the Small Business Administra­
tion or the Administrator of the Farmers Home 
Administration, the Administrator of the Rural 
Development Administration, or the head of 
other appropriate agencies of the Department of 
Agriculture, under which such Administrators 
may, under this section-

''( A) process applications for loan guarantees; 
"(B) guarantee repayment of loans; and 
"(C) provide any other services to the Sec­

retary to administer the loan guarantee pro­
gram. 

" (2) Each Administrator may guarantee loans 
under this section to commercial firms of any 
size, notwithstanding any limitations on the size 
of applicants imposed on other loan guarantee 
programs that the Administrator administers. 

" (3) To the extent practicable, each Adminis­
trator shall use the same procedures for process­
ing loan guarantee applications under this sec­
tion as the Administrator uses for processing 
loan guarantee applications under other loan 

guarantee programs that the Administrator ad­
ministers. 

"(d) LOAN LIMITS.-The maximum amount of 
loan principal guaranteed during a fiscal year 
under this section may not exceed-

" (1) $20,000,000, with respect to any single 
borrower; and 

"(2) $320,000,000 with respect to all borrowers. 
" (e) TRANSFER OF FUNDS.-The Secretary of 

the Army may transfer to an Administrator pro­
viding services under subsection (c) , and the Ad­
ministrator may accept, such funds as may be 
necessary to administer the loan guarantee pro­
gram under this section. 

"(f) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.-Not later 
than July 1 of each year in which a guarantee 
issued under this section is in effect, the Sec­
retary shall submit to the congressional defense 
committees a report specifying the amounts of 
loans guaranteed under this section during the 
preceding calendar year. No report is required 
after fiscal year 1997. ". 

(C) AUTHORIZATION FOR USE OF EXISTING 
BUDGET AUTHORITY.-Of the funds appro­
priated for the Armament Retooling and Manu­
facturing Support Initiative by title Ill of Public 
Law 102-396 under the heading "PROCUREMENT 
OF AMMUNITION, ARMY" (106 Stat. 1887), up to 
$43,000,000 may be made available to cover the 
costs of loan guarantees issued under section 

· 195 of the Armament Retooling and Manufac­
turing Support Act of 1992 (as added by sub­
section (b)(2)), in such amounts as provided in 
an appropriations Act enacted after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 1142. CHANGES IN NOTICE REQUIREMENTS 

UPON PENDING OR ACTUAL TERMI­
NATION OF DEFENSE PROGRAMS. 

(a) TIME FOR NOTICE AFTER SUBMISSION OF 
BUDGET.-Subsection (a) of section 4471 of the 
Defense Conversion, Reinvestment, and Transi­
tion Assistance Act of 1992 (division D of Public 
Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2753; 10 U.S.C. 2501 note) 
is amended-

(1) by striking out "As soon as reasonably 
practicable" and inserting in lieu thereof "Not 
later than 60 days"; and 

(2) by striking out " and not more than 180 
days after such date,". 

(b) TIME FOR NOTICE AFTER ENACTMENT OF 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT.-Subsection (b) of such 
section is amended-

(1) by striking out "as soon as reasonably 
practicable" and inserting in lieu thereof "not 
later than 60 days"; and 

(2) by striking out "and not more than 180 
days after such date,". 

(c) TIME FOR NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL OF NO­
TIFICATION.-Subsection (f)(l) of such section is 
amended by striking out "as soon as reasonably 
practicable" and inserting in lieu thereof "not 
later than 60 days". 
SEC. 1143. PLAN FOR DEPLOYMENT OF DEFENSE 

ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGIES 
FOR DREDGING OF DUAL-USE 
PORTS. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.-The Secretary of De­
fense shall establish a plan for the Department 
of Defense to encourage the further development 
and deployment of existing defense environ­
mental technologies in support of the dredging 
requirements of dual-use ports, including-

(]) the environmentally secure containment 
and management of contaminated dredged mate­
rials; and 

(2) the decontamination of dredged materials. 
(b) MATTERS To BE [NCLUDED.-The plan to 

be established pursuant to subsection (a) shall 
include the following: 

(1) A description of defense reinvestment and 
defense conversion programs under chapter 148 
of title 10, United States Code, that are avail­
able to facilitate the deployment of defense envi­
ronmental. technologies in support of the dredg­
ing requirements of dual-use ports. 

(2) A description of existing defense environ­
mental technologies and processes that are 
available to support the objectives of the plan to 
be established pursuant to subsection (a). 

(3) Recommendations for strategies to deploy 
such technologies and processes to ports of var­
ious sizes, including-

( A) ports with projects requiring more than 
5,000,000 cubic yards of sediment to be dredged 
annually ; 

(B) ports with projects requiring more than 
1,000,000 cubic yards of sediment to be dredged 
annually; 

(C) ports that have been affected by , or are 
likely to be affected by, the closure of one or 
more major military installations and that, as a 
result thereof, require substantial environmental 
remediation; and 

(D) military port installations that have expe­
rienced significant delays in advancing dredg­
ing projects because of environmental compli­
ance or dredged material disposal problems. 

(4) After consultation with the heads of other 
appropriate Federal agencies, an assessment of 
other available technologies and processes that 
may be used in support of the plan to be estab­
lished pursuant to subsection (a). 

(5) An assessment of the potential benefits and 
methods of trans! er of technologies and proc­
esses for use in connection with dredging proc­
esses in commercial ports and waterways. 

(c) REPORT.-Not later than 180 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Defense shall transmit to Congress a report 
containing the plan to be established pursuant 
to subsection (a). 
TITLE XII-COOPERATIVE THREAT REDUC­

TION WITH STATES OF FORMER SOVIET 
UNION 

SEC. 1201. COOPERATIVE THREAT REDUCTTON 
PROGRAMS. 

For purposes of section 301 and other provi­
sions of this Act, Cooperative Threat Reductton 
programs are the programs described in section 
1203(b) of the Cooperative Threat Reduction Act 
of 1993 (title XII of Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 
1778; 22 u.s.c. 5952(b)). 
SEC. 1202. EXTENSION OF SEMIANNUAL REPORT 

ON COOPERATIVE THREAT REDUC· 
TION PROGRAMS. 

Section 1207 of the Cooperative Threat Reduc­
tion Act of 1993 (title XII of Public Law 103-60; 
107 Stat. 1782) is amended-

(1) by striking out "Not later than April 30, 
1994, and not later than October 30, 1994," and 
inserting in lieu thereof "Not later than Aprtl 30 
and not later than October 30 of each year,"; 

(2) by striking out " under this title" and in­
serting in lieu thereof " under programs de­
scribed in section 1203(b)"; and 

(3) in paragraph (3), by striking out "this 
title" and inserting in lieu thereof "the pro­
grams described in section 1203(b)". 
SEC. 1Z03. REPORT ON ACCOUNTING FOR UNl7'BD 

STATES ASSISTANCE. 
(a) REPORT.-(1) The Secretary of Defense 

shall submit to Congress a report on the efforts 
made by the United States (including efforts 
through the use of audits, examinations, and 
on-site inspections) to ensure that assistance 
provided under cooperative threat reduction 
programs is fully accounted for and that such 
assistance is being used for its intended pur­
poses. 

(2) The report shall be submitted not later 
than 90 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(b) INFORMATION To BE [NCLUDED.-The re­
port shall include the following: 

(1) A list of cooperative threat reduction as­
sistance that has been provided before the date 
of the report. 

(2) A description of the current location of the 
assistance provided and the current condition of 
such assistance. 
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(3) A determination of whether the assistance 

has been used for its intended purpose. 
(4) A description of the activities planned to 

be carried out during fiscal year 1995 to ensure 
that cooperative threat reduction assistance 
provided during that fiscal year is fully ac­
counted for and is used for its intended purpose. 

(C) COMPTROLLER GENERAL ASSESSMENT.-Not 
later than 30 days after the date on which the 
report of the Secretary under subsection (a) is 
submitted to Congress, the Comptroller General 
of the United States shall submit to Congress a 
report giving the Comptroller General's assess­
ment of the report and making any rec­
ommendations that the Comptroller General 
considers appropriate. 
SEC. 1204. REPORT ON CONTROL AND ACCOUNT· 

ABILITY OF MATERIAL RELATING TO 
WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUCTION. 

The Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con­
gress a report on progress being made in each 
state of the farmer Soviet Union that is a recipi­
ent of assistance under Cooperative Threat Re­
duction programs toward the development of an 
effective system of control and accountability 
for material related to weapons of mass destruc­
tion in that country. Under such a system, offi­
cials of the United States and of the recipient 
country should have an accurate accounting of 
the weapons of mass destruction in that country 
and the fissile and chemical materials from 
those weapons. The report shall be submitted 
not later than three months after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 1205. MULTIYEAR PLANNING AND ALUED 

SUPPORT. 
(a) FUNDING REPORT TO CONGRESS.-The Sec­

retary of Defense shall submit to Congress a re­
port as described in subsection (b) on funding 
for Cooperative Threat Reduction programs 
with states of the farmer Soviet Union. The re­
port shall be submitted at the time of the trans­
mission to Congress of the budget justification 
materials for the funding request in the fiscal 
year 1996 budget for such Cooperative Threat 
Reduction programs. 

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED IN ANNUAL RE­
PORT.-The Secretary of Defense shall include 
in the report under subsection (a) the following: 

(1) An estimate of the total amount that will 
be required to be expended by the United States 
in order to achieve the objectives of Cooperative 
Threat Reduction programs. 

(2) A multi year plan for the use of amounts 
and other resources provided by the United 
States for Cooperative Threat Reduction pro­
grams and to provide guidance for preparation 
of annual budget submissions. 

(c) SUBSEQUENT REVISIONS TO REPORT.-The 
Secretary of Defense shall submit an updated 
version of the report under subsection (a) for 
any fiscal year after fiscal year 1996 for which 
the budget of the President proposes that funds 
be appropriated to the Department of Defense 
for Cooperative Threat Reduction programs. 

(d) FISCAL YEAR 1995 LIMITATION.-Of the 
amount authorized in section 301 for Coopera­
tive Threat Reduction programs, the sum of 
$50,000,000 may not be obligated until the Presi­
dent certifies to Congress that the United States 
is making a concerted effort to ensure that allies 
of the United States are increasing their levels 
of support for activities that will aid in accom­
plishing the objectives of the Cooperative Threat 
Reduction programs. 
SEC. 1206. FUNDING LIMITATIONS ON COOPERA­

TIVE THREAT REDUCTION PROGRAM 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 1995. 

(a) PROGRAM AMOUNTS.-Of the amount au­
thorized to be appropriated in section 301 for 
Cooperative Threat Reduction programs-

(1) not more than $60,000,000 may be obligated 
for the demilitarization of defense industries 
and the conversion of military technologies and 
capabilities into civilian activities; 

(2) not more than $200,000,000 may be obli­
gated for Weapons Dismantlement, Destruction, 
and Denuclearization; 

(3) not more than $60,000,000 may be obligated 
for Safety and Security, Transportation , and 
Storage; 

(4) not more than $40,000,000 may be obligated 
for Nonproliferation; 

(5) not more than $20,000,000 may be obligated 
for Defense and Military-to-Military Contacts; 
and 

(6) not more than $20,000,000 may be obligated 
for other authorized programs and activities. 

(b) LIMITED AUTHORITY TO EXCEED INDIVID­
UAL LIMITATION AMOUNTS.-(1) If the Secretary 
of Defense determines that it is necessary to do 
so in the national interest, the Secretary may, 
subject to paragraph (2), obligate amounts for 
the purposes stated in any of the paragraphs of 
subsection (a) in excess of the amount specified 
for those purposes in that paragraph. However, 
the total amount obligated for the purposes stat­
ed in the paragraphs in subsection (a) may not 
by reason of the use of the authority provided in 
the preceding sentence exceed the sum of the 
amounts specified in those paragraphs. 

(2) An obligation for the purposes stated in 
any of the paragraphs in subsection (a) in ex­
cess of the amount specified in that paragraph 
may be made using the authority provided in 
paragraph (1) only after-

( A) the Secretary submits to Congress a notifi­
cation of the intent to do so together with a 
complete discussion of the justification for doing 
so; and 

(B) 15 days have elapsed following the date of 
the notification. 
SEC. 1207. REPORT ON OFFENSIVE BIOLOGICAL 

WARFARE PROGRAM OF THE STATES 
OF THE FORMER SOVIET UNION. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 
findings: 

(1) The United States has identified non­
proliferation of weapons of mass destruction as 
a high priority in the conduct of United States 
national security policy. 

(2) The United States is seeking universal ad­
herence to global regimes that control nuclear, 
chemical, and biological weapons and is promot­
ing new measures that provide increased trans­
parency of biological weapons-related activities 
and facilities in an effort to help deter viola­
tions of and enhance compliance with the Bio­
logical Weapons Convention. 

(3) In early 1992, Russian President Boris 
Yeltsin indicated to former United States Presi­
dent George Bush that Russia still had an of­
fensive biological weapons program. 

(4) A United States Government report dated 
January 19, 1993, on arms control noncompli­
ance noted that Russian declarations up to that 
date had dramatically underestimated the size, 
scope, and maturity of the former Soviet biologi­
cal weapons program. 

(5) Despite President Yeltsin 's decree of April 
11, 1993, stating that activities in violation of 
the Biological Weapons Convention are illegal, 
questions continue to arise regarding offensive 
biological weapons research, development, test­
ing, production, and storage in Russia as well 
as in other countries. 

(6) A United States Government report, dated 
June 23, 1994, states the following: "The United 
States has determined that the offensive biologi­
cal warfare program that Russia inherited from 
the Soviet Union violated the Biological Weap­
ons Convention through at least March 1992. 
The Soviet offensive biological weapons program 
was massive, and included production, 
weaponization, and stockpiling. The status of 
the program since that time remains unclear and 
the U.S. remains concerned about the Russian 
biological warfare program.". 

(7) The Joint Statement on Biological Weap­
ons issued by officials of the United States, the 

United Kingdom, and Russia on September 14, 
1992, confirmed the commitment of the three 
governments to full compliance with the Biologi­
cal Weapons Convention and outlined steps de­
signed to increase confidence in that commit­
ment. 

(8) The Presidents of Russia and the United 
States are scheduled to hold a summit meeting 
in Washington during the month of September 
1994. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that-

(1) the President should continue to urge all 
signatories to the Biological Weapons Conven­
tion to comply fully with the terms of that con­
vention and with other international agree­
ments relating to the control of biological weap­
ons; 

(2) the President should keep the Congress 
fully and currently informed regarding any 
Russian activities related to offensive biological 
weapons; 

(3) the President should continue to insist 
that the Russian Government complete the steps 
noted and agreed to in the Joint Statement on 
Biological Weapons issued by officials of the 
United States, the United Kingdom, and Russia 
on September 14, 1992; 

(4) subsequent meetings of representatives of 
the United States, the United Kingdom, and 
Russia on biological weapons and the September 
1994 summit meeting in Washington provide op­
portunities for the President to again emphasize 
the importance of resolving the issues related to 
compliance with the Biological Weapons Con­
vention; 

(5) in assessing the President's fiscal year 1996 
budget request for foreign assistance funds for 
Russia, and for other programs and activities to 
provide assistance to Russia, including the Co­
operative Threat Reduction programs, Congress 
will consider United States Government assess­
ments of Russia's compliance with its obliga­
tions under the Biological Weapons Convention; 
and 

(6) as the President encourages increased 
transparency of biological weapons-related ac­
tivities and facilities to deter violations of, and 
enhance compliance with, the Biological Weap­
ons Convention, the President should also take 
appropriate actions to ensure that the United 
States is prepared to counter the effects of use 
of biological weapons by others. 

(C) PRESIDENTIAL REPORTS.-Not later than 
February 1, 1995, not later than June l, 1995, 
and not later than October 1, 1995, the President 
shall submit to Congress a report, in classified 
and unclassified forms. containing an assess­
ment of the extent of compliance of the inde­
pendent states of the farmer Soviet Union with 
the Biological Weapons Convention and other 
international agreements relating to the control 
of biological weapons. 

(d) CONTENT OF REPORT.-The report shall in­
clude the following: 

(1) MATTERS RELATED TO COMPLIANCE.-
( A) An evaluation of the extent of control and 

oversight by the government of the Russian Fed­
eration over the farmer Soviet military and dual 
civilian-military biological warfare programs. 

(B) The extent, if any, of the biological war­
fare agent stockpile in any of the independent 
states of the farmer Soviet Union. 

(C) The extent and scope, if any, of continued 
biological warfare research, development, test­
ing , and production by such states, including 
the sites and types of activity at those sites. 

(D) An evaluation of the effectiveness of pos­
sible delivery systems of biological weapons, in­
cluding tube and rocket artillery, aircraft, and 
ballistic missiles. 

(E) An assessment of measures taken by the 
Russian Government to complete the steps noted 
and agreed to in the 1992 Joint Statement on Bi­
ological Weapons referred to in subsection 
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(b)(3), including a determination of the extent to 
which Russia has-

(i) agreed to permit visits to military and non­
military biological sites in order to attempt to re­
solve ambiguities; 

(ii) provided information about biological 
weapons dismantlement accomplished to date, 
and further clarification of information pro­
vided in its United Nations Declarations regard­
ing biological weapons; 

(iii) been cooperative in exchanging inf orma­
tion on a confidential, reciprocal basis concern­
ing past offensive biological weapons programs 
not recorded in detail in its declarations to the 
United Nations; 

(iv) cooperated in reviewing potential addi­
tional measures to monitor compliance with the 
Biological Weapons Convention and modalities 
for testing such measures; 

(v) agreed to an examination of the physical 
infrastructure of its biological facilities to deter­
mine whether there is specific equipment or ex­
cess capacity inconsistent with their stated pur­
pose; 

(vi) helped identify ways to promote coopera­
tion and investment in the conversion of biologi­
cal weapons facilities; and 

(vii) agreed to exchanges of scientists at bio­
logical facilities on a long-term basis. 

(2) MATTERS RELATED TO UNITED STATES CAPA­
BILITIES.-

(A) An evaluation of United States capabili­
ties to detect and monitor biological warfare re­
search, development, testing, production, and 
storage. 

(B) On the basis of the assessment and eval­
uations ref erred to in other provisions of the re­
port, recommendations by the Secretary of De­
fense and Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
for the improvement of United States biological 
warfare defense and counter-measures. 

(e) LIMITATION.-Of the amount authorized to 
be appropriated by section 301 for Cooperative 
Threat Reduction programs, $25,000,000 may not 
be obligated until the President submits to Con­
gress the first report required under subsection 
(c) . 
SEC. 1208. COORDINATION OF CERTAIN COOPER· 

ATIVE THREAT REDUCTION PRO· 
GRAMS. 

(a) MILITARY-TO-MILITARY CONTACT PRO­
GRAMS.-(]) None of the funds authorized to be 
appropriated in section 301 for Cooperative 
Threat Reduction programs may be obligated for 
activities under a military-to-military contact 
program until the Secretary of Defense and the 
Secretary of State submit to Congress a joint re­
port on the coordination of military-to-military 
contact programs and comparable activities car­
ried out under their respective jurisdictions. 

(2) The report shall cover the fallowing pro­
grams and activities: 

(A) Defense and military-to-military contact 
programs to be carried out using funds author­
ized to be appropriated in section 301 for Coop­
erative Threat Reduction programs. 

(B) Military-to-military contacts and com­
parable activities that are authorized by section 
168 of title 10, United States Code, as added by 
section 1316. 

(C) Programs authorized under chapter 5 of 
part II of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 
U.S.C. 2347 et seq.). 

(3) The report shall include a discussion of 
how the programs and activities referred to in 
paragraph (2) are carried out to maximize-

( A) the effect of such programs and activities 
in enhancing United States foreign policy objec­
tives; and 

(B) cost-efficiency in the conduct of the pro­
grams and activities. 

(b) REPORT.-Section 1207 of the Cooperative 
Threat Reduction Act of 1993 (title XII of Public 
Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1777; 22 U.S.C. 5956), is 

amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new paragraph: 

"(5) A description of how all of the activities 
carried out under the authority of this title and 
other laws providing authority for cooperative 
threat reduction are coordinated with similar 
activities that are carried out under any other 
authority, including activities relating to mili­
tary-to-military contacts, environmental res­
toration, and housing.". 
SEC. 1209. SENSE OF CONGRESS CONCERNING 

SAFE AND SECURE DISMANTLEMENT 
OF SOVIET NUCLEAR ARSENAL. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 
findings: 

(1) It is a pressing national security challenge 
for the United States to expedite the safe and se­
cure dismantlement of the nuclear arsenal of the 
farmer Soviet Union. 

(2) In particular, it is essential to expedite the 
return of strategic nuclear warheads from 
Ukraine, Belarus, and Kazakhstan and to expe­
dite the safe and secure dismantlement of the 
nuclear delivery vehicles of Ukraine, Belarus, 
and Kazakhstan. 

(3) Leakage of nuclear materials and tech­
nology, and the continuing threat of emigration 
of scientists and technicians from the farmer So­
viet nuclear weapons complex, pose a grave 
threat to United States national security and to 
international stability. 

(4) Congress has authorized so-called "Nunn­
Lugar" funds to enable the Department of De­
fense to carry out cooperative activities with 
states of the former Soviet Union to address the 
threats described in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3). 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-In light of the find­
ings in subsection (a), it is the sense of Congress 
that-

(1) the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary 
of State should continue to give their serious at­
tention to carrying out a coordinated strategy 
for addressing the urgent national security is­
sues described in subsection (a); 

(2) the United States should expedite the 
availability and effective application of so­
called "Nunn-Lugar" funds; 

(3) although activities conducted with those 
funds should, to the extent feasible, draw upon 
United States technology and expertise, the 
United States should work with local contrac­
tors in Belarus, Kazakhstan, Russia, and 
Ukraine when doing so would expedite more ef­
fective use of those funds; and 

(4) efforts should be made to make the Science 
and Technology Centers in Moscow and Kiev, 
designed to slow the emigration of scientists and 
technicians from the former Soviet weapons 
complex, fully operational on an expedited 
basis. 

TITLE XIII-MATTERS RELATING TO 
ALLIES AND OTHER NATIONS 

Subtitk A-Matters Relating to NATO 
SEC. 1301. COOPERATIVE RESEARCH AND DEVEL­

OPMENT AGREEMENTS WITH NATO 
ORGANIZATIONS. 

(a) APPLICABILITY OF EXISTING AUTHORITY TO 
NATO ORGANIZATIONS.-Section 2350a of title 
10, United States Code, is amended in sub­
sections (a), (e)(2), and (i)(l) by inserting "or 
NATO organizations" after " major allies of the 
United States" each place it appears. 

(b) NATO ORGANIZATION DEFINED.-Sub­
section (i) of such section is amended by adding 
at the end the fallowing new paragraph: 

"(4) The term 'NATO organization' means 
any North Atlantic Treaty Organization sub­
sidiary body referred to in section 2350(2) of this 
title and any other organization of the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization.". 
SEC. 1302. NORTH ATLANTIC 77lEATY ORGANIZA­

TION. 
(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 

findings: 

(1) The North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
has served as a bulwark of peace, security, and 
democracy for the United States and the mem­
bers of the alliance since 1949. 

(2) The unswerving resolve of the member 
states of the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza­
tion to mutual defense against the threat of 
communist aggression was central to the demise 
of the Warsaw Pact. 

(3) The North Atlantic Treaty Organization is 
the most successful international security orga­
nization in history and is well suited to help 
marshal cooperative political , diplomatic, eco­
nomic, and humanitarian efforts, buttressed by 
credible military capability aimed at deterring 
conflict, and thus contributing to international 
peace and security. 

(4) The threat of instability in Eastern and 
Central Europe, as well as in the Southern and 
Eastern Mediterranean, continues to pose a fun­
damental challenge to the interests of the mem­
ber states of the North Atlantic Treaty Organi­
zation. 

(5) North Atlantic Treaty Organization assets 
have been deployed in recent years for more 
than the territorial defense of alliance members, 
and the Rome Summit of October 1991 adopted a 
new strategic concept for the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization that entertained the possi­
bility of operations beyond the alliance's self-de­
fense area. 

(6) In Oslo in July 1992, and in Brussels in 
December 1992, the alliance embraced the de­
ployment of North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
forces to peacekeeping operations under the 
auspices of the United Nations or the Con­
ference on Security and Cooperation in Europe. 

(7) The North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
should attempt to cooperate with and seek a 
mandate from international organizations such 
as the United Nations when considering re­
sponses to crises outside the alliances's self-de­
fense area. 

(8) Not all members of the international com­
munity share a commonality of interests that 
would ensure timely action by the United Na­
tions Security Council. 

(9) It is critical that the security interests of 
the member countries of the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization not be held hostage to in­
decision at the United Nations or a veto by a 
permanent member of the Security Council. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that-

(1) it should be the policy of the United States 
that, in accordance with article 53 of the United 
Nations Charter, the North Atlantic Treaty Or­
ganization retains the right of autonomy of ac­
tion regarding missions in addition to collective 
defense should the United Nations Security 
Council or the Conference on Security and Co­
operation in Europe fail to act; 

(2) while it is desirable to work with other 
international organizations and arrangements 
where feasible in dealing with threats to the 
peace, the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
is not an auxiliary to the United Nations or any 
other organization; and 

(3) the member states of the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization reserve the right to act col­
lectively in defense of their vital interests. 
SEC. 1303. AUTHORIZED END STRENGTH FOR 

MILITARY PERSONNEL IN EUROPE. 
(a) END STRENGTH.-Paragraph (1) Of section 

1002(c) of the Department of Defense Authoriza­
tion Act , 1985 (22 U.S.C. 1928 note), is amended 
to read as fallows: 

"(1) The end strength level of members of the 
Armed Forces of the United States assigned to 
permanent duty ashore in European member na­
tions of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
may not exceed a permanent ceiling of approxi­
mately 100,000 in any fiscal year.". 

(b) EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN ISLAND-BASED 
TROOPS IN CALCULATION OF AUTHORIZED END 
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STRENGTH.-Such section is further amended by 
adding at the end the fallowing new paragraph: 

"(3) For purposes of this subsection, members 
of the Armed Forces of the United States as­
signed to permanent duty ashore in Iceland, 
Greenland, and the Azores are excluded in cal­
culating the end strength level of members of the 
Armed Forces assigned to permanent duty 
ashore in European member nations of NATO.". 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Section 1303 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis­
cal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 
2546) is repealed. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall take effect on October 1, 
1995. 
SEC. 1304. ALLIED SHARE OF INSTALLATIONS 

COSTS. 
(a) GOAL FOR ALLIED CONTR/BUTIONS.-In 

continuing efforts to enter into revised host-na­
tion agreements as described in section 1301(e) of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis­
cal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 
2545) and section 1401(c) of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public 
Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1824), the President shall 
seek to have European member nations of NATO 
assume an increased share of the nonpersonnel 
costs for United States military installations in 
those nations so that by September 30, 1996, 
those nations have assumed 37.5 percent of such 
costs. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this section: 
(1) The term "nonpersonnel costs", with re­

spect to United States military installations in 
European member nations of NATO, means costs 
for those installations other than costs paid 
from military personnel accounts. 

(2) The term "contributions", with respect to 
the share of such nonpersonnel costs assumed 
by the European member nations of NATO, 
means those cash and in-kind contributions 
made by such nations that replace expenditures 
that would otherwise be made by the Secretary 
using funds appropriated or otherwise made 
available in defense appropriations Acts. 
SEC. 1305. PAYMENTS-IN-KIND FOR RELEASE OF 

UNITED STATES OVERSEAS MIU­
TARY FACIUTIES TO NATO HOST 
COUNTRIES. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 
findings: 

(1) The United States has invested 
$6,500,000,000 in military infrastructure in North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) countries. 

(2) As part of an overall plan to reduce United 
States troop strength overseas, the Department 
of Defense plans to close, or reduce United 
States military presence at, 867 military sites 
outside the United States. 

(3) Most of the military sites outside the Unit­
ed States announced for closure are in Europe, 
where the United States has already closed 434 
such sites while carrying out a reduction in 
troop strength in Europe from 323,432 in 1987 to 
approximately 100,000 by the end of fiscal year 
1996. 

(4) When the United States closes military 
sites in Europe, it leaves buildings, roads, sew­
ers, and other real property improvements be­
hind. 

(5) Some of the European NATO allies have 
agreed to pay the United States for the residual 
value of the real property improvements left be­
hind. 

(6) Although the United States military 
drawdown has been rapid since 1990, European 
allies have been slow to pay the United States 
the residual value of the sites released by the 
United States. 

(7) As of 1994, the United States has recouped 
only $33,300,000 in cash, most of which was re­
covered in 1989. 

(8) Although the United States has released to 
Germany over 60 percent of the military sites 

planned for closure by the United States in that 
country and the current value of United States 
facilities to be returned to the German govern­
ment is estimated at approximately 
$2,700,000,000, the German government has 
budgeted only $25,000,000 for fiscal year 1994 for 
payment of compensation for the United States 
investment in those facilities. 

(b) POLICY.-It is the sense of Congress that­
(1) the President should redouble efforts to re­

cover the value of the United States investment 
in the military infrastructure in NATO coun­
tries; 

(2) the President should enter into negotia­
tions with the government of each NATO host 
country with a presumption that payments to 
compensate the United States for the negotiated 
value of improvements will be made in cash and 
deposited in the Department of Defense Over­
seas Military Facility Investment Recovery Ac­
count; 

(3) the President should enter into negotia­
tions for payments-in-kind only as a last resort 
and only after inf arming the Congress that ne­
gotiations for cash payments have not been suc­
cessful; and 

(4) to the extent that in-kind contributions are 
received in lieu of cash payments in any fiscal 
year, the in-kind contributions should be used 
for projects that are identified priorities of the 
Department of Defense. 

(C) REQUIREMENTS AND LIMITATIONS RELATING 
TO PAYMENTS-JN-KIND.-(1) Subsection (e) of 
section 2921 of the National Defense Authoriza­
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (10 U.S.C. 2687 
note) is amended-

( A) by inserting "(1)" after "NEGOTIATIONS 
FOR PAYMENTS-JN-KIND.-"; 

(B) by striking out "a written notice" and all 
that follows and inserting in lieu thereof "to the 
appropriate congressional committees a written 
notice regarding the intended negotiations."; 
and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

"(2) The notice shall contain the following: 
"(A) A justification for entering into negotia­

tions for payments-in-kind with the host coun­
try. 

"(B) The types of benefit options to be pur­
sued by the Secretary in the negotiations. 

"(C) A discussion of the adjustments that are 
intended to be made in the future-years defense 
program or in the budget of the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year in which the notice 
is submitted or the fallowing fiscal year in order 
to reflect costs that it may no longer be nec­
essary for the United States to incur as a .result 
of the payments-in-kind to be sought in the ne­
gotiations. 

"(3) For purposes of this subsection, the ap­
propriate congressional committees are-

"( A) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the Defense 
Subcommittees of the Committee on Appropria­
tions of the House of Representatives; and 

"(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the Defense 
Subcommittees of the Committee on Appropria­
tions of the Senate.". 

(2) Such section is further amended by adding 
at the end the fallowing new subsection: 

"(h) CONGRESSIONAL OVERSIGHT OF PAY­
MENTS-IN-KIND.-(1) Not less than 30 days be­
fore concluding an agreement for acceptance of 
military construction or facility improvements as 
a payment-in-kind, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to Congress a notification on the 
proposed agreement. Any such notification shall 
contain the following: 

''(A) A description of the military construction 
project or facility improvement project, as the 
case may be. 

"(B) A certification that the project is needed 
by United States forces. 

"(C) An explanation of how the project will 
aid in the achievement of the mission of those 
forces. 

"(D) A certification that, if the project were to 
be carried out by the Department of Defense, 
appropriations would be necessary for the 
project and it would be necessary to provide for 
the project in the next future-years defense pro­
gram. 

"(2) Not less than 30 days before concluding 
an agreement for acceptance of host nation sup­
port or host nation payment of operating costs 
of United States forces as a payment-in-kind, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con­
gress a notification on the proposed agreement. 
Any such notification shall contain the follow­
ing: 

"(A) A description of each activity to be cov­
ered by the payment-in-kind. 

"(B) A certification that the costs to be cov­
ered by the payment-in-kind are included in the 
budget of one or more of the military depart­
ments or that it will otherwise be necessary to 
provide for payment of such costs in a budget of 
one or more of the military departments. 

· '(C) A certification that, unless the payment­
in-kind is accepted or funds are appropriated 
for payment of such costs, the military mission 
of the United States forces with respect" to the 
host nation concerned will be adversely af­
fected.". 
SEC. 1306. GEORGE C. MARSHALL EUROPEAN CEN· 

TER FOR SECURITY STUDIES. 
(a) USE OF CONTRIBUTIONS.-Funds received 

by the United States Government from the Fed­
eral Republic of Germany as its fair share of the 
costs of the George C. Marshall European Cen­
ter for Security Studies shall be credited to ap­
propriations available to the Department of De­
fense for the George C. Marshall European Cen­
ter for Security Studies. Funds so credited shall 
be merged with the appropriations to which 
credited and shall be available for the Center for 
the same purposes and the same period as the 
appropriations with which merged. 

(b) WAIVER OF CHARGES.-(1) The Secretary of 
Defense may waive reimbursement of the costs 
of conferences, seminars, courses of instruction, 
or similar educational activities of the George C. 
Marshall European Center for Security Studies 
for military officers and civilian officials of co­
operation partner states of the North Atlantic 
Cooperation Council or the Partnership for 
Peace if the Secretary determines that attend­
ance by such personnel without reimbursement 
is in the national security interest of the United 
States. 

(2) Costs for which reimbursement is waived 
pursuant to paragraph (1) shall be paid from 
appropriations available for the Center. 
SEC. 1307. SENSE OF THE SENATE CONCERNING 

PARTICIPATION IN ALLIED DEFENSE 
COOPERATION. 

It is the sense of the Senate that the President 
should use existing authorities to the greatest 
extent possible to authorize the provision of the 
fallowing types of assistance and cooperation to 
countries that are participating in the Partner­
ship for Peace and are making significant 
progress in working with the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization: 

(1) Defense articles and services, as defined in 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 and the Arms 
Export Control Act. 

(2) Loan of materials, supplies, and equipment 
for research and development purposes. 

(3) Leases and loans of major defense equip­
ment and other defense articles. 

(4) Cooperative military airlift agreements. 
(5) The procurement of communications sup­

port and related supplies and services. 
(6) Actions to standardize equipment with 

North Atlantic Treaty Organization members. 
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Subtitk B-Matter• Relating to Several 

Countrie• 
SEC. 1311. LIMITATION ON OBLIGA'flON OF 

FUNDS FOR OVERSEAS BASING AC· 
TiVITIES. 

(a) LIMITATION.-The total amount authorized 
to be appropriated to the Department . of Defense 
for operation and maintenance and for military 
construction (including construction and im­
provement of military family housing) that is 
obligated to conduct overseas basing activities 
during fiscal year 1995 may not exceed 
$8,181,000,000, except to the extent provided by 
the Secretary of Defense under subsection (b). 

(b) EXCEPTION.-The Secretary of Defense 
may increase the amount of the limitation under 
subsection (a) by such amount as the Secretary 
determines to be necessary in the national inter­
est, except that such increase may not exceed 
$400,000,000. The Secretary may not make any 
such increase until the Secretary notifies the 
Congress of the Secretary's intent to make such 
an increase and a period of 15 days elapses after 
the day on which the notification is received by 
the Congress. 

(c) ALLOCATIONS OF SAVINGS.-Any amounts 
appropriated to the Department of Defense for 
fiscal year 1995 for the purposes covered by sub­
section (a) that are not available to be used for 
those purposes by reason of the limitation in 
that subsection shall be allocated by the Sec­
retary of Defense for operation and mainte­
nance and for military construction activities of 
the Department of Defense at military installa­
tions and facilities located inside the United 
States. 

(d) DEFINITION.-In this section, the term 
"overseas basing activities" has the meaning 
given such term in section 1401(d)(2) of the Na­
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1825), 
except that such term does not include activities 
of the Department of Defense for which funds 
are provided through appropriations for Mili­
tary Personnel. 
SEC. 1312. CLARIFICATION AND CODIFICATION OF 

OVERSEAS MILITARY END 
STRENGTH LIMITATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-(1) Chapter 3 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 123a the following new section: 
"§ 123b. Force• atationed abroad: limitation 

on number 
"(a) END-STRENGTH LIMITATION.-No funds 

appropriated to the Department of Defense may 
be used to support a strength level of members of 
the armed forces assigned to permanent duty 
ashore in nations outside the United States at 
the end of any fiscal year at a level in excess of 
203,000. 

"(b) EXCEPTION FOR WARTIME.-Subsection 
(a) does not apply in the event of a declaration 
of war or an armed attack on any member na­
tion of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, 
Japan, the Republic of Korea, or any other ally 
of the United States. 

" (c) PRESIDENTIAL WAIVER.-The President 
may waive the operation of subsection (a) if the 
President declares an emergency. The President 
shall immediately notify Congress of any such 
waiver.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
· such chapter is amended by adding at the end 

the following new item: 
" 123b. Forces stationed abroad: limitation on 

number. " . 
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-Section 123b of title 10, 

United States Code , as added by subsection (a) , 
does not apply with respect to a fiscal year be­
fore fiscal year 1996. 

(c) CONFORMING REPEAL.-Section 1302 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2545) is 
repealed. 

SEC. 1313. COST-SHARING l'QLICY AND REPORT. 
(a) POLICY.-It is the policy of the United 

States that the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza­
tion (NATO) allies should assist the United 
States in paying the incremental costs incurred 
by the United States for maintaining members of 
the Armed Forces in assignments to permanent 
duty ashore in European member nations of 
NATO solely for support of NATO roles and mis­
sions. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.-The President shall 
take all necessary actions to ensure the effective 
implementation of the policy set forth in sub­
section (a). 

(c) REPORT.-The Secretary of Defense shall 
include in the annual report required by section . 
1002(d) of the Department of Defense Authoriza­
tion Act, 1985 (22 U.S.C. 1928 note) the follow­
ing: 

(1) A description of the United States military 
forces assigned to permanent duty ashore in Eu­
ropean member nations of NATO and an analy­
sis of the cost of providing and maintaining 
such forces in such assignment primarily for 
support of NATO roles and missions. 

(2) A description of the United States military 
forces assigned to permanent duty ashore in Eu­
ropean member nations of NATO primarily in 
support of other United States interests in other 
regions of the world and an analysis of the cost 
of providing and maintaining such forces in 
such assignment primarily for that purpose. 

(3) A specific enumeration and description of 
the offsets to United States costs of providing 
and maintaining United States military forces in 
Europe that the United States received from 
other NATO member nations in the fiscal year 
covered by the report, set out by country and by 
type of assistance, including both in-kind assist­
ance and direct cash reimbursement, and the 
projected off sets for the five fiscal years fallow­
ing the fiscal year covered by the report. 

(d) INCREMENTAL COSTS DEFINED.-For pur­
poses of subsection (a), the definition provided 
for the term "incremental costs" in section 1046 
of the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993, as added by sub­
section (e) , shall apply with respect to maintain­
ing members of the Armed Forces in assignments 
to permanent duty ashore in European member 
nations of NATO in the same manner as such 
term applies with respect to permanent station­
ing ashore of United States forces in foreign na­
tions for purposes of subsection (e)(4) of such 
section 1046. 

(e) DEFINITION FOR REPORTING REQUIRE­
MENT.-Section 1046 of the National Defense Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 
(Public Law 102- 190; 105 Stat. 1466; 22 U.S.C. 
1928 note) is amended by adding at the end the 
fallowing new subsection: 

"(f) INCREMENTAL COSTS DEFINED.-In this 
section, the term 'incremental costs ', with re­
spect to permanent stationing ashore of United 
States forces in foreign nations, means the dif­
ference between the costs associated with main­
taining United States military forces in assign­
ments to permanent duty ashore in the foreign 
nations and the costs associated with maintain­
ing those same military forces at military bases 
in the United States. ". 
SEC. 1314. REPORT ASSESSING THE NATIONAL SE· 

CURITY CONSEQUENCES OF UNITED 
STATES MILITARY COOPERATION 
PROGRAMS. 

(a) REPORT.-The Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to Congress a report assessing the na­
tional security consequences of United States 
military cooperation programs. The report shall 
be submitted not later than the date of the sub­
mission to Congress of the next annual report of 
the Secretary of Defense submitted under sec­

-tion 113 of title 10, United States Code, after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) MATTERS To BE [NCLUDED.- The report 
under subsection (a) shall include the following: 

(1) A description of cooperative military rela­
tionships in effect. 

(2) A description of how ac~ivities under those 
relationships are intended to improve United 
States national security. 

(3) An assessment of the risks to the United 
States associated with engaging in military co­
operation programs with foreign countries 
should the government of any of such country 
change its political orientation in a manner hos­
tile to United States interests. 

(4) An analysis of the effect on United States 
national security of possible multilateral actions 
to reduce the military capability of governments 
and military forces that could pose a future 
threat to United States interests. 

(5) An assessment of any implications for re­
gional security effected by existing cooperative 
military relationships. 

(C) FORM OF REPORT.-The report under sub­
section (a) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form and, to the extent necessary , in classified 
form. 
SEC. 1315. REVIEW AND REl'QRT REGARDING DE· 

PARTMENT OF DEFENSE PROGRAMS 
RELATING TO REGIONAL SECURITY 
AND HOST NATION DEVELOPMENT 
IN THE WESTERN HEMISPHERE. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following · 
findings: 

(1) The political environment in the Western 
Hemisphere has been characterized in recent 
years by significant democratic advances and 
an absence of international strife, but democ­
racy in some nations of the region is fragile. 

(2) It is desirable for the Department of De­
fense to perf arm a positive role in inj1uencing 
the defense establishments and military forces of 
nations in the Western Hemisphere to make 
positive contributions to the democratic process 
and to domestic development programs of their 
respective nations. 

(3) Congress receives a number of annual re­
ports relating to specific authorities granted to 
the Secretary of Defense under title 10, United 
States Code, such as the authorities relating to 
the conduct of bilateral or regional cooperation 
programs under section 1051 of that title, par­
ticipation of developing countries in combined 
exercises under section 2010 of that title , and the 
training of special operations forces with friend­
ly forces under section 2011 of that title. 

(4) The annual reports are replete with statis­
tics and dollar figures and generally lacking in 
substance. 

(5) Congress does not receive annual reports 
with respect to other authorities of the Secretary 
of Defense, such as that relating to Latin Amer­
ican cooperation under section 1050 of title 10, 
United States Code. 

(6) Testimony before Congress (including in 
particular the testimony of the commander of 
the United States Southern Command and the 
commander of the United States Atlantic 
Command) has emphasized the conduct of a 
large number of complementary programs under 
the leadership and supervision of those two 
commanders to faster appropriate military roles 
in democratic host nations and to assist coun­
tries in developing forces properly trained to ad­
dress their security needs, including needs re­
garding illegal immigration, insurgencies, smug­
gling of illegal arms, munitions, and explosives 
across borders, and drug trafficking. 

(7) Most of the programs referred to in para­
graph (6) provide excellent and often unique 
training and experience to the United States 
forces involved. 

(8) Military-to-military contact programs in 
the Western Hemisphere provide another tool to 
encourage a democratic orientation of the de­
fense establishments and military forces of 
countries in the region . 

(9) There is a need for the Secretary of De­
fense to conduct a comprehensive review of the 
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several authorities in title 10, United States 
Code, for the Secretary of Defense to engage in 
cooperative regional security programs with 
other countries in the Western Hemisphere in 
order to determine whether the authorities con­
tinue to be appropriate and necessary, particu­
larly in the light of the changed circumstances 
in the region. 

(10) There is a need for the Secretary of De­
fense to conduct a comprehensive review of var­
ious programs carried out pursuant to such au­
thorities to ensure that such programs are de­
signed to meet the needs of the host nations in­
volved and the regional strategic and foreign 
policy objectives of the United States, including 
promotion of sustainable development, effective 
control of the military by elected civilian au­
thorities, reliable regional security accords, and 
the appropriate role for militaries in democratic 
societies. 

(11) There is a need for the Secretary of De­
fense to assess the strengths and weaknesses of 
the various regional security organizations, de­
fense forums, and defense education institutions 
in the Western Hemisphere in order to identify 
any improvements needed to harmonize the de­
fense policies of the United States and those of 
friendly nations of the region. 

(b) REVIEW AND REPORT.-Not later than May 
1, 1995, the Secretary of Defense, shall-

(1) in consultation with the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff and the commanders of the 
combatant commands responsible for regions in 
the Western Hemisphere, carry out a com­
prehensive review and assessment of the matters 
referred to in paragraphs (2), (9), (10), and (11) 
of subsection (a); and 

(2) submit to Congress a report on the review 
and assessment carried out pursuant to para­
graph (1). 

(c) CONTENT OF REPORT.-The report shall 
contain a detailed and comprehensive descrip­
tion, discussion, and analysis of the following: 

(1) The Department of Defense plan to sup­
port United States strategic objectives in the 
Western Hemisphere. 

(2) The external and internal threats to the 
national security of the nations of the region. 

(3) The various regional security cooperative 
programs carried out by the Department of De­
fense in the region in 1994, including training 
and education programs in the host nations and 
in the United States and defense contacts set 
forth on a country-by-country basis, the statu­
tory authority, if any, for such programs, and 
the strategic objectives served. 

(4) The various regional security organiza­
tions, defense forums, and defense education in­
stitutions that the United States maintains or in 
which the United States participates. 

(5) The contribution that such programs, de­
fense contacts, organizations, forums, and insti­
tutions make to the advancement of regional se­
curity, host nation security and national devel­
opment, United States strategic objectives, and 
United States foreign policy objectives as de­
scribed in paragraph (10) of subsection (a). 

(6) United States humanitarian civic assist­
ance and civic action programs conducted with 
host countries in the region and the effect that 
those programs have had in furthering the ob­
jectives described in paragraph (10) of sub­
section (a). 

(7) The changes made or to be made in the 
programs, organizations, forums, and institu­
tions referred to in paragraphs (3), (4), (5), and 
(6) as a result of the comprehensive review. 

(d) RECOMMENDED LEGISLATION.-The report 
shall include any recommendations for legisla­
tion that the Secretary considers necessary to 
improve the ability of the Department to achieve 
its strategic objectives in the Western Hemi­
sphere. 

(e) CLASSIFICATION OF REPORT.-The report 
shall be submitted in an unclassified form and 
may, if necessary, have a classified supplement. 

SEC. 1316. MIUTARY·TO·MIUTARY CONTACTS 
AND COMPARABLE ACTIVITIES. 

(a) ACTIVITIES AUTHORIZED.-(]) Chapter 6 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by add­
ing at the end the following new section: 
"§168. Military-to-military contacts and com­

parable activities 
"(a) PROGRAM AUTHORITY.-The Secretary Of 

Defense may conduct military-to-military con­
tacts and comparable activities that are de­
signed to encourage a democratic orientation of 
defense establishments and military forces of 
other countries. 

"(b) ADMINISTRATION.-The Secretary may 
provide funds appropriated for carrying out 
subsection (a) to the following officials for use 
as provided in subsection (c): 

''(1) The commander of a combatant com­
mand, upon the request of the commander. 

"(2) An officer designated by the Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, with respect to an area 
or areas not under the area of responsibility of 
a commander of a combatant command. 

"(3) The head of any Department of Defense 
component. 

"(c) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.-An official 
provided funds under subsection (b) may use 
those funds for the following activities and ex­
penses: 

"(1) The activities of traveling contact teams, 
including any transportation expense, trans­
lation services expense, or administrative ex­
pense that is related to such activities. 

"(2) The activities of military liaison teams. 
"(3) Exchanges of civilian or military person­

nel between the Department of Defense and de­
fense ministries of foreign governments. 

''( 4) Exchanges of military personnel between 
units of the armed forces and units of foreign 
armed forces. 

"(5) Seminars and conferences held primarily 
in a theater of operations. 

"(6) Distribution of publications primarily in 
a theater of operations. 

"(7) Personnel expenses for Department of De­
fense civilian and military personnel to the ex­
tent that those expenses relate to participation 
in an activity described in paragraph (3), (4), 
(5), or (6). 

"(8) Reimbursement of military personnel ap­
propriations accounts for the pay and allow­
ances paid to reserve component personnel for 
service while engaged in any activity referred to 
in another paragraph of this subsection. 

"(d) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER FUNDING.-Any 
amount provided during any fiscal year to an 
official under subsection (b) for an activity or 
expense referred to in subsection (c) shall be in 
addition to amounts otherwise available for 
those activities and expenses for that fiscal 
year. 

"(e) LiMITATIONS.-(1) Funds may not be pro­
vided under this section for a fiscal year for any 
activity for which-

''( A) funding was proposed in the budget sub­
mitted to Congress for that fiscal year pursuant 
to section 1105(a) of title 31; and 

"(B) Congress did not authorize appropria­
tions. 

"(2) An activity may not be conducted under 
this section with a foreign country unless the 
Secretary of State approves the conduct of such 
activity in that foreign country. 

''(3) Funds may not be provided under this 
section for a fiscal year for any country that is 
not eligible in that fiscal year for assistance 
under chapter 5 of part II of the Foreign Assist­
ance Act of 1961. 

"(4) Except for those activities specifically au­
thorized under subsection (c), funds may not be 
used under this section for the provision of de­
fense articles or defense services to any country 
or for assistance under chapter 5 of part II of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961. 

"(f) MILITARY-TO-MILITARY CONTACTS DE­
FINED.-ln this section, the term 'military-to­
military contacts' means contacts between mem­
bers of the armed forces and members off oreign 
armed forces through activities described in sub­
section (c). ". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 
"168. Military-to-military contacts and com­

parable activities.". 
(b) FISCAL YEAR 1995 FUNDING.-Of the 

amount authorized to be appropriated under 
section 301(5) for operation and maintenance for 
Defense-wide activities, $46,300,000 shall be 
available to the Secretary of Defense for the 
purposes of carrying out activities under section 
168 of title 10, United States Code, as added by 
subsection (a). 

(c) FISCAL YEAR 1995 ACTIVE DUTY END 
STRENGTHS.-(]) A member of a reserve compo­
nent described in paragraph (2) shall not be 
counted (under section 115(a)(l) of title 10, Unit­
ed States Code) against the applicable end 
strength limitation for members of the Armed 
Forces on active duty for fiscal year 1995 pre­
scribed in section 401. 

(2) Paragraph (1) applies in the case of a 
member of a reserve component who is on active 
duty under a call or order to active duty for 180 
days or more for activities under section 168 of 
title 10, United States Code, as added by sub­
section (a). 

(d) REPORT.-Not later than February 15, 
1995, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
Congress a report on the management structure 
of the military-to-military contacts program. 
SEC. 1317. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY 7YJ ENTER 

IN'IYJ CERTAIN COOPERATIVE 
AGREEMENT AUTHORITIES 7YJ IN­
CLUDE THE UNITED NATIONS AND 
REGIONAL ORGANIZATIONS OF 
WHICH THE UNITED STATES IS A 
MEMBER.. 

(a) LOGISTICS AGREEMENTS.-Section 2341 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended-

(1) by striking out "and" the first place it ap­
pears in paragraph (1) and inserting in lieu 
thereof a comma; and 

(2) by inserting after "from North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization subsidiary bodies" the fol­
lowing: ", and from the United Nations Organi­
zation or any regional international organiza­
tion of which the United States is a member". 

(b) CROSS-SERVICING AGREEMENTS.-Section 
2342 of such title is amended-

(1) in subsection (a)(l)-
(A) by striking out "with-" in the matter 

preceding subparagraph (A) and inserting in 
lieu thereof "with any of the following."'; 

(B) in subparagraph (A)-
(i) by capitalizing the first letter of the first 

word; and 
(ii) by striking out the semicolon at the end 

and inserting in lieu thereof a period; 
(C) in subparagraph (B)-
(i) by capitalizing the first letter of the first 

word; and 
(ii) by striking out "; or" at the end and in­

serting in lieu thereof a period; 
(D) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as sub­

paragraph (D) and capitalizing the first letter of 
the first word of that subparagraph; and 

(E) by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 
following new subparagraph (C): 

"(C) The United Nations Organization or any 
regional international organization of which the 
United States is a member."; 

(2) in subsection (a)(2), by striking out "sub­
sidiary body" both places it appears and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "organization"; and 

(3) in subsection (c), by striking out "as a rou­
tine or normal source" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "or international organization". 
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(C) LAW APPLICABLE TO ACQUISITION AND 

CROSS-SERVING AGREEMENTS.-(]) Section 2343 
of such title is amended-

( A) by striking out subsection (a); and 
(B) by striking out "(b)" before "Sections". 
(2)( A) The heading of such section is amended 

to read as follows: 
"§2343. Waiver of applicability of certain 

law•"· 
(B) The item relating to such section in the 

table of sections at the beginning of subchapter 
I of chapter 138 of such title is amended to read 
as follows: 
"2343. Waiver of applicability of certain laws.". 

(d) METHOD OF PAYMENT FOR ACQUISITIONS 
AND TRANSFERS BY THE UNITED STATES.-Sec­
tion 2344(b)(4) of such title is amended by insert­
ing after " North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
subsidiary bodies" the following: " and the Unit­
ed Nations Organization or any regional inter­
national organization of which the United 
States is a member". 

(e) LIQUIDATION OF ACCRUED CREDITS AND LI­
ABILITIES.-Section 2345(a) of such title is 
amended by striking out " three" in the first 
sentence and inserting in lieu thereof " 12". 

(f) CREDITING OF RECEIPTS.-Section 2346 of 
such title is amended by striking out "shall be 
credited to applicable appropriations, accounts, 
and funds of the Department of Defense " and 
inserting in lieu thereof "shall be credited, at 
the option of the Secretary of Defense, to (1) the 
appropriation. fund, or account used in incur­
ring the obligation, or (2) an appropriate appro­
priation, fund, or account currently available 
for the purposes for which the expenditures 
were made". 

(g) LIMITATION ON AMOUNTS THAT MAY BE 
OBLIGATED OR ACCRUED BY THE UNITED 
ST ATES.-Section 2347 of such title is amended­

(]) in subsection (a)(l)-
( A) by striking out " and" the first place it ap­

pears and inserting in lieu thereof a comma; 
(B) by inserting after "subsidiary bodies of 

the North Atlantic Treaty Organization" the 
following: ", or from the United Nations Orga­
nization or any regional international organiza­
tion of which the United States is a member"; 

(C) by striking out "$150,000,000" and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "$200,000,000"; and 

(D) by striking out "$25,000,000 " and inserting 
in lieu thereof "$50,000,000 " ; 

(2) in subsection (a)(2)-
( A) by striking out " $10,000,000" the first 

place it appears and inserting in lieu thereof 
"$60,000,000"; 

(B) by striking out " $2,500,000" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "$20,000,000 "; and 

(C) by striking out "$10,000,000" the second 
place it appears and inserting in lieu thereof 
"$60,000,000"; 

(3) in subsection (b)(l)-
( A) by striking out "and" the first place it ap­

pears and inserting in lieu thereof a comma; 
(B) by inserting after " subsidiary bodies of 

the North Atlantic Treaty Organization" the 
following: ", or from the United Nations Orga­
nization or any regional international organiza­
tion of which the United States is a member"; 
and 

(C) by striking out "$100,000,000 " and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "$150,000,000 " ; 

(4) in subsection (b)(2), by striking out 
"$10,000,000" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"$75,000,000"; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

"(c) When the armed forces are involved in a 
contingency operation or in a non-combat oper­
ation (including an operation in support of the 
provision of humanitarian or foreign disaster 
assistance or in support of peacekeeping oper­
ations under chapter VI or VII of the Charter of 

the United Nations), the restrictions in sub­
sections (a) and (b) are waived for the purposes 
and duration of that operation.". 

(h) DEFINITIONS.-Section 2350 of such title is 
amended-

(])in paragraph (1)-
( A) by inserting "(including airlift)" after 

''transportation' '; 
(B) by inserting "calibration services," after 

"maintenance services,"; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

sentence: "Such term includes temporary use of 
general purpose vehicles and other items of mili­
tary equipment not designated as part of the 
United States Munitions List pursuant to sec­
tion 38(a)(l) of the Arms Export Control Act."; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

" (4) The term ' transfer' means selling (wheth­
er for payment in currency, replacement-in­
kind, or exchange of supplies or services of 
equal value), leasing, loaning, or otherwise tem­
porarily providing logistic support, supplies, 
and services under the terms of a cross-servicing 
agreement.". 

(i) ANNUAL REPORT REQUIREMENT.-(]) Sub­
chapter I of chapter 138 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting after section 2349 
the following new section: 
"§2349a. Annual report on non-NATO agree­

ments 
" (a) REPORT.-The Secretary of Defense shall 

submit to Congress, not later than January 15 of 
each of 1996, 1997, 1998, 1999, and 2000, a report 
covering non-NATO cross-servicing and acquisi­
tion actions in effect during the preceding fiscal 
year 

"(b) MATTERS To BE INCLUDED.-Each such 
report shall set forth in detail the following with 
respect to the preceding fiscal year: 

"(I) The total dollar amounts involved. 
" (2) A description of any services and equip­

ment provided or received through those actions. 
"(3) A description of any equipment provided 

through those actions that is not returned. 
"(4) The volume of credits and liabilities ac­

crued and liquidated. 
"(c) NON-NATO AGREEMENTS.-For purposes 

of this section, a non-NATO cross-servicing and 
acquisition agreement is a cross-servicing and 
acquisition agreement under this subchapter 
that involves countries or organizations other 
than North Atlantic Treaty Organization coun­
tries or subsidiary bodies.". 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such subchapter is amended by inserting after 
the item relating to section 2349 the following 
new item: 
" 2349a. Annual report on non-NATO agree­

ments.". 
(j) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments made 

by this section shall apply with regard to any 
acquisition or transfer of logistic support, sup­
plies, and services under the authority of sub­
chapter I of chapter 138 of title 10, United States 
Code, that is initiated after the date of the en­
actment of this Act. 
SEC. 1318. PERMANENT AUTHORITY FOR DEPART· 

MENT OF DEFENSE TO SHARE EQln· 
TABLY THE COSTS OF CLAIMS 
UNDER INTERNATIONAL ARMA· 
MENTS COOPERATIVE PROGRAMS. 

Subsection (c) of section 843 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 
(Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2469; 10 U.S.C. 
2350a note) is repealed. 

Subtitle C-Matter11 Relating to Specific 
Countries 

SEC. 1321. DEFENSE COOPERATION BETWEEN 
THE UNITED STATES AND ISRAEL. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 
findings: · 

(I) The President has reiterated the long­
standing United States commitment to maintain­
ing the qualitative superiority of the Israeli De­
fense Force over any combination of adversar­
ies. 

(2) Congress continues to recognize the many 
benefits to the United States from its strategic 
relationship with Israel, including enhancing 
regional stability and technical cooperation. 

(3) Despite the momentous peace process in 
which Israel and its neighbors are productively 
engaged, Israel continues to face difficult 
threats to its national security that are 
compounded by the proliferation of weapons of 
mass destruction and ballistic missiles. 

(4) Congress is supportive of the objective of 
the President to enhance United States-Israel 
military and technical cooperation , particularly 
in the areas of missile defense and counter-pro­
lif eration. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that-

(1) the President should ensure that any con­
ventional defense system or technology offered 
for release to any NATO or other major non­
N ATO ally should concurrently be available for 
purchase by Israel unless such action would 
contravene United States national interests; and 

(2) the President should make available to Is­
rael, within existing technology transfer laws, 
regulations, and policies, advanced United 
States technology necessary for continued 
progress in cooperative United States-Israel re­
search and development of theater missile de­
fenses. 
SEC. 1322. READINESS OF MILITARY FORCES OF 

THE REPUBLIC OF KOREA 
(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 

findings: 
(1) Under existing security arrangements be­

tween the United States and the Republic of 
Korea, responsibility for the defense of the terri­
tory of the Republic of Korea is allocated so 
that the Republic of Korea has primary respon­
sibility for the ground defense of its territory 
and the United States has primary responsibility 
for air and sea defense of the Korean peninsula 
and for rein! orcement. 

(2) The Force Improvement Program of the Re­
public of Korea has not fully addressed critical 
short! alls in its ground force capability which 
continue to exist even though the Republic of 
Korea spends approximately $12,000,000,000 an­
nually on defense while the Democratic People's 
Republic of Korea spends approximately 
$4,000,000,000 annually on defense. The Repub­
lic of Korea has directed substantial defense re­
sources to procuring submarines, destroyers, ad­
vanced aircraft, and other military systems that 
are marginal to its primary ground defense re­
sponsibility. 

(3) The defense acquisition decisions of the 
Republic of Korea have had the effect of not al­
lowing the Republic of Korea to attain self-suf­
ficiency in its ground defense responsibility. As 
a result, there exists an undue burden on the 
United States for the ground defense of the Ko­
rean peninsula. 

(4) The lack of intelligence capability to fore­
cast the military intentions of the Democratic 
People 's Republic of Korea presents major prob­
lems for the combined United States-Republic of 
Korea defense of South Korea. 

(5) A short-warning attack by the Democratic 
People's Republic of Korea would cause major 
losses to the combined United States-Republic of 
Korea ground force. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Congress that the President should urge the Re­
public of Korea to continue to improve its mili­
tary ground forces with emphasis on 
counterartillery capabilities, defense against 
ballistic missiles and weapons of mass destruc­
tion, combined United States-Republic of Korea 
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logistics capabilities, combined United States­
Republic of Korea medical support, and com­
bined United States-Republic of Korea capabili­
ties for tactical intelligence and indications and 
warning of a North Korean attack. 

(c) REPORT.-Not later than January 15, 1995, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con­
gress a report, in classified form, on-

(1) the readiness of the military forces of the 
Republic of Korea to defeat an attack by the 
military forces of the Democratic People's Re­
public of Korea; and 

(2) the adequacy of the defense acquisition 
strategy of the Republic of Korea to meet its pri­
mary ground defense mission. 
SEC. 1323. MIUTARY PLANNING FOR THE SIZE 

AND STRUCTURE OF A FORCE RE· 
QUIRED FOR A MAJOR REGIONAL 
CONTINGENCY ON THE KOREAN PE· 
NINSULA. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 
findings: 

(1) The Secretary of Defense conducted the 
Bottom-Up Review during 1993 to establish the 
size and structure for the Armed Forces for the 
Post-Cold-War era. 

(2) The report on the Bottom-Up Review cites 
the need for the Armed Forces to be large 
enough to prevail in two major regional con­
flicts ''nearly simultaneously''. 

(3) The report on the Bottom-Up Review gives 
special consideration to a scenario that hypoth­
esizes that the two "nearly simultaneous" con­
flicts would occur in Korea and the Persian 
Gulf. 

(4) The United States sent 7 Army divisions, 
the equivalent of 10 Air Force tactical fighter 
wings, 70 heavy bombers, 6 Navy aircraft carrier 
battle groups, and 5 Marine Corps brigades to 
the Persian Gulf to fight the war against Iraq. 

(5) The report on the Bottom-Up Review as­
serts that the forces needed to fight two conflicts 
similar to that with Iraq can be drawn from a 
total military force of between 15 and 16 Army 
divisions, 20 Air Force tactical fighter wings, up 
to 184 heavy bombers, 11 active Navy aircraft 
carriers (along with one reserve/training car­
rier), and the equivalent of 12 Marine Corps bri­
gades. 

(6) The report on the Bottom-Up Review rec­
ognizes that approximately 100,000 members of 
the Armed Forces will be stationed in Europe. 

(7) The report on the Bottom-Up Review rec­
ognizes that sizeable numbers of United States 
forces could be involved in peace enforcement 
and intervention operations at any one time. 

(8) The report on the Bottom-Up Review 
makes no specific recommendation as to the 
number off orces to be held in reserve to provide 
a rotation base either to relieve troops in the 
event one or both hypothetical conflicts result in 
lengthy deployments or to replace combat losses. 

(9) Military planners calculate that 430,000 or 
more United States military personnel may be 
needed to win a war with North Korea begun by 
an invasion of South Korea by North Korea. 

(10) In a worst case scenario, the size of the 
force military planners may request to help de­
fend South Korea could exceed the levels that 
are consistent with the recommendations of the 
report on the Bottom-Up Review if the existing 
and future force requirements for a presence in 
Europe, possible peace enforcement operations, 
and an adequate rotation base, as well as a sec­
ond regional conflict, must be fulfilled simulta­
neously. 

(11) The Bottom-Up review was conducted for 
the purpose of force-sizing and was not meant 

. to constrain operational planning. 
(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS CONCERNING BUR.-It 

is the sense of Congress that-
(1) the force structure identified in the report 

on the Bottom-Up Review should not be used to 
limit the size or structure of the force that Unit­
ed States military commanders may request in 

preparation for a major regional contingency on 
the Korean peninsula; and 

(2) the conclusions of the Bottom-Up Review 
should be continuously examined in light of the 
lessons learned from preparation for a major re­
gional contingency on the Korean peninsula 
and from other military operations. 

(C) SENSE OF CONGRESS CONCERNING SITUA­
TION ON KOREAN PENINSULA.-It is the sense of 
Congress that the chairmen and ranking minor­
ity members of the Committees on Armed Serv­
ices and chairmen and ranking minority mem­
bers of the Appropriations Subcommittees on De­
fense of the Senate and House of Representa­
tives should receive regular briefings from the 
Secretary of Defense on the situation on the Ko­
rean peninsula. 
SEC. 1324. SENSE OF CONGRESS CONCERNING 

THE NORTH KOREAN NUCLEAR 
WEAPONS DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 
findings: 

(1) Between 1950 and 1953, the United States 
led a military coalition that successfully re­
pelled an invasion of the Republic of Korea by 
North Korea, at a cost of more than 54,000 
American lives. 

(2) The United States and the Republic of 
Korea ratified a Mutual Security Treaty in 1954 
that commits the United States to helping the 
Republic of Korea defend itself against external 
aggression. 

(3) Approximately 37,000 United States mili­
tary personnel are presently stationed in the Re­
public of Korea. 

( 4) The United States and the Republic of 
Korea have regularly conducted joint military 
exercises, including "Team Spirit" exercises. 

(5) North Korea has built up an armed force 
nearly twice the size of that in the Republic of 
Korea and has not renounced the use of force, 
terrorism, and subversion in its attempts to sub­
due and subjugate the Republic of Korea. 

(6) Although North Korea signed the Treaty 
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons in 
1985, it has impeded the international inspection 
of its nuclear facilities that is required of all sig­
natories of that Treaty. 

(7) North Korea's nuclear weapons and ballis­
tic missile programs represent a grave threat to 
the security of the Korean peninsula and the 
entire world. 

(8) Efforts in recent years by the United States 
to reduce tensions on the Korean peninsula 
have included-

(A) the withdrawal of all nuclear weapons 
from the territory of the Republic of Korea and 
a reduction in the number of United States mili­
tary personnel stationed there; 

(B) the postponement of the 1994 Team Spirit 
exercises; 

(C) the establishment of direct diplomatic con­
tacts with the North Korean government; and 

(D) the offer of expanded diplomatic and eco­
nomic contacts with North Korea. 

(9) Weapons-grade plutonium can be extracted 
from the fuel rods removed from North Korea's 
principal reactor at Yongbyon. 

(10) International inspectors were not per­
mitted to examine and test in a timely manner 
spent fuel rods removed from North Korea's 
principal nuclear reactor at Yongbyon, as re­
quired to ensure compliance with North Korea's 
obligations under the Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty. 

(11) Diplomacy concerning the North Korean 
nuclear program has clearly reached a crucial 
stage, the unsatisfactory resolution of which 
would place the international nonprolif era ti on 
regime in jeopardy and threaten the peace and 
security of the Korean peninsula, the Northeast 
Asia region, and, by extension, the rest of the 
world. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-It is the sense of 
Cqngress that-

(1) the announced freeze on the North Korean 
nuclear program should remain in place until 
internationally agreed-upon safeguards of any 
North Korean civilian nuclear program can be 
made fully effective; 

(2) the North Korean government should take 
a further step toward verified cooperation with 
the international nonproliferation regime by-

( A) permitting the unfettered international in­
spection and testing of the spent fuel rods re­
moved from North Korea's nuclear reactor at the 
Yongbyon nuclear complex, followed by ade­
quate international supervision of the transfer 
of all spent fuel rods from the Yongbyon com­
plex and their disposal in another country; and 

(B) accepting a comprehensive inspection 
process as required by the Treaty on the Non­
Prolif eration of Nuclear Weapons; 

(3) a resolution of the inspection controversy 
at the Yongbyon complex that allows for any­
thing less than the full international inspection 
of facilities in that complex required by North 
Korea's obligations under the Nuclear Non-Pro­
lif era ti on Treaty-

( A) would be unsatisfactory; and 
(B) should prompt the Government of the 

United States to take such action as would indi­
cate the severity with which the United States 
views this provocation against international 
norms; and 

(4) such action should include (but not nec­
essarily be limited to)-

(A) the seeking of international sanctions 
against North Korea; and 

(B) the rescheduling of the Team Spirit exer­
cises for 1994. 
SEC. 1325. REPORT ON SECURITY RELATIONSHIP 

BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND 
JAPAN. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.-Not later than March 
1, 1995, the Secretary of Defense shall submit a 
report to Congress regarding the security rela­
tionship between the United States and Japan. 

(b) CONTENT OF REPORT.-The report required 
by this section shall contain the fallowing: 

(1) An evaluation of the security objectives 
that the United States hopes to achieve in its re­
lationship with Japan. 

(2) An analysis of the threats, dangers, and 
risks to the United States and Japan in the 
Asia-Pacific region. 

(3) An explanation of the United States strat­
egy for achieving its security objectives with 
Japan and in the Asia-Pacific region. 

(4) An evaluation of the role of the United 
States-Japan Security Treaty in achieving Unit­
ed States security objectives with Japan and in 
the Asia-Pacific region. 

(5) An analysis of the contributions that re­
gional security discussions, consultations, or 
frameworks could make to the achievement of 
United States and Japanese security objectives. 

(6) A discussion of the process by which the 
United States and Japan address joint infra­
structure matters, such as land and training is­
sues, throughout Japan, including Okinawa. 

(7) A description of the United States military 
facilities in Japan, including Okinawa, that 
have been transferred to Japan in the previous 
10 years. 

(8) A description of the contribution that 
Japan makes to the costs incurred by the United 
States in stationing military forces in Japan. 

(9) A review of the United States military 
presence in Japan, including Okinawa, that 
contains the fallowing information: 

(A) The number and location of United States 
personnel. 

(B) The number, size, and location of major 
United States military units. 

(C) An inventory and description of the utili­
zation of United States military facilities, in­
cluding their military, economic, and environ­
mental aspects. 
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(D) An explanation of the status of discussion 

between the United States and Japanese govern­
ments on joint infrastructure matters. 

(E) A description of United States training ac­
tivities. 

TITLE XIV-PEACE OPERATIONS AND 
HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE ACTIVITIES 

Subtitk A-Peace Operations 
SEC. 1401. REPOR.TS ON REFORMING UNITED NA­

TIONS PEACE OPERATIONS. 
(a) REPORTS REQUJRED.-The Secretary of De­

fense shall submit to Congress two reports on 
proposals by the United States for improving 
management by the United Nations of peace op­
erations. The Secretary shall submit the first re­
port not later than December 1, 1994, and the 
second not later than June 1, 1995. 

(b) STATUS OF IMPLEMENTATION OF UNITED 
STATES PROPOSALS.-Each report shall con­
tain-

(1) a discussion of the status of implementa­
tion of proposals by the United States contained 
in section IV (relating to strengthening the 
United Nations) of the document entitled "The 
Clinton Administration 's Policy on Reforming 
Multilateral Peace Operations" that was issued 
by the Executive Office of the President in May 
1994; and 

(2) an analysis of the results of such imple­
mentation. 

(c) SUBJECTS To BE COVERED.-Each report 
shall cover, at a minimum, the following mat­
ters: 

(1) The reconfiguration and expansion of the 
staff for the United Nations Department of 
Peacekeeping Operations. 

(2) The reasons for lengthy, potentially disas­
trous delays after a peace operation has been 
authorized and steps by the United Nations to 
reduce those delays. 

(3) The establishment by the United Nations 
of a professional peace operations training pro­
gram for commanders and other military and ci­
vilian personnel. 

(4) Assistance by the United States to facili­
tate improvements by the United Nations in the 
matters described in paragraphs (1) and (3) and 
the terms under which such assistance has been 
or is being provided. 

(d) PEACE OPERATION DEFINED.-/n this sec­
tion, the term "peace operation" means an oper­
ation to maintain or restore international peace 
and security under chapter VI or chapter VII of 
the Charter of the United Nations. 
SEC. 1402. REPORT ON MlUTARY READINESS IM­

PUCATIONS OF BOSNIA PEACEKEEP­
ING DEPLOYMENT. 

(a) REPORT.-(1) The Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to the congressional defense com­
mittees a report assessing the implications for 
United States military readiness of the partici­
pation of United States ground combat forces in 
peacekeeping operations within Bosnia­
Hercegovina. 

(2) The report shall be submitted not later 
than 90 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act or 30 days fallowing the deployment of 
United States ground forces to Bosnia­
Hercegovina, whichever occurs sooner. 

(b) MATTERS To BE /NCLUDED.-The report 
under subsection (a) shall include the following: 

(1) An estimate of the total number of forces 
required to carry out such an operation, includ­
ing forces required for a rotation base. 

(2) An estimate of the expected duration of 
such an operation. 

(3) An estimate of the cost of such an oper­
ation, together with an explanation of how the 
Secretary proposes to provide funds for such an 
operation and an assessment of how such pro­
posed funding plan would affect overall military 
readiness. 

(4) An assessment of the effect such an oper­
ation would have on the ability of the United 

States Armed Forces to execute successfully the 
two nearly-simultaneous major regional conflict 
strategy articulated in the Bottom-Up Review. 

(5) An assessment of how readily forces par­
ticipating in such an operation could be rede­
ployed to a major regional conflict, including an 
analysis of the availability of strategic lift, the 
likely condition of equipment, and the extent of 
retraining necessary to facilitate such a rede­
ployment. 

(6) An assessment of the effect such an oper­
ation would have on the general combat readi­
ness and deployability of combat units des­
ignated to be part of the contingency force, in­
cluding the extent to which contingency force 
combat units would support the initial deploy­
ment and subsequent rotations. 

(7) An assessment of the effect such an oper­
ation would have on the general combat readi­
ness and deployability of combat units not des­
ignated to be part of the contingency force , in­
cluding the extent to which non-contingency 
force combat units would support the initial de­
ployment and subsequent rotations. 

(8) For the initial deployment and subsequent 
rotations, an assessment of the number and type 
of combat support and combat service support 
units required from active forces, including how 
many of such units are designated to support 
the deployment of the contingency force. 

(9) An assessment of the degree to which such 
an operation would require the use of reserve 
component units and personnel and the use and 
timing of involuntary Selected Reserve call-up 
authority as provided by section 673b of title 10, 
United States Code. 

(10) An assessment of the anticipated cost of 
equipment refurbishment resulting from such an 
operation. 

(11) An assessment of how the increased oper­
ational tempo associated with such an operation 
would af feet the mission capable readiness rates 
and overall health of both strategic and theater 
airlift assets. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this section: 
(1) The term "contingency force" includes-
( A) the set of four or five Army divisions that 

is designated as the Army contingency force by 
the Secretary of the Army, as well as Army ac­
tive duty and reserve component combat, comb.at 
support, and combat service support units des­
ignated to respond to a regional conflict within 
the first 75 days of such conflict; and 

(B) Air Force, Navy, and Marine Corps active 
duty and reserve component combat, combat 
support, and combat service support units des­
ignated to respond to a regional conflict within 
the first 75 days of such conflict. 

(2) The term "Bottom-Up Review " means the 
October 1993 Department of Defense report enti­
tled "Report on the Bottom-Up Review". 

(d) CLASSIFICATION OF REPORT.-The report 
required by subsection (a) shall be submitted in 
unclassified form and, if necessary, in classified 
form. 
SEC. 14()3. REPORT ON INTELLIGENCE LESSONS 

LEARNED FROM UNITED STATES AC· 
TIVITIES IN SOMALIA. 

(a) REPORT.-The Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to Congress a report on the intelligence 
lessons learned from the United States partici­
pation in United Nations activities in Somalia. 

(b) MATTERS To BE lNCLUDED.-The report 
shall- · 

(1) specifically describe the availability of in­
telligence on forces of other nations and of in­
digenous forces operating in Somalia before, 
during, and after the insertion of United States 
forces; and 

(2) set forth a complete review of any intel­
ligence failures, any equipment failures, and 
any equipment unavailability in the theater. 

(C) SUBMISSION OF REPORT.-The report shall 
be submitted not later than 180 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 1404. BOSNIA AND HERCEGOVINA. 
(a) PURPOSE.-lt is the purpose of this sec­

tion-
(1) to express the sense of Congress concerning 

the international efforts to end the conflict in 
Bosnia and Hercegovina; and 

(2) to establish a process to end the arms em­
bargo on the Government of Bosnia and 
Hercegovina. 

(b) STATEMENT OF SUPPORT.-The Congress 
supports the efforts of the Contact Group to 
bring about a peaceful settlement of the conflict 
in Bosnia and Hercegovina based upon the Con­
tact Group proposal. 

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that: 

(1) The United States should work with the 
member nations of the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization and with other permanent mem­
bers of the United Nations Security Council to 
bring about a peaceful settlement of the conflict 
in Bosnia and Hercegovina which maintains the 
territorial integrity of Bosnia and Hercegovina. 

(2) A peaceful settlement of the conflict must 
preserve an economically, politically, and mili­
tarily viable Bosnian state capable of exercising 
its rights under the Charter of the United Na­
tions as part of a peaceful settlement, which 
rights include the inherent right of a sovereign 
state to self defense. 

(3) The acceptance of the Contact Group pro­
posal by the Government of Bosnia and 
Hercegovina should lead to the lifting of the 
Bosnia arms embargo. 

(4) In providing weapons to the Bosnian Gov­
ernment or taking other actions, care should be 
taken to provide for the safety of the United Na­
tions Protection Force (UNPROFOR) and the ci­
vilian personnel working for the United Nations 
or nongovernmental volunteer organizations. 

(5) The United States should immediately seek 
to organize an international effort to provide 
assistance to the states bordering Serbia and 
Montenegro to bring about more effective en­
forcement by those states of the international 
economic sanctions on the Government of Serbia 
and Montenegro. 

(d) GENERAL UNITED STATES POLICY.-The 
United States should exercise leadership within 
the international community to cause the 
Bosnian Serb faction to accept the Contact 
Group proposal. Such action should be taken on 
separate but complementary international and 
unilateral tracks, as set forth in subsections (e), 
(f), and (g). 

(e) INTERNATIONAL POLICY.-lf the Bosnian 
Serbs do not accept the Contact Group proposal 
by the date that is the later of October 15, 1994, 
or the end of the 10-day period beginning on the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the President 
(or his representative) should, not later than 14 
days thereafter, formally introduce and support 
in the United Nations Security Council a resolu­
tion to terminate the Bosnia arms embargo. The 
resolution should provide for the termination of 
the arms embargo no later than December 1, 1994 
(and may allow for the termination to be accom­
plished in stages ending no later than that 
date). 

(f) UNILATERAL UNITED STATES POLICY.-(1) If 
by the earlier of November 15, 1994, or the end 
of the 15-day period beginning on the date on 
which a resolution described in subsection (e) 
(or a similar resolution) is formally introduced , 
the United Nations Security Council has not 
agreed to such a resolution and the Bosnian 
Serbs have not accepted the Contact Group pro­
posal-

(A) the funding limitation specified in para­
graph (2) shall be in effect; 

(B) the President shall submit a plan to, and 
shall consult with, Congress on the manner in 
which United States Armed Forces and the mili­
tary forces of friendly states would provide 
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training to the armed forces of the Government 
of Bosnia and Hercegovina outside of the terri­
tory of Bosnia and Hercegovina; and 

(C) the President shall submit a plan to, and 
shall consult with, Congress regarding the uni­
lateral termination by the United States of com­
pliance with the Bosnia arms embargo and the 
implications thereof. 

(2) If the funding limitation specified in this 
paragraph is in effect pursuant to paragraph 
(J)(A). then no funds appropriated by any pro­
vision of law may be used for the purpose of 
participation in, support for, or assistance to 
the enforcement of the Bosnia arms embargo by 
any Department, agency or other entity of the 
United States (or by any officer or employee of 
the United States or member of the Armed 
Forces of the United States) other than as re­
quired of all United Nations member states 
under the United Nations Security Council reso­
lution referred to in subsection (h)(3) and the 
Charter of the United Nations. 

(3)( A) The President may waive the limitation 
in paragraph (2) in the case of United States 
military personnel serving in NATO head­
quarters positions. 

(B) Nothing in paragraph (2) is intended to 
impede enforcement of sanctions against Serbia. 

(g) INTERIM POLICY.-lf the Bosnian Serb fac­
tion attacks any area within those areas that 
have been designated by the United Nations as 
"safe areas", the President (or his representa­
tive) should promptly formally introduce and 
support in the United Nations Security Council 
a resolution that authorizes a selective lifting of 
the Bosnia arms embargo in order to allow the 
provision of defensive weapons (such as anti­
tank weapons, counter-battery radars, and mor­
tars) to enable the forces of the Government of 
Bosnia and Hercegovina to def end the safe 
areas. 

(h) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this sec­
tion: 

(1) The term "Contact Group" means the 
group composed of representatives of the United 
States, Russia, France, Britain, and Germany 
seeking to bring about a peaceful settlement of 
the conjZict in Bosnia and Hercegovina. 

(2) The term "Contact Group proposal" means 
the peace proposal of the Contact Group that 
has been agreed to by the Government of Bosnia 
and Hercegovina and rejected by the Bosnian 
Serb faction. 

(3) The term "Bosnia arms embargo" means 
application to the Government of Bosnia and 
Hercegovina of the arms embargo imposed by 
United Nations Security Council resolution 713, 
of September 25, 1991. 

Subtitle B---Assistance Activities 
SEC. 1411. OVERSEAS HUMANITARIAN, DISASTER, 

AND CIVIC AID PROGRAMS. 
(a) OHDACA PROGRAMS.-For purposes of 

section 301 and other provisions of this Act, pro­
grams of the Department of Defense designated 
as Overseas Humanitarian, Disaster, and Civic 
Aid (OHDACA) programs are the programs pro­
vided by-

(1) sections 401, 402, 2547, and 2551 of title 10, 
United States Code; 

(2) section 404 of title 10, United States Code, 
as added by section 1412; and 

(3) section 1413 of this Act. 
(b) LIMITATION.-Not more than one-half of 

the amount authorized to be appropriated in 
section 301 for those programs may be obligated 
until the regulations required to be prescribed 
by subsection (a) of section 1504 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 
(Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1839) have been 
prescribed. 
SEC. 1412. FOREIGN DISASTER ASSISTANCE. 

(a) AUTHORITY.-Subchapter I of chapter 20 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by add­
ing at the end the following new section: 

"§4-04. Foreign disaster assistance 
"(a) IN GENERAL.-The President may direct 

the Secretary of Defense to provide disaster as­
sistance outside the United States to respond to 
manmade or natural disasters when necessary 
to prevent loss of lives. 

"(b) FORMS OF ASSISTANCE.-Assistance pro­
vided under this section may include transpor­
tation, supplies, services, and equipment. 

"(c) NOTIFICATION REQUJRED.-Not later than 
48 hours after the commencement of disaster as­
sistance activities to provide assistance under 
this section, the President shall transmit to Con­
gress a report containing notification of the as­
sistance provided, and proposed to be provided, 
under this section and a description of so much 
of the following as is then available: 

"(1) The manmade or natural disaster for 
which disaster assistance is necessary. 

"(2) The threat to human lives presented by 
the disaster. 

"(3) The United States military personnel and 
material resources that are involved or expected 
to be involved. 

"(4) The disaster assistance that is being pro­
vided or is expected to be provided by other na­
tions or public or private relief organizations. 

"(5) The anticipated duration of the disaster 
assistance activities. 

"(d) ORGANIZING POLICIES AND PROGRAMS.­
Amounts appropriated to the Department of De­
fense for any fiscal year for Overseas Humani­
tarian, Disaster, and Civic Aid (OHDACA) pro­
grams of the Department shall be available for 
organizing general policies and programs for 
disaster relief programs for disasters occurring 
outside the United States.". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table Of sec­
tions at the beginning of such subchapter is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new item: 
"404. Foreign disaster assistance.". 
SEC. 1413. HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE PRO· 

GRAM FOR CLEARING LANDMINES. 
(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary of 

Defense shall carry out a program for humani­
tarian purposes to provide assistance to other 
nations in the detection and clearance of land­
mines. Such assistance shall be provided 
through instruction, education, training, and 
advising of personnel of those nations in the 
various procedures that have been determined 
effective for detecting and clearing landmines. 

(b) FORMS OF ASSISTANCE.-The Secretary 
may provide assistance under subsection (a) 
by-

(1) providing Department of Defense personnel 
to conduct the instruction, education, .or train­
ing or to furnish advice; or 

(2) providing financial assistance or in-kind 
assistance in support of such instruction, edu­
cation, or training. 

(c) LIMITATION ON UNITED STATES MILITARY 
PERSONNEL.-The Secretary of Defense shall en­
sure that no member of the Armed Forces of the 
United States-

(]) while providing assistance under sub­
section (a), engages in the physical detection, 
lifting, or destroying of landmines (unless the 
member does so for the concurrent purpose of 
supporting a United States military operation); 
or 

(2) provides such assistance as part of a mili­
tary operation that does not involve the Armed 
Forces of the United States. 

(d) USE OF FUNDS.-Of the amount authorized 
to be appropriated by section 301 for Overseas 
Humanitarian, Disaster, and Civic Aid 
(OHDACA) programs of the Department of De­
fense, not more than $20,000,000 shall be avail­
able for the program under subsection (a). Such 
amount may be used-

(]) for activities to support the clearing of 
landmines for humanitarian purposes, including 

activities relating to the furnishing of edu­
cation, training, and technical assistance; 

(2) for the provision of equipment and tech­
nology by transfer or lease to a foreign govern­
ment that is participating in a landmine clear­
ing program under this section; and 

(3) for contributions to nongovernmental orga­
nizations that have experience in the clearing of 
landmines to support activities described in sub­
section (a). 

(e) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.-The Secretary of 
Defense shall provide notice to Congress of any 
activity carried out under this section. 

TITLE XV-ARMS CONTROL MA1TERS 
SEC. 1501. EXTENSION AND REVISION OF NON­

PROLIFERATION AUTHORITIES. 

(a) EXTENSION OF NONPROLIFERATION AU­
THORITIES.-Section 1505 of the National De­
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (22 
U.S.C. 5859a) is amended-

(]) in subsection (a). by striking out "during 
fiscal year 1994" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"during fiscal years 1994 and 1995"; and 

(2) in subsection (e)(J), by striking out "fiscal 
year 1994" and inserting in lieu thereof "fiscal 
years 1994 and 1995". 

(b) ACTIVITIES FOR WHICH Ass/STANCE MAY 
BE PROVIDED.-Subsection (b) of such section is 
amended-

(]) in paragraph (1)-
( A) by striking out "the International Atomic 

Energy Agency (IAEA)" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "international organizations"; 

(B) by striking out "nuclear"; 
(C) by striking out "aggressive" and inserting 

in lieu thereof "effective"; and 
(D) by striking out "the Treaty on" and all 

that fallows in such paragraph and inserting in 
lieu thereof ''international agreements on non­
proliferation."; and 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking out "nuclear 
proliferation through joint technical projects 
and improved intelligence sharing" and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "nuclear, biological, chemi­
cal, and missile proliferation through technical 
projects and improved information sharing". 

(c) SOURCES OF ASSISTANCE.-Subsection (d) of 
such section is amended-

(]) in paragraph (1)-
(A) by inserting "for fiscal year 1994" after 

"under this section"; and 
(B) by striking out "fiscal year 1994 or" and 

inserting in lieu thereof "fiscal year 1994. Funds 
provided as assistance under this section for fis­
cal year 1995 shall be derived from amounts 
made available to the Department of Defense for 
fiscal year 1995. Funds provided as assistance 
under this section for a fiscal year referred to in 
this paragraph may also be derived"; and 

(2) in paragraph (3), by inserting after 
"$25,000,000" the following : "for fiscal year 1994 
or $20,000,000 for fiscal year 1995". 
SEC. 1502. JOINT COMMITTEE FOR REVIEW OF 

COUNTERPROLIFERATION PRO· 
GRAMS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

(a) NAME AND COMPOSITION.-Subsection (a) 
of section 1605 of the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 
103-160; 107 Stat 1845) is amended-

(]) in paragraph (1)-
( A) by striking out "Non-Proliferation Pro­

gram Review Committee" in the matter preced­
ing subparagraph (A) and inserting in lieu 
thereof "Counterproliferation Program Review 
Committee"; 

(B) by striking out subparagraphs (B) and 
(E); and 

(C) by redesignating subparagraphs (C), (D), 
and (F) as subparagraphs (B), (C), and (D), re­
spectively; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by adding at the end the 
following: "The Secretary of Energy shall serve 
as the Vice Chairman of the committee."; 
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(3) in paragraph (4), by adding at the end the 

fallowing: "The Secretary of Energy may dele­
gate to the Under Secretary of Energy respon­
sible for national security programs of the De­
partment of Energy the performance of the du­
ties of the Vice Chairman of the committee."; 
and 

(4) by striking out paragraph (5): 
(b) PURPOSES OF COMMITTEE.-Subsection (b) 

of such section is amended-
(1) in paragraph (l)(A), by striking out "non­

proliferation policy" and inserting in lieu there­
of ' 'counterproliferation policy''; and 

(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
paragraphs: 

"(3) To establish priorities for programs and 
funding. 

"(4) To encourage and facilitate interagency 
and interdepartmental funding of programs in 
order to ensure necessary levels of funding to 
develop, operate, and field highly-capable sys­
tems. 

"(5) To ensure that Department of Energy 
programs are integrated with the operational 
needs of other departments and agencies of the 
Government. 

"(6) To ensure that Department of Energy na­
tional security programs include technology 
demonstrations and prototype development of 
equipment.". 

(c) DUTIES.-Subsection (c) of such section is 
amended-

(1) in paragraph (1)-
( A) by striking out "(including 

counterprolif eration capabilities) and tech­
nologies for support of United States non­
proliferation policy" in the matter preceding 
subparagraph (A) and inserting in lieu thereof 
"and technologies for support of United States 
nonproliferation policy and counterproliferation 
policy"; 

(B) by inserting " and " at the end of subpara­
graph (D); and 

(C) by striking out subparagraphs ( F) and 
(G); 

(2) by striking out paragraphs (2), (3), and (7); 
(3) in paragraph (4), by striking out "to sup­

port fully the nonprolif era ti on policy of the 
United States"; 

(4) by redesignating paragraphs (4), (5), and 
(6) as paragraphs (2), (3), and (4), respectively; 
and 

(5) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph (5) : 

''(5) assess each fiscal year the effectiveness of 
the committee actions during the preceding fis­
cal year, including, particularly, the status of 
recommendations made during such preceding 
fiscal year that were reflected in the budget sub­
mitted to Congress pursuant to section 1105(a) of 
title 31, United States Code, for the fiscal year 
following the fiscal year in which the assess­
ment is made.". 

(d) COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS.-Sub­
section (e) of such section is amended to read as 
follows: 

"(e) RECOMMENDATIONS.-The committee shall 
submit to the President and the heads of all ap­
propriate departments and agencies of the Gov­
ernment such programmatic recommendations 
regarding existing, planned, or new programs as 
the committee considers appropriate to encour­
age funding for capabilities and technologies at 
the level necessary to support United States 
counterproliferation policy.''. 

(e) EXTENSION OF COMMITTEE.-Subsection (f) 
of such section is amended by striking out " six 
months after the date on which the report of the 
Secretary of Defense under section 1606 is sub­
mitted to Congress" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"at the end of September 30, 1996". 

(g) HEADING AMENDMENT.-The heading of 
such section is amended by striking out "pro­
liferation '' and inserting in lieu thereof 
"counterproli(eration ". 

SEC. 1501. REPORTS ON 
COUNTERPROLIFERATION ACTIVI· 
TIES AND PROGRAMS. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.-Not later than May 1, 
1995, and May 1, 1996, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to Congress a report of the findings 
of the Counterproliferation Program Review 
Committee established by subsection (a) of the 
Review Committee charter. 

(2) For purposes of this section, the term "Re­
view Committee charter" means section 1605 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis­
cal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160), as amended 
by section 1502. 

(b) CONTENT OF REPORT.-Each report under 
subsection (a) shall include the following: 

(1) A complete list, by specific program ele­
ment, of the existing, planned, or newly pro­
posed capabilities and technologies reviewed by 
the Review Committee pursuant to subsection (c) 
of the Review Committee charter. 

(2) A complete description of the requirements 
and priorities established by the Review Com­
mittee. 

(3) A comprehensive discussion of the near­
term, mid-term, and long-term programmatic op­
tions formulated by the Review Committee for 
meeting requirements prescribed by the Review 
Committee and for eliminating deficiencies iden­
tified by the Review Committee, including the 
annual funding requirements and completion 
dates established for each such option. 

(4) An explanation of the recommendations 
made pursuant to subsection (c) of the Review 
Committee charter, together with a full discus­
sion of the actions taken to implement such rec­
ommendations or otherwise taken on the rec­
ommendations. 

(5) A discussion and assessment of the status 
of each Review Committee recommendation dur­
ing the fiscal year preceding the fiscal year in 
which the report is submitted, including, par­
ticularly, the status of recommendations made 
during such preceding fiscal year that were re­
flected in the budget submitted to Congress pur­
suant to section 1105(a) of title 31, United States 
Code, in the fiscal year of the report. 

(6) Each specific Department of Energy pro­
gram that the Secretary of Energy plans to de­
velop to initial operating capability and each 
such program that the Secretary does not plan 
to develop to initial operating capability. 

(7) For each technology program scheduled to 
reach initial operational capability, a rec­
ommendation from the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff that represents the views of the 
commanders of the unified and specified com­
mands regarding the utility and requirement of 
the program. 

(c) FORMS OF REPORT.-Each such report 
shall be submitted in both unclassified and clas­
sified forms, including an annex to the classified 
report for special compartmented information 
programs, special access programs, and special 
activities programs. 
SEC. 1504. AMOUNTS FOR 

COUNTERPROUFERATION ACTIVI­
TIES. 

(a) COUNTERPROLIFERATION ACTIVITIES.-Of 
the amount authorized to be appropriated in 
section 201(4), $16,500,000 shall be available for 
counterproliferation activities. 

(b). LIMITATION.-(1) Of the funds made avail­
able pursuant to subsection (a), $4,000,000 may 
not be obligated until the Secretary of Defense 
submits to Congress a report on a proposed clas­
sified counterproliferation database system. The 
report shall provide-

( A) an assessment of current major databases 
and software capabilities of entities in the intel­
ligence community and of national weapons lab­
oratories and laboratories of the Armed Forces 
against capabilities defined in the proposed 
project; and 

(B) an assessment of the technical feasibility 
of the proposed system, program plan, strategy, 
milestones and future year funding. 

(2) No funds may be obligated for the database 
system described in the report until the Sec­
retary of Defense and the Director of Central 
Intelligence enter into a written agreement con­
cerning the program to develop that database 
system that provides-

( A) how funding for that program is to be di­
vided between (i) the account of the National 
Foreign Intelligence Program, and (ii) Tactical 
Intelligence and Related Program accounts; and 

(B) a plan for the sources of funds for, and 
the programmed amounts for, that program for 
fiscal years after fiscal year 1995. 

(c) EDUCATION IN SUPPORT OF 
COUNTERPROLIFERATION ACTIVITIES.-Of the 
amount authorized to be appropriated in section 
301(5), not more than $2,000,000 shall be avail­
able for providing education to members of the 
Armed Forces in matters relating to 
counterproliferation. 

(d) ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY To TRANSFER Au­
THORIZATIONS.-(1) In addition to the transfer 
authority provided in section 1001, upon deter­
mination by the Secretary of Defense that such 
action is necessary in the national interest, the 
Secretary may transfer amounts of authoriza­
tions made available to the Department of De­
fense in this division for fiscal year 1995 to 
counterproliferation programs, projects, and ac­
tivities identified as areas for progress by the 
Counterproliferation Program Review Committee 
established by section 1605 of the National De­
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 
(Public Law 103-160, as amended by section 
1502. Amounts of authorizations so transferred 
shall be merged with and be available for the 
same purposes as the authorization to which 
transferred. 

(2) The total amount of authorizations that 
the Secretary may transfer under the authority 
of this subsection may not exceed $100,000,000. 

(3) The authority provided by this subsection 
to trans! er authorizations-

( A) may only be used to provide authority for 
items that have a higher priority than the items 
from which authority is trans! erred; and 

(B) may not be used to provide authority for 
an item that has been denied authorization by 
Congress. 

(4) A transfer made from one account to an­
other under the authority of this subsection 
shall be deemed to increase the amount author­
ized for the account to which the amount is 
trans! erred by an amount equal to the amount 
transferred. 

(5) The Secretary of Defense shall promptly 
notify Congress of transfers made under the au­
thority of this subsection. 

(e) USE OF FUNDS FOR TECHNOLOGY DEVELOP­
MENT.-(]) Of the funds authorized to be appro­
priated by section 201(4) for counterproliferation 
technology projects-

( A) up to $5,000,000 shall be available for a 
program to detect, locate, and disarm weapons 
of mass destruction that are hidden by a hostile 
state or terrorist or terrorist group in a confined 
area outside the United States; and 

(B) up to $10,000,000 shall be available for the 
training program referred to in paragraph (3). 

(2) The Secretary of Defense shall make funds 
available for the program referred to in para­
graph (l)(A) in a manner that, to the maximum 
extent practicable, ensures the effective use of 
existing resources of the national weapons lab­
oratories. 

(3)( A) The training program referred to in 
paragraph (l)(B) is a training program carried 
out jointly by the Secretary of Defense and the 
Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
in order to expand and improve United States 
efforts to deter the possible proliferation and ac­
quisition weapons of mass destruction by orga­
nized crime organizations in Eastern Europe, 
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the Baltic countries, and states of the former So­
viet Union. 

(B) Of the funds available under paragraph 
(l)(B) for the program referred to in subpara­
graph (A), $9,000,000 may not be obligated or ex­
pended for that program until the Secretary of 
Defense and the Director of the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation jointly submit to the congres­
sional committees specified in subparagraph (C) 
a report that-

(i) identifies the nature and extent of the 
threat posed to the United States by the possible 
prolif era ti on and acquisition of weapons of mass 
destruction by organized crime organizations in 
Eastern Europe, the Baltic countries, and states 
of the former Soviet Union; 

(ii) assesses the actions that the United States 
should undertake in order to assist law enforce­
ment agencies of Eastern Europe, the Baltic 
countries, and states of the former Soviet Union 
in the efforts of such agencies to prevent and 
deter the theft of nuclear weapons material; and 

(iii) contains an estimate of-
( I) the cost of undertaking such actions, in­

cluding the costs of personnel, support equip­
ment, and training; 

(II) the time required to commence the carry­
ing out of the program ref erred to in paragraph 
(l)(B); and 

(Ill) the amount of funds, if any, that will be 
required in fiscal years after fiscal year 1995 in 
order to carry out the program. 

(C) The congressional committees referred to 
in this subparagraph are the following: 

(i) The Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the Commit­
tee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Rep­
resentatives. 

(ii) The Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the Commit­
tee on Foreign Relations of the Senate. 
SEC. 1505. STUDIES RELATING TO UNITED 

STATES COUNTERPROLIFERATION 
POLICY. 

(a) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.-Subsection (a) 
of section J603 of the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year J994 (22 U.S.C. 5859a; 
107 Stat. J843) is amended by striking out "Dur­
ing fiscal year J 994, the Secretary" and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "The Secretary". 

(b) REVISION OF REPORTING REQUIREMENT.­
Such section is further amended-

(1) by striking out subsections (d) and (e); 
(2) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub­

section (d); and 
(3) in subsection (d) (as so redesignated)-
( A) by striking ''and not later than October 30 

of each year"; and 
(B) by striking out "six-month" and inserting 

in lieu thereof "twelve-month". 
(C) FISCAL YEAR J995 AMOUNT.-0[ the funds 

authorized to be appropriated by section 20J(4) 
for technical studies, support, and analysis (PE 
605J04D), up to $2,000,000 shall be available for 
studies relating to United States 
counterprolif eration policy. 
SEC. 1506. RESTRICTION RELATING TO SUBMIS­

SION OF REPORT ON PROLIFERA­
TION OF FOREIGN MILITARY SAT­
ELLITES. 

None of the funds available to the Department 
of Defense may be expended for travel by the 
Assistant Secretary of Defense for International 
Security Policy until the Secretary of Defense 
submits to Congress the report required by sec­
tion 1363 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year J993 (Public Law J02-484; 
106 Stat. 2560). 
SEC. 1507. LIMITATION ON FUNDS FOR STUDIES 

PENDING RECEIPT OF PREVIOUSLY 
REQUIRED REPORT. 

(a) LIMITATJON.-Of the total amount speci­
fied in section J505 for counterproliferation ac­
tivities for fiscal year 1995, $1,000,000 shall be 
withheld from obligation until the report de-

scribed in subsection (b) has been submitted to 
Congress . 

(b) REPORT.-The report referred to in sub­
section (a) is the report required to be submitted 
to Congress not later than May 30, 1994, pursu­
ant to section 1422 of the National Defense Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 
103-J60; J07 Stat. J829). 
SEC. 1508. SENSE OF CONGRESS CONCERNING IN­

DEFINITE EXTENSION OF NUCLEAR 
NON-PROLIFERATION TREATY. 

(a) FINDINGS.-Congress makes the following 
findings: 

(1) The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons, signed at Washington, D.C .. 
London, and Moscow on July 1, 1968, is the cen­
terpiece of global eff arts to prevent the spread of 
nuclear weapons. 

(2) The United States has demonstrated long­
standing support for that treaty and related ef­
forts to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons. 

(3) President Clinton has declared that pre­
venting the spread of nuclear weapons is one of 
the highest priorities of his Administration. 

(4) In April J995, the parties to the Treaty on 
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons will 
convene a conference in New York City to dis­
cuss the indefinite' extension of the treaty. 

(5) The policy of the President is to seek at 
that cont erence the indefinite and uncondi­
tional extension of that treaty. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.-lt is the sense of 
Congress that-

(1) the President has the full support of Con­
gress in seeking the indefinite and uncondi­
tional extension of the Treaty on the Non-Pro­
liferation of Nuclear Weapons; 

(2) the President, when formulating and im­
plementing other elements of nonproliferation 
policy of the United States (including United 
States counterproliferation doctrine, the Nuclear 
Posture Review, and nuclear testing policy), 
should take into account the objectives of the 
United States at the 1995 conference of the par­
ties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons: and 

(3) the President and the President's senior 
national security advisers should dedicate them­
selves to ensuring the indefinite and uncondi­
tional exterision of the Treaty on the Non-Pro­
liferation of Nuclear Weapons at the 1995 con­
ference for that treaty. 
SEC. 1509. NEGOTIATION OF LIMITATIONS ON NU­

CLEAR WEAPONS TESTING. 
(a) FINDINGS.- Congress makes the following 

findings: 
(1) On January 25, 1994, the United States and 

37 other nations began negotiations for a com­
prehensive treaty to ban permanently all nu­
clear weapons testing. 

(2) On March 14, 1994 , the President extended 
the current United States moratorium on nu­
clear weapons testing through September J995. 

(3) The United States is seeking to extend in­
definitely the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons at the conference of the par­
ties to the Treaty to be held in New York City 
in April J995. 

(4) Conclusion of a comprehensive nuclear test 
ban treaty could contribute toward successful 
negotiations to extend the Treaty on the Non­
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. 

(5) Agreements to eliminate nuclear weapons 
testing and to control the spread of nuclear 
weapons could contribute to the national secu­
rity · of the United States, its allies, and other 
nations around the world. 

(b) STATEMENT OF CONGRESSIONAL POLICY.­
In view of the findings set for th in subsection 
(a), Congress-

(]) applauds the President for maintaining the 
United States moratorium on nuclear weapons 
testing and for taking a leadership role toward 
negotiation of a comprehensive nuclear test ban 
treaty; 

(2) encourages all nuclear powers to refrain 
from conducting nuclear explosions, before the 
conclusion of a comprehensive nuclear test ban 
treaty; and 

(3) urges the Con[ erence on Disarmament to 
make all possible progress toward a comprehen­
sive nuclear test ban treaty by the end of J994. 

TITLE XVI-RESERVE OFFICER 
PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT ACT (ROPMA) 

SEC. 1601. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the "Reserve Officer 

Personnel Management Act". 
SEC. 1602. REFERENCES TO TITLE 10, UNITED 

STATES CODE. 
Except as otherwise expressly provided, when­

ever in this title an amendment or repeal is ex­
pressed in terms of an amendment to, or repeal 
of, a section or other provision, the reference 
shall be considered to be made to a section or 
other provision of title JO, United States Code. 

Subtitle A-Reserve Officer Personnel 
Manage~nt 

PART I-REVISED AND STANDARDIZED 
RESERVE OFFICER PERSONNEL SYSTEM 

SEC. 1611. PROMOTION AND RETENTION OF RE­
SERVE OFFICERS. 

Title JO, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the fallowing new subtitle: 

"Subtitle E-Reserve Component. 
"PART /-ORGANIZATION AND 

ADMINISTRATION 
"Chap. 
"JOOl. Definitions ... .......... ...... ....... .... . . 
"J003. Reserve Components Generally .. 
"J005 . Elements of Reserve Components 
"J007. Administration of Reserve Com-

Sec. 
10001 
10101 
10141 

ponents . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . . .. . J020J 
"J009. Reserve Forces Policy Boards 

and Committees ................ .... ......... 10301 
"JOll. National Guard Bureau .. ... .. . . ... . 1050J 
"10J3. Budget Information and Annual 

Reports to Congress .... . .................. 1054J 
"PART II-PERSONNEL GENERALLY 

"J201. Authorized Strengths and Dis-
tribution in Grade . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . J 200J 

"1203. Enlisted Members .... .................. 12JOJ 
"J205. Appointment of Reserve Officers J220J 
"J207. Warrant Officers ............... ... ... .. 1224J 
"J209. Active Duty .......................... ... . 1230J 
"1211 . National Guard Members in Fed-

eral Service . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1240J 
"1213. Special Appointments, Assign-

ments, Details, and Duties ............. 12501 
"J2J5. Miscellaneous Prohibitions and 

Penalties [No present sections] ....... . 
"1217. Miscellaneous Rights and Bene-

fits ..... ....... ....... .. ....... ...... .......... .... 12601 
"1219. Standards and Procedures for 

Retention and Promotion . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12641 
"1221. Separation ............ .. ..... ............. 1268J 
"1223. Retired Pay for Non-Regular 

Service .............. .......... .................. 12731 
"1225. Retired Grade ........................... 12771 
"PART Ill-PROMOTION AND RETENTION 

OF OFFICERS ON THE RESERVE ACTIVE­
STATUS LIST 

"1401. Applicability and Reserve Active-
Status Lists . . . . . . .. .. . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .. . 1400J 

"1403. Selection Boards . ... .. . . ... . .. ... ... .. . 14101 
"1405. Promotions ....... ... ............. ..... .. . 14301 
"1407. Failure of Selection for Pro-

motion and Involuntary Separation 14501 
"1409. Continuation of Officers on the 

Reserve-Active Status List and Se-
lective Early Removal . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14701 

"1411. Additional Provisions Relating to 
Involuntary Separation .... .... .. . .. ... . 14901 

"PART JV-TRAINING FOR RESERVE COM­
PONENTS AND EDUCATIONAL ASSIST­
ANCE PROGRAMS 

"1601. Training Generally [No present 
sections] ....................................... . 
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"1606. Educational Assistance for Mem-

bers of the Selected Reserve ............ 16131 
"1608. Health Professions Stipend Pro-

gram ............................................. 16201 
"1609. Education Loan Repayments ..... 16301 

"PART V-SERVICE, SUPPLY, AND 
PROCUREMENT 

"1801. Issue of Serviceable 
Material to Reserve Com­
ponents [No present sec-
tions] .............................. . 

"1803. Facilities for Reserve Compo-
nents ............. ................................ 18231 

"1805. Miscellaneous Provisions ........... 18501 
"PART Ill-PROMOTION AND RETENTION 

OF OFFICERS ON THE RESERVE ACTIVE­
STATUS LIST 

"Chap. Sec. 
"1401. Applicability and Reserve Active-

Status Lists ... :............................. .. 14001 
"1403. Selection Boards ..... ..... ......... .... . 14101 
"1405. Promotions ........ ... ................. .... 14301 
" 1407. Failure of Selection for Pro-

motion and Involuntary Separation 14501 
"1409. Continuation of Officers on the 

Reserve Active-Status List and Se-
lective Early Removal . ... .. . . . . . .. ... .. .. 14701 

"1411. Additional Provisions Relating to 
Involuntary Separation ... .. .. . .. ... . .. . 14901 

"CHAPTER 1401-APPLICABILITY AND 
RESERVE ACTIVE-STATUS LISTS 

"Sec. 
"14001. Applicability of this part. 
"14002. Reserve active-status lists: requirement 

for each armed force. 
"14003. Reserve active-status lists: position . of 

officers on the list. 
"14004. Reserve active-status lists: eligibility for 

Reserve promotion. 
" 14005. Competitive categories. 
"14006. Determination of years in grade. 
"§14001. Applicability ofthi• part 

"This chapter and chapters 1403 through 1411 
of this title apply, as appropriate, to all reserve 
officers of the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Ma­
rine Corps except warrant officers. 
"§14002. Reserve active-status li.t•: require­

ment for each armed force 
"(a) The Secretary of each military depart­

ment shall maintain a single list, to be known as 
the reserve active-status list, for each armed 
force under the Secretary 's jurisdiction. That 
list shall include the names of all reserve officers 
of that armed force who are in an active status 
other than those on an active-duty list described 
in section 620 of this title or warrant officers 
(including commissioned warrant officers). 

" (b) The reserve active-status list for the 
Army shall include officers in the Army Reserve 
and the Army National Guard of the United 
States. The reserve active-status list for the Air 
Force shall include officers in the Air Force Re­
serve and the Air National Guard of the United 
States. The Secretary of the Navy shall main­
tain separate lists for the Naval Reserve and the 
Marine Corps Reserve. 
"§14003. Reserve active-.tatu•: position of offi· 

cers on the list 
" (a) POSITION ON L!ST.-Officers shall be car­

ried on the reserve active-status list of the 
armed force of which they are members in the 
order of seniority of the grade in which they are 
serving in an active status. Officers serving in 
the same grade shall be carried in the order of 
their rank in that grade. 

"(b) EFFECT ON POSITION HELD BY REASON OF 
TEMPORARY APPOINTMENT OR ASSIGNMENT.-An 
officer whose position on the reserve active-sta­
tus list results from service under a temporary 
appointment or in a grade held by reason of as­
signment to a position has, when that appoint-

ment or assignment ends, the grade and position 
on that list that the officer would have held if 
the officer had not received that appointment or 
assignment. 
"§14004. Re11erve active-•tatu. li•t.: eligibility 

for Re•erve promotion 
"Except as otherwise provided by law, an offi­

cer must be on a reserve active-status list to be 
eligible under chapter 1405 of this title for con­
sideration for selection for promotion or for pro­
motion. 
"§ 14005. Competitive categorie• 

''Each officer whose name appears on a re­
serve active-status list shall be placed in a com­
petitive category. The competitive categories for 
each armed force shall be specified by the Sec­
retary of the military department concerned 
under regulations prescribed by the Secretary of 
Defense. Officers in the same competitive cat­
egory shall compete among themselves for pro­
motion. 
"§14006. Determination of years in grade 

"For the purpose of chapters 1403 through 
1411 of this title, an officer's years of service in 
a grade are computed from the officer's date of 
rank in grade as determined under section 
741(d) of this title. 

"CHAPTER 1403-SELECTION BOARDS 
" Sec. 
" 14101. Convening of selection boards. 
" 14102. Selection boards: appointment and com-

position. 
" 14103. Oath of members. 
" 14104. Confidentiality of board proceedings. 
" 14105. Notice of convening of selection board. 
" 14106. Communication with board by officers 

under consideration. 
"14107. Information furnished by the Secretary 

concerned to promotion boards. 
"14108. Recommendations by promotion boards. 
"14109. Reports of promotion boards: in general. 
"14110. Reports of promotion boards: review by 

Secretary. 
"14111. Reports of selection boards: transmittal 

to President. 
"14112. Dissemination of names of officers se­

lected. 
"§ 14101. Convening of selection board• 

"(a) PROMOTION BOARDS.-(1) Whenever the 
needs of the Army, Navy. Air Force, or Marine 
Corps require, the Secretary concerned shall 
convene a selection board to recommend for pro­
motion to the next higher grade, under chapter 
1405 of this title, officers on the reserve active­
status list of that armed force in a permanent 
grade from first lieutenant through brigadier 
general or, in the case of the Naval Reserve, 
lieutenant (junior grade) through rear admiral 
(lower half). A selection board convened under 
this subsection shall be known as a 'promotion 
board'. 

"(2) A promotion board convened to rec­
ommend reserve officers of the Army or reserve 
officers of the Air Force for promotion (A) to fill 
a position vacancy under section 14315 of this 
title , or (B) to the grade of brigadier general or 
major general, shall (except in the case of a 
board convened to consider officers as provided 
in section 14301(e) of this title) be known as a 
'vacancy promotion board'. Any other pro­
motion board convened under this subsection 
shall be known as a 'mandatory promotion 
board'. 

"(b) CONTINUATION BOARDS.-Whenever the 
needs of the Army, Navy, Air Force, or Marine 
Corps require, the Secretary concerned may con..: 
vene a selection board to recommend officers of 
that armed force-

"(1) for continuation on the reserve active­
status list under section 14701 of this title; 

"(2) for selective early removal from the re­
serve activ~-status list under section 14704 of 
this title; or 

"(3) for selective early retirement under sec­
tion 14705 of this title. 
A selection board convened under this sub­
section shall be known as a 'continuation 
board'. 
"§14102. Selectio11 board•: appoi11tnwlll allll 

coMpOflition 
"(a) APPOINTMENT.-Members of selection 

boards convened under section 14101 of this title 
shall be appointed by the Secretary of the mili­
tary department concerned in accordance with 
this section. Promotion boards and special selec­
tion boards shall consist of five or more officers. 
Continuation boards shall consist of three or 
more officers. All of the officers of any such se­
lection board shall be of the same armed force as 
the officers under consideration by the board. 

"(b) COMPOSITION.-At least one-half of the 
members of such a selection board shall be re­
serve officers, to include at least one reserve of­
ficer from each reserve component from which 
officers are to be considered by the board. Each 
member of a selection board must hold a perma­
nent grade higher than the grade of the officers 
under consideration by the board, and no mem­
ber of a board may hold a grade below major or 
lieutenant commander. 

" (c) REPRESENTATION OF COMPETITIVE CAT­
EGORIES.-(1) Except as provided in paragraph 
(2), a selection board shall include at least one 
officer from each competitive category of officers 
to be considered by the board. 

"(2) A selection board need not include an of­
ficer from a competitive category to be consid­
ered by the board if there is no officer of that 
competitive category on the reserve active-status 
list or the active-duty list in a permanent grade 
higher than the grade of the officers to be con­
sidered by the board and otherwise eligible to 
serve on the board. However, in such a case, the 
Secretary of the military department concerned, 
in his discretion, may appoint as a member of 
the board a retired officer of that competitive 
category who is in the same armed force as the 
officers under consideration by the board who 
holds a higher grade than the grade of the offi­
cers under consideration. 

"(d) PROHIBIT/ON OF SERVICE ON CONSECUTIVE 
PROMOTION BOARDS.-No officer may be a mem­
ber of two successive promotion boards convened 
under section 14101(a) of this title for the con­
sideration of officers of the same competitive 
category and grade if the second of the two 
boards is to consider any officer who was con­
sidered and not recommended for promotion to 
the next higher grade by the first of the two 
boards. 
"§14103. Oath of members 

"Each member of a selection board convened 
under section 14101 of this title shall take an 
oath to perform the duties of a member of the 
board without prejudice or partiality, having in 
view both the special fitness of officers and the 
efficiency of the member's armed force. 
"§14104. Confickntiality of board procttdirt1• 

"Except as otherwise authorized or required 
by law, the proceedings of a selection board con­
vened under section 14101 of this title may not 
be disclosed to any person not a member of the 
board. 
"§14105. Notice of converting of proMOtioa 

board 
" (a) REQUIRED NOTICE.-At least 30 days be­

fore a promotion board is convened under sec­
tion 14101(a) of this title to consider officers in 
a grade and competitive category for promotion 
to the next higher grade, the Secretary con­
cerned shall either (1) notify in writing the offi­
cers eligible for consideration by the board for 
promotion regarding the convening of the board, 
or (2) issue a general written notice to the armed 
force concerned regarding the convening of the 
board. 
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"(b) CONTENT OF NOTICE.-A notice under 

subsection (a) shall include the date on which 
the board is to convene and (except in the case 
of a vacancy promotion board) the name and 
date of rank of the junior officer, and of the 
senior officer, in the promotion zone as of the 
date of the notice. 
"§ 14106. Communication with board by offi­

cers under consideration 
"Subject to regulations prescribed by the Sec­

retary of the military department concerned, an 
officer eligible for consideration by a promotion 
board convened under section 14101(a) of this 
title who is in the promotion zone or above the 
promotion zone, or who is to be considered by a 
vacancy promotion board, may send a written 
communication to the board calling attention to 
any matter concerning the officer which the of­
ficer considers important to the officer's case. 
Any such communication shall be sent so as to 
arrive not later than the date on which the 
board convenes. The board shall give consider­
ation to any timely communication under this 
section. 
"§14107. Information furnished by the Sec­

retary concerned to promotion boards 
"(a) INTEGRITY OF THE PROMOTION SELECTION 

BOARD PROCESS.-(1) The Secretary of Defense 
shall prescribe regulations governing inf orma­
tion furnished to selection boards convened 
under section 14101(a) of this title. Those regu­
lations shall apply uniformly among the mili­
tary departments. Any regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of a military department to sup­
plement those regulations may not take effect 
without the approval of the Secretary of De­
fense in writing. 

"(2) No information concerning a particular 
eligible officer may be furnished to a selection 
board except for the following: 

"(A) Information that is in the officer's offi­
cial military personnel file and that is provided 
to the selection board in accordance with the 
regulations prescribed by the Secretary of De­
fense pursuant to paragraph (1). 

"(B) Other information that is determined by 
the Secretary of the military department con­
cerned, after review by that Secretary in accord­
ance with standards and procedures set out in 
the regulations prescribed by the Secretary of 
Defense pursuant to paragraph (1), to be sub­
stantiated, relevant information that could rea­
sonably and materially affect the deliberations 
of the promotion board. 

"(C) Subject to such limitations as may be 
prescribed in those regulations, information 
communicated to the board by the officer in ac­
cordance with this section, section 14106 of this 
title (including any comment on information re­
ferred to in subparagraph (A) regarding that of­
ficer), or other applicable law. 

"(D) A factual summary of the information 
described in subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C) 
that, in accordance with the regulations pre­
scribed pursuant to paragraph (1) is prepared by 
administrative personnel for the purpose of fa­
cilitating the work of the selection board. 

''(3) Information provided to a promotion 
board in accordance with paragraph (2) shall be 
made available to all members of the board and 
shall be made a part of the record of the board. 
Communication of such information shall be in 
a written form or in the form of an audio or 
video recording. If a communication is in the 
form of an audio or video recording, a written 
transcription of the recording shall also be made 
a part of the record of the promotion board. 

"(4) Paragraphs (2) and (3) do not apply to 
the furnishing of appropriate administrative 
processing information to the promotion board 
by an administrative staff designated to assist 
the board, but only to the extent that oral com­
munications are necessary to facilitate the work 
of the board. 

"(5) Information furnished to a promotion 
board that is described in subparagraph (B), 
(C), or (D) of paragraph (2) may not be fur­
nished to a later promotion board unless-

"( A) the information has been properly placed 
in the official military personnel file of the offi­
cer concerned; or 

"(B) the information is provided to the later 
selection board in accordance with paragraph 
(2). 

"(6)( A) Before information described in para­
graph (2)(B) regarding an eligible officer is fur­
nished to a selection board, the Secretary of the 
military department concerned shall ensure-

"(i) that such information is made available 
to such officer; and 

"(ii) that the officer is aft orded a reasonable 
opportunity to submit comments on that infor­
mation to the promotion board. 

"(B) If an officer cannot be given access to 
the information referred to in subparagraph (A) 
because of its classification status, the officer 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable, be fur­
nished an appropriate summary of the inf orma­
tion. 

"(b) INFORMATION To BE FURNISHED.-The 
Secretary of the military department concerned 
shall furnish to a promotion board convened 
under section 1410l(a) of this title the following: 

"(1) In the case of a mandatory promotion 
board, the maximum number (as determined in 
accordance with section 14307 of this title) of of­
ficers in each competitive category under con­
sideration that the board is authorized to rec­
ommend for promotion to the next higher grade. 

"(2) The name of each officer in each competi­
tive category under consideration who is to be 
considered by the board for promotion. 

"(3) The pertinent records (as determined by 
the Secretary) of each officer whose name is fur­
nished to the board. 

"(4) Information or guidelines relating to the 
needs of the armed force concerned for officers 
having particular skills, including (except in the 
case of a vacancy promotion board) guidelines 
or information relating to either a minimum 
number or a maximum number of officers with 
particular skills within a competitive category. 

"(5) Such other information or guidelines as 
the Secretary concerned may determine to be 
necessary to enable the board to pert orm its 
functions. 

"(c) LIMITATION ON MODIFYING FURNISHED IN­
FORMATION.-/nformation or guidelines fur­
nished to a selection board under subsection (a) 
may not be modified, withdrawn, or supple­
mented after the board submits its report to the 
Secretary of the military department concerned 
pursuant to section 14109(a) of this title. How­
ever, in the case of a report returned to a board 
pursuant to section 14110(a) of this title for fur­
ther proceedings because of a determination by 
the Secretary of the military department" con­
cerned that the board acted contrary to law, 
regulation, or guidelines, the Secretary may 
modify, withdraw, or supplement such informa­
tion or guidelines as part of a written expla­
nation to the board as provided in that section. 

"(d) OFFICERS IN HEALTH-PROFESSIONS COM­
PETITIVE CATEGORIES.-The Secretary of each 
military department, under uniform regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary of Defense, shall in­
clude in guidelines furnished to a promotion 
board convened under section 14101(a) of this 
title that is considering officers in a health-pro­
fessions competitive category for promotion to a 
grade below colonel or, in the case of officers of 
the Naval Reserve, captain, a direction that the 
board give consideration to an officer's clinical 
proficiency and skill as a health professional to 
at least as great an extent as the board gives to 
the officer's administrative and management 
skills. 

"§14108. Recommendations by promotion 
boards 
"(a) RECOMMENDATION OF BEST QUALIFIED 

OFFICERS.-A promotion board convened under 
section 1410l(a) of this title shall recommend for 
promotion to the next higher grade those officers 
considered by the board whom the board consid­
ers best qualified for promotion within each 
competitive category considered by the board or, 
in the case of a vacancy promotion board, 
among those officers considered to fill a va­
cancy. Jn determining those officers who are 
best qualified for promotion, the board shall give 
due consideration to the needs of the armed 
force concerned for officers with particular 
skills (as noted in the guidelines or information 
furnished the board under sections 14107 of this 
title). 

"(b) MAJORITY REQUIRED.-A promotion 
board convened under section 1410J(a) of this 
title may not recommend an officer for pro­
motion unless-

" (I) the officer receives the recommendation of 
a majority of the members of the voard; and 

"(2) a majority of the members of the board 
finds that the officer is fully qualified for pro­
motion. 

"(c) BOARD RECOMMENDATION REQUIRED FOR 
PROMOTION.-Except as otherwise provided by 
law, an officer on the reserve active-status list 
may not be promoted to a higher grade under 
chapter 1405 of this title unless the officer is 
considered and recommended for promotion to 
that grade by a promotion board convened 
under section 14101(a) of this title (or by a spe­
cial selection board convened under section 
14502 of this title). 

"(d) DISCLOSURE OF BOARD RECOMMENDA­
TIONS.-The recommendations of a promotion 
board may be disclosed only in accordance with 
regulations prescribed by the Secretary of De­
fense. Those recommendations may not be dis­
closed to a person not a member of the board (or 
a member of the administrative staff designated 
by the Secretary concerned to assist the board) 
until the written report of the recommendations 
of the board, required by section 14109 of this 
title, is signed by each member of the board. 

"(e) PROHIBITION OF COERCION AND UNAU­
THORIZED INFLUENCE OF ACTIONS OF BOARD 
MEMBERS.-The Secretary convening a pro­
motion board under section 1410l(a) of this title, 
and an officer or other official exercising au­
thority over any member of a selection board, 
may not-

"(1) censure, reprimand, or admonish the se­
lection board or any member of the board with 
respect to the recommendations of the board or 
the exercise of any lawful function within the 
authorized discretion of the board; or 

"(2) attempt to coerce or, by any unauthor­
ized means, influence any action of a promotion 
board or any member of a promotion board in 
the formulation of the board's recommendations. 
"§14109. Reports of promotion boards: in gen-

eral 
"(a) REPORT OF OFFICERS RECOMMENDED FOR 

PROMOTION.-Each promotion board convened 
under section 14101(a) of this title shall submit 
to the Secretary of the military department con­
cerned a report in writing containing a list of 
the names of the officers recommended by the 
board for promotion. The report shall be signed 
by each member of the board. 

"(b) CERTIFICATION.-Each report under sub­
section (a) shall include a certification-

"(1) that the board has carefully considered 
the record of each officer whose name was fur­
nished to the board; and 

"(2) that, in the case of a promotion board 
convened under section 14101(a) of this title, in 
the opinion of a majority of the members of the 
board, the officers recommended for promotion 
by the board are best qualified for promotion to 
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meet the needs of the armed force concerned (as 
noted in the guidelines or information furnished 
the board under section 14107 of this title) 
among those officers whose names were fur­
nished to the selection board. 

"(c) SHOW-CAUSE RECOMMENDATIONS.-(1) A 
promotion board convened under section 
14101(a) of this title shall include in its report to 
the Secretary concerned the name of any reserve 
officer before it for consideration for promotion 
whose record, in the opinion of a majority of the 
members of the board, indicates that the officer 
should be required to show cause for retention 
in an active status. 

"(2) If such a report names an officer as hav­
ing a record which indicates that the officer 
should be required to show cause for retention, 
the Secretary concerned may provide for the re­
view of the record of that officer as provided 
under regulations prescribed under section 14902 
of this title. 
"§ 14110. Reports of promotion boards: review 

by Secretary 
"(a) REVIEW OF REPORT.-Upon receipt of the 

report of a promotion board submitted under 
section 14109(a) of this title, the Secretary of the 
military department concerned shall review the 
report to determine whether the board has acted 
contrary to law or regulation or to guidelines 
furnished the board under section 14107(a) of 
this title. Following that review, unless the Sec­
retary concerned makes a determination as de­
scribed in subsection (b), the Secretary shall 
submit the report as required by section 14111 of 
this title. 

"(b) RETURN OF REPORT FOR FURTHER PRO­
CEEDINGS.-lf, on the basis of a review of the re­
port under subsection (a), the Secretary of the 
military department concerned determines that 
the board acted contrary to law or regulation or 
to guidelines furnished the board under section 
14107(a) of this title, the Secretary shall return 
the report, together with a written explanation 
of the basis for such determination, to the board 
for further proceedings. Upon receipt of a report 
returned by the Secretary concerned under this 
subsection, the selection board (or a subsequent 
selection board convened under section 14101(a) 
of this title for the same grade and competitive 
category) shall conduct such proceedings as 
may be necessary in order to revise the report to 
be consistent with law, regulation, and such 
guidelines and shall resubmit the report, as re­
vised, to the Secretary in accordance with sec­
tion 14109 of this title. 
"§14111. Reports of selection boards: trans­

mittal to President 
"(a) TRANSMITTAL TO PRESIDENT.-The Sec­

retary concerned, after final review of the report 
of a selection board under section 14110 of this 
title, shall submit the report with the Secretary's 
recommendations, to the Secretary of Defense 
for transmittal by the Secretary to the President 
for approval or disapproval. If the authority of 
the President to approve or disapprove the re­
port of a promotion board is delegated to the 
Secretary of Defense, that authority may not be 
redelegated except to an official in the Office of 
the Secretary of Defense. 

"(b) REMOVAL OF NAME FROM BOARD RE­
PORT.-The name of an officer recommended for 
promotion by a selection board may be removed 
from the report of the selection board only by 
the President. 

"(c) RECOMMENDATIONS FOR REMOVAL OF SE­
LECTED OFFICERS FROM REPORT.-lf the Sec­
retary of a military department or the Secretary 
of Defense makes a recommendation under this 
section that the name of an officer be removed 
from the report of a promotion board and the 
recommendation is accompanied by information 
that was not presented to that promotion board, 
that information shall be made available to that 

officer. The officer shall then be afforded area­
sonable opportunity to submit comments on that 
information to the officials making the rec­
ommendation and the officials reviewing the 
recommendation. If an eligible officer cannot be 
given access to such information because of its 
classification status, the officer shall, to the 
maximum extent practicable, be provided with 
an appropriate summary of the information. 
"§ 14112. Dissemination of names of officers 

selected 
"Upon approval by the President of the report 

of a promotion board, the names of the officers 
recommended for promotion by the promotion 
board (other than any name removed by the 
President) may be disseminated to the armed 
force concerned. If those names have not been 
sooner disseminated, those names (other than 
the name of any officer whose promotion the 
Senate failed to confirm) shall be promptly dis­
seminated to the armed force concerned upon 
confirmation by the Senate. 

"CHAPTER 1405--PROMOTIONS 
"Sec. 
"14301. Eligibility for consideration for pro­

motion: general rules. 
"14302. Promotion zones. 
"14303. Eligibility for consideration for pro­

motion: minimum years of service 
in grade. 

"14304. Eligibility for consideration for pro­
motion: maximum years of service 
in grade. 

"14305. Establishment of promotion zones: man­
datory consideration for pro­
motion. 

"14306. Establishment of promotion zones: 
Naval Reserve and Marine Corps 
Reserve running mate system. 

"14307. Numbers of officers to be recommended 
for promotion. 

"14308. Promotions: how made. 
"14309. Acceptance of promotion: oath of office. 
"14310. Removal of officers from a list of officers 

recommended for promotion. 
"14311. Delay of promotion: involuntary . 
"14312. Delay of promotion: voluntary. 
"14313. Authority to vacate promotions to grade 

of brigadier general or rear admi­
ral (lower half). 

"14314. Army and Air Force commissioned offi­
cers: generals ceasing to occupy 
positions commensurate with 
grade; state adjutants general. 

"14315. Position vacancy promotions: Army and 
Air Force officers. 

"14316. Army National Guard and Air National 
Guard: appointment to and Fed­
eral recognition in a higher re­
serve grade after selection for pro­
motion. 

"14317. Officers in transition to and from the 
active-status list or active-duty 
list. 

"§14301. Eligibility for consideration for pro­
motion: general rules 
"(a) ONE-YEAR RULE.-An officer is eligible 

under this chapter for consideration for pro­
motion by a promotion board convened under 
section 14101(a) of this title only if-

"(1) the officer is on the reserve active-status 
list of the Army, Navy, Air Force, or Marine 
Corps; and 

"(2) during the one-year period ending on the 
date of the convening of the promotion board 
the officer has continuously performed service 
on either the reserve active-status list or the ac­
tive-duty list (or on a combination of both lists). 

"(b) REQUIREMENT FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
ALL OFFICERS IN AND ABOVE THE ZONE.-When­
ever a promotion board (other than a vacancy 
promotion board) is convened under section 
14101(a) of this title for consideration of officers 

in a competitive category who are eligible under 
this chapter for consideration for promotion to 
the next higher grade, each officer in the pro­
motion zone, and each officer above the pro­
motion zone, for that grade and competitive cat­
egory shall be considered for promotion. 

"(c) PREVIOUSLY SELECTED OFFICERS NOT EL­
IGIBLE To BE CONSIDERED.-A promotion board 
convened under section 14101(a) of this title may 
not consider for promotion to the next higher 
grade-

"(1) an officer whose name is on a promotion 
list for that grade as a result of recommendation 
for promotion to that grade by an earlier selec­
tion board convened under that section or sec­
tion 14502 of this title or under chapter 36 of this 
title; 

"(2) an officer who has been approved for 
Federal recognition by a board convened under 
section 307 of title 32 and nominated by the 
President for promotion to the next higher grade 
as a reserve of the Army or of the Air Force as 
the case may be; or 

"(3) an officer who has been nominated by the 
President for promotion to the next higher grade 
under any other provision of law. 

"(d) OFFICERS BELOW THE ZONE.-The Sec­
retary of the military department concerned 
may, by regulation, prescribe procedures to limit 
the officers to be considered by a selection board 
from below the promotion zone to those officers 
who are determined to be exceptionally well 
qualified for promotion. The regulations shall 
include criteria for determining which officers 
below the promotion zone are exceptionally well 
qualified for promotion. 

"(e) RESERVE OFFICERS OF THE ARMY; CON­
SIDERATION FOR BRIGADIER GENERAL AND MAJOR 
GENERAL.-ln the case of officers of the Army, 
if the Secretary of the Army determines that va­
cancies are authorized or anticipated in the re­
serve grades of major general or brigadier gen­
eral for officers who are on the reserve active­
status list and who are not assigned to units or­
ganized to serve as a unit and the Secretary 
convenes a mandatory promotion board under 
section 14101(a) of this title to consider officers 
for promotion to fill such vacancies, the Sec­
retary may limit the officers to be considered by 
that board to those determined to be exception­
ally well qualified for promotion under such cri­
teria and procedures as the Secretary may by 
regulation prescribe. 

"(f) CERTAIN RESERVE OFFICERS OF THE AIR 
FORCE.-A reserve officer of the Air Force who 
(1) is in the Air National Guard of the United 
States and holds the grade of lieutenant colonel, 
colonel, or brigadier general, or (2) is in the Air 
Force Reserve and holds the grade of colonel or 
brigadier general, is not eligible for consider­
ation for promotion by a mandatory promotion 
board convened under section 14101(a) of this 
title. 

"(g) NONCONSIDERATION OF OFFICERS SCHED­
ULED FOR REMOVAL FROM RESERVE ACTIVE-STA­
TUS LIST.-The Secretary of the military depart­
ment concerned may, by regulation, provide for 
the exclusion from consideration for promotion 
by a promotion board of any officer otherwise 
eligible to be considered by the board who has 
an established date for removal from the reserve 
active-status list that is not more than 90 days 
after the date on which the selection board for 
which the officer would otherwise be eligible is 
to be convened. 
"§14302. Promotion :zones 

"(a) PROMOTION ZONES GENERALLY.-For 
purposes of this chapter, a promotion zone is an 
eligibility category for the consideration of offi­
cers by a mandatory promotion board. A pro­
motion zone consists of those officers on the re­
serve active-status list who are in the same 
grade and competitive category and who meet 
the requirements of both paragraphs (1) and (2) 
or the requirements of paragraph (3), as follows: 
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"(!)(A) In the case of officers in grades below 

colonel, for reserve officers of the Army, Air 
Force, and Marine Corps, or captain, for offi­
cers of the Naval Reserve, those who have nei­
ther (i) failed of selection for promotion to the 
next higher grade, nor (ii) been removed from a 
list of officers recommended for promotion to 
that grade. 

"(B) In the case of officers in the grade of 
colonel or brigadier general, for reserve officers 
of the Army and Marine Corps, or in the grade 
of captain or rear admiral (lower half), for re­
serve officers of the Navy, those who have nei­
ther (i) been recommended for promotion to the 
next higher grade when considered in the pro­
motion zone, nor (ii) been removed from a list of 
officers recommended for promotion to that 
grade. 

''(2) Those officers who are senior to the offi­
cer designated by the Secretary of the military 
department concerned to be the junior officer in 
the promotion zone eligible for consideration for 
promotion to the next higher grade and the offi­
cer so designated. 

' '(3) Those officers who-
" ( A) have been selected from below the zone 

for promotion to the next higher grade or by a 
vacancy promotion board, but whose names 
were removed from the list of officers rec­
ommended for promotion to that next higher 
grade resulting from that selection; 

"(B) have not failed of selection for promotion 
to that next higher grade; and 

"(C) are senior to the officer designated by the 
Secretary of the military department concerned 
to be the junior officer in the promotion zone el­
igible for consideration for promotion to that 
next higher grade and the officer so designated. 

"(b) OFFICERS ABOVE THE ZONE.-Officers on 
the reserve active-status list are considered to be 
above the promotion zone for a grade and com­
petitive category if they-

"(1) are eligible for consideration for pro­
motion to the next higher grade; 

"(2) are in the same grade as those officers in 
the promotion zone for that competitive cat­
egory; and 

" (3) are senior to the senior officer in the pro­
motion zone for that competitive category. 

"(c) OFFICERS BELOW THE ZONE.-Officers on 
the reserve active-status list are considered to be 
below the promotion zone for a grade and com­
petitive category if they-

" (1) are eligible for consideration for pro­
motion to the next higher grade; 

"(2) are in the same grade as those officers in 
the promotion zone for that competitive cat­
egory; and 

" (3) are junior to the junior officer in the pro­
motion zone for that competitive category. 
"§14303. Eligibility for consideration for pro­

motwn: minimum years of service in grade 
" (a) OFFICERS IN PAY GRADES 0-1 AND 0-2.­

An officer who is on the reserve active-status 
list of the Army, Navy , Air Force, or Marine 
Corps and holds a permanent appointment in 
the grade of second lieutenant or first lieuten­
ant as a reserve officer of the Army, Air Force, 
or Marine Corps, or in the grade of ensign or 
lieutenant (junior grade) as a reserve officer of 
the Navy, may not be promoted to the next high­
er grade, or granted Federal recognition in that 
grade, until the officer has completed the fol­
lowing years of service in grade: 

" (1) Eighteen months, in the case of an officer 
holding a permanent appointment in the grade 
of second lieutenant or ensign. 

" (2) Two years, in the case of an officer hold­
ing a permanent appointment in the grade of 
first lieutenant or lieutenant (junior grade). 

"(b) OFFICERS IN PAY GRADES 0-3 AND 
ABOVE.-Subject to subsection (d), an officer 
who is on the reserve active-status list of the 
Army, Air Force, or Marine Corps and holds a 

permanent appointment in a grade above first 
lieutenant, or who is on the reserve active-sta­
tus list of the Navy in a grade above lieutenant 
(junior grade), may not be considered for selec­
tion for promotion to the next higher grade, or 
examined for Federal recognition in the next 
higher grade, until the officer has completed the 
following years of service in grade: 

" (1) Three years, in the case of an officer of 
the Army, Air Force, or Marine Corps holding a 
permanent appointment in the grade of captain, 
major, or lieutenant colonel or in the case of a 
reserve officer of the Navy holding a permanent 
appointment in the grade of lieutenant, lieuten­
ant commander, or commander. 

"(2) One year, in the case of an officer of the 
Army, Air Force, or Marine Corps holding a per­
manent appointment in the grade of colonel or 
brigadier general or in the case of a reserve offi­
cer of the Navy holding a permanent appoint­
ment in the grade of captain or rear admiral 
(lower half) . 
This subsection does not apply to an adjutant 
general or assistant adjutant general of a State 
or to an appointment in a higher grade which is 
based upon a specific provision of law. 

"(c) AUTHORITY To LENGTHEN MINIMUM PE­
RIOD IN GRADE.-The Secretary concerned may 
prescribe a period of service in grade for eligi­
bility for promotion, in the case of officers to 
whom subsection (a) applies, or for eligibility for 
consideration for promotion, in the case of offi­
cers to whom subsection (b) applies, that is 
longer than the applicable period specified in 
that subsection. 

"(d) WAIVERS TO ENSURE TWO BELOW-THE­
ZONE CONSIDERATIONS.-Subject to section 
14307(b) of this title, the Secretary of the mili­
tary department concerned may waive sub­
section (b) to the extent necessary to ensure that 
officers described in paragraph (1) of that sub­
section have at least two opportunities for con­
sideration for promotion to the next higher 
grade as officers below the promotion zone. 
"§14304. Eligibility for con•Ukration for pro-

motion: maximum years of service in grade 
" (a) CONSIDERATION FOR PROMOTION WITHIN 

SPECIFIED TIMES.-(1) Officers described in 
paragraph (3) shall be placed in the promotion 
zone for that officer's grade and competitive cat­
egory, and shall be considered for promotion to 
the next higher grade by a promotion board con­
vened under section 14101(a) of this title, far 
enough in advance of completing the years of 
service in grade SPecified in the fallowing table 
so that, if the officer is recommended for pro­
motion, the promotion may be effective on or be­
! ore the date on which the officer will complete 
those years of service. 

" Current Grade 
" First lieutenant or Lieu­

tenant (junior grade) ..... 
''Captain or Navy Lieuten-

ant .............................. . 
"Major or Lieutenant com-

Maximum years of 
service in grade 

5 years 

7 years 

mander . . . .. . .. .. . .. . . .. ... . . . . . 7 years 
" (2) Paragraph (1) is subject to sub.sections 

(a) , (b), and (c) of section 14301 of this title and 
applies without regard to vacancies. 

" (3) Paragraph (1) applies to an officer who is 
on the reserve active-status list of the Army, 
Navy, Air Force, or Marine Corps and who 
holds a permanent appointment in the grade of 
first lieutenant, captain, or major as a reserve of 
the Army, Air Force, or Marine Corps, or to an 
officer on the reserve active-status list of the 
Navy in the grade of lieutenant (junior grade), 
lieutenant , or lieutenant commander as a re­
serve of the Navy, and who, while holding that 
appointment, has not been considered by a se­
lection board convened under section 14101(a) or 
14502 of this title for promotion to the next high­
er grade. 

" (b) PROMOTION DATE.-An officer holding a 
permanent grade SPecified in the table in sub­
section (a) who is recommended for promotion to 
the next higher grade by a selection board the 
first time the officer is considered for promotion 
while in or above the promotion zone and who 
is placed on an approved promotion list estab­
lished under section 14308(a) of this title shall 
(if not promoted sooner or removed from that list 
by the President or by reason of declination) be 
promoted, without regard to the existence of a 
vacancy, on the date on which the officer com­
pletes the maximum years of service in grade 
SPecified in subsection (a). The preceding sen­
tence is subject to the limitations of section 
12011 of this title. 

"(c) WAIVER AUTHORITY FOR NAVY AND MA­
RINE CORPS RUNNING MATE SYSTEM.-/[ the Sec­
retary of the Navy establishes promotion zones 
for officers on the reserve active-status list of 
the Navy or the Marine Corps Reserve in ac­
cordance with a running mate system under sec­
tion 14306 of this title, the Secretary may waive 
the requirements of subsection (a) to the extent 
the Secretary considers necessary in any case in 
which the years of service for promotion, or for 
consideration for promotion, within those zones 
will exceed the maximum years of service in 
grade specified in subsection (a). 
"§14305. Establishment of promotion %Ones: 

mandatory consideration for promotion 
"(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF ZONE.-Before con­

vening a mandatory promotion board under sec­
tion 14101(a) of this title, the Secretary of the 
military department concerned shall establish a 
promotion zone for officers serving in each 
grade and competitive category to be considered 
by the board. 

"(b) NUMBER IN THE ZONE.-The Secretary 
concerned shall determine the number of officers 
in the promotion zone for officers serving in any 
grade and competitive category from among offi­
cers who are eligible for promotion in that grade 
and competitive category under the provisions of 
sections 14303 and 14304 of this title and who are 
otherwise eligible for promotion. 

" (c) FACTORS IN DETERMINING NUMBER IN THE 
ZONE.-The Secretary's determination under 
subsection (b) shall be made on the basis of an 
estimate of the fallowing: 

"(1) The number of officers needed in that 
competitive category in the next higher grade in 
each of the next five years. 

''(2) In the case of a promotion zone for offi­
cers to be promoted to a grade to which the max­
imum years of in grade criteria established in 
section 14304 of this title apply, the number of 
officers in that competitive category who are re­
quired to be considered for selection for pro­
motion to the next higher grade under that sec­
tion. 

"(3) The number of officers that should be 
placed in the promotion zone in each of the next 
five years to provide to officers in those years 
relatively similar opportunities for promotion. 
"§14306. Establishment of promotion %01tes: 

Naval Reserve and Marine Corp• Reserve 
runn~ng mate system 
"(a) AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY OF THE 

NAVY.-The Secretary of the Navy may by regu­
lation implement section 14305 of this title by re­
quiring that the promotion zone for consider­
ation of officers on the reserve active-status list 
of the Navy or the Marine Corps for promotion 
to the next higher grade be determined in ac­
cordance with a running mate system as pro­
vided in subsection (b). 

"(b) ASSIGNMENT OF RUNNING MATES.-An of­
ficer to whom a running mate system applies 
shall be assigned as a running mate an officer 
of the same grade on the active-duty list of the 
same armed force. The officer on the reserve ac­
tive-status list is in the promotion zone and is 
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eligible for consideration for promotion to the 
next higher grade by a selection board convened 
under section 14101(a) of this title when that of­
ficer's running mate is in or above the pro­
motion zone established for that officer's giade 
under chapter 36 of this title. 

"(c) CONSIDERATION OF OFFICERS BELOW THE 
ZONE UNDER A RUNNING MATE SYSTEM.-lf the 
Secretary of the Navy authorizes the selection of 
officers for promotion from below the promotion 
zone in accordance with section 14307 of this 
title, the number of officers to be considered 
from below the zone may be established through 
the application of the running mate system or 
otherwise as the Secretary determines to be ap­
propriate to meet the needs of the Navy or Ma­
rine Corps. 
"§14307. Numl>er of officers to l>e rec­

ommended for promotion 
"(a) DETERMINATION OF MAXIMUM NUMBER.­

Be/ ore convening a promotion board under sec­
tion 14101(a) of this title for a grade and com­
petitive category (other than a vacancy pro­
motion board), the Secretary of the military de­
partment concerned, under regulations pre­
scribed by the Secretary of Defense, shall deter­
mine the maximum number of officers in that 
grade and competitive category that the board 
may recommend for promotion. The Secretary 
shall make the determination under the preced­
ing sentence of the maximum number that may 
be recommended with a view to having on the 
reserve active-status list a sufficient number of 
officers in each grade and competitive category 
to meet the needs of the armed force concerned 
for officers on that list. In order to make that 
determination, the Secretary shall determine (1) 
the number of positions needed to accomplish 
mission objectives which require officers of such 
competitive category in the grade to which the 
board will recommend officers for promotion, (2) 
the estimated number of officers needed to fill 
vacancies in such positions during the period in 
which it is anticipated that officers selected for 
promotion will be promoted, (3) the number of 
officers authorized by the Secretary of the mili­
tary department concerned to serve on the re­
serve active-status list in the grade and competi­
tive category under consideration, and (4) any 
statutory limitation on the number of officers in 
any grade or category (or combination thereof) 
authorized to be on the reserve active-status list. 

"(b) BELOW-THE-ZONE SELECT/ONS.-(1) The 
Secretary of the military department concerned 
may, when the needs of the armed force con­
cerned require, authorize the consideration of 
officers in the grade of captain, major, or lieu­
tenant colonel on the reserve active-status list of 
the Army or Air Force, in a grade above first 
lieutenant on the reserve active-status list of the 
Marine Corps, or in a grade above lieutenant 
(junior grade) on the reserve active-status list of 
the Navy, for promotion to the next higher 
grade from below the promotion zone. 

''(2) When selection from below the promotion 
zone is authorized, the Secretary shall establish 
the number of officers that may be recommended 
for promotion from below the promotion zone in 
each competitive category to be considered. That 
number may not exceed the number equal to 10 
percent of the maximum number of officers that 
the board is authorized to recommend for pro­
motion in such competitive category, except that 
the Secretary of Defense may authorize a great­
er number, not to exceed 15 percent of the total 
number of officers that the board is authorized 
to recommend for promotion, if the Secretary of 
Defense determines that the needs of the armed 
force concerned so require. If the maximum 
number determined under this paragraph is less 
than one, the board may recommend one officer 
for promotion from below the promotion zone. 

"(3) The number of officers recommended for 
promotion from below the promotion zone does 

not increase the maximum number of officers 
that the board is authorized to recommend for 
promotion under subsection (a). 
"§14308. Promotion11: how made 

"(a) PROMOTION LIST.-When the report of a 
selection board convened under section 14101(a) 
or 14502 of this title is approved by the Presi­
dent, the Secretary of the military department 
concerned shall place the names of all officers 
selected for promotion within a competitive cat­
egory on a single list for that competitive cat­
egory, to be known as a promotion list, in the 
order of seniority of those officers on the reserve 
active-status list. 

"(b) PROMOTION; How MADE; ORDER.-(1) Of­
ficers on a promotion list for a competitive cat­
egory shall be promoted in the manner specified 
in section 12203 of this title. 

"(2) Officers on a promotion list for a competi­
tive category shall be promoted to the next high­
er grade in accordance with regulations pre­
scribed by the Secretary of the military depart­
ment concerned. Except as provided in section 
14311, 14312, or 14502(e) of this title or in sub­
section (d) or (e), promotions shall be made in 
the order in which the names of officers appear 
on the promotion list and after officers pre­
viously selected for promotion in that competi­
tive category have been promoted. 

"(3) Officers to be promoted to the grade of 
first lieutenant or lieutenant (junior grade) 
shall be promoted in accordance with regula­
tions prescribed by the Secretary of the military 
department concerned. 

"(c) DATE OF RANK.-(1) The date of rank of 
an officer appointed to a higher grade under 
this section is determined under section 741(d)(2) 
of this title. 

"(2) Except as specifically authorized by law, 
a reserve officer is not entitled to additional pay 
or allowances if the effective date of the officer's 
promotion is adjusted to reflect a date earlier 
than the actual date of the officer's promotion. 

"(d) OFFICERS WITH RUNNING MATES.-An of­
ficer to whom a running mate system applies 
under section 14306 of this title and who is se­
lected for promotion is eligible for promotion to 
the grade for which selected when the officer 
who is that officer's running mate becomes eligi­
ble for promotion under chapter 36 of this title. 
The effective date of the promotion of that offi­
cer shall be the same as that of the officer's run­
ning mate in the grade to which the running 
mate is promoted. 

••(e) ARMY RESERVE AND AIR FORCE RESERVE 
PROMOTIONS To FILL v ACANCIES.-Subject to 
this section and to section 14311(e) of this title, 
and under regulations prescribed by the Sec­
retary of the military department concerned-

"(}) an officer in the Army Reserve or the Air 
Force Reserve who is on a promotion list as a re­
sult of selection for promotion by a mandatory 
promotion board convened under section 
14101(a) of this title or a board convened under 
section 14502 or chapter 36 of this title may be 
promoted at any time to fill a vacancy in a posi­
tion to which the officer is assigned; and 

"(2) an officer in the Army Reserve or the Air 
Force Reserve who is on a promotion list as a re­
sult of selection for promotion by a vacancy pro­
motion board convened under section 14101(a) of 
this title may be promoted at any time to fill the 
vacancy for which the officer was selected. 

"(f) EFFECTIVE DATE OF PROMOTION AFTER 
FEDERAL RECOGNITION.-The effective date of a 
promotion of a reserve commissioned officer of 
the Army or the Air Force who is extended Fed­
eral recognition in the next higher grade in the 
Army National Guard or the Air National Guard 
under section 307 or 310 of title 32 shall be the 
date on which such Federal recognition in that 
grade is so extended. 

"(g) ARMY AND AIR FORCE GENERAL OFFICER 
PROMOTIONS.-A reserve officer of the Army 

who is on a promotion list for promotion to the 
grade of brigadier general or major general as a 
result of selection by a vacancy promotion board 
may be promoted to that grade only to fill a va­
cancy in that grade in a unit of the Army Re­
serve that is organized to serve as a unit and 
that has attained the strength prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Army. A reserve officer of the 
Air Force who is on a promotion list for pro­
motion to the grade of brigadier general or 
major general as a result of selection by a va­
cancy promotion board may be promoted to that 
grade only to fill a vacancy in the Air Force Re­
serve in that grade. 

"§14309. Acceptance of promotion; oath of of-
fice · 

"(a) ACCEPTANCE.-An officer who is ap­
pointed to a higher grade under this chapter 
shall be considered to have accepted the ap­
pointment on the date on which the appoint­
ment is made unless the officer expressly de­
clines the appointment or is granted a delay of 
promotion under section 14312 of this title. 

"(b) OATH.-An officer who has served con­
tinuously since taking the oath of office pre­
scribed in section 3331 of title 5 is not required 
to take a new oath upon appointment to a high­
er grade under this chapter. 
"§14310. Removal of officers from a lillt of offi­

cers recommended for promotion 
"(a) REMOVAL BY PRESIDENT.-The President 

may remove the name of any officer from a pro­
motion list at any time before the date on which 
the officer is promoted. 

"(b) REMOVAL FOR WITHHOLDING OF SENATE 
ADVICE AND CONSENT.-// the Senate does not 
give its advice and consent to the appointment 
to the next higher grade of an officer whose 
name is on a list of officers approved by the 
President for promotion (except in the case of 
promotions to a reserve grade to which appoint­
ments may be made by the President alone), the 
name of that officer shall be removed from the 
list. 

"(c) CONTINUED ELIGIBILITY FOR PRO­
MOTION.-An officer whose name is removed 
from a list under subsection (a) or (b) continues 
to be eligible for consideration for promotion. If 
that officer is recommended for promotion by the 
next selection board convened for that officer's 
grade and competitive category and the officer 
is promoted, the Secretary of the military de­
partment concerned may, upon the promotion, 
grant the officer the same date of rank, the 
same effective date for the pay and allowances 
of the grade to which promoted, and the same 
position on the reserve active-status list, as the 
officer would have had if the officer's name had 
not been removed from the list. 
"§14311. Delay of promotion: involuntary 

"(a) DELAY DURING INVESTIGATIONS AND PRO­
CEEDINGS.-(}) Under regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of the military department con­
cerned, the appointment of an officer to a high­
er grade may be delayed if any of the fallowing 
applies before the date on which the appoint­
ment would otherwise be made: 

"(A) Sworn charges against the officer have 
been received by an officer exercising general 
court-martial jurisdiction over the officer and 
the charges have not been disposed of. 

"(B) An investigation is being conducted to 
determine whether disciplinary action of any 
kind should be brought against the officer. 

"(C) A board of officers has been convened 
under section 14903 of this title to review the 
record of the officer. 

"(D) A criminal proceeding in a Federal or 
State court of competent jurisdiction is pending 
against the officer. 

"(2) If disciplinary action is not taken against 
the officer, if the charges against the officer are 
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withdrawn or dismissed, if the officer is not sep­
arated by the Secretary of the military depart­
ment concerned as the result of having been re­
quired to show cause for retention, or if the offi­
cer is acquitted of the charges, as the case may 
be, then (unless action to delay the officer's ap­
pointment to the higher grade has been taken 
under subsection (b)) the officer shall be re­
tained on the promotion list, list of officers 
found qualified for Federal recognition, or list 
of officers nominated by the President to the 
Senate for appointment in a higher reserve 
grade and shall, upon promotion to the next 
higher grade, have the same date of rank, the 
same effective date for the pay and allowances 
of the grade to which promoted, and the same 
position on the reserve active-status list as the 
officer would have had if no delay had inter­
vened, unless the Secretary concerned deter­
mines that the officer was unqualified for pro­
motion for any part of the delay. If the Sec­
retary makes such a determination, the Sec­
retary may adjust such date of rank, effective 
date of pay and allowances, and position on the 
reserve active-status list as the Secretary consid­
ers appropriate under the circumstances. 

"(b) DELAY FOR LACK OF QUALIFICATIONS.­
Under regulations prescribed by the Secretary of 
the military department concerned, the appoint­
ment of an officer to a higher grade may also be 
delayed if there is cause to believe that the offi­
cer is mentally. physically. morally. or profes­
sionally unqualified to perform the duties of the 
grade to which selected. If the Secretary con­
cerned later determines that the officer is quali­
fied for promotion to the higher grade, the offi­
cer shall be retained on the promotion list, the 
list of officers found qualified for Federal rec­
ognition, or list of officers nominated by the 
President to the Senate for appointment in a 
higher reserve grade, and shall, upon promotion 
to that grade, have the same date of rank, the 
same effective date for pay and allowances of 
that grade, and the same position on the reserve 
active-status list as the officer would have had 
if no delay had intervened, unless the Secretary 
concerned determines that the officer was un­
qualified for promotion for any part of the 
delay. If the Secretary makes such a determina­
tion, the Secretary may adjust such date of 
rank, effective date of pay and allowances, and 
position on the reserve active-status list as the 
Secretary considers appropriate under the cir­
cumstances. 

"(c) NOTICE TO OFFICER.-(1) The appoint­
ment of an officer to a higher grade may not be 
delayed under subsection (a) or (b) unless the 
officer is given written notice of the grounds for 
the delay. The preceding sentence does not 
apply if it is impracticable to give the officer 
written notice before the date on which the ap­
pointment to the higher grade would otherwise 
take effect, but in such a case the written notice 
shall be given as soon as practicable. 

"(2) An officer whose promotion is delayed 
under subsection (a) or (b) shall be given an op­
portunity to make a written statement to the 
Secretary of the military department concerned 
in response to the action taken. The Secretary 
shall give consideration to any such statement. 

"(d) MAXIMUM LENGTH OF DELAY IN PRO­
MOTION.-The appointment of an officer to a 
higher grade may not be delayed under sub­
section (a) or (b) for more than six months after 
the date on which the officer would otherwise 
have been promoted unless the Secretary con­
cerned specifies a further period of delay. An of­
ficer's appointment may not be delayed more 
than 90 days after final action has been taken 
in any criminal case against the officer in a 
Federal or State court of competent jurisdiction 
or more than 90 days after final action has been 
taken in any court-martial case against the offi­
cer. Except for court action, a promotion may 

not be delayed more than 18 months after the 
date on which the officer would otherwise have 
been promoted. 

"(e) DELAY BECAUSE OF LIMITATIONS ON OFFI­
CER STRENGTH IN GRADE OR DUTIES TO WHICH 
ASSIGNED.-(]) Under regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of Defense, the promotion of a re­
serve officer on the reserve active-status list who 
is serving on active duty, or who is on full-time 
National Guard duty for administration of the 
reserves or the National Guard, to a grade to 
which the strength limitations of section 12011 
of this title apply shall be delayed if necessary 
to ensure compliance with those strength limita­
tions. The delay shall expire when the Secretary 
determines that the delay is no longer required 
to ensure such compliance. 

"(2) The promotion of an officer described in 
paragraph (1) shall also be delayed while the of­
ficer is on duty described in that paragraph un­
less the Secretary of the military department 
concerned, under regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary of Defense, determines that the duty 
assignment of the officer requires a higher grade 
than the grade currently held by the officer. 

"(3) The date of rank and position on the re­
serve active-status list of a reserve officer whose 
promotion to or Federal recognition in the next 
higher grade was delayed under paragraph (1) 
or (2) solely as the result of the limitations im­
posed under the regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary of Defense or contained in section 
12011 of this title shall be the date on which the 
officer would have been promoted to or recog­
nized in the higher grade had such limitations 
not existed. 

"(4) If an officer whose promotion is delayed 
under paragraph (1) or (2) completes the period 
of active duty or full-time National Guard duty 
that the officer is required by law or regulation 
to perform as a member of a reserve component, 
the officer may request release from active duty 
or full-time National Guard duty. If the request 
is granted, the officer's promotion shall be effec­
tive upon the officer's release from such duty. 
The date of rank and position on the reserve ac­
tive-status list of the officer shall be the date the 
officer would have been promoted to or recog­
nized in the higher grade had the limitations im­
posed under regulations prescribed by the Sec­
retary of Defense contained in section 12011 of 
this title not existed. If an officer whose pro­
motion is delayed under paragraph (1) or (2) has 
not completed the period of active duty or full­
time National Guard duty that the officer is re­
quired by law or regulation to perform as a 
member of a reserve component, the officer may 
be retained on active duty or on full-time Na­
tional Guard duty in the grade in which the of­
ficer was serving before the officer's being found 
qualified for Federal recognition or the officer's 
selection for the promotion until the officer com­
pletes that required period of duty. 
"§14312. Delay of promotion: voluntary 

"(a) AUTHORITY FOR VOLUNTARY DELAYS.-(1) 
The Secretary of the military department con­
cerned may, by regulation, permit delays of a 
promotion of an officer who is recommended for 
promotion by a mandatory selection board con­
vened under section 1410l(a) or a special selec­
tion board convened under section 14502 of this 
title at the request of the officer concerned. 
Such delays, in the case of any promotion, may 
extend for any period not to exceed three years 
from the date on which the officer would other­
wise be promoted. 

"(2) Regulations under this section shall pro­
vide that-

"( A) a request for such a delay of promotion 
must be submitted by the officer concerned be­
t ore the delay may be approved; and 

" (B) denial of such a request shall not be con­
sidered to be a failure of selection for promotion 
unless the officer declines to accept a promotion 
under circumstances set forth in subsection (c). 

"(b) EFFECT OF APPROVAL OF REQUEST.-lf a 
request for delay of a promotion under sub­
section (a) is approved, the officer's name shall 
remain on the promotion list during the author­
ized period of delay (unless removed under any 
other provision of law). Upon the end of the pe­
riod of the authorized delay, or at any time dur­
ing such period, the officer may accept the pro­
motion, which shall be effective on the date of 
acceptance. Such an acceptance of a promotion 
shall be made in accordance with regulations 
prescribed under this section. 

"(c) EFFECT OF DECLINING A PROMOTION.-An 
officer's name shall be removed from the pro­
motion list and, if the officer is serving in a 
grade below colonel or, in the case of the Navy, 
captain, the officer shall be considered to have 
failed of selection for promotion if any of the 
fallowing applies: 

"(1) The Secretary concerned has not author­
ized voluntary delays of promotion under sub­
section (a) to the grade concerned and the offi­
cer declines to accept an appointment to a high­
er grade. 

"(2) The Secretary concerned has authorized 
voluntary delays of promotion under subsection 
(a), but has denied the request of the officer for 
a delay of promotion and the officer then de­
clines to accept an appointment to a higher 
grade. 

''(3) The Secretary concerned has approved 
the request of an officer for a delay of pro­
motion and, upon the end of the period of delay 
authorized in accordance with regulations pre­
scribed under subsection (a), the officer then de­
clines to accept an appointment to a higher 
grade. 
"§14313. Authority to vacate promotion. to 

grruh of brigadier general or rear admiral 
(lower half) 
"(a) AUTHORITY.-The President may vacate 

the appointment of a reserve officer to the grade 
of brigadier general or rear admiral (lower half) 
if the period of time during which the officer 
has served in that grade after promotion to that 
grade is less than 18 months. 

"(b) EFFECT OF PROMOTION BEING VA­
CATED.-Except as provided in subsection (c), an 
officer whose promotion to the grade of briga­
dier general is vacated under this section holds 
the grade of colonel as a reserve of the armed 
force of which the officer is a member. An officer 
whose promotion to the grade of rear admiral 
(lower half) is vacated under this section holds 
the grade of captain in the Naval Reserve. Upon 
assuming the lower grade, the officer shall have 
the same position on the reserve active-status 
list as the officer would have had if the officer 
had not served in the higher grade. 

"(c) SPECIAL RULE FOR OFFICERS SERVING AS 
ADJUTANT GENERAL.-ln the case of an officer 
serving as an adjutant general or assistant ad­
jutant general whose promotion to the grade of 
brigadier general is vacated under this section, 
the officer then holds the reserve grade held by 
that officer immediately before the officer's ap­
pointment as adjutant general or assistant adju­
tant general. 
"§14314. Army and Air Force commi••ioned 

officer•: generalB ceasing to occupy po.i­
tion• commen•urate with grade; State adju­
tant• general 
"(a) GENERAL OFFICERS.-Within 30 days 

after a reserve officer of the Army or the Air 
Force on the reserve active-status list in a gen­
eral officer grade ceases to occupy a position 
commensurate with that grade (or commensu­
rate with a higher grade), the Secretary con­
cerned shall transfer or discharge the officer in 
accordance with whichever of the fallowing the 
officer elects: 

"(1) Transfer the officer in grade to the Re­
tired Reserve, if the officer is qualified and ap­
plies for the trans! er. 



August 12, 1994 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 21757 
"(2) Transfer the officer in grade to the inac­

tive status list of the Standby Reserve, if the of­
ficer is qualified. 

"(3) Discharge the officer from the officer's re­
serve appointment and, if the officer is qualified 
and applies therefor, appoint the officer in the 
reserve grade held by the officer as a reserve of­
ficer before the officer's appointment in a gen­
eral officer grade. 

"(4) Discharge the officer from the officer's re­
serve appointment. 

"(b) ADJUTANTS GENERAL.-/[ a reserve officer 
who is federally recognized in the Army Na­
tional Guard or the Air National Guard solely 
because of the officer's appointment as adjutant 
general or assistant adjutant general of a State 
ceases to occupy that position, the Secretary 
concerned, not later than 30 days after the date 
on which the officer ceases to occupy that posi­
tion, shall-

"(J) withdraw that officer's Federal recogni­
tion; and 

"(2) require that the officer-
"( A) be trans[ erred in grade to the Retired Re­

serve, if the officer is qualified and applies for 
the transfer; 

"(B) be discharged from the officer's reserve 
appointment and appointed in the reserve grade 
held by the officer as a reserve officer of the Air 
Force immediately before the appointment of 
that officer as adjutant general or assistant ad­
jutant general, if the officer is qualified and ap­
plies for that appointment; or 

"(C) be discharged from the officer's reserve 
appointment. 

"(c) CREDIT FOR SERVICE IN GRADE.-An Offi­
cer who is appointed under subsection (a)(3) or 
(b)(2)(B) shall be credited with an amount of 
service in the grade in which appointed that is 
equal to the amount of prior. service in an active 
status in that grade and in any higher grade. 
"§14315. Poaition vacancy promotion•: Army 

and Air Force offi.cen 
"(a) OFFICERS ELIGIBLE FOR CONSIDERATION 

FOR VACANCY PROMOTIONS BELOW BRIGADIER 
GENERAL-A reserve officer of the Army who is 
in the Army Reserve, or a Reserve officer of the 
Air Force who is in the Air Force Reserve, who 
is on the reserve active-status list in the grade 
of first lieutenant, captain, major, or lieutenant 
colonel is eligible for consideration for pro­
motion to the next higher grade under this sec­
tion if each of the following applies: 

"(1) The officer is occupying or, as determined 
by the Secretary concerned, is available to oc­
cupy a position in the same competitive category 
as the officer and for which a grade higher than 
the one held by that officer is authorized. 

"(2) The officer is fully qualified to meet all 
requirements for the position as established by 
the Secretary of the military department con­
cerned. 

"(3) The officer has held the officer's present 
grade for the minimum period of service pre­
scribed in section 14303 of this title for eligibility 
for consideration for promotion to the higher 
grade. 

"(b) CONSIDERATION FOR VACANCY PROMOTION 
TO BRIGADIER GENERAL OR MAJOR GENERAL.­
(1) A reserve officer of the Army who is in the 
Army Reserve and on the reserve active-status 
list in the grade of colonel or brigadier general 
may be considered for promotion to the next 
higher grade under this section if the officer (A) 
is assigned to the duties of a general officer of 
the next higher reserve grade in a unit of the 
Army Reserve organized to serve as a unit, (B) 
has held the officer's present grade for the mini­
mum period of service prescribed in section 14303 
of this title for eligibility for consideration for 
promotion to the higher grade, and (C) meets 
the standards for consideration prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Army. 

"(2) A reserve officer of the Air Force who is 
in the Air Force Reserve and on the reserve ac-

tive-status list in the grade of colonel or briga­
dier general may be considered for promotion to 
the next higher grade under this section if the 
officer (A) is assigned to the duties of a general 
officer of the next higher reserve grade, and (B) 
meets the standards for consideration prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Air Force. 

"(c) VACANCY PROMOTION BOARDS.-Consider­
ation for promotion under this section shall be 
by a vacancy promotion board convened under 
section 14101(a) of this title. 

"(d) EFFECT OF NONSELECTION.-An officer 
who is considered for promotion under this sec­
tion and is not selected shall not be considered 
to have failed of selection for promotion. 

"(e) SPECIAL RULE FOR OFFICERS FAILED OF 
SELECTION.-A reserve officer of the Army or the 
Air Force who is considered as failed of selec­
tion for promotion under section 14501 of this 
title to a grade may be considered for promotion 
under this section or, if selected, promoted to 
that grade only if the Secretary of the military 
department concerned finds that the officer is 
the only qualified officer available to fill the va­
cancy. The Secretary concerned may not dele­
gate the authority under the preceding sen­
tence. 
"§ 14316. Army National Guard and Air Na­

tional Guard: appoint~nt to and Federal 
recognition in a higher re.erve grade after 
ael.ection for promotion 
"(a) OPPORTUNITY FOR PROMOTION To FILL A 

v ACANCY IN THE GUARD.-/[ an officer of the 
Army National Guard of the United States or 
the Air National Guard of the United States is 
recommended by a mandatory selection board 
convened under section 14101(a) or a special se­
lection board convened under section 14502 of 
this title for promotion to the next higher grade, 
an opportunity shall be given to the appropriate 
authority of the State to promote that officer to 
fill a vacancy in the Army National Guard or 
the Air National Guard of that jurisdiction. 

"(b) AUTOMATIC FEDERAL RECOGNITION.-An 
officer of the Army National Guard of the Unit­
ed States or the Air National Guard of the Unit­
ed States who· is on a promotion list for pro­
motion to the next higher grade as a result of se­
lection for promotion as described in subsection 
(a) and who before the date of promotion is ap­
pointed in that higher grade to fill a vacancy in 
the Army National Guard or Air National Guard 
shall- . 

"(J) be extended Federal recognition in that 
grade, without the examination prescribed in 
section 307 of title 32; and 

"(2) subject to section 14311(e) of this title, be 
promoted to that reserve grade effective on the 
date of the officer's appointment in that grade 
in the Army National Guard or Air National 
Guard. 

"(c) NATIONAL GUARD OFFICERS FAILED OF 
SELECTION.-An officer who is considered as 
failed of selection for promotion under section 
14501 of this title to a grade may be extended 
Federal recognition in that grade only if the 
Secretary of the military department concerned 
finds that the officer is the only qualified officer 
available to fill a vacancy. The Secretary con­
cerned may not delegate the authority under the 
preceding sentence. 

"(d) TRANSFER TO ARMY RESERVE OR AIR 
FORCE RESERVE.-/[, on the date on which an 
officer of the Army National Guard of the Unit­
ed States or of the Air National Guard of the 
United States who is on a promotion list as de­
scribed in subsection (a) is to be promoted, the 
officer has not been promoted to fill a vacancy 
in the higher grade in the Army National Guard 
or the Air National Guard, the officer's Federal 
recognition in the officer's reserve grade shall be 
withdrawn and the officer shall be promoted 
and transferred to the Army Reserve or the Air 
Force Reserve as appropriate. 

"§14317. Offi.ce,.. i11 tra11•iti01a to and frowi 
t#U! active-.tatu. lid or active-duty li.t 
"(a) EFFECT OF TRANSFER TO INACTIVE STA­

TUS OR RETIRED STATUS.-/[ a reserve officer on 
the reserve active-status list is transferred to an 
inactive status or to a retired status after hav­
ing been recommended for promotion to a higher 
grade under this chapter or chapter 36 of this 
title, or after having been found qualified for 
Federal recognition in the higher grade under 
title 32, but before being promoted, the officer-

"(1) shall be treated as if the officer had not 
been considered and recommended for promotion 
by the selection board or examined and been 
found qualified for Federal recognition; and 

"(2) may not be placed on a promotion list or 
promoted to the higher grade after returning to 
an active status, 
unless the officer is again recommended for pro­
motion by a selection board convened under 
chapter 36 of this title or section 14101(a) or 
14502 of this title or examined for Federal rec­
ognition under title 32. 

"(b) EFFECT OF PLACEMENT ON ACTIVE-DUTY 
LIST.-A reserve officer who is on a promotion 
list as a result of selection for promotion by a 
mandatory promotion board convened under 
section 14101(a) or a special selection board con­
vened under section 14502 of this title and who 
before being promoted is placed on the active­
duty list of the same armed force and placed in 
the same competitive category shall, under regu­
lations prescribed by the Secretary of Defense, 
be placed on an appropriate promotion list for 
officers on the active-duty list established under 
chapter 36 of this title. 

"(c) OFFICERS ON A PROMOTION LIST RE­
MOVED FROM ACTIVE-DUTY LIST.-An officer 
who is on the active-duty list and is on a pro­
motion list as the result of selection for pro­
motion by a selection board convened under 
chapter 36 of this title and who before being 
promoted is removed from the active-duty list 
and placed on the reserve active-status list of 
the same armed force and in the same competi­
tive category (including a regular officer who on 
removal from the active-duty list is appointed as 
a reserve officer and placed on the reserve ac­
tive-status list) shall, under regulations pre­
scribed by the Secretary of Defense, be placed 
on an appropriate promotion list established 
under this chapter. 

"(d) OFFICERS SELECTED FOR POSITION VA­
CANCIES.-lf a reserve officer is ordered to active 
duty (other than active duty for training) or 
full-time National Guard duty (other than full­
time National Guard duty for training only) 
after being recommended for promotion under 
section 14314 of this title to fill a position va­
cancy or examined for Federal recognition 
under title 32, and before being promoted to fill 
that vacancy, the officer shall not be promoted 
while serving such active duty or full-time Na­
tional Guard duty unless the officer is ordered 
to active duty as a member of the unit in which 
the vacancy exists when that unit is ordered to 
active duty. If, under this subsection, the name 
of an officer is removed from a list of officers 
recommended for promotion, the officer shall be 
treated as if the officer had not been considered 
for promotion or examined for Federal recogni­
tion. 

"(e) Under regulations prescribed by the Sec­
retary of the military department concerned, a 
reserve officer who is not on the active-duty list 
and who is ordered to active duty in time of war 
or national emergency may, if eligible, be con­
sidered for promotion by a mandatory promotion 
board convened under section 14101(a) or a spe­
cial selection board convened under section 
14502 of this title for not more than two years 
from the date the officer is ordered to active 
duty unless the President suspends the oper­
ation of this section under the provisions of sec­
tion 10213 or 644 of this title. 
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"CHAPTER 1407-FAILURE OF SELECTION 

FOR PROMOTION AND INVOLUNTARY 
SEPARATION 

"Sec. 
"14501. Failure of selection for promotion. 
"14502. Special selection boards: correction of 

errors. 
"14503. Discharge of officers with less than five 

years of commissioned service or 
found not qualified for promotion 
to first lieutenant or lieutenant 
(junior grade). 

"14504. Effect of failure of selection for pro­
motion: reserve first lieutenants of 
the Army. Air Force, and Marine 
Corps and reserve lieutenants 
(junior grade) of the Navy. 

"14505. Effect of failure of selection for pro­
motion: reserve captains of the 
Army, Air Force, and Marine 
Corps and reserve lieutenants of 
the Navy. 

"14506. Effect of failure of selection for pro­
motion: reserve majors of the 
Army, Air Force, and Marine 
Corps and lieutenant commanders 
of the Navy. 

"14507. Removal from the active-status list for 
years of service: reserve lieutenant 
colonels and colonels of the Army, 
Air Force, and Marine Corps and 
reserve commanders and captains 
of the Navy. 

"14508. Removal from the reserve active-status 
list for years of service: reserve 
general and flag officers. 

"14509. Separation at age 60: reserve officers 
below brigadier general or rear 
admiral (lower half). 

"14510. Separation at age 60: reserve brigadier 
generals and rear admirals (lower 
half). 

"14511. Separation at age 62: major generals 
and rear admirals. 

"14512. Separation at age 64: officers holding 
certain offices. 

"14513. Separation for failure of selection of 
promotion. 

"14514. Discharge or retirement for years of 
service or after selection for early 
removal. 

"14515. Discharge or retirement for age. 
"14516. Separation to be considered involun­

tary. 
"14517. Entitlement of officers discharged under 

this chapter to separation pay. 
"§14501. Failure of selection for promotion 

"(a) An officer on the reserve active-status list 
in a grade below the grade of colonel or, in the 
case of an officer in the Naval Reserve, captain 
who is in or above the promotion zone estab­
lished for that officer's grade and competitive 
category and who (1) is considered but not rec­
ommended for promotion (other than by a va­
cancy promotion board), or (2) declines to accept 
a promotion for which selected (other than by a 
vacancy promotion board), shall be considered 
to have failed of selection for promotion. 

"(b) OFFICERS TWICE FAILED OF SELECTION.­
An officer shall be considered for all purposes to 
have twice failed of selection for promotion if 
any of the following applies: 

"(1) The officer is considered but not rec­
ommended for promotion a second time by a 
mandatory promotion board convened under 
section 14101(a) or a special selection board con­
vened under section 14502(a) of this title. 

"(2) The officer declines to accept a promotion 
for which recommended by a mandatory pro­
motion board convened under section 14101(a) or 
a special selection board convened under section 
14502(a) or 14502(b) of this title after previously 
failing of selection or after the officer's name 
was removed from the report of a selection board 

under section 14111(b) or from a promotion list 
under section 14310 of this title after rec­
ommendation for promotion by an earlier selec­
tion board described in subsection (a). 

"(3) The officer's name has been removed from 
the report of a selection board under section 
14111(b) or from a promotion list under section 
14310 of this title after recommendation by a 
mandatory promotion board convened under 
section 14101(a) or by a special selection board 
convened under section 14502(a) or 14502(b) of 
this title and-

"( A) the officer is not recommended for pro­
motion by the next mandatory promotion board 
convened under section 1410J(a) or special selec­
tion board convened under section 14502(a) of 
this title for that officer's grade and competitive 
category; or 

"(B) the officer's name is again removed from 
the report of a selection board under section 
14111(b) or from a promotion list under section 
14310 of this title. 
"§14502. Special selection boards: correction 

oferron 
"(a) OFFICERS NOT CONSIDERED BECAUSE OF 

ADMINISTRATIVE ERROR.-(1) In the case of an 
officer or former officer who the Secretary of the 
military department concerned determines was 
not considered for selection for promotion from 
in or above the promotion zone by a mandatory 
promotion board convened under section 
14101(a) of this title because of administrative 
error, the Secretary concerned shall convene a 
special selection board under this subsection to 
determine whether such officer or former officer 
should be recommended for promotion. Any such 
board shall be convened under regulations pre­
scribed by the Secretary of Defense and shall be 
appointed and composed in accordance with 
section 14102 of this title and shall include the 
representation of competitive categories required 
by that section. The members of a board con­
vened under this subsection shall be required to 
take an oath in the same manner as prescribed 
in section 14103 of this title. 

"(2) A special selection board convened under 
this subsection shall consider the record of the 
officer or former officer as that record would 
have appeared to the promotion board that 
should have considered the officer or former of­
ficer. That record shall be compared with a sam­
pling of the records of those officers of the same 
grade and competitive category who were rec­
ommended for promotion and those officers of 
the same grade and competitive category who 
were not recommended for promotion by that 
board. 

"(3) If a special selection board convened 
under paragraph (1) does not recommend for 
promotion an officer or former officer in a grade 
below the grade of colonel or, in the case of an 
officer or former officer of the Navy, captain, 
whose name was referred to it for consideration, 
the officer or former officer shall be considered 
to have failed of selection for promotion. 

"(b) OFFICERS CONSIDERED BUT NOT SE­
LECTED; MATERIAL ERROR.-(1) In the case of 
an officer or former officer who was eligible for 
promotion and was considered for selection for 
promotion from in or above the .promotion zone 
under this chapter by a selection board but was 
not selected, the Secretary of the military de­
partment concerned may, under regulations pre­
scribed by the Secretary of Defense, convene a 
special selection board under this subsection to 
determine whether the officer or farmer officer 
should be recommended for promotion, if the 
Secretary determines that-

"( A) the action of the selection board that 
considered the officer or former officer was con­
trary to law or involved material error of fact or 
material administrative error; or 

"(B) the selection board did not have before it 
for its consideration material information. 

"(2) A special selection board convened under 
paragraph (1) shall be appointed and composed 
in accordance with section 14102 of this title (in­
cluding the representation of competitive cat­
egories required by that section), and the mem­
bers of such a board shall take an oath in the 
same manner as prescribed in section 14103 of 
this title. 

"(3) Such board shall consider the record of 
the officer or farmer officer as that record, if 
corrected, would have appeared to the selection 
board that considered the officer or former of fi­
cer. That record shall be compared with a sam­
pling of the records of those officers of the same 
grade and competitive category who were rec­
ommended for promotion and those officers of 
the same grade and competitive category who 
were not recommended for promotion by that 
board. 

"(4) If a special selection board convened 
under paragraph (1) does not recommend for 
promotion an officer or farmer officer in the 
grade of lieutenant colonel or commander or 
below whose name was referred to it for consid­
eration, the officer or farmer officer shall be 
considered to have failed of selection for pro­
motion by the board which did consider the offi­
cer but incurs no additional failure of selection 
for promotion from the action of the special se­
lection board. 

"(c) REPORT.-Each special selection board 
convened under this section shall submit to the 
Secretary of the military department concerned 
a written report, signed by each member of the 
board, containing the name of each officer it 
recommends for promotion and certifying that 
the board has considered carefully the record of 
each officer whose name was ref erred to it. 

"(d) APPLICABLE PROVISJONS.-The provisions 
of sections 14104, 14109, 14110, and 14111 of this 
title apply to the report and proceedings of a 
special selection board convened under this sec­
tion in the same manner as they apply to the re­
port and proceedings of a promotion board con­
vened under section 14101(a) of this title. 

"(e) APPOINTMENT OF OFFICERS REC-
OMMENDED FOR PROMOTJON.-(1) An Officer 
whose name is placed on a promotion list as a 
result of recommendation for promotion by a 
special selection board convened under this sec­
tion, shall, as soon as practicable, be appointed 
to the next higher grade in accordance with the 
law and policies which would have been appli­
cable had he been recommended for promotion 
by the board which should have considered or 
which did consider him. 

"(2) An officer who is promoted to the next 
higher grade as the result of the recommenda­
tion of a special selection board convened under 
this section shall, upon such promotion, have 
the same date of rank, the same effective date 
for the pay and allowances of that grade, and 
the same position on the reserve active-status 
list as the officer would have had if the officer 
had been recommended for promotion to that 
grade by the selection board which should have 
considered, or which did consider, the officer. 

"(3) If the report of a special selection board 
convened under this section, as approved by the 
President, recommends for promotion to the next 
higher grade an officer not currently eligible for 
promotion or a farmer officer whose name was 
referred to it for consideration, the Secretary 
concerned may act under section 1552 of this 
title to correct the military record of the officer 
or former officer to correct an error or remove an 
injustice resulting from not being selected for 
promotion by the board which should have con­
sidered, or which did consider, the officer. 

"(f) TIME LIMITS FOR CONSIDERATJON.-The 
Secretary of Defense may prescribe by regula­
tion the circumstances under which consider­
ation by a special selection board is contingent 
upon application for consideration by an officer 
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or former officer and time limits within which 
an officer or former officer must make such ap­
plication in order to be considered by a special 
selection board under this section. 

"(g) LIMITATION OF OTHER JURISDICTION.-No 
official or court of the United States shall have 
power or jurisdiction-

"(}) over any claim based in any way on the 
failure of an officer or former officer of the 
armed forces to be selected for promotion by a 
selection board convened under chapter 1403 of 
this title until-

"( A) the claim has been referred to a special 
selection board by the Secretary concerned and 
acted upon by that board; or 

"(B) the claim has been rejected by the Sec­
retary without consideration by a special selec­
tion board; or 

"(2) to grant any relief on such a claim unless 
the officer or former officer has been selected for 
promotion by a special selection board convened 
under this section to consider the officer's claim. 

"(h) JUDICIAL REVIEW.-(1) A court of the 
United States may review a determination by 
the Secretary concerned under subsection (a)(l), 
(b)(l), or (e)(3) not to convene a special selection 
board. If a court finds the determination to be 
arbitrary or capricious, not based on substantial 
evidence, or otherwise contrary to law, it shall 
remand the case to the Secretary concerned, 
who shall provide for consideration of the offi­
cer or former officer by a special selection board 
under this section. 

"(2) If a court finds that the action of a spe­
cial selection board which considers an officer 
or former officer was contrary to law or involved 
material error of fact or material administrative 
error, it shall remand the case to the Secretary 
concerned, who shall provide the officer or 
former officer reconsideration by a new special 
selection board. 

"(i) DESIGNATION OF BOARDS.-The Secretary 
of the military department concerned may des­
ignate a promotion ·board convened under sec­
tion 14101(a) of this title as a special selection 
board convened under this section. A board so 
designated may function in both capacities. 
"§14608. Discharge of officers with less than 

five years of commissioned service or found 
'llOt qualified for promotion to !frat lieuten­
ant or lieutenant (junior grade) 
"(a) AUTHORIZED DISCHARGES.-The Secretary 

of the military department concerned may dis­
charge any reserve officer who-

"(1) has less than five years of service in an 
active status as a commissioned officer; or 

''(2) is serving in the grade of second lieuten­
ant or ensign and has been found not qualified 
for promotion to the grade of first lieutenant or 
lieutenant (junior grade). 

"(b) TIME FOR DISCHARGE.-(}) An officer de­
scribed in subsection (a)(2)-

"( A) may be discharged at any time after 
being found not qualified for promotion; and 

"(B) if not sooner discharged, shall be dis­
charged at the end of the 18-month period be­
ginning on the date on which the officer is first 
found not qualified for promotion. 

"(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply if the offi­
cer is sooner promoted. 

"(c) REGULATIONS.-Discharges under this 
section shall be made under regulations pre­
scribed by the Secretary of Defense and may be 
made without regard to section 12645 of this 
title. 
"§14604. Effect of failure of .election for pro­

neotion: re11erve fi.rat lieutenant• of the 
Arnty, Air Force, and Marillf! Corps and re-
11erve lieutenant• (juni.or grruk) of the Navy 
"(a) GENERAL RULE.-A first lieutenant on 

the reserve active-status list of the Army, Air 
Force, or Marine Corps or a lieutenant (junior 
grade) on the reserve active-status list of the 

Navy who has failed of selection for promotion 
to the next higher grade for the second time and 
whose name is not on a list of officers rec­
ommended for promotion to the next higher 
grade shall be separated in accordance with sec­
tion 14513 of this title not later than the first 
day of the seventh month after the month in 
which the President approves the report of the 
board which considered the officer for the sec­
ond time. 

"(b) EXCEPTJONS.-Subsection (a) does not 
apply (1) in the case of an officer retained as 
provided by regulation of the Secretary of the 

· military department concerned in order to meet 
planned mobilization needs for a period not in 
excess of 24 months beginning with the date on 
which the President approves the report of the 
selection board which resulted in the second 
failure, or (2) as provided in section 12646 or 
12686 of this title. 
"§14505. Effect of failure of selection for pro­

motion: reserve captains of the Army, Air 
Force, and Marine Corp• and reserve lieu­
tenant• of the Navy 
"Unless retained as provided in section 12646 

or 12686 of this title, a captain on the reserve ac­
tive-status list of the Army, Air Force, or Ma­
rine Corps or a lieutenant on the reserve active­
status list of the Navy who has failed of selec­
tion for promotion to the next higher grade for 
the second time and whose name is not on a list 
of officers recommended for promotion to the 
next higher grade and who has not been se­
lected for continuation on the reserve active-sta­
tus list under section 14701 of this title, shall be 
separated in accordance with section 14513 of 
this title not later than the first day of the sev­
enth month after the month in which the Presi­
dent approves the report of the board which 
considered the officer for the second time. 
"§14506. Effect of failure of selection for pro-

motion: reserve majors of the Army, Air 
Force and Marine Corps and reserve lieu­
tenant commanders of the Navy 
"Unless retained as provided in section 12646, 

12686, 14701, or 14702 of this title, each reserve 
officer of the Army, Navy, Air Force, or Marine 
Corps who holds the grade of major or lieuten­
ant commander who has failed of selection to 
the next higher grade for the second time and 
whose name is not on a list of officers rec­
ommended for promotion to the next higher 
grade shall, if not earlier removed from the re­
serve active-status list, be removed from that list 
in accordance with section 14513 of this title on 
the first day of the month after the month in 
which the officer completes 20 years of commis­
sioned service. 
"§14507. Removal from the reserve active-sta­

tus list for years of service: reserve lieuten­
ant colonels and colonel#I . of the Anny, Air 
Force, and Marine Corps and reserve com­
manders and captain• of the Navy 
"(a) LIEUTENANT COLONELS AND COMMAND­

ERS.-Unless continued on the reserve active­
status list under section 14701 or 14702 of this 
title or retained as provided in section 12646 or 
12686 of this title, each reserve officer of the 
Army, Navy, Air Force, or Marine Corps who 
holds the grade of lieutenant colonel or com­
mander and who is not on a list of officers rec­
ommended for promotion to the next higher 
grade shall (if not earlier removed from the re­
serve active-status list) be removed from that list 
under section 14514 of this title on the first day 
of the month after the month in which the offi­
cer completes 28 years of commissioned service. 

"(b) COLONELS AND NAVY CAPTAINS.-Unless 
continued on the reserve active-status list under 
section 14701 or 14702 of this title or retained as 
provided in section 12646 or 12686 of this title, 
each reserve officer of the Army, Air Force, or 
Marine Corps who holds the grade of colonel, 

and each reserve officer of the Navy who holds 
the grade of captain, and who is not on a list of 
officers recommended for promotion to the next 
higher grade shall (if not earlier removed from 
the reserve active-status list) be removed from 
that list under section 14514 of this title on the 
first day of the month after the month in which 
the officer completes 30 years of commissioned 
service. This subsection does not apply to the 
adjutant general or assistant adjutants general 
of a State. 

"§14508. Removal from the reserve active-sta­
tus list for years of service: reserve general 
and flag offi,cera 

"(a) THIRTY YEARS SERVICE OR FIVE YEARS IN 
GRADE.-Unless retired, transferred to the Re­
tired Reserve, or discharged at an earlier date, 
each reserve officer of the Army, Air Force, or 
Marine Corps in the grade of brigadier general 
who has not been recommended for promotion to 
the grade of major general, and each reserve of­
ficer of the Navy in the grade of rear admiral 
(lower half) who has not been recommended for 
promotion to rear admiral shall, 30 days after 
completion of 30 years of commissioned service 
or on the fifth anniversary of the date of the of­
ficer's appointment in the grade of brigadier 
general or rear admiral (lower half), whichever 
is later, be separated in accordance with section 
14514 of this title. 

"(b) THIRTY-FIVE YEARS SERVICE OR FIVE 
YEARS IN GRADE.-Unless retired, transferred to 
the Retired Reserve, or discharged at an earlier 
date, each reserve officer of the Army, Air 
Force, or Marine Corps in the grade of major 
general, and each reserve officer of the Navy in 
the grade of rear admiral, shall, 30 days after 
completion of 35 years of commissioned service 
or on the fifth anniversary of the date of the of­
ficer's appointment in the grade of major gen­
eral or rear admiral, whichever is later, be sepa­
rated in accordance with section 14514 of this 
title. 

"(c) RETENTION OF BRIGADIER GENERALS.-A 
reserve officer of the Army or Air Force in the 
grade of brigadier general who would otherwise 
be removed from an active status under this sub­
section (a) may, in the discretion of the Sec­
retary of the Army or the Secretary of the Air 
Force, as the case may be, be retained in an ac­
tive status, but not later than the date on which 
the officer becomes 60 years of age. Not more 
than 10 officers of the Army and not more than 
10 officers of the Air Force may be retained 
under this subsection at any one time. 

"(d) RETENTION OF MAJOR GENERALS.-A re­
serve officer of the Army or Air Force in the 
grade of major general who would otherwise be 
removed from an active status under this sub­
section (b) may, in the discretion of the Sec­
retary of the Army or the Secretary of the Air 
Force, as the case may be, be retained in an ac­
tive status, but not later than the date on which 
the officer becomes 62 years of age. · Not more 
than 10 officers of the Army and not more than 
10 officers of the Air Force may be retained 
under this subsection at any one time. 

"(e) EXCEPTION FOR STATE ADJUTANTS GEN­
ERAL AND ASSISTANT ADJUTANTS GENERAL.­
This section does not apply to an officer who is 
the adjutant general or assistant adjutant gen­
eral of a State. 

"§14509. Separation at age 60: reeerve oflfce,.. 
in grvuks below brigadier general or rear 
admiral (lower half) 

"Each reserve officer of the Army, Navy, Air 
Force, or Marine Corps in a grade below briga­
dier general or rear admiral (lower half) who 
has not been recommended for promotion to the 
grade of brigadier general or rear admiral (lower 
half) and is not a member of the Retired Reserve 
shall, on the last day of the month in which 
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that officer becomes 60 years of age, be sepa­
rated in accordance with section 14515 of this 
title. 
"§14510. Separation at age 60: re8erve briga­

dif!r general• and rear admirals (lower 
half) 
"Unless retired, transferred to the Retired Re­

serve, or discharged at an earlier date, each re­
serve officer of the Army, Air Force, or Marine 
Corps in the grade of brigadier general who has 
not been recommended for promotion to the 
grade of major general, and each reserve rear 
admiral (lower half) of the Navy who has not 
been recommended for promotion to the grade of 
rear admiral, except an officer covered by sec­
tion 14512 of this title, shall be separated in ac­
cordance with section 14515 of this title on the 
last day of the month in which the officer be­
comes 60 years of age. 
"§14511. Separation at age 62: major general• 

and rear admiral• 
"Unless retired, transferred to the Retired Re­

serve, or discharged at an earlier date, each re­
serve officer of the Army, Air Force, or Marine 
Corps in the grade of major general and each re­
serve officer of the Navy in the grade of rear ad­
miral, except an officer covered by section 14512 
of this title, shall be separated in accordance 
with section 14515 of this title on the last day of 
the month in which the officer becomes 62 years 
of age. 
"§14512. Separation at age 64: officen hold­

ing certain offices 
"(a) ARMY AND AIR FORCE.-Unless retired, 

transferred to the Retired Reserve, or discharged 
at an earlier date, a reserve officer of the Army 
or Air Force who is Chief of the National Guard 
Bureau, an adjutant general, or if a reserve of­
ficer of the Army, commanding general of the 
troops of a State, shall on the last day of the 
month in which the officer becomes 64 years of 
age, be separated in accordance with section 
14515 of this title. 

"(b) NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.-The Sec­
retary of the Navy may def er the retirement 
under section 14510 or 14511 of a reserve officer 
of the Navy in a grade above captain or a re­
serve officer of the Marine Corps in a grade 
above colonel and retain the officer in an active 
status until the officer becomes 64 years of age. 
Not more than 10 officers may be so deferred at 
any one time, distributed between the Naval Re­
serve and the Marine Corps Reserve as the Sec­
retary determines. 
"§14513. Separation for failure of 8election of 

promotion 
"Each reserve officer of the Army, Navy, Air 

Force, or Marine Corps who is in an active sta­
tus and whose removal from an active status or 
from a reserve active-status list is required by 
section 14504, 14505, or 14506 of this title shall 
(unless the officer's separation is deferred or the 
officer is continued in an active status under 
another provision of law) not later than the 
date specified in those sections-

"(1) be transferred to an inactive status if the 
Secretary concerned determines that the officer 
has skills which may be required to meet the mo­
bilization needs of the officer's armed force; 

"(2) be transferred to the Retired Reserve, if 
the officer is qualified and applies for such 
transfer; or 

"(3) if the officer is not transferred to an inac­
tive status or to the Retired Reserve, be dis­
charged from the officer's reserve appointment. 
"§14514. Discharge or retirement for yean of 

8eroice or offer .election for early removal 
"Each reserve officer of the Army, Navy, Air 

Force, or Marine Corps who is in an active sta­
tus and who is required to be removed from an 
active status or from a reserve active-status list, 
as the case may be, under section 14507, 14508, 

14704, or 14705 of this title (unless the officer is 
sooner separated or the officer's separation is 
deferred or the officer is continued in an active 
status under another provision of law), in ac­
cordance with those sections, shall-

"(1) be transferred to the Retired Reserve, if 
the officer is qualified and applies for such 
trans/ er; or 

''(2) if the officer is not qualified or does not 
apply for such transfer, be discharged from the 
officer's reserve appointment. 
"§14515. Di•charge or retirement for age 

''Each reserve officer of the Army. Navy, Air 
Force, or Marine Corps who is in an active sta­
tus or on an inactive status list and who reaches 
the maximum age specified in section 14509, 
14510, 14511, or 14512 of this title for the officer's 
grade or position shall (unless the officer is 
sooner separated or the officer's separation is 
def erred or the officer is continued in an active 
status under another provision of law) not later 
than the last day of the month in which the of­
ficer reaches that maximum age-

"(1) be transferred to the Retired Reserve, if 
the officer is qualified and applies for such 
transfer; or 

"(2) if the officer is not qualified or does not 
apply for transfer to the Retired Reserve, be dis­
charged from the officer's reserve appointment. 
"§14516. Separation to be considered involun-

tary 
"The separation of an officer pursuant to sec­

tion 14513, 14514, or 14515 of this title shall be 
considered to be an involuntary separation for 
purposes of any other provision of law. 
"§14517. Entitlement of officers discharged 

under thi• chapter to •eparation pay 
"An officer who is discharged under section 

14513, 14514, or 14515 of this title is entitled to 
separation pay under section 1174 of this title if 
otherwise eligible under that section. 
"CHAPTER 1409--CONTJNUATION OF OFFI-

CERS ON THE RESERVE ACTIVE-STATUS 
UST AND SELECTIVE EARLY REMOVAL 

"Sec. 
"14701. Selection of officers for continuation on 

the reserve active-status list. 
"14702. Retention on reserve active-status list of 

certain officers until age 60. 
"14703. Authority to retain chaplains and offi­

cers in medical specialties until 
specified age. 

"14704. Selective early removal from the reserve 
active-status list. 

"14705. Selective early retirement: reserve gen­
eral and fl,ag officers of the Navy 
and Marine Corps. 

"14706. Computation of total years of service. 
"§ 14701. Selection of officen for continuation 

on the re8eroe active-status li•t 
"(a) CONSIDERATION FOR CONTINUATION.-(1) 

Upon application, a reserve officer of the Army, 
Navy, Air Force, or Marine Corps who is re­
quired to be removed from the reserve active-sta­
tus list under section 14505, 14506, or 14507 of 
this title may, subject to the needs of the service 
and to section 14509 of this title, be considered 
for continuation on the reserve active-status list 
by a selection board convened under section 
14101 (b) of this title. 

"(2) A reserve officer who holds the grade of 
captain in the Army. Air Force, or Marine Corps 
or the grade of lieutenant in the Navy and who 
is subject to separation under section 14513 of 
this title may not be continued on the reserve 
active-status list under this subsection for a pe­
riod which extends beyond the last day of the 
month in which the officer completes 20 years of 
commissioned service. 

"(3) A reserve officer who holds the grade of 
major or lieutenant commander and who is sub­
ject to separation under section 14513 of this 

title may not be continued on the reserve active­
status list under this subsection for a period 
which extends beyond the last day of the month 
in which the officer completes 24 years of com­
missioned service. 

"(4) A reserve officer who holds the grade of 
lieutenant colonel or commander and who is 
subject to separation under section 14514 of this 
title may not be continued on the reserve active­
status list under this subsection for a period 
which extends beyond the last day of the month 
in which the officer completes 33 years of com­
missioned service. 

"(5) A reserve officer who holds the grade of 
colonel in the Army, Air Force, or Marine Corps 
or the grade of captain in the Navy and who is 
subject to separation under section 14514 of this 
title may not be continued on the reserve active­
status list under this subsection for a period 
which extends beyond the last day of the month 
in which the officer completes 35 years of com­
missioned service. 

"(6) An officer who is selected for continu­
ation on the reserve active-status list as a result 
of the convening of a selection board under sec­
tion 14101(b) of this title but who declines to 
continue on that list shall be separated in ac­
cordance with section 14513 or 14514 of this title, 
as the case may be. 

"(7) Each officer who is continued on the re­
serve active-status list under this section, who is 
not subsequently promoted or continued on the 
active-status list, and whose name is not on a 
list of officers recommended for promotion to the 
next higher grade shall (unless sooner separated 
under another provision of law) be separated in 
accordance with section 14513 or 14514 of this 
title, as appropriate, upon the expiration of the 
period for which the officer was continued on 
the reserve active-status list. 

"(b) APPROVAL OF SECRETARY CONCERNED.­
Continuation of an officer on the reserve active­
status list under this section pursuant to action 
of a continuation board convened under section 
14101(b) of this title is subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of the military department con­
cerned. 

"(c) INSTRUCTIONS To CONTINUATION 
BOARDS.-A continuation board convened under 
section 14101(b) of this title to consider officers 
for continuation on the reserve active-status list 
under this section shall act in accordance with 
the instructions and directions provided to the 
board by the Secretary of the military depart­
ment concerned. 

"(d) REGULATIONS.-The Secretary Of Defense 
shall prescribe regulations for the administra­
tion of this section. 
"§ 14702. Retention on re8erve active-status 

list of certain officen until age 60 
"(a) RETENTION.-Notwithstanding the provi­

sions of section 14506 or 14507 of this title, the 
Secretary of the military department concerned 
may, with the officer's consent, retain on the re­
serve active-status list an officer in the grade of 
major, lieutenant colonel, or colonel who is-

"(1) an officer of the Army National Guard of 
the United States and assigned to a head­
quarters or headquarters detachment of a State; 
or 

"(2) a reserve officer of the Army or Air Force 
who, as a condition of continued employment as 
a National Guard or Reserve technician is re­
quired by the Secretary concerned to maintain 
membership in a Selected Reserve unit or orga­
nization. 

"(b) SEPARATION AT AGE 60.-An officer may 
be retained under this section only so long as 
the officer continues to meet the conditions of 
subsection (a)(l) or (a)(2). An officer may not be 
retained under this section after the last day of 
the month in which the officer becomes 60 years 
of age. 
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"§14703. Authority to retain chaplains and of­

ficers in medical specialties until specified 
age 
"(a) RETENTION.-Notwithstanding any provi­

sion of chapter 1407 of this title and ·except for 
officers referred to in sections 14503, 14504, 
14505, and 14506 of this title and under regula­
tions prescribed by the Secretary of Defense-

" (1) the Secretary of the Army may, with the 
officer's consent, retain in an active status any 
reserve officer assigned to the Medical Corps, 
the Dental Corps, the Veterinary Corps, the 
Medical Services Corps (if the officer has been 
designated as allied health officer or biomedical 
sciences officer in that Corps), the Optometry 
Section of the Medical Services Corps, the Chap­
lains, the Army Nurse Corps, or the Army Medi­
cal Specialists Corps; 

• '(2) the Secretary of the Navy may, with the 
officer's consent, retain in an active status any 
reserve officer appointed in the Medical Corps, 
Dental Corps, Nurse Corps, or Chaplain Corps 
or appointed in the Medical Services Corps and 
designated to perform as a veterinarian, optom­
etrist, podiatrist, allied health officer, or bio­
medical sciences officer; and 

''(3) the Secretary of the Air Force may, with 
the officer 's consent, retain in an active status 
any reserve officer who is designated as a medi­
cal officer, dental officer, veterinary officer, Air 
Force nurse, or chaplain or who is designated as 
a biomedical sciences officer and is qualified for 
service as a veterinarian, optometrist, or podia­
trist. 

"(b) SEPARATION AT SPECIFIED AGE.-An offi­
cer may not be retained in active status under 
this section later than the date on which the of­
ficer becomes 67 years of age (or, in the case of 
a reserve officer of the Army in the Chaplains or 
a reserve officer of the Air Force designated as 
a chaplain, 60 years of age). 
"§14704. Sekctive early removal from the re­

wroe active-•tatus list 
"(a) BOARDS To RECOMMEND OFFICER.s FOR 

REMOVAL FROM RESERVE ACTIVE-STATUS 
LIST.-Whenever the Secretary of the militar11 
department concerned determines that there are 
in any reserve component under the jurisdiction 
of the Secretary too many officers in any grade 
and competitive category who have at least 30 
years of service computed under section 14706 of 
this title or at least 20 years of service computed 
under section 12732 of this title, the Secretary 
may convene a selection board under section 
14101(b) of this title to consider all officers on· 
that list who are in that grade and competitive 
category, and who have that amount of service, 
for the purpose of recommending officers by 
name for removal from the reserve active-status 
list, in the number specified by the Secretary by 
each grade and competitive category. 

"(b) SEPARATION OF OFFICERS SELECTED.-ln 
the case of an officer recommended for separa­
tion in the report of a board under subsection 
(a), the Secretary may separate the officer in ac­
cordance with section 14514 of this title. 

" (c) REGULATIONS.-The Secretary of the mili­
tary department concerned shall prescribe regu­
lations for the administration of this section. 
"§14706. Sekctiw early retinww11t: rewrN 
~JWral ane /141 of'/f,ttN of the Navy aNI 
JlarilW C<WJH 
"(a) AUTHORITY TO CONSIDER.-An officer in 

the Naval Reserve in an active status serving in 
tlte grade of rear admiral (lower half) or rear 
admiral and an officer in the Marine Corps Re­
serve in a" active status serving in the grade of 
brigadier general or major general may be con­
sidered for early retirement whenever the Sec­
retary of the Navy determines that such action 
ts necessary. 

"(b) BOARDS.-!/ the Secretary of the Navy 
determines that consideration for early retire-

ment under this section is necessary, the Sec­
retary shall convene a board under section 
14101(b) of this title to recommend an appro­
priate number of officers for early retirement. 

"(c) SEPARATION UNDER SECTION 14514.-An 
officer selected for early retirement under this 
section shall be separated in accordance with 
section 14514 of this title. 
"§14706. Computation of total years of service 

" For the purpose of this chapter and chapter 
1407 of this title , a reserve officer's years of serv­
ice include all service, other than constructive 
service, of the officer as a commissioned officer 
of any uniformed service (other than service as 
a warrant officer). 
"CHAPTER 1411-ADDITIONAL PROVI· 

SIONS RELATING TO INVOLUNTARY SEP­
ARATION 

"Sec. 
"14901. Separation of chaplains for loss of pro­

fessional qualifications. 
" 14902. Separation for substandard performance 

and for certain other reasons. 
"14903. Boards of inquiry. 
" 14904. Rights and procedures. 
"14905. Officer considered for removal: retire­

ment or discharge. 
"14906. Officers eligible to serve on boards. 
"14907. Army National Guard of the United 

States and Air National Guard of 
the United States: discharge and 
withdrawal of Federal recognition 
of officers absent without leave. 

"§14901. Separation of chaplains for lo.a of 
pro~snonal qualificati011• 
"(a) SEPARATION.-Under regulations pre­

scribed by the Secretary of Defense, an officer 
on the reserve active-status list who is ap­
pointed or designated as a chaplain may, if the 
officrr fails to maintain the qualifications need­
ed to perform the professional function of a 
chaplain, be discharged. The authority under 
the preceding sentence applies without regard to 
the provisions of section 12645 of this title. 

"(b) EFFECT OF SEPARATION.-!/ an officer 
separated under this section is eligible for retire­
ment, the officer may be retired. If the officer 
has completed the years of service required for 
eligibility for retired pay under chapter 1223 of 
this title, the officer may be transferred to the 
Retired Reserve. 
"§14902. Separation for •ub•tandard perform· 

a11ce a"IUl for certain other reaac:NU 
"(a) SUBSTANDARD PERFORMANCE OF DUTY.­

The Secretary of the militaTJI department con­
cerned shall prescribe, by regulation, procedures 
for the review at any time of the record of any 
reserve officer to determine whether that officer 
should be required, because that officer's per­
formance has fallen below standards prescribed 
by the Secretary concerned, to show cause for 
retention tn an active status. 

"(b) MISCONDUCT, ETC.-The Secretary of the 
military department concerned shall prescribe, 
by regulation, procedures for the review at any 
time of the record of any reserve officer to deter­
mine whether that officer should be required, 
because of misconduct, -because of moral or pro­
fessional dereliction, or because the officer's re­
tention ts not clearly consistent with the inter­
ests of national security, to show cause for re­
tention in an active status. 

"(c) REGULATIONS.-The authority of the Sec­
retary of a military department under thts sec­
tion shall be carried out subject to suck limita­
tions as the Secretary of Defense may prescribe 
by regulation. 
"§ 14903. B..rrh of inqairy 

"(a) CONVENING OF BO.ARDS.-The Secretary 
of the military department concerned shall con­
vene a board of inquiry at such time and place 
as the Secretary may prescribe to receive evi-

dence and review the case of any officer who 
has been required to show cause for retention in 
an active status under section 14902 of this title. 
Each board of inquiry shall be composed of not 
less than three officers who have the qualifica­
tions prescribed in section 14906 of this title. 

"(b) RIGHT TO FAIR HEARING.-A board of in­
quiry shall give a fair and impartial hearing to 
each officer required under section 14902 of this 
chapter to show cause for retention in an active 
status. 

"(c) RECOMMENDATIONS TO SECRETARY.-!/ a 
board of inquiry determines that the officer has 
failed to establish that the officer should be re­
tained in an active status, the board shall rec­
ommend to the Secretary concerned that the of­
ficer not be retained in an active status. 

"(d) ACTION BY SECRETARY.-After review of 
the recommendation of the board of inquiry, the 
Secretary may-

" (1) remove the officer from an active status; 
or 

"(2) determine that the case be closed. 
"(e) ACTION IN CASES WHERE CAUSE FOR RE­

TENTION Is ESTABLISHED.-(1) If a board of in­
quiry determines that an officer has established 
that the officer should be retained in an active 
status or if the Secretary determines that the 
case be closed, the officer's case is closed. 

"(2) An officer who is required to show cause 
for retention under section 14902(a) of this title 
and whose case is closed under paragraph (1) 
may not again be required to show cause for re­
tention under such subsection during the one­
year period beginning on the date of that deter­
mination. 

"(3)(A) Subject to subparagraph (B), an offi­
cer who is required to show cause for retention 
under section 14902(b) of this title and whose 
case is closed under paragraph (1) may· again be 
required to show cause for retention at any 
time. 

"(B) An officer who has been required to 
show cause for retention under section 14902(b) 
of this title and who is thereafter retained in an 
active status may not again be required to show 
cause for retention under such section solely be­
cause of conduct which was the subject of the 
previous proceeding, unless the recommenda­
tions of the board of inquiry that considered the 
officer's case are determined to have been ob­
tained by fraud or collusion. 
"§14!104_. Right• and proced•1'f!s 

"(a) PROCEDURAL RIGHTS.-Under regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary of Defense, an offi­
cer required under section 14902 of this title to 
show cause for retention in an active status-

"(1) shall be notified in writing, at least 30 
days before the hearing of the officer's case by 
a board of inquiry, of the reasons for which the 
officer is being required to show cause for reten­
tion in an active status; 

"(2) shall be allowed a reasonable time, as de­
termined by the board of inquiry, to prepare for 
showing of cause for retention in an active sta­
tus · 

.:(3) shall be allowed to appear in person and 
to be represented by counsel at proceedings be­
fore the board of inquiry; and 

"(4) shall be allowed full access to, and shall 
be furnished copies of, records relevant to tlte 
case, except that the board of inquiry shall 
withhold any record that the Secretary con­
cerned determines should be withheld iN the in­
terest of national security. 

"(b) SUMMARY OF RECORDS WITHHELD.­
When a record is withheld under subsection 
(a)(4), the officer whose case is under consider­
ation shall, to the extent that the interest of na­
tional security permits, be furnished a summary 
of the record so withheld. 
"§14!MM. <>fl'cer co...ukred. for re~l: 1'f!· 

ti1'f!lftf!11t or di~r~ 
"(a) VOLUNTARY RETIREMENT OR DIS-

CHARGE.-At any time during proceedings under 
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this chapter with respect to the removal of an 
officer from an active status, the Secretary of 
the military department concerned may grant a 
request by the officer-

"(1) for voluntary retirement, if the officer is 
qualified for retirement; 

''(2) for transfer to the Retired Reserve if the 
officer has completed the years of service re­
quired for eligibility for retired pay under chap­
ter 1223 of this title and is otherwise eligible for 
transfer to the Retired Reserve; or 

"(3) for discharge in accordance with sub­
section (b)(3). 

"(b) REQUIRED RETIREMENT OR DISCHARGE.­
An officer removed from an active status under 
section 14903 of this title shall-

"(1) if eligible for voluntary retirement under 
any provision of law on the date of such re­
moval, be retired in the grade and with the re­
tired pay for which he would be eligible if re­
tired under that provision; 

''(2) if eligible for transfer to the Retired Re­
serve and has completed the years of service re­
quired for retired pay under chapter 1223 of this 
title, be transferred to the Retired Reserve; and 

''(3) if ineligible for retirement or transfer to 
the Retired Reserve under paragraph (1) or (2) 
on the date of such removal-

''( A) be honorably discharged in the grade 
then held, in the case of an officer whose case 
was brought under subsection (a) of section 
14902 of this title; or 

"(B) be discharged in the grade then held, in 
the case of an officer whose case was brought 
under subsection (b) of section 14902 of this title. 

"(c) SEPARATION PAY.-An officer who is dis­
charged under subsection (b)(3) is entitled, if eli­
gible therefor, to separation pay under section 
1174(c) of this title .. 
"§14906. Ofli.cert1 eligi,bk to serve on board• 

"(a) COMPOSITION OF BOARDS.-(1) Each offi­
cer who serves on a board convened under this 
chapter shall be an officer of the same armed 
force as the officer being required to show cause 
for retention in an active status. 

"(2) An officer may not serve on a board 
under this chapter unless the officer holds a 
grade above lieutenant colonel or commander 
and is senior in grade and rank to any officer 
considered by the board. 

"(b) LIMITATION.-A person may not be a 
member of more than one board convened under 
this chapter to consider the same officer. 
"§ 14907. Army National Guard of the United 

State• and Air National Guard of the Unit­
ed States: discharge and withdrawal of Fed­
eral recognition of ofli.cert1 absent without 
leave 
"(a) AUTHORITY To WITHDRAW FEDERAL REC­

OGNITION.-If an officer of the Army National 
Guard of the United States or the Air National 
Guard of the United States has been absent 
without leave for three months, the Secretary of 
the Army or the Secretary of the Air Force, as 
appropriate, may-

"(1) terminate the reserve appointment of the 
officer; and 

"(2) withdraw the officer's Federal recogni­
tion as an officer of the National Guard. 

"(b) · DISCHARGE FROM RESERVE APPOINT­
MENT.-An officer of the Army National Guard 
of the United States or the Air National Guard 
of the United States whose Federal recognition 
as an officer of the National Guard is with­
drawn under section 323(b) of title 32 shall be 
discharged from the officer's appointment as a 
reserve officer of the Army or the Air Force, as 
the case may be.". 

PART II-CONFORMING AMENDMENTS 
SBC. 1621. DEFINITION OF RESERVE ACTIVE·STA· 

TUSUST. 
Section lOl(c) is amended by adding at the 

end the following new paragraph: 

"(7) The term 'reserve active-status list' means 
a single list for the Army, Navy, Air Force, or 
Marine Corps (required to be maintained under 
section 14002 of this title) that contains the 
names of all officers of that armed force except 
warrant officers (including commissioned war­
rant officers) who are in an active status in a 
reserve component of the Army, Navy, Air 
Force, or Marine Corps and are not on an ac­
tive-duty list.". 
SEC. 1622. AUTHORITY TO SUSPEND OFFICER 

PERSONNEL LAWS DURING WAR OR 
NATIONAL EMERGENCY. 

(a) AUTHORITY.-Section 123 is amended to 
read as fallows: 
"§ 123. Authority to •u•pend ofli.~r personnel 

laws during war or national emergency 
"(a) In time of war, or of national emergency 

declared by Congress or the President after No­
vember 30, 1980, the President may suspend the 
operation of any provision of law relating to the 
promotion , involuntary retirement, or separa­
tion of commissioned officers of the Army, Navy, 
Air Force, Marine Corps, or Coast Guard Re­
serve. So long as such war or national emer­
gency continues, any such suspension may be 
extended by the Pre.sident. 

"(b) Any such suspension shall, if not sooner 
ended, end on the last day of the two-year pe­
riod beginning on the date on which the suspen­
sion (or the last extension thereof) takes effect 
or on the last day of the one-year period begin­
ning on the date of the termination of the war 
or national emergency, whichever occurs first. 
With respect to the end of any such suspension, 
the preceding sentence supersedes the provisions 
of title II of the National Emergencies Act (50 
U.S.C. 1621-1622) which provide that powers or 
authorities exercised by reason of a national 
emergency shall cease to be exercised after the 
date of the termination of the emergency. 

"(c) If a provision of law pertaining to the 
promotion of reserve officers is suspended under 
this section and if the Secretary of Defense sub­
mits to Congress proposed legislation to adjust 
the grades and dates of rank of reserve commis­
sioned officers other than commissioned warrant 
officers, such proposed legislation shall, so far 
as practicable, be the same as that recommended 
for adjusting the grades and dates of rank of of­
ficers of the regular component of the armed 
force concerned.". 

(b) CONFORMING REPEAL.-Section 644 is re­
pealed. 
SEC. 1623. ACTIVE-DUTY UST PROMOTION 

BOARDS TO HAVE AUTHORITY TO 
RECOMMEND THAT RESERVE OFFI· 
CERS CONSIDERED FOR PROMOTION 
BE REQUIRED TO SHOW CAUSE FOR 
RETENTION ON ACTIVE DUTY. 

Section 617(b) is amended-
(1) by inserting "or reserve" after "any regu­

lar"; and 
(2) by inserting "or 1411" after "chapter 60". 

SEC. 1624. APPUCABIUTY OF CHAPTER 36 TO RE· 
SERVE OFFICERS DURING WAR OR 
NATIONAL EMERGENCY. 

Section 641 is amended-
(1) by inserting "(a)" before "Officers in the 

following"; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
"(b) Under regulations prescribed by the Sec­

retary of the military department concerned, a 
reserve officer who is ordered to active duty 
(whether voluntarily or involuntarily) during a 
war or national emergency and who would oth­
erwise be placed on the active-duty list may be 
excluded from that list as determined by the Sec­
retary concerned. Exclusion of an officer from 
the active-duty list as the result of action by the 
Secretary concerned under the preceding sen­
tence shall expire not later than 24 months after 
the date on which the officer enters active duty 
under an order to active duty covered by that 
sentence.". 

SEC. 16U. GRADE IN WHICH RESERVE OFFICERS 
ARE ORDERED TO ACTIVE DUTY. 

Section 689 is amended-
(1) by inserting "or full-time National Guard 

duty" after "active duty" the first two places it 
appears; and 

(2) by inserting "and placed on the active­
duty list" after "active duty" the third place it 
appears. 
SEC. 1626. DATE OF RANK. 

Section 741(d)(3) is amended-
(1) by inserting "or who is transferred from an 

inactive status to an active status and placed on 
the active-duty list or the reserve active-status 
list" after "warrant officer (W-5)"; 

(2) by inserting "or reserve active-status list" 
after "active-duty list" the second place it ap­
pears; and 

(3) by adding at the end: "The authority to 
change the date of rank of a reserve officer who 
is placed on the active-duty list to a later date 
does not apply in the case of an officer who (A) 
has served continuously in the Selected Reserve 
of the Ready Reserve since the officer's last pro­
motion, or (B) is placed on the active-duty list 
while on a promotion list as described in section 
14317(b) of this title.". 
SEC. 1627. DISCHARGE BEFORE COMPLETION OF 

REQUIRED SERVICE IN CASE OF OF­
FICERS HAVING TWICE FAILED OF 
SELECTION FOR CAPTAIN OR NAVY 
UEUTENANT. 

Section 1005(b) is amended-
(1) by striking out "or" at the end of para­

graph (1); 
(2) by striking out the period at the end of 

paragraph (2) and inserting in lieu thereof a 
semicolon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
"(3) an officer on the active-duty list or re­

serve active-status list who has failed of selec­
tion for promotion for the second time to the 
grade of captain, in the case of an officer of the 
Army, Air Force, or Marine Corps, or to the 
grade of lieutenant, in the case of an officer of 
the Navy; or 

"(4) an officer whose discharge or transfer 
from an active status is required by law.". 
SEC. 1628. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS RELAT· 

ING TO NAVY AND MARINE CORPS 
OFFICERS. 

Section 6389 is amended­
(1) in subsection (a)-
(A) by inserting "while on the active-duty 

list" after "to the next higher grade"; and 
(B) by striking out the period at the end and 

inserting in lieu thereof "or released from active 
duty and placed on the reserve active-status 
list."; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking out "or (f)"; 
(3) in subsection (c)-
(A) by inserting "(1)" after "(c)"; 
(B) by striking out "lieutenant commander or 

above" both places it appears and inserting in 
lieu thereof "lieutenant commander or com­
mander"; 

(C) by striking out "major or above" both 
places it appears and inserting in lieu thereof 
"major or lieutenant colonel"; 

(D) by inserting "while on the active-duty 
list" after "to the next higher grade" in the first 
sentence; and 

(E) in the table-
(i) by striking out the line relating to the 

grades of captain in the Navy and colonel in the 
Marine Corps; and 

(ii) by striking out "26 years" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "28 years"; 

( F) by designating the sentence after the table 
as paragraph (2) and in that sentence striking 
out "the first sentence of this subsection" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "the first sentence of 
paragraph (1)"; 

(G) by designating the next sentence as para­
graph (3) and in that sentence striking out "the 
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first two sentences of this subsection" and in­
serting in lieu thereof "paragraph (1)"; and 

(H) by designating the last sentence as para­
graph (4) and in that sentence-

(i) striking out "the first two sentences of this 
subsection" and inserting in lieu thereof "para­
graph (1)"; and 

(ii) striking out "captain or"; and 
(4) by striking out subsections (e), (f), and (g). 

SEC. 1629. REPEAL OF RESERVE OFFICER PER­
SONNEL POLICY LAWS. 

(a) ARMY PROVISJONS.-
(1) Chapter 337, relating to appointments as 

reserve officers (other than sections 3351 and 
3352), is repealed. 

(2) Chapter 361, relating to separation for var­
ious reasons, is repealed. 

(3) Chapter 363, relating to separation or 
transfer to the Retired Reserve, is repealed. 

(b) NAVY AND MARINE CORPS PROVISJONS.-
(1) Chapter 541, relating to running mates as 

reserve officers, is repealed. 
(2) Chapter 549, relating to reserve pro­

motions, is repealed. 
(3) Sections 6391, 6392, 6397, 6403, and 6410 are 

repealed. 
(c) AIR FORCE PROVISJONS.-
(1) Chapter 837, relating to appointments as 

reserve officers (other than sections 8351 and 
8352), is repealed. 

(2) Sections 8819 and 8820 are repealed. 
(3) Chapter 863, relating to separation or 

transfer to the Retired Reserve, is repealed. 
SEC. 1630. AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 32, UNITED 

STATES CODE. 
Title 32, United States Code, is amended as 

follows: 
(1) Sections 309 and 310 are amended to read 

as follows: 
"§809. Fe<kral recognition of National Guard 

officer•: officer• promoted to fi.ll vacancie• 
"Each officer of the National Guard who is 

promoted to fill a vacancy in a federally recog-
nized unit of the National Guard, and who has 
been on the reserve active-status list or the ac­
tive-duty list of the Army or the Air Force for at 
least one year and has completed the minimum 
years of service in grade specified in section 
14303 of title 10, shall be examined for Federal 
recognition in the grade to which the officer is 
promoted. 
"§310. Fe<kral recognition of National Guard 

officers: automatic recognition 
"(a) Notwithstanding sections 307 and 309 of 

this title, if a second lieutenant of the National 
Guard is promoted to the grade of first lieuten­
ant to fill a vacancy in a federally recognized 
unit in the National Guard, Federal recognition 
is automatically extended to that officer in the 
grade of first lieutenant, effective as of the date 
on which that officer has completed the service 
in the grade specified in section 14303(a)(l) of 
title 10 and has met such other requirements as 
prescribed by the Secretary concerned under 
section 14308(b) of that title, if the officer has 
remained in an active status since the officer 
was so recommended. 

"(b) Notwithstanding sections 307 and 309 of 
this title, if an officer of the Army Reserve or 
the Air Force Reserve in a reserve grade above 
second lieutenant is appointed in the next high­
er grade in the National Guard to fill a vacancy 
in a federally recognized unit in the National 
Guard, Federal recognition is automatically ex­
tended to that officer in the grade in which the 
officer is so appointed in the National Guard if 
the officer has been recommended for promotion 
under chapter 1405 of title 10 and has remained 
in an active status since the officer was so rec­
ommended. The extension of Federal recognition 
under this subsection is effective as of the date 
when the officer is appointed in the National 
Guard.". 

(2) Section 323 is amended by striking out sub­
sections (d) and (e) and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: 

"(d) .The Federal recognition of a reserve com­
missioned officer of the Army or the Air Force 
who is-

"(1) federally recognized as an officer of the 
National Guard; and 

"(2) subject to involuntary transfer to the Re­
tired Reserve, transfer to an inactive status list, 
or discharge under chapter 1407, 1409, or 1411 of 
title 10; 
shall, if not sooner withdrawn, be withdrawn 
on the date of such involuntary transfer or dis­
charge.". 

Subtitle B-Other Per•onnel Policy 
Amendment• 

PART I-APPOINTMENTS 
SEC. 1631. REPEAL OF SEPARATE AUTHORITY FOR 

ACCESSION OF WOMEN IN RESERVE 
COMPONENTS. 

(a) ENLISTMENTS.-Section 510 is amended­
(1) by striking out subsection (c); and 
(2) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub­

section (c). 
(b) APPOINTMENT OF OFFICERS.-Section 591 is 

amended-
(}) by striking out subsection (c); and 
(2) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) as 

subsections (c) and (d), respectively. 
SEC. 1632. APPOINTMENT AUTHORITY FOR RE­

SERVE GRADES OF LIEUTENANT 
COLONEL AND COMMANDER. 

Section 593(a) is amended-
(1) in the first sentence, by striking out "Re­

serves in commissioned grades below lieutenant 
colonel and commander" and inserting in lieu 
thereof ''reserve officers in commissioned grades 
of lieutenant colonel and commander or below"; 
and 

(2) in the second sentence, by striking out 
"Reserves in commissioned grades above major 
and lieutenant commander" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "reserve officers in commissioned 
grades above lieutenant colonel and com­
mander". 
SEC. 1633. APPOINTMENT OF FORMER COMMIS­

SIONED OFFICERS IN RESERVE COM­
PONENTS. 

Chapter 34 is amended by inserting after sec­
tion 596 the fallowing new section: 
"§596a. Commi••ioned oflicera: appointment 

of former commi••ioned officera 
''Under regulations prescribed by the Sec­

retary of Defense, a person who is a former com­
missioned officer may, if otherwise qualified, be 
appointed as a reserve officer of the Army, 
Navy, Air Force, or Marine Corps. A person 
so appointed-

"(}) may be placed on the reserve active-sta­
tus list of that armed force in the grade equiva­
lent to the permanent regular or reserve grade, 
and in the same competitive category, in which 
the person previously served satisfactorily on 
active duty or in an active status; and 

"(2) may be credited for the purpose of deter­
mining date of rank under section 741(d) of this 
title with service in grade equal to that held by 
that person when discharged or separated.''. 
SEC. 1634. CONSTRUCTIVE CREDIT FOR APPOINT-

MENT OF OFFICERS IN RESERVE 
COMPONENTS WITH QUALIFYING 
EDUCATION OR EXPERIENCE. 

Chapter 34 is further amended by inserting 
after section 596a (as added by section 1633) the 
fallowing new section: 
"§596b. Commi••ioned officera: service credit 

upon original appointment 
"(a)(l) For the purpose of determining the 

grade and the rank within grade of a person re­
ceiving an original appointment as a reserve 
commissioned officer (other than a commissioned 
warrant officer) in the Army, Navy, Air Force, 

or Marine Corps, the person shall be credited at 
the time of the appointment with any commis­
sioned service (other than service as a commis­
sioned warrant officer) performed before such 
appointment as a regular officer, or as a reserve 
officer in an active status, in any armed force, 
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis­
tration, or the Public Health Service. 

''(2) The Secretary of Defense shall prescribe 
regulations, which shall apply uniformly among 
the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps, 
to authorize the Secretary of the military de­
partment concerned to limit the amount of prior 
commissioned service with which a person re­
ceiving an original appointment may be credited 
under paragraph (1), or to deny any such cred­
it, in the case of a person who at the time of 
such appointment is credited with constructive 
service under subsection (b). 

"(b)(l) Under regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary of Defense, a person who is receiving 
an original appointment as a reserve commis­
sioned officer (other than a commissioned war­
rant officer) of the Army, Navy, Air Force, or 
Marine Corps, or a designation in, or an assign­
ment to, an officer category in which advanced 
education or training is required and who has 
advanced education or training, shall be cred­
ited with constructive service for such edu­
cation, training, or experience, as follows: 

"(A) One year for each year of advanced edu­
cation beyond the baccalaureate degree level, 
for persons appointed or designated in, or as­
signed to, officer categories requiring such ad­
vanced education or an advanced degree as a 
prerequisite for such appointment, designation, 
or assignment. In determining the number of 
years of constructive service to be credited under 
this subparagraph to officers in any profes­
sional field, the Secretary concerned shall credit 
an officer with, but with not more than, the 
number of years of advanced education required 
by a majority of institutions that award degrees 
in that professional field for completion of the 
advanced education or award of the advanced 
degree. 

"(B)(i) Credit for any period of advanced edu­
cation in a health profession (other than medi­
cine and dentistry) beyond the baccalaureate 
degree level which exceeds the basic education 
criteria for . such appointment, designation, or 
assignment, if such advanced education will be 
directly used by the armed force concerned. 

"(ii) Credit for experience in a health profes­
sion (other than medicine or dentistry), if such 
experience will be directly used by the armed 
force concerned. 

"(C) Additional credit of (i) not more than one 
year for internship or equivalent graduate medi­
cal, dental, or other formal health professional 
training required by the armed forces, and (ii) 
not more than one year for each additional year 
of such graduate-level training or experience 
creditable toward certification in a speciality re­
quired by the armed force concerned. 

"(D) Additional credit, in unusual cases, 
based on special experience in a particular field. 

"(E) Additional credit for experience as a 
physician or dentist, if appointed, assigned, or 
designated as a medical or dental officer. 

''(2) If the Secretary of Defense determines 
that the number of medical or dental officers 
serving in an active status in a reserve compo­
nent of the Army, Navy, or Air Force in grades 
below major or lieutenant commander is criti­
cally below the number needed by such reserve 
component in such grades, the Secretary of De­
fense may authorize the Secretary of the mili­
tary department concerned to credit any person 
who is receiving an original appointment for 
service as a medical or dental officer with a pe­
riod of constructive credit in such amount (tn 
addition to any amount credited such person 
under subsection (b)) as will result in the grade 
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of such person being that of captain or, in the 
case of the Naval Reserve, lieutenant. 

''(3) Except as authorized by the Secretary 
concerned in individual cases and under regula­
tions prescribed by the Secretary of Defense in 
the case of a medical or dental officer, the 
amount of constructive service credited an offi­
cer under this subsection may not exceed the 
amount required in order for the officer to be el­
igible for an original appointment as a reserve 
officer of the Army, Air Force, or Marine Corps 
in the grade of major or as a reserve officer of 
the Navy in the grade of lieutenant commander. 

"(4) Constructive service credited an officer 
under this subsection is in addition to any serv­
ice credited that officer under subsection (a) 
and shall be credited at the time of the original 
appointment of the officer or assignment to or 
designation in an officer category in which ad­
vanced education or training or special experi­
ence is required. 

"(c) Constructive service may not be credited 
under subsection (b) for education, training, or 
experience obtained while serving as a commis­
sioned officer (other than a warrant officer) on 
active duty or in an active status. However, in 
the case of an officer who completes advanced 
education or receives an advanced degree while 
on active duty or in an active status and in less 
than the number of years normally required to 
complete such advanced education or receive 
such advanced degree, constructive service may, 
subject to regulations prescribed under sub­
section (a)(2), be credited to the officer under 
subsection (b)(l)(A) to the extent that the num­
ber of years normally required to complete such 
advanced education or receive such advanced 
degree exceeds the actual number of years in 
which such advanced education or degree is ob­
tained by the officer. 

"(d) If the Secretary of Defense determines 
that the number of qualified judge advocates 
serving on the active-duty list of the Army, 
Navy, Air Force, or Marine Corps in grades 
below lieutenant commander or major is criti­
cally below the number needed by that armed 
force in those grades, the Secretary of Defense 
may authorize the Secretary of the military de­
partment concerned to credit any person who is 
receiving an original appointment with a view 
to assignment to the Judge Advocate General's 
Corps of the Army or appointment to the Judge 
Advocate General's Corps of the Navy, or who is 
receiving an original appointment in the Air 
Force or Marine Corps with a view to designa­
tion as a judge advocate, with a period of con­
structive service in such an amount (in addition 
to any amount credited such person under sub­
section (b)) as will result in the grade of such 
person being that of captain or, in the case of 
the Navy, lieutenant, and the date of rank of 
such person being junior to that of all other of­
ficers of the same grade serving on the active­
duty list. 

"(e) Constructive service credited an officer 
under subsection (b) or (d) shall be used only 
for determining the officer's-

"(}) initial grade as a reserve officer; 
"(2) rank in grade; and 
"(3) service in grade for promotion eligibility. 
"(f) The grade and position on the reserve ac-

tive-status list of a person receiving an appoint­
ment as a reserve officer who at the time of ap­
pointment is credited with service under this 
section shall be determined under regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary of Defense based 
upon the amount of service credited.". 
SEC. 1636. COMPUTATION OF YEARS OF SERVICE 

FOR TRANSFER OF ARMY OFFICERS 
TO RETIRED RESERVE. 

(a) INTERIM REPEAL OF OBSOLETE PROVI­
SION.-Effective for the period beginning on the 
date of the enactment of this Act and ending on 
the effective date specified in section 1291, sec-

tion 3853 is amended by striking out "the great­
er of-" and all that fallows and inserting in 
lieu thereof "the sum of the following: 

"(1) The officer 's years of service as a commis­
sioned officer of any component of the armed 
forces or of the Army without specification of 
component. 

"(2) The officer's years of service in a feder­
ally recognized commissioned status in the Na­
tional Guard if his service in the National 
Guard was continuous from the date of his Fed­
eral recognition as an officer in the National 
Guard to the date of his appointment in the Na­
tional Guard of the United States.". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to 
trans! ers to the Retired Reserve and to dis­
charges on or after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 1631. REPEAL OF MISCEILANEOUS OBSO.. 

LETE APPOINTMENT AUTHORITIES. 
(a) ARMY RESERVE OFFICERS APPOINTED JN 

TEMPORARY GRADES.-Section 3352(a) is amend­
ed by striking out the second sentence. 

(b) AIR FORCE A VJ AT ION CADETS.-Section 
8356 is repealed. 

(C) REDUNDANT STATEMENT OF AUTHORITY.­
Section 8379 is repealed. 
PART II-SEPARATION AND RETIREMENT 

SEC. 1641. COMPUTATION OF HIGHEST GRADE IN 
WHICH SATISFACTORILY SERVED 
FOR RESERVE COMMISSIONED OFFI­
CERS AND FORMER OFFICERS. 

Section 1370 is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new subsection: 

"(d)(l) Unless entitled to a higher grade, or to 
credit for satisfactory service in a higher grade, 
under some other provision of law, a person who 
is entitled to retired pay under chapter 1225 of 
this title shall, upon application under section 
12731 of this title, be credited with satisfactory 
service in the highest grade in which that per­
son served satisfactorily at any time in the 
armed forces, as determined by the Secretary 
concerned in accordance with this subsection. 

"(2)( A) In order to be credited with satisfac­
tory service in an officer grade (other than a 
warrant officer grade) below the grade of lieu­
tenant colonel or commander, a person covered 
by paragraph (1) must have served satisfactorily 
in that grade (as determined by the Secretary of 
the military department concerned) as a reserve 
commissioned officer in an active status, or in a 
retired status on active duty, for not less than 
six months. 

"(B) In order to be credited with satisfactory 
service in an officer grade above major or lieu­
tenant commander and below lieutenant general 
or vice admiral, a person covered by paragraph 
(1) must have served satisfactorily in that grade 
(as determined by the Secretary of the military 
department concerned) as a reserve commis­
sioned officer in an active status, or in a retired 
status on active duty, for not less than three 
years. A person covered by the preceding sen­
tence who has completed at least six months of 
satisfactory service in grade and is trans! erred 
from an active status or discharged as a reserve 
commissioned officer solely due to the require­
ments of a nondiscretionary provision of law re­
quiring that trans! er or discharge due to the 
person's age or years of service may be credited 
with satisfactory service in the grade in which 
serving at the time of such transfer or discharge, 
notwithstanding failure of the person to com­
plete three years of service in that grade. 

"(3) A person whose length of service in the 
highest grade held does not meet the service in 
grade requirements specified in this subsection 
shall be credited with satisfactory service in the 
next lower grade in which that person served 
satisfactorily (as determined by the Secretary of 
the military department concerned) for not less 
than six months.". 

Subtitk C-R.eorgani:wtion and Con.mida­
tion of Lau• Relating to &Hrve Comp<r 
nent• 

SEC. 1661. LAWS RELATING TO ORGANIZATION 
AND ADMINISTRATION OF RESERVE 
COMPONENTS. 

(a) RESERVE COMPONENTS GENERALLY.-(}) 
Subtitle E, as added by section 1611, is amended 
by inserting after the table of chapters at ~he be­
ginning of the subtitle the following: 

"PART I-ORGANIZATION AND 
ADMINISTRATION 

" Chap Sec. 
"1001. Definitions ........ ........................ 10001 
"1003. Reserve Components Generally .. 10101 
" 1005. Elements of Reserve Components 10141 
" 1007. Administration of Reserve Com-

ponents ......................................... 10201 
"1009. Reserve Forces Policy Boards 

and Committees .. . .. ... . . ... ..... .. . . .. .. . . . 10301 
"1011. National Guard Bureau .. . . .. ... .. .. 10501 
"1013. Budget Information and Annual 

Reports to Congress . . .. . ..... .. . . . . . . . .. .. 10541 
"CHAPTER 1001--DEFINITIONS 

"Sec. 
"10001. Definition of State. 
"§10001. ~fi.nition of State 

"In this subtitle, the term 'State' includes the 
District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, and Guam. 
"CHAPTER 1003-RESERVE COMPONENTS 

GENERALLY 
"Sec. 
"10101. Reserve components named. 
"10102. Purpose of reserve components. 
"10103. Basic policy for order of National Guard 

into Federal service. 
" 10104. Army Reserve: composition. 
"10105. Army National Guard of the United 

States: composition. 
"10106. Army National Guard: when a compo­

nent of the Army. 
"10107. Army National Guard of the United 

States: status when not in Federal 
service. 

"10108. Naval Reserve: administration. 
"10109. Marine Corps Reserve: administration. 
"10110. Air Force Reserve: composition. 
"10111. Air National Guard of the United States: 

composition. 
"10112. Air National Guard: when a component 

of the Air Force. 
"10113. Air National Guard of the United States: 

status when not in Federal serv­
ice. 

"10114. Coast Guard Reserve. 
"§10101. ReHrve components named 

' 'The reserve components of the armed forces 
are: 

"(1) The Army National Guard of the United 
States. 

''(2) The Army Reserve. 
"(3) The Naval Reserve. 
"(4) The Marine Corps Reserve. 
"(5) The Air National Guard of the United 

States. 
"(6) The Air Force Reserve. 
"(7) The Coast Guard Reserve. 

"§10102. Purpose ofnaerve components 
"The purpose of each reserve component is to 

provide trained units and qualified persons 
available for active duty in the armed forces, in 
time of war or national emergency, and at such 
other times as the national security may require, 
to fill the needs of the armed forces whenever, 
during and after the period needed to procure 
and train additional units and qualified persons 
to achieve the planned mobilization, more units 
and persons are needed than are in the regular 
components. 
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"§ 10103. Ba.ic policy for order of the Na­

tional Guard and reserve component• to ac­
tive duty 
"Whenever Congress determines that more 

units and organizations are needed for the na­
tional security than are in the regular compo­
nents of the ground and air forces, the Army 
National Guard of the United States and the Air 
National Guard of the United States, or such 
parts of them as are needed, together with units 
of other reserve components necessary for a bal­
anced force, shall be ordered to active duty and 
retained as long as so needed. 
"§10104. Army Reserve: composition 

"The Army Reserve includes all Reserves of 
the Army who are not members of the Army Na­
tional Guard of the United States. 
"§10105. Army National Guard of the United 

States: composition 
"The Army National Guard of the United 

States is the reserve component of the Army that 
consists of-

"(1) federally recognized units and organiza­
tions of the Army National Guard; and 

"(2) members of the Army National Guard 
who are also Reserves of the Army. 
"§10106. Army National Guard: when a com­

ponent of the Army 
"The Army National Guard while in the serv­

ice of the United States is a component of the 
Army. 
"§10107. Army National Guard of the United 

States: status when not in Federal service 
"When not on active duty, members of the 

Army National Guard of the United States shall 
be administered, armed, equipped, and trained 
in their status as members of the Army National 
Guard. 
"§10108. Naval Reserve: administration 

"(a) The Naval Reserve is the reserve compo­
nent of the Navy. It shall be organized, adminis­
tered, trained, and supplied under the direction 
of the Chief of Naval Operations. 

"(b) The bureaus and offices of the executive 
part of the Department of the Navy have the 
same relation and responsibility to the Naval 
Reserve as they do to the Regular Navy. 
"§10109. Marine Corps Reserve: administra-

tion 
"(a) The Marine Corps Reserve is the reserve 

component of the Marine Corps. It shall be or­
ganized, administered, trained, and supplied 
under the direction of the Commandant of the 
Marine Corps. 

"(b) The departments and offices of Head­
quarters, Marine Corps have the same relation 
and responsibilities to the Marine Corps Reserve 
as they do to the Regular Marine Corps. 
"§10110. Air Force Reserve: composition 

"The Air Force Reserve is a reserve compo­
nent of the Air Force to provide a reserve for ac­
tive duty. It consists of the members of the offi­
cers' section of the Air Force Reserve and of the 
enlisted section of the Air Force Reserve. It in­
cludes all Reserves of the Air Force who are not 
members of the Air National Guard of the Unit­
ed States. 
"§10111. Air National Guard of the United 

States: composition 
"The Air National Guard of the United States 

is the reserve component of the Air Force that 
consists of-

"(1) federally recognized units and organiza­
tions of the Air National Guard; and 

"(2) members of the Air National Guard who 
are also Reserves of the Air Force. 
"§ 10112. Air National Guard: when a compo­

nent of the Air Force 
"The Air National Guard while in the service 

of the United States is a component of the Air 
Force. 

"§10113. Air National Guard of the United 
States: statu• when not in Feckral service 
"When not on active duty, members of the Air 

National Guard of the United States shall be ad­
ministered, armed, equipped, and trained in 
their status as members of the Air National 
Guard. 
"§10114. Coast Guard Reserve 

"As provided in section 701 of title 14, the 
Coast Guard Reserve is a component of the 
Coast Guard and is organized, administered, 
trained, and supplied under the direction of the 
Commandant of the Coast Guard. Laws applica­
ble to the Coast Guard Reserve are set forth in 
chapter 21 of title 14 (14 U.S.C. 701 et seq.). 
"CHAPTER 1005-ELEMENTS OF RESERVE 

COMPONENTS 
"Sec. 
"10141. Ready Reserve; Standby Reserve; Re­

tired Reserve: placement and sta­
tus of members; training cat­
egories. 

"10142. Ready Reserve generally. 
"10143. Ready Reserve: Selected Reserve. 
"10144. Ready Reserve: Individual Ready Re-

serve. 
"10145. Ready Reserve: placement in. 
"10146. Ready Reserve: transfer from. 
"10147. Ready Reserve: training requirements. 
"10148. Ready Reserve: failure to satisfactorily 

perform prescribed training. 
"10149. Ready Reserve: continuous screening. 
"10150. Ready Reserve: transfer back from 

Standby Reserve. 
"10151. Standby Reserve: composition. 
"10152. Standby Reserve: inactive status list. 
"10153. Standby Reserve: status of members. 
"10154. Retired Reserve. 
"§10141. Ready Reserve; Stand'by Reserve; Re­

tired Reserve: placement and status of mem­
bers; training categories 
"(a) There are in each armed force a Ready 

Reserve, a Standby Reserve, and a Retired Re­
serve. Each Reserve shall be placed in one of 
those categories. 

"(b) Reserves who are on the inactive status 
list of a reserve component, or who are assigned 
to the inactive Army National Guard or the in­
active Air National Guard, are in an inactive 
status. Members in the Retired Reserve are in a 
retired status. All other Reserves are in an ac­
tive status. 

"(c) As prescribed by the Secretary concerned, 
each reserve component except the Army Na­
tional Guard of the United States and the Air 
National Guard of the United States shall be di­
vided into training categories according to the 
degrees of training, including the number and 
duration of drills or equivalent duties to be com­
pleted in stated periods. The designation of 
training categories shall be the same for all 
armed forces and the same within the Ready Re­
serve and the Standby Reserve. 
"§10142. Ready Reserve 

"(a) The Ready Reserve consists of units or 
Reserves, or both, liable for active duty as pro­
vided in sections 12301 and 12302 of this title. 

"(b) The authorized strength of the Ready Re­
serve is 2,900,000. 
"§10143. Ready Reserve: Selected Reserve 

"(a) Within the Ready Reserve of each of the 
reserve components there is a Selected Reserve. 
The Selected Reserve consists of units, and, as 
designated by the Secretary concerned, of Re­
serves, trained as prescribed in section 
10147(a)(l) of this title or section 502(a) of title 
32, as appropriate. 

"(b) The organization and unit structure of 
the Selected Reserve shall be approved-

"(]) in the case of all reserve components 
other than the Coast Guard Reserve, by the Sec­
retary of Defense based upon recommendations 

from the military departments as approved by 
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff in ac­
cordance with contingency and war plans; and 

"(2) in the case of the Coast Guard Reserve, 
by the Secretary of Transportation upon the 
recommendation of the Commandant of the 
Coast Guard. 
"§ 10144. Ready Reserve: Individual Ready Re­

serve 
"Within the Ready Reserve of each of the re­

serve components there is an Individual Ready 
Reserve. The Individual Ready Reserve consists 
of those members of the Ready Reserve who are 
not in the Selected Reserve or the inactive Na­
tional Guard. 
"§10145. Ready Re11erve: placement in 

" (a) Each person required under law to serve 
in a reserve component shall, upon becoming a 
member, be placed in the Ready Reserve of his 
armed force for his prescribed term of service, 
unless he is transferred to the Standby Reserve 
under section 10146(a) of this title. 

"(b) The units and members of the Army Na­
tional Guard of the United States and of the Air 
National Guard of the United States are in the 
Ready Reserve of the Army and the Ready Re­
serve of the Air Force, respectively. 

"(c) All Reserves assigned to units organized 
to serve as units and designated as units in the 
Ready Reserve are in the Ready Reserve. 

"(d) Under such regulations as the Secretary 
concerned may prescribe, any qualified member 
of a reserve component or any qualified retired 
enlisted member of a regular component may, 
upon his request, be placed in the Ready Re­
serve. However, a member of the Retired Reserve 
entitled to retired pay or a retired enlisted mem­
ber of a regular component may not be placed in 
the Ready Reserve unless the Secretary con­
cerned makes a special finding that the mem­
ber's services in the Ready Reserve are indispen­
sable. The Secretary concerned may not delegate 
his authority under the preceding sentence. 
"§10146. Ready Reserve: transfer from 

"(a) Subject to subsection (c) and under regu­
lations prescribed by the Secretary of Defense, 
or by the Secretary of Transportation with re­
spect to the Coast Guard when it is not operat­
ing as a service in the Navy, a member in the 
Ready Reserve may be trans/ erred to the Stand­
by Reserve. 

"(b) A Reserve who is qualified and so re­
quests may be trans/ erred to the Retired Reserve 
under regulations prescribed by the Secretary 
concerned and, in the case of the Secretary of a 
military department, approved by the Secretary 
of Defense. 

"(c) A member of the Army National Guard of 
the United States or the Air National Guard of 
the United States may be transferred to the 
Standby Reserve only with the consent of the 
governor or other appropriate authority of the 
State. 
"§10147. Ready Reserve: training require­

ment• 
"(a) Except as specifically provided in regula­

tions to be prescribed by the Secretary of De­
fense, or by the Secretary of Transportation 
with resjJect to the Coast Guard when it is not 
operating as a service in the Navy, each person 
who is enlisted, inducted, or appointed in an 
armed force, and who becomes a member of the 
Ready Reserve under any provision of law ex­
cept section 513 or 10145(b) of this title, shall be 
required, while in the Ready Reserve, to-

"(1) participate in at least 48 scheduled drills 
or training periods during each year and serve 
on active duty for training of not less than 14 
days (exclusive of traveltime) during each year; 
or 

"(2) serve on active duty for training not more 
than 30 days during each year. 
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"(b) A member who has served on active duty 

for one year or longer may not be required to 
pert orm a period of active duty for training if 
the first day of that period falls during the last 
120 days of the member's required membership in 
the Ready Reserve. 
"§10148. Ready Reserve: failure to satisfac­

torily perform prescribed training 
"(a) A member of the Ready Reserve covered 

by section 10147 of this title who fails in any 
year to perform satisfactorily the training duty 
prescribed in that section, as determined by the 
Secretary concerned under regulations pre­
scribed by the Secretary of Defense, may be or­
dered without his consent to perform additional 
active duty for training for not more than 45 
days. If the failure occurs during the last year 
of his required membership in the Ready Re­
serve, his membership is extended until he per­
! orms that additional active duty for training, 
but not for more than six months. 

"(b) A member of the Army National Guard of 
the United States or the Air National Guard of 
the United States who fails in any year to per­
! orm satisfactorily the training duty prescribed 
by or under law for members of the Army Na­
tional Guard or the Air National Guard, as the 
case may be, as determined by the Secretary 
concerned, may, upon the request of the Gov­
ernor of the State (or, in the case of the District 
of Columbia, the commanding general of the 
District of Columbia National Guard) be or­
dered , without his consent, to perform addi­
tional active duty for training for not more than 
45 days. A member ordered to active duty under 
this subsection shall be ordered to duty as a Re­
serve of the Army or as a Reserve of the Air 
Force, as the case may be. 
"§10149. Ready Ret1erve: continuous •creening 

"(a) Under regulations to be prescribed by the 
President, the Secretary concerned shall provide 
a system of continuous screening of units and 
members of the Ready Reserve to ensure the f al­
lowing: 

"(1) That there will be no significant attrition 
of those members or units during a mobilization. 

"(2) That there is a proper balance of military 
skills. 

"(3) That except for those with military skills 
for which there is an overriding requirement, 
members having critical civilian skills are not re­
tained in numbers beyond the need for those 
skills. 

"(4) That with due regard to national security 
and military requirements, recognition will be 
given to participation in combat. 

"(5) That members whose mobilization in an 
emergency would result in an extreme personal 
or community hardship are not retained in 
the Ready Reserve. 

"(b) Under regulations to be prescribed by the 
Secretary of Defense, and by the Secretary of 
Transportation with respect to the Coast Guard 
when it is not operating as a service in the 
Navy, a member of the Ready Reserve who is 
designated as a member not to be retained in the 
Ready Reserve as a result of screening under 
subsection (a) shall, as appropriate, be-

"(J) transferred to the Standby Reserve; 
" (2) discharged; or 
"(3) if the member is eligible and applies 

therefor, transferred to the Retired Reserve. 
"§10150. Ready Reseroe: transfer back from 

Standby Reseroe 
" Under regulations to be prescribed by the 

Secretary of Defense, and by the Secretary of 
Transportation with respect to the Coast Guard 
when it is not operating as a service in the 
Navy, a member of the Standby Reserve who has 
not completed his required period of service in 
the Ready Reserve may be trans! erred to the 
Ready Reserve when the reason for his trans/ er 
to the Standby Reserve no longer exists. 

"§ 10151. Standby Reserve: comJ>09ition 
''The Standby Reserve consists of those units 

or members , or both, of the reserve components, 
other than those in the Ready Reserve or Re­
tired Reserve, who are liable for active duty 
only as provided in sections 12301 and 12306 of 
this title. 
"§10152. Standby Re•erve: inactive Btatu• list 

"(a) An inactive status list shall be main­
tained in the Standby Reserve. Whenever an au­
thority designated by the Secretary concerned 
considers that it is in the best interest of the 
armed force concerned , a member in the Standby 
Reserve who is not required to remain a Reserve, 
and who cannot participate in prescribed train­
ing, may, if qualified, be transferred to the inac­
tive status list under regulations to be prescribed 
by the Secretary concerned. These regulations 
shall fix the conditions under which such a 
member is entitled to be returned to an active 
status. 
"§10153. Standby Reseroe: status of members 

"While in an inactive status, a Reserve is not 
eligible for pay or promotion and (as provided in 
section 12734(a) of this title) does not accrue 
credit for years of service under chapter 1223 of 
this title. 
"§10154. Retired Reserve 

"The Retired Reserve consists of the following 
Reserves: 

"(J) Reserves who are or have been retired 
under section 3911, 6323, or 8911 of this title or 
under section 291 of title 14. 

'' (2) Reserves who have been trans/ erred to 
the Retired Reserve upon their request, retain 
their status as Reserves, and are otherwise 
qualified. 

"CHAPTER 1007-ADMINISTRATION OF 
RESERVE COMPONENTS 

"Sec. 
"10201. Assistant Secretary of Defense for Re­

serve Affairs. 
"10202. Regulations. 
"10203. Reserve affairs: designation of general 

or flag officer of each armed 
force. 

"10204. Personnel records. 
"10205. Members of Individual Ready Reserve: 

requirement of notification of 
change of status. 

"10206. Members: periodic physical examina-
tions. 

"10207. Mobilization forces: maintenance. 
"10208. Annual mobilization exercise. 
"10209. Regular and reserve components: dis­

crimination prohibited. 
"10210. Dissemination of information. 
"10211. Policies and regulations: participation 

of reserve officers in preparation 
and administration. 

"10212. Gratuitous services of officers: authority 
to accept. 

" 10213. Reserve components: dual membership 
prohibited. 

"10214. Adjutants general and assistant adju­
tants general: reference to other 
officers of National Guard. 

"10215. Officers of Army National Guard of the 
United States and Air National 
Guard of the United States: au­
thority with respect to Federal 
status. 

"§10201. ABBistant Secretary of Defent1e for 
Reserve Affairs 
" As provided in section 138(b)(2) of this title, 

the official in the Department of Defense with 
responsibility for overall supervision of reserve 
component affairs of the Department of Defense 
is the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Reserve 
Affairs. 
"§ 10202. Regulations 

" (a) Subject to standards, policies, and proce­
dures prescribed by the Secretary of Defense, 

the Secretary of each military department shall 
prescribe such regulations as the Secretary con­
siders necessary to carry out provisions of law 
relating to the reserve components under the 
Secretary 's jurisdiction. 

" (b) The Secretary of Transportation, with 
the concurrence of the Secretary of the Navy, 
shall prescribe such regulations as the Secretary 
considers necessary to carry out all provisions of 
law relating to the reserve components insofar 
as they relate to the Coast Guard, except when 
the Coast Guard is operating as a service in the 
Navy . 

"(c) So far as practicable, regulations for all 
reserve components shall be uni! orm. 
"§10203. Reserve affairs: cksignation of 11en­

eral or flag officer of each armed force 
"(a) The Secretary of the Army may designate 

a general officer of the Army to be directly re­
sponsible for reserve affairs to the Chief of Staff 
of the Army. 

"(b) The Secretary of the Navy may designate 
a flag officer of the Navy to be directly respon­
sible for reserve affairs to the Chief of Naval 
Operations and a general officer of the Marine 
Corps to be directly responsible for reserve af­
fairs to the Commandant of the Marine Corps. 

" (c) The Secretary of the Air Force may des­
ignate a general officer of the Air Force io be di­
rectly responsible for reserve affairs to the Chief 
of Staff of the Air Force. 

"(d) The Secretary of Transportation may 
designate a flag officer of the Coast Guard to be 
directly responsible for reserve affairs to the 
Commandant of the Coast Guard. 

"(e) This section does not affect the functions 
of the Chief of the National Guard Bureau, the 
Chief of Army Reserve, or the Chief of Air Force 
Reserve. 
"§10204. Personnel record• 

"(a) The Secretary concerned shall maintain 
adequate and current personnel records of each 
member of the reserve components under the 
Secretary's jurisdiction showing the fallowing 
with respect to the member: 

"(J) Physical condition. 
''(2) Dependency status. 
''(3) Military qualifications. 
"(4) Civilian occupational skills. 
"(5) Availability for service. 
''(6) Such other information as the Secretary 

concerned may prescribe. 
"(b) Under regulations to be prescribed by the 

Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of each mili­
tary department shall maintain a record of the 
number of members of each class of each reserve 
component who, during each fiscal year, have 
participated satisfactorily in active duty for 
training and inactive duty training with pay. 
"§10205. Members of Ready Reserve: require-

ment of notifi,cation of change of status 
" (a) Each member of the Ready Reserve shall 

notify the Secretary concerned of any change in 
the member's address, marital status, number of 
dependents, or civilian employment and of any 
change in the member's physical condition that 
would prevent the member from meeting the 
physical or mental standards prescribed for the 
member's armed force. 

"(b) This section shall be administered under 
regulations prescribed by the Secretary of De­
fense and by the Secretary of Transportation 
with respect to the Coast Guard when it is not 
operating as a service in the Navy. 
"§ 10206. Members: periodk phy•kal ezcJllli. 

nation• 
"(a) Each member of the Ready Reserve who 

is not on active duty shall-
"(1) be examined as to his physical fitness 

every five years, or more often as the Secretary 
concerned considers necessary; and 

"(2) execute and submit annually to the Sec­
retary concerned a certificate of physical condi­
tion . 
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Each Reserve in an active status, or on an inac­
tive status list, who is not on active duty shall 
execute and submit ann,_ually to the Secretary 
concerned a certificate of physical condition. 

"(b) The kind of duty to which a Reserve or­
dered to active duty may be assigned shall be 
considered in determining physical qualifica­
tions for active duty. 
"§10207. Mobilization force•: maintenance 

"(a) Whenever units or members of the reserve 
components are ordered to active duty (other 
than for training) during a period of partial mo­
bilization, the Secretary concerned shall con­
tinue to maintain mobilization forces by plan­
ning and budgeting for the continued organiza­
tion and training of the reserve components not 
mobilized, and make the fullest practicable use 
of the Federal facilities vacated by mobilized 
units, consistent with approved joint mobiliza­
tion plans. 

"(b) In this section, the term 'partial mobiliza­
tion' means the mobilization resulting from ac­
tion by Congress or the President, under any 
law, to bring units of any reserve component, 
and members not assigned to units organized to 
serve as units, to active duty for a limited ex­
pansion of the active armed forces. 
"§10208. Annual mobilization e:rerciae 

"(a) The Secretary of Defense shall conduct 
at least one major mobilization exercise each 
year. The exercise should be as comprehensive 
and as realistic as possible and should include 
the participation of associated active component 
and reserve component units. 

"(b) The Secretary shall maintain a plan to 
test periodically each active component and re­
serve component unit based in the United States 
and all interactions of such units, as well as the 
sustainment of the forces mobilized as part of 
the exercise, with the objective of permitting an 
evaluation of the adequacy of resource alloca­
tion and planning. 
"§10209. Regular and reaerve component•: 

diacrimination prohibited 
" Laws applying to both Regulars and Re­

serves shall be administered without discrimina­
tion-

"(1) among Regulars; 
''(2) among Reserves; and 
"(3) between Regulars and Reserves. 

"§10210. Di•aemination of information 
''The Secretary of Defense shall require the 

complete and current dissemination, to all Re­
serves and to the public, of information of inter­
est to the reserve components. 
"§10211. Policie• and regulation•: participa· 

tion of Re•erve offi.cer• in preparation and 
adminiBtration 
" Within such numbers and in such grades 

and assignments as the Secretary concerned 
may prescribe, each armed force shall have offi­
cers of its reserve components on active duty 
(other than for training) at the seat of govern­
ment, and at headquarters responsible for re­
serve affairs, to participate in preparing and ad­
ministering the policies and regulations affect­
ing those reserve components. While so serving , 
such an officer is an additional number'of any 
staff with which he is serving. 
"§10212. Gratuitou• •ervice• of offi.cera: au· 
- tlaority to accept 

"Notwithstanding section 1342 of title 31 , the 
Secretary of a military department may accept 
the gratuitous services of an officer of a reserve 
component under the Secretary 's jurisdiction 
(other than an officer of the Army National 
Guard of the United States or the Air National 
Guard of the United States)-

"(1) in the furtherance of the enrollment, or­
ganization, and training of that officer 's reserve 
component or the Reserve Officers' Training 
Corps; or 

"(2) in consultation upon matters relating to 
the Armed Forces. 
"§10213. Reaerve component•: dual mem'ber­

Bhip prohibited 
"Except as otherwise provided in this title, no 

person may be a member of more than one re­
serve component at the same time. 
"§10214. Adjutant• geM!ral and a••i•tant ad­

jutant• general: reference to other officer• 
of National Guard 
"In any case in which, under the laws of a 

State, an officer of the National Guard of that 
jurisdiction, other than the adjutant general or 
an assistant adjutant general, normally per­
forms the duties of that office, the references in 
sections 12004(b)(l), 12215, 12642(c), 14507(b) , 
14508(e), and 14512 of this title to the adjutant 
general or the assistant adjutant general shall 
be applied to that officer instead of to the adju­
tant general or assistant adjutant general. 
"§10215. OfficerB of Army National Guard of 

the United State• and Air National Guard 
of the United State•: authority with re•pect 
to Federal Btatu• 
"(a)(l) Officers of the Army National Guard 

of the United States who are not on active 
duty-

"(A) may order members of the Army National 
Guard of the United States to active duty for 
training under section 12301(d) of this title; and 

"(B) with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Air Force, may order members of the Air Na­
tional Guard of the United States to active duty 
for training under that section. 

"(2) Officers of the Air National Guard of the 
United States who are not on active duty-

"( A) may order members of the Air National 
Guard of the United States to active duty for 
training under section 12301(d) of this title; and 

" (B) with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Army, may order members of the Army National 
Guard of the United States to active duty for 
training under that section. 

"(b) Officers of the Army National Guard of 
the United States or the Air National Guard of 
the United States who are not on active duty-

"(1) may enlist, reenlist, or extend the enlist­
ments of persons as Reserves of the Army or Re­
serves of the Air Force for service in the Army 
National Guard of the United States or the Air 
National Guard of the United States, as the case 
may be; and 

" (2) with respect to their Federal status, may 
-promote or discharge persons enlisted or reen­
listed as Reserves of the Army or Reserves of the 
Air Force for that service. 

"(c) This section shall be carried out under 
regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Army, with respect to matters concerning the 
Army, and by the Secretary of the Air Force, 
with respect to matters concerning the Air 
Force.". 

(2)( A) Sections 261 through 265 and 267 
through 281 are repealed. 

(B) Chapter 11 is amended by striking out the 
table of sections at the beginning and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: 
" Sec. 
" 261. Reference to chapters 1003, 1005, and 1007. 
"§261. Reference to chapterB 1003, 1005, and 

1007 
"Provisions of law relating to the reserve com­

ponents generally, including provisions relating 
to the organization and administration of the 
reserve components, are set forth in chapter 1003 
(beginning with section 10101), chapter 1005 (be­
ginning with section 10141) , and chapter 1007 
(beginning with section 10201) of this title. " . 

(3)(A) Chapter 519 and sections 652, 2001, 3076 
through 3080, and 8076 through 8080 are re­
pealed. 

(B) Section 552(e) of Public Law 98-525 is re­
pealed. 

(4) Section 1004 is amended-
( A) by striking out subsections (a) and (b); 

and 
(B) by striking out "(c)" before " Except as 

otherwise provided". 
(5)(A) Section 10147(a), as added by para­

graph (1), applies only to persons who were in­
ducted, enlisted, or appointed in an armed force 
after August 9, 1955. 

(B) Section 10148(b), as added by paragraph 
(1), applies only to persons who became members 
of the Army National Guard of the United 
States or the Air National Guard of the United 
States after October 4, 1961. 

(b) BOARDS AND COMMITTEES.-(}) Part I of 
subtitle E (as added by subsection (a)) is amend­
ed by adding at the end the following: 

"CHAPTER 1009--RESERVE FORCES 
POUCYBOARDSANDCOMMITl'EES 

"Sec. 
"10301. Reserve Forces Policy Board. 
"10302. Army Reserve Forces Policy Committee. 
"10303. Naval Reserve Policy Board. 
"10304. Marine Corps Reserve Policy Board. 
"10305. Air Force Reserve Forces Policy Com-

mittee. 
"§10301. Reserve Force• Policy Board 

"(a) There is in the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense a Reserve Forces Policy Board. The 
Board consists of the following: 

"(1) A civilian chairman appointed by the 
Secretary of Defense. 

"(2) The Assistant Secretary of the Army for 
Manpower and Reserve Affairs, the Assistant 
Secretary of the Navy for Manpower and Re­
serve Affairs, and the Assistant Secretary of the 
Air Force for Manpower and Reserve Affairs. 

"(3) An officer of the Regular Army des­
ignated by the Secretary of the Army. 

" (4) An officer of the Regular Navy and an 
officer of the Regular Marine Corps, each des­
ignated by the Secretary of the Navy. 

"(5) An officer of the Regular Air Force des­
ignated by the Secretary of the Air Force. 

"(6) Four reserve officers designated by the 
Secretary of Defense upon the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Army, two of whom must 
be members of the Army National Guard of the 
United States, and two of whom must be mem­
bers of the Army Reserve. 

" (7) Four reserve officers designated by the 
Secretary of Defense upon the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Navy. two of whom must 
be members of the Naval Reserve, and two of 
whom must be members of the Marine Corps Re­
serve. 

· '(8) Four reserve officers designated by the 
Secretary of Defense upon the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Air Force, two of whom 
must be members of the Air National Guard of 
the United States, and two of whom must be 
members of the Air Force Reserve. 

"(9) A reserve officer of the Army, Navy, Air 
Force, or Marine Corps who is a general officer 
or flag officer designated by the Chairman of 
the Board with the approval of the Secretary of 
Defense, and who serves without vote as mili­
tary adviser to the Chairman and as executive 
officer of the Board. 

" (10) An officer of the Regular Army, Regular 
Navy , Regular Air Force, or Regular Marine 
Corps serving in a position on the Joint Staff 
who is designated by the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff. 

" (b) Whenever the Coast Guard is not operat­
ing as a service in the Navy , the Secretary of 
Transportation may designate two officers of 
the Coast Guard, Regular or Reserve, to serve as 
voting members of the Board. 

"(c) The Board, acting through the Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for Reserve Affairs, is the 
principal policy adviser to the Secretary of De­
fense on matters relating to the reserve compo­
nents. 
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"(d) This section does not affect the commit­

tees on reserve policies prescribed within the 
military departments by sections 10302 through 
10305 of this title. 

"(e) A member of a committee or board pre­
scribed under a section listed in subsection (d) 
may. if otherwise eligible, be a member of the 
Reserve Forces Policy Board. 

"(f) The Board shall act on those matters re­
ferred to it by the Chairman and, in addition, 
on any matter raised by a member of the Board. 
"§ 10303. Naval Reserve Policy Board 

"A Naval Reserve Policy Board shall be con­
vened at least once annually at the seat of gov­
ernment to consider, recommend, and report to 
the Secretary of the Navy on reserve policy mat­
ters. At least half of the members of the Board 
must be officers of the Naval Reserve. 
"§10304. Marine Corps Reserve Policy Board 

"A Marine Corps Reserve Policy Board shall 
be convened at least once annually at the seat 
of government to consider, recommend, and re­
port to the Secretary of the Navy on reserve pol­
icy matters. At least half of the members of the 
Board must be officers of the Marine Corps Re­
serve.". 

(2)( A) Section 3021 is transferred to chapter 
1009 (as added by paragraph (1)), inserted after 
section 10301, and redesignated as section 10302. 

(B) Section 8021 is transferred to chapter 1009 
(as added by paragraph (1)), inserted after sec­
tion 10304, and redesignated as section 10305. 

(3) The text of section 175 is amended to read 
as follows: 

"There is in the Office of the Secretary of De­
fense a Reserve Forces Policy Board. The func­
tions, membership, and organization of that 
board are set forth in section 10301 of this 
title.". 

(4)(A) Chapter 303 (as amended by paragraph 
(2)( A)) is amended by adding at the end the f al­
lowing: 
"§3021. Army Reserve Forc~s Policy Conunittee 

"There is in the Office of the Secretary of the 
Army an Army Reserve Forces Policy Commit­
tee. The functions. membership, and organiza­
tion of that committee are set for th in section 
10302 of this title.". 

(B) Chapter 803 (as amended by paragraph 
(2)(B)) is amended by adding at the end the fol­
lowing: 
"§8021. Air For~ Reserve Forces Policy COJn­

mittee 
"There is in the Office of the Secretary of the 

Air Force an Air Force Reserve Forces Policy 
Committee. The functions, membership, and or­
ganization of that committee are set for th in sec­
tion 10305 of this title.". 

(C) NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU.-(l)(A) Chapter 
1011, as added by section 904(a), is amended by 
inserting after section 10506 the following: 
"§ 10507. National Guard Bureau: assignme11t 

of ofli.ce,.. of regular or reserve components 
"Except as provided in section 124402(b) of 

this title, the President may assign to duty in 
the National Guard Bureau as many regular or 
reserve officers of the Army or Air Forces as he 
considers necessary. ". 

(B) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 10506 the fallowing new 
item: 

"10507. National Guard Bureau: assignment of 
officers of regular or reserve com­
ponents.". 

(2) Sections 3541 and 8541 are repealed. 
(d) ANNUAL REPORTS TO CONGRESS.-(1) Part I 

of subtitle E, as added by subsection (a). is 
amended by adding aft,er chapter 1011, as added 
by section 904(a), the following: 

"'CHAPTER 1613-BUDGET INFORMATION 
AND ANNUAL REPORTS TO CONGRESS 

"Sec. 

"10541. National Guard and reserve component 
equipment: annual report to Con­
gress. 

"10542. Army National Guard combat readiness: 
annual report.". 

(2)( A) Section 115b is transferred to chapter 
1013, as added by paragraph (1), inserted after 
the table of sections, and redesignated as section 
10541. 

(B) The heading of that section is amended to 
read as fallows: 
"§10541. National Guard and reserve compo­

nent equipment: annual report to Con­
gress". 
(3) Section 3082 is transferred to chapter 1013, 

as added by paragraph (1), inserted after section 
10541 (as transferred and redesignated by para­
graph (2)), redesignated as section 10542, and 
amended by striking out the word in the section 
heading before the colon and by striking out 
subsection (c). 
SEC. 1662. LAWS RELA71NG TO RESERVE COMPO· 

NENT PERSONNEL POUCY. 
(a) STRENGTH AND DISTRIBUTION IN GRADE.­

(1) Subtitle E, as added by section 1611, is 
amended by inserting after part I of such sub­
title, as added by section 1661, the following: 

"PART II-PERSONNEL GENERALLY 

"Chap. 
"1201. Authorized Strengths and Dis-

tribution in Grade ........................ .. 
"1203. Enlisted Members .................... .. 
"1205. Appointment of Reserve Officers 
"1207. Warrant Officers ..................... .. 
"1209. Active Duty ............................. . 
"1211. National Guard Members in Fed-

Sec. 

12001 
12101 
12201 
12241 
12301 

eral Service ................................... 12401 
"1213. Special Appointments, Assign-

ments, Details, and Duties ............. 12501 
"1215. Miscellaneous ProhfNo present sections] 

bitions and Penalties 
"1217. Miscellaneous Rights and Bene-

fits ................................................ 12601 
"1219. Standards and Procedures for 

Retention and Promotion ............... 12641 
"1221. Separation ................................ 12681 
"1223. Retired Pay for Non-Regular 

Service .. ........................ ........... ..... 12731 
"1225. Retired Grade ........................... 12771 
"CHAPTER 1101-AUTHORIZED STRENGTHS AND 

DISTRIBUTION IN GRADE 
"Sec. 
"12001. Authorized strengths: reserve compo­

nents. 
"12002. Authorized strengths: Army and Air 

Force reserve components, exclu­
sive of members on active duty. 

"12003. Authorized strengths: commissioned of­
ficers active status. 

"12004. Strength in grade: reserve general and 
flag officers in an active status. 

"12005. Strength in grade: commissioned officers 
in grades below brigadier general 
or rear admiral (lower half) in an 
active status. 

"12006. Strength limitations: authority to waive 
in time of war or national emer­
gency. 

"12007. Reserve officers of the Army: distribu­
tion. 

"12008. Army Reserve and Air Force Reserve: 
warrant officers. 

"12009. Army and Air Force reserve components: 
temporary increases. 

"12010. Computations for Naval Reserve and 
Marine Corps Reserve: rule when 
fraction occurs in final result. 

"12011. Authorized strengths: reserve officers 01' 

active duty or on full-time Na­
tional Guard duty for administra­
tion of the reserves or the Na­
tional Guard. 

"12012. Authorized strengths: senior enlisted 
members on active duty or on full­
time National Guard duty for ad­
ministration of the reserves or the 
National Guard. 

"§12001. Authori:zed strengths: reserve compo­
nents 
"(a) Whenever the authorized strength of a 

reserve component (other than the Coast Guard 
Reserve) is not prescribed by law, it shall be pre­
scribed by the President. 

"(b) Subject to the authorized strength of the 
reserve component concerned, the authorized 
strength of each reserve component (other than 
the Coast Guard Reserve) in members in each 
grade is that which the Secretary concerned de­
termines to be necessary to provide for mobiliza­
tion requirements. The Secretary shall review 
these determinations at least once each year and 
revise them if he considers it necessary. How­
ever, a member of the reserve component con­
cerned may not, as a result of such a determina­
tion, be reduced in the member's reserve grade 
without the member's consent. 
"§12002. Authorized strengths: Army and Air 

Force reserve components, exclusive of mem­
bers on active duty 
"(a) The authorized strengths of the National 

Guard and the reserve components of the Army 
and the Air Force, exclusive of members who are 
included in the strengths authorized for mem­
bers of the Army and Air Force, respectively, on 
active duty. are as follows: 

"Army National Guard and the 
Army National Guard of the Unit-
ed States ................................... . 

"Army Reserve ...................... .. 
"Air National Guard and the 

Air National Guard of the United 

600,000 
980,000 

States .......... ............ ... .. .... .......... 150,000 
"Air Force Reserve .................. 500,000. 

"(b) The strength authorized by this section 
for the Army National Guard and the Army Na­
tional Guard of the United States, and the 
strength authorized by this section for the Air 
National Guard and the Air National Guard of 
the United States, shall be allocated among the 
States. 
"§ 12003. Authori:zed strengths: co11tm:iaeumed 
o(fi~rs in an active status 
"(a) The authorized strengths of the Army, 

Navy. Air Force, and Marine Corps in reserve 
commissioned officers, other than commissioned 
warrant officers and officers on an active-duty 
list. in an active status are as fallows: 

"Army ..................................... 275,000 
"Air Force ............................... 200,000 
"Navy ............... ...................... 150,000 
"Marine Corps ........................ 24,500. 

"(b) The authorized strengths prescribed by 
subsection (a) may not be exceeded unless-

"(1) the Secretary concerned determines that 
a greater number is necessary for planned mobi­
lization requirements; or 

''(2) the excess results directly from the oper­
ation of a nondiscretionary provision of law. 
"§ 12004. Strength in grade: relH!rw general 

and flag ofli.ce,.. in an active status 
"(a) The authorized strengths of the Army, 

Air Force, and Marine Corps in reserve general 
officers in an active status, and the authorized 
strength of the Navy in reserve officers in the 
grades of rear admiral (lower half) and rear ad­
miral in an active-status, are as follows: 

"Army..................................... Z07 
"Air Force ......................... ·...... 157 
"Navy..................................... 48 
"Marine Corps ...... .................. 10. 

"(b) The following Army and Air Force re­
serve officers shall not be counted for purposes 
of this section: 
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"(1) Those serving as adjutants general or as­

sistant adjutants general of a State. 
"(2) Those serving in the National Guard Bu­

reau. 
"(3) Those counted under section 526 of this 

title. 
"(c)(l) The authorized strength of the Navy 

under subsection (a) is exclusive of officers 
counted under section 526 of this title. Of the 
number authorized under subsection (a), 39 are 
distributed among the line and the staff corps as 
follows: ' 

"Line........................................... . 28 
"Medical Corps .. ........................... 5 
"Chaplain Corps ......................... .. 
"Judge Advocate General's Corps .. . 
"Dental Corps ... .. .... ... .. ..... .. .......... 2 
"Nurse Corps ............................... .. 
"Medical Service Corps ................. . 

"(2) The remaining authorizations for the 
Navy under subsection (a) shall be distributed 
among such other staff corps as are established 
by the Secretary of the Navy under the author­
ity provided by section 5150(b) of this title , ex­
cept that-

" ( A) if the Secretary has established a Supply 
Corps, the authorized strength for the Supply 
Corps shall be seven; and 

" (B) if the Secretary has established a Civil 
Engineering Corps, the authorized strength for 
the Civil Engineering Corps shall be two. 

" (3) Not more than 50 percent of the officers 
in an active status authorized under this section 
for the Navy may serve in the grade of rear ad­
mi ral. 

" (d) The authorized strength of the Marine 
Corps under subsection (a) is exclusive of those 
counted under section 526 of this title. 

" (e)(l) A reserve general officer of the Army 
or Air Force may not be reduced in grade be­
cause of a reduction in the number of general 
officers authorized under subsection (a). 

" (2) An officer of the Naval Reserve or the 
Marine Corps Reserve may not be reduced in 
permanent grade because of a reduction in the 
number authorized by this section for his grade. 

"§ 12005. Strength in grade: commissioned of-
ficers in grades below brigadkr general or 
rear admiral (lower half) in an active sta­
tus 

"(a)(l) Subject to paragraph (2) , the author­
ized strength of the Army and the Air Force in 
reserve commissioned officers in an active status 
in each grade named in paragraph (2) is as pre­
scribed by the Secretary of the Army or the Sec­
retary of the Air Force, respectively. A vacancy 
in any grade may be filled by an authorized ap­
pointment in any lower grade. 

" (2) A strength prescribed by the Secretary 
concerned under paragraph (1) for a grade may 
not be higher than the percentage of the 
strength authorized for the Army or the Air 
Force, as the case may be, under section 12003 of 
this title that is specified for that grade as f al­
lows: 

Grade 

Colonel .. ......... .. ... ... ... .... . 
Lieutenant colonel ....... .. . 
Major .... ...... ...... ... ...... ... . 
Captain .... .. .... ............... . 

79--059 0-97 Vol. 140 (Pt. 16) 6 

Anny 
per­

cent-
age 

2 
6 
13 
35 

Air 
Force 
per­
cent­
age 

1.8 
4.6 

14.0 
32.0 

Grade 

First lieutenant and sec­
ond lieutenant (when 
combined with the num­
ber authorized for gen­
eral officer grades under 
section 12004 of this 
title) ........................... . 

Anny 
per­
cent-
age 

44 

Air 
Force 
per­
cent­
age 

47.6 

" (b)(l) The authorized strengths of the Naval 
Reserve in line officers in an active status in the 
grades of captain, commander, lieutenant com­
mander, and lieutenant, and in the grades of 
lieutenant (junior grade) and ensign combined, 
are the fallowing percentages of the total au­
thorized number of those officers: 

"Captain ........................... . 
" Commander ...................... . 
" Lieutenant commander ..... . 
"Lieutenant ...................... .. 
" Lieutenant (junior grade) 

and ensign (when com­
bined with the number au­
thorized for flag officer 
grades under section 12004 

1.5 percent 
7 percent 

22 percent 
37 percent 

of this title) ... ... ........ ........ 32.5 percent. 
" (2) When the actual number of line officers 

in an active status in any grade is less than the 
number authorized by paragraph (1) for that 
grade, the difference may be applied to increase 
the number authorized by that paragraph for 
any lower grade or grades. 

"(c)(J) The authorized strengths of the Ma­
rine Corps Reserve in officers in an active status 
in the grades of colonel, lieutenant colonel, 
major, and captain, and in the grades of first 
lieutenant and second lieutenant combined, are 
the following percentages of the total authorized 
number of those officers: 

' 'Colonel ....... .... .. .. ... ... .... ... . 
"Lieutenant colonel .. ... .... .. . 
" Major ..... .. ...... .......... ....... . 
"Captain ............... ............ . 
"First lieutenant and second 

lieutenant (when combined 
with the number author-
ized for general officer 
grades under section 12004 

2 percent 
6 percent 

12 percent 
35 percent 

of this title) ... ................... 32.5 percent. 
"(2) When the actual number of officers in an 

active status in any grade is less than the num­
ber authorized by paragraph (1) for that grade, 
the difference may be applied to increase the 
number authorized by that paragraph for any 
lower grade or grades. 

"(d)(l) An officer of the Army or Air Force 
may not be reduced in grade because of a reduc­
tion in the number of commissioned officers au­
thorized for the officer's grade under this sec­
tion . 

" (2) An officer of the Naval Reserve or the 
Marine Corps Reserve may not be reduced in 
permanent grade because of a reduction in the 
number authorized by this section for his grade. 
"§12006. Strength limitations: authority to 

waive in time of war or national emergency 
"(a) In time of war, or of national emergency 

declared by Congress or the President, the Presi­
dent may suspend the operation of any provi­
sion of section 12003, 12004, or 12005 of this title. 
So long as any such war or national emergency 
continues, any such suspension may be ex­
tended by the President. 

" (b) Any suspension under subsection (a) 
shall, if not sooner ended, end on the last day 
of the two-year period beginning on the date on 

which the suspension (or the last extension 
thereof) takes effect or on the last day of the 
one-year period beginning on the date of the 
termination of the war or national emergency. 
whichever occurs first. With respect to the end 
of any such suspension, the preceding sentence 
supersedes the provisions of title II of the Na­
tional Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1621 , 1622) 
which provide that powers or authorities exer­
cised by reason of a national emergency shall 
cease to be exercised after the date of termi­
nation of the emergency. 
"§ 12007. Reserve offi.cers of the Army: dis­

tribution 
"The Secretary of the Army shall distribute 

the number of reserve commissioned officers, 
other than commissioned warrant officers, au­
thorized in each commissioned grade between 
those assigned to reserve units organized to 
serve as units and those not assigned to such 
units. The Secretary shall distribute the number 
who are assigned to reserve units organized to 
serve as units among the units of each reserve 
component by prescribing appropriate tables of 
organization and tables of distribution. The Sec­
retary shall distribute the number who are not 
assigned to such units between-

" (1) each special branch; and 
"(2) all other branches taken together. 

"§ 12008. Army Reserve and Air Force Reserve: 
warrant offi.cers 
"The Secretary of the Army may prescribe the 

authorized strength of the Army Reserve in war­
rant officers. The Secretary of the Air Force 
may prescribe the authorized strength of the Air 
Force Reserve in warrant officers. 
"§12009. Army and Air Force reserve compo­

nents: temporary increases 
" (a) The authorized strength in any reserve 

grade, as prescribed under this chapter, for any 
reserve component under the jurisdiction of the 
Secretary of the Army or the Secretary of the 
Air Force is automatically increased to the mini­
mum extent necessary to give effect to each ap­
pointment made in that grade under section 
1211(a) , 3036, 14304(b), 14314, or 14317 of this 
title. 

" (b) An authorized strength so increased is in­
creased for no other purpose. While an officer 
holds that grade, the officer whose appointment 
caused the increase is counted for the purpose 
of determining when other appointments, not 
under those sections, may be made in that 
grade. 
"§12010. Computations for Naval Reserve and 

Marine Corps Reserve: rule when fraction 
occurs in final result 
" When there is a fraction in the final result of 

any computation under this chapter for the 
Naval Reserve or the Marine Corps Reserve, a 
fraction of one-half or more is counted as one, 
and a fraction of less than one-half is dis­
regarded. 
"§ 12012. Authorized strengths: senior enlisted 

members on active duty or on full-time Na­
tional Guard duty for administration of the 
reserves or National Guard 
"(a) The number of enlisted members in pay 

grades E-8 and E-9 who may be on active duty 
(other than for training) or on full-time Na­
tional Guard duty under the authority of sec­
tion 502(f) of title 32 (other than for training) as 
of the end of any fiscal year in connection with 
organizing, administering, recruiting. instruct­
ing, or training the reserve components or the 
National Guard may not exceed the number for 
that grade and armed force in the fallowing 
table: 
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"Grade Army Navy Air 
Force 

Marine 
Corps 

E-9 ................................................................................................................................................... 569 202 
429 

328 
840 

14 
74 E-8 .......................................................................................................... .. ... .. ....... ... .. .. .................... 2,585 

"(b) Whenever the number of members serving 
in pay grade E-9 for duty described in sub­
section (a) is less than the number authorized 
for that grade under subsection (a), the dif­
ference between the two numbers may be applied 
to increase the number authorized under such 
subsection for pay grade E-8. ". 

(2)( A) Section 524 is transferred to chapter 
1201, as added by paragraph (1), inserted after 
section 12010, and redesignated as section 12011. 

(B) The heading of that section is amended to 
read as follows: 
"§ 12011. Authorized strengths: reserve officers 

on active duty or on full-time National 
Guard duty for administration of the re­
serves or the National Guard". 
(3) Chapter 531 and sections 3212, 3217 

through 3225, 5454, 5456, 5457, 5458, 8212, and 
8217 through 8225 are repealed. 

(4) Section 517 is amended-
( A) by striking out subsection (b); and 
(B) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub­

section (b) and in that subsection striking out 
"or whenever" and all that follows through 
"under subsection (b), ". 

(b) ENLISTMENTS.-(1) Part II of subtitle E, as 
added by subsection (a), is amended by adding 
after chapter 1201 (as added by subsection (a)), 
the following: 

"CHAPTER 1203-ENLISTED MEMBERS 
"Sec. 
"12101. Definition. 
"12102. Reserve components: qualifications. 
"12103. Reserve components: terms. 
"12104. Reserve components: transfers. 
"12105. Army Reserve and Air Farce Reserve: 

transfer from Guard components. 
"12106. Army and Air Force Reserve: transfer to 

upon withdrawal as member of 
National Guard. 

"12107. Army National Guard of United States; 
Air National Guard of the United 
States: enlistment in. 

"§12101. Definition 
"In this chapter, the term 'enlistment' means 

original enlistment or reenlistment. 
"§12105. Army Reserve and Air Force Reserve: 

transfer from Guard components 
"(a) Under such regulations as the Secretary 

concerned may prescribe-
"(1) an enlisted member of the Army National 

Guard of the United States may be transferred 
in grade to the Army Reserve; and 

"(2) an enlisted member of the Air National 
Guard of the United States may be transferred 
in grade to the Air Force Reserve. 

"(b) Upon such a transfer, the member trans­
ferred is eligible for promotion to the highest 
regular or reserve grade ever held by him in the 
Army, if transferred under subsection (a)(l), or 
the Air Force, if transferred under subsection 
(a)(2), if his service has been honorable. 

"(c) A transfer under this section may only be 
made with the consent of the governor or other 
appropriate authority of the State concerned. 
"§12106. Army and Air Force Reserve: transfer 

to upon withdrawal as member of National 
Guard 
"(a) An enlisted member of the Army National 

Guard of the United States who ceases to be a 
member of the Army National Guard becomes a 
member of the Army Reserve unless he is also 
discharged from his enlistment as a Reserve. 

"(b) An enlisted member of the Air National 
Guard of the United States who ceases to be a 

member of the Air National Guard becomes a 
member of the Air Force Reserve unless he is 
also discharged from his enlistment as a Re­
serve. 

"(c) An enlisted member who becomes a mem­
ber of the Army Reserve or the Air Force Re­
serve under this section ceases to be a member of 
the Army National Guard of the United States 
or the Air National Guard of the United States, 
as the case may be. 
"§12107. Army National Guard of United 

States; Air National Guard of the United 
States: enlistment in 
"(a) Except as provided in subsection (c), to 

become an enlisted member of the Army National 
Guard of the United States or the Air National 
Guard of the United States, a person must-

"(1) be enlisted in the Army National Guard 
or the Air National Guard, as the case may be; 

"(2) subscribe to the oath set forth in section 
304 of title 32; and 

"(3) be a member of a federally recognized 
unit or organiwtion of the Army National 
Guard or the Air National Guard, as the case 
may be, in the grade in which he is to be en­
listed as a Reserve. 

"(b)(l) Under regulations to be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Army, a person who enlists 
in the Army National Guard, or whose term of 
enlistment in the Army National Guard is ex­
tended, shall be concurrently enlisted, or his 
term of enlistment shall be concurrently ex­
tended, as the case may be, as a Reserve of the 
Army for service in the Army National Guard of 
the United States. · 

"(2) Under regulations to be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Air Force, a person who enlists 
in the Air National Guard, or whose term of en­
listment in the Air National Guard is extended, 
shall be concurrently enlisted, or his term of en­
listment shall be concurrently extended, as the 
case may be, as a Reserve of the Air Force for 
service in the Air National Guard of the United 
States. 

"(c)(l) A member of the Army Reserve who en­
lists in the Army National Guard in his reserve 
grade, and is a member of a federally recognized 
unit or organization of the Army National 
Guard, becomes a member of the Army National 
Guard of the United States and ceases to be a 
member of the Army Reserve. 

"(2) A member of the Air Force Reserve who 
enlists in the Air National Guard in his reserve 
grade, and is a member of a federally recognized 
unit or organization of the Air National Guard, 
becomes a member of the Air National Guard of 
the United States and ceases to be a member of 
the Air Force Reserve.". 

(2) Sections 510 (as amended by section 
1631(a)), 511, and 512 are transferred to chapter 
1203, as added by paragraph (1), inserted after 
section 12101, and redesignated as follows: 

Section 
510 .. ....... ......................... . 
511 .................................. . 
512 .................................. . 

Redesignated 
section 

12102 
12103 
12104 

(3) The following sections are repealed: sec­
tions 3259, 3260, 3261, 8259, 8260, and 8261. 

(c) APPOINTMENT OF OFFJCERS.-(1) Part JI of 
subtitle E, as added by subsection (a), is further 
amended by adding after chapter 1203 (as added 
by subsection (b)) the following: 

"CHAPTER 1205-APPOINTMENT OF 
RESERVE OFFICERS 

"Sec. 

"12201. Qualifications for appointment. 
"12202. Commissioned officer grades. 
"12203. Commissioned officers: appointment, 

how made; term. 
"12204. Commissioned officers: original appoint­

ment; limitation. 
"12205. Commissioned officers: appointment; 

educational requirement. 
"12206. Commissioned officers: appointment of 

former commissioned officers. 
"12207. Commissioned officers: service credit 

upon original appointment. 
"12208. Officers: appointment upon transfer. 
"12209. Officer candidates: enlisted Reserves. 
"12210. Attending Physician to the Congress: re-

serve grade while so serving. 
"12211. Officers: Army National Guard of Unit­

ed States. 
"12212. Officers: Air National Guard of United 

States. 
"12213. Officers; Army Reserve: transfer from 

Army National Guard of Vnited 
States. 

"12214. Officers; Air Force Reserve: transfer 
from Air National Guard of Unit­
ed States. 

"12215. Commissioned officers: reserve grade of 
adjutants general and assistant 
adjutants general. 

"§ 12215. Commissioned office1'8: reserve grade 
of adjutants general and assistant adju­
tants general 
"(a) The adjutant general or an assistant ad­

jutant general of the Army National Guard of a 
State may, upon being extended Federal rec­
ognition, be appointed as a reserve officer of the 
Army as of the date on which he is so recog­
nized. 

"(b) The adjutant general or an assistant ad­
jutant general of the Air National Guard of a 
State may be appointed in the reserve commis­
sioned grade in which Federal recognition in the 
Air National Guard is extended to him.". 

(2) Sections 591 (as amended by section 
1631(b)), 592, 593 (as amended by section 1632), 
594, 596, 596a (as added by section 1633), 596b (as 
added by section 1634), and 595 are transferred 
(in that order) to chapter 1205, as added by 
paragraph (1), inserted after the table of sec­
tions, and redesignated as follows: 

Section 
591 .................................. . 
592 .................................. . 
593 .................................. . 

594 ·········· ·· ····· ·················· 
596 .................................. . 
596a (as added by section 

1633) ............................ . 
596b (as added by section 

1634) ................. ..... .... .. . 
595 .................................. . 

Redesignated 
section 
12201 
12202 
12203 
12204 
12205 

12206 

12207 
12208 

(3) Sections 600, 600a, 3351 , 8351, 3352 (as 
amended by section 1636(a)), and 8352 are trans­
ferred (in that order) to chapter 1205, as added 
by paragraph (1), inserted after section 12208, 
and redesignated as follows: 

Section 
600 .................................. . 
600a ............................... .. 
3351 ................................ . 
8351 ............................... .. 

3352 ································· 

Redesignated 
section 
12209 
12210 
12211 
12212 
12213 
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8352 ································· 12214 
(d) WARRANT OFFICERS.-(]) Part II of sub­

title E, as added by subsection (a), is further 
amended by adding after chapter 1205 (as added 
by subsection (c)) the following: 

"CHAPTER 1207-WARRANT OFFICERS 
"Sec. 
"12241. Warrant officers: grades; appointment, 

how made; term. 
"12242. Warrant officers: promotion. 
"12243. Warrant officers: suspension of laws for 

promotions or mandatory retire­
ment or separation during war or 
emergency.". 

(2) Sections 597, 598, and 599 are transferred to 
chapter 1207, as added by paragraph (1), in­
serted after the table of sections, and redesig­
nated as fallows: 

Section 
597 ··········· ····· ··················· 
598 ............. ..................... . 

599 ··································· 

Redesignated 
section 
12241 
12242 
12243 

(3) Chapter 34 is amended to read as f olldws: 
"CHAPTER 34-APPOINTMENTS AS 

RESERVE OFFICERS 
"Sec. 
"591. Reference to chapters 1205 and 1207. 
"§591. Reference to chapters 1205 and 1207 

"Provisions of law relating to appointments of 
reserve officers other than warrant officers are 
set forth in chapter 1205 of this title (beginning 
with section 12201). Provisions of law relating to 
appointments and promotion of reserve warrant 
officers are set forth in chapter 1207 (beginning 
with section 12241). ". 

(e) ACTIVE DUTY.-(1) Part II of subtitle E, as 
added by subsection (a), is further amended by 
adding after chapter 1207 (as added by sub­
section (d)) the following: 

"CHAPTER 1209-ACTIVE DUTY 
"Sec. 
"12301. Reserve components generally. 
"12302. Ready Reserve. 
"12303. Ready Reserve: members not assigned to, 

or participating satisfactorily in, 
units. 

" 12304. Selected Reserve: order to active duty 
other than during war or national 
emergency. 

"12305. Authority of President to suspend cer­
tain laws relating to promotion, 
retirement, and separation. 

"12306. Standby Reserve. 
"12307. Retired Reserve. 
"12308. Retention on active duty after becoming 

qualified for retired pay. 
"12309. Reserve officers: use of in expansion of 

armed forces. 
"12310. Reserves: for organizing, administering, 

etc., reserve components. 
"12311. Active duty agreements. 
"12312. Active duty agreements: release from 

duty. 
"12313. Reserves: release from active duty. 
"12314. Reserves: kinds of duty. 
"12315. Reserves: duty with or without pay. 
"12316. Payment of certain Reserves while on 

duty. 
"12317. Reserves: theological students; limita-

tions. 
"12318. Reserves on active duty: duties; funding. 
"12319. Ready Reserve: muster duty. 
"12320. Reserve officers: grade in which ordered 

to active duty. 
"12321. Reserve Officer Training Corps units: 

limitation on number of Reserves 
assigned.". 

(2) Sections 672 through 673a, section 673b (as 
amended by section 511), sections 673c through 

687, section 689 (as amended by section 1625), 
and section 690 are transferred to chapter 1209, 
as added by paragraph (1), inserted after the 
table of sections, and redesignated as follows: 

Section 
672 .................................. . 
673 .................................. . 
673a ................................ . 
673b .............. .. ................ . 
673c ................................ . 
674 .... .............................. . 
675 .................................. . 
676 ................................. .. 
677 ................. ... .............. . 
678 .................................. . 
679 .................................. . 
680 ................................. .. 

681 ··································· 
682 .................................. . 
683 .. ................................ . 
684 ........... ....................... . 
685 .................................. . 
686 .................................. . 
687 ..... ....................... ...... . 
689 ..... .... ......................... . 
690 ......... ......................... . 

Redesignated 
section 
12301 
12302 
12303 
12304 
12305 
12306 
12307 
12308 
12309 
12310 
12311 
12312 
12313 
12314 
12315 
12316 
12317 
12318 
12319 
12320 
12321 

(3) The heading of section 12321 (as so redesig­
nated) is amended to read as fallows: 
"§12321. Reserve Officer Training Corps 

units: limitation on number of Reserves as­
signed". 
(4) Chapter 39 is amended by inserting after 

section 671b the following: 
"§672. Reference to chapter 1209 

"Provisions of law relating to service of mem­
bers of reserve components on active duty are 
set forth in chapter 1209 of this title (beginning 
with section 12301). ". 

(f) NATIONAL GUARD MEMBERS IN FEDERAL 
SERVICE.-(]) Part II of subtitle E, as added by 
subsection (a), is further amended by adding 
after chapter 1209 (as added by subsection (e)) 
the fallowing: 

"CHAPTER 1211-NATIONAL GUARD 
MEMBERS IN FEDERAL SERVICE 

"Sec. 
"12401. Army and Air National Guard of United 

States: status. 
"12402. Army and Air National Guard of United 

States: commissioned officers; 
duty in National Guard Bureau. 

"12403. Army and Air National Guard of United 
States: members; status in which 
ordered into Federal service. 

"12404. Army and Air National Guard of United 
States: mobilization; maintenance 
of organization. 

"12405. National Guard in Federal service: sta­
tus. 

"12406. National Guard in Federal service: call. 
"12407. National Guard in Federal service: pe­

riod of service; apportionment. 
"12408. National Guard in Federal service: phys­

ical examination. 
"§12401. Army and Air National Guard of the 

United States: status 
"Members of the Army National Guard of the 

United States and the Air National Guard of the 
United States are not in active Federal service 
except when ordered thereto under law. 
"§12402. Army and Air National Guard of 

United States: commiBBioned officers; duty 
in National Guard Bureau 
"(a) The President may, with their consent, 

order commissioned officers of the Army Na­
tional Guard of the United States and the Air 
National Guard of the United States to active 
duty in the National Guard Bureau. 

"(b)(l) The number of officers of the Army 
National Guard of the United States in grades 

below brigadier general who are ordered to ac­
tive duty in the National Guard Bureau may 
not be more than 40 percent of the number of of­
ficers of the Army authorized for duty in that 
Bureau and, to the extent practicable, shall not 
exceed 40 percent of the number of officers of 
the Army serving in that Bureau in any grade 
below brigadier general. 

"(2) The number of officers of the Air Na­
tional Guard of the United States in grades 
below brigadier general who are ordered to ac­
tive duty in the National Guard Bureau may 
not be more than 40 percent of the number of of­
ficers of the Air Force authorized for duty in 
that Bureau and, to the extent practicable •. shall 
not exceed 40 percent of the number of officers 
of the Air Force serving in that Bureau in any 
grade below brigadier general. 
"§12403. Army and Air National Guard of 

United States: members; status in which or­
dered into Federal service 
"Members of the Army National Guard of the 

United States ordered to active duty shall be or­
dered to duty as Reserves of the Army. Members 
of the Air National Guard of the United States 
ordered to active duty shall be ordered to duty 
as Reserves of the Air Force. 
"§12404. Army and Air National Guard of 

United States: mobilization; maintenance of 
organization 
"During an initial mobilization, the organiza­

tion of a unit of the Army National Guard of 
the United States or of the Air National Guard 
of the United States ordered into active Federal 
service shall, so far as practicable, be main­
tained as it existed on the date of the order to 
duty. 
"§12405. National Guard in Federal service: 

status 
"Members of the National Guard called into 

Federal service are, from the time when they are 
required to respond to the call, subject to the 
laws and regulations governing the Army or the 
Air Force, as the case may be, except those ap­
plicable only to members of the Regular Army or 
Regular Air Force, as the case may be. 
"§12406. National Guard in Federal service: 

call 
"Whenever-
"(]) the United States, or any of the Terri­

tories, Commonwealths, or possessions, is in­
vaded or is in danger of invasion by a foreign 
nation; 

''(2) there is a rebellion or danger of a rebel­
lion against the authority of the Government of 
the United States; or 

"(3) the President is unable with the regular 
forces to execute the laws of the United States; 
the President may call into Federal service mem­
bers and units of the National Guard of any 
State in such numbers as he considers necessary 
to repel the invasion, suppress the rebellion, or 
execute those laws. Orders for these purposes 
shall be issued through the governors of the 
States or, in the case of the District of Colum­
bia, through the commanding general of the Na­
tional Guard of the District of Columbia. 
"§12407. National Guard in Federal service: 

period of service; apportionment 
"(a) Whenever the President calls the Na­

tional Guard of a State into Federal service, he 
may specify in the call the period of the service. 
Members and units called shall serve inside or 
outside the territory of the United States during 
the term specified, unless sooner relieved by the 
President. However, no member of the National 
Guard may be kept in Federal service beyond 
the term of his commission or enlistment. 

" (b) When the National Guard of a State is 
called into Federal service with the National 
Guard of another of those jurisdictions, the 
President may apportion the total number called 



21772 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE August 12, 1994 
from the Army National Guard or from the Air 
National Guard, as the case may be, on the 
basis of the populations of the jurisdictions af­
fected by the call. 
"§12408. National Guard in Federal service: 

physical examination 
"(a) Under regulations prescribed by the 

President, each member of the National Guard 
called into Federal service shall be examined as 
to physical fitness, without further commission 
or enlistment. 

"(b) Immediately before such a member is mus­
tered out of Federal service, he shall be exam­
ined a~ to physical fitness. The record of this ex­
amination shall be retained by the United 
States.". 

(2) Sections 3495 through 3502 and 8495 
through 8502 are repealed. 

(g) MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS.-(1) Part II 
of subtitle E, as added by subsection (a) , is fur­
ther amended by adding after chapter 1211 (as 
added by subsection (f)) the following : 
"CHAPTER 1213-SPECIAL APPOINTMENTS, 

ASSIGNMENTS, DETAILS, AND DUTIES 
"Sec. 
"12501. Reserve components: detail of members 

of regular and reserve components 
to assist. 

"12502. Chief and assistant chief of staff of Na­
tional Guard divisions and wings 
in Federal service: detail. 

"§12501. Reserve components: detail of mem­
bers of regular and reserve components to 
assist 
" The Secretary concerned shall detail such 

members of the regular and reserve components 
under his jurisdiction as are necessary to effec­
tively develop, train, instruct , and administer 
those reserve components. 
"§ 12502. Chief and assistant chi.ef of staff of 

National Guard divisions and wings in Fed­
eral service: detail 
" (a) The President may detail a regular or re­

serve officer of the Army as chief of staff, and 
a regular or reserve officer or an officer of the 
Army National Guard as assistant to the chief 
of staff, of any division of the Army National 
Guard that is in Federal service as an Army Na­
tional Guard organization. 

" (b) The President may detail a regular or re­
serve officer of the Air Force as chief of staff, 
and a regular or reserve officer or an officer of 
the Air National Guard as assistant to the chief 
of staff, of any wing of the Air National Guard 
that is in Federal service as an Air National 
Guard organization. 

"CHAPTER 1215-MISCELLANEOUS 
PROHIBITIONS AND PENALTIES 

" [No present sections] 
"CHAPTER 1217-MISCELLANEOUS RIGHTS 

AND BENEFITS 
"Sec. 
" 12601. Compensation: Reserve on active duty 

accepting from any person. 
" 12602. Members of Army National Guard of 

United States and Air National 
Guard of United States: credit for 
service as members of National 
Guard. 

"§ 12601. Compensation: Reserve on active 
duty accepting from any person 
" Any Reserve who , before being ordered to ac­

tive duty, was receiving compensation from any 
person may , while he is on that duty , receive 
compensation from that person. 
"§12602. Members of Army National Guard of 

United States and Air National Guard of 
United States: credit for service as members 
of National Guard 
" (a) For the purposes of laws providing bene­

fits for members of the Army National Guard of 

the United States and their dependents and 
beneficiaries-

"(}) military training, duty, or other service 
performed by a member of the Army National 
Guard of the United States in his status as a 
member of the Army National Guard for which 
he is entitled to pay from the United States shall 
be considered military training, duty , or other 
service, as the case may be, in Federal service as 
a Reserve of the Army; 

"(2) full-time National Guard duty performed 
by a member of the Army National Guard of the 
United States shall be considered active duty in 
Federal service as a Reserve of the Army; and 

"(3) inactive-duty training performed by a 
member of the Army National Guard of the 
United States in his status as a member of the 
Army National Guard , in accordance with regu­
lations prescribed under section 502 of title 32 or 
other express provision of law, shall be consid­
ered inactive-duty training in Federal service as 
a Reserve of the Army. 

"(b) For the purposes of laws providing bene­
fits for members of the Air National Guard of 
the United States and their dependents and 
beneficiaries-

"(]) military training, duty , or other service 
performed by a member of the Air National 
Guard of the United States in his status as a 
member of the Air National Guard for which he 
is entitled to pay from the United States shall be 
considered military training, duty , or other serv­
ice, as the case may be, in Federal service as a 
Reserve of the Air Force; 

" (2) full-time National Guard duty performed 
by a member of the Air National Guard of the 
United States shall be considered active duty in 
Federal service as a Reserve of the Air Force; 
and 

" (3) inactive-duty training performed by a 
member of the Air National Guard of the United 
States in his status as a member of the Air Na­
tional Guard, in accordance with regulations 
prescribed under section 502 of title 32 or other 
express provision of law, shall be considered in­
active-duty training in Federal service as a Re­
serve of the Air Force.". 

(2) Sections 715, 1033, 3542, 3686, 8542, and 8686 
are repealed. 

(h) ST AND ARDS AND PROCEDURES FOR RETEN­
TION AND PROMOTION.-(1) Part II of subtitle E , 
as added by subsection (a), is further amended 
by adding after chapter 1217 (as added by sub­
section (g)) the following: 
"CHAPTER 1219-STANDARDS AND PROCE­

DURES FOR RETENTION AND PRO­
MOTION 

" Sec. 
" 12641 . Standards and procedures: Secretary to 

prescribe. 
" 12642. Standards and qualifications: result of 

failure to comply with . 
" 12643. Boards for appointment, promotion, and 

certain other purposes: composi­
tion. 

" 12644. Members physically not qualified for ac­
tive duty : discharge or transfer to 
retired status. 

"12645. Commissioned officers: retention until 
completion of required service. 

" 12646. Commissioned officers: retention of after 
completing 18 or more, but less 
than 20, years of service. 

" 12647. Commissioned officers: retention in ac­
tive status while assigned to Se­
lective Service System or serving 
as United States property and fis­
cal officers. " . 

(2) Sections 1001 , 1002, 266, 1004 (as amended 
by section 1661(b)(4)) , and 1005 through 1007 are 
transferred (in that order) to chapter 1219, as 
added by paragraph (1) , inserted after the table 
of sections, and redesignated as follows: 

Section 
1001 .. .... ... .... ...... ... .......... . 

1002 ······························· ·· 
266 ....... .. .......... .... ... ..... . . 

1004 .. ..... .. .. .................... . . 
1005 ....... .... ... ...... .......... .. . 
1006 ...... .......... ..... ........... . 

1007 ····················· ···· ····· ··· 
(3) Section 1003 is repealed. 

Redesignated 
section 
12641 
12642 
12643 
12644 
12645 
12646 
12647 

(4)(A) The heading of section 12641 (as so re-
designated) is amended to read as fallows: 
"§12641. Standards and procedures: Secretary 

to prescribe". 
(B) The heading of section 12644 (as so redes­

ignated) is amended to read as fallows: 
"§ 12644. Members physically not qualified for 

active duty: discharge or transfer to retired 
status". 
(5) Chapter 51 is amended by striking out the 

table of sections at the beginning and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: 

" Sec. 
" 1001 . Reference to chapter 1219. 
"§1001. Reference to chapter 1219 

"Provisions of law relating to standards and 
procedures for retention and promotion of mem­
bers of reserve components are set forth in chap­
ter 1219 of this title (beginning with section 
12641). ". 

(i) SEP ARATIQN.-(1) Part II of subtitle E, as 
added by subsection (a), is further amended by 
adding after chapter 1219 (as added by sub­
section (h)) the following: 

"CHAPTER 1221-SEPARATION 
"Sec. 
" 12681. Reserves: discharge authority . 
"12682. Reserves: discharge upon becoming or­

dained minister of religion. 
"12683. Reserve officers: limitation on involun­

tary separation. 
"12684. Reserves: separation for absence with­

out authority or sentence to im­
prisonment. 

"12685. Reserves separated for cause: character 
of discharge. 

" 12686. Reserves on active duty within two 
years of retirement eligibility: lim­
itation on release from active 
duty. 

"§12681. Reserves: discharge authority 
" Subject to other provisions of this title, re­

serve commissioned officers may be discharged 
at the pleasure of the President. Other Reserves 
may be discharged under regulations prescribed 
by the Secretary concerned. 
"§ 12682. Reserves: discharge upon becoming 

ordained minister of religion 
"Under regulations to be prescribed by the 

Secretary of Defense, a Reserve who becomes a 
regular or ordained minister of religion is enti­
tled upon his request to a discharge from his re­
serve enlistment or appointment. 
"§ 12683. Reserve officers: limitation on invol­

untary separation 
" (a) An officer of a reserve component who 

has at least five years of service as a commis­
sioned officer may not be separated from that 
component without his consent except-

" (]) under an approved recommendation of a 
board of officers convened by an authority des­
ignated by the Secretary concerned; or 

"(2) by the approved sentence of a court- mar­
tial. 

" (b) Subsection (a) does not apply-
" (]) to a separation under section 12684, 14901 , 

OT 14907 Of this t i tle; 
" (2) to a dismissal under section 1161(a) of 

this title; or 
"(3) to a transfer under section 12213, 12214, 

14514, or 14515 of this title. 
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"§ 12684. Reserves: separation for absence 

without authority or sentence to imprison­
ment 
"The President or the Secretary concerned 

may drop from the rolls of the armed force con-
cerned any Reserve- ' 

"(1) who has been absent without authority 
for at least three months; or 

"(2) who is sentenced to confinement in a 
Federal or State penitentiary or correctional in­
stitution after having been found guilty of an 
offense by a court other than a court-martial or 
other military court, and whose sentence has be­
come final. 
"§ 12685. Reserves separated for cause: char­

acter of discharge 
"A member of a reserve component who is sep­

arated for cause, except under section 12684 of 
this title, is entitled to a discharge under honor­
able conditions unless-

"(1) the member is discharged under condi­
tions other than honorable under an approved 
sentence of a court-martial or under the ap­
proved findings of a board of officers convened 
by an authority designated by the Secretary 
concerned; or 

"(2) the member consents to a discharge under 
conditions other than honorable with a waiver 
of proceedings of a court-martial or a board. 
"§ 12686. Reserves on active duty within two 

years of retirement eligibility: limitation on 
release from active duty 
"Under regulations to be prescribed by the 

Secretary concerned, which shall be as uniform 
as practicable, a member of a reserve component 
who is on active duty (other than for training) 
and is within two years of becoming eligible for 
retired pay or retainer pay under a purely mili­
tary retirement system, may not be involuntarily 
released from that duty before he becomes eligi­
ble for that pay, unless the release is approved 
by the Secretary.''. 

(2) Sections 1162 and 1163 are repealed. 
(j) RETIRED PAY.-(1) Chapter 67 is trans­

ferred to part II of subtitle E, as added by sub­
section (a), inserted after chapter 1221 (as added 
by subsection (i)), and amended to read as fol­
lows: 
"CHAPTER 1223-RETIRED PAY FOR NON­

REGULAR SERVICE 
"Sec. 
"12731. Age and service requirements. 
"12731a. Temporary special retirement qualifica­

tion authority. 
"12732. Entitlement to retired pay: computation 

of years of service. 
" 12733. Computation of retired pay: computa­

tion of years of service. 
"12734. Time not creditable toward years of 

service. 
"12735. Inactive status list. 
"12736. Service credited for retired pay benefits 

not excluded for other benefits. 
"12737. Limitation on active duty. 
"12738. Limitations on revocation of retired pay. 
"12739. Computation of retired pay. 
"§12731. Age and service requirements 

" (a) Except as provided in subsection (c), a 
person is entitled, upon application, to retired 
pay computed under section 12739 of this title, if 
the person-

" (1) is at least 60 years of age; 
"(2) has performed at least 20 years of service 

computed under section 12732 of this title; 
"(3) performed the last eight years of qualify­

ing service while a member of any category 
named in section 12732(a)(l) of this title, but not 
while a member of a regular component, the 
Fleet Reserve, or the Fleet Marine Corps Re­
serve; and 

"(4) is not entitled, under any other provision 
of law, to retired pay from an armed force or re-

tainer pay as a member of the Fleet Reserve or 
the Fleet Marine Corps Reserve. 

"(b) Application for retired pay under this 
section must be made to the Secretary of the 
military department, or the Secretary of Trans­
portation, as the case may be, having jurisdic­
tion at the time of application over the armed 
force in which the applicant is serving or last 
served. 

"(c)(l) A person who, before August 16, 1945, 
was a Reserve of an armed force, or a member of 
the Army without component or other category 
covered by section 12732(a)(l) of this title except 
a regular component, is not eligible for retired 
pay under this chapter unless-

''( A) the person per/ ormed active duty during 
World War I or World War II; or 

"(B) the person performed active duty (other 
than for training) during the Korean conflict, 
the Berlin crisis, or the Vietnam era. 

"(2) In this subsection: 
"(A) The term 'World War I' means the period 

beginning on April 6, 1917, and ending on No­
vember 11, 1918. 

"(B) The term 'World War II' means the pe­
riod beginning on September 9, 1940, and ending 
on December 31, 1946. 

"(C) The term 'Korean conflict' means the pe­
riod beginning on June 27, 1950, and ending on 
July 27, 1953. 

"(D) The term 'Berlin crisis' means the period 
beginning on August 14, 1961, and ending on 
May 30, 1963. 

"(E) The term 'Vietnam era' means the period 
beginning on August 5, 1964, and ending on 
March 27, 1973. 

"(d) The Secretary concerned shall notify 
each person who has completed the years of 
service required for eligibility for retired pay 
under this chapter. The notice shall be sent, in 
writing, to the person concerned within one 
year after the person completes that service. The 
notice shall include notice of the elections avail­
able to such person under the Survivor Benefit 
Plan established under subchapter II of chapter 
73 of this title and the Supplemental Survivor 
Benefit Plan established under subchapter III of 
that chapter, and the effects of such elections. 

"(e) Notwithstanding section 8301 of title 5, 
the date of entitlement to retired pay under this 
section shall be the date on which the require­
ments of subsection (a) have been completed. 

"(f) In the case of a person who completes the 
service requirements of subsection (a)(2) during 
the period beginning on the date of the enact­
ment of this subsection and ending on Septem­
ber 30, 1999, the provisions of subsection (a)(3) 
shall be applied by substituting 'the last six 
years' for 'the last eight years'. 
"§12731a. Temporary special retirement qual· 

ification authority · 
"(a) RETIREMENT WITH AT LEAST 15 YEARS OF 

SERVICE.-For the purposes of section 12731 of 
this title, the Secretary concerned may-

· ~ (1) during the period described in subsection 
(b), determine to treat a member of the Selected 
Reserve of a reserve component of the armed 
force under the jurisdiction of that Secretary as 
having met the service requirements of sub­
section (a)(2) of that section and provide the 
member with the notification required by sub­
section (d) of that section if the member-

"( A) as of October 1, 1991, has completed at 
least 15, and less than 20, years of service com­
puted under section 12732 of this title; or 

"(B) after that date and before October 1, 
1999, completes 15 years of service computed 
under that section; and 

"(2) upon the request of the member submitted 
to the Secretary , trans/ er the member to the Re­
tired Reserve. 

"(b) PERIOD OF AUTHORITY.-The period re­
ferred to in subsection (a)(l) is the period be­
ginning on October 23, 1992, and ending on Oc­
tober 1, 1999. 

"(c) APPLICABILITY SUBJECT TO NEEDS OF THE 
SERVICE.-(1) The Secretary concerned may 
limit the applicability of subsection (a) to any 
category of personnel defined by the Secretary 
in order to meet a need of the armed force under 
the jurisdiction of the Secretary to reduce the 
number of members in certain grades, the num­
ber of members who have completed a certain 
number of years of service, or the number of 
members who possess certain military skills or 
are serving in designated competitive categories. 

"(2) A limitation under paragraph (1) shall be 
consistent with the purpose set forth in section 
4414(a) of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484; 
106 Stat. 2713). 

"(3) Notwithstanding the provisions of section 
4415(2) of the Defense Conversion Reinvestment, 
and Transition Assistance Act of 1992 (division 
D of Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2714), the 
Secretary concerned may. consistent with the 
other provisions of this section, provide the noti­
fication required by section 12731(d) of this title 
to a member who no longer meets the qualifica­
tions for membership in the Selected Reserve 
solely because the member is unfit because of 
physical disability. Such notification may not be 
made if the disability is the result of the mem­
ber's intentional misconduct, willful neglect, or 
willful failure to comply with standards and 
qualifications for retention established by the 
Secretary concerned or was incurred during a 
period of unauthorized absence. 

"(d) EXCLUSION.-This section does not apply 
to persons referred to in section 12731(c) of this 
title. 

"(e) REGULATIONS.-The authority provided 
in this section shall be subject to regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary of Defense and by 
the Secretary of Transportation with respect to 
the Coast Guard. 
"§ 12732. Entitlement to retired pay: computa­

tion of years of service 
"(a) Except as provided in subsection (b), for 

the purpose of determining whether a person is 
entitled to retired pay under section 12731 of 
this title, the person's years of service are com­
puted by adding the following: 

"(1) The person's years of service, before July 
1, 1949, in the following: 

"(A) The armed forces. 
"(B) The federally recognized National Guard 

before June 15, 1933. 
"(C) A federally recognized status in the Na­

tional Guard before June 15, 1933. 
" (D) The National Guard after June 14, 1933, 

if his service therein was continuous from the 
date of his enlistment in the National Guard, or 
his Federal recognition as an officer therein, to 
the date of his enlistment or appointment, as the 
case may be, in the National Guard of the Unit­
ed States, the Army National Guard of the Unit­
ed States, or the Air National Guard of the 
United States. 

"(E) The Naval Reserve Force. 
"(F) The Naval Militia that conformed to the 

standards prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

"(G) The National Naval Volunteers. 
"(H) The Army Nurse Corps, the Navy Nurse 

Corps, the Nurse Corps Reserve of the Army, or 
the Nurse Corps Reserve of the Navy, as it ex­
isted at any time after February 2, 1901. 

' '(I) The Army under an appointment under 
the Act of December 22, 1942 (ch. 805, 56 Stat. 
1072). 

"(J) An active full-time status, except as a 
student or apprentice, with the Medical Depart­
ment of the Army as a civilian employee-

"(i) in the dietetic or physical therapy cat­
egories, if the service was performed after April 
6, 1917, and before April 1, 1943; or 

''(ii) in the occupational therapy category, if 
the service was perf armed before appointment in 



21774 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE August 12, 1994 
the Army Nurse Corps or the Women's Medical 
Specialist Corps and before January 1, 1949, or 
before appointment in the Air Force before Jan­
uary 1, 1949, with a view to designation as an 
Air Force nurse or medical specialist. 

"(2) Each one-year period, after July 1, 1949, 
in which the person has been credited with at 
least 50 points on the following basis: 

"(A) One point for each day of-
' '(i) active service; or 
"(ii) full-time service under sections 316, 502, 

503, 504, and 505 of title 32 while performing an­
nual training dut'Jf or while attending a pre­
scribed course of instruction at a school des­
ignated as a service school by law or by the Sec­
retary concerned; 
if that service conformed to required standards 
and qualifications. 

"(B) One point for each attendance at a drill 
or period of equivalent instruction that was pre­
scribed for that year by the Secretary concerned 
and conformed to the requirements prescribed by 
law, including attendance under section 502 of 
title 32. 

"(C) Points at the rate of 15 a year for mem­
bership-

''(i) in a reserve component of an armed force, 
"(ii) in the Army or the Air Force without 

component, or 
''(iii) in any other category covered by sub­

section (a)(l) except a regular component. 
For the purpose of clauses (A), (B), and (C), 
service in the National Guard shall be treated as 
if it were service in a reserve component, if the 
person concerned was later appointed in the Na­
tional Guard of the United States, the Army Na­
tional Guard of the United States, the Air Na­
tional Guard of the United States, or as a Re­
serve of the Army or the Air Force, and served 
continuously in the National Guard from the 
date of his Federal recognition to the date of 
that appointment. 

"(3) The person's years of active service in the 
Commissioned Corps of the Public Health Serv­
ice. 

"(4) The person's years of active commissioned 
service in the National Oceanic and Atmos­
pheric Administration (including active commis­
sioned service in the Environmental Science 
Services Administration and in the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey). 

"(b) The following service may not be counted 
under subsection (a): 

"(1) Service (other than active service) in an 
inactive section of the Organized Reserve Corps 
or of the Army Reserve, or in an inactive section 
of the officers' section of the Air Force Reserve. 

"(2) Service (other than active service) after 
June 30, 1949, while on the Honorary Retired 
List of the Naval Reserve or of the Marine Corps 
Reserve. 

"(3) Service in the inactive National Guard. 
"(4) Service in a non-federally recognized sta­

tus in the National Guard. 
"(5) Service in the Fleet Reserve or the Fleet 

Marine Corps Reserve. 
''(6) Service as an inactive Reserve nurse of 

the Army Nurse Corps established by the Act of 
February 2, 1901 (ch. 192, 31 Stat. 753), as 
amended, and service before July 1, 1938, as an 
inactive Reserve nurse of the Navy Nurse Corps 
established by the Act of May 13, 1908 (ch. 166, 
35 Stat. 146). 

''(7) Service in any status other than that as 
commissioned officer, warrant officer, nurse, 
flight officer, aviation midshipman, appointed 
aviation cadet, or enlisted member, and that de­
scribed in clauses (I) and (J) of subsection 
(a)(l). 

"§ 12733. Computation of retired pay: com­
putation of years of service 
"For the purpose of computing the retired pay 

of a person under this chapter, the person's 
years of service and any fraction of such a year 

are computed by dividing 360 into the sum of the 
following: 

"(1) The person's days of active service. 
"(2) The person's days of full-time service 

under sections 316, 502, 503, 504, and 505 of title 
32 while performing annual training duty or 
while attending a prescribed course of instruc­
tion at a school designated as a service school 
by law or by the Secretary concerned. 

"(3) One day for each point credited to the 
person under clause (B) or (C) of section 
12732(a)(2) of this title, but not more than 60 
days in any one year. 

"(4) 50 days for each year before July 1, 1949, 
and proportionately for each fraction of a year, 
of service (other than active service) in a reserve 
component of an armed force, in the Army or 
the Air Force without component, or in any 
other category covered by section 12732(a)(l) of 
this title, except a regular component. 
"§ 12734. Time not creditable toward years of 

service 
"(a) Service in an inactive status may not be 

counted in any computation of years of service 
under this chapter. 

"(b) Time spent after retirement (without pay) 
for failure to conform to standards and quali­
fications prescribed under section 12641 of this 
title may not be credited in a computation of 
years of service under this chapter. 
"§ 12735. Inactive status list 

"(a) A member who would be eligible for re­
tired pay under this chapter but for the fact 
that that member is under 60 years of age may 
be trans! erred, at his request and by direction of 
the Secretary concerned, to such inactive status 
list as may be established for members of his 
armed force, other than members of a regular 
component. 

"(b) While on an inactive status list under 
subsection (a), a member is not required to par­
ticipate in any training or other program pre­
scribed for his component. 

"(c) The Secretary may at any time recall to 
active status a member who is on an inactive 
status list under subsection (a). 
"§ 12736. Service credited for retired pay ben­

efits not excluded for other benefits 
"No period of service included wholly or part­

ly in determining a person's right to, or the 
amount of, retired pay under this chapter may 
be excluded in determining his eligibility for any 
annuity, pension, or old-age benefit, under any 
other law, on account of civilian employment by 
the United States or otherwise, or in determin­
ing the amount payable under that law, if that 
service is otherwise properly credited under it. 
"§ 12737. Limitation on active duty 

"A member of the armed forces may not be or­
dered to active duty solely for the purpose of 
qualifying the member for retired pay under this 
chapter. 
"§ 12738. Limitations on revocation of retired 

pay 
"(a) After a person is granted retired pay 

under this chapter, or is notified in accordance 
with section 12731(d) of this title that the person 
has completed the years of service required for 
eligibility for retired pay under this chapter, the 
person's eligibility for retired pay may not be 
denied or revoked on the basis of any error, mis­
calculation, misinformation, or administrative 
determination of years of service performed as 
required by section 12731(a)(2) of this title, un­
less it resulted directly from the fraud or mis­
representation of the person. 

"(b) The number of years of creditable service 
upon which retired pay is computed may be ad­
justed to correct any error, miscalculation, mis­
information , or administrative determination 
and when such a correction is made the person 
is entitled to retired pay in accordance with the 

number of years of creditable service, as cor­
rected, from the date the person is granted re­
tired pay. 
"§ 12739. Computation of retired pay 

"(a) The monthly retired pay of a person enti­
tled to that pay under this chapter is the prod­
uct of-

"(1) the retired pay base for that person as 
computed under section 1406(b)(2) or 1407 of this 
title; and 

"(2) 21/2 percent of the years of service credited 
to that person under section 12733 of this title. 

"(b) The amount computed under subsection 
(a) may not exceed 75 percent of the retired pay 
base upon which the computation is based. 

"(c) Amounts computed under this section, if 
not a multiple of $1, shall be rounded down to 
the next lower multiple of $1. ''. 

(2) Section 1401(a) is amended by striking out 
formula number 3 in the table set forth in that 
section. 

(3) Section 1405(a)(3) is amended by striking 
out "section 1333" and "section 1331" and in­
serting in lieu thereof "section 12733" and "sec­
tion 12731 ", respectively. 

(4) Section 1406(b) is amended-
( A) by striking out the matter preceding the 

table and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
"(b) RETIREMENT UNDER SUBTITLE A OR E.­
"(1) DISABILITY, WARRANT OFFICER, AND 

DOPMA RETIREMENT.-In the case of a person 
whose retired pay is computed under this sub­
title, the retired pay base is determined in ac­
cordance with the following table.": 

(B) in the table-
(i) by striking out the entry relating to section 

1331 (including the matter relating to that entry 
in the column under the heading "The retired 
pay base is:"); and 

(ii) by redesignating the references to foot­
notes 3 and 4 so as to refer to footnotes 2 and 
3, respectively; 

(C) by striking out footnote 2 to the table and 
redesignating footnotes 3 and 4 as footnotes 2 
and 3, respectively; and 

(D) by adding at the end the foilowing: 
"(2) NON-REGULAR SERVICE RETIREMENT.-ln 

the case of a person who is entitled to retired 
pay under section 12731 of this title, the retired 
pay base is the monthly basic pay, determined 
at the rates applicable on the date when retired 
pay is granted, of the highest grade held satis­
factorily by the person at any time in the armed 
forces. For purposes of the preceding sentence, 
the highest grade in which a person served sat­
isfactorily as an officer shall be determined in 
accordance with section 1370(d) of this title.". · 

(5) Section 1407 is amended-
( A) in subsection (c)(2)(B), by striking out 

"chapter 67" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"chapter 1223"; and 

(B) in subsection (f)(2)-
(i) by striking out "CHAPTER 67" in the head­

ing and inserting in lieu thereof "CHAPTER 
1223"; and 

(ii) by striking out "section 1331" and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "section 12731 ". 

(6) Section 1409(a)(l)(B) is amended by strik­
ing out "chapter 67" and inserting in lieu there­
of "chapter 1223". 

(7) Part II of subtitle A is amended by insert­
ing after chapter 65 the following: 

"Sec. 

"CHAPTER 67-RETIRED PAY FOR 
NONREGULAR SERVICE 

"1331. Reference to chapter 1223. 
"§ 1331. Reference to chapter 1223 

''Provisions of law relating to retired pay for 
nonregular service are set forth in chapter 1223 
of this title (beginning with section 12731). ". 

(8) Section 6034 is repealed. 
(k) RETIRED GRADE.-(1) Part II Of subtitle E, 

as added by subsection (a), is further amended 
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by adding after chapter 1223 (as added by sub­
section (j)) the following: 

"CHAPTER 1225-RETIRED GRADE 
"Sec. 
"12771. Reserve officers: grade on transfer to 

Retired Reserve. 
"12772. Reserve commissioned officers who have 

served as Attending Physician to 
the Congress: grade on transfer to 
Retired Reserve. 

"12773. Limitation on accrual of increased pay 
or benefits. 

"12774. Retired lists. 
"§12771. Reserve officers: grade on transfer to 

Retired Reserve 
"Unless entitled to a higher grade under an­

other provision of law, a reserve commissioned 
officer, other than a commissioned warrant offi­
cer, who is transferred to the Retired Reserve is 
entitled to be placed on the retired list estab­
lished by section 12774(a) of this title in the 
highest grade in which he served satisfactorily, 
as determined by the Secretary concerned and in 
accordance with section 1370(d), in the armed 
force in which he is serving on the date of trans­
fer. 
"§ 12772. Reserve commissioned officers who 

have served as Attending Physician to the 
Congress: grade on transfer to Retired Re· 
serve 
"Unless entitled to a higher grade under an­

other provision of law, a reserve commissioned 
officer who is trans/ erred to the Retired Reserve 
after having served in the position of Attending 
Physician to the Congress is entitled to be 
placed on the retired list established by section 
12774(a) of this title in the grade held by the of­
ficer while serving in that position. 
"§ 12773. Limitation on accrual of increased 

pay or benefi.ts 
"Unless otherwise provided by law, no person 

is entitled to increased pay or other benefits be­
cause of sections 12771 and 12772 of this title. 
"§12774. Retired lists 

"(a) Under regulations prescribed by the Sec­
retary concerned, there shall be maintained re­
tired lists containing the names of the Reserves 
of the armed forces under the Secretary's juris­
diction who are in the Retired Reserve. 

"(b) The Secretary of the Navy shall maintain 
a United States Naval Reserve Retired List con­
taining the names of members of the Naval Re­
serve and the Marine Corps Reserve entitled to 
retired pay.". 

(2) Sections 1374 and 6017 are repealed. 
(3)(A) Section 1376 is amended-
(i) by striking out subsection (a); and 
(ii) by striking out "(b)" before "The Sec­

retary concerned". 
(B) The heading of that section is amended to 

read as fallows: 
"§ 1376. Temporary disability retired lists". 
SEC. 1663. LAWS RELATING TO RESERVE COMPO-

NENT TRAINING AND EDUCATIONAL 
ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS. 

(a) TRAINING GENERALLY.-Subtitle E, as 
added by section 1611, is amended by adding 
after part Ill of such subtitle (as added by that 
section) the following: 
"PART IV-TRAINING FOR RESERVE COM· 

PONENTS AND EDUCATIONAL ASSIST· 
ANCE PROGRAMS 

"Chap. 
"1601. Training Generally 

Sec. 
[No present 

sections] 
"1606. Educational Assistance for Mem-

bers of the Selected Reserve ............ 16131 
"1608. Health Professions Stipend Pro-

gram ............................................. 16201 
"1609. Education Loan Repayments ..... 16301 

"CHAPTER 1601-TRAINING GENERALLY 
" {No present sections]". 

(b) MONTGOMERY GI BILL FOR SELECTED RE­
SERVE.-(1) Part IV of subtitle E (as added by 
subsection (a)) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
"CHAPTER 1606-EDUCATIONAL ASSIST­

ANCE FOR MEMBERS OF THE SELECTED 
RESERVE 

"Sec. 
"16131. Educational assistance program: estab-

lishment; amount. 
"16132. Eligibility for educational assistance. 
"16133. Time limitations for use of entitlement. 
"16134. Termination of assistance. 
"16135. Failure to participate satisfactorily; 

penalties. 
"16136. Administration of program. 
"16137. Reports to Congress.". 

(2) Sections 2131 through 2137 are transferred 
to chapter 1606, as added by paragraph (1), in­
serted after the table of sections, and redesig­
nated as fallows: 

Section 
2131 ................................ . 
2132 ................................ . 
2133 ................................ . 
2134 .............................. .. . 
2135 ................................ . 
2136 ................................ . 
2137 ................................ . 

Redesignated 
section 
16131 
16132 
16133 
16134 
16135 
16136 
16137 

(3) Sect1on 16131 (as so redesignated) is 
amended-

( A) in subsection (c)(3)(B)(i), by striking out 
"section 672 (a), (d), or (g), 673, or 673b" and in­
serting in lieu thereof "section 12301(a), 
12301(d), 12301(g), 12302, or 12304"; and 

(B) in subsection (g)(l), by striking out "sec­
tion 2136(c)" and inserting in lieu thereof "sec­
tion 16136(c)". 

(4) Section 16132 (as so redesignated) is 
amended-

(A) in subsection (a), by striking out "section 
2131" and inserting in lieu .thereof "section 
16131"; and 

(B) in subsection (c) , by striking out "sections 
2134 and 2135" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 1B134 and 16135". 

(5) Section 16133 (as so redesignated) is 
amended-

( A) in subsection (b)(l)(B), by striking out 
"section 268(b)" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 10143(a)"; and 

(B) in subsection (b)(4)(A), by striking out 
"section 672 (a), (d), or (g), 673, or 673b" and in­
serting in lieu thereof "section 12301(a), 
12301(d), 12301(g), 12302, or 12304". 

(6) Section 16135 (as so redesignated) is 
amended-

( A) by striking out "section 2132." in sub­
section (a)(l)(A) and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 16132"; and 

(B) by striking out "section 2132(a)" in sub­
section (b)(l)( A) and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 16132(a)". 

(7) Chapter 106 is amended by striking out the 
table of sections at the beginning and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: 
"Sec. 
"2131. Reference to chapter 1606. 
"2138. Savings provision. 
"§2131. Reference to chapter 1606 

''Provisions of law relating to educational as­
sistance for members of the Selected Reserve 
under the Montgomery GI Bill program are set 
forth in chapter 1606 of this title (beginning 
with section 16131). ". 

(C) HEALTH PROFESSIONS STIPEND PROGRAM.­
(1) Part IV of subtitle E (as added by subsection 
(a)) is amended by adding after chapter 1606 (as 
added by subsection (b)) the following: 

"CHAPTER 1608-HEALTH PROFESSIONS 
STIPEND PROGRAM 

"Sec. 
"16201. Financial assistance: health-care profes­

sionals in reserve components. 
"16202. Reserve service: required active duty for 

training. 
"16203. Penalties and limitations. 
"16204. Regulations. 
"§16204. Regulations 

''This chapter shall be administered under 
regulations prescribed by the Secretary of De­
fense.". 

(2) Section 2128 is transferred to chapter 1608, 
as added by paragraph (1), inserted after the 
table of sections, redesignated as section 16201, 
and amended by striking out subsection (f). 

(3) Section 2129 is transferred to chapter 1608, 
as added by paragraph (1), inserted after section 
16201 (as transferred and redesignated by para­
graph (2)), and redesignated as section 16202. 

(4)(A) Section 2130 is transferred to chapter 
1608, as added by paragraph (1), inserted after 
section 16202 (as transferred and redesignated 
by paragraph (3)), redesignated as section 16203, 
and amended by striking out subsection (c). 

(B) The heading of that section is amended to 
read as fallows: 
"§16203. Penalties and limitations". 

(5) Section 16201, as so redesignated, is amend­
ed by striking out "subchapter" each place it 
appears and inserting in lieu thereof "chapter". 

(6) Section 16202, as so redesignated, is amend­
ed by striking out "section 2128" both places it 
appears and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
16201". 

(7) Chapter 105 is amended-
( A) in the table of subchapters before sub­

chapter 1-
(i) by striking out the item relating to sub­

chapter II; and 
(ii) by redesignating the item relating to sub­

chapter Ill so as to refer to subchapter II; 
(B) by striking out the heading for subchapter 

II and the table of sections following that head­
ing; and 

(C) by redesignating subchapter Ill as sub­
chapter II. 

(d) EDUCATION LOAN REPAYMENT PRO­
GRAMS.-(]) Part IV of subtitle E (as added by 
subsection (a)) is amended by adding after 
chapter 1608 (as added by subsection (c) the fol­
lowing: 

"CHAPTER 1609--EDUCATION LOAN 
REPAYMENT PROGRAMS 

"Sec. 
"16301. Education loan repayment program: en­

listed members of Selected Reserve 
with critical specialties. 

"16302. Education loan repayment program: 
health professions officers serving 
in Selected Reserve with wartime 
critical medical skill shortages. 

"§16301. Education loan repayment program: 
enlisted members of Sekcted Reserve with 
critical specialties 
"(a)(l) Subject to the provisions of this sec­

tion, the Secretary of Defense may repay-
"( A) any loan made, insured, or guaranteed 

under part B of title IV of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1071 et seq.); or 

"(B) any loan made under part E of such title 
(20 U.S.C. 1087aa et seq.). 
Repayment of any such loan shall be made on 
the basis of each complete year of service per­
formed by the borrower. 

"(2) The Secretary may repay loans described 
in paragraph (1) in the case of any person for 
service performed as an enlisted member of the 
Selected Reserve of the Ready Reserve of an 
armed force in a reserve component and military 
specialty specified by the Secretary of Defense. 
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The Secretary may repay such a loan only if the 
person to whom the loan was made performed 
such service after the loan was made. 

"(b) The portion or amount of a loan that 
may be repaid under subsection (a) is 15 percent 
or $500, whichever is greater, for each year of 
service. 

"(c) If a portion of a loan is repaid under this 
section for any yea,r, interest on the remainder 
of the loan shall accrue and be paid in the same 
manner as is otherwise required. 

"(d) Nothing in this section shall be construed 
to authorize refunding any repayment of a loan. 

"(e) A person who transfers from service mak­
ing the person eligible for repayment of loans 
under this section (as described in subsection 
(a)(2)) to service making the person eligible for 
repayment of loans under section 2171 of this 
title (as described in subsection (a)(2) of that 
section) during a year shall be eligible to have 
repaid a portion of such loan determined by giv­
ing appropriate fractional credit for each por­
tion of the year so served, in accordance with 
regulations of the Secretary concerned. 

"(f) The Secretary of Defense shall, by regula­
tion, prescribe a schedule for the allocation of 
funds made available to carry out the provisions 
of this section and section 2171 of this title dur­
ing any year for which funds are not sufficient 
to pay the sum of the amounts eligible for re­
payment under subsection (a) and section 
2171(a) of this title.". 

(2)( A) Section 2172 is transferred to the end of 
chapter 1609, as added by paragraph (1), and re­
designated as section 16302. 

(B) The heading of such section is amended to 
read as follows: 
"§16302. Education loan repayment program: 

health professions ofli.cer11 11eroing in Se­
lected Re11erve with wartime critical medi­
cal skill 11horlages". 
(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-Section 2171 

is amended as follows: 
(1) Subsection (a)(l)(B) is amended by striking 

out "or" after "(B)". 
(2) Subsection (a)(2) is amended-
( A) in the first sentence, by striking out "per­

son for-" and all that follows through "(B) 
service performed" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"person for service performed"; and 

(B) by striking out the second sentence. 
(3) Subsection (b) is amended to read as fol­

lows: 
"(b) The portion or amount of a loan that 

may be repaid under subsection (a) is 33113 per­
cent or $1,500, whichever is greater, for each 
year of service.". 

(4) Subsection (e) is amended by striking out 
"Any individual who transfers from service de­
scribed in clause (A) or (B) of subsection (a)(2) 
to service described in the other clause of such 
subsection" and inserting in lieu thereof "A per­
son who transfers from service making the per­
son eligible for repayment of loans under this 
section (as described in subsection (a)(2)) to 
service making the person eligible for repayment 
of loans under section 16301 of this title (as de­
scribed in subsection (a)(2) of that section)". 

(5) Subsection (f) is amended-
( A) by inserting "and section 16301 of this 

title" after "this section"; and 
(B) by inserting "and section 16301(a) of this 

title" after "subsection (a)". 
(6) The heading of such section is amended to 

read as follows: 
"§2171. Education loan repayment program: 

enlisted memben on active duty in 11pecified 
military 11pecialtie11". 

SEC. 1664. LAWS RELATING TO RESERVE COMPO­
NENT PROCUREMENT AND EQUIP­
MENT. 

(a) ADDITION OF NEW p ART.-(1) Subtitle E, as 
added by section 1611, is amended by adding 
after part IV of such subtitle (as added by sec­
tion 1663) the following: 

"PART V-SERVICE, SUPPLY, AND 
PROCUREMENT 

"Chap. 
"1801. Issue of Serviceable 

Material to Reserve Com-

Sec. 

ponents .................. ..... .... . [No present 
sections] 

"1803. Facilities for Reserve Compo-
nents.................... .. ............ .. ......... 18231 

"1805. Miscellaneous Provisions ........... 18501 
"CHAPTER 1801-ISSUE OF SERVICEABLE 

MATERIAL TO RESERVE COMPONENTS 
"[No present sections]". 

(b) FACILITIES FOR RESERVE COMPONENTS.­
(]) Chapter 133 is transferred to the end of part 
V of subtitle E, as added by subsection (a), and 
redesignated as chapter 1803. 

(2) The sections of that chapter are redesig-
nated as follows: · 

Section 
2231 ................................ . 

2232 ································· 
2233 ................................ . 
2233a .............................. . 
2234 ..... .. ...................... ... . 
2235 ................................ . 
2236 ................................ . 

2237 ····· ·· ······················· ·· · 
2238 .............. .................. . 
2239 ................................ . 

Rede11ignated 
section 

18231 
18232 
18233 
18233a 
18234 
18235 
18236 
18237 
18238 
18239 

(3) The items in the table of sections at the be­
ginning of such chapter are revised to reflect the 
redesignations made by paragraph (2). 

(4) Section 18233 (as redesignated by para­
graph (2)) is amended by striking out "sections 
2233a, 2234, 2235, 2236, and 2238" in subsection 
(a) and inserting in lieu thereof "sections 
18233a, 18234, 18235, 18236, and 18238". 

(5) Section 18233a (as redesignated by para­
graph (2)) is amended-

( A) in subsection (a), by striking out "section 
2233" and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
18233"; and 

(B) in subsection (b), by striking out "section 
2233(a)" and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
18233(a)". 

(6) Section 18234 (as redesignated by para­
graph (2)) is amended by striking out "section 
2233" and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
18233". 

(7) Section 18235 (as redesignated by para­
graph (2)) is amended by striking out "section 
2233(a)(l)" in subsection (a)(l) and inserting in 
lieu thereof "section 18233". 

(8) Section 18236 (as redesignated by para­
graph (2)) is amended-

( A) in subsection (a)-
(i) by striking out "section 2233" in the first 

sentence and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
18233"; and 

(ii) by striking out "section 2233(a) (3) or (4)" 
in the second sentence and inserting in lieu 
thereof "paragraph (3) or (4) of section 
18233(a)"; 

(B) in subsection (b)-
(i) by striking out "clause (4) or (5) of section 

2233(a)" in the matter preceding paragraph (1) 
and inserting in lieu thereof "paragraph (4) or 
(5) of section 18233(a)"; and 

(ii) by striking out "section 2233(e)" in para­
graph (2) and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
18233(e)"; and 

(C) in subsection (c), by striking out "section 
2233" and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
18233". 

(9) Section 18237 (as redesignated by para­
graph (2)) is amended-

( A) in subsection (a), by striking out "section 
2233(a)(2), (3) and (4)" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "paragraph (2), (3), or (4) of section 
18233(a)"; and 

(B) in subsection (b), by striking out "section 
2233(a) (2), (3) or (4)" and inserting in lieu 

thereof "paragraph (2), (3), or (4) of section 
18233(a)". 

(10) Section 18239 (as redesignated by para­
graph (2)) is amended by striking out "section 
2233" both places it appears and inserting in 
lieu thereof "section 18233". 

(11) Part IV of subtitle A is amended by in­
serting after chapter 131 the following : 
"CHAPTER 183-FACILITIES FOR RESERVE 

COMPONENTS 
"Sec. 
"2231. Reference to chapter 1803. 
"§2281. Reference to chapter 1808 

"Provisions of law relating to facilities for re­
serve components are set forth in chapter 1803 of 
this title (beginning with section 18231). ". 

(C) MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS.-(1) Part v of 
subtitle E, as added by subsection (a), is amend­
ed by adding after chapter 1803, as transferred 
by subsection (b), the following: 

"CHAPTER 1805-MISCELLANEOUS 
PROVISIONS 

"Sec. 
" 18501. Reserve components: personnel and lo­

gistic support by military depart­
ments. 

"18502. Reserve components: supplies, services, 
and facilities. 

"§ 18501. Reserve component11: penonnel and 
logistic 11upporl by military deparlmentll 
"The Secretary concerned is responsible for 

providing the personnel, equipment, facilities, 
and other general logistic support necessary to 
enable units and Reserves in the Ready Reserve 
of the reserve components under his jurisdiction 
to satisfy the training requirements and mobili­
zation readiness requirements for those units 
and Reserves as recommended by the Secretary 
concerned and by the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff and approved by the Secretary of 
Defense, and as recommended by the Com­
mandant of the Coast Guard and approved by 
the Secretary of Transportation when the Coast 
Guard is not operated as a service of the Navy. 
"§ 18502. Reserve component11: 11upplie11, serv-

ice11, and facilitie11 
"(a) The Secretary concerned shall make 

available to the reserve components under his 
jurisdiction the supplies, services, and facilities 
of the armed forces under his jurisdiction that 
he considers necessary to support and develop 
those components. 

"(b) Whenever he finds it to be in the best in­
terest of the United States, the Secretary con­
cerned may issue supplies of the armed forces 
under his jurisdiction to the reserve components 
under his jurisdiction, without charge to the ap­
propriations for those components for the cost or 
value of the supplies or for any related expense. 

"(c) Whenever he finds it to be in the best in­
terest of the United States, the Secretary of the 
Army or the Secretary of the Air Force may 
issue to the Army National Guard or the Air Na­
tional Guard, as the case may be, supplies of the 
armed forces under his jurisdiction that are in 
addition to supplies issued to that National 
Guard under section 702 of title 32 or charged 
against its appropriations under section 106 or 
107 of title 32, without charge to the appropria­
tions for those components for the cost or value 
of the supplies or for any related expense. 

"(d) Supplies issued under subsection (b) or 
(c) may be repossessed or redistributed as pre­
scribed by the Secretary concerned.". 

(2) Section 2540 is repealed. 
SEC. 1665. LEGISLATIVE CONSTRUCTION. 

(a) REFERENCES TO TRANSFERRED OR RE­
PLACED PROVISIONS.-A reference to a provision 
of title 10, United States Code, transferred or re­
placed by the provisions of sections 1661 through 
1664 (including a reference in a regulation, 
order, or other law) shall be treated as referring 
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to that provision as transferred or to the cor­
responding provision as so enacted by this sub­
title. 

(b) SAVINGS PROVISION FOR REGULATIONS.-A 
regulation, rule, or order in effect under a pro­
vision of title 10, United States Code, replaced 
by a provision of that title enacted by sections 
1661 through 1664 shall continue in effect under 
the corresponding provision so enacted until re­
pealed, amended, or superseded. 

(c) GENERAL SAVINGS PROVISION.-An action 
taken, or a right that matured, under a provi­
sion of title 10, United States Code, replaced by 
a provision of that title enacted by sections 1661 
through 1664 shall be treated as having been 
taken, or having matured, under the cor­
responding provision so enacted. 

Subtitle D-Technical and Clerical 
Amendment11 

SEC. 1671. AMENDMENTS TO SUBTITLE A OF 
TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE. 

(a) TABLE OF SUBTITLES.-The table of sub­
titles preceding subtitle A is amended by adding 
at the end the following new item: 
"E. Re11erve Component11 ..................... 10001". 

(b) TABLES OF SECTIONS.-
(}) The table of sections at the beginning of 

chapter 2 is amended by striking out the item re­
lating to section 115b. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 3 is amended by striking out the item re­
lating to section 123 and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 
"123. Authority to suspend officer personnel 

laws during war or national emer­
gency.". 

(3) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 31 is amended by striking out the items 
relating to sections 510, 511, 512, and 517. 

(4) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 32 is amended-

( A) by striking out the item relating to section 
524; and 

(B) by striking out "524," in the item relating 
to section 527. 

(5) The table of sections at the beginning of 
subchapter V of chapter 36 is amended by strik­
ing out the item relating to section 644. 

(6) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 37 is amended by striking out the item 
relating to section 652. 

(7) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 39 is amended-

( A) by striking out the item relating to section 
672 and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
"672. Reference to chapter 1209. "; 
and 

(B) by striking out the items relating to sec­
tion 673 through 686 and section 689. 

(8) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 41 is amended by striking out the item 
relating to section 715. 

(9) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 53 is amended by striking out the item 
relating to section 1033. 

(10) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 59 is amended by striking out the items 
relating to sections 1162 and 1163. 

(11) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 69 is amended-

( A) by striking out the item relating to section 
1374; and 

(B) by striking out the item relating to section 
1376 and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
"1376. Temporary disability retired lists.". 

(12) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 101 is amended by striking out the item 
relating to section 2001. 

(13) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 109 is amended by striking out the items 
relating to sections 2171 and 2172 and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: 

"2171. Education loan repayment program: en­
listed members on active duty in 
specified military specialties.". 

(14) The table of sections at the beginning of 
subchapter I of chapter 152 is amended by strik­
ing out the item relating to section 2540. 

(C) CROSS-REFERENCE AMENDMENTS-
(1) Section 101(a)(13) is amended by striking 

out "672(a), 673, 673b, 673c, 688, 3500, or 8500" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "688, 12301(a), 
12302, 12304, 12305, or 12406". 

(2) Section 113(c)(3) is amended by striking out 
"chapters 51, 337, 361, 363, 549, 573, 837, 861, and 
863 of this title, as far as they apply to reserve 
officers" and inserting in lieu thereof "chapters 
1219 and 1401 through 1411 of this title ". 

(3) Section 523(b)(l) is amended-
(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking out "sec­

tion 265" and all that follows through "of this 
title" and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
10211, 10302 through 10305, or 12402 of this 
title'" 

(B/ in subparagraph (C), by striking out "sec­
tion 672(d)" and inserting in lieu thereof "sec­
tion 12301(d)"; and 

(C) in subparagraph (E), by striking out "sec­
tion 673b" and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
12304". 

(4) Section 527 is amended by striking out 
"524," in the text and in the heading. 

(5) Section 641(1) is amended-
(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking out "sec­

tion 175" and all that follows through "of this 
title" and inserting in lieu thereof "section 3038, 
8038, 10211, 10301 through 10305, 10501, or 12402 
of this title"; 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking out "sec­
tion 672(d)" and inserting in lieu thereof "sec­
tion 12301(d)"; and 

(C) in subparagraph (E), by striking out "sec­
tion 673b" and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
12304". 

(6) Sections 1201, 1202, and 1203 are each 
amended by striking out "section 270(b)" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "section 10148(a)". 

(7)( A) Section 1076(b)(2)( A) is amended by 
striking out "under chapter 67 of this title" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "under chapter 1223 of 
this title (or under chapter 67 of this title as in 
effect before the effective date of the Reserve Of­
ficer Personnel Management Act)". 

(B) Section 1370(a)(l) is amended by striking 
out "chapter 67" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"chapter 1223". 

(8) Section 1482(f)(2) is amended by striking 
out "section 1332" and "section 1331" and in­
serting in lieu thereof "section 12732" and 
"12731 ",respectively. 

(d) SURVIVOR BENEFIT PLAN.-Subchapter II 
of chapter 73 is amended as fallows: 

(1) Section 1447(14) is amended by striking out 
"chapter 67 of this title" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "chapter 1223 of this title (or under 
chapter 67 of this title as in effect before the ef­
fective date of the Reserve Officer Personnel 
Management Act)". 

(2) The fallowing provisions are amended by 
striking out "section 1331(d)" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "section 12731(d)": sections 
1447(2)(C), 1448(a)(2)(B), 1448(f)(l)(A), and 
1448(f)(l)(B). 
SEC. 1672. AMENDMENTS TO SUBTITLE B OF 

TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE. 
(a) TABLES OF CHAPTERS.-The table of chap­

ters at the beginning of subtitle B, and the table 
of chapters at the beginning of part II of that 
subtitle, are each amended by striking out the 
items relating to chapters 337, 361, and 363. 

(b) TABLES OF SECTIONS.-
(1) The table of sections at the beginning of 

chapter 307 is amended by striking out the items 
relating to section 3076 through 3080 and section 
3082. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 331 is amended by striking out the items 

relating to section 3212 and sections 3217 
through 3225. 

(3) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 333 is amended by striking out the items 
relating to sections 3259, 3260, and 3261. 

(4) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 341 is amended by striking out the items 
relating to sections 3495 through 3502. 

(5) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 343 is amended by striking out the items 
relating to sections 3541 and 3542. 

(6) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 353 is amended by striking out the item 
relating to section 3686. 

(c) CROSS REFERENCE AMENDMENTS.-
(1) Section 3038(b) is amended by striking out 

"section 265" and inserting in lieu thereof "sec­
tion 10211 ". 

(2) Section 3961(a) is amended by striking out 
"chapter 67" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"chapter 1223". 

(3) Section 4342(b)(l)(B) is amended by strik­
ing out "section 1331 of this title" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "section 12731 of this title (or 
under section 1331 of this title as in effect before 
the effective date of the Reserve Officer Person­
nel Management Act)". 
SEC. 1673. AMENDMENTS TO SUBTITLE C OF 

TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE. 
(a) TABLES OF CHAPTERS.-
(1) The table of chapters at the beginning of 

subtitle C is amended by striking out the items 
relating to chapters 519, 531, 541, and 549. 

(2) The table of chapters at the beginning of 
part I of subtitle C is amended by striking out 
the item relating to chapter 519. 

(3) The table of chapters at the beginning of 
part II of subtitle C is amended by striking out 
the items relating to chapters 531, 541, and 549. 

(b) TABLES OF SECTIONS.-
(1) The table of sections at the beginning of 

chapter 533 is amended by striking out the items 
relating to sections 5456, 5457, and 5458. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 539 is amended by striking out the item 
relating to section 5600. 

(3) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 555 is amended by striking out the items 
relating to sections 6017 and 6034. 

(4) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 573 is amended by striking out the items 
relating to sections 6391, 6392, 6397, 6403, and 
6410. 

(c) CROSS REFERENCE AMENDMENTS.-
(}) Section 6389(a) is amended by striking out 

"section 1005" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 12645". 

(2) Section 6954(b)(l)(B) is amended by strik­
ing out "section 1331 of this title" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "section 12731 of this title (or 
under section 1331 of this title as in effect before 
the effective date of the Reserve Officer Person­
nel Management Act)". 

(d) REPEAL OF SECTION REDUNDANT WITH SEC­
TION 741.-

(1) Section 5506 is repealed. 
(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 

chapter 535 is amended by striking out the item 
relating to section 5506. 
SEC. 1674. AMENDMENTS TO SUBTITLE D OF 

TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE. 
(a) TABLES OF CHAPTERS.-The table of chap­

ters at the beginning of subtitle D, and the table 
of chapters at the beginning of part II of that 
subtitle, are each amended by striking out the 
items relating to chapters 837 and 863. 

(b) TABLES OF SECTIONS.-
(}) The table of sections at the beginning of 

chapter 807 is amended by striking out the items 
relating to sections 8076 through 8080. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 831 is amended by striking out the items 
relating to section 8212 and sections 8217 
through 8225. 
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(3) The table of sections at the beginning of 

chapter 833 is amended by striking out the items 
relating to sections 8259, 8260, and 8261. 

(4) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 841 is amended by striking out the items 
relating to sections 8495 through 8502. 

(5) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 843 is amended by striking out the items 
relating to sections 8541 and 8542. 

(6) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 853 is amended by striking out the item 
relating to section 8686. 

(7) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 861 is amended by striking out the items 
relating to sections 8819 and 8820. 

(c) CROSS REFERENCE AMENDMENTS.-
(1) Section 8038(b) is amended by striking out 

"section 265" and inserting in lieu thereof "sec­
tion 10211 ". 

(2) Section 8961(a) is amended by striking out 
"chapter 67" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"chapter 1223". 

(3) Section 9342(b)(l)(B) is amended by strik­
ing out "section 1331 of this title" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "section 12731 of this title (or 
under section 1331 of this title as in effect before 
the effective date of the Reserve Officer Person­
nel Management Act)". 
SEC. 1615. AMENDMENTS TO SUBTITLE E OF 

TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE. 
(a) CHAPTER 1203.-Section 12102 (as trans­

ferred and redesignated by section 1662(b)(2)) is 
amended by striking out "section 3261 or 8261" 
in subsection (a) and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 12107". 

(b) CHAPTER 1205.-Sections of chapter 1205 
(as transferred and redesignated by section 
1662(c)(2)) are amended as follows: 

(1) Section 12203 is amended by striking out 
"3352, or 8352" in subsection (a) and inserting 
in lieu thereof "12213, or 12214". 

(2) Sections 12213 and 12214 are amended by 
striking out "or Territory, Puerto Rico, or the 
District of Columbia, whichever is" in sub­
section (a). 
. (c) CHAPTER 1209.-Sections of chapter 1209 

(as transferred and redesignated by section 
1662(e)(2)) are amended as follows: 

(1) Section 12301 is amended-
( A) in subsection (b), by striking out "or Ter­

r.itory" and all that follows through the period 
at the end and inserting in lieu thereof "(or, in 
the case of the District of Columbia National 
Guard, the commanding general of the District 
of Columbia National Guard)."; and 

(B) in subsection (d), by striking out "or Ter­
ritory, Puerto Rico, or the District of Columbia, 
whichever is". 

(2) Section 12304 is amended-
( A) by striking out "section 673(a)" in sub­

section (a) and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
12302( a)"; 

(B) by striking out "section 268(b)" in sub­
section (a) and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
10143(a)"; and 

(C) by striking out "section 3500 or 8500" in 
subsection (b) and inserting in lieu thereof "sec­
tion 12406". 

(3) Section 12305 is amended by striking out 
"section 672. 673. or 673b" in subsections (a) and 
(b) and inserting in lieu thereof "section 12301, 
12302, OT 12304". 

(4) Section 12306 is amended by striking out 
" section 672" in subsection (a) and inserting in 
lieu thereof "section 12301 ". 

(5) Section 12307 is amended by striking . out 
"section 672(a) or 688", "section lOOl(b)", and 
"chapter 67" and inserting in lieu thereof "sec­
tion 688 or 12301(a)", "section 12641(b)", and 
"chapter 1223", respectively. 

(6) Section 12308 is amended by striking out 
"chapter 67" and "section 1332(b)" and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "chapter 1223" and "section 
12732(b)", respectively. 

(7) Section 12310 is amended by striking out 
" section 672(d)" in subsection (a) and inserting 
in lieu thereof "section 12301(d)". 

(8) Section 12312 is amended by striking out 
"section 679(a)" in subsections (a) and (b) and 
inserting in lieu thereof "section 12311(a)". 

(9) Section 12318 is amended-
( A) by striking out "section 673 or 673b" in 

subsections (a) and (b) and inserting in lieu 
thereof " section 12302 or 12304"; and 

(B) by striking out "section 678" in subsection 
(b) and inserting in lieu thereof "section 12310". 

(10) Section 12319(d) is amended by striking 
out "chapter 67" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"chapter 1223". 

(11) Section 12320 is amended by striking out 
"section 3353, 5600, or 8353" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "section 12207". 

(d) CHAPTER 1219.-Sections of chapter 1219 
(as transferred and redesignated by section 
1662(h)) are amended as follows: 

(1) Section 12642 is amended-
( A) by striking out "section 1332(a)(2)" in sub­

section (a) and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
12732(a)(2)"; and 

(B) by striking out "section 1005" in sub­
section (b) and inserting in lieu thereof " section 
12645". 

(2) Section 12645 is amended by striking out 
"chapter 337, 361, 363, 573, 837, 861, or 863" in 
subsection (a) and inserting in lieu thereof 
"chapter 573, 1407, 1409, or 1411 ". 

(3) Section 12646 is amended-
( A) by striking out "section 1332" each place 

it appears in subsections (a) and (b) and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "section 12732"; 

(B) by striking out "chapter 337, 361, 363, 573, 
837, 861, or 863" in subsections (a) and (b) and 
inserting in lieu thereof "chapter 573, 1407, or 
1409"; and 

(C) by striking out subsection (e) and insert­
ing in lieu thereof the following: 

"(e)(l) A reserve commissioned officer on ac­
tive duty (other than for training) or full-time 
National Guard duty (other than full-time Na­
tional Guard duty for training only) who, on 
the date on which the officer would otherwise be 
removed from an active status under section 
6389, 14513, or 14514 of this title or section 740 of 
title 14, is within two years of qualifying for re­
tirement under section 3911, 6323, or 8911 of this 
title may, in the discretion of the Secretary con­
cerned and subject to paragraph (2), be retained 
on that duty for a period of not more than two 
years. 

"(2) An officer may be retained on active duty 
or full-time National Guard duty under para- . 
graph (1) only if-

"( A) at the end of the period for which the of­
ficer is retained the officer will be qualified for 
retirement under section 3911, 6323, or 8911 of 
this title; and 

"(B) the officer will not, before the end of 
that period, reach the age at which trans! er 
from an active status or discharge is required by 
this title or title 14. 

"(3) An officer who is retained on active duty 
or full-time National Guard duty under this sec­
tion may not be removed from an active status 
while on that duty.". 

(4) Section 12647 is amended by striking out 
"chapters 337, 363, 573, 837, and 863" and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "chapters 573, 1407, and 
1409". 
SEC. 1616. AMENDMENTS TO TITLES 32 AND 37, 

UNITED STATES CODE. 
(a) TITLE 32, UNITED STATES CODE.-Title 32, 

United States Code, is amended as fallows: 
(1) Section 107(c) is amended by striking out 

"section 3496 or 8496" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "section 12402". 

(2) Section 307(a)(3) is amended by striking 
out "and sections 8365 and 8366 of title 10". 

(3) Section 323(c) is amended by striking out 
" section 3259, 3352(a), 8259, or 8352(a)" and in-

serting in lieu thereof "section 12105, 12213(a), 
or 12214(a)". 

(4) The items relating to sections 309 and 310 
in the table of sections at the beginning of chap­
ter 3 are amended to read as fallows: 
"309. Federal recognition of National Guard of­

ficers: officers promoted to fill va­
cancies. 

"310. Federal recognition of National Guard of­
ficers: automatic recognition.". 

(b) TITLE 37, UNITED STATES CODE.-Title 37, 
United States Code, is amended as fallows: 

(1) Section 204(a)(2) is amended by striking 
out "section 3021, 3496, 3541, 8021, 8496, or 8541" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "section 10302, 
10305, 10502, OT 12402". 

(2) Section 205(e)(2) is amended-
( A) by striking out "section 511(b) or 511(d)" 

in subparagraph (A) and inserting in lieu there­
of "section 12103(b) or 12103(d)"; and 

(B) by striking out "chapter 39" in subpara­
graph (B) and inserting in lieu thereof "chapter 
1209". 

(3) Section 905 is amended-
( A) by striking out "chapter 549" in sub­

section (a) and inserting in lieu thereof "chap­
ter 1405"; and 

(BJ by striking out "section 5908" in sub- · 
section (b) and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
14308(b) ". 
SEC. 1611. AMENDMENTS TO OTHER LAWS. 

(a) TITLE 5, UNITED STATES CODE.-Title 5, 
United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(1) Section 5517(d)(2) is amended by striking 
out "section 270(a) of title 10" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "section 10147 of title 10". 

(2) Section 6323(b) is amended-
( A) in paragraph (1), by striking out "section 

261 of title 10" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section 10101 of title 10"; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking out "3500, 
or 8500 of title 10" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"or 12406 of title 10"; and 

(3) Sections 8332(c)(2)(B) and 841l(c)(2)(B) are 
amended by striking out "chapter 67 of title 10" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "chapter 1223 of 
title 10 (or under chapter 67 of that title as in ef­
fect before the effective date of the Reserve Offi­
cer Personnel Management Act)". 

(4) Sections 8401(30) and 8456(a)(l)(A) are 
amended by striking out "section 261(a) of title 
10" and inserting in lieu thereof "section 10101 
of title 10". 

(b) TITLE 14, UNITED STATES CODE.-Title 14, 
United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(1) Section 41a(a) is amended by striking out 
"section 679 of title 10" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "section 12311 of title 10". 

(2) Section 271(e) is amended by striking out 
"section 593 of title 10" and inserting in lieu 
thereof " section 12203 of title 10". 

(3) Section 712(c)(l) is amended by striking out 
"section 270 of title 10" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "section 10147 of title 10". 

(4) Section 713 is amended by striking out 
"section 511(d) of title 10" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "section 12103(d) of title 10". 

(5) Sections 740(c) and 741(b) are amended by 
striking out "section 1006 of title 10" and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "section 12646 of title 10", 

(c) INTERNAL REVENUE CODE OF 1986.-Section 
219(g)(6)( A) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by striking out "section 261(a) 
of title 10" and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
10101 of title 10". 

(d) TITLE 38, UNITED STATES CODE.-Title 38, 
United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(1) Sections 1965(5)(B), 1965(5)(C), and 
1968(a)(4)(B) are amended by striking out 
"chapter 67 of title 10" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "chapter 1223 of title 10 (or under chap­
ter 67 of that title as in effect before the effective 
date of the Reserve Officer Personnel Manage­
ment Act)". 
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(2) Section 3002 is amended-
( A) in paragraph (4), by striking' out "section 

268(b) of title 10" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section J0143(a) of title JO"; and 

(B) in paragraph (6), by striking out "section 
511(d) of title JO" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"section J2J03(d) of title JO". 

(e) PUBLIC LAW 99-66J.-Section 403(b)(J) of 
Public Law 99-66J (10 U.S.C. 52J note) is amend­
ed-

(1) in subparagraph (B), by striking out "sec­
tion 265" and all that follows through "of title 
10" and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
10148(a), J0211, J0302 through J0305, J230J(a), or 
J2402 of title 10"; 

(2) in subparagraph (C), by striking out "sec­
tion 672(d)" and inserting in lieu thereof "sec­
tion J230J(d)"; and 

(3) in subparagraph (E), by striking out "sec­
tion 673b" and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
J2304". 

(f) MILITARY SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT.-Sec­
tion 6 of the Military Selective Service Act (50 
U.S.C. App. 456) is amended-

(1) in subsection (c)(2)(A), by striking out 
"section 270 of title 10" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "section 10147 of title JO"; 

(2) in subsection (c)(2)(D), by striking out 
"section 511(b) of title 10" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "section J2103 of title JO"; and 

(3) in subsection (d)(l), by striking out "sec­
tion 270(a) of title 10" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "section J0147 of title 10". 

Subtitle E-Transition Provisions 
SEC. 1681. CONTINUATION ON THE RESERVE AC· 

TIVE·STATUS UST OF CERTAIN RE· 
SERVE COLONELS OF THE ARMY AND 
AIR FORCE. 

(a) CONTINUATION UNDER OLD LAW.-Except 
as provided in subsection (b), a reserve officer of 
the Army or the Air Force who, on the effective 
date of this title-

(1) is subject to placement on the reserve ac­
tive-status list of the Army or the Air Force; and 

(2)(A) holds the reserve grade of colonel, (B) is 
on a list of officers recommended for promotion 
to the reserve grade of colonel, or (C) has been 
nominated by the President for appointment in 
the reserve grade of colonel, 
shall continue to be subject to mandatory trans­
fer to the Retired Reserve or discharge from the 
officer's reserve appointment under section 385J 
or 885J of title JO, United States Code, as in ef­
fect on the day before the effective date of this 
title. 

(b) EXEMPTION.-This section does not apply 
to an officer who is-

(1) sooner transferred from an active status or 
discharged under some other provision of law; 

(2) promoted to a higher grade, unless the offi­
cer was on a list of officers recommended for 
promotion to the reserve grade of colonel before 
the effective date of this title; or 

(3) continued on the reserve active-status list 
under section 14701 of title 10, United States 
Code, as added by this title. 
SEC. 1682. EFFECTS OF SELECTION FOR PRO· 

MOTION AND FAILURE OF SELEC· 
TION FOR ARMY AND AIR FORCE OF· 
FICERS. 

(a) PROMOTIONS To FILL VACANCIES.-A re­
serve commissioned officer of the Army or Air 
Force (other than a commissioned warrant offi­
cer) who, on the day before the effective date of 
this title, is recommended for promotion to fill a 
vacancy in the Army Reserve or the Air Force 
Reserve under section 3383, 3384, 8372, or 8373 of 
title 10, United States Code, as in effect on the 
day before the effective date of this title, in the 
next higher reserve grade shall be considered to 
have been recommended for promotion to that 
grade by a vacancy promotion board under sec­
tion 1410J(a)(2) of title 10, United States Code, 
as added by this title. 

(b) PROMOTIONS OTHER THAN TO FILL V AGAN-
. CIES.-A reserve officer of the Army or Air Force 
who, on the day before the effective date of this 
title, is recommended for promotion under sec­
tion 3366, 3367, 3370, 3371, 8366, or 837J of title 
JO, United States Code, as in effect on the day 
before the effective date of this title, to a reserve 
grade higher than the grade in which the officer 
is serving shall be considered to have been rec­
ommended for promotion by a mandatory pro­
motion board convened under section 14101(a)(l) 
of title JO, United States Code, as added by this 
title. 

(c) OFFICERS FOUND QUALIFIED FOR PRO­
MOTION TO FIRST LIEUTENANT.-A reserve officer 
of the Army or Air Force who, on the effective 
date of the title, holds the grade of second lieu­
tenant and has been found qualified for pro­
motion to the grade of first lieutenant in accord­
ance with section 3365, 3382, or 8365 of title 10, 
United States Code, as in effect on the day be­
! ore the effective date of this title, shall be pro­
moted to that prade on the date on which the 
officer would have been promoted under the 
provisions of chapter 337 or 837 of such title, as 
in effect on the day before the effective date of 
this title, unless sooner promoted under regula­
tions prescribed by the Secretary of the Army or 
the Secretary of the Air Force under section 
14308(b) of title JO, United States Code, as added 
by this title. 

(d) OFFICERS ONCE FAILED OF SELECTION.-(1) 
A reserve officer of the Army in the grade of 
first lieutenant, captain, or major who, on the 
day before the effective date of this title, has 
been considered once but not recommended for 
promotion to the next higher reserve grade 
under section 3366 or 3367 of title 10, United 
States Code, or a reserve officer of the Air Force 
in the grade of first lieutenant, captain, or 
major who, on the day before the effective date 
of this title, is a def erred officer within the 
meaning of section 8368 of such title, shall be 
considered to have been considered once but not 
selected for promotion by a board convened 
under section 14101(a)(l) of title 10, United 
States Code, as added by this title. If the officer 
is later considered for promotion by a selection 
board convened under that section and is not 
selected for promotion (or is selected for pro­
motion but declines to accept the promotion), 
the officer shall be considered for all purposes to 
have twfce failed of selection for promotion. 

(2) In the case of a reserve officer of the Army 
or Air Force in an active status who, on the day 
before the effective date of this title, is in the 
grade of first lieutenant, captain, or major and 
whose name has been removed, under the provi­
sions of section 3363(!) of title JO, United States 
Code, from a list of officers recommended for 
promotion or who has previously not been pro­
moted because the President declined to appoint 
the officer in the next higher grade under sec­
tion 8377 of such title as in effect on the day be­
! ore the effective date of this title, or whose 
name was removed from a list of officers rec­
ommended for promotion to the next higher 
grade because the Senate did not consent to the 
officer's appointment, if the officer is later con­
sidered for promotion by a selection board con­
vened by section 14JOJ(a)(l) of title JO, United 
States Code, as added by this title, and (A) is 
not selected for promotion, (B) is selected for 
promotion but removed from the list of officers 
recommended or approved for promotion, or (C) 
is selected for promotion but declines to accept 
the promotion, the officer shall be considered for 
all purposes to have twice failed of selection for 
promotion. 

(e) OFFICERS TWICE FAILED OF SELECTION.-A 
reserve officer of the Army or Air Force in an 
active status who, on the day before the effec­
tive date of this title, is in the grade of first lieu­
tenant, captain, or major and on that date is 

subject to be treated as prescribed in section 3846 
or 8846 of title JO, United States Code, shall con­
tinue to be governed by that section as in effect 
on the day before the effective date of this title. 

(f) OFFICERS WITH APPROVED PROMOTION 
DECLINATIONS IN EFFECT.-A reserve officer Of 
the Army who, on the day before the effective 
date of this title, has declined a promotion 
under subsection (f) or (g) of section 3364 of title 
10, United States Code, shall while carried on 
the reserve active status list be subject to the 
provisions of subsections (h), (i), and (j) of such 
section, as in effect on the day before the effec­
tive date of this title, except that the name of an 
officer to whom this section applies shall be 
placed on a promotion list under section 
14308(a) of title JO, United States Code (as added 
by this title), and, at the end of the approved 
period of declination, shall be considered to 
have failed of promotion if the officer again de­
clines to accept the promotion. 

(g) COVERED OFFICERS.-This section applies 
to reserve officers of the Army and Air Force 
who-

(1) on the day before the effective date of this 
title are in an active status; and 

(2) on the effective date of this title are subject 
to placement on the reserve active-status list of 
the Army or the Air Force. 
SEC. 1683. EFFECTS OF SELECTION FOR PRO· 

MOTION AND FAILURE OF SELEC· 
TION FOR NA VY AND MARINE CORPS 
OFFICERS. 

(a) RECOMMENDATIONS FOR PROMOTION.-An 
officer covered by this section who, on the day 
before the effective date of this title, has been 
recommended for promotion to a reserve grade 
higher than the grade in which the officer is 
serving shall be considered to have been rec­
ommended for promotion to that grade under 
section 14JOJ(a) of title 10, United States Code, 
as added by this title. 

(b) FAILURES OF SELECTION.-An officer cov­
ered by this section who, on the day before the 
effective date of this title is considered to have 
failed of selection for promotion one or more 
times under chapter 549 of title 10, United States 
Code, to a grade below captain, in the case of a 
reserve officer of the Navy, or to a grade below 
colonel, in the case of a reserve officer of the 
Marine Corps, shall be subject to chapters 1405 
and 1407 of title JO, United States Code, as 
added by this title, as if such failure or failures 
had occurred under the provisions of those 
chapters. 

(c) OFFICERS OTHER THAN COVERED OFFICERS 
RECOMMENDED FOR PROMOTION.-A reserve offi­
cer of the Navy or Marine Corps who on the day 
before the effective date of this title (1) has been 
recommended for promotion in the approved re­
port of a selection board convened under chap­
ter 549 of title JO, United States Code, and (2) 
was on the active-duty list of the Navy or Ma­
rine Corps may be promoted under that chapter, 
as in effect on the day before the effective date 
of this title. 

(d) OFFICERS FOUND QUALIFIED FOR PRO­
MOTION TO LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR GRADE) OR 
FIRST LIEUTENANT.-A covered officer who, on 
the effective date of this title, holds the grade of 
second lieutenant and has been found qualified 
for promotion in accordance with section 5908 or 
59JO of title JO, United States Code, as in effect 
on the day before the effective date of this title, 
shall be promoted on the date on which the offi­
cer would have been promoted under the provi­
sions of chapter 549 of such title, as in effect on 
the day before the effective date of this title, un­
less sooner promoted under regulations pre­
scribed by the Secretary of the Navy under sec­
tion 14307(b) of such title, as added by this title. 

(e) OFFICERS WHOSE NAMES HAVE BEEN OMIT­
TED FROM A LIST FURNISHED TO A SELECTION 
BOARD.-A covered officer whose name, as of 
the effective date of this title, had been omitted 
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by administrative error from the list of officers 
furnished the most recent selection board to con­
sider officers of the same grade and component, 
shall be considered by a special selection board 
established under section 14502 of title 10, Unit­
ed States Code, as added by this title. If the offi­
cer is selected for promotion by that board, the 
officer shall be promoted as specified in section 
5904 of title 10, United States Code, as in effect 
on the day before the effective date of this title. 

(f) COVERED OFFICERS.-Except as provided in 
subsection (c), this section applies to any reserve 
officer of the Navy or Marine Corps who (1) be­
! ore the effective date of this title is in an active 
status, and (2) on the effective date of this title 
is subject to placement on the reserve active-sta­
tus list of the Navy or Marine Corps. 
SEC. 1684. DELAYS IN PROMOTIONS AND REMOV­

ALS FROM PROMOTION UST. 
(a) DELAYS IN PROMOTIONS.-(1) A delay in a 

promotion that is in effect on the day before the 
effective date of this title under the laws and 
regulations in effect on that date shall continue 
in effect on and after that date as if the pro­
motion had been delayed under section 14311 of 
title 10, United States Code, as added by this 
title. 

(2) The delay of the promotion of a reserve of­
ficer of the Army or the Air Force which was in 
effect solely to achieve compliance with limita­
tions set out in section 524 of title 10, United 
States Code, or with regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of Defense with respect to sections 
3380(c) and 8380(c) of title 10, United States 
Code, as in effect on the day before the effective 
date of this title, shall continue in effect as if 
the promotion had been delayed under section 
14311(e) of such title, as added by this title. 

(b) REMOVALS FROM LIST.-An action that 
was initiated before the effective date of this 
title under the laws and regulations in effect be­
fore that date to remove the name of an officer 
from a promotion list or from a list of officers 
recommended or approved for promotion shall 
continue on and after such date as if such ac­
tion had been initiated under section 14110(d) or 
14310, as appropriate, of title 10, United States 
Code, as added by this title. 
SEC. 1685. MINIMUM SERVICE QUALIFICATIONS 

FOR PROMOTION. 
During the five-year period beginning on the 

effective date of this title, the Secretary of the 
Army and the Secretary of the Air Force may 
waive the provisions of section 14304 of title 10, 
United States Code, as added by this title. The 
Secretary may, in addition, during any period 
in which such a waiver is in effect, establish 
minimum periods of total years of commissioned 
service an officer must have served to be eligible 
for consideration for promotion to the grade of 
captain, major, or lieutenant colonel by boards 
convened under section 14101(a) of title 10, Unit­
ed States Code, as added by this title. 
SEC. 1686. ESTABUSHMENT OF RESERVE ACTIVE­

STATUS UST. 
(a) SIX-MONTH DEADLINE.-Not later than six 

months after the effective date of this title, the 
Secretary of the military department concerned 
shall ensure that-

(1) all officers of the Army, Navy, Air Force, 
and Marine Corps who are required to be placed 
on the reserve active-status list of their Armed 
Force under section 14002 of title 10, United 
States Code, as added by this title, shall be 
placed on the list for their armed force and in 
their competitive category; and 

(2) the relative seniority of those officers on 
each such list shall be established. 

(b) REGULATIONS.-The Secretary concerned 
shall prescribe regulations for the establishment 
of relative seniority. The Secretary of the Army 
and the Secretary of the Air Force shall, in pre­
scribing such regulations, provide for the con­
sideration of both promotion service established 

under section 3360(b) or 8360(e) of title 10, Unit­
ed States Code, as in effect on the day before 
the effective date of this title, and total commis­
sioned service established under section 3360(c) 
or 8366(e) of such title, as in effect on the day 
before the effective date of this title. An officer 
placed on a reserve active-status list in accord­
ance with this section shall be considered to 
have been on the list as of the effective date of 
this title. 
SEC. 1687. PRESERVATION OF RELATIVE SENIOR­

ITY UNDER THE INITIAL ESTABUSH­
MENT OF THE RESERVE ACTIVE-STA­
TUS UST. 

In order to maintain the relative seniority 
among reserve officers of the Army, Navy, Air 
Force, or Marine Corps as determined under sec­
tion 1686, the Secretary of the military depart­
ment concerned may, during the one-year period 
beginning on the effective date of this title, ad­
just the date of rank of any reserve officer of 
such Armed Force who was in an active status 
but not on the active-duty list on such effective 
date. 
SEC. 1688. GRADE ON TRANSFER TO THE RETIRED 

RESERVE. 
In determining the highest grade held satis­

factorily by a person at any time in the Armed 
Forces for the purposes of paragraph (2) of sec­
tion 1406(b) of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by this title, the requirement for satisfac­
tory service on the reserve active-status list con­
tained in section 1370(d) of title 10, United 
States Code, as added by this title, shall apply 
only to reserve commissioned officers who are 
promoted to a higher grade as a result of selec­
tion for promotion under chapter 36 of that title 
or under chapter 1405 of that title, as added by 
this title, or having been found qualified for 
Federal recognition in a higher grade under 
chapter 3 of title 32, United States Code, after 
the effective date of this title. 
SEC. 1689. RIGHTS FOR OFFICERS WITH OVER 

THREE YEARS SERVICE. 
A reserve officer of the Army, Navy, Air 

Force, or Marine Corps who was in an active 
status on the day before the effective date of 
this title and who was subject to placement of 
the reserve active-status list on the effective 
date of this title may not be discharged under 
section 14503 of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by this title, until on or after the day on 
which that officer completes three years of con­
tinuous service as a reserve commissioned offi­
cer. 
SEC. 1690. MANDATORY SEPARATION FOR AGE 

FOR CERTAIN RESERVE OFFICERS 
OF THE NA VY AND MARINE CORPS. 

(a) SAVINGS PROVISIONS FOR REQUIRED SEPA-
RATION AGE.-A reserve officer of the Navy or 
the Marine Corps-

(1) who-
( A) on the effective date of this title is in an 

active status, and 
(B) on the day before the effective date of this 

title was an officer described in section 6389(e), 
6397(a), 6403(a), or 6403(b) of title 10, United 
States Code; and 

(2) who, on or after the effective date of this 
title is subject to elimination from an active sta­
tus under any provision of such title, 
is entitled to be treated as that officer would 
have been treated under section 6397 or 6403 as 
applicable, as in effect on the day before the ef­
fective date of this title, if that treatment would 
result in the date for the officer's separation 
from an active status being a later date than the 
date established under the law in effect on or 
after the effective date of this title. 

(b) SAVINGS PROVISIONS FOR MANDATORY SEP­
ARATION FOR AGE.-An officer who was initially 
appointed in the Naval Reserve or the Marine 
Corps Reserve before January 1, 1953, and who 
cannot complete 20 years of service computed 

under section 12732 of this title before he be­
comes 62 years of age, but can complete this 
service by the time he becomes 64 years of age, 
may be retained in an active status not later 
than the date he becomes 64 years of age. 

(c) An officer who was initially appointed in 
the Naval Reserve or the Marine Corps Reserve 
before the effective date of this title, and who 
cannot complete 20 years of service computed 
under section 12732 of this title before he be­
comes 60 years of age, but can complete this 
service by the time he becomes 62 years of age, 
may be retained in an active status not later 
than the date he becomes 62 years of age. 

Subtitle F-Effective Dates and General 
Savings Provisions 

SEC. 1691. EFFECTIVE DATE. 
(a) EFFECTIVE DATE FOR AMENDMENTS.-Ex­

cept as provided in subsection (b), the amend­
ment made by section 1611 and the amendments 
made by subtitles C and D shall take effect on 
December 1, 1994. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE FOR NEW RESERVE OFFI­
CER PERSONNEL POLICIES.-(1) The provisions of 
part Ill of subtitle E of title 10, United States 
Code, as added by section 1611, shall become ef­
fective on October 1, 1996. The amendments 
made by part II of subtitle A, by subtitle B, and 
by section 1671(c)(2) and paragraphs (2), (3)(B), 
(3)(C), and (4) of section 1675(d) shall take effect 
on October 1, 1996. 

(2) Any reference in subtitle E of this title to 
the effective date of this title is a reference to 
the effective date prescribed in paragraph (1). 

(3) The personnel policies applicable to Re­
serve officers under the provisions of law in ef­
fect on the day before the date prescribed in 
subsection (a) and replaced by the Reserve offi­
cer personnel policies prescribed in part III of 
subtitle E of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by section 1611, shall, notwithstanding 
the provisions of subsection (a), continue in ef­
fect until the effective date prescribed in para­
graph (1). 

(4) The authority to prescribe regulations 
under the provisions of part III of subtitle E of 
title 10, United States Code, as added by section 
1611, shall take effect on the date of the enact­
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 1692. PRESERVATION OF SUSPENDED STA­

TUS OF LAWS SUSPENDED AS OF EF­
FECTIVE DATE. 

If a provision of law that is in a suspended 
status on the day before the effective date of 
this title under section 1691(b)(l) is transferred 
or amended by this title, the suspended status of 
that provision is not affected by that transfer or 
amendment. 
SEC. 1693. PRESERVATION OF PRE-EXISTING 

RIGHTS, DUTIES, PENALTIES, AND 
PROCEEDINGS. 

Except as otherwise provided in this title, the 
provisions of this title and the amendments 
made by this title do not affect rights and duties 
that matured, penalties that were incurred, or 
proceedings that were begun before the effective 
d,ate of this title under section 1691(b)(l). 

DIVISION B-MILITAllY CONSTRUCTION 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

SECTION 2001. SHORT TITLE. 
This division may be cited as the "Military 

Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1995". 

TITLE XXl-AllMY 
SEC. 2101. AUTHORIZED ARMY CONSTRUCTION 

AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS. 
(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-Using 

amounts appropriated pursuant to the author­
ization of appropriations in section 2104(a)(l), 
and, in the case of the project described in sec­
tion 2104(b)(2), other amounts appropriated pur­
suant to authorizations enacted after this Act 
for that project, the Secretary of the Army may 
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acquire real property and carry out mi li tary 
construction projects for the installations and 

State 

locations inside the United States, and in the 
amounts , set forth in the following table: 

Ariny: Inside the United States 

Installation or location 

Alabama .. . . . . . . . . . . .. .. . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . ... .. . . ... . . . . .. . . .. .. . . .. .. . . . . . .. . . . .. Redstone Arsenal ................ ..... ....... ...... .. ......... .... ..... ......... .. .. ..... ........ ......... ... ...... .. ...... ...... ..... . 
California . ... . . . . . . . . .. . .. . ... . . . . . .. . . . . ... ... .. . . . . . . .. . .. . ... ... .. . .. . .. . . .. . .. .. Fort Irwin ......... ... ........... ..... ..... ............... ............................................ ...... ........................ .... . . 
Georgia ... .......... .. ...... ...... ... .... ..... ......................... ............. .. Fort Benning ........ .. ...... ............... ........ ... ... ................ ..... .............. .................. ... ........... ........... . 

Fort Gordon ... ...... ... .......... ...... .. ... ... .... .... ... ... ......................... ..... ......... ........ ................. .......... . 
Hawaii . .. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . .. . . .. . .. . . .. . . . .. . . . . . . .. . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . .. Schofield Barracks .. ..... .... ....... ... ...... .. .. ....... .. ..... ..... ..... ........ ..... ... .. ... .. ... .. ... ..... ... .... .. ... ... .... ..... . 
Kentucky ............. ... ... ....... .. ... .... ................. .... ... .. .... .... ... .. .. Fort Campbell ..... .. .... ................. ..... .. .. .... .... .. .. . .... .... .... ....... ..... .. .. .... ..... .. .. ... ......... .. .. .. ... .... .... .. . 

Fort Knox .. .... .... ........... ............... .... .... .... ....... ..... ........... ..... ... ... ........ .... ...... ... .... ... .. ... ... ... .... .. . 
Maryland ........ ..................... ..... ................... .... ...... ............ Edgewood Arsenal .. ........... .. .... ...... ............ ........... ....... .......... ... ... ..................... ......... .............. . 

Adelphi Laboratory Center ................................ ............... ........ .... ............................. ... .... ....... . . 
New Jersey . . ..... ... . .. . ... . . . .. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . .. . .. . .. . . . . . . . . .. .. . ... . . . .. . .. . ... Bayonne Military Ocean Terminal ....... .. ..... .. .. ..... .. ........... ... ........ .. .... ....... ....... ....... .... ............. . 
New York ... .. .. . ........ .. ................. ....... .. ..... ... ........ ............. .. Fort Drum ...... ................ .. ............. .... .. ..... .. .... ....... ..... .. .... ...... .. .... .. ... .. .. ..... .. .. ... ..... .... ... .......... . 

United States Military Academy, West Point ......... ............ .................. ............... ....... ........... ..... . 
North Carolina ................. ........ ....... ....... ...... .... ... .. .. .......... .. Fort Bragg ..... ....... ........ .... .. ... .... .... ...................... .... ... ........... ... ...... .... ... ..... ...... ....... ............... . 

Sunny Point Mil itary Ocean Terminal ... .... .. .. .. ...... ........... .... ........ .......... .. .. : ........... .... ... ..... ... ... . 
Oklahoma . . . .. . .. . . .. ..... . .. .. . . ... . . .. . ... . .. ... . ... .. . . . .. . . ... .. . ...... .. . ... . .. Fort Sill ....... ................... ..................... ........ ...... ..... ... ..... .. ............. .. .... ........... ... .... ........... ... ... . 
Pennsylvania .. ..... ... ... ..... ........ ......... ..... ......... ....... ... .. ...... ... Tobyhanna Depot ............... ...... .. ...................................... ... ...... ................... .. .. .. ...... ... ............ . 
South Carolina ........ ... ... ....... ... ... .... ............. ........... .. ...... .... Charleston Naval Weapons Station .... .. ..... ..... ... .... ............. ........... ...... ... ....... ........ .. ....... .. .. ....... . 
Texas ... . . .. .. . .... .. . . .. .. . . ... .. . . . . . ... . . .. ... .. . . . . .. . . .. .. .. . . . . . . . .. . .. .. .. . . . . . Fort Bliss ....... .. .. .. .. ....... ............. .... .................. .......... ... ...... .. ....... .... ..... .. ...... .. .. .... .. ...... ...... .... . 

Fort Hood ............ .. ..... ....................... .. ........................ ... .... ......... .. ... ... ............. ............. ......... . 
Fort Sam Houston ............ ..... .. .. ... .... ...... .. ............... ................. ............. .................... ... ... .. ....... . 

Virginia .... .. .. . .. .. . . .. . . . . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . ... .. . .. . ..... .. . . . . . ... . . . . ..... . .. . .. . ... Fort Lee .... ................ ..... .. .. ... .... .... .. .. .. .......... .. ..... .. .. ... .. ......... .. ... ...................... .... .. ... .... ... ...... . 
Fort Myer ......... ... ............ ................. .......................... ... ............. .. ........ ... ... ... ... .... ... ... ...... ...... . 

Washington ... .. .. . .. .. .. . ... .. . .. .. .. . . ... .. . ... . .. . ... . . . .. .... .. .. ... .. .. . . . . . . . Fort Lewis ...... ...................... ...... ....... .. .. ............ ...... ... ........... .. .. ... ..... ... ........ .. ... ...................... . 
CONUS Classified . . . .. . .. . . .. . . . . .. . .. .. .. .. ... . . . ... . .. . . . . .. . . . . ... . . .. .. . . . . . Classified Location ..... ... ....... .. ... ..... ... ... .. .. ... ........................ ....... ........ ..... ........ ....... ....... .... ....... . 
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Amount 

$2,600,000 
10,000,000 
6,550,000 

44 ,750,000 
20,700,000 
52,500,000 
8,500,000 
2,600 ,000 
6,600,000 
4,050,000 

12,600,000 
28,000,000 
29,000,000 
22 ,200 ,000 
18,000,000 
17,000,000 
20,000,000 
16,800,000 
45,800,000 
4,300,000 

15,600,000 
7,300,000 

64 ,000,000 
1,900,000 

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author­
ization of appropriations in section 2104(a)(2) , 

the Secretary of the Army may acquire real 
property and carry out military construction 
projects for the installations and locations out-

side the United States, and in the amounts, set 
forth in the fallowing table: 

Army: Outside the United States 

Country Installation or location Amount 

Korea ... . . .. . .. .. .. . .. . .. . .. .. . . . . . . .. . . .. . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . .. . ... . . . ... . . . .. . ... . ... .. ... . . .. . . . Camp Casey ....... ... ... .... ............ ..... .. .. ....... ................... ....... .................. ... ..... ... ...... .. .. ....... . $29,200,000 
5 ,400,000 
6 ,400,000 

10,000,000 

Camp Red Cloud .. ......... .... .' ....... ........... .. .. ............... ... .. ...... .. .. .... ... .... ..... ............ .... ... ....... . 
Kwajalein Atoll ..... ........... ...... ............... ................. .................. .. Kwajalein ...... .. .... .. ........ .. .. ............. .......... ... .... .... ..... ............ ... .. .... ...... ......... ................... . 
Worldwide ....... ... ... ... .. .. ...... .. .. ...... ...... . .... ........ ..... ... .. .. ... ....... ..... Host Nation Support .. ...... ........ ....... .. .. ................... ..... .. ... .......... ... .... .............. .. ........ .. ... .. . 

SEC. 2102. FAMILY HOUSING. 
(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.-Using 

amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-

ization of appropriations in section 
2104(a)(5)(A) , the Secretary of the Army may 
construct or acquire family housing units (in-

Army: Family Housing 

eluding land acquisition) at the installations, 
for the purposes, and in the amounts set forth 
in the fallowing table: 

State Installation Purpose Amount 

Alaska . ... ... ... .. .. . .. .. ..... .. .. ... .. .. .. . .. . .. . .. .. . .. . . . . .. .. .. . . Fort Richardson . ... . .. .. . ....... ... . .. .. . ... .. .. . ... .. ..... .. . ..... ... ... . 72 units ...... ....... ..... ..... .. .... ........ ...... ... ....... ....... . $5,000,000 
16,500,000 
10,600,000 
26 ,000,000 
12,600,000 

Colorado .. .. .... ........ ... .......... .... ......................... .. Fort Carson .. ....... .. .. ........ . :.. .. ..... ..... ..... ........ .. ... ... ....... 145 units .... .. .. .. .... ............. .. ....... ..... ... .............. . 
Georgia ....... .. .. ....... .... .. .... ....... ..... .. ... ... ...... ... ..... Fort Stewart ..... .... ... .. .. .... .. .... ....... ........................ .. ... .. 128 units ............. ...... ............. .......................... . 
Hawaii ....... ... .... ... .. .......... ....... ....... ......... ....... .... Schofield Barracks .. ...... .. ..... .............................. ... ..... .. 190 units .... .... .... ...... ......... ..... ... ......... ........ ...... . 
Kansas ...... .. .. ...................................... ............... Fort Riley ....... ........ ...... ...... .... ..... .... ... .. .. ... .............. .... 126 units ....... ... .... .... .. .... ....... ........... .... ... ..... .... . 
Massachusetts . .. . .. . .. . . .. ... .. . . . . . .. . . . . . ... . . .. .. ... .. .. .. .. .. Natick Research Center . . . . .. .. . ...... .. . .. ... . ... . . . . . . ... . . . .. . . . . . . . 35 units .... .......... ....... ....................................... . 4,150,000 

8,000,000 
21,400,000 
10,000,000 

New York ... .. .. ........ ..... .... ... ........ .. .. .. .. ...... .. .. ...... United States Military Academy, West Point ......... .... .... 56 units ...... .. ..... ... .... .. . ... .... .... .... ..... .... ....... .... .. . 
Texas .................... ............ ..... .. .... ... ........ ....... .... Fort Bliss .......... ...... ...... ........ ..... .............. .. .... ;.. ........... 215 units ... .. ................ .................... .. ............... : 

Fort Sam Houston .............. ..... ............. ......... ............... 100 units ....... .... .. .. ... ..... ............... ......... ...... .... . . 

(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.-Using amounts 
appropriated pursuant to the authorization of 
appropriations in section 2104(a)(5)(A), the Sec­
retary of the Army may carry out architectural 
and engineering services and construction de­
sign activities with respect to the construction 
or improvement of family housing units in an 
amount not to exceed $5,992,000. 

SEC. 2103. IMPROVEMENTS TO MIUTARY FAMILY 
HOUSING UNITS. 

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United 
States Code, and using amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations 
in section 2104(a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the 
Army may improve existing military family 
housing in an amount not to exceed $49,760,000. 

SEC. 2104. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 
ARMY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.- Subject to subsection (c), 
funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated 
for fiscal years beginning after September 30, 
1994, for military construction, land acquisition, 
and military family housing functions of the 

Department of the Army in the total amount of 
$1, 736,686,000 as follows: 

(1) For military construction projects inside 
the United States authorized by section 2101(a), 
$447,350,000. 

(2) For military construction projects outside 
the United States authorized by section 2101(b), 
$51,000,000. 

(3) For unspecified minor military construc­
tion projects authorized by section 2805 of title 
10, United States Code, $12,000,000. 

(4) For architectural and engineering services 
and construction design under section 2807 of 
title 10, United States Code, $66,126,000. 

(5) For military family housing functions: 
(A) For construction and acquisition, plan­

ning and design, and improvements of military 
family housing and facilities, $170,002,000. 

(B) For support of military family housing 
(including the functions described in section 
2833 of title 10, Uni ted States Code) , 
$1,013,708,000, of which not more than 
$243,442,000 may be obligated or expended for 
the leasing of military family housing world­
wide. 

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC­
TION PROJECTS.-Notwithstanding the cost vari­
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10, 
United States Code, and any other cost vari­
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 2101 of this 
Act may not exceed-

(1) the total amount authorized to be appro­
priated under paragraphs (1) and (2) of sub­
section (a) (as reduced by operation of sub­
section (c)); and 

(2) $14,000,000 (the balance of the amount au­
thorized under section 2101(a) for the construc­
tion and renovation of a food processing facility 
at the United States Military Academy, West 
Point, New York). 

(c) ADJUSTMENT.-The total amount author­
ized to be appropriated pursuant to paragraphs 
(1) through (5) of subsection (a) is the sum of 
the amounts authorized to be appropriated in 
such paragraphs, reduced by $23,500,000, which 
represents the combination of project savings re­
sulting from favorable bids, reduced overhead 
costs, cancellations due to force structure 
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changes, and cancellations due to 1995 base clo­
sure and realignment decisions. 
SEC. 2105. AUTHORIZATION OF MIUTARY CON­

STRUCTION PROJECT AT FORT 
BRAGG, NORTH CAROUNA, FOR 
WHICH FUNDS HAVE BEEN APPRO­
PRIATED. 

Using amounts previously appropriated for 
such purpose, the Secretary of the Army may 
carry out a military construction project for the 
construction of a library at Fort Bragg, North 
Carolina, in the total amount of $5,500,000. 
SEC. 2106. RELOCATION OF ARMY FAMILY HOUS­

ING UNITS FROM FORT HUNTER 
UGGETT, CAUFORNIA, TO FORT 
STEWART, GEORGIA 

Section 2102(a) of the Military Construction 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1992 (division 
B of Public Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1511) is 
amended-

(1) by striking out paragraph (1) and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following new paragraph: 

"(1) Fort Hunter Liggett, California, one hun­
dred fifty-four units, $12,300,000. ";and 

(2) by striking out paragraph (5) and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following new paragraph: 

"(5) Fort Stewart, Georgia, one hundred 
twenty-one units, $9,890,000. ' '. 
SEC. 2107. HIGHWAY SAFETY AT HAWTHORNE 

ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT, NEVADA 

(a) STUDY.-The Secretary of the Army shall 
carry out a study of traffic safety on the high­
way at the Hawthorne Army Ammunition Plant, 
Nevada. In carrying out the study, the Sec­
retary shall-

(1) evaluate traffic safety on the highway , in­
cluding traffic safety with respect to the rail 
and truck crossing of the highway at the Plant; 

(2) evaluate the feasibility and desirability of 
constructing a vehicle bridge over the rail and 
truck crossing; and 

(3) determine whether any construction re­
quired to improve traffic safety on the highway 
should be funded as a military construction 
project or as a defense access road construction 
project. 

(b) ARCHITECTURAL AND ENGINEERING SERV­
ICES AND CONSTRUCTION DESIGN.-If the Sec­
retary determines as a result of the study under 
subsection (a) that construction of a vehicle 
bridge over the rail and truck crossing of the 

Navy: Inside the United States 

highway at the Plant is feasible and desirable , 
the Secretary may-

(1) obtain architectural and engineering ac­
tivities and carry out construction design with 
respect to the construction of the bridge; or 

(2) request that the Secretary of Transpor­
tation carry out the construction of the bridge 
as a project for the construction of a defense ac­
cess road under section 210 of t i tle 23, United 
States Code. 

TITLE XXIl-NA VY 

SEC. 2201. AUTHORIZED NA VY CONSTRUCTION 
AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS. 

(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author­
ization of appropriations in section 2204(a)(l), 
and, in the case of the project described in sec­
tion 2204(b)(2), other amounts appropriated pur­
suant to authorizations enacted after this Act 
for that project, the Secretary of the Navy may 
acquire real property and carry out military 
construction projects for the installations and 
locations inside the United States, and in the 
amounts, set forth in the following table: 

State In•tallation or location Amount 

California ... .. . ..... ... .. ... . .. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . .. . . ... . .. ... . . ... . ......... .. ... ... . Camp Pendleton Amphibious Task Force ... ... .... ...... ......... ....... .. .. .. .......... ..................... .. ... .......... . 
Camp Pendleton Marine Corp Base ..... ...... ... ... ....... .... ... ..... ..... ..... ... .. ....... .. ........... .... ... ........ .... .. . 
China Lake Naval Air Warfare Center .. .... .... ... .. .. ...... ... .... ..... ...... ... .. .. ... ..... ........... ... ................. . 
El Centro Naval Air Facility .... ..... .... ........ ......... .. ..... ............... . .. ............ ..... .. .......... ... .. ... .. ..... .. . . 
Lemoore Naval Air Station .... ........................................................................................ ..... ... .... . 
North Island Naval Air Station .... ..... .................... ........... .. ...... .. .. .............. .. ... ........ ... ..... ...... ..... . 
Port Hueneme Construction Battalion Center .. .. ...... ..... .... ... ... ....... ......... ...... ....... .. ............. ........ . 
San Diego Marine Corps Recruit Depot ..................................... ... ......... ... ........ ... ........ ... .. .. ..... ... . 
San Diego Naval Station ........ .... ....... .. ............. .. ........ ........ .... ........ .. .. .......... ... ... .... . ..... .... ....... .. . 
Twentynine Palms, Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center ... ........... ....... ...... ... ... .. .. ... .... ....... .. . 

Florida ..... . ... .. . ... ...... .... .... .. ... .... .. ... ... .. ... . . .. .. . ........ .. .. ..... .. . Jacksonville Fleet and Industrial Supply Center .. .. .. .... .... .... ...... ... ....... ... .... .... .. .... ......... .... ........ . . 
Pensacola Naval Air Station ...................... . ........................ ........ ... .... .. .. ..... .. ......... ... ... ......... ..... . 

Hawaii ........... ....... ..... ... .. .. ... ......... ... .......... .. .......... ... ... .... . Kaneohe Bay Marine Corps Air Station ... ... ...... ... ...... .. .... .. ..... .... .. ... .. .... .............. ... ....... ........ .... . 
Illinois ....... .......... .. ................... ....... .. .. ...... ............ ... .... ... . Great Lakes Navy Public Works Center .............. .......... ... ...... ........ ... ......... ..... ........ ... .... ... ...... .... . 
Indiana .. ... ...................... .... ............ . .... .......... ........ ...... ..... Crane Naval Surface Warfare Center ................................................... .. ...... .. ........ ... .. .......... ... .. . 
Maryland ....... ..... ... ...... ..... ... .......... ... ... .... ... ........... . ......... . Indian Head Naval Surface Warfare Center ............................................................................... . 

Patuxent River Naval Air Warfare Center ... ... ... ... ... .... ...... ..... ... . ... ... .. .. ... .. ........... . ......... .. ....... ... . 
United States Naval Academy ... ... .. ... ... .... .. .... .... ........ ..... ... .. ... .. ....... .... ............ ..... ....... .. ..... .. ..... . 

New Jersey .......................... ...... ......... ......... ...... ....... .. .... ... Lakehurst Naval Air Warfare Center ...... ...... ... ....................... ....................... .... ...... .. .... ............ . 
New Mexico . . . ... ..... .. .. . . ... .. . ..... .. .... .. . . .. . . . ... .. . .. . . . ... ... .. ... .. .. .. White Sands Naval Ordnance Missile Test Station .... ... .... ...... .... ....... .... ...... .. .... .... . ...... ....... ... ..... . 
North Carolina .. . . . .... .. ... ... .. .. .. .. . ....... ... . .. ... . ....... ... ... ... .. . .. . . Camp Lejeune Marine Corp Base ....... .... .. ... ........ .. .... ... ..... -......................................................... . 

Cherry Point Marine Corps Air Station .. ... ................... .... ... .... .... ........ ...... .. .... ..... ....... ..... .. .. .. ... . . 
Pennsylvania .. ........ .. ... ..... ....... ..... .... ..... ... .... ... .. ... .. .... .... .. Philadelphia Naval Shipyard ....... ........... ... .. ... ... .... ... ........ .. ... ... .. .. .... .... ..... ... ............. ..... ......... .. . 
Rhode Island ... ... . . . ..... .... ..... ... .. . .. .... . ... . . . . ... .. .. . .... .. ... .. ... ... . Newport Naval Education and Training Center ... ... ........ ..... ........ ......... .. ...... .......... .. ..... .. .. .. ....... . 

Newport Naval War College ..... .................... .... ....... .... .. .. ..... ........... .. ........ . ... ... .................... .. .... . 
South Carolina .. . ... .. .. . ... . .. .. . ... .. . .. . .. ... ... ... ... . .... ... .. .. . . .. . .. . .. . Beaufort Marine Corps Air Station ........................................................... ...... ..... ....... .. ...... ....... . 

Parris Island Marine Corps Recruit Depot ... ...... ....... ..... .. ... .... .. .. .. .. .... ......... ................ . .... .......... . 
Texas ..... .. .. .. ... .... .. . . ... . .... .. .. .. .. . . . . . . ... .. .... ... .. . ... . .. . ... .. ..... ... . Ingleside Naval Station ....... ........ .... ... .... ......... ... .. ... .. .. ...... ... ..... ... .......... . ... ........... .. ... .. ... ......... . . 

Kingsville Naval Air Station ............ ........... ..... .... .. .... ... .... .. ...... ... .. ....... ...... .... ... ........... ........ .... . . 
Virginia .. ... . . ....... .. .. . .. . .... .. . ... ... . . . . .......... ..... .. .. . .. . . .. . . . .. .. ... . Chesapeake Naval Security Group Activity ................................................................................. . 

Dam Neck Fleet Combat Training Center .. . ...... .. ...... ..... ..... .. .. ... ................ .. ................. .. ... . ......... . 
Little Creek Amphibious Base .......... .... .. .......... ....... .. .... .. .......... ...... ..... ....... .. ...... ........ .... .... ... .... . 
Norfolk Marine Corps Security Force Battalion Atlantic ........ .... .................. ...... ... ....... .. ...... .. .... . . 
Norfolk Naval Base ... .... ...... ... .... .. .. .. ... ... .... ..... ... .. .. ...... .. ..... ...... ........ ....... ....... .. .. ... .. ... .... ....... ... . 
Norfolk Naval Station .............................................................. ....... ............... . ...... ....... .. ...... .... . . 
Quantico Marine Corps Combat Development Command ............ ..... ........ ... ... ... .............. ..... .. ..... . . 

Washington ............ .. .... ... ...... ....... ...... ... . . .. . .. ... . ... ... .. ... .. ... . Bremerton Puget Sound Naval Shipyard ... .... .......... ........ .... .... .. ............ ...... ...... ... ...... ....... .... ..... . 
Everett Naval Station .. .. ......... ......... ... .. .... .... .. ..... ..... ... ..... .. ..... ... ......... .. ............. ........ ....... ... ..... . 
Whidbey Island Naval Air Station ............................................ ...... ............ ... .... .. ....... .... ... .... .. .. . 

CONUS Classified ...... ..... ... .... ...... .. ........... ..... .. .. ................ Aircraft Fire Rescue and Vehicle Maintenance Facilities .......... ...... ... ... .. ........ .... .. ........ .. ...... ..... . . 

$10,700,()()() 
6,860,()()() 
6,000,000 
3,000,()()() 
7,000,()()() 

18,830,000 
9,650,()()() 
1,090,000 
4,100,000 
2,900,000 
2,200,000 
2,100,()()() 
4,900,()()() 

13,000,000 
7,970,000 

10,400,()()() 
4,200,()()() 
1,900,()()() 
2,950,000 
1,390,()()() 

14,850,000 
2,100,000 

10,500,()()() 
14,500,()()() 
28,000,()()() 
10,800,()()() 
8,350,000 

14,110,()()() 
1,530,000 
1,150,()()() 
7,000,()()() 
5,000,()()() 
6,480,()()() 
5,100,000 

16,430,()()() 
19,900,000 
11 ,040,()()() 
21,690,000 
5,200,000 
2,200,()()() 

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author­
ization of appropriations in section 2204(a)(2), 

the Secretary of the Navy may acquire real 
property and carry out military construction 
projects for the installations and locations out-

side the United States, and in the amounts, set 
forth in the fallowing table: 

Navy: Outside the United States 

Country Inatallation or location 

Greece ................................................ ............................... Souda Bay, Crete Naval Support Activity .......... .. .. .... ....... ...... .... .............. .. ................... ... .•....... .. 
Italy .. .. ........ .... .. ...... .... .. . ... .. .... . .. . .. ......... ... ... .. . ..... ..... .... ... Naples Naval Support Activity ...• .. ...•... ... ........ .... .. ... ... ... .. .. ........... .. .. ... ....................... .. ........... ... 

Sigonella Naval Air Station ..... ...... ....... ......... .. ..... .. ..... ... ....... .... .... .......... ......................... .... ..... . 
Puerto Rico . . . ...... ..... .... .. .. . .... ... ... ... . . .. .. .. .. . ... .•................... Sabana Seca Naval Security Group Activity ..•. ..................••... ........ .. ... .......... .. ... ... ...... ...... .......... 
United Kingdom . . ... . . ... .. .. . .. .. . ... .... .. .... . .. . . .. .... ... ... . .... .. .... .. . Saint Mawgan Joint Communication Center ............ .. ...... ....................... ... .......... ... ...... ..... ........ . . 

Amount 

$3,050,000 
28,460,()()() 
13,750,000 

1,650,()()() 
3,900,()()() 

SEC. 2202. FAMILY HOUSING. 

(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.-Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-

ization of appropriations in section 
2204(a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the Navy may 
construct or acquire family housing units (in-

eluding land acquisition) at the installations, 
for the purposes, and in the amounts set forth 
in the fallowing table: 
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Navy: Family Housing 

State Installation Purpose Amount 

California ........... ...... ..... ...... ........... ..... ... .... ...... .. Camp Pendleton Marine Corps Base ........... ..... .... .... ... ... 196 units ..... ... ........ ,. ........... ............................ .. . $28,552,0{)(J 
18,262,0{)(J 
16,0{)(J,O{)(J 

863,0{)(J 
10,370,0{)(J 
11 ,8{)(} ,0{)(J 

555,0{)(J 

San Diego Navy Public Works Center ............... ......... .. .. 136 units ....... ............... ... ...... .......... ................. . 
Hawaii ... .................................. ........... .......... .... . Moanalua Terrace ..... .. . ... ............... ...... ........................ 100 units (replacement) ..................................... . 
Maryland ............ .. ....................... ....... ... ............ Patuxent River Naval Air Station ............................... .. Housing Office ............... ................. ... .............. . 
Mississippi ...... ....... .... ... .. .... .. ...... ..... ........... ........ Gulfport Construction Battalion Center ........ ....... ......... 120 units ........ ..... ......... ................................. ... . 
Texas .. . .. . .. . .. . . .. ... . ....... ... .. . . . .. . .... ... .. .. ...... ..... ...... Corpus Christi Naval Air Station . ... ... .. . .. .......... ... .. ....... 100 units .......................................................... . 
Virginia ........... ............................................ ...... Norfolk Navy Public Works Center ..... ........................... Warehouse and Self Help Center ....................... . 
Washington ........................................... ............. Everett Naval Station ................................................... Housing Office ................................................. . 780,0{)(J 

(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.-Using amounts 
appropriated pursuant to the authorization of 
appropriations in section 2204(a)(5)(A), the Sec­
retary of the Navy may carry out architectural 
and engineering services and construction de­
sign activities with respect to the construction 
or improvement of military family housing units 
in an amount not to exceed $24,681,000. 
SEC. 2203. IMPROVEMENTS TO MIUTARY FAMILY 

HOUSING UNITS. 

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United 
States Code, and using amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations 
in section 2204(a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the 
Navy may improve existing military family 
housing units in the amount of $155,602,000. 
SEC. 2204. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

NAVY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Subject to subsection (c), 
funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated 
for fiscal years beginning after September 30, 
1994, for military construction, land acquisition, 
and military family housing functions of the 
Department of the Navy in the total amount of 
$1,591,824,000 as follows: 

(1) For military construction projects inside 
the United States authorized by section 2201(a), 
$309,070,000. 

(2) For military construction projects outside 
the United States authorized by section 2201(b) , 
$50,810,000. 

(3) For unspecified minor construction 
projects authorized by section 2805 of title 10, 
United States Code, $7,000,000. 

(4) For architectural and engineering services 
and construction design under section 2807 of 
title 10, United States Code, $43,380,000. 

(5) For military family housing functions: 
(A) For construction and acquisition, plan­

ning and design, and improvements of military 
family housing and facilities, $267,465,000. 

(B) For support of military housing (including 
functions described in section 2833 of title JO, 
United States Code), $937,599,000, of which not 
more than $114,336,000 may be obligated or ex­
pended for the leasing of military family hous­
ing units worldwide. 

(b) LIMITATION OF TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC­
T/ON PROJECTS.-Notwithstanding the cost vari­
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10, 
United States Code, and any other cost vari­
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 2201 of this 
Act may not exceed-

State 

(1) the total amount authorized to be appro­
priated under paragraphs (1) and (2) of sub­
section (a) (as reduced by operation of sub­
section (c)); and 

(2) $18,000,000 (the balance of the amount au­
thorized under section 2201(a) for the construc­
tion of a Strategic Maritime Research Center at 
the Naval War College, Newport, Rhode Island). 

(c) ADJUSTMENT.-The total amount author­
ized to be appropriated pursuant to paragraphs 
(1) through (5) of subsection (a) is the sum of 
the amounts authorized to be appropriated in 
such paragraphs, reduced by $23,500,000, which 
represents the combination of project savings re­
sulting from favorable bids, reduced overhead 
costs, cancellations due to force structure 
changes, and cancellations due to 1995 base clo­
sure and realignment decisions. 
SEC. 2205. RESTORATION OF AUTHORITY TO 

CARRY OUT MILITARY CONSTRUC· 
TION PROJECT AT NAVAL SUPPLY 
CENTER, PENSACOLA, FLORIDA 

(a) REAUTHORIZATION.-Notwithstanding sec­
tion 2205(b)(l)(D)(ii) of the Military Construc­
tion Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (di­
vision B of Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1865), 
the Secretary of the Navy may carry out the 
military construction project at the Naval Sup­
ply Center, Pensacola, Florida, which involves 
construction of a cold storage facility at the in­
stallation and was originally authorized by sec­
tion 2201(a) of the Military Construction Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1992 (division B 
of Public Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1514). 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Section 
2205(a) of .the Military Construction Authoriza­
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1992 (division B of Pub­
lic Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1518), as amended by 
section 2205(b)(2) of the Military Construction 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (division 
B of Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1865), is fur­
ther amended-

( A) in the matter preceding the paragraphs, 
by striking out "$1,759,990,000" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "$1,765,690,000"; and 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking out 
"$667,700,000" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"$673,400,000". 
SEC. 2206. DESIGN ACTIVITIES FOR UPGRADE OF 

MAYPORT NAVAL STATION, FLORIDA 

(a) COMMENCEMENT OF DESIGN ACTIVITIES.­
At the conclusion of the facilities study pre­
pared by the Secretary of the Navy to identify 
infrastructure improvements that would be nec­
essary to provide Mayport Naval Station, Flor-

Air Force: lnsUle the United States 

ida, with the capability to serve as a homeport 
for a nuclear powered aircraft carrier and the 
programmatic environmental impact study to 
identify environmental issues associated with 
such improvements, the Secretary shall begin 
design activities for such military construction 
projects as may be necessary to provide for such 
a capability. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.-Nothing in sub­
section (a) shall be construed as an authoriza­
tion to the Secretary to proceed with the con­
struction of facilities specifically designed to 
make Mayport Naval Station capable of ·serving 
as a homeport for a nuclear powered aircraft 
carrier. 
SEC. 2207. RELOCATION OF PASCAGOULA COAST 

GUARD STATION, MISSISSIPPI. 

(a) AGREEMENT ON RELOCATION.-Subject to 
subsection (c), the Secretary of the Navy and 
the Secretary of Transportation may enter into 
an agreement that provides for the relocation of 
the activities and functions of Pascagoula Coast 
Guard Station to Pascagoula Naval Station, 
Pascagoula, Mississippi. 

(b) PROHIBITION ON RELOCATION OR CON­
STRUCTION COSTS.-The Navy may not incur 
any construction costs relating to the relocation. 
The Coast Guard may not incur any construc­
tion costs or relocation costs relating to the relo­
cation. 

(C) CONDITION ON RELOCATION.-The activities 
and functions of Pascagoula Coast Guard Sta­
tion may not be relocated to Pascagoula Naval 
Station if either-

(1) the Secretary of the Navy determines that 
the relocation of the Coast Guard facility would 
interfere with the performance of the mission of 
the Navy at Pascagoula Naval Station; or 

(2) the Secretary of Transportation determines 
that the relocation of the Coast Guard facility 
would be incompatible with Coast Guard oper­
ations in the Pascagoula area. 

TITLE XXIII-AIR FORCE 

SEC. 2301. AUTHORIZED AIR FORCE CONSTRUC· 
TION AND LAND ACQUISITION 
PROJECTS. 

(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author­
ization of appropriations in section 2304(a)(l), 
the Secretary of the Air Force may acquire real 
property and carry out military construction 
projects for the installations and locations in­
side the United States, and in the amounts, set 
forth in the following table: 

Installation or location Amount 

Alabama .... ...... .. ............ ...... ....... .. .. . ...... .. . ... ... ... . ......... ....... Maxwell Air Force Base ........................................................................................................... . $9,6{)(},0{)(J 
2,800,0{)(J Alaska ... . ....... ............... .. ........ .... .. . ........ .. ............. ....... ..... .. Cape Lisburne Long Range Radar Site ....... ............................................................... ............... . 
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Air Force: Inside the United States-Continued 

State ln•tallation or location 

Elmendorf Air Force Base ......................................................................... .. ... .. ... ............... .. ... . . 
Arizona . . . .. . ..... .. ... . .. . . . . .. . .. . .. . . ... . . .. .. .. . . . . . . . . ... . . .. . ... ... .. . . . . .. . .. . Luke Air Force Base ................................................................................................................ . 
Arkansas .. . . ....... .... .. . . . ... ... ... .. .. .. . .. .. ... . . . .. . . .. . .. . .. .. . .. . .. . .. . . . ... . Little Rock Air Force Base ........ ... .......... .... ............... ... ............. .. ........................ .. ..... .............. . 
California . .. .... . .. ..... .. . . .. . . .. . .. .. . ... . .. ...... .. .. ... . . .. . . . .... ..... .. . . . . .. . Beale Air Force Base ............................................................................................................... . 

Edwards Air Force Base ........ ................... .......... .. .. .. ......... ... ..... .. ......... .... .. .. .... .............. ........ .. . 
McClellan Air Force B,ase .......................................................................... .... ..... ...................... . 
Travis Air Force Base ......... ......... ......... ................................................................................... . 
Vandenberg Air Force Base ................ ......... .... ....................... .......... .... .......... ......................... . . 

Colorado .. . . . . . .. . .. .. .. . .. . . ... . .. . .. .. . ... . .. ......... .. . .. . .. .. . . .. .. .. . ... . . . . .. . Peterson Air Force Base ...................... ............ .... ............... ... ........................................ ........... . 
Delaware . . . . .. .. .. . .. .. . . . . . ... . .. . .. . . . ... . .. .. .. . . . . .. . . . . . .. ... . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . .. . Dover Air Force Base ... .................... ... ...... ........ .. ............ .. ....................................................... . 
Florida ............................... ............... .. ........ ........ ......... ...... Cape Canaveral Air Force Station ... : ........................................................................ .... ............ . 
Georgia ..... ........... ........ ... .......... .................. .... ... ................. Moody Air Force Base .... ... ... ... ..... .. .... ...... ... ......... .... ...... . .. .. ... ...... .. .... ........ ......... ... . ........... .. .... . 

Robins Air Force Base ............... .. .... ......................................................................................... . 
Idaho . .. .. ... .... ................... ...... ....... ........ .. ...... .... ..... .. .......... Mountain Home Air Force Base ................................................................................................ . 
lllinois .... .. ... ... . ...... ... . .. .. ... ... . . . ... . .. .... .. . . ... ... ... . . .. . . .... .. . . . .. ... . Scott Air Force Base .............. .. ...... ........ .. ...... ............. ................... ... . .... .... .. ............. .... ....... .... . 
Kansas ....................................... ... .............................. .. ... .. McConnell Air Force Base ......................... .................................................. ............................. . 
Louisiana ....... ... ... . . . . ..... ... ... . .... .. .... ... ...... ... ... . ... . . . . .. .. . .. ... .. . Barksdale Air Force Base ............ .. ............ .. ................................. ............................................ . 
Maryland .. ...... ............................................. ...................... Andrews Air Force Base .................... ....... .... ............ ..................................... ..... ........ .. ............ . 
Mississippi .. ... . ....... .. .. ... . ... ... ..... .. .. . . ... .... .. ... ... . ..... .. ....... ... . . . Columbus Air Force Base ...... .... ..................................... ......................................... .. .. ....... .. .... . 

Keesler Air Force Base .................................................................. ....... ..... ... .... .. ...................... . 
Missouri . ... ... . . .. ..... ..... .. . .. .. ... ... . ... . .. . . . . .. . .. ... .. . ..... ... .... ... ... .. . Whiteman Air Force Base ....................................................................... ..... .. ....... .................... . 
Montana ... ......................................................................... Malmstrom Air Force Base .. .. ... ....... ....... .......... ... .. ... ... ...... ... .. .... ...... .... ...... .............................. . 
Nebraska . .. ............ .. . . ... . .. . ... .... ... ....... ...... ... ... . ... ........ ...... ... Offutt Air Force Base ........................................................•...................................................... 
Nevada . .. . .... .. .. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . ... . .. . . ....... .. . .. .. . ... ... . ... ... . ..... .. .. . ... Nellis Air Force Base .. .................................................................................................. ........... . 
New Jersey . ... . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . ... . ... .. . . . . . ... . . . . . .. .. . ... ... . .. . . . . .... . .. .. .. . . . McGuire Air Force Base .. .. ........... ... .............. .... ................... ............................ ... ...... . ..... .. ....... . 
New Mexico ....... ........ .. ... .... ... .. ...................... ....... .. .. ...... .... Holloman Air Force Base ....... .. ....... ... ................ ...... .. ......... ..... ........ .. ......... .. ........................... . 

Kirtland Air Force Base ........................... ... ............................................................................. . 
North Carolina ..................... .. ...... ......... .............................. Pope Air Force Base ...... ....... .. ........... ...... .. ................................................................. ..... ........ . 
North Dakota ....... ... ...... ...... .. ..................................... ..... .... Grand Forks Air Force Base ..... ......... ...... ... ... .............. .............. .. .. .. ......................................... . 

Minot Air Force Base ... ........................................ ..................................... .. .......................... ... . 
Ohio ................................................................................... Wright-Patterson Air Force Base ............ .. ................................................................... .......... ... . 
Oklahoma ...... ... .......... ... ........ .. . ...... .. . ... .. . ... ... . . .. . . . . ..... .. ... . . . Altus Air Force Base ................................................................................................................ . 

Tinker Air Force Base .............................................................................................................. . 
Vance Air Force Base ... .... ...... ............................................. ............. .. .......... ... ........................ . 

South Carolina ....... ... . ... .. . ..... .. . .... .. ... ... ... ... ... . ... . ... ..... .. ...... Charleston Air Force Base ........................................................................................................ . 
South Dakota ............................................. ... .. ... .. :......... .... Ellsworth Air Force Base ................... .. ........ ....... ........ ................................ .. ... ....... ..... ... ...... ... . 
Tennessee . .. .. .. ... . .. . . . . . . ... .. . ... .. . ... . .. . . . . . ... ... ... ... . . .. ... . ... . .. ... .. .. Arnold Air Force Base ......................................................................... .... ........................... ... .. . 
Texas ................ .... ... .. ..... .. .... ... .. .. .... .. . . ... ... ... .. . . ...... .. ... .. ... . Brooks Air Force Base ....... ...... ...... ... ... ... .... ........ ..... ............. ......... ... ...... ...... ......... .. ....... ......... . 

Kelly Air Force Base ......... ..... ...... ............... .............. .... ...•......... . ...... ............ .... ..... .. ... .. ............ 
Lackland Air Force Base .......................................................................................................... . 
Sheppard Air Force Base ..................................................... ... ................................. .... ............. . 

Virginia .. ..... ..... .... . .. . . .. .. ... ...... .. . . ... ... . . .. ... ... ... . ........... .... .. . . . Langley Air Force Base ................ .. .......... ....................................................................... ......... . 
Washington ... . . . .. ... .. . . . ....... .. ... ... ... . ....... ... ... ... . .. . .. ... . .. ... .. .... Fairchild Air Force Base .................................................................. ........................................ . 

McChord Air Force Base ......... ..... ..... ... ........................ ...... ....... ....... ...................... ............ .. ... . . 
Wyoming ... .. . . . . .. . .. . . . . . . ... ... . . . . . ... . . .. .. .. . . . . ... ... ... . .. . . .. . ... . . .. . . . . . . F.E. Warren Air Force Base ............................... ...................................................................... . 
CONUS Classified ................................... .. ........ ... .. ............. Classified Location ................... .. .... ... ......................................................... .. ........... ... ..... .... .... . 

Amount 

5,000,000 
4,900,000 
4,800,000 

11,850,000 
$7,050,000 
8,500,000 
3,600,000 
6,550,000 
1,750,000 

10,500,000 
10,450,000 
13,400,000 
21,200,000 
15,950,000 

2,700,000 
500,000 

15,700,000 
6,300,000 

13,200,000 
11,240,000 
24,290,000 

7,200,000 
2,260,000 

600,000 
17,000,000 
10,950,000 
28,000,000 
5,056,000 
5,200,000 
5,850,000 

26,550,000 
3,750,000 

20,443,000 
11,680,000 
11,400,000 
5,950,000 
1,900,000 
6,500,000 
8,950,000 
5,200,000 
3,300,000 
5,500,000 

17,900,000 
10,400,000 

2,650,000 
2,141,000 

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author­
ization of appropriations in section 2304(a)(2), 

the Secretary of the Air Force may acquire real 
property and may carry out military construc­
tion projects for the installations and locations 

outside the United States, and in the amounts, 
set forth in the fallowing table: 

Country 

Germany 

Greenland ..... ..... ......... ......................................... .... .. ... ... . 
Portugal .... ..... ...................... ... ............. ........... .. .. ............. . 
United Kingdom ............................ .. ................................. . 
Overseas Classified ...................................... ........ ....... ...... . 

Air Force: Outside the United States 

In.tallation or location 

Ramstein Air Base .................................................................................................................... . 
Spangdahlem Air Base .. .......................................................................... .... .... ......................... . . 
Thule Air Base ..................................................•... .. ..................................... ........ ...................... 
Lajes Field, Azores ............................................................. ....................... ................................ . 
Lakenheath Royal Air Force Base ....................................... ....... ... .. ........... ... .......... .. ................ . 
Classified Locations .... .. ......................... .... .... .. .... ........ ... .... .. ............ ...... ...... ........... .. ............. .. . 

Amount 

$12,350,000 
9,473,000 
2,450,000 
2,850,000 
7,100,000 
4,050,000 

SEC. 2302. FAMILY HOUSING. 
(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUIS/TION.-Using 

amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-

ization of appropriations in section 
2304(a)(6)(A), the Secretary of the Air Force may 
construct or acquire family housing units (in-

eluding land acquisition) at the installations, 
for the purposes, and in the amounts set forth 
in the fallowing table: 

Air Force: Family Housing 

State ln•tallation Purpoae 

Alabama ... . . ... ..... .. .. . ....... ... ... .... .. . .. . . .. . . .. . .. . .. ... .... Maxwell Air Force Base . ... .. . . . .. . . . . .. . . . .. .. . .. . . ...... .. . .. . . . . .. . . 25 units .......... .. .... ... ..... ..... ................... ........ .. .. . 
Arizona ........ ........................ ....... .... .. ........ .. ..... .. Davis Monthan Air Force Base ....... ....... ... ..... ..... .... ... ... 110 units .......................................................... . 
California . ... ... ... . .. . . .. .. . . ... .. . .. . . ... . ... .. .. . . . .. .. . ... . . .. . . Beale Air Force Base . . .. . . . ... .. . .. ... .. .. . .. . ........ .. ... . .. .. . ... .. . . 76 units ......•. .. ....... .... ... .......... ....... ....... .. ....... .. .. 

Edwards Air Force Base .. ... .. . .. .. .. ..... .. . .... ... .. . .. . .. ... .. . .. .. 34 units ............. ........ ............. ........ .. .............. . . . 
Los Angeles Air Force Station . ...... .. . . . . . .. .. . . . .. . .. . .. .. . .. . .. .. 50 units ............................................................ . 
Vandenberg Air Force Base ............ .. .. .......... ........... ..... 128 units ......... .. ..... .. ......... ......... .. ........... .. ....... . 

District of Columbia . . .. . .. .. ... .. . . .. . . ... .. ... . .... . .. ... . .. .. Bolling Air Force Base . . ..... .. . . . .. . . . . . . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. . .. . .. . . 100 units ..... ... ..... .. .. .......... ... .. .. ..... ................... . 
Florida ... ........ ... . .. ... .. . . . .. . .. . . . . . .. . . . . . ...... .. . . . .. .. . . .. .. Patrick Air Force Base . . .. . .. . ... . . . . . .. . . .. . . . . .. . . .. . .. . ...... .. . ... . 75 units ....... .. ....... ........ ... .. .... ........................... . 
Idaho ......... ............................. ......... ...... ... ......... Mountain Home Air Force Base .................................... 4 units ............ ... .... ... ............... ............. ........... . 

Mountain Home Air Force Base ... ................................. 60 units ............................................................ . 
Kansas ............... .............. .. ................................ McConnell Air Force Base ................................... ......... 70 units ............................... .... .. .. .... ....... .......... . 
Louisiana . . . . . . . . ... .. . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . .. . . . .. .. . .. . . . ... . .. . ... . .. . . Barksdale Air Force Base . .. .. . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . . . . .. . . 82 units ..... ....... ................................................ . 
Missouri .......... .... ......... ................................ .. .... Whiteman Air Force Base .. ... .... ... ......... .. ..... .. .... .. ... ...... Housing Office ............ .... ... .. .............. ........... ... . 
New Mexico ................................. ..... ...... ............ Cannon Air Force Base .. ........ .. ......... .. ......................... 1 unit .... .. ...... ........ ..... .. ... .. .............................. . 

Holloman Air Force Base ........... ... .... ......... .. .. .............. . 76 units ....................... .... ... .. ............................ . 
Kirtland Air Force Base ... .. ... .... .. . ................ ......... .. ..... 106 units ... . ...................................................... . 

North Carolina .. .... .... ... ..... ..... ..... .. ........ ..... .. .. .... Pope Air Force Base ................. ............................. . .... .. 120 units .......................................................... . 
Seymour Johnson Air Force Base .... .. .... ... .. .......... ......... 74 units ............................................................ . 

North Dakota .......... .. .. .... ..... ... ..... .'.. ..... ............ .. Grand Forks Air Force Base ......................................... Housing Office ..... .. .......................................... . 

Amount 

$2,100,000 
10,029,000 
8,842,000 
4,629,000 
8,962,000 

16,460,000 
9,000,000 
7,145,000 

881,000 
5,712,000 
8,322,000 
8,236,000 

567,000 
230,000 

7,733,000 
10,058,000 
14,874,000 
6,025,000 

709,000 
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Air Force: Family Housing-ContinlU!d 

State Installation Purpose Amount 

South Carolina ........... ............. ............ ... :........... Shaw Air Force Base .. ... ... ... ..... .. ... ... ......... ..... ... ........... 3 units ...... .................... ....... ....................... ..... . 631 ,000 
7,077,000 

11 ,400,000 
14,421 ,000 
1,035,000 

11,321,000 

Texas . . .. . .. .. .. .. . ... . . .. . ... . . . . .. . .. .. .. . .. . ... . .. ...... .. .. .. .. .. . Dyess Air Force Base . . .. . ... . . .. . .. . . . . .. ... . . . . . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . .. 59 units ............................................................ . 
Utah ................. ......... .. ...... .... ..... ..... .................. Hill Air Force Base .......... ... .... .. ...... ...................... .... .... 138 units ... ..... ................ ... .... ... ... .... ................. . 
Virginia ...... ................................ ..... .... .. ...... ...... Langley Air Force Base .. . ... ..... ..... . ..... .... .. ......... ... ... ..... 148 units ........... ............. .......... ......... .. ........ .. ... . 
Washington .. .... ... .. ........ .. .................................. : Fairchild Air Force Base ...................................... ... .... . 6 units .. ... ....... ................................................. . 
Wyoming .. . .. . .. .. . ..... .. .. ..... .. .. ..... .... ............ . ..... . ... F.E. Warren Air Force Base .. ... .. .. .. ..... .. ... ..................... 106 units ................. .. ...... .............. ................... . 

(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.-Using amounts 
appropriated pursuant to the authorization of 
appropriations in section 2304(a)(6)(A), the Sec­
retary of the Air Force may carry out architec­
tural and engineering services and construction 
design activities with respect to the construction 
or improvement of military family housing units 
in an amount not to exceed $9,275,000. 
SEC. 2303. IMPROVEMENTS TO MIUTARY FAMILY 

HOUSING UNITS. 
Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United 

States Code, and using amounts appropriated 
. pursuant to the authorization of appropriations 
in section 2304(a)(6)(A), the Secretary of the Air 
Force may improve existing military family 
housing units in an amount not to exceed 
$61,770,000. 
SEC. 2304. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

AIR FORCE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-Subject to subsection (c), 

funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated 
for fiscal years beginning after September 30, 
1994, for military construction, land acquisition, 
and military family housing functions of the 
Department of the Air Force in the total amount 
of $1,601,602,000 as follows: 

(1) For military construction projects inside 
the United States authorized by section 2301(a), 
$438,154,000. 

(2) For military construction projects outside 
the United States authorized by section 2301(b), 
$38,273,000. 

(3) For unspecified minor construction 
projects authorized by section 2805 of title 10, 
United States Code, $7,000,000. 

(4) For architectural and engineering services 
and construction design under section 2807 of 
title JO, United States Code, $49,386,000. 

(5) For the construction of the climatic test 
chamber at Eglin Air Force Base, Florida, au­
thorized by section 2301(a) of the Military Con­
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 
(division B of Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 
2594), $20,000,000. 

(6) For military family housing functions: 
(A) For construction and acquisition , plan­

ning and design, and improvements of military 
family housing and facilities, $247,444,000. 

Agency 

Chemical Agents and Munitions Destruction 

(B) For support of military housing (including 
functions described in section 2833 of title 10, 
United States Code), $824,845,000, of which not 
more than $112,757,000 may be obligated or ex­
pended for leasing of military family housing 
units worldwide. 

(b) LIMlTATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC­
TION PROJECTS.-Notwithstanding the cost vari­
ations authorized by section 2853 of title JO, 
United States Code, and any other cost vari­
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 2301 of this 
Act may not exceed the total amount authorized 
to be appropriated under paragraphs (1) and (2) 
of subsection (a) (as reduced by operation of 
subsection (c)). 

(c) ADJUSTMENT.-The total amount author­
ized to be appropriated pursuant to paragraphs 
(1) through (6) of subsection (a) is the sum of 
the amounts authorized to be appropriated in 
such paragraphs, reduced by $23,500,000, which 
represents the combination of project savings re­
sulting from favorable bids, reduced overhead 
costs, cancellations due to force structure 
changes, and cancellations due to 1995 base clo­
sure and realignment decisions. 
SEC. 2305. AUTHORIZATION OF MIUTARY CON­

STRUCTION PROJECTS AT TYNDALL 
AIR FORCE BASE, FLORIDA, FOR 
WHICH FUNDS HA VE BEEN APPRO­
PRIATED. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION.-The table in section 
2301(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza­
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (division B of Pub­
lic Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1867) is amended in 
the item relating to Tyndall Air Force Base, 
Florida, by striking out "$2,600,000" in the 
amount column and inserting in lieu thereof 
" $8,200,000". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Section 
2304(a) of such Act (107 Stat. 1870) is amended­

(1) in the matter preceding the paragraphs, by 
striking out "$2,040,031,000" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "$2,045,631,000"; and 

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking out 
"$877,539,000" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"$883,139,000". 

Defense Agencies: Inside the United States 

SEC. 2306. REVISION OF AUTHORIZED FAMILY 
HOUSING PROJECT AT TYNDALL AIR 
FORCE BASE, FWRIDA 

The table in section 2302(a) of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1994 (division B of Public Law 103-160; J07 Stat. 
1869) is amended in the item relating to Tyndall 
Air Force Base, Florida, by striking out " Infra­
structure" in the purpose column and inserting 
in lieu thereof "45 units". 
SEC. 2307. MODIFICATION OF AIR FORCE PLANT 

NO. 3, TULSA, OKLAHOMA 

(a) MODIFICATION AUTHORIZED.-Subject to 
subsection (b), of the amount authorized to be 
appropriated under section 301(4), not more 
than $10,000,000 shall be available to the Sec­
retary of the Air Force to carry out the modi­
fication of Air Force Plant No. 3, Tulsa, Okla­
homa. 

(b) CONDITION.-The Secretary of the Air 
Force may not obligate any of the funds made 
available under subsection (a) until after the 
end of a period of 30 legislative days (as 'defined 
in section 2687(e)(4) of title JO, United States 
Code) beginning on the date the Secretary sub­
mits to the congressional defense committees a 
report certifying that the modification is consist­
ent with the long term national security mission 
of Air Force Plant No. 3. 
SEC. 2308. REPEAL OF LIMITATION ON ORDER OF 

RETIREMENT OF MINUTEMAN 11 MIS­
SILES. 

Section 2307 of the Military Construction Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (division B 
of Public Law 101-510; J04 Stat. 1775) is re­
pealed. 

TITLE XXIV-DEFENSE AGENCIES 
SEC. 2401. AUTHORIZED DEFENSE AGENCIES 

CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI­
TION PROJECTS. 

Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the 
authorization of appropriations in section 
2405(a)(l), the Secretary of Defense may acquire 
real property and carry out military construc­
tion projects for the installations and locations 
inside the United States, and in the amounts, 
set forth in the fallowing table: 

Installatwn or locatwn Amount 

Anniston Army Depot, Alabama ..... ... .. .. .... ... .... .... .. ....... ... ... ....... .. ....... ........... ... .. .... ......... ........ . 
Pine Bluff Arsenal, Arkansas ..................... ...................... ... ... .. ..................... .................. ......... . 
Tooele Anny Depot , Utah .. ............. ..... ................. ............................ ..... ... .. ........ ..... .......... .. ..... . 
Umatilla Anny Depot, Oregon .. .... ..... ............................. ........ ... ...... ... ................................ ...... . 

$5,000,000 
3,000,000 
4,000,000 

12,000 ,000 
Defense Intelligence Agency ...... ...... ... .......... ...................... . Bolling Air Force Base , Washington, District of Columbia ......... .. .... .......................................... . 600,000 

2,200,000 
5 ,100 ,000 
3,652 ,000 
4,600,000 
2,000,000 

Defense Logistics Agency .. .. .. .. ............. .. .. ...... .. ................ ... . 

Defense Medical Facility Office .... ... ........ ... ..... .. ...... ......... .. . 

National Security Agency ................. ...... .... ............. .......... .. 
Office Secretary of Defense ............................. ........... .. .. .. .. .. 
Section 6 Schools ... .. ... .. .. ..... ... .... ... ... .... ............. ...... ........... . 
Special Operations Forces .. .......... .......................... ............. . 

Defense Construction Supply Center, Columbus, Ohio .... ......... .... ........ .... ......... .. .. .... .. .. ..... ........ . 
Defense Contract Management Area Office, El Segundo, California ... .... ... ..... ....... ....... .. ... .... ..... . 
Defense Fuel Support Point , Craney Island, Virginia ...... ................ ...... ... ............... ..... ..... .... .... . 
Headquarters, Defense Logistics Agency, Ft . Belvoir , Virginia ................................... ................ . 
Fort Dix, New Jersey ....... ........... .. .. .. .......... ...... ... .. .. ... .. .. .... .... ... ............... ........... .. .. ........ ....... .. . 
Fort McPherson, Georgia ......................................................................................................... . 
McClellan Air Force Base, California ................. ................ .... ..... .. ........ .. ...... ....... .... ...... .......... . 
Fort Meade, Maryland .......... ................ ... .. ... ................... ........................... ............ .... .... ... ...... . 
CON US Classified Location ...................................... .. ....... ........... ......... .. .... .. ................. .......... . 
Naval Surface Warfare Center, Virginia ....... .... .. .. ........ .. .... ........ ........................ ... ... ... .... ..... ..... . 
Eglin Auxiliary Field No. 9, Florida ..... ... .... .. .. .... ........... .......... .... .... ....... ...... ...... ... .. ....... .......... . 
Fort Bragg , North Carolina ... .. ........ ... ......... .. .. .. ........ ..... ..... ... ........ ...... ..... .. .. .. ... ....... ... .. ....... ... . 
Kirtland Air Force Base , New Mexico ..... ........................................ ....... .................. ........ .... ... .. . 
Naval Base Coronado, San Diego , California ... ... ...... ......... ....................... .. ... ... .. ... ..... .... ..... ..... . 

13,300,000 
10,280 ,000 
5,458,000 
5 ,300,000 
1 ,560,000 

20,200,000 
8 ,000,000 
9,600,000 
3,400 ,000 

SEC. 2402. FAMILY HOUSING. 
Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the 

authorization of appropriations in section 

2405(a)(ll)(A), the Secretary of Defense may 
construct or acquire family housing units (in­
cluding land acquisition) at the location, for the 

purpose, and in the amount set forth in the fol­
lowing table: 
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Defense Agencies: Family Housing 

Country Agency 

Belgium ..... .... ............ ... .. . ... ... ... ...... .................... National Security Agency 

SEC. 2403. IMPROVEMENT TO MIUTARY FAMILY 
HOUSING UNITS. 

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United 
States Code, and using amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations 
in section 2405(a)(ll)(A), the Secretary of De­
fense may improve existing military family hous­
ing units in an amount not to exceed $50,000. 
SEC. 2404. ENERGY CONSERVATION PROJECTS. 

Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the 
authorization of appropriations in section 
2405(a)(8) , the Secretary of Defense may carry 
out energy conservation projects under section 
2865 of title 10, United States Code. 
SEC. 2405. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

DEFENSE AGENCIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-Funds are hereby author­

ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin­
ning after September 30, 1994, for military con­
struction, land acquisition, and military family 
housing functions of the Department of Defense 
(other than the military departments), in the 
total amount of $3,213,608,000 as follows: 

(1) For military construction projects inside 
the United States authorized by section 2401(a), 
$119 ,250 ,000. 

(2) For military construction projects at Ports­
mouth Naval Hospital, Virginia , authorized by 
section 2401(a) of the Military Construction Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 
(division B of Public Law 101-189; 103 Stat. 
1640) , $120,000,000. 

(3) For military construction projects at El­
mendorf Air Force Base, Alaska, hospital re­
placement, authorized by section 2401(a) of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1993 (division B of Public Law 102-
484; 106 Stat. 2599), $66,000,000. 

(4) For military construction projects at Fort 
Bragg, North Carolina, hospital replacement, 
authorized by section 2401(a) of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1993 (division B of Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 
2599) , $75,000,000. 

(5) For unspecified minor construction 
projects under section 2805 of title 10, United 
States Code, $22,348,000. 

(6) For contingency construction projects of 
the Secretary of Defense under section 2804 of 
title 10, United States Code, $3,511,000. 

(7) For architectural and engineering services 
and construction design under section 2807 of 
title 10, United States Code, $51,960,000. 

(8) For energy conservation projects author­
ized by section 2404, $50,000,000. 

(9) For base closure and realignment activities 
as authorized by title II of the Defense Author­
ization Amendments and Base Closure and Re­
alignment Act (Public Law 100-526; 10 U.S.C. 
2687 note), $87,600,000. 

(10) For base closure and realignment activi­
ties as authorized by the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title 
XXIX of Public Law 101- 510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 
note), $2,588,558,000. 

(11) For military family housing functions: 
(A) For construction and acquisition, plan­

ning and design , and improvements of military 
family housing and facilities, $350,000. 

(B) For support of military housing (including 
functions described in section 2833 of title 10, 
United States Code), $29,031,000, of which not 
more than $24,051,000 may be obligated or ex­
pended for the leasing of military family hous­
ing units worldwide. 

(b) LIMITATION OF TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC­
TION PROJECTS.-Notwithstanding the cost vari­
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10, 

United States Code, and any other cost vari­
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 2401 of this 
Act may not exceed the total amount authorized 
to be appropriated under subsection (a)(l). 
SEC. 2406. COMMUNITY IMPACT ASSISTANCE 

WITH REGARD TO NAVAL WEAPONS 
STATION, CHARLESTON, SOUTH 
CARO UNA. 

Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the 
authorization of appropriations in section 
2405(a)(10), the Secretary of the Navy shall 
transfer $3,000,000 to the South Carolina De­
partment of Highways and Public Transpor­
tation to be used for improvements to North 
Rhett Avenue, which provides access to the 
Naval Weapons Station, Charleston, South 
Carolina, to help alleviate the adverse effects of 
the closure of the Charleston Naval Station and 
Charleston Naval Shipyard, South Carolina, on 
the surrounding communities. 
SEC. 2407. PLANNING AND · DESIGN FOR CON· 

STRUCTION IN SUPPORT OF CON­
SOUDATION OF OPERATIONS OF 
THE DEFENSE FINANCE AND AC­
COUNTING SERVICE. 

Of the amount authorized to be appropriated 
by section 2405(a)(7), $6,000,000 shall be avail­
able for planning and design activities relating 
to military construction in support of the con­
solidation of operations of the Defense Finance 
and Accounting Service. 
SEC. 2408. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO 

CARRY OUT FISCAL YEAR 1993 
PROJECT. 

(a) MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY.-(1) The 
table in section 2401(a) of the Military Construc­
tion Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (di­
vision B of Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2599) is 
amended in the item relating to Fitzsimons Army 
Medical Center, Colorado, by striking out 
" $390,000,000" in the amount column and insert­
ing in lieu thereof "$225,000,000". 

(2) Section 2403(c)(6) of such Act (106 Stat. 
2600) is amended by striking out "$388,000,000" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "$223,000,000". 

(b) CERTIFICATION.-(1) If the budget for fiscal 
year 1996 that is submitted to Congress under 
section 1105 of title 31, United States Code, in­
cludes a request for funds for the construction 
of a replacement facility at Fitzsimons Army 
Medical Center, Colorado, then not later than 
March 15, 1995, the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to the congressional defense committees a 
certification that the replacement facility is 
needed to meet military health care require­
ments. 

(2) In making the certification, the Secretary 
of Defense shall address the issues raised in the 
Audit Report of the Inspector General of the De­
partment of Defense dated March 21, 1994, and 
entitled "Medical Treatment Facility Require­
ments-Fitzsimons Army Medical Center", in­
cluding-

( A) the cost-effectiveness of building a re­
placement facility; 

(B) the Department of Defense policy on con­
struction of new military medical treatment fa­
cilities in areas in which the majority of the pa­
tient population is military retirees and their de­
pendents; 

(C) the percentage of the patient population 
in the catchment area of Fitzsimons Army Medi­
cal Center and in the Region 8 area that con­
sists of-

(i) active duty personnel; 
(ii) dependents of active duty personnel; 
(iii) military retirees; and 
(iv) dependents of military retirees; 

Purpose Amount 

1 unit $300,000 

(D) the availability to and cost for the patient 
population in the catchment area of medical 
care provided by civilian medical facilities lo­
cated in that area; 

(E) the occupancy rates of civilian medical fa­
cilities in the catchment area; 

( F) the nature and extent of advanced medical 
procedures provided by civilian medical facilities 
in the catchment area; 

(G) the ability of and cost to other Depart­
ment of Defense medical facilities and civilian 
medical facilities located in the Region 8 area of 
providing medical care to patients in that area 
that are currently served by Fitzsimons Army 
Medical Center; 

(H) the projected occupancy rates at 
Fitzsimons Army Medical Center with and with­
out patients from outside the catchment area 
and the Region 8 area; and 

(I) the cost-effectiveness and contribution of 
the Graduate Medical Education program at 
Fitzsimons Army Medical Center to meeting the 
training requirements of the Army for military 
medical personnel. 

TITLE XXV-NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY 
ORGANIZATION INFRASTRUCTURE 

SEC. 2501. AUTHORIZED NATO CONSTRUCTION 
AND LAND ACQlnSITION PROJECTS. 

The Secretary of Defense may make contribu­
tions for the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza­
tion Infrastructure Program, as provided in sec­
tion 2806 of title 10, United States Code, in an 
amount not to exceed the sum of the amount au­
thorized to be appropriated for this purpose in 
section 2502 and the amount collected from the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization as a result 
of construction previously financed by the Unit­
ed States. 
SEC. 2502. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

NATO. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro­

priated for fiscal years beginning after Septem­
ber 30, 1994, for contributions by the Secretary 
of Defense under section 2806 of title 10, United 
States Code, for the share of the United States 
of the cost of projects for the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization Infrastructure Program, as 
authorized by section 2501, in the amount of 
$119,000,000. 

TITLE XXVI-GUARD AND RESERVE 
FORCES FACIUTIES 

SEC. 2601. AUTHORIZED GUARD AND RESERVE 
CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI­
TION PROJECTS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated for 
fiscal years beginning after September 30, 1994, 
for the costs of acquisition, architectural and 
engineering services, and construction of facili­
ties for the Guard and Reserve Forces, and for 
contributions therefor, under chapter 133 of title 
10, United States Code (including the cost of ac­
quisition of land for those facilities), the follow­
ing amounts: 

(1) For the Department of the Army-
( A) for the Army National Guard of the Unit­

ed States, $188,062,000; and 
(B) for the Army ReservP-, $57,370,000. 
(2) For the Department of the Navy, for the 

Naval and Marine Corps Reserve, $22,748,000. 
(3) For the Department of the Air Force-
( A) for the Air National Guard of the United 

States, $249,053,000; and 
(B) for the Air Force Reserve, $57,066,000. 

SEC. 2602. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR 
UNAUTHORIZED GUARD AND RE· 
SERVE PROJECTS. 

(a) PROHIBIT/ON OF UNAUTHORIZED 
PROJECTS.-Except as provided in subsection 
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(b), funds appropriated pursuant to the author­
ization of appropriations in section 2601 may 
only be used for the purpose of paying for the 
costs of acquisition, architectural and engineer­
ing services, and construction of facilities for 
the Guard and Reserve Forces (and for con­
tributions for such purposes) under chapter 133 
of title 10, United States Code, in the case of 
projects for the Guard and Reserve Forces speci­
fied in the joint explanatory statement of the 
committee of conference to accompany the bill S. 
2182 of the One Hundred and Third Congress. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.-Subsection (a) shall not 
apply with respect to funds authorized to be ap­
propriated in section 2601 for unspecified plan­
ning and design and for unspecified minor con­
struction. Such subsection shall also not apply 
in the case of a project for the Guard and Re­
serve Forces-

(1) specifically authorized by a law enacted 
after the date of the enactment of this Act; 

(2) designated as emergency construction, in 
the same manner as provided for military con­
struction projects under section 2803 of title 10, 
United States Code; 

(3) designated as contingency construction, in 
the same manner as provided for military con­
struction projects under section 2804 of such 
title; 

(4) designated as a construction project re­
quired to carry out an environmental response 
action, in the same manner as provided for mili­
tary constructfon projects under section 2810 of 
such title; 

(5) designated as a construction project re­
quired to repair , restore, or replace a damaged 
or destroyed facility , in the same manner as pro­
vided for military construction projects under 
section 2854 of such title; or 

(6) specified in the joint explanatory state­
ment of the committee of conference to accom­
pany any Act, enacted before the date of enact­
ment of this Act, authorizing funds for military 
construction projects if the authorization for the 
project has not expired by the time the expendi­
ture is to be made. 
SEC. 2603. AUTHORIZATION OF PROJECTS FOR 

WHICH FUNDS HA VE BEEN APPRO­
PRIATED. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 1994 GUARD AND RESERVE 
PROJECTS.-Section 2601 of the Military Con­
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 
(division B of Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1878) 
is amended-

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking out 
"$283,483,000" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"$299,223,000"; arid 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking out 
"$25,013,000" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"$33,713,000''. 

(b) FISCAL YEAR 1993 AIR NATIONAL GUARD 
PROJECT.-Section 2601(3)(A) of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1993 (division B of Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 
2602) is amended by striking out "$305,759,000" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "$306,959,000". 

(c) FISCAL YEAR 1992 ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 
PROJECT.-Section 2601(1)(A) of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1992 (division B of Public Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 
1534) is amended by striking out "$210,745,000" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "$211,759,000". 
SEC. 2604. STATE NATIONAL GUARD HEAD­

QUARTERS, FORT DIX, NEW JERSEY. 
Funds appropriated pursuant to the author­

ization of appropriations in section 2601(1)(A) of 
the Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1993 (division B of Public Law 102-
484; 106 Stat. 2602) for the renovation of facili­
ties at Fort Dix, New Jersey, for the purpose of 
accommodating a consolidated New Jersey Na­
tional Guard headquarters may also be used for 
additions and alterations to such facilities for 
the same purpose. 
SEC. 2605. COLORADO STATE AREA COMMAND AR­

MORY, ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO. 
(a) CONTRIBUTION AUTHORIZED.-Using 

amounts appropriated for this purpose pursuant 
to the authorization of appropriations in section 
2601(1)(A), the Secretary of Defense may make a 
contribution to the State of Colorado under 
paragraph (4) or (5) of section 2233(a) of title 10, 
United States Code, in connection with the relo­
cation of the Colorado State Area Command Ar­
mory to Englewood, Colorado , and the improve­
ment of such relocated armory. 

(b) COMPUTATION OF AMOUNT OF CONTRIBU­
TION.-Notwithstanding section 2236(b) of title 
10, United States Code, in computing the cost of 
construction under such section for purposes of 
making the contribution authorized under sub­
section (a), the Secretary of Defense may con­
sider the cost or market value of the buildings 
and other improvements contributed by the 
State of Colorado in connection with the reloca­
tion of the Colorado State Area Command Ar­
mory. The amount of the Federal contribution 

for such armory under paragraph (4) or (5) of 
section 2233(a) of such title, as authorized by 
subsection (a), may not exceed $2,725,qoo. 

TITLE XXVIl-EXPIRATION AND 
EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS 

SEC. 2701. EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS AND 
AMOUNTS REQUIRED TO BE SPECI· 
FIEDBYLAW. 

(a) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS AFTER 
THREE YEARS.-Except as provided in subsection 
(b), all authorizations contained in titles XX! 
through XXVI for military construction 
projects, land acquisition, family housing 
projects and facilities, and contributions to the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization Infrastruc­
ture program (and authorizations of appropria­
tions therefor) shall expire on the later of-

(1) October 1, 1997; or 
(2) the date of the enactment of an Act au­

thorizing funds for military construction for fis­
cal year 1998. 

(b) EXCEPTION.-Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to authorizations for military construc­
tion projects, land acquisition, family housing 
projects and facilities, and contributions to the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization Infrastruc­
ture program (and authorizations of appropria­
tions therefor), for which appropriated funds 
have been obligated before the later of-

(1) October 1, 1997; or 
(2) the date of the enactment of an Act au­

thorizing funds for fiscal year 1998 for military 
construction projects, land acquisition, family 
housing projects and facilities, or contributions 
to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization In­
frastructure program. 
SEC. 2702. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF 

CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 1992 
PROJECTS. 

(a) EXTENSIONS.-Notwithstanding section 
2701 of the Military Construction Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1992 (division B of Public 
Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1535), authorizations for 
the projects set forth in the tables in subsection 
(b), as provided in section 2101, 2102, 2201, 2301, 
or 2601 of that Act, shall remain in effect until 
October 1, 1995, or the date of the enactment of 
an Act authorizing funds for military construc­
tion for fiscal year 1996, whichever is later. 

(b) TABLES.-The tables referred to in sub­
section (a) are as follows: 

Army: Extension of 1992 Project Authorizations 

State In11tallation or location PTQject Amount 

Colorado ................................................. Fort Carson .......................................... Family Housing New Construction (1 
Unit) .... .................. ...... .......... ........ .. . 

Georgia . . . .. . .. .. . ... . .. . .. .. .. ....... ... .. .. . .. .. ... ..... Fort Benning . . . ... .. .. . .. . . ... .. . . ... .. .. .. .. . .. ... . General Instruction Facility ................. . 
Fort Stewart ......................................... Family Housing New Construction (120 

Units) ...... ................ ....... ... ........... ... . 
Oregon . ... . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . ... .. .. ... .. . . ..... ....... .. . .. . Umatilla Depot Activity .. .. ........... ... ... .. . Ammunition Demilitarization Support 

Facility .. ...... ................... .... .... ...... ... . 
Ammunition Demilitarization Utilities ... . 

Navy: Extension of 1992 Project Authorizations 

State In•tallation or location PTQject 

Mississippi .. . .. .. ... .. .. ... .. .. .. . .. ... . ... ... .... ... .. . Gulfport Naval Construction Battalion 
Center ....................... ............ .. .. .. ... ... Controlled Humidity Warehouse ........... . 

West Virginia ................. ..... .................... Green Bank Naval Observatory ............. Alternate Operations Center ................. . 
Italy .. ... .. .. ..... .. ... .. .. .. . .. ... ... . . . . ....... .... ... .. . Sigonella Naval Air Station . .. . . .. . .. .. . .. . . .. Operations Control Center ....... ............. . 

Sicily Naval Communications Station .. . .. Satellite terminal ................................. . 
Outside United States .............................. Various locations .................................. Satellite terminals ................................ . 

$150,000 
2,150,000 

9,700,000 

3,600,000 
7,500,000 

Amount 

$7,000,000 
5,400,000 
9,850,000 
2,750,000 

10,570,000 
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Air Force: Extension of 1992 Project Authorization 

State Installation or location Prqject 

Alaska . ... . . . .. .. . . . .. .... ... .. .. ... .. . . .. . .. .. ... .. . . . .. . Eareckson (formerly Shemya) Air Force 
Station ......... ................................ ..... Hazardous Materials Storage ................ . 

Arizona .............. .. ............................... ... Davis Mon than Air Force Base ......... ..... Wastewater Treatment Facility ............. . 
California . ..... .... ... ....................... ... ........ Beale Air Force Base ............................. Munitions Maintenance Facility .......... . 
Delaware .. ..... ............ .. ... ........... ....... ...... Dover Air Force Base ............................ Additions and Alterations Child Devel-

opment Center .................................. . 
Kansas ...... ...... ........ ....... .. ................ .... .. McConnell Air Force Base ... .... ........ ...... Temporary Lodging Facility .............. .. . . 
Maryland .. ...... ................. ....... ............... Andrews Air Force Base .... ........... ......... Upgrade Mystic Star ............................ . 
North Carolina ... ... .. . . ... . . .. . .. ... . . . . .. ... .. .. . .. . Pope Air Force Base . . .. . . . . . .. . . ... .. . . . .. .. . . .. Child Development Center .......... ......... . . 

Army National Guard: Extension of 1992 Project Authorizations 

State Location Prqject 

California .. ..... .... .................................... Stockton .. ....... ....... .... ..... ............ .. ........ Additions and Alterations Combined 
Support Maintenance Shop ............... . 

District of Columbia ..... ............. .............. Fort Belvoir .... .............. ....... ... .. ....... ..... Army Aviation Support Facility .. ....... ... . 
Maryland ........................... ................. ... Cheltenham .................... ........ .............. Armory/Maintenance Shop ................... . 

Towson . . . .. . . . .. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. .. . . . .. .. .... ... . Direct Logistics Warehouse .................. . 
Mississippi . .. .. . . .. . .. .. ... .. ... .. .. ... . . .. ..... .. ... .. . West Point . . . .. . .. ..... .. .. .. . .. .. ... .. . . ... . . .. .. . . .. Maintenance Shop ............................... . 

Tupelo . . . .. . ... .. .. .. ... .. .. . . . .. .. ... .. .. ... .. .. . . . .. . Maintenance Shop .................... ........... . 
Senatobia ... . . .. . . .. .. . . . . . . .. .. .. ... .. . . ... .. .. . .. .. . Maintenance Shop ............. .................. . 

Nevada ... ... .... ......................................... Washoe County .................................... Maintenance Shop ............. ......... ......... . 
North Carolina .... ......... ....... .. .. ..... ...... ..... Camp Butner ............. ..................... ...... Range ................................................. . 
Ohio .. ... .. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . ... .. . . . . . . . .. ..... .. . . . .......... Toledo . . ... . .. . ... .. .. . . . . . .. . .. .. ... ... . . . . .. .. . . . . . .. . Armory ........................ ... ..................... . 
Rhode Island ........................ ............. ..... Camp Varnum ......... .. ... .............. .... ...... Sewer and Water System ...................... . 

Camp Fogarty . ... . . .. ... .. . ... . . . ....... .. . .. .. . .. . Armory ................................................ . 
West Virginia . . . .. ... .. .. . . . .. . ... .. . ... .. . . ... .. . . ... . Huntington . . . . .. .. . . . . . ... . . . . .. . . . .. . .. .. .. . .. .. .. . Guard and Reserve Center .................... . 

Army Reserve: Extension of 1992 Project Authorizations 

State Location Prqject 

Massachusetts ...... ........................ ..... ... ... Taunton ...... ... .. ....... .............. ............... Reserve Center ..................................... . 
Ohio .. .. . ... . .. . . . .. . . . .. ... .. .. . . . . .... .. . . ..... .. . . .. . . . . Perrysburg .. ... . . .. .. . . . .. . .. . . .. ... . .. . ... .. . .. .. .. . Reserve Center Addition ....................... . 
Pennsylvania ..... .......... .. ... ...................... Johnstown ........ ........ ... ......................... Army and Marine Corps Aviation Facil-

ity .................................................... . 
Tennessee ... ..... ................................. .. .... Jackson ................. ....... .......... .............. Joint Training Facility ......................... . 
West Virginia .............. .. ........ .................. Huntington ............................. .. ........... Guard and Reserve Center .................... . 

Amount 

$4,000,000 
4,100,000 
2,700,000 

2,600,000 
2,700,000 
2,700,000 
2,050,000 

Amount 

$1,613,000 
2,765,000 
3,300,000 

373,000 
1,270,000 
$992,000 

723,000 
1,050,000 

986,000 
3,183,000 

578,000 
5,151,000 
2,983,000 

Amount 

$3,526,000 
2,749,000 

30,224,000 
1,537,000 
6,617,000 

SEC. 2703. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF 
CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 1991 
PROJECTS. 

(a) EXTENSIONS.-Notwithstanding section 
2701 of the Military Construction Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (division B of Public 
Law 101-510; 104 Stat. 1782) , the authorizations 

for the projects set forth in the tables in sub­
section (b), as provided in section 2201, 2301, or 
2401 of that Act and extended by section 2702(a) 
of the Military Construction Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1992 (division B of Public Law 
102-190; 105 Stat. 1535) and section 2702 of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act for 

Fiscal Year 1994 (division B of Public Law 103-
160; 107 Stat. 1880), shall remain in effect until 
October 1, 1995, or the date of the enactment of 
an Act authorizing funds for military construc­
tion for fiscal year 1996, whichever is later. 

(b) TABLE.-The tables referred to in sub­
section (a) is as follows: 

Navy: Extension of 1991 Project Authorization 

State Installation or location Prqject 

Connecticut New London Naval Submarine Base ... .......... .. Thames River Dredging 

Air Force: Extension of 1991 Project Authorizations 

State Installation or location Prqject 

California ...... ....... .. ......... .... ... ..... ........... Beale Air Force Base............................. Student Dormitory .............................. .. 
Colorado . .. . . . . . . . .. . .. . . ... .. .. . . . .. .. ... . . .. ... .. ... . . . Buckley Air National Guard Base .. . .. ... .. Child Development Center .................... . 
Hawaii .. ..... .. ... .......... .... .... ......... ..... ....... Schofield Barracks ..... ... ........... ... .... .. .... Combat Arms Training/Maintenance Fa-

State 

Maryland 

cility ................. ............................... . 

Defense Agencies: Extension of 1991 Project Authorization 

location 

Defense Logistics Agency, Defense Re­
utilization and Marketing Office, Fort 

Prqject 

Meade ............................................... Covered Storage ................................... . 

Amount 

$5,300,000 

Amount 

$3,650,000 
4,550,000 

1,400,000 

Amount 

$9,500,000 
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SEC. 2704. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Titles XX!, XXII, XXIII, XXIV, XXV, and 
XXV I shall take effect on the later of-

(1) October 1, 1994; or 
(2) the date of the enactment of this Act. 
TITLE XXVIII-GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Subtitle A-Military Construction Program 
and Military Family Housing Changes 

SEC. 2801. LIMITATION ON REPAIR OF EXISTING 
FACILITIES. 

(a) APPLICATION OF LIMITATION To MAJOR 
REPAIRS.-Section 2811 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 
"§2811. Repair of facilities 

"(a) REPAIRS USING OPERATIONS AND MAINTE­
NANCE FUNDS.-Using funds available to the 
Secretary concerned for operation and mainte­
nance, the Secretary concerned may carry out 
repair projects for an entire single-purpose f acil­
ity or one or more functional areas of a multi­
purpose facility. 

"(b) APPROVAL REQUIRED FOR MAJOR RE­
PAIRS.-A repair project costing more than 
$5,000,000 may not be carried out under this sec­
tion unless approved in advance by the Sec­
retary concerned. In determining the total cost 
of a repair project, the Secretary shall include 
all phases of a multi-year repair project to a sin­
gle facility. In considering a repair project for 
approval, the Secretary shall ensure that the 
project is consistent with force structure plans, 
that repair of the facility is more cost effective 
than replacement, and that the project is an ap­
propriate use of operation and maintenance 
funds. 

"(c) PROHIBITION ON NEW CONSTRUCTION OR 
ADDITIONS.-Construction of new facilities or 
additions to existing facilities may not be car­
ried out under the authority of this section.··. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The item relating 
to such section in the table of sections at the be­
ginning of subchapter I of chapter 169 of title 
10, United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 
"2811. Repair of facilities". 
SEC. 2802. CLARIFICATION OF REQUIREMENT FOR 

NOTIFICATION OF CONGRESS OF IM­
PROVEMENTS IN FAMILY HOUSING 
UNITS. 

Section 2825(b) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

"(3) The limitation contained in the first sen­
tence of paragraph (1) does not apply to a 
project for the improvement of a family housing 
unit or units referred to in that sentence if the 
project (including the amount requested for the 
project) is identified in the budget materials sub­
mitted to Congress by the Secretary of Defense 
in connection with the submission to Congress 
of the budget for a fiscal year pursuant to sec­
tion 1105 of title 31. ". 
SEC. 2803. LIMITED PARTNERSHIPS FOR NA VY 

HOUSING. 
(a) AUTHORITY FOR HOUSING PARTNERSHIPS.­

Subchapter II of chapter 169 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 
"§2837. Limited partnerships with private de­

velopers of housing 
"(a) LIMITED PARTNERSHIPS.-(]) In order to 

meet the housing requirements of members of the 
naval service, and the dependents of such mem­
bers, at a military installation described in 
paragraph (2), the Secretary of the Navy may 
enter into a limited partnership with one or 
more private developers to encourage the con­
struction of housing and accessory structures 
within commuting distance of the installation. 
The Secretary may contribute not less than five 
percent, but not more than 35 percent, of the de­
velopment costs under a limited partnership. 

"(2) Paragraph (1) applies to a military instal­
lation under the jurisdiction of the Secretary at 

which there is a shortage of suitable housing to 
meet the requirements of members and depend­
ents ref erred to in such paragraph. 

"(b) COLLATERAL INCENTIVE AGREEMENTS.­
The Secretary may also enter into collateral in­
centive agreements with private developers who 
enter into a limited partnership under sub­
section (a) to ensure that, where appropriate-

"(]) a suitable preference will be afforded 
members of the naval service in the lease or pur­
chase, as the case may be, of a reasonable num­
ber of the housing units covered by the limited 
partnership; or 

"(2) the rental rates or sale prices, as the case 
may be, for some or all of such units will be af­
fordable for such members. 

"(c) SELECTION OF INVESTMENT OPPORTUNI­
TIES.-(1) The Secretary shall use publicly ad­
vertised, competitively bid or competitively nego­
tiated, contracting procedures, as provided in 
chapter 137 of this title, to enter into limited 
partnerships under subsection (a). 

"(2) When a decision is made to enter into a 
limited partnership under subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall submit a report in writing to the 
appropriate committees of Congress on that de­
cision. Each such report shall include the jus­
tification for the limited partnership, the terms 
and conditions of the limited partnership, a de­
scription of the development costs for projects 
under the limited partnership, and a description 
of the share of such costs to be incurred by the 
Secretary. The Secretary may then enter into 
the limited partnership only after the end of the 
21-day period beginning on the date the report 
is received by such committees. 

"(d) ACCOUNT.-(1) There is hereby estab­
lished on the books of the Treasury an account 
to be known as the 'Navy Housing Investment 
Account'. 

''(2) There shall be deposited into the Ac­
count-

''( A) such funds as may be authorized for and 
appropriated to the Account; and 

"(B) any proceeds received by the Secretary 
from the repayment of investments or profits on 
investments of the Secretary under subsection 
(a). 

"(3) In such amounts as is provided in ad­
vance in appropriation Acts, the Account shall 
be available for contracts, investments, and ex­
penses necessary for the implementation of this 
section. 

"(4) The Secretary may not enter into a con­
tract in connection with a limited partnership 
under subsection (a) or a collateral incentive 
agreement under subsection (b) unless the Ac­
count contains sufficient funds, as of the time 
the contract is entered into, to satisfy the total 
obligations to be incurred by the United States 
under the contract. 

"(e) NAVY HOUSING INVESTMENT BOARD.-(1) 
The Secretary of the Navy shall establish a 
board to be known as the 'Navy Housing Invest­
ment Board', which shall have the duties-

"( A) of advising the Secretary regarding those 
proposed limited partnerships under subsection 
(a), if any, that are financially and otherwise 
sound investments for meeting the objectives of 
this section; 

"(B) of administering the Account established 
under subsection (d); and 

"(C) of assisting the Secretary in such other 
ways as the Secretary determines to be nec­
essary and appropriate to carry out this section. 

"(2) The Navy Housing Investment Board 
shall be composed of seven members appointed 
for a two-year term by the Secretary. Among 
such members, the Secretary may appoint two 
persons from the private sector who have knowl­
edge and experience in the financing and the 
construction of housing. The Secretary shall 
designate one of the members as chairperson of 
the Board. 

"(3) Members of the Navy Housing Investment 
Board, other than those members regularly em­
ployed by the Federal Government, may be paid 
while attending meetings of the Board or other­
wise serving at the request of the Secretary, 
compensation at a rate equal to the daily equiv­
alent of the minimum annual rate of basic pay 
payable for level IV of the Executive Schedule 
under section 5315 of title 5 for each day (in­
cluding travel time) during which the member is 
engaged in the actual performance of duties 
vested in the Board. Members shall receive trav­
el expenses, including per diem in lieu of sub­
sistence, in accordance with section 5702 and 
5703 of title 5. · 

"(4) The Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 
U.S.C. App.) shall not apply to the Navy Hous­
ing Investment Board. 

"(f) REPORT.-Not later than 60 days after the 
end of each fiscal year in which the Secretary 
carries out activities under this section, the Sec­
retary shall transmit to Congress a report speci­
fying the amount and nature of the deposits 
into, and the expenditures from, the Account 
during such fiscal year and of the amount and 
nature of all other expenditures made pursuant 
to such section during such fiscal year. 

"(g) TRANSFER OF NAVY LANDS PROHIBITED.­
Nothing in this section shall be construed to 
permit the Secretary, as part of a limited part­
nership entered into under this section, to trans­
fer the right, title, or interest of the United 
States in any real property under the jurisdic­
tion of the Secretary. 

"(h) EXPIRATION AND TERMINATION OF AU­
THORIT/ES.-(1) The authority of the Secretary 
to enter into a limited partnership under this 
section shall expire on September 30, 1999. 

"(2) The Navy Housing Investment Board 
shall terminate on November 30, 1999. ". 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.-The table of sec­
tions at the beginning of such subchapter is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new item: 
"2837. Limited partnerships with private devel­

opers of housing.". 
SEC. 2804. REIMBURSEMENT FOR SERVICES PRO­

VIDED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF DE­
FENSE INCIDENT TO CONSTRUC· 
TION, MAINTENANCE, OR REPAIR 
PROJECTS TO REAL PROPERTY. 

(a) FIXED RATE FOR REIMBURSEMENT FOR 
CERTAIN SERVICES.-Section 2205 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended-

(1) by inserting "(a) AVAILABILITY OF REIM­
BURSEMENTS.-" before the first sentence; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

"(b) FIXED RATE FOR REIMBURSEMENT FOR 
CERTAIN SERVICES.-The Secretary of Defense 
and the Secretaries of the military departments 
may charge a fixed rate for reimbursement of 
the costs of providing planning, supervision, ad­
ministrative, or overhead services incident to 
any construction, maintenance, or repair project 
to real property or for providing facility serv­
ices, irrespective of the appropriation financing 
the project or facility services.''. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-(1) The head­
ing of such section is amended to read as fol­
lows: 
"§2205. Reimbursements". 

(2) The item relating to such section in the 
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 131 
of title 10, United States Code, is amended to 
read as follows: 
"2205. Reimbursements.". 
SEC. 2805. AUTHORITY TO PAY CLOSING COSTS 

UNDER HOMEOWNERS ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAM. 

Section 1013(c) of the Demonstration Cities 
and Metropolitan Development Act of 1966 (42 
U.S.C. 3374(c)) is amended by inserting after the 
first sentence the following new sentence: "The 
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Secretary may also pay a person who elects to 
receive a cash payment under clause (1) of the 
preceding sentence an amount that the Sec­
retary determines appropriate to reimburse the 
person for the costs incurred by the person in 
the sale of the property if the Secretary deter­
mines that such payment will benefit the person 
and is in the best interest of the Federal Govern­
ment.". 

Subtitle B--Defense Ba•e Clo•ure and 
Realignment 

SEC. 2811. PROHIBITION AGAINST CONSIDER· 
ATION IN BASE CLOSURE PROCESS 
OF ADVANCE CONVERSION PLAN· 
NING UNDERTAKEN BY POTENTIAL 
AFFECTED COMMUNITIES. 

(a) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE RECOMMENDA­
TIONS.-Subsection (c)(3) of section 2903 of the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 
1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public Law 101-
510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended-

(1) by inserting "(A)" before "In consider­
ing"; and 

(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
subparagraphs: 

"(B) In considering military installations for 
closure or realignment, the Secretary may not 
take into account for any purpose any advance 
conversion planning undertaken by an affected 
community with respect to the anticipated clo­
sure or realignment of an installation. 

"(C) For purposes of subparagraph (B), in the 
case of a community anticipating the economic 
effects of a closure or realignment of a military 
installation, advance conversion planning-

"(i) shall include community adjustment and 
economic diversification planning undertaken 
by the community before an anticipated selec­
tion of a military installation in or near the 
community for closure or realignment; and 

''(ii) may include the development of contin­
gency redevelopment plans, plans for economic 
development and diversification, and plans for 
the joint use (including civilian and military 
use, public and private use, civilian dual use, 
and civilian shared use) of the property or fa­
cilities of the installation after the anticipated 
closure or realignment.". 

(b) COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS.-Sub­
section (d)(2) of such section is amended by add­
ing at the end the fallowing new subparagraph: 

"(E) In making recommendations under this 
paragraph, the Commission may not take into 
account for any purpose any advance conver­
sion planning undertaken by an affected com­
munity with respect to the anticipated closure 
or realignment of a military installation.". 
SEC. 2812. CONSULTATION REGARDING PER· 

SONAL PROPERTY LOCATED AT MILI­
TARY INSTALLATIONS TO BE 
CLOSED. 

(a) CLOSURES UNDER 1988 ACT.-(1) Section 
204(b)(3)(D) of the Defense Authorization 
Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment 
Act (Public Law 100-526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new sentence: "In connection with the develop­
ment of the redevelopment plan for the installa­
tion, the Secretary shall consult with the entity 
responsible for developing the redevelopment 
plan to identify the items of personal property 
located at the installation, if any, that the en­
tity desires to be retained at the installation for 
reuse or redevelopment of the installation.". 

(b) CLOSURES UNDER 1990 ACT.-Section 
2905(b)(3)(D) of the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of 
Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is 
amended by adding at the end the fallowing 
new sentence: "In connection with the develop­
ment of the redevelopment plan for the installa­
tion, the Secretary shall consult with the entity 
responsible for developing the redevelopment 
plan to identify the items of personal property 

located at the installation, if any, that the en­
tity desires to be retained at the installation for 
reuse or redevelopment of the installation.". 
SEC. 2813. CLARIFYING AND TECHNICAL AMEND· 

MENTS TO BASE CLOSURE LAWS. 
(a) CLARIFICATION OF SCOPE OF TERMINATION 

OF AUTHORITY UNDER 1988 ACT.-Section 202(c) 
of the Defense Authorization Amendments and 
Base Closure and Realignment Act (Public Law 
100-526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended-

(1) by striking out "The authority" and in­
serting in lieu thereof "(1) Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the authority"; and · 

(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
paragraph: 

"(2) The termination of authority set forth in 
paragraph (1) shall not apply to the authority 
of the Secretary to carry out environmental res­
toration and waste management at, or disposal 
of property of, military installations closed or 
realigned under this title.". 

(b) USE OF UNOBLIGATED FUNDS IN 1988 AC­
COUNT FOR ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND 
PROPERTY DISPOSAL.-Section 207(a)(5) of such 
Act is amended-

(1) by striking out "Unobligated funds" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "(A) Except as provided 
in subparagraph (B), unobligated funds"; and 

(2) by adding at the end the fallowing new 
subparagraph: 

"(B) The Secretary may, after the termination 
of authority referred to in subparagraph (A), 
use any unobligated funds ref erred to tn that 
subparagraph that are not transferred in ac­
cordance with that subparagraph to carry out 
environmental restoration and waste manage­
ment at, or disposal of property of, military in­
stallations closed or realigned under this title.". 

(C) CLARIFICATION OF DISPOSAL AUTHORITY.­
(1) UNDER 1988 ACT.-Section 204(b)(l) of such 

Act is amended in the matter above paragraph 
(1) by striking out "real property and facilities" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "real property, fa­
cilities, and personal property". 

(2) UNDER 1990 ACT.-Section 2905(b)(l) of the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 
1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public Law 101-
510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended in the mat­
ter above paragraph (1) by striking out "real 
property and facilities" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "real property, facilities, and personal 
property''. 

(d) DEFINITION OF REDEVELOPMENT AUTHOR­
ITY.-

(1) UNDER 1988 ACT.-Section 209(10) of the 
Defense Authorization Amendments and Base 
Closure and Realignment Act (Public Law 100-
526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended by striking 
out "and for" and inserting in lieu thereof "or 
for". 

(2) UNDER 1990 ACT.-Section 2910(9) of the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 
1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public Law 101-
510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended by striking 
out "and for" and inserting in lieu thereof "or 
for". 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments made 
by paragraphs (1) and (2) shall take effect as if 
included in the amendments made by section 
2918 of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160; 107 
Stat. 1927). 

(e) CROSS REFERENCE.-
(1) UNDER 1988 ACT.-Section 204(b)(5)(A) of 

the Defense Authorization Amendments and 
Base Closure and Realignment Act (Public Law 
100-526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended by 
striking out "subsection (b)(l)" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "paragraph (1)". 

(2) UNDER 1990 ACT.-Section 2905(b)(5)(A) of 
the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act 
of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public Law 101-
510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended by striking 
out "subsection (b)(l)" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "paragraph (1) ". 

SEC. 2814. GOVERNMENT RENTAL OF FACILITIES 
LOCATED ON CLOSED MILITARY IN· 
STALLATIONS. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION To RENT BASE CLOSURE 
PROPERTIES.-To promote the rapid conversion 
of military installations that are closed pursu­
ant to a base closure law, the Administrator of 
the General Services may give priority consider­
ation, when leasing space in accordance with 
the Public Buildings Act of 1959 (40 U.S.C. 601 
et seq.) and the Federal Property and Adminis­
trative Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 471 et 
seq.), to facilities of such an installation that 
have been acquired by a non-Federal entity. 

(b) BASE CLOSURE LAW DEFINED.-For pur­
poses of this section, the term "base closure 
law" means each of the following: 

(1) The Defense Base Closure and Realign­
ment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public 
Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note). 

(2) Title II of the Defense Authorization 
Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment 
Act (Public Law 100-526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note). 
SEC. 2815. REPORT OF EFFECT OF BASE CLO· 

SURES ON FUTURE MOBILIZATION 
OPTIONS. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.-The Secretary of De­
fense shall prepare a report evaluating the ef­
fect of base closures and realignments conducted 
since January 1, 1987, on the ability of the 
Armed Forces to remobilize to the end strength 
levels authorized for fiscal year 1987 by sections 
401, 403, 411, 412, and 421 of the National De­
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1987 
(Public Law 9~61; 100 Stat. 3859). The report 
shall identify those military construction 
projects, if any, that would be necessary to fa­
cilitate such remobilization and any defense as­
sets disposed of under a base closure or realign­
ment, such as air space, that would be difficult 
to reacquire in the event of such remobilization. 

(b) TIME FOR SUBMISSION.-Not later than 
January 31, 1996, the Secretary shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees the report 
required by this section. 
SEC. 2816. RESTORATION OF ANNUAL LEAVE FOR 

CWILIAN EMPLOYEES IN CONNEC· 
TION Wlffi CERTAIN BASE REALIGN· 
MENTS. 

(a) RESTORATION REQUIRED.-Section 
6304(d)(3) of title 5, United States Code, is 
amended-

(1) by striking "(3)" and inserting "(3)(A)"; 
(2) by striking "closure of" and inserting 

"closure of, and any realignment with respect 
to,"; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

"(B) For the purpose of subparagraph (A), the 
term 'realignment' means a base realignment (as 
defined in subsection (e)(3) of section 2687 of 
title 10) that meets the requirements of sub­
section (a)(2) of such section.". 

(b) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENTS.-The 
amendments made by subsection (a) shall apply 
only with respect to the restoration of annual 
leave of employees at military installations un­
dergoing realignment if such leave is lost by op­
eration of section 6304 of title 5, United States 
Code, on or after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 2817. AGREEMENTS OF SETTLEMENT FOR 

RELEASE OF IMPROVEMENTS AT 
OVERSEAS MILITARY INSTALLA· 
TIONS. 

(a) AGREEMENTS SUBJECT TO OMB REVIEW.­
Subsection (g) of section 2921 of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1991 (division B of Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 
2687 note) is amended by inserting after the first 
sentence the following: "The prohibition set 
forth in the preceding sentence shall apply only 
to agreements of settlement for improvements 
having a value in excess of $10,000,000. ". 

(b) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.-Such subsection 
is further amended-
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(1) by inserting "(1)" before "The Secretary of 

Defense"; and , 
(2) by adding at the end the fallowing: . 
"(2) Each year, the Secretary shall submit to 

the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and House of Representatives a report on each 
proposed agreement of settlement that was not 
submitted by the Secretary to the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget in the pre­
vious year under paragraph (1) because the 
value of the improvements to be released pursu­
ant to the proposed agreement did not exceed 
$10,000,000. ". 

Subtitle C-Changes to Existing Land 
Conveyance Authority 

SEC. 2821. ADDITIONAL LESSEE OF PROPERTY AT 
NAVAL SUPPLY CENTER, OAKLAND, 
CALIFORNIA. 

Section 2834(b) the Military Construction Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (division B 
of Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2614) is amend­
ed-

(1) is paragraph (1)-
( A) by striking out "City" the second place it 

appears and inserting in lieu thereof "Cities"; 
and 

(B) by inserting "the City of Alameda, Cali­
fornia," after "California," the first place it ap­
pears; and 

(2) in paragraphs (2) and (3), by striking out 
"City" each place it appears and inserting in 
lieu thereof "Cities". 
SEC. 2822. MODIFICATIONS OF LAND CONVEY· 

ANCE, FORT A.P. HILL MILITARY RES­
ERVATION, VIRGINIA 

(a) PARTICIPATION OF ADDITIONAL POLITICAL 
SUBDIVISIONS IN REGIONAL CORRECTIONAL FA­
CILITY.-Subparagraph (B) of subsection (c)(3) 
of section 603 of the Persian Gulf Conflict Sup­
plemental Authorization and Personnel Benefits 
Act of 1991 (Public Law 102-25; 105 Stat. 108) is 
amended to read as fallows: 

"(B) Subparagraph (A) shall not be construed 
to prohibit any political subdivision not. named 
in such subparagraph from-

' '(i) participating initially in the written 
agreement referred to in paragraph (2); or 

''(ii) agreeing at a later date to participate as 
a member of the governmental entity referred to 
in paragraph (2)(A), or by contract with such 
entity, in the construction or operation of the 
regional facility to be constructed on the parcel 
of land conveyed under this section.". 

(b) TIME FOR CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATION 
OF CORRECTIONAL FACILITY.-(1) Subsection 
(d)(l)(A)(i) of such section is amended by strik­
ing out "not later than 24 months after the date 
of the enactment of this Act" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "not later than April 1, 1997". 

(2) The Secretary of the Army shall provide 
the recipient of the conveyance of property 
under section 603 of such Act with such legal in­
strument as is appropriate to modify, in accord­
ance with the amendment made by paragraph 
(1), any statement of conditions contained in 
any existing instrument which conveyed the 
property to that recipient. The Secretary shall 
record the instrument in the appropriate office 
or offices of the Commonwealth of Virginia or 
political subdivision within the Commonwealth. 
SEC. 2823. PRESERVATION OF CALVERTON PINE 

BARRENS, NAVAL WEAPONS INDUS­
TRIAL RESERVE PLANT, NEW YORK, 
AS NATURE PRESERVE. 

(a) PRESERVATION AS NATURE PRESERVE RE­
QUIRED.-Section 2854 of the Military Construc­
tion Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (di­
vision B of Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 2626) is 
amended-

(1) by redesignating subsections (a) and (b) as 
subsections (c) and (d), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting before subsection (c), as so re­
designated, the fallowing new subsections: 

"(a) PURPOSE.-lt is the purpose of this sec­
tion to ensure that the Calverton Pine Barrens 

is maintained and preserved, in perpetuity, as a 
nature preserve in its current undeveloped state. 

·"(b) PROHIBITION ON INCONSISTENT DEVELOP­
MENT.-The Secretary of the Navy shall not 
carry out or permit any development, commer­
cial or residential, at the Calverton Pine 
Barrens that is inconsistent with the purpose 
specified in subsection (a).''. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-Subsection 
(c) of such section, as redesignated by sub­
section (a)(l), is amended-

(1) by striking out "PROHIBITION.-" and in­
serting in lieu therefore "REVERSIONARY INTER­
EST.-"; and 

(2) by striking out "for commercial purposes" 
and all that follows through the period and in­
serting in lieu thereof "in a manner inconsistent 
with the purpose specified in subsection (a) (as 
determined by the head of the department or 
agency making the conveyance).''. 
SEC. 2824. RELEASE OF REVERSIONARY INTEREST 

RETAINED AS PART OF CONVEYANCE 
OF ELECTRICITY DISTRIBUTION SYS­
TEM, FORT DIX. NEW JERSEY. 

Section 2846 of the Military Construction Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (division B 
of Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1904) is amend­
ed-

(1) by striking out subsection (f); and 
(2) by redesignating subsections (g) and (h) as 

subsections (f) and (g), respectively. 
SEC. 2825. MODIFICATION OF LAND CONVEYANCE, 

FORT KNOX. KENTUCKY. 
Section 2816 of the Military Construction Au­

thorization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 
(division B of Public Law 101-189; 103 Stat. 1655) 
is amended-

(1) in subsection (c)(l), by striking out "for 
the construction of up to four units of military 
family housing at Fort Knox, Kentucky" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "for improvements to 
military family housing at Fort Knox, Ken­
tucky, in an amount not to exceed $255,000"; 

(2) by striking out subsection (d); and 
(3) by redesignating subsections (e) and (f) as 

subsections (d) and (e), respectively. 
SEC. 2826. REVISIONS TO RELEASE OF REYER· 

SIONARY INTEREST, OLD SPANISH 
TRAIL ARMORY, HARRIS COUNTY, 
TEXAS. 

(a) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.-Section 2820 of 
the Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Ye(lr 1994 (division B of Public Law 103-
160; 107 Stat. 1894) is amended-

(1) in subsection (a), by striking out "1936" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "1956"; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(l), by striking out 
"value" and inserting in lieu thereof "size". 

(b) PAYMENT FOR SURVEY.-Subsection (c) of 
such section is amended by adding at the end 
the fallowing new sentence: "The cost of the 
survey shall be borne by the State of Texas.". 
SEC. 2827. MODIFICATION OF HEIGHT RESTRIC· 

TION IN A VIGATION EASEMENT. 
(a) MODIFICATION.-Section 6 of the Act of 

July 2, 1948 (62 Stat. 1229), as added by section 
2862 of the Military Construction Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (division B of Public 
Law 101-510; 104 Stat. 1805), is amended by add­
ing at the end the following new sentence: "In 
addition, such height restriction shall not apply 
to the structure proposed to be constructed on a 
parcel of real property that is within the area 
conveyed under this Act and is identified as 1110 
Santa Rosa Boulevard, Fort Walton Beach, 
Florida, so long as the proposed structure upon 
completion does not exceed a height of 155 feet 
above mean low-water level.". 

(b) INSTRUMENT OF RELEASE.-The Secretary 
of the Air Force shall execute and file in the ap­
propriate office any instrument necessary to ef­
fect the modification of the avigation easement 
ref erred to in the amendment made by sub­
section (a). 

SEC. 2828. TECHNICAL AMENDMENT TO CORRECT 
REFERENCE IN LAND TRANSACTION. 

Section 2842(c) of the Military Construction 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (division 
B of Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1898) is 
amended by striking out "Washington Gas Com­
pany" and inserting in lieu thereof "American 
Water Company". 

Subtitle D-Land Conveyances 
SEC. 2831. LAND CONVEYANCE, AIR FORCE PLANT 

NO. 3, TULSA, OKLAHOMA. 
(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary 

of the Air Force may convey, without consider­
ation, to the City of Tulsa, Oklahoma (in this 
section referred to as the " City"), all right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to a 
parcel of real property, including any improve­
ments thereon, which consists of approximately 
337 acres located in Tulsa, Oklahoma, and is 
known as Air Force Plant No. 3. The Secretary 
may also convey facilities, equipment, and fix­
tures (including special tooling and special test 
equipment) located on the parcel to be conveyed 
if the Secretary determines that manufacturing 
activities requiring the use of such facilities, 
equipment, and fixtures are likely to continue or 
be reinstated on the parcel after conveyance of 
the parcel. 

(b) LEASE AUTHORITY.-Until such time as the 
real property described in subsection (a) is con­
veyed by deed, the Secretary may lease the 
property, along with improvements thereon, to 
the City in exchange for security services, fire 
protection, and maintenance provided by the 
City for the property. 

(c) CONDITION OF CONVEYANCE.-The convey­
ance authorized under subsection (a) shall be 
subject to the condition that the City, directly or 
through an agreement with a public or private 
entity, use the conveyed property (or offer the 
conveyed property for use) for economic redevel­
opment to replace all or a part of the economic 
activity being lost at the parcel. 

(d) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.-During the 5-
year period beginning on the date the Secretary 
makes the conveyance authorized under sub­
section (a), if the Secretary determines that the 
conveyed real property is not being used in ac­
cordance with subsection (c), all right, title, and 
interest in and to the property (including any 
facilities, equipment, or fixtures conveyed) shall 
revert to the United States, and the United 
States shall have the right of immediate entry 
onto the property. Any determination of the 
Secretary under this subsection shall be made 
on the record after an opportunity for a hear­
ing. 

(e) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of the real prop­
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec­
retary. The cost of such survey shall be borne by 
the City. 

(f) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey­
ance under subsection (a) or a lease under sub­
section (b) as the Secretary considers appro­
priate to protect the interests of the United 
States. 
SEC. 2832. LAND CONVEYANCE, AIR FORCE PLANT 

NO. 59, JOHNSON CITY (WESTOVER), 
NEW YORK. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary 
of the Air Force may convey, without consider­
ation, to the Broome County Industrial Develop­
ment Authority (in this section referred to as the 
"Authority"), all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to a parcel of real prop­
erty, including any improvements thereon, con­
taining Air Force Plant No. 59, Johnson City 
(Westover), New York. The Secretary may also 
convey facilities, equipment, and fixtures (in­
cluding special tooling and special test equip­
ment) located on the parcel to be conveyed if the 
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Secretary determines that manufacturing activi­
ties requiring the use of such facilities , equip­
ment, and fixtures are likely to continue or be 
reinstituted on the parcel after conveyance of 
the parcel. 

(b) LEASE AUTHORITY.-Until such time as the 
real property described in subsection (a) is con­
veyed by deed , the Secretary may lease the 
property, along with improvements thereon , to 
the Authority in exchange for security services, 
fire protection, and maintenance provided by 
the Authority for the property. 

(c) CONDITION OF CONVEY ANCE.-The convey­
ance authorized under subsection (a) shall be 
subject to the condition that the Authority , di­
rectly or through an agreement with another 
public or private entity, use the conveyed prop­
erty (or offer the conveyed property for use) for 
economic redevelopment to replace all or a part 
of the economic activity being lost at Air Force 
Plant No. 59. 

(d) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.-During the 5-
year period beginning on the date the Secretary 
makes the conveyance authorized under sub­
section (a), if the Secretary determines that the 
conveyed real property is not being used in ac­
cordance with subsection (c) , all right, title, and 
interest in and to the property (including any 
facilities, equipment, or fixtures conveyed) shall 
revert to the United States, and the United 
States shall have the right of immediate entry 
onto the property . Any determination of the 
Secretary under this subsection shall be made 
on the record after an opportunity for a hear­
ing. 

(e) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of the real prop­
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec­
retary. The cost of such survey shall be borne by 
the Authority. 

(f) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey­
ance under subsection (a) or a lease under sub­
section (b) as the Secretary considers appro­
priate to protect the interests of the United 
States. 
SEC. 2833. LAND CONVEYANCE, NAVAL WEAPONS 

INDUSTRIAL RESERVE PLANT, 
CALVER1YJN, NEW YORK. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary of the Navy 
may convey, without consideration, to the Com­
munity Development Agency of the Town of 
Riverhead , New York (in this section referred to 
as the "Community Development Agency"), all 
right , title and interest of the United States in 
and to a parcel of land, and improvements 
thereon , consisting of approximately 2,900 acres 
and comprising a portion of the Naval Weapons 
Industrial Reserve Plant, Calverton, New York. 

(b) CONDITION OF CONVEYANCE.-(1) The con­
veyance authorized under subsection (a) shall 
be subject to the condition that the Community 
Development Agency , directly or through an 
agreement with another public or private entity, 
use the conveyed property (or offer the conveyed 
property for use) for economic redevelopment to 
replace all or a part of the economic activity lost 
at the Naval Weapons Industrial Reserve Plant. 

(2) The Community Development Agency shall 
carry out economic redevelopment under para­
graph (1) in accordance with any redevelopment 
plan or plans prepared with respect to the Naval 
Weapons Industrial Reserve Plant by a plan­
ning commission that represents entities or orga­
nizations having an interest in land use in the 
region in which the p_lant is located. 

(c) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.-During the 5-
year period beginning on the date the Secretary 
makes the conveyance authorized under sub­
section (a) , if the Secretary determines that the 
conveyed real property is not being used in ac­
cordance with subsection (b)(l), all right, title 

and interest in and to the property , including 
improvements thereon, shall revert to the United 
States, and the United States shall have the 
right of immediate entry onto the property. Any 
determination of the Secretary under this sub­
section shall be made on the record after an op­
portunity for a hearing. 

(d) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of the real prop­
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec­
retary . The cost of such survey shall be borne by 
the Community Development Agency. 

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey­
ance authorized by subsection (a) as the Sec­
retary considers to be necessary to protect the 
interests of the United States. 
SEC. 2834. LAND CONVEYANCE, RADAR BOMB 

SCORING SITE, DICKINSON, NORTH 
DAKOTA. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary 
of the Air Force may convey, without consider­
ation, to the North Dakota Board of Higher 
Education (in this section referred to as the 
"Board") all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to a parcel of real property 
(including any improvements thereon) consist­
ing of approximately 4 acres located in Dickin­
son , North Dakota, which has served as the lo­
cation of a support complex, recreational facili­
ties, and housing facilities for the Radar Bomb 
Scoring Site, Dickinson , North Dakota. 

(b) CONDITION OF CONVEYANCE.-The convey­
ance authorized under subsection (a) shall be 
subject to the condition that the Board-

(1) use the property, recreational facilities, 
and housing facilities conveyed under such sub­
section for housing, recreation, and other pur­
poses that, as determined by the Secretary, will 
promote and enhance educational opportunities 
provided by Dickinson State University; or 

(2) enter into an agreement with an appro­
priate public or private entity to lease such 
property and facilities to that entity for such 
uses. 

(c) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.-During the 5-
year period beginning on the date the Secretary 
makes the conveyance authorized under sub­
section (a). if the Secretary determines that the 
conveyed property is not being used in accord­
ance with subsection (b), all right, title, and in­
terest in and to the conveyed property, includ­
ing any improvements thereon, shall revert to 
the United States, and the United States shall 
have the right of immediate entry onto the prop­
erty. Any determination of the Secretary under 
this subsection shall be made on the record after 
an opportunity for a hearing. 

(d) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of the property 
conveyed under this section shall be determined 
by a survey satisfactory to the Secretary. The 
cost of such survey shall be borne by the Board. 

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey­
ance under this section as the Secretary consid­
ers appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States. 
SEC. 2835. LAND CONVEYANCE, FINLEY, AIR 

FORCE STATION, FINLEY, NORTH DA­
KOTA. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.-(1) Subject to 
subsection (c) , the Secretary of the Air Force 
may convey , without consideration, to the City 
of Finley, North Dakota (in this section referred 
to as the "City " ), with the consent of the City . 
all right , title, and interest of the United States 
in and to a parcel of real property consisting of 
approximately 12 acres, including improvements 
thereon, located 1.5 miles west of Finley. North 
Dakota, which has served as a support complex, 

recreational facilities, and housing facilities for 
the Finley Air Force Station and Radar Site, 
Finley, North Dakota. 

(2) The parcel of property to be conveyed 
under paragraph (1) shall include real property 
ref erred to in that paragraph that is the loca­
tion of a housing complex, the location of a 
waste water treatment system, and the farmer 
site of a trailer court. 

(3) The purpose of the conveyance authorized 
under paragraph (1) is to encourage and facili­
tate economic redevelopment of Finley, North 
Dakota, following the closure of the Air Force 
Station and Radar Site. 

(b) CONDITION OF CONVEYANCE.-The convey­
ance required under subsection (a)(l) shall be 
subject to the condition that the City-

(1) use the property and recreational facilities 
conveyed under that subsection for housing and 
recreation purposes; or 

(2) enter into an agreement with an appro­
priate public or private entity or person to sell 
or lease the property and facilities to that entity 
or person for such uses. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE OF CONVEYANCE.-The 
conveyance required under subsection (a)(l) 
shall occur, if at all, not earlier than January 1, 
1995, and not later than June 30, 1995. 

(d) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of the real prop­
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a)(l) shall 
be determined by a survey satisfactory to the 
Secretary. The cost of such survey shall be 
borne by the City. 

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey­
ance under subsection (a)(l) as the Secretary 
considers appropriate to protect the interests of 
the United States. 
SEC. 2836. LAND CONVEYANCE, CORNHUSKER 

ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT, HALL 
COUN'IY, NEBRASKA. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.-Subject to 
subsection (b), the Secretary of the Army may 
convey to the Hall County, Nebraska, Board of 
Supervisors (in this section referred to as the 
"Board"), or the designee of the Board, all 
right , title and interest of the United States in 
and to the real property, together with any im­
provements thereon, located in Hall County, Ne­
braska, that is the site of the Cornhusker Army 
Ammunition Plant. 

(b) REQUIREMENT RELATING TO CONVEY­
ANCE.-The Secretary may not carry out the 
conveyance authorized under subsection (a) 
until the Secretary completes any environmental 
restoration required with respect to the property 
to be conveyed. 

(C) UTILIZATION OF PROPERTY.-The Board or 
its designee, as the case may be, shall utilize the 
real property conveyed under subsection (a) in a 
manner consistent with the Cornhusker Army 
Ammunition Plant Reuse Committee Com­
prehensive Reuse Plan. 

(d) CONSIDERATION.-In consideration for the 
conveyance under subsection (a), the Board or 
its designee , as the case may be, shall pay to the 
United States an amount equal to the fair mar­
ket value of the real property to be conveyed, as 
determined by the Secretary. 

(e) USE OF PROCEEDS.-(1) The Secretary shall 
deposit in the special account established under 
section 204(h)(2) of the Federal Property and 
Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 
485(h)(2)) the amount received from the Board 
or its designee under subsection (d). 

(2) Notwithstanding subparagraph (A) of such 
section 204(h)(2) , the Secretary may use the en­
tire amount deposited in the special account 
under paragraph (1) for the purposes set forth 
in subparagraph (B) of such section 204(h)(2). 

(f) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.- The exact 
acreage and legal description of the property 
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conveyed under this section shall be determined 
by a survey satisfactory to the Secretary . The 
cost of the survey shall be borne by the Board 
or its designee, as the case may be. 

(g) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey­
ance under this section as the Secretary consid­
ers appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States. 
SEC. 2837. LAND CONVEYANCE, HAWTHORNE 

ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT, MIN· 
ERAL COUNTY, NEVADA 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary 
of the Army may convey , without consideration, 
to Mineral County , Nevada, all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to a parcel 
consisting of approximately 440 acres located at 
the Hawthorne Army Ammunition Plant, Min­
eral County, Nevada, and commonly referred to 
as the Babbitt Housing Site. 

(b) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of the real prop­
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec­
retary. The cost of the survey shall be borne by 
Mineral County , Nevada. 

(C) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connectton with the convey­
ance under this section as the Secretary consid­
ers appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States. 
SEC. 2838. LAND CONVEYANCE, FORT DIX, NEW 

JERSEY. 
(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary 

of the Army may convey, witho-µt consideration, 
to the City of Edison , New Jersey (in this section 
referred to as the "City") , all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to a parcel 
of real property (including improvements there­
on) included on the real property inventory of 
Fort Dix, New Jersey , which consists of approxi­
mately 10 acres and contains recreational fields 
and an unused garage identified as building 
1072 on the real property inventory. 

(b) CONDITION OF CONVEYANCE.-The convey­
ance required by subsection (a) shall be subject 
to the condition that the City-

(1) maintain and use the recreational fields 
conveyed under such subsection for recreational 
purposes; and 

(2) permit the women's softball team known as 
the Edison Angels (and any successor to such 
team) to continue to use such recreational fields 
on the same terms and conditions as contained 
in the agreement between the team and the Sec­
retary, in existence on the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

(C) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.-lf the Secretary 
determines that the City is not complying with 
the conditions specified in subsection (b), all 
right, title, and interest of the City in and to the 
property conveyed under subsection (a) (includ­
ing improvements thereon) shall revert to the 
United States, and the United States shall have 
the right of immediate reentry on the property. 

(d) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of the property to 
be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be deter­
mined by a survey satisfactory to the Secretary. 
The cost of such survey shall be borne by the 
City. 

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey­
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con­
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States. 
SEC. 2839. LAND CONVEYANCE, DEFENSE FUEL 

SUPPLY POINT, CASCO BAY, MAINE. 
(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.-Subject to 

subsection (b), the Secretary of the Navy may 
convey, without consideration, to the Town of 

Harpswell, Maine (in this section referred to as 
the " Town"), all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to a parcel of real prop­
erty, together with any improvements (other 
than underground fuel storage facilities and 
above-ground fuel storage facilities) thereon 
and the pier associated therewith, consisting of 
approximately 118 acres and located in 
Harpswell, Maine, the location of the Defense 
Fuel Supply Point , Casco Bay , Maine. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO CONVEY­
ANCE.-The Secretary may not make the convey­
ance authorized under subsection (a) until the 
Secretary of Defense-

(1) completes the removal from the parcel of 
all underground fuel storage facilities and 
above-ground fuel storage facilities; and 

(2) notifies the Secretary of the Navy that the 
Secretary of Defense has carried out the require­
ments set forth in section 120(h) of the Com­
prehensive Environmental Response, Compensa­
tion and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9620(h)) 
with respect to the parcel. 

(C) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of the property 
conveyed under subsection (a) shall be deter­
mined by a survey satisfactory to the Secretary 
of the Navy. The cost of the survey shall be 
borne by the Town. 

(d) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary of the Navy may require such addi­
tional terms and conditions in connection with 
the conveyance under subsection (a) as the Sec­
retary considers appropriate to protect the inter­
ests of the United States. 
SEC. 2840. LAND CONVEYANCE, ARMY RESERVE 

FACILITY, RIO VISTA. CALIFORNIA 
(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary 

of the Army may convey to the City of Rio 
Vista, California (in this section referred to as 
the "City"), all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to a parcel of real property 
(including improvements thereon) containing 
the Reserve training facility located in Rio 
Vista, California. 

(b) CONDITION OF CONVEYANCE.-The convey­
ance authorized under subsection (a) shall be 
subject to the condition that the City use the 
property for recreational purposes. 

(c) CONSIDERATION.-ln recognition of the 
public use to which the conveyed property will 
be devoted, the Secretary may require the City 
to pay to the United States an amount equal to 
less than the fair market value of the property, 
as determined by the Secretary, as consideration 
for the conveyance under subsection (a). 

(d) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of the property to 
be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be deter­
mined by a survey that is satisfactory to the 
Secretary. The cost of such survey shall be 
borne by the City. 

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey­
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con­
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States. 
SEC. 2841. LEASE OF PROPERTY, NAVAL SHIP· 

YARD, VALLEJO, CALIFORNIA. 
(a) LEASE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary of the 

Navy may lease, without consideration, to the 
City of Vallejo, California (in this section re­
ferred to as the " City"), the real property (in­
cluding improvements thereon) described in sub­
section (b), which is located on Mare Island in 
Vallejo, California, and is currently under the 
control of Mare Island Naval Shipyard Com­
mand. 

(b) COVERED PROPERTY.-The parcel of real 
property to be leased under subsection (a) shall 
consist of all .existing active dredge ponds and 
nontidal areas on Mare Island .under the juris­
diction of the Navy, except that the parcel shall 

not include the nontidal areas identified in fig­
ure 3 of the Memorandum of Understanding be­
tween the United State Fish and Wildlife Service 
and Mare Island Naval Shipyard , dated July 28, 
1988. 

(c) LEASE TERMS.-The lease authorized under 
subsection (a)-

(1) may be for a period of not more than 15 
years; and 

(2) shall provide that the City-
( A) retain environmental responsibility for all 

actions of the City on the property subject to the 
lease; and 

(B) hold harmless, indemnify, and defend the 
United States from and against any suit , claim, 
demand or action, liability, judgment, cost or 
other fee arising out of any claim for injury or 
damage that results from, or is in any manner 
predicated upon activities of the City on the 
leased property during the term of the lease. 

(d) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the lease 
under subsection (a) as the Secretary considers 
appropriate to protect the interests of the United 
States. 
SEC. 2842. LEASE OF PROPERTY, NAVAL RADIO 

RECEIVING FACILITY, IMPERIAL 
BEACH, CORONADO, CALIFORNIA. 

(a) LEASE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary of the 
Navy may lease to the Young Men's Christian 
Association of San Diego County, a California 
nonprofit public benefit corporation (in this sec­
tion referred to as the " YMCA"), such interests 
in a parcel of real property (including any im­
provements thereon) consisting of approximately 
45 acres at the Naval Radio Receiving Facility, 
Imperial Beach, Coronado, California , as the 
Secretary considers appropriate for the YMCA 
to operate and maintain a summer youth resi­
dence camp known as the YMCA San Diego 
Unified Recreational Facility (Camp SURF). 
Pursuant to the lease, the Secretary may au­
thorize the YMCA to construct facilities on the 
parcel. 

(b) LEASE TERMS.-The lease authorized in 
subsection (a) shall be for a period of 50 years , 
or such longer period as the Secretary deter­
mines to be in the best interests of the United 
States. 

(c) CONSIDERATION.-As consideration for the 
lease of real property under subsection (a), the 
YMCA shall-

(1) agree to maintain and enhance the natural 
resources of the leased premises; and 

(2) pay to the United States an amount in 
cash equal to the difference between the rental 
price prescribed by the Secretary under sub­
section (d) and the value of natural resources 
maintenance and enhancements per/ armed by 
the YMCA, as determined by the Secretary. 

(d) DETERMINATION OF RENTAL PRICE.-Ac­
knowledging the benefits the YMCA has pro­
vided to the Armed Forces and the specific bene­
fits Camp Surf provides to the children of San 
Diego, the Secretary may prescribe a rental 
price for the real property leased under sub­
section (a) that is less than fair market rental 
value. 

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the lease 
under subsection (a) as the Secretary considers 
appropriate to protect the operation of the 
Naval Radio Receiving Facility, Imperial Beach , 
and to protect the interests of the United States. 
SEC. 2843. AUTHORITY FOR OXNARD HARBOR DIS· 

TRICT, PORT HUENEME, CALIFOR· 
NIA, TO USE CERTAIN NAVY PROP· 
ERTY. 

(a) JOINT USE AGREEMENT AUTHORIZED.- The 
Secretary of the Navy may enter into an agree­
ment with the Oxnard Harbor District, Port 
Hueneme , California, a special district of the 
State of California (in this section referred to as 
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the "District"), under which the District may 
use United States Navy Wharf Number 3 and as­
sociated real property comprising up to 25 acres 
located at the Naval Construction Battalion 
Center, Port Hueneme, California (in this sec­
tion referred to as the "Center"). 

(b) TERM OF AGREEMENT.-The agreement au­
thorized under subsection (a) may be for an ini­
tial period of not more than 15 years. Under the 
agreement, the Secretary shall provide the Dis­
trict with an option to extend the agreement for 
three additional periods of 5 years each. 

(C) RESTRICTIONS ON USE.-The agreement au-. 
thorized under subsection (a) shall require the 
District-

(1) to suspend operations under the agreement 
in the event Navy contingency operations are 
conducted at the Center; and 

(2) to use the property covered by the agree­
ment in a manner consistent with Navy oper­
ations conducted at the Center. 

(d) CONSIDERATION.-(1) As consideration for 
the use of the property covered by the agreement 
under subsection (a), the District shall pay to 
the Navy an amount equal to the fair market 
rental value of the property, as determined by 
the Secretary taking into consideration the Dis­
trict's use of the property. 

(2) The Secretary may include a provision in 
the agreement requiring the District-

( A) to pay the Navy an amount (as deter­
mined by the Secretary) to cover the costs of re­
placing at the Center any facilities vacated by 
the Navy on account of the agreement or to con­
struct suitable replacement facilities for the 
Navy; and 

(B) to pay the Navy an amount (as deter­
mined by the Secretary) for the costs of relocat­
ing Navy operations from the vacated facilities 
to the replacement facilities. · 

(e) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.-The Sec­
retary may not enter into the agreement author­
ized by subsection (a) until the end of the 21-

(1) T17S, R8E, Section 21: 

(2) T17S, R8E, Section 22: 

(3) T17S, R8E, Section 27: 

(4) T17S, R8E, Section 28: 

(5) T17S, R8E, Section 33: 

(c) USE OF TRANSFERRED LAND.-The lands 
transferred to the Department of the Air Force 
under subsection (a) shall be used by the Sec­
retary of the Air Force for the construction of 
new evaporation ponds to support a wastewater 
treatment facility that the Secretary shall con­
struct at Holloman Air Force Base. 

(d) CATTLE GRAZING RIGHTS.-
(1) IN GENERAL.-The United States recognizes 

a grazing preference on the lands trans[ erred to 
the Department of the Air Force under sub­
section (a). 

(2) ADJUSTMENT OF GRAZING ALLOTMENT.-(A) 
The Secretary of the Air Force shall take such 
action as is necessary to ensure that-

(i) the boundary of the grazing allotment that 
contains the lands transferred to the Depart­
ment of the Air Force is adjusted in such man­
ner as to retain the portion of the allotment lo­
cated south of United States Highway 70 in New 
Mexico and remove the portion of the lands that 
is located north of such highway; and 

(ii) the grazing preference referred to in para­
graph (1) is retained by means of transferring 

day period beginning on the date on which the 
Secretary submits to Congress a report contain­
ing an explanation of the terms of the proposed 
agreement and a description of the consider­
ation that the Secretary expects to receive under 
the agreement. 

(f) USE OF PA YMENT.-(1) In such amounts as 
is provided in advance in appropriation Acts, 
the Secretary may use amounts paid under sub­
section (d)(l) to pay for general supervision, ad­
ministration, and overhead expenses and for im­
provement, maintenance, repair, construction, 
or restoration to the port operations area (or to 
roads and railways serving the area) at the Cen­
ter. 

(2) In such amounts as is provided in advance 
in appropriation Acts, the Secretary may use 
amounts paid under subsection (d)(2) to pay for 
constructing new facilities, or making modifica­
tions to existing facilities, that are necessary to 
replace facilities vacated by the Navy on ac­
count of the agreement under subsection (a) and 
for relocating operations of the Navy from the 
vacated facilities to replacement facilities. 

(g) CONSTRUCT/ON BY DISTRICT.-The Sec­
retary may authorize the District to demolish 
existing facilities located on the property cov­
ered by the agreement under subsection (a) and, 
consistent with the restriction specified in sub­
section (c)(2), construct new facilities on the 
property for joint use by the District and the 
Navy. 

(h) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDIT/ONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the agree­
ment authorized under subsection (a) as the 
Secretary considers appropriate to protect the 
interests of the United States. 

Sl/z N1lz: 
E11z NW1/4 NE1!4: 
NE1/4 NEl/4; 
W1/2: 
w11z Elh: 
All that part north of New Mexico High-

way 70 except for the E11z E11z 

NE1k 
N1/2 SE1k 
SWI/4 SE1k 
W1lz SE1/4 SE1k 
NW1/4 NEJk 
NW1/4 NE1/4 NE1k 
W1/2 SW1/4 NE1k 

the preference for the area removed from the al­
lotment under subparagraph (A) to public lands 
located south of such highway. 

(B) The Secretary of the Air Force shall offer 
to enter into an agreement with each person 
who holds a permit for grazing on the lands 
trans[ erred to the Department of the Air Force 
at the time of the trans[ er to provide for the 
continued grazing by livestock on the portion of 
the lands located south of such highway. 

(e) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.-
(1) NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT OF 

1969.-The Secretary of the Air Force shall en­
sure that the trans[ er made pursuant to sub­
section (a) and the use specified in subsection 
(c) meet any applicable requirements of the Na­
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
u.s.c. 4321 et seq.). 

(2) ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS.-The Secretary of 
the Air Force shall use and manage the lands 
transferred under the authority in subsection 
(a) in such manner as to ensure compliance with 
applicable environmental laws (including regu-

SEC. 2844. TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION, AIR 
FORCE HOUSING AT RADAR BOMB 
SCORING SITE, HOLBROOK, ARI· 
ZONA. 

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORIZED.-As part of the 
closure of an Air Force Radar Bomb Scoring Site 
located near Holbrook, Arizona, the Secretary of 
the Air Force may transfer, without reimburse­
ment, the administrative jurisdiction, account­
ability, and control of the housing units and as­
sociated support facilities used in connection 
with the site to the Secretary of the Interior for 
use in connection with Petrified Forest National 
Park. 

(b) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of the real prop­
erty to be transferred under subsection (a) shall 
be determined by a survey satisfactory to the 
Secretary of the Air Force and the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

(c) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary of the Air Force may require such ad­
ditional terms and conditions in connection 
with the transfer of real property under sub­
section (a) as the Secretary considers appro­
priate. 
SEC. 2845. TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION, 

HOLLOMAN AIR FORCE BASE, NEW 
MEXICO. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Subject to subsections (c) 
through (g), not later than 90 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
the Interior shall trans[ er to the Department of 
the Air Force, without reimbursement, jurisdic­
tion and control of approximately 1,262 acres of 
public lands described in subsection (b). Such 
public lands are located in Otero County, New 
Mexico, and are contiguous to Holloman Air 
Force Base. 

(b) DESCRIPTION OF LANDS TRANSFERRED.­
The lands described in this subsection are as f al­
lows: 

160 acres 
20 acres 
40 acres 

320 acres 
160 acres 
192 acres more or less 

160 acres 
80 acres 
40 acres 
20 acres 
40 acres 
10 acres 
20 acres 

lations) of the Federal Government and State of 
New Mexico, and political subdivisions thereof. 

(3) RESPONSIBILITY FOR CLEANUP OF HAZARD­
OUS SUBST ANCES.-Upon the transfer of the 
lands under subsection (a), the Secretary of the 
Air Force shall assume any existing or subse­
quent responsibility for the cost of response for 
release of hazardous substances (as defined in 
section 101(14) of the Comprehensive Environ­
mental Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601(14))) located on or 
within the lands transferred. 

(4) MINING.-The transfer of lands under sub­
section (a) shall be made in such manner as to 
ensure the continuation of valid, existing rights 
under the mining laws and the mineral leasing 
and geothermal leasing laws of the United 
States. Subject to the preceding sentence, upon 
the transfer of the lands, mining and mineral 
management activities shall be carried out in 
the lands in a manner consistent with the poli­
cies of the Department of Defense concerning 
mineral exploration and extraction on lands 
under the jurisdiction of the Department. 
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(f) RIGHTS-OF-WAY.-The transfer Of lands 

under subsection (a) shall not affect the follow­
ing rights-of-way: 

(1) The right-of-way granted to the Otero 
County Electric Cooperative, numbered NMNM 
58293. 

(2) The right-of-way granted to U.S. West 
Corporation , numbered NMNM 59261. 

(3) The right-of-way granted to the Highway 
Department of the State of New Mexico, num­
bered LCO 54403. 

(g) PUBLIC ACCESS.-
(1) IN GENERAL.-Except as provided in para­

graph (2) , the Secretary of the Air Force shall 
permit public access to the lands transferred 
under subsection (a). 

(2) CONSTRUCTION SITE.-The Secretary of the 
Air Force may not permit public access to the 
immediate area affected by the construction of a 
wastewater treatment facility in the area with 
the legal description of T17S, RBE, Section 22, 
except that the Secretary of the Air Force shall 
permit public access on an adjoining unfenced 
parcel of land-

( A) located along the west boundary of such 
area; and 

(B) that is 50 feet in width. 
(3) PUBLIC USES.-Except as provided in para­

graph (2), the Secretary of the Air Force shall · 
permit, on the lands transferred under sub­
section (a), public uses that are consistent with 
the public uses on adjacent lands under the ju­
risdiction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

(4) PERMIT NOT REQUIRED.-The Secretary Of 
the Air Force may not require a permit for ac­
cess authorized under this subsection to the 
lands transferred under subsection (a). 

(5) ENTRY GATE.-The Secretary of the Air 
Force shall ensure that the entry gate to the 
lands transferred under subsection (a) that is lo­
cated along United States Highway 70 shall be 
open to the public. 
SEC. 2846. TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION, FORT 

DEVENS, MASSACHUSETTS. 
(a) TRANSFER AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary of 

the Army may transfer, without reimbursement, 
administrative jurisdiction of approximately 800 
acres of land at Fort Devens, Massachusetts , to 
the Secretary of the Interior for inclusion in the 
Oxbow National Wildlife Refuge, Massachu­
setts. The exact acreage of the land subject to 
the transfer shall be jointly determined by the 
Secretary of the Army and the Secretary of the 
Interior, in consultation with the Joint Boards 
of Selectmen of the towns of Harvard, Ayer, 
Shirley, and Lancaster in the State of Massa­
chusetts and the Massachusetts Land Bank. 

(b) ADMINISTRATION OF LAND.-The Secretary 
of the Interior shall administer the land trans­
ferred under this section in accordance with all 
laws applicable to areas in the National Wildlife 
Refuge System. 

(c) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of the property to 
be transferred under this section shall be deter­
mined by a survey satisfactory to the Secretary 
of the Army and the Secretary of the Interior. 
SEC. 2847. RELEASE OF REQUIREMENTS AND RE-

VERSIONARY INTEREST ON CERTAIN 
PROPERTY IN BALTIMORE, MARY· 
LAND. 

(a) RELEASE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary of 
Defense may release, without consideration, the 
requirements and the reversionary interest of 
the United States that are described in section 2 
of the Act entitled ''An Act granting a site for 
a dry-dock in the city of Baltimore upon certain 
conditions", approved June 19, 1878 (Chapter 
310; 20 Stat. 167). 

(b) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms or 
conditions in connection with the release re­
quired under this section as the Secretary con­
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States. 

(C) INSTRUMENT OF RELEASE.-The Secretary 
may execute and file in the appropriate office a 
deed of release, amended deed, or other appro­
priate instrument effectuating the release of the 
reversionary interest under this section. 
SEC. 2848. RELEASE OF REVERSIONARY INTEREST 

ON CERTAIN PROPERTY IN YORK 
COUNTY AND JAMES CITY COUNTY, 
VIRGINIA, AND NEWPORT NEWS, VIR­
GINIA. 

(a) RELEASE AUTHORIZED.-The Secretary of 
the Navy may release, without consideration, 
the reversionary interest of the United States in 
the real property conveyed by the deed described 
in subsection (b). 

(b) DEED DESCRIPTJON.-The deed referred to 
in subsection (a) is a deed between the United 
States and the Commonwealth of Virginia dated 
August 17, 1966, which conveyed to the Com­
monwealth of Virginia certain parcels of land 
located in York County and James City County, 
Virginia, and the city of Newport News, Vir­
ginia. 

(c) ADDITIONAL TERMS.-The Secretary may 
require such terms or conditions in connection 
with the releas~ under this section as the Sec­
retary considers appropriate to protect the inter­
ests of the United States and to ensure that the 
real property will continue to be used for public 
purposes. 

(d) INSTRUMENT OF RELEASE.-The Secretary 
may execute and file in the appropriate office or 
offices a deed of release, amended deed, or other 
appropriate instrument effectuating the release 
of the reversionary interest under this section. 

Subtitle E-Other Matters 
SEC. 2851. JOINT CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTING 

FOR COMMISSARIES AND NON­
APPROPRIATED FUND INSTRUMEN· 
TALITY FACIUTIES. 

(a) SINGLE CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION.-Section 
2685 of title 10, United States Code, is amended 
by adding at the end the following new sub­
section: 

"(d)(l) The Secretary of a military department 
may authorize a nonappropriated fund instru­
mentality of the United States to enter into a 
contract for construction of a shopping mall or 
similar facility for a commissary store and one 
or more nonappropriated fund instrumentality 
activities. The Secretary may use the proceeds of 
adjustments or surcharges authorized by sub­
section (a) to reimburse the nonappropriated 
fund instrumentality for the portion of the cost 
of the contract that is attributable to construc­
tion of the commissary store or to pay the con­
tractor directly for that portion of such cost. 

" (2) In paragraph (1), the term 'construction', 
with respect to a facility, includes acquisition, 
conversion, expansion, installation, or other im­
provement of the facility.··. 

(b) OBLIGATION OF ANTICIPATED PROCEEDS.­
Subsection (c) of such section is amended by in­
serting " or (d)" after "subsection (b)" both 
places it appears. 
SEC. 2852. NATIONAL GUARD FACIUTY CON· 

TRACTS SUBJECT TO PERFORMANCE 
SUPERVISION BY ARMY OR NA VY. 

(a) CONTRACTS SUBJECT TO SUPERVISION.­
Subsection (a) of section 2237 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by striking out ''under 
any provision" and all that follows through 
"and (4)" and inserting in lieu thereof "under 
section 2233(a)(l)". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-Subsection (b) 
of such section is amended by striking out " sec­
tion 2233(a)(2), (3), or (4)" and inserting in lieu 
thereof " paragraph (2), (3), (4), (5), or (6) of sec­
tion 2233(a)". 
SEC. 2853. REPEAL OF RESTRICTIONS ON LAND 

TRANSACTIONS RELATING TO PRE· 
SIDIO OF SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFOR· 
NIA. 

Section 2856 of the Military Construction Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (division B 

of Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1908) is re­
pealed. 
SEC. 2854. REPORT ON USE OF FUNDS FOR ENVI­

RONMENTAL RESTORATION AT 
CORNHUSKER ARMY AMMUNITION 
PLANT, HALL COUNTY, NEBRASKA. 

(a) REPORT REQUJRED.-The Secretary of the 
Army shall submit to Congress a report describ­
ing the manner in which: funds available to the 
Army for operation and maintenance (including 
funds in the Defense Environmental Restoration 
Account established under section 2703(a)(l) of 
title 10, United States Code) will be used by the 
Secretary for environmental restoration and 
maintenance of the real property that comprises 
the Cornhusker Army Ammunition Plant, Hall 
County, Nebraska. 

(b) CONTENTS.-The report shall include the 
following: 

(1) The funding plan for environmental res­
toration at the Cornhusker Army Ammunition 
Plant. 

(2) A legal opinion stating whether any por­
tion of the funds to be used for such environ­
mental restoration may be used for the repair of 
the roads at the Plant in order to bring such 
roads into compliance with applicable State and 
local public works codes. 

(3) A survey of the roads at the Plant that 
identifies which roads, if any, are in need of re­
pair in order to bring the roads at the Plant into 
compliance with such codes. 

(4) An estimate of the cost of the repair of the 
roads ref erred to in paragraph (3) in order to 
bring the roads into compliance. · 

(5) An explanation of the purpose, cost, and 
source of funds for any proposed preservation of 
documents or other materials relating to the cul­
tural, historical, and natural resources associ­
ated with the Plant. 

(C) SUBMISSION OF REPORT.-The Secretary 
shall submit the report required by this section 
not later than May 1, 1995. 
SEC. 2855. ENGINEERING, DESIGN, CONSTRUC­

TION, AND RELATED SERVICES FOR 
WOMEN IN MIUTARY SERVICE FOR 
AMERICA MEMORIAL. 

The Secretary of the Army is authorized, upon 
request by the Women in Military Service for 
America Memorial Foundation , Inc., to provide 
engineering, design, construction management, 
and related services, directly or by contract, to 
the Women in Military Service for America Me­
morial Foundation, Inc., on a reimbursable 
basis, for the purpose of repair, restoration, and 
preservation of the main gate structures, center 
plaza, and hemicycle of the Arlington National 
Cemetery, Arlington, Virginia, and the con­
struction of the Women in Military Service for 
America Memorial. 
SEC. 2856. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON AUTHOR­

IZATION OF FUNDS FOR MIUTARY 
CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS NOT RE· 
QUESTED IN THE PRESIDENT'S AN­
NUAL BUDGET REQUES~ 

(a) SENSE OF THE SENATE.-lt is the sense of 
the Senate that, to the maximum extent prac­
ticable, the Senate should consider the author­
ization for appropriation of funds for a military 
construction project not included in the annual 
budget request of the Department of Defense 
only if-

(1) the project is consistent with past actions 
under the base closure laws; 

(2) the project is included in the military con­
struction plan of the military department con­
cerned incorporated in the Future Years De­
fense Program; 

(3) the project is necessary for reasons of the 
national security of the United States; and 

(4) a contract for construction of the project 
can be awarded in that fiscal year. 

(b) VIEWS OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE.-ln 
considering these criteria, the Senate should ob­
tain the views of the Secretary of Defense. 
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These views should include whether funds for a 
military construction project not included in the 
budget request can be of [set by funds for other 
programs, projects, or activities, including mili­
tary construction projects. in the budget request 
and, if so, the specific offsetting reductions rec­
ommended by the Secretary of Defense. 

(c) BASE CLOSURE LAWS DEFINED.-For pur­
poses of this section, the term "base closure 
laws" means each of the following: 

(1) The Defense Base Closure and Realign­
ment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public 
Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note). 

(2) Title II of the Defense Authorization 
Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment 
Act (Public Law 100--526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note). 

(3) Section 2687 of title 10, United States Code. 
(4) Any other similar law enacted after the 

date of the enactment of this Act. 
DIVISION C-DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS 
AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS 
TITLE XXXl-DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS 
Subtitle A-National Security Programs 

Authorizations 
SEC. 3101. WEAPONS ACTIVITIES. 

(a) RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.-Subject to 
subsection (e), funds are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated to the Department of Energy for 
fiscal year 1995 for research and development in 
carrying out weapons activities necessary for 
national security programs in the amount of 
$1,321,937,000, to be allocated as follows: 

(1) For core research and development, 
$777,251,000, to be allocated as follows: 

(A) For operating expenses, $649,341,000. 
(B) For capital equipment, $59,420,000. 
(C) For plant projects (including mainte­

nance, restoration, planning, construction, ac­
quisition, modification of facilities, and the con­
tinuation of projects authoriZed in prior years, 
and land acquisition related thereto), 
$68,490,000, to be allocated as follows: 

Project GPD-101, general plant projects, var­
ious locations, $4,500,000. 

Project 95-D-102, Chemical and Metallurgy 
Research Building upgrades, Los Alamos Na­
tional Laboratory, New Mexico, $3,300,000. 

Project 94-D-102, nuclear weapons research, 
development. and testing facilities revitaliza­
tion, Phase V, various locations, $13,000,000. 

Project 92-D-102, nuclear weapons research, 
development, and testing facilities revitaliza­
tion, Phase IV, various locations, $21,810,000. 

Project 90-D-102, nuclear weapons research, 
development, and testing facilities revitaliza­
tion, Phase III. various locations, $4,900,000. 

Project 88-D-106, nuclear weapons research, 
development, and testing facilities revitaliza­
tion, Phase II, various locations, $20,980,000. 

(2) For operating expenses for stockpile stew­
ardship, $152,419,000. 

(3) For inertial fusion, $176,473,000, to be allo-
cated as fallows: 

(A) For operating expenses, $166,755,000. 
(B) For capital equipment, $9,718,000. 
(4) For technology transfer, $215,794,000, to be 

allocated as follows: 
(A) For operating expenses, $209, 794,000. 
(B) For capital equipment, $6,000,000. 
(b) TESTING.-Subject to subsection (e), funds 

are hereby authorized to be appropriated to the 
Department of Energy for fiscal year 1995 for 
testing in carrying out weapons activities nec­
essary for national security programs in the 
amount of $208,000 ,000, to be allocated as fol­
lows: 

(1) For weapons programs, $201,000,000, to be 
allocated as follows : 

(A) For testing capabilities and readiness, 
$165,000 ,000. 

(B) For capital equipment, $15,000,000. 

(C) For plant projects (including mainte­
nance, restoration, planning, construction, ac­
quisition, modification of facilities, and the con­
tinuation of projects authorized in prior years, 
and land acquisition related thereto). 
$21 ,000,000, to be allocated as follows: 

Project GPD-101, general plant projects, var­
ious locations, $4,000,000. 

Project 93-D-102, Nevada support facility, 
North Las Vegas, Nevada, $17,000,000. 

(2) For Marshall Islands dose reconstruction, 
$7,000,000, to be allocated as follows: 

(A) For operating expenses, $6,530,000. 
(B) For capital equipment, $470,000. 
(c) STOCKPILE SUPPORT.-Subject to sub­

section (e), funds are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated to the Department of Energy for 
fiscal year 1995 for stockpile support in carrying 
out weapons activities necessary for national se­
curity programs in the amount of $1,698,556,000, 
to be allocated as fallows: 

(1) For operating expenses for stockpile sup­
port, $1,476,785,000. 

(2) For operating expenses for reconfigura­
tion, $94,271,000. 

(3) For capital equipment, $20,180,000. 
(4) For plant projects (including maintenance, 

restoration, planning, construction, acquisition, 
modification of facilities, and the continuation 
of projects authorized in prior years. and land 
acquisition related thereto), $107,320,000, to be 
allocated as fallows: 

Project 88-D-122, facilities capability assur­
ance program, various locations, $14,820,000. 

Project GPD-121, general plant projects, var­
ious locations. $1,000,000. 

Project 95-D-123, replacement transportation 
safeguards division aviation facility. Albuquer­
que, New Mexico, $2,000,000. 

Project 95-D-122, sanitary sewer upgrade Y-12 
Plant, Oak Ridge, Tennessee, $2,200,000. 

Project 94-D- 124, hydrogen fluoride supply 
system, Y-12 P.Zant, Oak Ridge, Tennessee, 
$6,300,000. 

Project 94-D-125, upgrade life safety. Kansas 
City Plant, Kansas City, Missouri, $1,000,000. 

Project 94-D-127, emergency notification sys­
tem, Pantex Plant, Amarillo, Texas, $1,000,000. 

Project 94-D-128, environmental safety and 
health analytical laboratory. Pantex Plant, 
Amarillo, Texas, $1,000,000. 

Project 93-D-122, life safety upgrades, Y-12 
Plant, Oak Ridge, Tennessee, $5,000,000. 

Project 88-D-123, security enhancements, 
Pantex Plant, Amarillo, Texas, $15,000,000. 

Project 93-D-123, complex-21, various loca­
tions, $58,000,000. 

(d) PROGRAM DIRECTION.-Subject to sub­
section (e), funds are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated to the Department of Energy for 
fiscal year 1995 for program direction in carry­
ing out weapons activities necessary for na­
tional security programs in the amount of 
$159,852,000 , to be allocated as follows: 

(1) For operating expenses for weapons pro­
gram direction, $157,498,000. 

(2) For capital equipment, $2,354,000. 
(e) ADJUSTMENTS.-The total amount author­

ized to be appropriated pursuant to this section 
is the sum of the amounts authorized to be ap­
propriated in subsections (a) through (d) re­
duced by the sum of-

(1) $143,276,000, for use of prior year balances; 
and 

(2) $11,000,000, for savings resulting from pro­
curement reform. 
SEC. 3102. ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND 

WASTE MANAGEMENT. 
(a) CORRECTIVE ACTIVITIES.-Subject to sub­

section (h), funds are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated to the Department of Energy for 
fiscal year 1995 for corrective activities in carry­
ing out environmental restoration and waste 
management activities necessary for national se-

curity programs in the amount of $512,000, all of 
which shall be available for the fallowing plant 
project (including maintenance, restoration, 
planning, construction, acquisition, modifica­
tion of facilities, and land acquisition related 
thereto): 

Project 92-D-403, tank upgrades project, Law­
rence Livermore National Laboratory, Califor­
nia. 

(b) ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION.-(1) Sub­
ject to paragraph (2), funds a.re hereby author­
ized to be appropriated to the Department of 
Energy for fiscal year 1995 for environmental 
restoration for operating expenses in carrying 
out environmental restoration and waste man­
agement activities necessary for national secu­
rity programs in the amount of $1,518,549,000. 

(2) Subject to subsection (h), the amount au­
thorized to be appropriated pursuant to this 
subsection is the amount authorized to be ap­
propriated in paragraph (1) reduced by 
$133,900,000, as a result of the productivity sav­
ings initiative. 

(c) WASTE MANAGEMENT.-(]) Subject to para­
graph (2), funds are hereby authorized to be ap­
propriated to the Department of Energy for fis­
cal year 1995 for waste management in carrying 
out environmental restoration and waste man­
agement activities necessary for national secu­
rity programs in the amount of $2,855,772,000, to 
be allocated as fallows: 

(A) For operating expenses, $2,390,066,000. 
(B) For capital equipment, $90,790,000. 
(C) For plant projects (including mainte­

nance, restoration, planning, construction, ac­
quisition, modification of facilities, and the con­
tinuation of projects authorized in prior years, 
and land acquisition related thereto), 
$374,916,000, to be allocated as follows: 

Project GPD-171, general plant projects, var­
ious locations, $16,832,000. 

Project 95-E-600, hazardous materials train­
ing center, Richland, Washington, $7,000,000. 

Project 95-D-401, radiological support facili­
ties, Richland, Washington, $1,585,000. 

Project 95-D-402, install permanent electrical 
service, Waste Isolation Pilot Plant, New Mex­
ico, $700,000. 

Project 95-D-403, hazardous waste storage fa-
cility, Mound Plant, Miamisburg, Ohio, 
$597,000. 

Project 95-D-405, industrial landfill V and 
construction demolition landfill VII, Y-12 Plant, 
Oak Ridge, Tennessee, $1,000,000. 

Project 95-D-406, road 5-01 reconstruction, 
area 5, Nevada Test Site, Nevada , $2,338,000. 

Project 95-D-407, 219-S secondary contain-
ment upgrade, Richland, Washington, 
$2,000,000. 

Project 95-D-408, Phase II liquid effluent 
treatment and disposal, Richland, Washington, 
$7,100,000. 

Project 94-D-400, high explosive wastewater 
treatment system, Los Alamos National Labora­
tory. Los Alamos, New Mexico, $1,000,000. 

Project 94-D-402. liquid waste treatment sys­
tem, Nevada Test Site, Nevada, $3,292,000. 

Project 94-D-404, Melton Valley storage tank 
capacity increase, Oak Ridge National Labora­
tory. Oak Ridge, Tennessee, $21,373,000. 

Project 94-D-406, low-level waste disposal fa­
cilities, K-25, Oak Ridge, Tennessee, $6,000,000. 

Project 94-D-407, initial tank retrieval sys­
tems. Richland, Washington, $17,700,000. 

Project 94-D-408, office facilities-200 East, 
Richland, Washington . $4,000,000. 

Project 94-D-411 , solid waste operation com­
plex, Richland , Washington, $42,200,000. 

Project 94-D-416, solvent storage tanks instal­
lation, Savannah River, South Carolina, 
$1,700,000. 

Project 94-D-417, intermediate-level and low­
activity waste vaults, Savannah River, South 
Carolina, $300,000. 
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Project 93-D-174, plant drain waste water 

treatment upgrades, Y-12 Plant, Oak Ridge, 
Tennessee, $1,400,000. 

Project 93-D-178, building 374 liquid waste· 
treatment facility, Rocky Flats, Golden, Colo­
rado, $3,300,000. 

Project 93-D-181, radioactive liquid waste line 
replacement, Richland, Washington, $3,300,ooo·. 

Project 93-D-182, replacement of cross-site 
transfer system, Richland, Washington, 
$14,810,000. 

Project 93-D-183, multi-tank waste storage fa­
cility, Richland, Washington, $88,605,000. 

Project 93-D-187, high-level waste removal 
from filled waste tanks, Savannah River, South 
Carolina, $26,525,000. 

Project 92-D-177, tank 101-AZ waste retrieval 
system, Richland, Washington, $5,000,000. 

Project 92-D-188, waste management ES&H, 
and compliance activities, various locations, 
$2,846,000. 

Project 91-D-171, waste receiving and process­
ing facility, module 1, Richland, Washington, 
$3,995,000. 

Project 90--D-172, aging waste transfer line, 
Richland, Washington, $3,819,000. 

Project 90--D-177, RWMC transuranic (TRU) 
waste characterization and storage facility, 
Idaho National Engineering Laboratory, Idaho, 
$1, 747,000. 

Project 90--D-178, TSA retrieval containment 
building, Idaho National Engineering Labora­
tory, Idaho, $7,594,000. 

Project 89-D-173, tank farm ventilation up­
grade, Richland, Washington, $300,000. 

Project 89-D-174, replacement high-level waste 
evaporator, Savannah River, South Carolina, 
$18,000,000. 

Project 86-D-103, decontamination and waste 
treatment facility, Lawrence Livermore National 
Laboratory, California, $5,900,000. 

Project 83-D-148, nonradioactive hazardous 
waste management, Savannah River, South 
Carolina, $6,000,000. 

Project 81-T-105, defense waste processing fa­
cility, Savannah River, South Carolina, 
$45,058,000. 

(2) Subject to subsection (h), the total amount 
authorized to be appropriated pursuant to this 
subsection is the sum of the amounts authorized 
to be appropriated in paragraph (1) reduced by 
$160,800,000, as a result of the productivity sav­
ings initiative. 

(d) TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT.-Subject to 
subsection (h), funds are hereby authorized to 
be appropriated to the Department of Energy for 
fiscal year 1995 for technology developmen. in 
carrying out environmental restoration and 
waste management activities necessary for na­
tional security programs in the amount of 
$405,759,000, to be allocated as follows: 

(1) For operating expenses, $380,974,000. 
(2) For capital equipment, $24,785,000. 
(e) TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT.-Subject 

to subsection (h), funds are hereby authorized 
to be appropriated to the Department of Energy 
for fiscal year 1995 for transportation manage­
ment in carrying out environmental restoration 
and waste management activities necessary for 
national security programs in the amount of 
$20,684,000, to be allocated as follows: 

(1) For operating expenses, $20,240,000. 
(2) ·For capital equipment, $444,000. 
(f) PROGRAM DIRECTION.-Subject to sub­

section (h), funds are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated to the Department of Energy for 
fiscal year 1995 for program direction in carry­
ing out environmental restoration and waste 
management activities necessary for national se­
curity programs in the amount of $84,948,000, to 
be allocated as fallows: 

(1) For operating expenses, $83,748,000. 
(2) For capital equipment, $1,200,000. 
(g) FACILITY TRANSITION AND MANAGEMENT.­

(1) Subject to paragraph (2), funds are hereby 

authorized to be appropriated to the Department 
of Energy for fiscal year 1995 for facility transi­
tion and management in carrying out environ­
mental restoration and waste management ac­
tivities necessary for national security programs 
in the amount of $772,967,000, to be allocated as 
follows: 

(A) For operating expenses, $676,884,000. 
(B) For capital equipment, $18,947,000. 
(C) For plant projects (including mainte­

nance, restoration, planning, construction, ac­
quisition, modification of facilities, and the con­
tinuation of projects authorized in prior years, 
and land acquisition related thereto), 
$77,136,000, to be allocated as follows: 

Project GPD-171, general plant projects, var­
ious locations, $15,211,000. 

Project 9frD-454, 324 facility compliance/ren­
ovation, Richland, Washington, $1,500,000. 

Project 9frD-456, security facilities upgrade, 
Idaho Chemical Processing Plant, Idaho Na­
tional Engineering Laboratory, Idaho, $986,000. 

Project 94-D-122, underground storage tanks, 
Rocky Flats, Golden, Colorado, $2,500,000. 

Project 94-D-401, emergency response facility, 
Idaho National Engineering Laboratory, Idaho, 
$5,219,000. 

Project 94-D-412, 300 area process sewer pip­
ing system upgrade, Richland, Washington, 
$7,800,000. 

Project 94-D-415, medical facilities, Idaho Na-
tional Engineering Laboratory, Idaho, 
$4,920,000. 

Project 94-D-451, infrastructure replacement, 
Rocky Flats Plant, Golden, Colorado, 
$10,600,000. 

Project 93-D-172, electrical upgrade, Idaho 
National Engineering Laboratory, Idaho, 
$7,800,000. 

Project 93-D-184, 325 facility compliance/ren­
ovation, Richland, Washington, $1,000,000. 

Project 93-D-186, 200 area unsecured core area 
fabrication shop, Richland, Washington, 
$4,000,000. 

Project 92-D-125, master safeguards and secu­
rity agreementJmaterials surveillance task force 
security upgrades, Rocky Flats Plant, Golden, 
Colorado, $2,100,000. 

Project 92-D-181, INEL fire and life safety im­
provements, Idaho National Engineering Lab­
oratory, Idaho, $6,000,000. 

Project 92-D-182, INEL sewer system upgrade, 
Idaho National Engineering Laboratory, Idaho, 
$1,90(},000. 

Project 92-D-186, steam system rehabilitation, 
Phase II, Richland, Washington, $5,600,000. 

(2) Subject to subsection (h), the total amount 
authorized to be appropriated pursuant to this 
subsection is the sum of the amounts authorized 
to be appropriated in paragraph (1) reduced by 
$5,000,000, as a result of the productivity savings 
initiative. 

(h) ADJUSTMENTS.-The total amount author­
ized to be appropriated pursuant to this section 
is the sum of the amounts authorized to be ap­
propriated in subsections (a), (b)(2), (c)(2), (d), 
(e), (f), and (g)(2) reduced by the sum of-

(1) $249,300,000, for use of prior year balances; 
and 

(2) $17,500,000, for savings resulting from pro­
curement ref arm. 
SEC. 3103. NUCLEAR MATERIALS SUPPORT AND 

OTHER DEFENSE PROGRAMS. 
(a) MATERIALS SUPPORT.-Subject to sub­

section (d), funds are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated to the Department of Energy for 
fiscal year 1995 for materials support in carrying 
out nuclear materials support necessary for na­
tional security programs in the amount of 
$902,255,000, to be allocated as follows: 

(1) For reactor operations, $163,634,000. 
(2) For processing of nuclear materials, 

$410,468,000. 
(3) For support services, $167, 776,000. 

(4) For capital equipment, $39,427,000. 
(5) For plant projects (including maintenance, 

restoration, planning, construction, acquisition, 
modification of facilities, and the continuation 
of projects authorized in prior years, and land 
acquisition related thereto), $64,950,000, to be al­
located as fallows: 

Project GPD-146, general plant projects, var­
ious locations, $15,000,000. 

Project 95-D-155, upgrade site road infra­
structure, Savannah River, South Carolina, 
$750,000. 

Project 9frD-156, radio trunking system, Sa­
vannah River, South Carolina, $2,100,000. 

Project 95-D-157, D-area powerhouse life ex­
tension, Savannah River, South Carolina, 
$4,000,000. 

Project 95-D-158, disassembly basin upgrades 
K, L, and P, Savannah River, South Carolina, 
$13,000,000. 

Project 93-D-147, domestic water system up­
grade, Phases· I and II, Savannah River, South 
Carolina, $11,300,000. 

Project 93-D-148, replace high-level drain 
lines, Savannah River, South Carolina, 
$2,700,000. 

Project 93-D-152, environmental modification 
for production facilities, Savannah River, South 
Carolina, $2,900,000. 

Project 92-D-143, health protection instrument 
calibration facility, Savannah River, South 
Carolina, $3,000,000. 

Project 90--D-149, plantwide fire protection, 
Phases I and II, Savannah River, South Caro­
lina, $5,000,000. 

Project 92-D-150, operations support facilities, 
Savannah River, South Carolina, $2,000,000. 

Project 92-D-153, engineering support facility, 
Savannah River, South Carolina, $3,200,000. 

(6) For program direction, $56,000,000. 
(b) OTHER DEFENSE PROGRAMS.-Subject to 

subsection (d), funds are hereby authorized to 
be appropriated to the Department of Energy for 
fiscal year 1995 for other defense programs in 
carrying out defense programs necessary for na­
tional security programs in the amount of 
$669,657,000, to be allocated as follows: 

(1) For verification and control technology, 
$348,555,000, to be allocated as follows: 

(A) For operating expenses, $332,682,000. 
(B) For capital equipment, $15,873,000. 
(2) For nuclear safeguards and security, 

$85,816,000, to be allocated as follows: 
(A) For operating expenses, $82,421,000. 
(B) For capital equipment, $3,395,000. 
(3) For security investigations, $33,827,000. 
(4) For security evaluations, $14,780,000. 
(5) For the Office of Nuclear Safety, 

$21,679,000, to be allocated as follows: 
(A) For operating expenses, $21,629,000. 
(B) For capital equipment, $50,000. 
(6) For worker and community transition, 

$115,000,000. 
(7) For fissile material control and disposition, 

$50 ,000 ,000. 
(c) NAVAL REACTORS.-Subject to subsection 

(d), funds are hereby authorized to be appro­
priated to the Department of Energy for fiscal 
year 1995 for naval reactors in carrying out nu­
clear materials support and other defense pro­
grams necessary for national security programs 
in the amount of $725,651,000, to be allocated as 
follows: 

(1) For naval reactors development, 
$693,651,000, to be allocated as follows: 

(A) For operating expenses: 
(i) For plant development, $146,700,000. 
(ii) For reactor development, $348,951,000. 
(iii) For reactor operation and evaluation, 

$131,000,000. 
(iv) For program direction, $18,800,000. 
(B) For capital equipment, $28,200,000. 
(C) For plant projects (including mainte­

nance, restoration, planning, construction , ac­
quisition, modification of facilities, and the con­
tinuation of projects authorized in prior years , 
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and land acquisition related thereto), 
$20,000,000, to be allocated as follows: 

Project GPN-101, general plant projects, var­
ious locations, $6,200,000. 

Project 95-D-200, laboratory systems and hot 
cell upgrades, various locations, $2,400,000. 

Project 95-D- 201, advanced test reactor radio­
active waste system upgrades, Idaho National 
Engineering Laboratory , Idaho, $700,000. 

Project 93-D-200, engineering services facili-
ties, Knolls Atomic Power Laboratory , 
Niskayuna, New York , $7,900,000. 

Project 92-D-200, laboratories facilities up­
grades, various locations, $2,800,000. 

(2) For operating expenses for enrichment ma­
terials, $32,000,000. 

(d) ADJUSTMENTS.-The total am("'•.?'!t that 
may be appropriated pursuant to this section is 
the sum of the amounts authorized to be appro­
priated in subsections (a), (b), and (c) reduced 
by the sum of-

(1) $40,000,000, for recovery of overpc: ~ ·'l1lent to 
the Savannah River Pension Fund; 

(2) $6,500,000, for savings resulting from pro­
curement reform; and 

(3) $401,406,000, for use of prior year balances 
for materials support and other defense pro­
grams. 
SEC. 3104. DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro­
priated to the Department of Energy for fiscal 
year 1995 for payment to the Nuclear Waste 
Fund established in section 302(c) of the Nuclear 
Waste Policy Act of 1982 (42 U.S.C. 10222(c)) in 
the amount of $129,430,000. 

Subtitle B--Recurring Getu?ral Provi11ion11 
SEC. 3121. REPROGRAMMING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Until the Secretary of En­
ergy submits to the congressional defense com­
mittees the report referred to in subsection (b) 
and 30 days has elapsed after the date C71. which 
such committees receive the report, the Secretary 
may not use amounts appropriated pursuant to 
this title for any program-

(}) in amounts that exceed, in a fiscal year­
(A) 110 percent of the amount authorized for 

that program by this title; or 
(B) $1,000,000 more than the amount author­

ized for that program by this title; or 
(2) which has not been presented to, or re­

quested of, Congress. 
(b) REPORT.-(1) The report referred to in sub­

section (a) is a report containing a full and com­
plete statement of the action proposed to be 
taken and the facts and circumstances relied 
upon in support of such proposed action. 

(2) In the computation of the 30-day period 
under subsection (a), there shall be excluded 
any day on which either House of Congress is 
not in session because of an adjournment of 
more than 3 days to a day certain. 

(C) LIMITATIONS.-(1) In no event may the 
total amount of funds obligated pursuant to this 
title exceed the total amount authorized to be 
appropriated by this title. 

(2) Funds appropriated pursuant to this title 
may not be used for an item for which Congress 
has specifically denied funds. 
SEC. 3122. UMITS ON GENERAL PLANT 

PROJECTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary of Energy 

may carry out any construction project under 
the general plant projects authorized by this 
title if the total estimated cost of the construc­
tion project does not exceed $2,000,000. 

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.-If, at any time 
during the construction of any general plant 
project authorized by this title, the estimated 
cost of the project is revised because of unf ore­
seen cost variations and the revised cost of the 
project exceeds $2,000,000, the Secretary shall 
immediately furnish a complete report to the 
congressional defense committees explaining the 
reasons for the cost variation . 

SEC. 3123. UMITS ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-(1) Except as provided in 

paragraph (2) , construction on a construction 
project may not be started or additional obliga­
t ions incurred in connection with the project 
above the total estimated cost, whenever the 
current estimated cost of the construction 
project, which is authorized by section 3101, 
3102, or 3103, or which is in support of national 
security programs of the Department of Energy 
and was authorized by any previous Act, ex­
ceeds by more than 25 percent the higher of-

( A) the amount authorized for the project; or 
(B) the amount of the total estimated cost for 

the project as shown in the most recent budget 
justification data submitted to Congress. 

(2) An action described in paragraph (1) may 
be taken if-

( A) the Secretary of Energy has submitted to 
the congressional defense committees a report on 
the action and the circumstances making such 
action necessary; and 

(B) a -period of 30 days has elapsed after the 
date on which the report is received by the com­
mittees. 

(3) In the computation of the 30-day period 
under paragraph (2), there shall be excluded 
any day on which either House of Congress is 
not in session because of an adjournment of 
more than 3 days to a day certain. 

(b) EXCEPTION.-Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to any construction project which has a 
current estimated cost of less than $5,000,000. 
SEC. 3124. TRANSFER AUTHORITY. 

(a) TRANSFER TO OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES.­
The Secretary of Energy may trans[ er funds au­
thorized to be appropriated to the Department of 
Energy pursuant to this title to other Federal 
agencies for the performance of work for which 
the funds were authorized. Funds so transferred 
may be merged with and be available for the 
same purposes and for the same time period as 
the authorizations of the Federal agency to 
which the amounts are transferred. 

(b) TRANSFER WITHIN DEPARTMENT OF EN­
ERGY; LIMITATIONS.-(1) Subject to paragraph 
(2), the Secretary of Energy may transfer funds 
authorized to be appropriated to the Department 
of Energy pursuant to this title between any 
such authorizations. Amounts of authorizations 
so trans! erred may be merged with and be avail­
able for the same purposes and for the same time 
period as the authorization to which the 
amounts are transferred. 

(2) Not more than five percent of any such au­
thorization may be trans! erred between author­
izations under paragraph (1). No such author­
ization may be increased or decreased by more 
than five percent by a transfer under such para­
graph. 

(3) The authority provided by this section to 
transfer authorizations-

( A) may only be used to provide funds for 
items t171at have a higher priority than the items 
from which the funds are trans! erred; and 

(B) may not be used to provide authority for 
an item that has been denied funds by Congress. 

(c) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.-The Secretary of 
Energy shall promptly notify the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Rep­
resentatives of any transfer of funds to or from 
authorizations under this title. 
SEC. 3125. CONSTRUCTION DESIGN AND CONCEP­

TUAL DESIGN FOR CONSTRUCTION 
PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-(1) Within the amounts au­
thorized by this title, the Secretary of Energy 
may carry out advance planning and construc­
tion design (including architectural and engi­
neering services) in connection with any pro­
posed construction project if the total estimated 
cost for such planning and design does not ex­
ceed $3,000,000. 

(2) In the case of any project in which the 
total estimated cost for advance planning and 

construction design exceeds $600,000, the Sec­
retary shall notify the congressional defense 
committees in writing of the details of such 
project at least 30 days before any funds are ob­
ligated for advance planning and construction 
design for such project. 

(b) SPECIFIC AUTHORITY REQUIRED.-In any 
case in which the total estimated cost for ad­
vance planning and construction design in con­
nection with any proposed construction project 
exceeds $3,000,000, funds for such planning and 
design must be specifically authorized by law. 

(c) REQUIREMENT OF CONCEPTUAL DESJGN.­
(1) Subject to paragraph (2) and except as pro­
vided in paragraph (3), before submitting to 
Congress a request for funds for a construction 
project that is in support of a nationctl ,security 
program of the Department of Energy, the Sec­
retary of Energy shall complete a conceptual de­
sign for that project. 

(2) In any case in which the total estimated 
cost of completing a conceptual desfgtltf, -for a 
construction project exceeds $3,000,000, the Sec­
retary shall submit to Congress a request for 
funds for the conceptual design before the Sec­
retary submits a request for funds for the con­
struction project. 

(3) The requirement in paragraph (1) does not 
apply to a request for funds-

( A) for a construction project the total esti­
mated cost of which is less than $2,000,000; or 

(B) for emergency planning, design, and con­
struction activities under section 3126. 
SEC. 3126. AUTHORITY FOR EMERGENCY PLAN­

NING, DESIGN, AND CONSTRUCTION 
ACTIVITIES. 

(a) AUTHORITY.-The Secretary of Energy 
may use any funds available to the Department 
of Energy under sections 3101, 3102, and 3103, 
including those funds authorized to be appro­
priated for advance planning and construction 
design, to perform planning, design, litid con­
struction activities for any Department of En­
ergy national security program construction 
project that, as determined by the Secretary, 
must proceed expeditiously in order to protect 
public health and safety, meet the needs of na­
tional defense, or protect property. 

(b) LIMITATION.-The Secretary may not exer­
cise the authority under subsection (a) in the 
case of any construction project until the Sec­
retary has submitted to the congressional de­
fense committees a report on the activities that 
the Secretary intends to carry out under this 
section and the circumstances making such ac­
tivities necessary. 

(c) SPECIFIC AUTHORITY.-The requirements of 
subsections (b) and (c) of section 3125 do not 
apply to emergency planning, design , and con­
struction activities conducted under this section. 
SEC. 3121. FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR ALL NATIONAL 

SECURITY PROGRAMS OF THE DE· 
PARTMENT OF ENERGY. 

Subject to the provisions of appropriation Acts 
and section 3121, amounts appropriated pursu­
ant to this title that are made available for man­
agement and support activities and for general 
plant projects are available for use, when nec­
essary, in connection with all national security 
programs of the Department of Energy. 

· SEC. 3128. AVAILABIUTY OF FUNDS. 
When so specified in an appropriation Act, 

amounts appropriated for operating expenses, 
plant projects, and capital equipment may re­
main available until expended. 

Subtitle C-Program Authorization11, 
Relltriction11, and Limitations 

SEC. 3131. STOCKPILE STEWARDSHIP RECRUIT­
MENT AND TRAINING PROGRAM. 

(a) CONDUCT OF PROGRAM.-(1) As part of the 
stockpile stewardship program established pur­
suant to section 3138 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public 
Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1946; 42 U.S.C. 2121 note), 
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the Secretary of Energy shall conduct a stock­
pile stewardship recruitment and training pro­
gram at the Sandia National Laboratories, the 
Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory, and 
the Los Alamos National Laboratory. 

(2) The recruitment and training program 
shall be conducted in coordination with the 
Chairman of the Joint Nuclear Weapons Council 

_,,established by section 179 of title 10, United 
States Code, and the directors of the labora­
tories referred to in paragraph (1). 

(b) SUPPORT OF DUAL-USE PROGRAMS.-(1) As 
part of the recruitment and training program, 
the directors of the laboratories referred to in 
subsection (a)(l) may employ undergraduate 
students, graduate students, and postdoctoral 
fellows to carry out research sponsored by such 
laboratories for military or nonmilitary dual-use 
programs related to nuclear weapons stockpile 
stewardship. 

(2) Of the amounts authorized to be appro­
priated to the Secretary of Energy in section 
3101(a)(l) for weapons activities for core re­
search and development and allocated by the 
Secretary for education initiatives, $5,000,000 
shall be available for employing students and 
fellows to carry out research referred to in para­
graph (1). The amount available under this 
paragraph shall be allocated equally among the 
laboratories referred to in subsection (a)(l). 

(c) ESTABLISHMENT OF RETIREE CORPS.-As 
part of the training and recruitment program, 
the Secretary, in coordination with the directors 
of the laboratories referred to in subsection 
(a)(l), shall establish for the laboratories a re­
tiree corps of retired scientists wh·o have exper­
tise in research and development of nuclear 
weapons. The directors may employ the retired 
scientists on a part-time basis to provide appro­
priate assistance on nuclear weapons issues, to 
contribute relevant information to be archived, 
and to help to provide training to other sci­
entists. 

(d) REPORT.-(1) Not later than February 1, 
1995, the Secretary shall submit to the Commit­
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and House 
of Representatives a report on the demographic 
trends of the personnel of the laboratories re­
ferred to in subsection (a)(l) and on actions 
taken by the Department of Energy to remedy 
identified deficiencies in various skill areas. 

(2) The report shall be prepared in coordina­
tion with the Chairman of the Joint Nuclear 
Weapons Council and the directors of the lab­
oratories. Information included in the report 
shall be aggregated and compiled into statistical 
categories. 

(3) The report shall include the following: 
(A) An inventory of the weapons-related tasks 

that the laboratories need to perform to support 
their nuclear weapons responsibilities. 

(B) An inventory of the skills necessary to 
complete the weapons-related tasks ref erred to 
in subparagraph (A). 

(C) For each laboratory, the number of sci­
entists needed in each skill area to perform such 
tasks. 

(D) The number of the scientists providing 
services in each skill area at each laboratory, 
stated by age. 

(E) An assessment of which skill areas are 
understaffed. 

(F) The number of scientists entering the 
weapons program at each laboratory, and their 
skill areas. 

(G) The number of full-time equivalent per­
sonnel with weapon skills, their distribution by 
skill and, for each such skill, their distribution 
by age. 

(H) The number of scientists retiring from the 
weapons program in the five-year period ending 
on the date of the report and the skill areas in 
which they worked in the year preceding their 
retirement. 

(I) Based on the information contained in 
subparagraphs (A) through (H), a projection of 
the skills areas that will become understaffed in 
the five yea1s fallowing the date of the report. 

(J) A statement of alternative actions that 
may be taken to retain and recruit scientists for 
the weapons programs at the laboratories in 
order to preserve a sufficient skill base and to 
fulfill stockpile stewardship responsibilities. 

(K) Any plans of the Secretary to take any of 
the alternative actions referred to in subpara­
graph (J). 
SEC. 3132. DEFENSE INERTIAL CONFINEMENT FU· 

SION PROGRAM. 
Of the funds authorized to be appropriated by 

this title to the Department of Energy for fiscal 
year 1995,..ctJ.76,473,000 shall be available for the 
defense inertial confinement fusion program. 
SEC. 3133. PAYMENT OF PENALTIES. 

The Secretary of Energy may pay to the Haz­
ardous SuQstance Superfund established under 
section 9507 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 (26 U.S.C. 9507), from funds appropriated to 
the Department of Energy for environmental 
restoration and waste management activities 
pursuant to section 3102, stipulated civil pen­
alties assessed under the Comprehensive Envi­
ronmental Response, Compensation, and Liabil­
ity Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.) in 
amounts as follows: 

(1) $50,000, assessed against the Fernald Envi­
ronmental Management Project, Ohio, under 
such Act. 

(2) $50,000, assessed against the Portsmouth 
Gaseous Diffusion Plant, Ohio, under such Act. 
SEC. 3134. WA'.IER MANAGEMENT PROGRAMS. 

From funds authorized to be appropriated 
pursuant to section 3102 to the Department of 
Energy for environmental restoration and waste 
management activities, the Secretary of Energy 
may reimbutse the cities of Westminster, Broom­
field, Thornton, and Northglenn, in the State of 
Colorado, $11,415,000 for the cost of implement­
ing water management programs. Reimburse­
ments for the water management programs shall 
not be considered a major Federal action for 
purposes of section 102(2) of the National Envi­
ronmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)). 
SEC. 3135. PRO'.IECTION OF WORKERS AT NU· 

CLEAR WEAPONS FACIUTIES. 
Of the funds authorized to be appropriated by 

section 3102 for environmental restoration and 
waste management activities, $11,000,000 shall be 
available to carry out activities authorized 
under section 3131 of the National Defense Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 
(Public Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1571; 42 U.S.C. 
7274d), relating to worker protection at nuclear 
weapons facilities. 
SEC. 3136. LIMITATION ON USE OF PROGRAM DI­

RECTION FUNDS. 
The Secretary of Energy may not obligate 

more than 20 percent of the funds appropriated 
pursuant to this title for fiscal year 1995 for op­
erating expenses for program direction in carry­
ing out environmental restoration and waste 
management activities necessary for national se­
curity programs until the Secretary submits to 
Congress the reports required to be submitted in 
1995 under subsections (a) and (d) of section 
3153 of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160; 107 
Stat. 1950; 42 U.S.C. 7274k). 
SEC. 3137. NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS. 

Notwithstanding any other provision .of law, 
not more than 80 percent of the funds appro­
priated to the Department of Energy for na­
tional security programs under this title may be 
obligated for such programs until the Secretary 
of Energy submits to the congressional defense 
committees the five-year budget plan with re­
spect to fiscal year 1996 required under section 
3144 of the National Defense Authorization Act 

for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 (Public Law 101-
189; 103 Stat. 1681 ; 42 U.S.C. 727lb). 
SEC. 3138. PROGRAMS FOR PERSONS WHO MAY 

HA VE BEEN EXPOSED TO RADIATION 
RELEASED FROM HANFORD NU­
CLEAR RESERVATION. 

(a) FUNDING.-(1) Of the funds authorized to 
be appropriated to the Department of Energy 
under section 3101 for fiscal year 1995, $2,500,000 
shall be available for activities relating to the 
Hanford Health Information Network estab­
lished pursuant to the authority provided in 
section 3138 of the National Defense Authoriza­
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law 101-
510; 104 Stat. 1834). 

(2) The Secretary of Energy may not obligate 
more than 50 percent of the amount made avail­
able under paragraph (1) for activities relating 
to the Hanford Health Information Network 
until the States of Washington, Oregon, and 
Idaho establish the uniform procedures required 
by section 3138(d)(3)(D) of such Act, as added by 
subsection (b). 

(b) PROHIBITION ON DISCLOSURE OF EXPOSURE 
INFORMATION.-Section 3138 Of the National De­
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 
(Public Law 101-510; 104 Stat. 1834) is amended 
by adding at the end the fallowing new sub­
section: 

. "(d) PROHIBITION ON DISCLOSURE OF EXPO­
SURE INFORMATION.-(1) Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), a person may not disclose to the 
public the following: 

"(A) Any information obtained through a pro­
gram that identifies a person who may have 
been exposed to radiation released from the 
Hanford Nuclear Reservation. 

"(B) Any information obtained through a pro­
gram that identifies a person participating in 
any of the programs developed under this sec­
tion. 

" (C) The name, address, and telephone num­
ber of a person requesting information referred 
to in subsection (b)(l). 

"(D) The name, address, and telephone num­
ber of a person who has been referred to a 
health care professional under subsection (b)(2). 

"(E) The name, address, and telephone num­
ber of a person who has been registered and 
monitored pursuant to subsection (b)(3). 

''( F) Information that identifies the person 
from whom information ref erred to in this para­
graph was obtained under a program or any 
other third party involved with, or identified by , 
any such information so obtained. 

"(G) Any other personal or medical informa­
tion that identifies a person or party ref erred to 
in subparagraphs (A) through (F). 

"(H) Such other information or categories of 
information as the chief officers of the health 
departments of the States of Washington, Or­
egon, and Idaho jointly designate as informa­
tion covered by this subsection. 

"(2) Information ref erred to in paragraph (1) 
may be disclosed to the public if the person 
identified by the information, or the legal rep­
resentative of that person, has consented in 
writing to the disclosure. 

"(3) The States of Washington, Oregon, and 
Idaho shall establish uniform procedures for 
carrying out this subsection, including proce­
dures governing the following: 

"(A) The disclosure of information under 
paragraph (2). 

"(B) The use of the Hanford Health Informa­
tion Network database. 

"(C) The future disposition of the database. 
"(D) Enforcement of the prohibition provided 

in paragraph (1) on the disclosure of informa­
tion described in that paragraph.". 
SEC. 3139. LIMITATION ON STUDY OR RELOCA· 

TION OF TRITIUM-RELATED ACTIVI· 
TIES AND OPERATIONS. 

None of the funds appropriated or otherwise 
made available to the Department of Energy for 
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fiscal year 1995 pursuant to this title may be 
used to study or relocate tritium-related activi­
ties and operations from the Mound Plant, 
Ohio, to a facility other than a Department of 
Energy weapons production facility that has 
demonstrated tritium production and handling 
capabilities, as determined by independent con­
sultants pursuant to a review of the June 1993 
report of the Department entitled "Nonnuclear 
Reconfiguration Cost Effectiveness Report''. 
SEC. 3140. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS MANAGE-

MENT AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
EMERGENCY RESPONSE TRAINING 
PROGRAM. 

(a) USE OF FUNDS.-Of the funds authorized 
to be appropriated to the Department of Energy 
for fiscal year 1995 under section 3102(c), not 
more than $6,000,000 shall be available for oper­
ating expenses to carry out a hazardous mate­
rials management and hazardous materials 
emergency response training program at Han­
ford Nuclear Reservation, Richland, Washing­
ton. 

(b) REQUIREMENT OF CONCEPTUAL DESIGN.­
None of the funds authorized to be appropriated 
under section 3102(c) for project 95-E--600 may 
be obligated or expended until the Secretary of 
Energy completes a conceptual design for the 
project. 
SEC. 3141. INTERNATIONAL CENTER FOR AP· 

PUED RESEARCH. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.-(]) The Secretary of En­

ergy shall establish an International Center for 
Applied Research at the Savannah River Site, 
South Carolina. The purpose of the Center is to 
promote the fallowing activities: 

(A) The application in the United States of 
hydrogen technology research derived from trit­
ium production. 

(B) The development of beneficial uses of nu­
clear materials. 

(C) The research and development of innova­
tive methods for the treatment and disposal of 
nuclear waste. 

(D) The development of specifications for the 
decommissioning of nuclear facilities and the 
disposition of nuclear materials. 

(E) The research and development of any 
technologies that the Secretary considers appro­
priate and that are likely to be commercialized. 

(2) The Secretary shall enter into an arrange­
ment to provide for the location of the Center at 
a suitable facility at, or adjacent to, the Savan­
nah River Site. 

(3) The Secretary shall, using competitive pro­
cedures, select a nonprofit entity or a group of 
nonprofit entities to operate the Center. The 
Center shall promote activities under paragraph 
(1) in a manner that accomplishes regional de­
velopment through applied science and tech­
nology. 

(b) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.-Of amounts au­
thorized to be appropriated in section 3101(c), 
$12,000,000 shall be available to establish the 
Center referred to in subsection (a). 

Subtitle D--Other Matters 
SEC. 3151. ACCOUNTING PROCEDURES FOR DE­

PARTMENT OF ENERGY FUNDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary of Energy 

shall prescribe procedures to account for the use 
of funds for the pert ormance of the programs 
and activities of the Department of Energy for 
which funds are appropriated pursuant to this 
title for national security programs of the De­
partment of Energy. The procedures shall pro­
vide for such accounting for fiscal years begin­
ning after fiscal year 1996. 

(b) COVERED MATTERS.-The Secretary shall 
prescribe procedures under subsection (a)-

(1) to account for the funds appropriated to 
the Department pursuant to this title for na­
tional security programs and activities of the 
Department that are not used for the purpose 
for which such funds were appropriated; and 

(2) to provide an accounting for all encum­
bered funds, unencumbered funds, unobligated 
funds, costed funds, and uncosted obligations of 
the national security programs of the Depart­
ment in that fiscal year. 
SEC. 3152. APPROVAL FOR CERTAIN NUCLEAR 

WEAPONS ACTIVITIES. 
(a) APPROVAL BY JOINT NUCLEAR WEAPONS 

COUNCIL.-Subsection (d) of section 179 of title 
10, United States Code, is amended-

(]) by redesignating paragraphs (8) and (9) as 
paragraphs (9) and (10), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (7) the fallow­
ing new paragraph (8): 

"(8) Coordinating and approving activities 
conducted by the Department of Energy for the 
study, development, production., and retirement 
of nuclear warheads, including concept defini­
tion studies, feasibility studies, engineering de­
velopment, hardware component fabrication, 
warhead production, and warhead retirement.". 

(b) REPORT.-Such section is further amended 
by adding at the end the following new sub­
section: 

"(e) Each fiscal year, at the same time the 
President submits the budget pursuant to sec­
tion 1105 of title 31, the Chairman of the Coun­
cil, through the Secretary of Energy, shall sub­
mit to the Committees on Armed Services and 
Appropriations of the Senate and House of Rep­
resentatives a report, in classified form, on the 
following: 

"(1) The effectiveness and efficiency of the 
Council, and of the deliberative and decision­
making processes used by the Council, in carry­
ing out the responsibilities described in sub­
section (d). 

''(2) A description of all activities conducted 
by the Department of Energy during that fiscal 
year, or planned to be conducted by the Depart­
ment of Energy during the next fiscal year, for 
the study, development, production, and retire­
ment of nuclear warheads and that have been 
approved by the Council, including a descrip­
tion of-

"( A) the concept definition activities and fea­
sibility studies conducted or planned to be con­
ducted by the Department of Energy; 

"(B) the schedule for completion of each such 
activity or study; and · 

''(C) the degree to which each such activity or 
study is consistent with United States policy for 
new nuclear warhead development or warhead 
modification and with established or projected 
military requirements.''. 

(c) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.-Subsections 
(a)(3) and (b) of such section are amended by 
striking out "appointed" each place it appears 
and inserting in lieu thereof "designated". 
SEC. 3153. STUDY OF FEASIBIUTY OF CONDUCT­

ING CERTAIN ACTIVITIES AT THE NE· 
VADA TEST SITE, NEVADA. 

Not later than April 1, 1995, the Secretary of 
Energy shall submit to Congress a report on the 
feasibility of conducting the fallowing activities 
at the Nevada Test Site, Nevada: 

(1) The demilitarization of large rocket motors, 
high energetic explosives, and conventional ord­
nance. 

(2) Disarmament and demilitarization of con­
ventional weapons and components. 

(3) Experiments that assist in monitoring com­
pliance with international agreements on the 
nonproliferation of nuclear weapons. 

(4) Programs for the Department of Energy 
and the Department of Defense to develop sim­
ulator technologies for nuclear weapons design 
and effects, including advanced hydrodynamic 
simulators, fusion test facilities, and nuclear 
weapons effects simulators. 

(5) The stockpile stewardship program estab­
lished pursuant to section 3138 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 
(Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1946; 42 U.S.C. 
2121 note). 

(6) Experiments related to the nonproliferation 
of nuclear weapons, including experiments with 
respect to disablement of such weapons, nuclear 
forensics, sensors, and verification and monitor­
ing. 
SEC. 3154. REPORT ON WASTE STREAMS GEN­

ERATED BY NUCLEAR WEAPONS 
PRODUCTION CYCLE. 

(a) REPORT.-Not later than March 31, 1996, 
the Secretary of Energy shall submit to Congress 
a report that contains a description of all waste 
streams generated before 1992 during each step 
of the complete cycle of production and disposi­
tion of nuclear weapon components by the De­
partment of Energy. The description for each 
such step shall be based on a unit of analysis 
that is appropriate for that step. The report 
shall include an estimate of the volume of waste 
generated per unit of analysis and an analysis 
of the characteristics of each waste stream. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.-ln this section: 
(1) The term "waste stream" means waste ma­

terials the storage, treatment, or disposition of 
which is regulated under Federal law, except 
that such term does not include usable source 
materials, usable byproduct materials, and usa­
ble special nuclear materials. 

(2) The terms "byproduct material", "source 
material", and "special nuclear material" have 
the meaning given such terms in section 11 of 
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2014). 
SEC. 3155. COMMUNICATION OF RESTRICTED 

DATA AND FORMERLY RESTRICTED 
DATA. 

(a) COMMUNICATION OF DATA.-Section 144 of 
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2164) 
is amended-

(]) by redesignating subsection d. as sub­
section e.; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection c. the fallow­
ing new subsection d.: 

"d. (1) In addition to the cooperation author­
ized in subsections a., b., and c., the President 
may, upon making a determination described in 
paragraph (2), authorize the Department of En­
ergy, with the assistance of the Department of 
Defense, to cooperate with another nation to 
communicate to that nation such Restricted 
Data, and the President may, upon making such 
determination, authorize the Department of De­
fense, with the assistance of the Department of 
Energy, to cooperate with another nation to 
communicate to that nation such data removed 
from the Restricted Data category under section 
142, as is necessary for-

"( A) the support of a program for the control 
of and accounting for fissile material and other 
weapons material; 

"(B) the support of the control of and ac­
counting for atomic weapons; 

"(C) the verification of a treaty; and 
"(D) the establishment of international stand­

ards for the classification of data on atomic 
weapons, data on fissile material, and related 
data. 

"(2) A determination ref erred to in paragraph 
(1) is a determination that the proposed co­
operation and proposed communication ref erred 
to in that paragraph-

"( A) will promote the common defense and se­
curity interests of the United States and the na­
tion concerned; and 

"(B) will not constitute an unreasonable risk 
to such common defense and security interests. 

"(3) Cooperation under this subsection shall 
be undertaken pursuant to an agreement for co­
operation entered into in accordance with sec­
tion 123.". 

(b) APPLICABILITY OF NOTICE AND WAIT PRO­
VISIONS.-Section 123 d. of the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2153(d)), as amended by 
subsection (c), shall not apply to a proposed 
agreement for cooperation under section 144 d. 
of such Act, as inserted by subsection (a), until 
December 31, 1995. 
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(C) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-The Atomic 

Energy Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.) is 
amended as follows: 

(1) Section 123 is amended-
( A) by striking out " or 144 c." each place it 

appears and inserting in lieu thereof "144 c. , or 
144 d." ; 

(B) in subsection a .. by striking out " or 144 
b." and inserting in lieu thereof " 144 b., or 144 
d."; and 

(C) in subsection b. , by inserting "(except an 
agreement arranged pursuant to section 91 c., 
144 b., 144 c., or 144 d.)" after "the President 
has submitted text of the proposed agreement for 
cooperation·'. 

(2) Section 142 d. is amended by striking out 
"subsection 144 b." and inserting in lieu thereof 
"subsection b. or d. of section 144. ". 

(3) Section 142 f. is repealed. 
(4) Section 144 e., as redesignated by sub­

section (a)(l), is amended by striking out "or c." 
and inserting in lieu thereof "c., or d. ". 
SEC. 3156. SCHOLARSmP AND FELLOWSmP PRO­

GRAM FOR ENVIRONMENTAL RES­
TORATION AND WASTE MANAGE­
MENT. 

(a) USE OF FUNDS.-Of the funds authorized 
to be appropriated to the Department of Energy 
in section 3102 for fiscal year 1995 for environ­
mental restoration and waste management, 
$1,000,000 shall be available for the scholarship 
and fellowship program for environmental res­
toration and waste management carried out 
under section 3132 of the National Defense Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 
(Public Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1572; 42 U.S.C. 
7274e). 

(b) DESIGNATION AS MARILYN LLOYD SCHOLAR­
SHIP AND FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM.-(1) Section 
3132(a) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 7274e(a)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
"The scholarship and fellowship program shall 
be known as the 'Marilyn Lloyd Scholarship 
and Fellowship Program •.". 

(2) The amendment made by paragraph (1) 
shall take effect on January 3, 1995. 
SEC. 3157. REPORT ON ECONOMIC REDEVELOP­

MENT AND CONVERSION ACTIVITIES 
RESULTING FROM RECONFIGURA­
TION OF DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
NUCLEAR WEAPONS COMPLEX. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Not later than May 1, 1995, 
the Secretary of Energy shall submit to Congress 
information on economic redevelopment and 
conversion activities that, in the determination 
of the Secretary, may result from the reconfig­
uration of the Department of Energy nuclear 
weapons complex. The Secretary may submit the 
information in a report or submit the pro­
grammatic environmental impact statement re­
ferred to in section 3145(c) of the National De­
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 
(Public Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1949) and include 
the information in that statement. 

(b) CONTENTS.-The information referred to in 
subsection (a) shall include the following: 

(1) An analysis of the existing condition and 
capabilities of the facilities of the nuclear weap­
ons complex. 

(2) A description of the technologies and proc­
esses at such facilities that have the potential to 
be developed in collaboration with private in­
dustry , State, local, or tribal governments, insti­
tutions of higher education, or non-profit orga­
nizations. 

(3) An estimate of the costs associated with 
economic redevelopment and conversion activi­
ties as a result of the reconfiguration of the nu­
clear weapons complex. 

(4) A description of how the Secretary will co­
ordinate with local interests regarding such ac­
tivities. 
SEC. 3158. OFFICE OF FISSILE MATERIALS DIS­

POSITION. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.-Title II of the Depart­

ment of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C. 7131 
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et seq.) is amended by adding at the end the fol­
lowing: 

" OFFICE OF FISSILE MATERIALS DISPOSITION 
"SEC. 212. (a) There shall be within the De­

partment an Office of Fissile Materials Disposi­
tion. 

"(b) The Secretary shall designate the head of 
the Office. The head of the Office shall report to 
the Under Secretary. 

"(c) The head of the Office shall be respon­
sible for all activities of the Department relating 
to the management, storage, and disposition of 
fissile materials from weapons and weapons sys­
tems that are excess to the national security 
needs of the United States.". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-The table of 
contents in the first section of such Act is 
amended by inserting after the item relating to 
section 210 the fallowing new items: 
"Sec. 211. Office of Minority Economic Impact. 
"Sec. 212. Office of Fissile Materials Disposi-

tion.". 
SEC. 3159. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO LOAN 

PERSONNEL AND FACIUTIES AT 
IDAHO NATIONAL ENGINEERING 
LABORATORY. 

Section 1434 of the National Defense Author­
ization Act, Fiscal Year 1989 (Public Law 100-
456; 102 Stat. 2074), as amended by section 3136 
of the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat. 
2641), is further amended-

(]) in ~he third sentence of subsection (a)(3) , 
by striking out "fiscal years 1993 and 1994" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "fiscal years 1993, 1994, 
1995, 1996, and 1997"; and 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking out "Septem­
ber 30, 1994, with respect to the Idaho National 
Engineering Laboratory'' and inserting in lieu 
thereof " September 30, 1997, with respect to the 
Idaho National Engineering Laboratory". 
SEC. 3160. EUMINATION OF REQUIREMENT FOR 

FIVE-YEAR PLAN FOR DEFENSE NU­
CLEAR FACIUTIES. 

(a) ELIMINATION OF REQUIREMENT.-Section 
3135(a) of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 (Public Law 
102-190; 105 Stat. 1575; 42 U.S.C. 7274g(a)) is 
amended-

(]) in paragraph (1)-
( A) by striking out " (A) defense nuclear facili­

ties and (B) all other facilities owned or oper­
ated by the Department of Energy" in the first 
sentence and inserting in lieu thereof "all f acili­
ties owned or operated by the Department of 
Energy except defense nuclear facilities"; and 

(B) by inserting "such" in the third sentence 
after "restoration at all"; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking out "The 
plan shall contain the following matters: " and 
inserting in lieu thereof "The plan shall in­
clude, with respect to the Department of Energy 
facilities required by paragraph (1) to be covered 
by the plan, the following matters:"; 

(3) by striking out paragraph (6); and 
(4) by redesignating paragraph (7) as para­

graph (6). 
(b) ANNUAL WASTE MANAGEMENT REPORTS.­

Section 3153(b)(l) of the National Defense Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 
103-160; 107 Stat. 1950; 42 U.S.C. 7274k(b)(l)) is 
amended-

(]) by inserting "including pollution preven­
tion and" after "waste management,"; and 

(2) by striking out "and technology research 
and development related to such activities and 
projects". 

(C) CONTENTS OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORA­
TION AND w ASTE MANAGEMENT REPORTS.-Sec­
tion 3153(c) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 7274k(c)) is 
amended-

(]) by striking out "and" at the end of para­
graph (1) ; 

(2) by striking out "and" at the end of para­
graph (2)(D) ; 

(3) by striking out the period at the end of 
paragraph (2)(E) and inserting in lieu thereof " ; 
and ' '" 

(4) 'by adding at the end of paragraph (2) the 
fallowing new subparagraph: 

"(F) a description of the personnel and facili­
ties required to complete the activity or project; 
and''" and 

(5) 'by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

"(3) contain a description of the research and 
development necessary to develop the tech­
nology to conduct the activities and projects 
covered by the report.". 

(d) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN DEVELOPMENT 
OF INFORMATION.-Section 3153 of such Act (42 
U.S.C. 7274k) is further amended by adding at 
the end the fallowing new subsection: 

"(f) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN DEVELOPMENT 
OF INFORMATION.-(]) The Secretary of Energy 
shall consult with the Administrator of the En­
vironmental Protection Agency, the Attorney 
General, Governors and Attorneys General of 
affected States, appropriate representatives of 
affected Indian tribes, and interested members 
of the public in the development of information 
necessary to complete the reports required by 
subsections (a), (b), and (d). 

"(2) Consultation under paragraph (1) shall 
not interfere with the timely submission to Con­
gress of the budget for a fiscal year. 

"(3) The Secretary may award grants to, and 
enter into cooperative agreements with, affected 
States and affected Indian tribes to facilitate 
the participation of such entities in the develop­
ment of information under this subsection. The 
Secretary may also take appropriate action to 
facilitate the participation of interested members 
of the public in such development under this 
subsection. " . 

(e) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN PLANNING.-The 
Secretary of Energy shall consult with the Ad­
ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, the Attorney General, Governors and 
Attorneys General of affected States, appro­
priate representatives of affected Indian tribes, 
and interested members of the public in any 
planning conducted by the Secretary for envi­
ronmental restoration and waste management at 
Department of Energy defense nuclear facilities. 
SEC. 3161. AUTHORITY FOR APPOINTMENT OF 

CERTAIN SCIENTIFIC, ENGINEERING, 
AND TECHNICAL PERSONNEL. 

(a) AUTHORITY.-(]) Notwithstanding any 
provision of title 5, United States Code, govern­
ing appointments in the competitive service and 
General Schedule classification and pay rates, 
the Secretary of Energy may-

( A) establish and set the rates of pay for not 
more than 200 positions in the Department of 
Energy for scientific, engineering , and technical 
personnel whose duties will relate to safety at 
defense nuclear facilities of the Department; 
and 

(B) appoint persons to such positions. 
(2) The rate of pay for a position established 

under paragraph (1) may not exceed the rate of 
pay payable for level IV of the Executive Sched­
ule under section 5315 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(3) To the maximum extent practicable, the 
Secretary shall appoint persons under para­
graph (l)(B) to the positions established under 
paragraph (l)(A) in accordance with the merit 
system principles set forth in section 2301 of 
such title. 

(4) The Secretary may not appoint more than 
100 persons during fiscal year 1995 under the 
authority provided in this subsection. 

(b) OPM REVIEW.-(1) The Secretary shall 
enter into an agreement with the Director of the 
Office of Personnel Management under which 
agreement the Director shall periodically evalu­
ate the use of the authority set forth in sub­
section (a)(l). The Secretary shall reimburse the 
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Director for evaluations conducted by the Direc­
tor pursuant to the agreement. Any such reim­
bursement shall be credited to the revolving 
fund referred to in section 1304(e) of title 5, 
United States Code. 

(2) If the Director determines as a result of 
such evaluation that the Secretary of Energy is 
not appointing persons to positions under such 
authority in a manner consistent with the merit 
system principles set forth in section 2301 of title 
5, United States Code, or is setting rates of pay 
at levels that are not appropriate for the quali­
fications and experience of the persons ap­
pointed and the duties of the positions involved, 
the Director shall notify the Secretary and Con­
gress of that determination. 

(3) Upon receipt of a notification under para­
graph (2), the Secretary shall-

( A) take appropriate actions to appoint per­
sons to positions under such authority in a 
manner consistent with such principles or to set 
rates of pay at levels that are appropriate for 
the qualifications and experience of the persons 
appointed and the duties of the positions in­
volved; or 

(BJ cease appointment of persons under such 
authority. 

(c) EPA STUDY.-(1) Upon the 50th appoint­
ment made by the Secretary pursuant to sub­
section (a)(l)(B), the Administrator of the Envi­
ronmental Protection Agency, in consultation 
with the Secretary, shall conduct a study of the 
effects of the implementation of such subsection 
on the conduct of remedial actions at sites on 
the National Priorities List. 

(2) The study shall assess whether serious 
problems have resulted at any site on the Na­
tional Priorities List from appointments made 
pursuant to subsection (a)(l)(B) of persons 
whose employment, at the time of the appoint­
ment, involved remedial actions or other similar 
activities at the site. 

(3) For purposes of this subsection, a serious 
problem includes any of the following occur­
rences: 

(A) A significant delay or significant disrup­
tion of a schedule for completion of a remedial 
action at the site. 

(B) A significant escalation of the personnel 
costs for the remedial action. 

(C) A significant exacerbation of any shortage 
in the number of critical personnel at the site. 

(4) The Administrator, in consultation with 
the Secretary, shall submit to Congress a report 
on the study conducted under paragraph (1). 
The report shall be submitted not later than 30 
days after the date upon which the Secretary 
has made the 50th appointment pursuant to sub­
section (a)(l)(B). The Secretary may not make 
more than 50 such appointments until the sub­
mission of the report. 

(5) If, as a result of the study conducted 
under paragraph (1), the Administrator, in con­
sultation with the Secretary, determines that se­
rious problems have resulted at any site on the 
National Priorities List from appointments made 
pursuant to subsection (a)(l)(B), the Adminis­
trator and the Secretary shall jointly submit to 
Congress, together with the report referred to in 
paragraph (4), a plan to ameliorate the effects 
of those serious problems. Under the plan, the 
Administrator and the Secretary shall provide 
for- · 

(A) a reduction in the rate at which persons 
are appointed pursuant to such subsection; 

(B) the making of appointments pursuant to 
such subsection of persons other than persons 
whose employment, at the time of the appoint­
ment, involved remedial actions or other similar 
activities at sites on the National Priorities List; 
or 

(C) any other effective alternative to appoint­
ing persons described in subparagraph (B) that 
the Administrator and the Secretary consider 
appropriate. 

(6) To carry out this section, the Secretary 
shall regularly provide to the Administrator the 
following information: 

(A) The relevant previous places of employ­
ment of each person appointed pursuant to sub­
section (a)(l)(B). 

(B) The site on the National Priorities Ltst, if 
the employment of such person, at the time of 
the appointment of that person pursuant to 
such subsection , involved remedial actions or 
other similar activities at the site. 

(d) TERMINATION.-(1) The authority provided 
under subsection (a)(l) shall terminate on Sep­
tember 30, 1997. 

(2) An employee may not be separated from 
employment with the Department of Energy or 
receive a reduction in pay by reason of the ter­
mination of authority under paragraph (1). 
SEC. 3162. USE OF FUNDS FOR COMPUTER DE· 

CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM. 
Of the funds authorized to be appropriated to 

the Department of Energy under section 3103, 
$3,000,000 shall be available for a computer sys­
tem for declassification purposes. 
SEC. 3163. SAFETY OVERSIGHT AND ENFORCE· 

MENT AT DEFENSE NUCLEAR FACIU­
TIES. 

(a) SAFETY AT DEFENSE NUCLEAR FACILI­
TIES.-The Secretary of Energy shall take ap­
propriate actions to ensure that-

(1) officials of the Department of Energy who 
are responsible for independent oversight of 
matters relating to nuclear safety at defense nu­
clear facilities and enforcement of nuclear safe­
ty standards at such facilities maintain inde­
pendence from officials who are engaged in, or 
who are advising persons who are engaged in, 
management of such facilities; 

(2) the independent, internal oversight func­
tions carried out by the Department include ac­
tivities relating to-

( A) the assessment of the safety of defense nu­
clear facilities; 

(B) the assessment of the effectiveness of De­
partment program offices in carrying out pro­
grams relating to the environment, safety, 
health, and .security at defense nuclear facili­
ties; 

(C) the provision to the Secretary of oversight 
reports that-

(i) contain validated technical information; 
and 

(ii) provide a clear analysis of the extent to 
which line programs governing defense nuclear 
facilities meet applicable goals for the environ­
ment, safety, health, and security at such facili­
ties; and 

(D) the development of clear performance 
standards to be used in assessing the adequacy 
of the programs referred to in subparagraph 
(C)(ii); 

(3) the Department has a system for bringing 
issues relating to nuclear safety at defense nu­
clear facilities to the attention of the officials of 
the Department (including the Secretary of En­
ergy) who have authority to resolve such issues 
in an adequate and timely manner; and 

(4) an adequate number of qualified personnel 
of the Department are assigned to oversee mat­
ters relating to nuclear safety at defense nuclear 
facilities and enforce nuclear safety standards 
at such facilities. 

(b) REPORT.-Not later than 90 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to Congress a report describing the 
following: 

(1) The actions that the Secretary has taken 
or will take to fulfill the requirements set forth 
in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of subsection (a). 

(2) The actions in addition to the actions de­
scribed under paragraph (1) that the Secretary 
could take in order to fulfill such requirements. 

(3) The respective roles with regard to nuclear 
safety at defense nuclear facilities of the follow­
ing officials: 

(A) The Associate Deputy Secretary of Energy 
for Field Management. 

(B) The Assistant Secretary of Energy for De­
fense Programs. 

(C) The Assistant Secretary of Energy for En­
vironmental Restoration and Waste Manage­
ment. 

TITLE XXXII-DEFENSE NUCLEAR 
FACIUTIES SAFETY BOARD 

SEC. 3201. AUTHORIZATION. 
There are authorized to be appropriated for 

fiscal year 1995, $17,933,000 for the operation of 
the Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board 
under chapter 21 of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954 (42 U.S.C. 2286 et seq.). 

TITLE XXXllI-NATIONAL DEFENSE 
STOCKPILE 

SEC. 3301. AUTHORIZED USES OF STOCKPILE 
FUNDS. 

Subject to such limitations as may be provided 
in appropriations Acts, during fiscal year 1995, 
the National Defense Stockpile Manager may 
obligate up to $54,200,000 of the funds in the Na­
tional Defense Stockpile Transaction Fund es­
tablished under subsection (a) of section 9 of the 
Strategic and Critical Materials Stock Piling Act 
(50 U.S.C. 98h) for the authorized uses of such 
funds under subsection (b)(2) of such section. 
SEC. 3302. ROTATION OF MATERIALS ro PREVENT 

TECHNOLOGICAL OBSOLESCENCE. -
Section 6(a)(4) of the Strategic and Critical 

Materials Stock Piling Act (50 U.S.C. 98e(a)(4)) 
is amended by inserting "or technological obso­
lescence" after "deterioration". 
SEC. 3303. EXTENSION OF UMITATION ON AU· 

THORITY ro DISPOSE OF CHROMIUM 
FERRO AND MANGANESE FERRO. 

Section 3302([) of the National Defense Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 
102-484; 106 Stat. 2651), as amended by section 
3303(b) of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160; 
107 Stat. 1961), is further amended by striking 
out "October 1, 1994" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "October 1, 1995". 
SEC. 3304. UMITATION ON AUTHORITY TO DIS· 

POSE OF ZINC. 
(a) LIMITATION ON DISPOSAL AUTHORITY.­

The disposal of zinc from the National Defense 
Stockpile pursuant to any disposal authority 
provided by law may not commence before April 
1, 1995. 

(b) CONDITION ON DISPOSAL AFTER EXPIRA­
TION OF L!MITATION.-If any quantity of zinc is 
proposed for disposal from the National Defense 
Stockpile during fiscal year 1995 upon the expi­
ration of the limitation prescribed under sub­
section (a), the President shall submit to Con­
gress not later than February 15, 1995, a revised 
annual materials plan under section ll(b) of the 
Strategic and Critical Materials Stock Piling Act 
(50 U.S.C. 98h-2) that specifically describes the 
proposed disposals. The revised plan shall in­
clude the views of the Market Impact Committee 
regarding the market impact of the disposals , as 
required under section lO(c) of such Act (50 
u.s.c. 98h-l(c)) . 

(c) EFFECT ON TRANSFERS OF ZINC TO OTHER 
FEDERAL AGENCIES.-Nothing in this section 
shall limit the authority of the National Defense 
Stockpile Manager to trans[ er zinc in the Na­
tional Defense Stockpile to the jurisdiction and 
control of another Federal agency for official 
Government use. 

(d) NATIONAL DEFENSE STOCKPILE DEFINED.­
The term "National Defense Stockpile" means 
the stockpile provided for in section 4 of the 
Strategic and Critical Materials Stock Piling Act 
(50 U.S.C. 98c) . 
SEC. 3305. UMITATIONS ON DISPOSAL OF CHRO­

MITE AND MANGANESE ORES. 
(a) PREFERENCE FOR DOMESTIC UPGRADING.­

In offering to enter into agreements pursuant to 
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any provision of law for the disposal of chromite 
and manganese ores of metallurgical grade from 
the National Defense Stockpile provided for in 
section 4 of the Strategic and G,ritical Materials 
Stock Piling Act (50 U.S.C. 98c), the. President 
shall give a right of first refusal on all such of­
fers to domestic ferroalloy upgraders. 

(b) DOMESTIC FERROALLOY UPGRADER DE­
FINED.-For purposes of this section, the term 
"domestic ferroalloy upgrader" means a com­
pany or other business entity that, as deter­
mined by the President-

(1) is engaged in operations to upgrade chro­
mite or manganese ores of metallurgical grade or 
is capable of engaging in such operations; and 

(2) conducts a significant level of its research, 
development, engineering, and upgrading oper­
ations in the United States. 

(c) APPLICATION OF SECTION.-The require­
ments specified in subsection (a) shall apply 
during fiscal year 1995. 
SEC. 3306. REPORT ON DOMESTIC PRODUCTION 

OF mGH PUR11Y ELECTROLYTIC 
CHROMIUM METAL. 

(a) AGREEMENT WITH NATIONAL ACADEMY OF 
SCIENCES.-Not later than 60 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Defense shall enter into· an agreement with the 
President of the National Academy of Sciences, 
under which the Academy will prepare a report 
regarding the production of high purity electro­
lytic chromium metal in the United States. 

(b) ELEMENTS OF REPORT.-ln preparing the 
report under subsection (a), the National Acad­
emy of Sciences shall evaluate-

(1) the capability of industrial facilities in the 
United States to produce high purity electrolytic 
chromium metal; 

(2) the need to maintain a domestic source for 
the production of high purity electrolytic chro­
mium metal; 

(3) the potential adverse effects on the United 
States economy and defense capabilities if do­
mestic sources for the production of high purity 
electrolytic chromium metal are lost; 

(4) the availability of high purity electrolytic 
chromium metal from sources outside the United 
States; and 

(5) the capability and reliability of such for­
eign sources for the production of high purity 
electrolytic chromium metal. 

(c) SUBMISSION OF REPORT.-Not later than 
120 days after the date on which the agreement 
is entered into under subsection (a), the Na­
tional Academy of Sciences shall submit to the 
Secretary of Defense and Congress the report re­
quired under such agreement. 

TITLE XXXIV-CIVIL DEFENSE 
Subtitle A-Authorization of Appropriations 

SEC. 3401. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 
There is hereby authorized to be appropriated 

$129,658,000 for fiscal year 1995 for the purpose 
of carrying out title VI of The Robert T. Staf­
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act, as added by section 3411. 
Subtitle B-&!enactment of Federal Civil De­

fense Act of 1950 in the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act 

SEC. 3411. RESTATEMENT OF FEDERAL CIVIL DE­
FENSE AUTHORITIES IN THE ROB­
ERT T. STAFFORD DISASTER RELIEF 
AND EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE ACT. 

(a) RESTATEMENT AS NEW TITLE.-The Robert 
T. Sta[ ford Disaster Relief and Emergency As­
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) is amend­
ed-

(1) by redesignating title VI as title VII; 
(2) by redesignating sections 601, 602, 603, and 

604 as sections 701, 702, 703, and 704, respec­
tively; and 

(3) by inserting after title V the following new 
title VI: 

"TITLE VI-EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS 
"SEC. 601. DECLARATION OF POLICY. 

"The purpose of this title is to provide a sys­
tem of emergency preparedness for the protec­
tion of life and property in the United States 
from hazards and to vest responsibility for emer­
gency preparedness jointly in the Federal Gov­
ernment and the States and their political sub­
divisions. The Congress recognizes that the or­
ganizational structure established jointly by the 
Federal Government and the States and their 
political subdivisions for emergency prepared­
ness purposes can be effectively utilized to pro­
vide relief and assistance to people in areas of 
the United States struck by a hazard. The Fed­
eral Government shall provide necessary direc­
tion, coordination, and guidance, and shall pro­
vide necessary assistance, as authorized in this 
title so that a comprehensive emergency pre­
paredness system exists for all hazards. 
"SEC. 602. DEFINITIONS. 

"(a) DEFINITIONS.-For purposes of this title 
only: 

"(1) HAZARD.-The term 'hazard' means an 
emergency or disaster resulting from­

"( A) a natural disaster; or 
"(B) an accidental or man-caused event. 
"(2) NATURAL DISASTER.-The term 'natural 

disaster' means any hurricane, tornado, storm, 
flood, high water, wind-driven water, tidal 
wave, tsunami, earthquake, volcanic eruption, 
landslide, mudslide, snowstorm, drought, fire, or 
other catastrophe in any part of the United 
States which causes, or which may cause, sub­
stantial damage or injury to civilian property or 
persons. 

"(3) EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS.-The term 
'emergency preparedness' means all those activi­
ties and measures designed or undertaken to 
prepare for or minimize the effects of a hazard 
upon the civilian population, to deal with the 
immediate emergency conditions which would be 
created by the hazard, and to effectuate emer­
gency repairs to, or the emergency restoration 
of, vital utilities and facilities destroyed or dam­
aged by the hazard. Such term includes the fol­
lowing: 

"(A) Measures to be undertaken in prepara­
tion for anticipated hazards (including the es­
tablishment of appropriate organizations, oper­
ational plans, and supporting agreements, the 
recruitment and training of personnel, the con­
duct of research, the procurement and stock­
piling of necessary materials and supplies, the 
provision of suitable warning systems, the con­
struction or preparation of shelters, shelter 
areas, and control centers, and, when appro­
priate, the non-military evacuation of the civil­
ian population). 

"(B) Measures to be undertaken during a haz­
ard (including the enforcement of passive de­
fense regulations prescribed by duly established 
military or civil authorities, the evacuation of 
personnel to shelter areas, the control of traffic 
and panic, and the control and use of lighting 
and civil communications). 

"(C) Measures to be undertaken following a 
hazard (including activities for fire fighting, 
rescue, emergency medical, health and sanita­
tion services, monitoring for specific dangers of 
special weapons, unexploded bomb reconnais­
sance, essential debris clearance, emergency 
welfare measures, and immediately essential 
emergency repair or restoration of damaged vital 
facilities). 

"(4) ORGANIZATIONAL EQUIPMENT.-The term 
'organizational equipment' means equipment de­
termined by the Director to be necessary to an 
emergency preparedness organization, as distin­
guished from personal equipment, and of such a 
type or nature as to require it to be financed in 
whole or in part by the Federal Government. 
Such term does not include those items which 
the local community normally uses in combating 

local disasters, except when required in unusual 
quantities dictated by the requirements of the 
emergency preparedness plans. 

"(5) MATERIALS.-The term 'materials' in­
cludes raw materials, supplies, medicines, equip­
ment, component parts and technical informa­
tion and processes necessary for emergency pre­
paredness. 

"(6) FACILITIES.-The term 'facilities', except 
as otherwise provided in this title, includes 
buildings, shelters, utilities, and land. 

"(7) DIRECTOR.-The term 'Director' means 
the Director of the Federal Emergency Manage­
ment Agency. 

"(8) NEIGHBORING COUNTRIES.-The term 
'neighboring countries' includes Canada and 
Mexico. 

"(9) UNITED STATES AND STATES.-The terms 
'United States' and 'States' includes the several 
States, the District of Columbia, and territories 
and possessions of the United States. 

"(10) STATE.-The term 'State' includes inter­
state emergency preparedness authorities estab­
lished under section 611(h). 

"(b) CROSS REFERENCE.-The terms 'national 
defense' and 'defense,' as used in the Defense 
Production Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 2061 et 
seq.), includes emergency preparedness activities 
conducted pursuant to this title. 
"SEC. 603. ADMINISTRATION OF TITLE. 

''This title shall be carried out by the Director 
of the Federal Emergency Management Agency. 

"Subtifle A-Powers and Duties 
"SEC. 6li. DETAILED FUNCTIONS OF ADMINIS­

TRATION. 
"(a) IN GENERAL.-ln order to carry out the 

policy described in section 601, the Director shall 
have the authorities provided in this section. 

"(b) FEDERAL EMERGENCY RESPONSE PLANS 
AND PROGRAMS.-The Director may prepare 
Federal response plans and programs for the 
emergency preparedness of the United States 
and sponsor and direct such plans and pro­
grams. To prepare such plans and programs and 
coordinate such plans and programs with State 
efforts, the Director may request such reports on 
State plans and operations for emergency pre­
paredness as may be necessary to keep the 
President, Congress, and the States advised of 
the status of emergency preparedness in the 
United States. 

"(c) DELEGATION OF EMERGENCY PREPARED­
NESS RESPONSIBILITIES.-With the approval of 
the President, the Director may delegate to 
other departments and agencies of the Federal 
Government appropriate emergency prepared­
ness responsibilities and review and coordinate 
the emergency preparedness activities of the de­
partments and agencies with each other and 
with the activities of the States and neighboring 
countries. 

"(d) COMMUNICATIONS AND WARNINGS.-The 
Director may make appropriate provision for 
necessary emergency preparedness communica­
tions and for dissemination of warnings to the 
civilian population of a hazard. 

"(e) EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS MEASURES.­
The Director may study and develop emergency 
preparedness measures designed to afford ade­
quate protection of life and property, including 

"(1) research and studies as to the best meth­
ods of treating the effects of hazards; 

"(2) developing shelter designs and materials 
for protective covering or construction; and 

"(3) developing equipment or facilities and 
effecting the standardization thereof to meef 
emergency preparedness requirements. 

"([) TRAINING PROGRAMS.-(1) The Director 
may-

"(A) conduct or arrange, by contract or other­
wise, for training programs for the instruction 
of emergency preparedness officials and other 
persons in the organization, operation, and 
techniques of emergency preparedness; 



21804 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE August 12, 1994 
"(B) conduct or operate schools or including 

the payment of travel expenses, in accordance 
with subchapter I of chapter 57 of title 5, United 
States Code, and the Standardized Government 
Travel Regulations, and per diem allowances, in 
lteu of subsistence for trainees in attendance or 
the furnishing of subsistence and quarters for 
trainees and instructors on terms prescribed by 
the Director; and 

''(C) provide instructors and training aids as 
necessary. 

"(2) The terms prescribed by the Director for 
the payment of travel expenses and per diem al­
lowances authorized by this subsection shall in­
clude a provision that such payment shall not 
exceed one-half of the total cost of such ex­
penses. 

"(3) The Director may lease real property re­
quired for the purpose of carrying out this sub­
section, but may not acquire fee title to property 
unless specifically authorized by law. 

"(g) PUBLIC DISSEMINATION OF EMERGENCY 
PREPAREDNESS /NFORMATION.-The Director 
may publicly disseminate appropriate emergency 
preparedness information by all appropriate 
means. 

"(h) INTERSTATE EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS 
COMPACTS.-(}) The Director may-

"( A) assist and encourage the States to nego­
tiate and enter into interstate emergency pre­
paredness compacts; 

"(B) review the terms and conditions of such 
proposed compacts in order to assist, to the ex­
tent feasible, in obtaining uni/ ormity between 
such compacts and consistency with Federal 
emergency response plans and programs; 

"(C) assist and coordinate the activities under 
such compacts; and 

"(D) aid and assist in encouraging reciprocal 
emergency preparedness legislation by the States 
which will permit the furnishing of mutual aid 
for emergency preparedness purposes in the 
event of a hazard which cannot be adequately 
met or controlled by a State or political subdivi­
sion thereof threatened with or experiencing a 
hazard. 

"(2) A copy of each interstate emergency pre­
paredness compact shall be transmitted prompt­
ly . to the Senate and the House of Representa­
tives. The consent of Congress is deemed to be 
granted to each such compact upon the expira­
tion of the 60-day period beginning on the date 
on which tffe compact is transmitted to Con­
gress. 

''(3) Nothing in this subsection shall be con­
strued as preventing Congress from disapprov­
ing , or withdrawing at any time its consent to , 
any interstate emergency preparedness compact. 

"(i) MATERIALS AND FACILITIES.-(1) Th~ Di­
rector may procure by condemnation or other­
wise, construct, lease, transport , store, main­
tain , renovate or distribute materials and facili­
ties for emergency preparedness, with the right 
to take immediate possession thereof. 

" (2) Facilities acquired by purchase, dona­
tion , or other means of transfer may be occu­
pied, used, and improved for the purposes of 
this title before the approval of title by the At­
torney General as required by section 355 of the 
Revised Statutes (40 U.S.C. 255). 

' '(3) The Director shall submit to Congress a 
report, at least quarterly, describing all property 
acquisitions made pursuant to this subsection. 

"(4) The Director may lease real property re­
quired for the purpose of carrying out the provi­
sions of this subsection, but shall not acquire fee 
title to property unless specifically authorized 
by law. 

" (5) The Director may procure and maintain 
under this subsection radiological, chemical , 
bacteriological, and biological agent monitoring 
and decontamination devices and distribute 
such devices by loan or grant to the States for 
emergency preparedness purposes, under such 

terms and conditions as the Director shall pre­
scribe. 

"(j) FINANCIAL CONTRIBUTIONS.-(}) The Di­
rector may make financial contributions, on the 
basis of programs or projects approved by the 
Director , to the States for emergency prepared­
ness purposes, including the procurement, con­
struction, leasing, or renovating of materials 
and facilities. Such contributions shall be made 
on such terms or conditions as the Director shall 
prescribe, including the method of purchase, the 
quantity, quality, or specifications of the mate­
rials or facilities, and such other factors or care 
or treatment to assure the uni/ ormity, availabil­
ity, and good condition of such materials or fa­
cilities. 

"(2) No contribution may be made under this 
subsection for the procurement of land or for the 
purchase of personal equipment for State or 
local emergency preparedness workers. 

"(3) The amounts authorized to be contributed 
by the Director to each State for organizational 
equipment shall be equally matched by such 
State from any source it determines is consistent 
with its laws. 

"(4) Financial contributions to the States for 
shelters and other protective facilities shall be 
determined by taking the 'amount of funds ap­
propriated or available to the Director for such 
facilities in each fiscal year and apportioning 
such funds among the States in the ratio which 
the urban population of the critical target areas 
(as determined by the Director) in each State, at 
the time of the determination, bears to the total 
urban population of the critical target areas of 
all of the States. 

"(5) The amounts authorized to be contributed 
by the Director to each State for such shelters 
and protective facilities shall be equally 
matched by such State from any source it deter­
mines is consistent with its laws and, if not 
matched within a reasonable time, the Director 
may reallocate such amounts to other States 
under the formula described in paragraph (4). 
The value of any land contributed by any State 
or political subdivision thereof shall be excluded 
from the computation of the State share under 
this subsection. 

' ' (6) The amounts paid to any State under this 
subsection shall be expended solely in carrying 
out the purposes set for th herein and in accord­
ance with State emergency preparedness pro­
grams or projects approved by the Director. The 
Director shall make no contribution toward the 
cost of any program or project for the procure­
ment, construction, or leasing of any facility 
which (A) is intended for use, in whole or in 
part, for any purpose other than emergency pre­
paredness, and (B) is of such kind that upon 
completion it will, in the judgment of the Direc­
tor , be capable of producing sufficient revenue 
to provide reasonable assurance of the retire­
ment or repayment of such cost; except that 
(subject to the preceding provisions of this sub­
section) the Director may make a contribution to 
any State toward that portion of the cost of the 
construction, reconstruction , or enlargement of 
any facility which the Director determines to be 
directly attributable to the incorporation in 
such facility of any feature of construction or 
design not necessary for the principal intended 
purpose thereof but which is, in the judgment of 
the Director necessary for the use of such f acil­
ity for emergency preparedness purposes. 

'' (7) The Director shall submit to Congress a 
report , at least annually , regarding all contribu­
tions made pursuant to this subsection. 

"(8) All laborers and mechanics employed by 
contractors or subcontractors in the perform­
ance of construction work financed with the as­
sistance of any contribution of Federal funds 
made by the Director under this subsection shall 
be paid wages at rates not less than those pre­
vailing on similar construction in the locality as 

determined by the Secretary of Labor in accord­
ance with the Act of March 3, 1931 (commonl11 
known as the Davis-Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. 276a-
276a-5)), and every such employee shall receive 
compensation at a rate not less than one and 1/z 
times the basic rate of pay of the employee for 
all hours worked in any workweek in excess of 
eight hours in any workday or 40 hours in the 
workweek, as the case may be. The Director 
shall make no contribution of Federal funds 
without first obtaining adequate assurance that 
these labor standards will be maintained upon 
the construction work. The Secretary of Labor 
shall have, with respect to the labor standards 
specified in this subsection, the authority and 
functions set forth in Reorganization Plan Num­
bered 14 of 1950 (5 U.S.C. App.) and section 2 of 
the Act of June 13, 1934 (40 U.S.C. 276(c)). 

"(k) SALE OR DISPOSAL OF CERTAIN MATE­
RIALS AND F ACILITIES.-The Director may ar­
range for the sale or disposal of materials and 
facilities found by the Director to be unneces­
sary or unsuitable for emergency preparedness 
purposes in the same manner as provided for ex­
cess property under the Federal Property and 
Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 
471 et seq.). Any funds received as proceeds from 
the sale or other disposition of such materials 
and facilities shall be deposited into the Treas­
ury as miscellaneous receipts. 
"SEC. 612. MUTUAL AID PACTS BETWEEN STATES 

AND NEIGHBORING COUNTRIES. 
"The Director shall give all practicable assist­

ance to States in arranging, through the De­
partment of State, mutual emergency prepared­
ness aid between the States and neighboring 
countries. 
"SEC. 613. CONTRIBUTIONS FOR PERSONNEL AND 

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES. 
"(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY.-To further assist 

in carrying out the purposes of this title, the Di­
rector may make financial contributions to the 
States (including interstate emergency prepared­
ness authorities established pursuant to section 
611(h)) for necessary and essential State and 
local emergency preparedness personnel and ad­
ministrative expenses, on the basis of approved 
plans (which shall be consistent with the Fed­
eral emergency response plans for emergency 
preparedness) for the emergency preparedness of 
the States. The financial contributions to the 
States under this section may not exceed one­
half of the total cost of such necessary and es­
sential State and local emergency preparedness 
personnel and administrative expenses. 

"(b) PLAN REQUIREMENTS.-A plan submitted 
under this section shall-

" (1) provide, pursuant to State law, that the 
plan shall be in effect in all political subdivi­
sions of the State and be mandatory on them 
and be administered or supervised by a single 
State agency; 

" (2) provide that the State shall share the fi­
nancial assistance with that provided by the 
Federal Government under this section from any 
source determined by it to be consistent with 
State law; 

" (3) provide for the development of State and 
local emergency preparedness operational plans, 
pursuant to standards approved by the Director; 

" (4) provide for the employment of a full-time 
emergency preparedness director, or deputy di­
rector , by the State; 

"(5) provide that the State shall make such re­
ports in such form and content as the Director 
may require; and 

" (6) make available to duly authorized rep­
resentatives of the Director and the Comptroller 
General , books, records , and papers necessary to 
conduct audits for the purposes of this section. 

"(c) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The Director 
shall establish such other terms and conditions 
as the Director considers necessary and proper 
to carry out this section. 
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"(d) APPLICATION OF OTHER PROVISIONS.-ln 

carrying out this section, the provisions of sec­
tion 611(h) and 621(h) shall apply. 

"(e) ALLOCATION OF FUNDS.-For each fiscal 
11ear concerned, the Director shall allocate to 
each State, in accordance with regulations and 
the total sum appropriated under this title, 
amounts to be made available to the States for 
the purposes of this section. Regulations govern­
ing allocations to the States under this sub­
section shall give due regard to (1) the criticality 
of the areas which may be affected by hazards 
with respect to the development of the total 
emergency preparedness readiness of the United 
States, (2) the relative state of development of 
emergency preparedness readiness of the State, 
(3) population, and (4) such other factors as the 
Director shall prescribe. The Director may re­
allocate the excess of any allocation not used by 
a State in a plan submitted under this section. 
Amounts paid to any State or political subdivi­
sion under this section shall be expended solely 
for the purposes set forth in this section. 

"(f) SUBMISSION OF p LAN.-If a State fails to 
submit a plan for approval as required by this 
section within 60 days after the Director notifies 
the States of the allocations under this section, 
the Director may reallocate such funds, or por­
tions thereof, among the other States in such 
amounts as, in the judgment of the Director, 
will best assure the adequate development of the 
emergency preparedness capability of the United 
States. 

"(g) ANNUAL REPORTS.-The Director shall re­
port annually to the Congress all contributions 
made pursuant to this section. 
"SEC. 614. REQUIREMENT FOR STATE MATCHING 

FUNDS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF 
EMERGENCY OPERATING CENTERS. 

"Notwithstanding any other provision of this 
title, funds appropriated to carry out this title 
may not be used for the purpose of constructing 
emergency operating centers (or similar facili­
ties) in any State unless such State matches in 
an equal amount the amount made available to 
such State under this title for such purpose. 
"SEC. 615. USE OF FUNDS 7YJ PREPARE FOR AND 

RESPOND 7YJ HAZARDS. 
"Funds made available to the States under 

this title may be used by the States for the pur­
poses of preparing for hazards and providing 
emergency assistance in response to hazards. 
Regulations prescribed to carry out this section 
shall authorize the use of emergency prepared­
ness personnel, materials, and facilities sup­
ported in whole or in part through contributions 
under this title for emergency preparedness ac­
tivities and measures related to hazards. 

"Subtitk B--Oeneral Provisions 
"SEC. 621. ADMINISTRATIVE AUTHORITY. 

"(a) IN GENERAL.-For the purpose of carry­
ing out the powers and duties assigned to the 
Director under this title, the Director may exer­
cise the administrative authorities provided 
under this section. 

"(b) ADVISORY PERSONNEL.-(1) The Director 
may employ not more than 100 part-time or tem­
porary advisory personnel (including not to ex­
ceed 25 subjects of the United Kingdom or citi­
zens of Canada) as the Director considers to be 
necessary in carrying out the provisions of this 
title. 

''(2) Persons holding other offices or positions 
under the United States.for which they receive 
compensation, while serving as advisory person­
nel, shall receive no additional compensation for 
such service. Other part-time or temporary advi­
sory personnel so employed may serve without 
compensation or may receive compensation at a 
rate not to exceed $180 for each day of service, 
plus authorized subsistence and travel, as deter­
mined b11 the Director. 

"(c) SERVICES OF OTHER AGENCY PERSONNEL 
AND VOLUNTEERS.-The Director may-

" (1) use the services of Federal agencies and, 
with the consent of any State or local govern­
ment, accept and use the services of State and 
local agencies; 

"(2) establish and use such regional and other 
offices as may be necessary; and 

"(3) use such voluntary and uncompensated 
services by individuals or organizations as may 
from time to time be needed. 

"(d) GIFTS.-Notwithstanding any other pro­
vision of law, the Director may accept gifts of 
supplies, equipment, and facilities and may use 
or distribute such gifts for emergency prepared­
ness purposes in accordance with the provisions 
of this title. 

"(e) REIMBURSEMENT.-The Director may re­
imburse any Federal agency for any of its ex­
penditures or for compensation of its personnel 
and use or consumption of its materials and fa­
cilities under this title to the extent funds are 
available. 

" (f) PRINTING.-The Director may purchase 
such printing, binding, and blank-book work 
from public, commercial, or private printing es­
tablishments or binderies as the Director consid­
ers necessary upon orders placed by the Public 
Printer or upon waivers issued in accordance 
with section 504 of title 44, United States Code. 

" (g) RULES AND REGULATIONS.-The Director 
may prescribe such rules and regulations as may 
be necessary and proper to carry out any of the 
provisions of this title and perf arm any of the 
powers and duties provided by this title. The Di­
rector may perf arm any of the powers and du­
ties provided by this title through or with the 
aid of such officials of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency as the Director may des­
ignate .. 

"(h) FAILURE TO EXPEND CONTRIBUTIONS 
CORRECTLY.-(1) When , after reasonable notice 
and opportunity for hearing to the State or 
other person involved, the Director finds that 
there is a failure to expend funds in accordance 
with the regulations, terms, and conditions es­
tablished under this title for approved emer­
gency preparedness plans, programs, or projects, 
the Director may notify such State or person 
that further payments will not be made to the 
State or person from appropriations under this 
title (or from funds otherwise available for the 
purposes of this title for any approved plan, 
program, or project with respect to which there 
is such failure to comply) until the Director is 
satisfied that there will no longer be any such 
failure. 

"(2) Until so satisfied, the Director shall ei­
ther withhold the payment of any financial con­
tribution to such State or person or limit pay­
ments to those programs or projects with respect 
to which there is substantial compliance with 
the regulations, terms, and conditions governing 
plans, programs, or projects hereunder. 

"(3) As used in this subsection, the term 'per­
son' means the political subdivision of any State 
or combination or group thereof or any person , 
corporation, association, or other entity of any 
nature whatsoever, including instrumentalities 
of States and political subdivisions. 
"SEC. 622. SECURITY REGULATIONS. 

"(a) ESTABLISHMENT.-The Director shall es­
tablish such security requirements and safe­
guards, including restrictions with respect to ac­
cess to information and property as the Director 
considers necessary. 

"(b) LIMITATIONS ON EMPLOYEE ACCESS TO IN­
FORMATION.-No employee of the Federal Emer­
gency Management Agency shall be permitted to 
have access to information or property with re­
spect to which access restrictions have been es­
tablished under this section, until it shall have 
been determined that no information is con­
tained in the files of the Federal Bureau of In­
vestigation or any other investigative agency of 
the Government indicating that such employee 

is of questionable loyalty or reliability for secu­
rity purposes, or if any such information is so 
disclosed, until the Federal Bureau of Investiga­
tion shall have conducted a full field investiga­
tion concerning such person and a report there­
on shall have been evaluated in writing by the 
Director. 

"(c) NATIONAL SECURITY POSITIONS.-No em­
ployee of the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency shall occupy any position determined by 
the Director to be of critical importance from the 
standpoint of national security until a full field 
investigation concerning such employee shall 
have been conducted by the Director of the Of­
fice of Personnel Management and a report 
thereon shall have been evaluated in writing by 
the Director of the Federal Emergency Manage­
ment Agency. In the event such full field inves­
tigation by the Director of the Of [ice of Person­
nel Management develops any data reflecting 
that such applicant for a position of critical im­
portance is of questionable loyalty or reliability 
for security purposes, or if the Director of the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency for 
any other reason considers it to be advisable , 
such investigation shall be discontinued and a 
report thereon shall be referred to the Director 
of the Federal Emergency Management Agency 
for evaluation in writing. Thereafter, the Direc­
tor of the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency may ref er the matter to the Federal Bu­
reau of Investigation for the conduct of a full 
field investigation by such Bureau. The result of 
such latter investigation by such Bureau shall 
be furnished to the Director of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency for action. 

"(d) EMPLOYEE OATHS.-Each Federal em­
ployee of the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency acting under the authority of this title, 
except the subjects of the United Kingdom and 
citizens of Canada specified in section 621(b), 
shall execute the loyalty oath or appointment 
affidavits prescribed by the Director of the Of­
fice of Personnel Management. Each person 
other than a Federal employee who is appointed 
to serve in a State or local organization for 
emergency preparedness shall before entering 
upon duties, take an oath in writing before a 
person authorized to administer oaths, which 
oath shall be substantially as fallows: 

'I, , do solemnly swear (or affirm) 
that I will support and def end the Constitution 
of the United States against all enemies, foreign 
and domestic; that I will bear true faith and al­
legiance to the same; that I take this obligation 
freely, without any mental reservation or pur­
pose of evasion; and that I will well and faith­
fully discharge the duties upon which I am 
about to enter. 

'And I do further swear (or affirm) that I do 
not advocate, nor am I a member or an affiliate 
of any organization, group, or combination of 
persons that advocates the overthrow of the 
Government of the United States by force or vio­
lence; and that during such time as I am a mem­
ber of (name of emergency prepared­
ness organization), I will not advocate nor be­
come a member or an affiliate of any organiza­
tion, group, or combination of persons that ad­
vocates the overthrow of the Government of the 
United States by force or violence.' 
After appointment and qualification for office, 
the director of emergency preparedness of any 
State, and any subordinate emergency prepared­
ness officer within such State designated by the 
director in writing, shall be qualified to admin­
ister any such oath within such State under 
such regulations as the director shall prescribe. 
Any person who shall be found guilty of having 
falsely taken such oath shall be punished as 
provided in section 1621 of title 18, United States 
Code. 
"SEC. 623. USE OF EXISTING FACIUTIES. 

"In performing duties under this title, the Di­
rector-
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"(1) shall cooperate with the various depart­

ments and agencies of the Federal Government; 
"(2) shall use, to the maximum extent, the ex­

isting facilities and resources of the Federal 
Government and, with their consent, the facili ­
ties and resources of the States and political 
subdivisions thereof, and of other organizations 
and agencies; and 

''(3) shall refrain from engaging in any form 
of activity which would duplicate or parallel ac­
tivity of any other Federal department or agen­
cy unless the Director, with the written ap­
proval of the President , shall determine that 
such duplication is necessary to accomplish the 
purposes of this title. 
"SEC. 624. ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS. 

"The Director shall annually submit a written 
report to the President and Congress covering 
expenditures, contributions, work, and accom­
plishments of the Federal Emergency Manage­
ment Agency pursuant to this title, accompanied 
by such recommendations as the Director con­
siders appropriate. 
"SEC. 625. APPUCABIU7Y OF TITLE. 

" The provisions of this title shall be applica­
ble to the United States, its States, Territories 
and possessions, and the District of Columbia, 
and their political subdivisions. 
"SEC. 626. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 

AND TRANSFERS OF FUNDS. 
" (a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.­

There are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out the provi­
sions of this title. 

"(b) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.-Funds made 
available for the purposes of this title may be al­
located or transferred for any of the purposes of 
this title , with the approval of the Director of 
the Office of Management and the Budget, to 
any agency or government corporation des­
ignated to assist in carrying out this title. Each 
such allocation or trans! er shall be reported in 
full detail to the Congress within 30 days after 
such allocation or transfer. 
"SEC. 627. RELATION TO ATOMIC ENERGY ACT OF 

1954. 

"Nothing in this title shall be construed to 
alter or modify the provisions of the Atomic En­
ergy Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.). 
"SEC. 628. FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION. 

" Nothing in this title shall be construed to au­
thorize investigations of espionage, sabotage, or 
subversive acts by any persons other than per­
sonnel of the Federal Bureau of Investigation.". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT REGARDING DEF­
INITION OF NATIONAL DEFENSE.-Section 702(13) 
of the Defense Production Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. 
App. 2152(13)) is amended by added at the end 
the following new sentence: "Such term includes 
emergency preparedness activities conducted 
pursuant to title VI of The Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act.". 
SEC. 3412. REPEAL OF FEDERAL CIVIL DEFENSE 

ACT OF 1950. 
(a) REPEAL.-The Federal Civil Defense Act of 

1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 2251 et seq.) i$ repealed. 
(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-(1) Section 

202(c) of The Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 
5132(c)) is amended by striking out "section 
201(c) of the Federal Civil Defense Act of 1950, 
as amended (50 U.S.C. App. 2281(c))," and in­
serting in lieu thereof "section 611(c) of this 
Act". 

(2) The paragraph under the heading "CIVIL 
DEFENSE PROCUREMENT FUND" in chapter XI of 
the Third Supplemental Appropriation Act, 19Sl 
(SO U.S.C. App. 2264), is repealed. 

(3) Section 813(d) of the Agricultural Act of 
1970 (7 U.S.C. 1427a(d)) is amended by striking 
out "the provisions of the Federal Civil Defense 
Act of 1950, as amended (SO U.S.C. App. 22Sl-
2297)." and inserting in lieu thereof "title VI of 

The Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act. ''. 

TITLE XXXV-NAVAL PETROLEUM 
RESERVES 

SEC. 3501. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 
There is hereby authorized to be appro­

priated to the Secretary of Energy $199,4S6 ,000 
for fiscal year 1995 for the purpose of carrying 
out activities under chapter 641 of title 10, Unit­
ed States Code, relating to the naval petroleum 
reserves (as defined in section 7420(2) of such 
title). Funds appropriated pursuant to such au­
thorization shall remain available until ex­
pended. 
SEC. 3502. PRICE REQUIREMENT ON SALE OF CER· 

TAIN PETROLEUM DURING FISCAL 
YEAR 1995. 

Notwithstanding section 7430(b)(2) of title 
10, United States Code, during fiscal year 199S, 
any sale of any part of the United States share 
of petroleum produced from Naval Petroleum 
Reserves Numbered 1, 2, and 3 shall be made at 
a price not less than 90 percent of the current 
sales price, as estimated by the Secretary of En­
ergy, of comparable petroleum in the same area. 
SEC. 3503. EXTENSION OF OPERATING CONTRACT 

FOR NAVAL PETROLEUM RESERVE 
NUMBEREDl. 

Notwithstanding section 7432(b) of title 10, 
United States Code, the Secretary of Energy 
may extend the operating contract for Naval Pe­
troleum Reserve Numbered 1, in effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act, for an addi­
tional two years effective on the expiration date 
of the contract. However, the contract may obli­
gate funds only to the extent that such funds 
are made available in appropriation Acts. 

TITLE XXXVl-PANAMA CANAL 
COMMISSION 

SEC. 3601. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the "Panama 

Canal Commission Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1995". 
SEC. 3602. AUTHORIZATION OF EXPENDITURES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Subject to subsection (b), 
the Panama Canal Commission is authorized to 
make such expenditures within the limits of 
funds and borrowing authority available to it in 
accordance with law, and to make such con­
tracts and commitments without regard to fiscal 
year limitations, as may be necessary under the 
Panama Canal Act of 1979 (22 U.S.C. 3601 et 
seq.) for the operation, maintenance, and im­
provement of the Panama Canal for fiscal year 
1995. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.-For fiscal year 199S, the 
Panama Canal Commission may expend from 
funds in the Panama Canal Revolving Fund not 
more than $S0,030,000 for administrative ex­
penses, of which not more than-

(1) $11,000 may be used for official reception 
and representation expenses of the Supervisory 
Board of the Commission; 

(2) $5,000 may be used for official reception 
and representation expenses of the Secretary of 
the Commission; and 

(3) $30,000 may be used for official reception 
and representation expenses of the Adminis­
trator of the Commission. 

(C) REPLACEMENT VEHICLES.-Funds avail­
able to the Panama Canal Commission shall be 
available for the purchase of not to exceed 43 
passenger motor vehicles (including large heavy­
duty vehicles to be used to transport Commission 
personnel across the isthmus of Panama). A ve­
hicle may be purchased with such funds only as 
necessary to replace another passenger motor 
vehicle of the Commission. The purchase price 
of each vehicle may not exceed $19,SOO. 
SEC. 3603. EXPENDITURES IN ACCORDANCE WITH 

OTHER LAWS. 
Expenditures authorized under this title 

may be made only in accordance with the Pan-

ama Canal Treaties of 1977 and any law of the 
United States implementing those treaties. 
SEC. 3604. COSTS OF EDUCATIONAL SERVICES OB· 

TAINED IN THE UNITED STATES. 
Section 1321(e)(2) of the Panama Canal Act 

of 1979 (22 U.S.C. 3731(e)(2)) is amended by in­
serting "or the United States" after "schools in 
the Republic of Panama". 
SEC. 3605. SPECIAL IMMIGRANT STATUS OF PAN· 

AMANIANS EMPLOYED BY THE UNIT· 
ED STATES IN THE FORMER CANAL 
ZONE. 

Section 101(a)(27)(F) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(27)(F)) is 
amended in clause (ii) by inserting " or contin­
ues to be employed by the United States Govern­
ment in an area of the former Canal Zone " after 
" employment". 

And the House agree to the same. 
From the Committee on Armed Services, for 
consideration of the entire Senate bill and 
the entire House amendment, and modifica­
tions committed to conference: 

RONALD V . DELLUMS, 
G .V. MONTGOMERY, 
PAT SCHROEDER, 
EARL HUTTO, 
IKE SKELTON, 
DAVE MCCURDY, 
MARILYN LLOYD, 
NORMAN SISISKY, 
JOHN M. SPRATT, 
SOLOMON P. ORTIZ, 
H. MARTIN LANCASTER, 
LANE EVANS, 
JAMES H. BILBRAY, 
JOHNS. TANNER, 
GLEN BROWDER, 
MARTIN T. MEEHAN, 
FLOYD SPENCE, 
DUNCAN HUNTER, 
JOHN R. KASICH, 
HERBERT H. BATEMAN, 
CURT WELDON, 
JON KYL, 
RONALD K. MACHTLEY, 
JIM SAXTON. 

As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Education and Labor, for consideration of 
sections 337, 346-47, 643, 924, 1051, and 1082 of 
the Senate bill and sections 351-54, 1133, 1136, 
1138, and 1151 of the House amendment, and 
modifications committed to conference: 

WILLIAM D. FORD, 
WILLIAM L. CLAY, 
PAT WILLIAMS, 
WILLIAM F. GOODLING, 
STEVE GUNDERSON. 

As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, for consideration 
of sections 142, 324, 708, 2821(e)(3), 2849, 3151, 
3155, 3157-58, 3160, and 3201 of the Senate bill 
and sections 1055, 3201, and 3502 of the House 
amendment, and modifications committed to 
conference: 

JOHN D. DINGELL, 
PHIL SHARP, 
AL SWIFT, 
CARLOS T. MOORHEAD, 
MIKE BILIRAKIS. 

Provided, Mr. Waxman is appointed in lieu of 
Mr. Swift, and Mr. Bliley is appointed in lieu 
of Mr. Bilirakis solely for the consideration 
of section 708 of the Senate bill. 

HENRY A. WAXMAN, 
TOM BLILEY. 

As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, for consideration of sec­
tions 221-22, 225, 241, 251, 354, 823, 1012, 1013(b), 
1014, 1015(a), 1016-18, 1021(a), 1021(b), 1022-23, 
1024(c), 1031-32, 1041, 1065, 1070, 1074, 1078--79, 
1088, 1092, and 1097 of the Senate bill and sec­
tions 1011(a), 1022-25, 1038, 1041, 1043, 1046-49, 
1052, 1054, 1058--60, 1201-14, and 1401--04 of the 



August 12, 1994 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 21807 
House amendment, and modifications com­
mitted to conference: . 

LEE H. HAMILTON, 
SAM GEJDENSON, 
TOM LANTOS, 
BILL GoODLING. 

As add! tlonal conferees from the Comm! ttee 
on Government Operations, for consideration 
of sections 824, 2812(c), 2827, and 3161 of the 
Senate bill and modifications committed to 
conference: 

JOHN CONYERS, Jr., 
E. TOWNS, 
MIKE SYNAR, 
BILL CLINGER. 

As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and F:lsheries, for con­
sldera tion of sections 357, 601, 654, 2206, 2825, 
3134, and 3501-05 of the Senate bill and sec­
tions 522-23, 527, 601-02, 1137, and 3134 of the 
House amendment, and modifications com­
mitted to conference: 

GERRY E. STUDDS, 
WILLIAM J. HUGHES, 
BILLY TAUZIN. 

As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Natural Resources, for consideration of 
section 2853 of the House amendment and 
modifications committed to conference: 

GEORGE MILLER, 
BRUCE F. VENTO, 
NEIL ABERCROMBIE. 

As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Post Office and Civil Service, for consid­
eration of sections 331-334, 346, 636, 901, 1080, 
1087, 1090, and 3158 of the Senate bill and sec­
tions 165, 351, 375, 1031, and 2816 of the House 
amendment, and modifications committed to 
conference: 

WILLIAM CLAY, 
FRANK MCCLOSKEY, 
ELEANOR H. NORTON, 
JOHN MYERS, 
CONSTANCE A. MORELLA. 

As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Public Works and Transportation, for 
consideration of sections 324, 1086, and 2827 of 
the Senate bill and section 3402 of the House 
amendment, and modifications committed to 
conference: 

NORMAN Y. MINETA, 
DOUGLAS APPLEGATE, 
JAMES A. TRAFICANT, Jr., 
BUD SHUSTER, 
BILL CLINGER. 

Provided that Mr. Duncan ls appointed in 
lieu of Mr. Clinger solely for the consider­
ation of section 2827 of the Senate bill. 

JOHN J. DUNCAN, Jr. 
As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology, for con­
sideration of sections 232-249, and 3141 of the 
Senate blll and sections 21l(a), 211(b), 216(a), 
216(b), 216(c), 216(e), 217-18, 1112-15, and 3141 of 
the House amendment, and modifications 
committed to conference: 

GEORGE E. BROWN, Jr., 
TIM VALENTINE, 
BOBBY SCOTT, 

As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Veterans' Affairs, for consideration of 
section 641 of the Senate bill and modifica­
tions committed to conference: 

G.V. MONTGOMERY, 
JIM SLATTERY, 
DOUGLAS APPLEGATE, 
BOB STUMP, 
MIKE BILIRAKIS, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 
SAM NUNN, 
JIM EXON, 
CARL LEVIN, 
TED KENNEDY, 
JEFF BINGAMAN, 
JOHN GLENN, 
RICHARD SHELBY, 
ROBERT C. BYRD, 
BOB GRAHAM, 
CHUCK ROBB, 
JOSEPH I. LIEBERMAN, 
RICHARD H. BRYAN, 
STROM THURMOND, 
JOHN WARNER, 
WILLIAM S. COHEN, 
TRENT LOTT, 
DAN COATS, 
BOB SMITH, 
LAUCH FAIRCLOTH, 
KAY BAILEY HUTCHISON, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 
JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT OF 

THE COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 
The managers on the part of the House and 

the Senate at the conference on the disagree­
ing votes of the two Houses on the amend­
ment of the House to the bill (S. 2182) to au­
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 1995 for 
military activities of the Department of De­
fense, for military construction, and for de- · 
fense programs of the Department of Energy, 

to prescribe personnel strengths for such fis­
cal year for the Armed Forces, and for other 
purposes, submit the following joint state­
ment to the House and the Senate in expla­
nation of the effect of the action agreed upon 
by the managers and recommended in the ac­
companying conference report: 

The House amendment struck out all of 
the Senate bill after the enacting clause and 
inserted a substitute text. 

The Senate recedes from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the House with an 
amendment which is a substitute for the 
Senate bill and the House amendment. The 
differences between the Senate bill, the 
House amendment, and the substitute agreed 
to in conference are noted below, except for 
clerical corrections, conforming changes 
made necessary by agreements reached by 
the conferees, and minor drafting and clari­
fying changes. 
SUMMARY STATEMENT OF CONFERENCE 

ACTION 
The conferees recommend authorizations 

for the Department of Defense for procure­
ment, research and development, test and 
evaluation, operation and maintenance, 
working capital funds, m111tary construction 
and family housing, weapons programs of the 
Department of Energy, and civil defense that 
have a budget authority implication of $263.8 
billion. 
SUMMARY TABLE OF AUTHORIZATIONS 
The defense authorization act provides au­

thorizations for appropriations but does not 
generally provide budget authority. Budget 
authority is generally provided in appropria­
tion acts. 

In order to relate the conference rec­
ommendations to the Budget Resolution, 
matters in addition to the dollar authoriza­
tions contained in this bill must be taken 
into account. A number of programs in the 
defense function are authorized permanently 
or, in certain instances, authorized in other 
annual legislation. In addition, this author­
ization bill would establish personnel levels 
and include a number of legislative provi­
sions affecting military compensation. 

The following table summarizes authoriza­
tions included in the bill for fiscal year 1995 
and, in addition, summarizes the implication 
of the conference action for the budget totals 
for national defense (budget function 050). 



DIVISION A 
TITLE I 

A I rcrlf t Procurement. A~ 
Missile Procurement, Arlly 
Weapons & Tracked C~at Veh1cles 
Procurement of Allll.inttlQn, Anqy 
Other Procurement, A,_ 
Aircraft Procureilent, Navy 
Weapons Procurement, lavy 
Shtpbu I ldtng & Coovers Ion, N,vy 
Other Procur1111nt, Navy 
Procure11ent, Klr1ne Corps 
llavy/Hartne Corps Anm.lntt Ion 
Aircraft Procurement, Atr Force 
Weapons Procurement, Air Force 
Other Procurement, Atr Force 
Air Force -..nttton 
Procurement, Defense-Wide 
National Guard I Reserve Equipment 
Chemical Agents l ttmlttons Destnictlon 
Inspector General Procurement 
Defense Health Prograa 

Total Procurement 

TITLE JI 
R,0,T& EA"-
R,D,T& E Navy 
R,0,Tl E Afr farce 
R,D,T& E Defense-Wide 
Oevelo,.ntal Test I Evaluation 
Operation• I Test & Ev1 luat.ion 
FFRDC Reduct ton 

Total Research I DevelopMnt 

SUttWlY Of NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATIOllS FOR FY 1995 
[IN HILLIOlfS Of DOLLARS] 

Authorization House Senate Co~ference 

Request Authorization Authorization Authorization 

1,041.581 
593.995 
919.786 
844.644 

2,690.233 
4, 786.265 
2,400.039 
5,585.397 
3,319.418 

554.620 

6, 747 .599 
4,392.173 
7,078.253 

1,744.916 

575.349 
1.000 

308.889 

l,301.452 
685.136 
942.886 
854.883 

2,651.233 
4,588.007 
2.223.246 
6,869.897 
3,241.611 

528.352 

6. 101. 767 
3,953.232 
6.855.423 

2,066.694 
787.200 
670.349 

1.000 
)08.889 

1,073. 781 
693.909 

1,132.886 
878.122 

2,677 .719 
4,535.601 
2,428.539 
5,532.007 
3.310.217 

528.857 

6,587.995 
4,330.473 
6,961.153 

1,935.616 
600.DOO 
590.149 

1,289.452 
818.709 

1,159.214 
902.821 

2,624.707 
4,"91.845 
2,076.625 
5,619.897 
3,287.487 

403.410 
449.815 

6,489.467 
3,732.845 
6,929.170 

251.546 
1,891.371 

510.000 
599.549 

--------------- BUDGET AUTH~ITY IHPLICATION ---------·------
FY1995 Conference 

Request House Senate vs. Request Conference 

1,041.581 
593.995 
919.786 
844.644 

2,690.233 
4, 786.265 
2,400.039 
5,585.397 
3,319.418 

554.620 

6,747.599 
4,392.173 
7,078.253 

l,744.916 

575.349 

1,301.452 
685.136 
942.886 
854.883 

2,651.233 
4,588.007 
2,223.246 
6,869.897 
3,241.611 

528.352 

6, 101.167 
3,953.232 
6.855.423 

2.066.694 
787.200 
670.349 

1,073.781 
693.909 

1,132.886 
878.122 

2,677.719 
4,535,'601 
2,428.539 
5,532.007 
3,310.217 

526.857 

6,587.995 
4,330.473 
6,961.153 

1.935.616 
600.000 
590.149 

247 .811 
224.714 
239.428 
58.177 

-65.526 
-294.420 
-323.414 

34.500 
-31.931 

-151.210 
449.815 

-258.132 
-659.328 
-149.083 
251.546 
146.455 
510.000 
24.200 

1,289.452 
818.709 

1,159.214 
902.821 

2,624.707 
4,491.845 
2,076.625 
5,619.897 
3,287.487 

403.410 
449.815 

6,489.467 
3,732.845 
6,929.170 

251.546 
1,891.371 

510.000 
599.549 

43,584.157 44,631.257 43,797.024 43,527.930 43,214.268 44,321.368 43,797.024 253.662 43,527.930 

5,260.082 
8,934.718 

12,349.362 
9,416.855 

251.495 
12.501 

5,424.803 
8,913.963 

12,318.766 
9,054.212 

254.995 
12.501 

5, 152.308 
8,796.129 

12.329.796 
9,322.303 

230.495 
12.501 

-52.650 

5,319.520 

8.845.854 
12,475.681 
9, 185.626 

230.495 
12.501 

-52.650 

5,260.082 
8,934.718 

12,349.362 
9,416.855 

251.495 
12.501 

5,424.803 
8,913.963 

12,318.766 
9,054.212 

254.995 
12.501 

5,152.308 
8,796.129 

12,329.796 
9,322.303 

230.495 
12.501 

-52.650 

59.438 

-88.864 
126.319 

-231.229 
-21.000 

-52.650 

5,319.520 
8,845.854 

12.475.681 
9,185.626 

230.495 
12.501 

-52.650 

36,225.013 35,979.240 35,790.882 36,017.027 36,225.013 35,979.240 35,790.882 -207.986 36,017.027 
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SU114ARY Of NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTOIZATIOIS FOR FY 1995 .. ~ 

[IN MllllOlfS Of OOllARS] ...... 
<:() 

--------------~---------------------------------------- ------------------------------------------------------------- ~ 
--------------- BUDGET AUTHORITY lttPLICATIOll ----------------

Authorizat ton House Senate Conference FY1995 Conference 
Request Authorization Authorization Authorization Request House Senate vs. Request Conference 

TITLE Ill 
O&M, Anqy 17,766.814 17,362.741 17,542.914 17 ,426.804 17.816.8?4 17 ,362.741 17,592.91~ -390.010 17,426.804 
CU, Navy 21,176.570 20,110.196 21,326.470 21,055.470 Zl,226.570 20,110.196 21,376.470 .,111.100 21,055.470 
CliM, tllrtne Corps 1.918.395 1,997.095 2,096.695 2,066.295 1,918.395 1,997.095 2.096.695 147.900 2,066.295 n O&H, Air Force 19,026.623 18,733.458 18,789.023 18,837.623 19,076.623 18,733.458 18,839.023 -239.000 18,837.623 0 
OIH, Oef ense-W Ide 10,208.413 9,513.523 9,994.325 10,031.576 10,208.413 9,513.523 10,094.325 -176.837 10,031.576 z 
Defense Health Progr• 9,613.170 9,613.331 9,854.459 9,854.459 9,922.059 9,922.22o 9,854.459 -67.600 9,854.459 ~ 

Ii • • ·I g; OlM, Al"IW Reserve 1,253.709 1,255.057 1.253.709 1,238.822 1,253.709 1,255.057 1,253.709 -14.887 1,238.822 
CJ) 

OUt, Navy Reserve 827.819 827.819 828.319 827.819 827.819 827.819 828.319 827.819 CJ) 
~ 

OIH, ttartne Corps Reserve 81.462 81.462 81.462 81.462 81.462 81.462 81.462 81.462 0 
O&H, Atr Force Reserve 1,478.990 1,481.332 1,478.990 1,464.932 1,478.990 1,481.332 1,478.990 -14.058 1,464.932 z 

> 
OUt~ ~ Natto,nal Guard 2,447.148 2,448.615 2,452.148 2,398.415 2,447.148 2,448.615 2,452.148 -48.733 2,398.415 ~ 

OUI, Air National Guard 2,780.178 2, 780.178 2,780.178 2,771.678 2, 780.178 2,780.178 2,780.178 -8.500 2.771.678 g; 
Rifle Practice, ArlllY 2.544 2.544 2.544 2.544 2.544 2.544 2.544 2.544 n 
Inspector General 127.098 147.172 140.798 140.798 128.098 148.172 140.798 12.100 140.798 0 

~ Court of Appeals for the Al"lled Services 6.126 6.152 6.126 6.126 6.126 6.152 6.126 6.126 

~ Envtro111ent1l Restoration, Defense 2,180.200 2,180.200 2,180.200 2,030.200 2,180.200 2,180.200 2,180.20Q -150.000 2,030.200 
Drug Interdlctton & Counter-Drug Acttv. 714.200 714.200 714.200 714.200 714.200 714.200 714.200 714.200 
Former Sov1et Un1on Threat Reductton 400.000 400.000 400.000 400.000 400.000 400.000 400.000 400.000 0 c 
Sulniler Ol~tcs 4.000 10.000 10.000 4.000 10.000 10.000 10.000 CJ) 

lntntl. Peacekeeping I Peace Enforcaaent 300.000 300.000 300.000 300.000 300.000 300.000 -300.000 
~ 

Project Peace 15.000 15.000 15.000 15.000 l~.000 
()\ferseas Huaanttartan, Disaster & Ctvtc Atd 71.900 60.000 71.900 86.000 71.900 60.000 71.900 14.100 86.000 
Disposal l lease/ Overseas Milt facilities 15.131 15.131 15.131 15.131 
Rocky Htn Arsen11/ WII 50th Anniversary 0.500 7.000 7.500 1.000 7.000 
Special OlY11>iCS 2.000 3.000 3.000 2.000 3.000 3.000 3.000 

Total Operation & Maintenance 92,381.359 90,036.575 92,307.460 91,463.223 92.863.379 90,368.595 92,579.591 -l,378.025 91,485.354 

Defense Bustness Operattons fund 1,169.038 1,212.038 789.400 1,239.438 l, 169.038 1.212.038 789.400 70.400 1.239.438 
National Defense Sealtft Fund 608.600 828.600 828.600 608.600 828.600 220.000 828.600 

~ 
~ 
~ 
Q 
cc 
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SUMMARY OF NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHMIZATIONS FM FY 1995 
[IN MILLIONS Of DOLLARS] 

------------------------------------------------------- ----~-------------------------------~----·-------------------
--------------- Bll>GET AUTHORITY ltFLICATIOM ----------------

Author bat ton House Senate Conference FY1995 Conference 
Request Authortzatlon.Authortzatton Authorization Request House Senate ~· ~equest Conference 

TITLE IV-V-Vl-Vll 
Total Military Personnel (Sec. 431) 71,086.397 70,790.397 70,938.597 70,475.397 71,086.397 70,790.397 463.200 70,938.597 

Htlltary Retirement COLA 376.000 376.000 376.000 376.000 376.000 376.000 376.000 n 
0 z 

DIVISION B ~ 

Htlltary Construction, Antry 690.576 853.426 490.076 552.976 690.576 853.426 490.076 -137.600 552.976 ~ 
Military Construction, Navy 320.470 448.786 340.455 ~386.760 320.470 448.7~ 3'()!'455 66.290 386.760 

(.Fl 
(.Fl 
1-4 

Htlttary Construction, Atr force 353.313 503.213 526.663 529.313 357.313 507 .213 530.663 176.000 533.313 0 
Hilt. Construction, Defense ~enctes 481.129 465.009 546.519 SOB.069 481.729 465.009 546.519 26.340 508.069 z 

> NATO Infrastructure 219.000 119.000 219.000 119.000 219.000 119.000 21~.000 -100.000 119.000 r4 
Htlt. Construction, AIYfl National Guard 9.929 145.067 180.312 188.062 9.929 145.067 180.312 178.133 188.062 g; 
Hilt. Construction, Atr National Guard 122. 770 210.212 240.003 249.053 122.770 210.212 240.003 126.283 249.053 n 
Ht lttary Constructton, Anlti Reserve 7.910 37.410 37.870 57.370 7.910 37.410 37.870 49.460 57.370 0 
Military Construction, Naval Reserve 2.355 11.905 17.355 22.748 2.355 11.905 17.355 20.393 22.748 ~ 

tj 
Milt. Construction, Air Force Reserve 28.190 55.516 43.840 57.066 28.190 55.516 43.840 28.876 57.066 

~ Base Realtgr11ent I Closure Account I 87.600 87.600 87.600 87.600 87.600 87.600 87.600 87.600 
Base Rea 1 tgment I Closure Account 11 398.700 398.700 398.700 398.700 398.700 398.700 398.700 398.700 0 
Base Realtgnment I Closure Account III 2,189.858 2,018.448 2, 189.858 2,189.858 2,322.858 2, 151.448 2,322.858 2,322.858 c 

(.Fl 

t:'r'l 

Total Mtlltary Constructton 4,912.400 5,354.292 5.318.251 5,346.575 5,049.400 5,491.292 5,455.251 434.175 5,483.575 

Faml ly Hous tng. A""' 1,273.610 1,285.610 1,241.210 1,183.710 1.273.610 1,285.610 1,241.210 -89.900 l, 183.710 
F•t 1y Hous Ing, Navy 1.082.894 l, 121.064 1,166.894 1,205.064 1,082.894 1,121.064 1,166.894 122.110 1,205.064 
F•tly Housing, Air Force l,024.338 1,044.827 1,068.200 1,072.289 1,054.338 1,074.827 1,098.200 47.951 1.102.289 
F•HY Housing, Defense Agencies 29.381 29.381 29.381 29.381 29.381 29.381 29.381 29.381 
Hmeowners Assist.nee Fund -133.000 -133.000 -133.000 -133.000 

> 
Total F11tlly Housing 3,410.223 3,480.882 3.505.685 3.490.444 3,307.223 3,377.882 3,402.685 80.221 3,387.444 ~ 

~ 
l"J') 
~ 

....... 
"'I:\:) 

....... 
(0 
(0 
~ 
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SUHHARY OF NATIONAL DEFEftSE AUTH<IUZATIOICS FM FY 1995 ~ 

1-...i 
[IN MILLIONS OF DOLLARS] "'~ 

------------------------------------------------------- -------------------------------------------------·----------- 1-...i 

--------------- BlllGET AUT~ITY l~LICATION ----------------
<o 
<o 

Authortzat ton House Senate Conference FY1995 Conference ~ 

Request Authorization Authorization Authortzatton Request House senate vs. Request Conference 

OIVISJON C 

TITLE XXXI- DOE 
Weapons Activities 3,300.368 3,203.369 3,309.668 3,234.069 3,300.368 3,203.369 3,309.668 -65.599 3,234.069 
Defense Envtronnental Restor. & Waste Hgt. 5,194.424 5,168.561 5,212.424 5,092.691 5, 194.424 5,168.561 5,212.424 -124.733 5,092.691 

n Materials Support & Other Defense ProgrlllS 1,898.910 1,948.704 1,893.910 1,849.657 I.898.910 1,948.704 1,893.910 -49.253 1,849.657 0 
Defense Nuclear Waste Disposal 129.430· 129.430 129.430 129.430 129.430 129.430 129.430 129.430 z 
Use of Prtor Year Balances- Uridtstrtbuted -220.000 -220?000 ~ 

~ 
fJl 

TITLE XXXll fJl -Defense Nuclear Faclltttes Safety Board 17.933 18.000 17.933 17.933 17.933 18.000 17.933 17.933 0 z 
T JTLE XXXlll > 

~ 

National Defense Stockpile Transaction Fund -150.000 -150.000 -250.000 150.000 ~ 
n 

TITLE XXXIV 0 
FEMA Clvtl Defense 129.658 129.658 129.658 129.658 204.504 204.504 204.504 204.504 ::::0 

~ 

~ 
RECAPITULATION 0 

Oepari.ent of Defense (Division A) 173, 968.167 243.321.507 244,679.763 244.390.815 244,615.695 243.343.638 244,951.894 -202.749 244,412.946 c 
fJl 

Oepart.ent of Defense (Dtvtston B) 8,322.623 8,835.174 8,823.936 8.837.019 8,356.623 B.869.174 8,857~936 514.396 8,871.019 tr1 

National Defense Stockpile Transaction fund -150.000 -150.000 -250.000 150.000 
NSETF l Other Trust Funds 231.668 231.668 231.668 231.668 
Offsetting Receipts -921.045' -921.045 -921.045 -921.045 

Total DoD Military (051) 182. 290. 790 252, 156.681 . 253,503.699 253,227.834 252,132.941 251,373.435 252,870.453 461.647 252,594.588 

Total Atmtc Energy Defense Act. (053) 10,541.065 10,468.064 10,343.365 10,323.780 10,541.065 10,468.064 10,343.365 -239.585 10,323.780 

Total Other Defense (054) 129.658 129.658 129.658 129.658 914.194 912.910 927.410 914.194 
............ ............ ........... .......••.• ........... ........••• . .......... . ..•.•.•... 

Total National Oefen5e Function (050) 192,961.513 262,754.403 263,976.722 263,681.272 263,588.200 262,754.409 264,141.228 222.062 263,832.562 
~ 

"""" ex> 

"""" """" 
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General limitation 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
4) that would limit the total amounts au­
thorized to be appropriated in this act to 
S263.l billion. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Congressional defense committees 

The term "congressional defense commit­
tees" is often used in this statement of the 
managers. It means the Committees on 
Armed Services and the Committees on Ap­
propriations of the Senate and House of Rep­
resen ta ti ves. 

DIVISION A-DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

TITLE I-PROCUREMENT 
Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­
tained an authorization of S43,584.2 million 
for procurement in the Department of De­
fense . The Senate bill would authorize 
$43,797.0 million. The House amendment 
would authorize S44,631.3 million. The con­
ferees recommend authorization of $43,527.9 
million. Unless noted explicitly in the state­
ment of managers, all changes are made 
without prejudice. 
Submission of congressionally directed reports 

As defense resources have declined, con­
gressional emphasis on carefully prioritizing 
defense programs has properly increased. As 
a consequence, relatively smaller programs 
have required more thorough review. In de­
veloping the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160), 
the conferees identified several Navy pro­
curement and development programs in the 
statement of the managers (H. Rept. 103-357) 
that merited stronger review within the De­
partment. A partial list of these programs 

includes antisubmarine warfare (ASW) tar­
gets, torpedo support equipment, attack sub­
marine (SSN) acoustics, domestic forging 
and manufacture of ship propellers, ship self­
defense, towed array sonars, and the ship 
main propulsion gas turbine improvement 
program. The conferees highlighted these is­
sues for a variety of reasons, including: 

(1) major changes in force structure that 
may not have been reflected in acquisition 
priorities; 

(2) uneven protection of the industrial base 
in critical areas; and 

(3) professed warfighting emphasis shifts to 
littoral operations that did not appear to re­
flect the post-Cold War defense environment. 

The conferees believed that the Depart­
ment failed to justify adequately many of 
these programs in the budget justification 
material and the budget review process. In a 
general effort to address these concerns pru­
dently, the conferees avoided taking precipi­
tous action and reducing budgeted resources 
in fiscal year 1994 for such programs. 

Instead, the conferees directed the Depart­
ment to prepare a number of reports. The 
conferees intended that these reports would 
provide the Navy an opportunity to specify, 
in detail, how the Navy was adapting these 
programs to accommodate a new strategic 
and budget reality. The conferees intended 
to review these reports during consideration 
of the fiscal year 1995 defense authorization 
request. 

The conferees also reminded the Navy in­
formally of a reporting requirement on com­
bat logistic force plans. The report, which 
was originally required in July 1992 in the 
Senate report on S. 3114 (S. Rept. 102-352), 
was due in February 1993. 

When the Armed Services Committees of 
the Senate and House of Representatives 
began their mark-ups of this act, the Navy 
had delivered none of the reports listed 
above. To date, the Navy has now submitted 

only three. Of the three, the conferees be­
lieve that only one, the report on SSN acous­
tics, is reasonably comprehensive and begins 
to address the concerns that triggered con­
gressional interest in the first place. Even 
this report did not deal with a principal part 
of the report requirement-distinguishing 
between future upgrades appropriate for a 
littoral environment and those associated 
with traditional open ocean ASW. Nor did it 
clarify their cost implications, information 
that was explicitly requested in the bill. 

The conferees: (1) lack some required re­
ports; (2) have been unable to verify the re­
source allocation priorities made in the 
Navy budget; (3) have dealt with budget jus­
tification that did not clarify such anomalies 
as inordinate cost growth from prior years; 
and (4) have seen unenlightening Defense De­
partment appeals that rely more on rhetoric 
and assertions than analysis. The con­
sequences are relatively predictable. The 
conferees have reallocated resources from 
some of these programs to others with high­
er priority. The Navy, and the rest of the De­
fense Department, should not be surprised 
when the Department delivers reports that 
are deficient, late, or both, and Congress 
takes action that the Department would not 
prefer. 

AmCRAFT PROCUREMENT, ARMY 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­
tained an authorization of Sl,041.6 million for 
Aircraft Procurement, Army. The Senate bill 
would authorize Sl,073.8 million. The House 
amendment would authorize Sl,301.5 million. 
The conferees recommend authorization of 
Sl,289.5 million, as delineated in the follow­
ing table. Unless noted explicitly in the 
statement of managers, all changes are made 
without prejudice. 



~ 

~ 
--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conference FY95 -- ~ 

('J) 

·p-1 FY1995 Request Authortzat 1on Authortzatton Change to Request Authortzattort 
~ ._ 

LINE ITEM ~ant tty 1-Junt ()Janttty Mount Quantity Allount Quantity t.ount f)Janttty Malmt ... t\:> 

.... -------------------------------·-·-·--- ··--··· ·····---- ····-··· ·-······ ---····· ----···· ........ ......•. . ....... --- ._ 
~ 

AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, ARMY ~ 
~ 

1 ARL (TIARA) 39,200 1 39,200 1 39,2~ 1 . 39,200 
2 C21A AIRCRAFT 
3 GUNUJRAIL Cmtot SENSOR (TIARA) 4,991 4,991 -4,991 

3a C-XX Oil) 23,000 23,000 23,000 . 
4 TRACTOR HALL 
5 TOTAL PACKAGE FIELDING 379 379 379 379 
6 AH-64 ATTACK HELICOPTER (APACHE) 5,611 6 77,611 5,611 6 72,000 6 77,611 

~ 
1 UH-60 BLACkHAllC (MYP) - 60 252,859 60 247,659 60 248,359 -5,200 60 247,659 0 
8 UH-60 ADVMCE PROClllEMEIH (CY) 140.200 140,200 140,200 140,200 z 

C') 
9 HELICOPTER llEW TRAINING. 477 477 477 477 g; 

10 MUG llTERDICTIOlf (fl 
(fl 

HOOIFICATIOI OF AIRCRAFT ~ 

0 
11 TRACTllt DEV z 
12 GUARDRAIL tD>S (TIARA) 26.938 26,938 26,938 > 

t-4 

13 AHif tG>S 4.360 4.360 4,360 4,360 g; 
14 Alt-64 .ms 52,305 52,305 52,305 52,305 n 
15 CH-47 CARGO HELICOPTER Moos (MYP) 14.332 14,332 14,332 14,332 0 

P::J 
I 16 Ott-58 tDlS 1,100 1,100 l,100 1,100 tj 

17 C-20 AIRCRAFT tlX>S 944 944 944 944 I 
:t 18 LONGBOW 117,588 117,588 117,588 117.588 0 

19 FLIGHT DATA RECORDER c 
(fl 

20 lHt-1 MOOS 8,402 . 8,402 8,402 8,402 rr1 

21 UH-1 HUEY SLEP 
22 UH-60A (BLACK HA'8C) ID>S 25,865 25,865 25,865 25,865 

221 UH-60Q MEDEVAC MOOS 4 25,000 4 25,000 
23 KIOWA WARRJat 111, 767 36 336,767 110,467 24 150,000 24 261,767 
24 EH~60 QUICKFIX IQ)S 39,164 39,164 39,164 39.164 
25 AJRBCltME AVIONICS 18,986 18,986 18,986 18,986 
26 ASE HOOS 8,111 8,171 8,171 a.111 
27 llX>IFICATIOMS c $2.0H 1,849 1.849 1,849 1.849 
28 SPARES All> REPAIR PARTS APA 47.242 47,242 47,242 47,242 
29 AIRCRAFT SlllVIVABILllY EQUIPMENT 29.583 29,583 44,583 15,000 ~.583 
30 AIRBQlNE CCllWI> I CC.TRCl. ~ 

~ 
00 
~ 
~ 



--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conference fY95 -- n 
P-1 FY1995 Request Authortzat ton Authortzat ton Change to Request AuthortzattOll 0 z 

· LINE ITEM Quantity 1-xmt Quant tty ,_.mt Quant tty Mot.mt Quant tty .,_mt ()lantlty ··•nt G') 

.... ---·················--·-···--·--·-····· ....... ......... . ....... ........ --·----- -------- ······-- ........ . ........ .......... ~ 
V'l 

31 AVIONICS SUPPMT EQUIPMENT 30,267 30,267 30,267 30,267 V'l 
~ 

32 TRAINING DEVICES 14,143 14.143 14,143 14.143 0 
z 

33 C<HOI GROUll> EQUIPMENT 18,640 18,640 18.640 18,640 > 
34 AVIATION LIFE SUPPOlT EQUIPMENT (ALS 8,871 8.871 8.871 8,871 ~ 

35 AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL 8,769 8,769 8,769 8,769 ~ 
36 lll>tlSTRIAL FACILITIES 2,864 2,864 2,864 2,864 n 

0 
37 LAUNCHER, 2.75 ROCKET ~ 

~ 
38 AIRBmtNE COfllJMICATIONS 5,714 5.714 5,714 5,714 

~ 39 CLOSm ACCOUNT ADJUSTME[T 
0 .......... .......... --········ .......... ........... c:: 

TOTAL AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT ARMY 1,041,581 1,301,452 1,073,781 247,871 1,289,452 V'l 
trj 
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MISSILE PROCUREMENT, ARMY 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­
tained an authorization of $594.0 million for 

Missile Procurement, Army. The Senate bill 
would authorize $693.9 million. The Hotlse 
amendment would authorize $685.1 million. 
The House amendment would authorize 
$685.1 million. The conferees recommended 

authorization of $818.7 million, as delineated 
in the following table. Unless noted explic­
itly in the statement of managers, all 
changes are made without prejudice. 



~ .... 
~ .... 
= 

--- House FY1995 --· --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conf ~e fY95 --
P.-1 FY1995 Request Authorization Authortzat ion Change to Request Authortzat~on 
LINE ITEM Quantity Amount C)Janttty Amount Quantity Amount Quant tty AID.mt Quant tty -..mt ---· ············-··············-··········· ····-·· ......... . ....... ····-··· ........ ........ . ....... . •...... -----··· · ···-··· 
MISSILE PROCUREttENT, ARMY 

1 CHAPARRAL SYSTEH SllltARY 
2 HAW SYSTE" SlllWlY 330 330 330 330 
3 OTHER ."ISSILE SUPPORT 
4 PATRIOT SYSTEM SlllWtY (HYP) 8,861 8,861 8,861 8,861 
5 STINGER SYSTEM SllltARY 500 10,000 
6 AVENGER SYSTEM S&lltARY 13,773 13,773 -8,400 5.373 Ci 

0 
7 AVEIGE~ ADVMCE PROClMEttENT (CY} z 

~ 8 HELLFIRE SYS SUMMARY 830 121,641 1,295 133,641 1,230 133,641 415 s.200 1.245 126,841 6; 
9 JAVELIN (AAWS-M) SYSTEM SUllWlY 374 131,086 872 214,000 at2 214,000 498 82.914 872 214,000 (fl 

(fl 

10 JAVELIN M>VAllCE PROCmEttENT (CY) 1-ooi 

0 
11 TOW 2 SYSTEM SUMMARY 27,808 27 ,808 27,808 27,808 z 
12 ti.RS ROCKET 10.000 10,000 > 

~ 

13 Ml.RS LAUNCHER 60,123 60,123 60,123 130,000 190, 123 6; 14 MMY TACTICAL MSL SYS (ATACMS) 148 115,858 148 115,858 148 115.858 148 115.858 n 
15 ATACMS ADVAllCE PROClllEMENT (CY) 0 

:;d 
151 SAOARM ~ 
16 PATRIOT t«JOS 26,160 I 26,160 I 26,160 26, 160 ~ 17 HAWK ID)S 0 
18 AVENGER MOOS 10,877 10,877 10,877 10,877 e 

(fl 

181 STlllGER fO>S 5,000 5,000 5,000 trj 

19 TOW HOOS 
20 IUS t0>S 29,496 29,496 29,496 29,496 
21 lll>lflCATIONS LESS THAN $2.0M 
22 SPARES All> REPAIR PARTS MPA 34,616 34,616 34,616 34 •. 616 
23 AIR DEFENSE TAAGETS 8,292 8,292 8,292 8,292 
24 ITEllS LESS THAN $2.0H (MISSILES) 1,438 1,438 1,438 t.438 
25 PROOUCTION BASE SUPPORT 3,636 3,636 3,636 3,636 ~ 

.......... ..,. ....... ·········- . ......... ·····-··· ~ 
TOTAL "ISSILE PROCUREMENT ARMY 593,995 685,136 693,909 224, 714 818,709 

~ 
Cl.l 
~ ._ 

,.t-...:> 
._ 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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TOW missile 

The budget request contained $27.8 million 
in procurement for the TOW antitank mis­
sile. These funds were requested for plant 
closure and production support. 

The Senate blll directed the Army to use 
the requested funds to continue missile pro­
duction. 

The House amendment took no similar ac­
tion. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees direct the Secretary of the 

Army to include in the report required by 
the Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) a re-

evaluation of TOW inventory requirements 
in light of the age and condition of the cur­
rent TOW inventory, Javelin fielding, force 
structure reductions, and retirement of most 
of the Cobra attack helicopters. In addition, 
the conferees direct the Secretary to evalu­
ate all reasonable alternatives for the Tow 
missile, including a hypervelocity missile, 
keeping in minds that any TOW replacement 
should not require extensive modifications of 
TOW launchers on the Army's Bradley fight­
ing vehicles. 

WEAPONS AND TRACKED COMBAT VEHICLES, 
ARMY 

Overview 
The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­

tained an authorization of $919.8 million for 
Weapons and Tracked Combat Vehicles, 
Army. The Senate blll would authorize 
$1,132.9 mlllion. The House amendment 
would authorize $942.9 milllon. The conferees 
recommend authorization of $1,159.2 million, 
as delineated in the following table. Unless 
noted explicitly in the statement of man­
agers, all changes are made without preju­
dice. 



~ 

"""' 
--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- -Conf eref'Ce FY95 --

aJ 

"""' P~t FY1995 Request Authortzat ton Author hat ion Change to Request '4athorf zat 1on aJ 

LINE ITEH Quantity 1-ount Quantity Alaot.mt Quantity 1Gount Quantity llnount . Quant tty Mount . 
.... ······----······-·-·······--·-·······-· ....... ......... ······-· ........ . ....... ···-·-·· ........ -------· ......... --
PROCUREMENT OF W&TCV, ARMY !-

TRACKED COlllAT VEHICLES 
1 ABRAMS TRMG DEV MOO 994 994 994 "' 2 BRADLEY FIGHTING VEHICLE FNULY (HYP) 14,133 14.133 14,133 .4.133 
3 BRADLEY BASE SUSTAINHENT 145,438 145,438 145.438 145,438 
4 BRM>l.EY FVS TRAllllNG DEVICES (MOO) 1,937 1~937 1,937 1,937 
5 ABRNtS TMK TRAINING DEVICES 17, 103 17, 103 17,103 17, 103 
6 AIUOtED GUN SYSTEM (AGS) 

~ 
7 Ml ABRAMS TANK SERIES (tlYP) 22,089 22,089 22,089 22,089 0 
8 CARRIER, HOO 51,090 51,090 51,090 51,090 z 

~ 
9 BFVS SERIES (fill) 72,512 72,5lf 72.512 7,600 80,112 g; 

10 HOWITZER, MED SP FT 15~tlt Ml09A6 (MOD) 237,603 159,503 237,603 . -20,000 2i1.603 Vl 
Vl 

11 OOWITZER, MED SP FT 15Stlt Hl09A5 (JtOO) 1,320 1,320 l,320 1.320 lo-I 

0 
12 FAASV PIP TO FLEET 16,125 16,125 16,.125 -6,172 9,953 z 
13 IMPROVED RECOVERY VEHICLE ("88 MOO) 17,141 9 37,141 17,141 20.000 37,14• > 

t""'I 
14 AIUOlEO VEH LAUNCH BRIDGE (AVLB) (MOO) g; 
15 Hl ABRAMS TANK (HOO) 40,291 40,291 40,291 -4,000 36,291 ~ 

16 ABRAMS UPGRADE PROGRAM 122.156 122,156 50,556 -71,600 50,556 0 
~ 

161 ABRAMS UPGRADE PROGRAM (tCR) 24 108,000 24 108,000 24 108,000 

~ 17 A8JWtS UPGRADE NJV PROC•EHENT (CY) 52,973 52,973 124,573 71,600 124,573 
171 TANK ENGINE UllUSTRIAL BASE 35,000 35,000 35,000 0 
18 t«l>S LESS THAN $2.0M (TCV-WTCV) 294 294 294 294 c 

Vl 

19 SPARES AMO REPAIR PARTS WTCV 10.200 5,100 ~.100 ~ 

20 ITEMS LESS THAii $2.0M (TCV-WTCV) 218 218 218 218 
21 PROOUCTIOll BASE SUPPORT (TCV-WTCV) 14,525 14,525 14.525 14.~25 

22 REGIOllAL ~INTEllAllCE TRAINING SITES-EQU 1,710 1,710 1,710 1,710 
WEAPOltS All> OTHER COllSAT VEHICLES 

23 HOWITZER, LIGHT, TOWED, 105tlt, "119 195 195 195 195 
24 MACHINE GUN, 5.-56111 (S~W) 1,816 28,616 24,016 26,800 28,616 
25 GREIOOE LAUNCHER, AUTO, 40tl4, 11<19-3 600 12,302 600 21,302 600 38,902 1,800 26,600 2,400 38,902 ~ 

26 ttORTAR, 120MM 6,248 15.948 6,248 9,700 15,948 ~ 
~ 

26a "-16A2 RIFLE 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 CIJ 
"'to 

27 5.56 CARBINE M4 8,892 4,865 B.892 7 ,865 8,892 13,165 8,300 8,892 13, 165 ._ 
28 PERSOIAL DEFENSE WEAPON, 9tlt 9,500 9,500 9,500 

... ~ 
._ 
~ 
~ 
~ 



P-1 
LINE ITEH 

FY1995 Request 
Quantity 1-ount 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference---
Author hat ton Authorhat ton Change to Request 

Quantity Amount Quantity Amount Quantity AllOunt 

-- Conference f'f95 -­
Author tzat ton 

Quantity Alloun~ 

---- --------------------------------------- ------· ····----- -------- -------- ------·· -----··· ·-·---·· -------- -------- ....... . 
29 SQUAD AUT«»tATIC tlEAPON (HOO) 
30 M16 RIFLE ..x>S 
31 MOOS LESS· THAI $2.0H (VOCV-WTCV) 
32 SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS WTCV 
33 ITEMS LESS THAN $2.0H (WOCV-VTCV) 

· 34 PROOUCTION BASE SUPPORT (WOCV-WTCV) 
35 IMOUSTRIAL PREPAREDNESS 

\ TOTAL WTCV 

6,838 . 
714 

2,714 
34,~66 

2,257 
10,350 
7,469 

----~-·-· 919,786 

"6,838 
714 

2,714 
34,366 
2,257 

10,350 
7,469 

942,886 

6,838 
714 

2,714 
34,366 
2,257 

10,350 
7,469 

1,132.886 239,428 

6,838 
714 

2,714 
34,366 
2,257 

10,350 
7,469 

.......... 
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Bradley fighting vehicle system series modifica­

tions 
The budget request included S72.5 million 

for Bradley fighting vehicle system (BFVS) 
series modifications. 

The Senate bill and the House amendment 
would authorize the requested amount. 

The Senate bill would authorize $7.6 mil­
lion in another program element to procure 
one mechanized infantry battalion set of re­
active armor tiles. 

The conferees agree that this initiative 
should be funded in the Bradley modifica­
tions program element. 
M109A6 howitzer improvement program 

The budget request included S237.6 million 
for procurement of improved M109A6 howit­
zers. 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would reduce the 
requested amount by S78.1 million. 

The conferees agree to authorize $217.6 mil­
lion, a reduction of $20.0 million to the re­
quested amount. 
Joint Army/industry plan for tank engines 

The Senate bill included funds to preserve 
the tank engine industrial base and directed 
that some tank engine overhaul work be 
transferred from the Anniston Army Depot 
(AAD) to the contractor-operated Stratford 
Army Engine Plant (SAEP). 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar funding. 

The conferees agree with the Defense 
Science Board recommendation that a U.S. 
tank industrial base should be preserved. 
The conferees believe that the SAEP, which 
currently manufactures engines for the 
Abrams Ml tank, and the Anniston Army 

Depot, which currently overhauls tank en­
gines, could benefit from the preservation of 
this industry. Accordingly, the conferees 
agree to authorize $35.0 million for fiscal 
year 1995, of which: 

(1) $9.0 million is for systems technical and 
engineering support and engine durability 
upgrade efforts; 

(2) $6.0 million is for plant downsizing; and 
(3) $20.0 million is for an extended service 

program for Abrams tank engines. 
In addition, the conferees authorize the re­

quested amounts for tank spares and repair 
parts and for depot activities at AAD. Fi­
nally, the conferees direct the obligation of 
the remaining $17.0 million authorized and 
appropriated in fiscal year 1994, and direct 
the Army to develop a depottindustry tank 
propulsion plan to be conducted jointly be­
tween AAD and SAEP that will preserve the 
tank engine base. The conferees direct the 
transfer of all outputs of the extended serv­
ice program an its successor programs from 
the SAEP to AAD. 
Tank gun mounts 

The conferees note that the discussion in 
the Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) concern­
ing gun mounts is not necessarily the posi­
tion of the conference. 
V-903 diesel engines 

The budget request and the Senate bill did 
not include funds for spares and repair parts 
for tracked combat vehicles. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional Sl0.2 mllllon for 294 V-903 diesel 
engines. 

The conferees are aware that the contrac­
tor claims it cannot produce V-903 diesel en­
gines when the production rate falls below 
about 730 engines per year and, therefore, in-

tends to discontinue production on May 19, 
1995. The V-903 diesel engine ls used in the 
Bradley fighting vehicle, multiple launch 
rocket system, M9 armored combat earth­
mover, new command and control vehicle, 
new electronic fighting vehicle, and Marine 
Corps AAVP7Al. The Army states that it re­
quires a substantial number of additional en­
gines, but has not decided whether to con­
tinue to fund engine procurement at the 
rates the contractor claims are necessary. 

The conferees direct the Army to deter­
mine the additional number of V-903 engines 
it requires. The Army is further directed to 
consider alternatives to the V-903 engine, in­
cluding the possibility of acquiring the tech­
nical data package, and report the results of 
these analyses to the congressional defense 
committees not later than March l, 1995. 

The conferees agree to authorize an addi­
tional $5.1 million to continue procuring V-
903 engines and direct the Army to repro­
gram additional funds in fiscal year 1995, and 
to request adequate funding in fiscal year 
1996, 1f the Army decides to continue produc­
tion at 730 engines a year. 

AMMUNITION ARMY 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­
tained an authorization of $844.6 mlllion for 
Ammunition Procurement, Army. The Sen­
ate bill would authorize $878.1 mllllon. The 
House amendment would authorize $854.9 
million. The conferees recommend author­
ization of $902.8 million, as delineated in the 
following table. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice. 
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--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- ·conference fY95 -- ~ 
(:: 
Cf.) 

P-1 FY1995 Request Author bat ion Author bat Ion Change to Request Authortzat1on ~ 

..... 
LINE ITEM ()Jant tty Mlolmt Quant tty '->I.mt Quantity Amount Quant tty "-mt C).11nt1ty MDI.mt ... ~ 

---- ··························-·······--··· ....... ·-··--··· ---····- -------- ~------- -------- -------- --------· ------ --· ..... 
PROCUREMENT OF AlllJNITIOH. ARMY ~ 

~ 
SMLL/MEDI UH CAL NKUUTIOH 

1 CTG, 5.56fll. ALL TYPES 73,605 73,605 83,105 9.500 83,105 
2 CT,, 7.6211t, All TYPES 12,108 12.108 12,108 12,108 

· 3 CTCl; :t· All TYPES 2,839 2,839 2,839 2,839 
4 CTG.' ~ 0 CAL, All TYPES 
5 CTG, 20flt, ALL TYPES 1,171 1.171 1,171 1, 171 
6 CTG, 25MM, ALL TYPES 21,935 21,935 35,835 13.900 35.835 

~ 
1 CTG, 30tlt, ALL TYPES 16,577 16.577 16,577 16,577 0 
8 CTG, 40flt, ALL TYPES 13,441 13,441 17,741 4,300 /17 ,741 z 

~ 
tlltTAR AlllUNITION ~ 

9 CTG tOlTAR 60MM 1/10 PRAC MB40 1 305 1 3,305 l 3,305 3,000 1 3,305 C/l 
C/l 

10 CTG ~TAR &OHM ILLUM r121 14 6,276 14 6,276 14 6,276 14 6,276 i-. 

0 
CTG, tDtTAR, 120tlt, HE z 

11 CTG tDTAR 120tlt SIO<E XM929 W/MO FUZE 17 21,698 17 21,698 17 21.698 . 17 21,698 > 
~ 

CTG, tQTAR, 8UIC, 1/10 TNG 
~ TMK NllJIUTION ~ 

12 CTG TANK 3511t SUBCAL PRAC M968 0 
~ 

13 CTG TANK 105tlt TP-T IM90Al 

~ 14 CTG TAii< 105ltt TPDS-T M724Al 
15 CTG 120tll APFSOS·T "829A2 24 82,447 24 82,447 24 82,447 24 82,447 0 
1, CTG 120MM HEAT-ttP-T M830Al 10 34,596 10 34,596 10 52,774 18,178 10 52,774 c 

C/l 

17 CTG TAllC 120MM TP-T "831 43 29,774 43 29, 774 43 29,774 43 29,17~ t'Tj 

18 CTG TAii< 120tlC TPCSOS-T MB65 129 83,547 129 83,547 129 83,547 129 83,547 

ARTILLERY AtltUlllTION 
19 CTG ARTY IOSflt HERA M913 10,000 21,400 21.400 21,400 
20 PROJ ARTY 15511t BASEBURNER "864 5,000 

PROJ ARTY 155"" M795 
20a SADARH 30,000 30,000 30.000 
21 PROJ ARTY 155114 PRAC "804 
22 PROP CHG 155114 RED BMi M203A1 
23 MINE, TRAINING, ALL TYPES 5,478 5,478 5,478 5,478 
24 MINE AT/'-1 "87 (VOLCANO) 17 44,248 17 44,248 17 52,248 11 44,248 
25 BU*EA DEFEATING tlJlllTIOlt (B(lt) 7,761 7,761 -661 7,100 ~ 

~ 
~ 
~ 
~ 



P-1 
LINE ITEM 

FY1995 Request 
· Quant I ty Mount 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference---
Author hat ion Authortzatton Change to Request 

Quantity Amount Quantity Alll>unt Quantity ~nt 

-- Conference FY95 -­
Author1zat 1on 

Quantity '->unt 
.... ···························-··········· ....... ---···--· ····--·· ........ ........ ---····· ···-···· ·-······ ........ . ...... . 

26 ROCKET, HYDRA 70, All TYP~S 
27 PRIMER PERCUSSION "82 
28 DEJD..ITIOll MUNITIONS. All TYPES 
29 GREllADES, ALL TYPES 
3o s16'1Ats. All TYPES 
31 SIMULATORS. All TYPES 
32 AlllO COMPONENTS, All TYPES 
33 "483 TO M864 CONVERSION 
34 UPWllE./JMPROVEHENT OF AJ4 
35 CllJ/P1ll All TYPES 
36 ITEMS LESS THAN SZ MILLION 
37 EOO EXPLOSIVE ITE~ / 
38 NltUllTIOI PECll.IAR EQUIPMENT 
39 ITEMS LESS THAii $2.0H (NM>) 
40 FIRST DESTlllATIOll TRANSP«ltTATIOH(AlltO) 
41 PROVIS'Olt OF lll>USTRIAL FACILITIES 
42 CtWONEllTS FM PROVE-OUT 
43 LAYAWAY Of lllJUSTRIAL FACILITIES 
44 PROVING GROUll> MOOEIUUZATION 
45 MAINTENANCE OF INACTIVE FACILITIES 
46 CONVENTIOllAL Atll> DEHILITARIZATION 
47 ARMS INITIATIVE 
48 lAAP FLEXIBLE MANUFACTUAIHG CENTER 

PRl<lt YEAR SAVINGS 
UNDISTRIBUTED 

TOTAL NMJNUIOll 

107,850 

23,356 
4, 167 

687 
9,388 
5,222 

7,084 
776 

4,645 
537 

4,713 
44,429 
2,238 

26,774 
1,361 

48.142 
95,469 

I 844,644 

107,850 

23,356 
4, 167 

687 
9,388 
5,222 

1 ,084 
776 

4,645 
537 

4,713 
44,429 
2,238 

26,774 
1,361 

48,142 
95,469 

854,883 

107,850 

23,356 
4~167 

687 
9,388 
5,222 

7,084 
776 

4,645 
537 

4,713 
44,429 
2,238 

26,774 
1,361 

48,142 
100,469 

-79,800 
-7.761 

870,361 

5,000 

-46,440 

.......... 
58,177 I 

107.850 

2~,356 

4,167 
687 

9,388 
5,222 

7,084 
776 

4,645 
537 

4,713 
~.429 
2,238 

26,774 
1,361 

48,142 
100,469 

-46,440 

.......... 
902,821 
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Prior-year savings for procurement of ammuni­

tion-Army 
The conferees agree to the following prior­

year savings from fiscal year 1994 Army am­
munition programs: 

[Dollars in millions] 

Item: 
35mm M968 ............................... . -5.55 
105mm M490Al TP-T ................ . -7.4 
105mm M490AT TP-T tank ....... . -10.0 
105mm M724Al DS-TP .............. . -5.0 
105mm M724Al DS-TP tank ..... . -10.0 
Upgrade/improvement of AT-4 .. -5.0 
CAD/PAD, all types ................. . -1.36 

Ammo components, all types ... ___ -_2_.1_3 

Total . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . - 46.44 
120 millimeter tank ammunition 

The House report (H. Rept. 103-499) di­
rected the Secretary of the Army to main­
tain the 120 millimeter tank load operation 
at the Milan Army Ammunition Plant until 
the Secretary certifies to the congressional 
defense committees that it would be cost-ef­
fective to perform this function elsewhere. 

The Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) con­
tained similar direction. 

The conferees agree that fact-of-life 
changes have negated the need for the Sen­
ate and House direction. 

OTHER PROCUREMENT, ARMY 

Overview . 

The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­
tained an authorization of $2,690.2 million for 
Other Procurement, Army. The Senate bill 
would authorize $2,677.7 million. The House 
amendment would authorize $2,651.2 million. 
The conferees recommend authorization of 
$2,624.7 million, as delineated in the follow­
ing table. Unless noted explicitly in the 
statement of managers, all changes are made 
without prejudice. 
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""""' --- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conference fY95 --
(X) 
~ 

P-1 FY1995 Request Authortzatton Authorization Change to Request Authortzatton 
~ 

LINE ITEH Quanttty Amount Quant tty Amount Quantity Amount Quant tty Mot.mt Quant tty -..nt 

---- ----·-·-------··················-······ ···---- -----·-·· ------·- -------- ··-····· ·······- ........ ........ ····-··· --------· 
OTHER PROCUREMENT. ARMY 
TACTICAL AltD SUPP<ltT VEHICLES 

1 TACTICAL TRAILERS/DOLLY SETS 25,301 25,301 25,301 25,301 
-2 SE"ITRAILER. TANK, 50006 
3 SEMITRAILER VAN CGO SUPPLY 12T M129A2 99 4,851 99 4,851 99 4,851 99 4,851 
4 HI tOI tu..TI-PURP VHL VEH (llllN)(ttYP) 1,360 108,119 1,360 108,119 1.360 108, 119 1,360 108,11, 
5 FMJLY OF MEDlllt TACTICAL VEH (MVP) 3,535 382,739 3,535 332,739 3,535 382,739 -185 -18, 100 3,350 364,639 
6 HEAVY EQUIPMENT TRANSPORTER SYS 

~ 7 FAMILY HEAVY TACTICAL VfHICLES (MYP) 16,459 16,459 36,459 16,459 0 
8 MEDlllt TRUCK EXTEllJEO SVC PGH (ESP) z 

~ 
9 tO>IFICATIOlt Of IN SVC EQUIP 11,817 11,817 11.817 U,817 ~ 

10 ITEMS LESS THAii $2.0K,(TAC VEH) 201 201 201 201 VJ 
VJ 

11 PASSEllGER CARRYING VEHICLES ~ 

0 
12 GENERAL PtltPOSE VEHICLES z 
13 SPECIAL PtRPOSE VEHICLES > 

~ 

14 SYSTEM FIELDING SUPP<MT PEO 5,477 5,477 5,477 5.477 ~ 15 PROJECT MANAGEMENT SUPPORT 2,501 2.501 2.501 2,501 ~ 

16 SYSTEM FIELDING SUPPmlT (TACOtt) 2,114 2.114 2.114 2.114 0 
~ 

17 SPARES ANO REPAIR PARTS OPA-1 ~ 
CClllJNICATIOHS Afl> llECTROUCS EQUIPHDT ~ 18 JCSE EQUIPHENT (USREDC~) 1,825 1,825 1,825 1,825 0 

19 DEFENSE SATELLITE COlltUNJCATIONS SYS 104,536 104.536 104,536 104.536 c 
VJ 

20 SAT TERM, EllJT 312 15.059 312 15,059 312 15,059 312 15,059 t"r:I 

·21 GW CONTROL 
22 llAVSTAR GLOBAL POSITIONING SYSTEH 5,785 32.336 5,785 32,336 5,785 32,336 5,785 32,336 
23 HILSTAR EOft.TERMINAL 
24 GROUll> CCHWI> POST 5,948 5,948 5,948 5,948 
25 tQ) Of 1•-svc EQUIP (TAC SAT) 5,375 5,375 5,375 5,375 
26 ttSE ~ IN SERVICE 33,495 33,495 33,495 33,495 
27 CMWI> CEITER IMPROVEMENT PROG (CCIP) 3,664 3,664 3,664 3,664 ~ 
28 sm THEATER Ctl> ' CONTROL SYS (STACCS) 12,095 12,095 12,095 12,095 ~ 
29 WWtl:CS INFORMATION SYSTEM (WIS) ~ 

Cl) 

""'" 30 AAtlY DATA DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM (AOOS) 9,558 9,558 9,558 9,558 ._ 
31 lllllLE SUBSCRIBER EQUIP (MSE) s~ 

._ 
~ 
~ 
~ 



~ 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference---
~ 

-- Conference FY95 -- ~ 
Ct.> 

P-1 FY1995 Request Author tzat ton Authortzatton Change to Request Authortzatt°" ~ 

N 

LINE ITEM Quanttty llalount Quant tty Ml>tmt Quant tty AID.Int Quant tty Am.mt Quant tty Mount "t\:) 

--·· ·······------·-····--·····---------·--· ------- -----···· ·······- ···-·--- ------·· ........ . ....... ................ . ----- N 
~ 

32 SINCGARS FAMILY 367,382 367 ,382 367,382 367,382 ~ 
~ 

33 SW ASIA CMt INFRASTRUCTURE 
34 EN; COIHJNICATIOIS 12,067 12,067 49,867 37,800 49,867 
35 ltOO OF IN-SVC EQUIP (EAC COMM) 11,774 11,774 . 11, 774 ll,774 
36.. c~E CONTINGENCY/FIELDING EQUIP 8,128 8,128 8,128 8,128 
_37 TSEC - ARMY KEY lliT SYS (AKMS) 
38 TSEC - lllfCIUtATION SYSTEM SECllUTY 13,083 13,083 13,083 13,083 
39 TSEC - TEMPEST (COMSEC) 

() 
40 TSEC - TRUllK EllCRYPTIOll DEVICES (TED) 0 
41 TSEC/KG-84, OED LOOP ENCRYP DEV z 

C') 
42 TSEC/KY-99, MllTERM ~ 
43 TSEC - SEC VOICE IMPRV PROG (COHSEC) C/l 

C/l 

44 TSEC - ITEMS LESS THAf\1 $2.0tt (COHSEC) -0 
45 TSEC - JCSE EQJP 531 531 531 531 z 
46 TERRESTRIAL TRAllSMISSION 899 899 899 899 > 

t"-1 

47 C-E FACILITIES/PROJECTS 614 614 614 614 ~ 48 DEFENSE DATA IETIDU< (OON) 2,743 2,743 2,743 2,743 n 
49 ELECTR<IMG CCW PROG (EMCP) 881 881 881 881 0 

~ 
50 W TEcH CON I .. PROG (WTCIP) . zoo 200 200 200 ~ 
51 lllf<UATION SYSTEMS 22,000 22,000 22,000 22,000 ~ 52 DEFEllSE MESSAGE SYSTEM (l»tS) 16,468 16,468 .16,468 16,468 0 
53 LOCAL AREA N£TI«JRK (LAN) 16,954 16,954 16,954 16,954 c::: 

C/l 

54 PEITMiON TELECmt CTR (PTC) 3,118 3,118 3,118 3,118 ~ 

55 FmtEIGN COUNTERllTELLIGENCE PROGRAH 210 210 ~10 210 
56 GENERAL OEFEISE INTELL PROG (GOIP) 31,097 31,097 31,097 31,097 
57 ITEMS LESS THAii $2.0M (INTEL SPT) 1,376 1,376 1.376 1,376 
58 ALL SOURCE ANALYSIS SYS (ASAS) (TIARA} 28,247 18,247 28,247 -4,700 23,547 
59 C<llWl>ERS TACTICAL TERll (CTT) (TIARA) 24 8,228 24 8,228 24 13,228 5,000 24 13,228 
60 HF COMINT SYSTEM (TIMA) 
61 JEW ~ GM> BASE CClll>M SENSORS (TIARA) 58,826 53,826 58,826 58,826 
62 DEFEISE AIRBCllNE RECOii PROGRM (DARP) 2,428 2,428 1,028 -1,400 1,028 
63 JOINT STMS (ARMY) (TIARA) 55,638 55,638 55,638 55,638 
64 DIGITAL TOPOGRAPHIC SPT SYS (DTSS) (TIA 12,835 7,835 12,835 -5,000 7,835 
65 MUG INTERDICTION PROGRAM (TIARA) ~ 

"""' a;i 
~ 
~ 
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0) 
P:-1 FYJ995 Request Author hat Ion Authorizatton Change to Request Authorization 
LINE ITEM Quant tty Amount Quantity Amount Quantity Aamunt Quantity Mot.mt Quant tty 1-Junt 
.... ···-···-··············-·············-·- ....... ·-------- ........ ·······- ·-·--··- -----··· ........ -------- -------- --

66 TACT ELEC SlltV SYS (TESS)(TIARA) 4,669 4,669 4,669 4,669 
67 TROJAN (TIARA) 22,319 22.319 22.319 22,319 
68 MOO Of IN-SVC EQUIP (INTEL SPT)(TIARA) 15,295 15.295 15,295 15,295 
69 ITEMS LESS THAlt $2.0H (TIARA) 
70 CLOSE CC»UT DECOYS 
71 llX> Of IN-SVC EQUIP (EV) 
72 LESS THAii $2.0H (EV) CNP GEM 1,763 1,763 1,763 1,763 
73 LT SPEC DIV INTERIM SEllSOR (LSOIS) 1,889 l,889 1,889 1,889 n 
74 FNll GBS 64,316 64,316 64.316 64,lUi 0 
75 llGMT VISIOI QJVICES 78,362 98,362 80,612 2,250 ao.112 z 

~ 
76 PHYSICAL suaanv SYSTEMS 10,222 10.222 10,222 10,222 ~ 
77 ARTILLEAY actUUCY EQUIP 9,454 9.454 9,454 1,454 Vl 

Vl 

78 tQ> Of II-SVC ECJJIP (TAC SURV) 4.603 4.603 4,603 4,I03 .. 
0 

7~ llTECIATED •T SYS SEllS«llS (IMETS) 7,004 7,004 1,004 7,004 z 
> 80 NW FJt:t..D ¥TIL TACT DATA SYS (AFATOS) 313 32,610 313 32,610 3,610 -313 -24.410 . 8,200 r-4 

81 FIRE SUPPmtT AQA COIVERSION 142 13, 212 142 13,212 142 13,212 -1,600 142 11,612 ~ 82 IMITl&L Fl~E SPT AUT<llATIC SYS (IFSAS) n 
83 aer SVC SUPT COllTROL SYS (CSSCS) 42 6,020 42 6.020 42 6,020 42 6,020 0 

~ 
84 C<MPS/THEATER NIP SVC CTR (CTASC) 2.006 2,006 2,006 Z,006 

~ 85 FMO CZ 14,252 14,252 14,252 14,252 
86 FORWARD ENTRY DEVICE (FED) . 100 100 100 100 0 
87 CQlfOI HNt111ME SOFTWARE e 

Vl 

88 LIFE CYCLE SOfTlllME SUPPMT (LCSS) 1,697 1,697 1,697 1,697 ~ 

89 LOGTECH 4,669 4,669 4,669 4,669 
90 ISYSCOll EQUIPMENT 
91 tWIEUYEl COITROl SYSTEM (ICS) 

, 92 STANIS TACTICAL CCWUTERS (STACC»tP) 21,850 21,850 21,850 21,850 
93 STAlllARO llTEGRATED Cll> POST SYSTEM 25,085 25,085 25,085 25,085 
94 AUTaMATED Ot\TA MOCESSlllG EQUIP 122,419 122,419 1~2.419 -12.000 110,419 
ff RESQlV£ t• AUTCMATl(Jtl SYS (RCAS) 101.~6 101,546 101,546 101,546 )i. 

96 AFITS 2,993 2,993 2,993 2,913 ~ 
97 ITEMS LESS THAI $2.0M (A/V) 3,850 3,850 3,850 3,850 

~ 
~ 
~ 

98 CALIBRATIOM SETS EQUIPMENT 10,349 10,349 10,349 10,349 ....... 

gg llT~GRATEO FAMILY Qf TEST EQUIP (IFTE) 58,216 58,216 58,216 58,216 ..t~ 

....... 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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~ 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conference FY95 -- ~ 
~ 

P-1 FY1995 Request Authortzat ton Author tzat Ion Change to ~equest Authortzatton ~ 

1-.4 

LINE ITEM Quantity Allount ~antity 1-xmt Quant tty Amount Quant tty Mc>lmt Quant tty Ammt "'~ 

··-· ··------------------------------------- -----·· ........• ·-·----- ·------- -------- -------- ··-··--- -----·-· -·------ ----···· 1-.4 
\'..C 

100 SltiP TEST EQUIP-INTERNAL COtlJUST ENGS \'..C 
~ 

101 TIU: MOOERNIZATIOll (TIO>) 11,188 11.188 11,188 ll, 188 
102 INITIAL SPARES - PEO CCS 
103 INITIAL SPARES - PEO C<»lt 
104 INITIAL SPARES - PEO IEW 
105 INITIAL SPARES - PEO STAHIS 
106 INITIAL SPARES - MON PEO 
10] ARMY PRINTlllG All> BlllHNG EQUIPMENT 

~ 
108 lllSTALLATIOll C4 UPGRADE- (ICU) 2.274 2,274 2,274 2.274 0 
109 PECIP AllO (JllP z 

C') 
110 PR<X>UCTJOll BASE SUPPORT (C-E) 849 849 849 849 ~ 
111 SPECIAL PROGRAMS Vl 

Vl 
OT~R SUP~T EQUIPMENT """4 

0 
112 SIMP COLL PROT EQUIP H20 z 
113 COLL PROT EQUIP, NBC TEMPER, TENT M2 10.310 10,310 10,310 10,31(),- > 

r4 
114 MASK, PROTECTIVE, NBC "40/"42 24,980 24,980 24,980 2~.980 ~ 115 REtlJTE SEllSll16 CHEM AGENT Al.ARM XH21 156 18,975 156 18,975 156 18,975 156 18,975 ~ 

116 IMPROVED CHEKICAL AGENT MONIT<ll 2,778 2,778 2,778 2,778 0 
~ 

117 AUTO CHEM AGENT ALARH (IUDA), XH22 388 13,046 388 13,046 388 13,046 388 13,046 t; 

118 OECONTAltllATE APP P\ll DR LT WT Ml7 ~ 119 GEii SHK HECH:MTRm DUAL PlllP XM56 71 12,500 71 12.SQO 71 12,500 71 12,500 0 
120 RADIATION MONITORING SYSTEM (OPA-3) c::: 

Vl 
121 JOlllT BIOLOGICAL DEFENSE PROGRAM 20,416 20,416 -20,416 ~ 

122 TOWED ASSAULT BRIDGE 
123 DISPENSER. MIME "139 179 16.311 179 16,311 179 16,311 179 16,311 
124 DETECTING SET, "IME, Alf/PSS-12 

, 125 AIR COll>ITIOllERS VARIOUS SIZE/CAPACITY, 3,017 3,017 3,017 3,017 
126 STAlllARD INTEGRATED OI> POST SYSTEM 
127 CHEM/BIO PROTECTIVE SHELTER 51 9,539 51 9,539 -2,500 51 ·1 ,039 
128 FIRETRUCKS 
129 SPACE HEATER 564 2,832 564 2,832 564 2.832 564 2,832 
130 SOLDIER EIUIANCEHEllT 
131 FORCE PROVIDER 10,741 10,741 10,741 10,741 
132 REFRIGERATION EQUIPMENT 4,788 4,788 1,888 ·2.900 1,888 ~ 

""""' (X) 
~ 

" 
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~ P-1 FY1995 Request Authorization Authorization Change to Request Author bat 1on 
LINE ITEM Quantity Amount Quantity Amount Quantity ltlount Quant tty t.aunt ~ant tty Mount 
.... ······················------····-······ ······- -·······- -------- ---·············· ........ ·······- ........ -------- ---

133 ITEMS LESS THAii $2.0M (CSS-EQ) 4,380 4,380 4.380 4,380 
134 JAJI( ASSEteLY FAB C<lLAPSIBLE POL 10000 94 947 94 947 94 947 94 ~1 
135 TANK ASSY, FAS COi.LAPS, 20,000 GAL POL 
136 LAB PETROl.Ellt llJOULM BASE l 2,360 1 2,360 1 2,360 1 2,360 
137 lift.All> PETROLEUM OISTRIBUTIOll SYSTEH 3,678 3,678 3.678 3,678 
138 Fml'IARO AREA REFUELlllG SYS JV)V AVIAT 
1'9 HEMTT AVIATl()lt REFUELlllG SYSTEM 113 2,986 113 2,986 113 2,986 113 2 ... 
140 ITEMS LESS THAI $2.0M (POL) 7,726 7,726 7,726 7,726 

~ 
141 WATEI NUF UlllT REV OS 3000 GPH 0 
142 n1> AREA m POlllT SUP "SYSTEM 155 2,731 155 2,731 1~5 2,731 155 2,731 z 

~ 
143 ~l MOBILE W~TER CHILLER (SHWC) 185 1,907 185 l,907 185 1,907 185 1,907 ~ 
144 ITEMS LESS TllAI J2.0ll (WATER EQ) 3,017 3,017 3,017 3,017 Vl 

I Vl 
145 CC»llAT ~T MfDI~ 16,574 16,574 16,574 .i.574 ... 

0 
146 SHCI' EQ C•TACT Miil TRK M~D (MYP) 118 2,832 118 2,832 118 2.832 118 . 2,832 z 
147 TOCl. OUTFIT HYDRAULIC ~PAIR 3/4 TRl MT 23 2.099 23 2,099 23 Z,099 23 2.099 > 

~ 

148 IT~ LESS THAI $2.0ll (MAINT EQ) 1.152 1,152 1.152 1,152 ~ 149 CmtPACT(lt HI-SPEED TAii» SELF PROP(CCE) ~ 

150 ROLLER. VIBRAT~Y. SELF-PROPELLEO(CCE) 31 5,876 31 5,876 31 5,876 31 5,876 0 
~ 

151 CIUSNUIG/SClffllllG PlAflT. 150 TPH 

~ 152 ITEMS LESS THAI $2.0M (CONST EQUIP) 3,396 3,396 3,396 3,396 
153 LOGISTIC SUPPORT VESSEL (LSV) 0 
154 CAUSEWAY SY$TEJG 14,309 14,309 14,309 ~ 

Vl 
155 RAILWAY CM, FLAT, 100 TC* 97 11,617 97 11,617 97 11,617 97 11,817 "' 15' ITEMS LESS THAI $2.0M (FLOAT/RAIL) 2,246 2,246 2.246 2,246 
1$7 GEllOAT<ltS ~ ASSOCIATED EQUIP 25,194 25,194 25,194 25,194 
HI f'IOIT/Slt>( LOt\QEJ f~lfT, CBO. PT, 
151 ITOIS LESS T~ $2.0M (tiff) 4,728 4,728 4,728 4,728 
160 C<llAT Wlllll' CEITERS SUPIQT 20,138 20, 138 20,138 Z0,138 
llJ TRAl,IUI& OEVIC£S, IOllSr5TEJi . 99,339 99,339 99,339 -13,400 15,931 
1'2 Sl"IT/CLOSJ CftAT T~TICAl llAllER 32,038 32,038 32,038 32,031 > 
lf) SYSTO flEL.fl" SUPJOU (OPA-l) 13,965 13,965 U,965 13,165 ~ s:: 
164 SPMES All> IEPAI• P~TS OPA-3 ~ 

~ 

165 ~ LEVEL COM'l EQUl~IT 9,322 9.322 9,322 t,322 ..... 
166 MMS COITaOl C•LIAJICE 3.521 3.521 3.521 3,521 ... t-.:> 

..... 
~ 

~ 



--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- --· Conference f\'95 --
P-1 FY1995 Request Authorization Authorization Change to ~t Author1zat 1on ~ 

LlllE ITEM Quantity Amount Quant tty Anl>unt Quant tty t.xmt t)Janttty t.Junt t)Janttty Mount 0 z ---· ·····---·-----------------··········--- ....... ---·-···· ·····--· ----··-- ........ ·--·--·· -------- --·--·-· -------- -- ~ 

167 CCltBIHED DEFENSE lftPROVEtlENT PROJECT 3,143 3.143 3,143 3,141 ~ 
Vl 

168 MOOIFICATUll OF Ill-SVC EQUIP (OPA-3) 36.447 36.447 36,447 36,447 Vl 
1-4 

169 PRODUCTION BASE SUPIQT (OTH) 1,887 1,887 1,887 1,887 0 z 
170 JIDJSTRIAL ta>ERllZATION INCENTIVE > 
171 ·SPECIAL EQUIPMENT FM USER TESTING 10,517 1o:s11 . 10.517 10,517 r4 

172 OPA INITIAL. SPARES 75,650 75,650 75.650 -4,150 71,500 ~ 
173 TRACTM ACE ~ 

0 
174 OPERATIOIW. PROJECT STOCKS ~ 

175 NATlllAL GAS UTILIZATIOIL r 
176 CLOSED ACCOUICT ADJUSTt£NTS ~ · 

1761 BATTLEFIELD COMBAT IDEITIFICATION 150 11.000 
0 e 

-···--·-·· -------·-· -----~-·-· 
.......... . ......... Vl 

~ 

TOTAL OTHER PROCl.REMUT MMY 2,690,233 2,651,233 2,677 ,719 -65,52& 2,624.707 
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Medium tactical trucks 

The budget request contained $382.7 mil­
lion to procure 3,535 medium trucks under 
the Army's family of medium tactical truck 
(FMTV) program. 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount, but would prohibit obliga­
tion of 75 percent of the funds until the 
Under Secretary of Defense (Acquisition and 
Technology) reports to the congressional de­
fense committees on a variety of issues. 

The House amendment would reduce the 
requested amount by $50.0 million. 

The conferees agree to authorize $364.6 mil­
lion for this program, without limitations on 
the obligation of funds. The conferees under­
stand that the Army is considering termi­
nation or another lengthy stretch-out of this 
program in fiscal year 1996, because of budg­
et reductions and because the Army believes 

that trucks are a lower priority than weap­
ons systems. 

The conferees are concerned that the 
Army's position is short-sighted. Fast-mov­
ing projection forces are only as effective as 
their logistics system. Some of the Army's 
tactical trucks were built in the early 1950s, 
and Operation Desert Storm/Desert Shield 
revealed significant deficiencies. It is a fal­
lacy that the Army could procure adequate 
trucks in a crisis from the commercial sec­
tor. 

The Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) argued 
that it makes little sense for the Army, Ma­
rine Corps, and the reserve components to 
pursue separate truck modernization pro­
grams-all of which are underfunded. The 
conferees believe this course makes even less 
sense if FMTV is stretched out further. The 
conferees endorse the analysis and reporting 

requirement described in the Senate report 
and establish a deadline for the report of 
March 15, 1995. The conferees urge the Sec­
retary of Defense to carefully review the 
Army's proposed budget for the FMTV pro­
gram. 

AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, NAVY 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­
tained an authorization of S4,786.3 million for 
Aircraft Procurement, Navy. The Senate bill 
would authorize $4,535.6 million. The House 
amended would authorize $4 ,588.0 million. 
The conferees recommend authorization of 
$4,491.8 million, as delineated in the follow­
ing table. Unless noted explicitly in the 
statement of managers, all changes are made 
without prejudice. 



~ 

~ 
--- House fY1995 --- --- Senate FV1995 ----Conference--- -- Conf~rence FY95 -- ~ 

Cl) 

P-1 FY1995 Request Authorization Authortzatton Change to Request Authortz1t1on """' ._ 
LINE ITEM Quantity Allount Quant tty Annmt Quantity Alo.mt Quant tty Allount Qt41nttty Mount ... t-.:> 

---- ~--·-························-········· ....... ......... -·····-· -······· -·-·-··- -······· ···---·· -------- .......... --- ._ 
<:.c 

AIRCWT PROCURE~NT. llAVY <:.c 
~ 

1 EA-68/REMFG (ELECT WARFARE) PROWLER 
2 ~V-88 (V/STOL)HARRIER 4 130,216 4 130,216 4 130,216 4 130,216 
3 AV-88 ADV~E PROClllEHENT (CY) 15,528 15,528 15,528 15,528 
4 f-14A/O (FIGHTER) T«»tCAT 
5 f /A-18C/D (FIGHTER) IDlNET (MVP) 24 1,032,368 24 1,032,368 17 782,368 -98,400 24 933,968 
6 . f-18 ADVMCE PROCUREMENT (CY) 84,792 84,.792 44,792 84,792 
1 tH/llt-53£ (HELICOPTER) SUPER STALLION 41,084 41,084 4 101,084 41,084 {j 
8 CH/MH-53 ADVANCE PROCUREHENT (CY) 

I 
0 

9 Alf.lW (HELICOPTER) SEA CmRA 12 141,721 12 141,721 l'2 . 141,721 12 141,721 z 
~ 

10 SH-608 (ASW HELICOPTER) SEAHAWK ~ 
11 SH-608 AOVMCE PROC~MEllT (CY) C/l 

C/l 

12 SH-:60f CV (ASW HELICOPTER) 7,602 7,602 7 ,602 . -0 
13 SH-60F AOVMCE PROClltEMEllT (CY) z 

> 14 E-2C (EARLY VARllNG) HAWKEYE 4 285,759 4 285,759 4 285,75~ -29,600 4 25&, 159 ~ 

15 E-2C N>VAMt.E PROClllEMEIT (CY) 41,669 41,669 41,669 41.669 ~ 
16 t-20 {j 

17 T-45TS (TRAllER) GOSHAWK 12 214.220 12 214,220 12 214,220 12 2i4,220 0 
~ 

18 T-45 ADVANCE PROCUREttENT (CY) 31,180 31,180 31,180 31,180 tj 

19 HH-60H (HELICOPTER) 39,895 22.795 39,895 39,895 ~ 
M(l)Jf ICATIOll Of AIRCRAFT 0 

20 A-6 SERIES e 
C/l 

21 EA-6 SERIES 38,372 38.372 -38,372 tT1 

22 AV-8 SERIES 22,915 22,915 22,915 22,915 
23 f-14 SERIES 158,326 158.326 158,326 158,326 
24 ADVERSARY 211 211 211 211 

I 25 ES-3 SERIES 19,310 19,310 -19,310 
26 f-18 SERIES 86,088 52,088 46,088 -40.000 46.088 
27 H-46 SERIES 95,919 95,919 95,919 95,919 
28 H-53 SERIES 53,814 53,814 53,814 53,814 
29 SH-60 SERIES 59,803 47,929 59,803 -11,874 47 ,929 
30 H-1 SERIES 95,874 95,874 95,874 95,874 
31 H-2 SERIES 
32 H-3 SERIES 3,'862 3,862 3,862 3,862 ~ 

~ 

~ 
~ 



P-1 
LINE ITEM 

FY1995 Request 
Quanttty Allount 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference---
Authortzat ion Authorization Change to R~est 

Quantity Anlount Quantity ~nt Quantity Amount 

·-·· ·············--·-··-··············-·--- ------- -------·- ....... . ·······- ······-- --······ ·---···· 
33 DARP ID>S 
34 P-3 SERIES 
35 S-3 SERIES 
36 E-2 SERIES 
37 TRAINER A/C SERIES 
38 C-130 SERIES 
39 .FEWSG 
40 CARGO/TRANSPORT A/C SERIES 

KC-135 MULTIPOINT MODIEJCATIONS 
41 E-6 SERIES 
42 EXECUTIVE HELICOPTERS SERIES 
43 VARIOUS 
44 T-45 SERIES 
45 pOW£A Pl.ANT CHANGES 
46 MISC FLIGHT SAFETY CHMGES 
47 COIOI ECM EQUIPMENT 
48 CMl>N AVl~ICS CHANGES 
49 SPARES ANO REPAIR PARTS A.PH 
50 COIH>ll GllOUfl) EQUIPMENT 
51 AIRCRAFT JllJUSTRIAL FACILITIES 

------ 52 WAR COltSUMBLES 
53 OTHER PROOUCTIOI CHARGES 
54 SPECIAL Sa.PORT EQUIPMENT 
55 FIRST DESTlllATIOI TRANSPORTATION 
56 CANCELLED ACCOUNT ADJUSTMENTS 

TOTAL AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT NAVY 

21,714 
104,253 
40,891 

187, 139 
276 

17,390 
8,931 

22,727 

90,482 
38,093 . . 

6,316 
13,624 

171 
12,664 
84,092 

916,436 
391,534 
38,320 
18,512 
50,351 
18, 172 
3,649 

4,786,265 

21.714 
104,253 
22,491 

159,539 
276 

17.390 
8.931 

22,727 

81,482 
33,093 

6,316 
13,624 

171 
12,664 
74,092 

916,436 
391,534 
38,320 
18,512 
50,351 
18, 172 
3,649 

.......... 
4,588,007 

21,714 
136,253 
40,891 

187,139 
276 

17,390 
8,931 

22,727 

90,482 
38,093 

6,316 
13,624 

171 

84,092 
~16,436 

391,534 
38,320 
18,512 
50,351 

. 18,172 
3,649 

---·--···· 
4,535,601 

-18,400 
-27,600 

25,800 
-9,000 
-5,000 

-12.664 
. -10,000 

............ 
-294,420 . 

-- Conference fY95 -­
Authorizat ton 

Quantity ~nt 

------
21,714 

104,253 
. 22,491 

159,539 
276 

17,390 
8,931 

22,727 
25,800 
81,482 
33,093 

6,316 
13,624 

171 

74,092 
:916,436 
391,534 
38,320 
18,512 
50,351 
18,172 
3,649 

--······ 
4,491,845 

~ 
0 z 
~ 

~ 
Vl 
Vl 

""""' 0 z 
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~ 
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~ 
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FIA-18 CID aircraft 

The budget request included Sl,032.4 mil­
lion to buy 24 F/A-18 CID aircraft in fiscal 
year 1995 and $84.8 million for advance pro­
curement of 24 aircrafts in fiscal year 1996. 

The House amendment would approve the 
requested amount. The House report (H. 
Rept. 103-499) noted that the Navy is select­
ing an identification friend or foe (IFF) de­
vice. The report also noted that an IFF in­
terrogator/transponder had already been de­
veloped for export versions of F/A-18 CID air­
craft. The report directed the Secretary of 
the Navy to incorporate a non-developmen­
tal IFF into the aircraft, beginning with lot 
19. 

The Senate bill would authorize 17 aircraft 
and a total of $826.7 million for F/A-18 CID 
production and advance procurement. The 
Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) stated that 17 
aircraft for the Department of the Navy, in 
addition to foreign sales, would be sufficient 
to maintain production. The report indicated 
that the Navy should plan to buy the more 
capable F/A-18 E/F in greater quantities 
when that version becomes available. 

The conferees agree to provide $934.0 mil­
lion to buy 24 F/A-18 CID aircraft in fiscal 
year 1995 and $84.8 million for advance pro­
curement of 24 aircraft in fiscal year 1996. 

The conferees support the House initiative 
regarding procurement of a non-developmen­
tal IFF interrogator/transponder. However, 
the conferees note that there is more than 
one non-developmental interrogator/trans­
ponder available. Because savings derived 
from competition could be substantial, the 
conferees direct the Secretary of the Navy to 
ensure that the IFF requirement is satisfied 
through competitive procedures. 
CHIMH-53E helicopters 

The budget request included $41.1 million 
for the CH-53 helicopter. The Navy had 
planned to buy four CH-53E helicopters in 
fiscal year 1995, but now plans to shift some 
of its MH-53E and CH-53E helicopters from 
airborne mine countermeasures (AMCM) and 
vertical on-board delivery (VOD) squadrons 
to the Marine Corps. These shifts persuaded 
the Navy that it could truncate procurement 
of the CH:_53Es at the end of the fiscal year 
1994 buy. 

The Senate bill would provide an addi­
tional $60.0 million for buying four CH-53 
helicopters to support Marine Corps and 
Navy VOD lift requirements and preclude the 
need to reduce AMCM force structure. 

The House amendment would authorize the 
requested amount. 

The conferees agree to provide S41.l mil­
lion. The conferees note that these funds 
were requested for production line shutdown 
costs on the CH-53 program. The conferees 
understand that the Marine Corps may de­
sire to use these funds to purchase two addi­
tional helicopters rather than terminate the 
program. The conferees would not object to 
the use of these funds for this purpose. 
EA-6B modifications 

The budget request included $38.4 million 
for EA-6B modifications. The Navy intended 
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to use these funds for various structural and 
common configuration modifications, includ­
ing the block 89A, wing center sections, pod 
hardback, and band 9/10 transmitter modi­
fications. 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House bill would not authorize any 
funds in fiscal year 1995 for EA-6B modifica­
tions. 

The House and Senate reports (H. Rept. 
103-499 and S. Rept. 103-282) directed the Sec­
retary of the Navy to carry out a robust, 
lower cost alternative to the advanced capa­
bility (ADVCAP) upgrade program. 

The Senate recedes. The conferees agree to 
authorize no funds for EA-6B modifications 
in fiscal year 1995. 

The conferees direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to proceed with a lower cost alter­
native to the now-terminated advanced capa­
bility (DVCAP) upgrade program. Although 
the conferees are aware that the Navy is 
awaiting the results of a joint Navy/Air 
Force airborne electronic warfare (EW) 
study before commencing any alternative 
upgrade program for the EA-6B, the con­
ferees are concerned that any delay in initi­
ating these upgrades could foreclose the 
Navy's ability to capitalize on its prior 
ADVCAP investment. Furthermore, a failure 
to capture current technology through de­
laying the program could result in a require­
ment for a new aircraft that is unaffordable. 

The conferees direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to immediately commence a modifica­
tion program to address the structural and 
supportability problems associated with the 
EA-6B fleet. The conferees note the avail­
ability of the more than $475.0 million au­
thorized and appropriated in fiscal year 1993 
and 1994 for the EA-6Bl ADVCAP program, 
and direct the Secretary of the Navy to use 
those funds to initiate the structural up­
grade program. 

The conferees further direct the Secretary 
to report the results of the joint EW study, 
together with his recommendations for a 
lower cost alternative to the ADVCAP up­
grade, to the congressional defense commit­
tees by December 31, 1994. The conferees spe­
cifically prohibit any reprogramming of the 
remaining prior-year funds for other pur­
poses until the costs of the structural and 
tactic;al jamming system upgrades are fur­
ther committees. 
P-3 series modifications 

The budget request included $104.3 million 
for P-3 series modifications. 

The Senate bill would approve $136.3 mil­
lion for P-3 modifications, an increase of 
$32.0 million from the requested level. Of this 
amount, the Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) 
indicated that $25.0 million would provide for 
component testing, the development of a lo­
gistics and training infrastructure, and the 
procurement of additional anti-surface war­
fare (ASUW) improvement program (AIP) 
systems. The remaining $7.0 million would 
permit the Navy to complete procurement of 
new computers for the P-3C update III pro­
gram, a separate action necessary for P-3 
AIP. 

The House amendment would approve the 
requested amount. The House report (H. 
Rept. 103-499) noted that, between 1991 and 
the end of fiscal year 1995, the maritime pa­
trol aircraft (MPA) force structure will have 
been reduced from 37 squadrons to 22 squad­
rons. The House report expressed concern 
that the Navy may be reducing its MPA 
force structure too quickly. The House re­
port directed the Secretary of the Navy to 
submit a report describing how the loss of 
operational capability that would result 
from a reduction in MP A force structure 
below 22 squadrons could be offset by other 
Navy or Department of Defense assets. 

The conferees agree to approve the re­
quested amount and reiterate the require­
ment that the Secretary of the Navy provide 
the report originally required by the House 
report. 
Multipoint refueling modifications 

The budget request contained $25.8 million 
for making multipoint refueling modifica­
tions to KC-135 tanker aircraft. 

The Senate bill would delete these funds, 
based on information that the Air Force had 
cancelF3d the program. 

The House amendment would authorize the 
requested amount for multipoint modifica­
tions. 

The conferees are concerned by the slow 
progress in providing multipoint refueling 
capability for Air Force KC-135 tanker air­
craft. The conferees recently learned of a rel­
atively inexpensive French modification pro­
gram carried out in the United States to pro­
vide multipoint refueling for French KC-135 
tankers. Therefore, the conferees encourage 
the Secretary of Defense to establish an aer­
ial refueling initiative to consider a commer­
cial program for KC-135 multipoint refuel­
ing. 

To ensure that interoperability and low 
cost solutions are considered, the initiative 
should be administered with the oversight of 
the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisi­
tion and Technology, relying on advice and 
support from Air Force and Navy representa­
tives. 

Because multipoint refueling provides rel­
atively more improvements for Navy air­
craft, the conferees agree to provide the fis­
cal year 1995 funds to the Navy. The con­
ferees recommend $25.8 million for this ini­
tiative in the aircraft procurement, Navy ac­
count. The conferees understand that the 
initiative is included in the Future Years De­
fense Program and applaud the Secretary's 
interoperability initiatives. 
Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­
tained an authorization of $2,400.0 million for 
Weapons Procurement, Navy. The Senate bill 
would authorize $2,428.5 million. The House 
amendment would authorize $2,223.2 million. 
The conferees recommend authorization of 
$2,076.6 million, as delineated in the follow­
ing table. Unless noted explicitly in the 
statement of managers, all changes are made 
without prejudice. 
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--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conference FY95 -- ~ 
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P-1 FY1995 Request Authorization Authorization Change to Request Authortzatton 
LINE ITEM Quantity Amount Quantity Amunt Quantity Amount Quantity 1->tmt Quantity Mount 

·--- ---·-··-------·-····------·------------ -·----· ·-------- -------- -------- -------- -------- ------·- -·-··-·· --······ ····-···· 
WEAPONS PROCUREMENT, NAVY 

I TRIDENT I 13.481 13,481 13,481 13,481 
2 TRIDENT II 18 641,318 18 641,318 18 641,318 18 641,318 
3 TRIDENT II ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) 54.700 54,700 54,700 $4,700 
4 MISSILE INDUSTRIAL FACILITIES 212 212 212 212 
5 T<MWIAWK 217 301,993 217 261,993 217 301,993 -11,900 217 290,093 
6 NRAAH 106 84,287 106 84,287 106 ~.287 106 84,287 
7 HAR~ 58 68, 738 58 68, 738 58 68,738 58 68,738 

~ 
8 HARM 0 
9 STAll>ARD MISSILE 202 258.072 202 258,072 21>2 . 258,072 202 258,072 ~ 

10 RAM 240 .63,547 ~40 63,547 240 63,547 240 63,547 ~ 
. 11 HELLF IRE CJ} 

CJ} 

12 TOW IIA ~ 

0 
13 AERIAL TARGETS 122,242 122,242 122,242 122,242 z 
14 DRONES ANO DECOYS > 

~ 

15 OTHER MISSILE SUPPORT 8,848 8,848 8,848 8,848 ~ 16 Tt:IWtAWIC MOOS 17,435 17,435 17,435 17 ,435 ~ 

17 SPARROW MOOS 26,797 26,797 26,797 26,797 0 
~ 

18 SIDEWINDER t«lOS 3,541 3,541 3,541 3,541 tj 

19 PHOENIX MOOS ~ · 20 HARPO<ll HOOS 6,478 6,478 6,478 6,478 0 
21 HARM IO>S e 

CJ} 

22 STAll>ARD MISSILES tl()()S 32,610 32,610 32,610 32,610 t:rl 

23 WEAPONS lll>USTRIAL FACILITIES 22,855 51,355 28,500 51,355 
24 FLEET SATELLITE COHH (NYP) 125,480 73,180 125,480 ·us,480 
25 ORDNANCE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 5,994 5,994 5,994 5,99-4 

TORPEDOES AltO RELATED EQUIPMENT 
26 tlC-48 NX.AP TORPEDO (MYP) 
27 HK-50 Al.WT 
28 ASW TARGETS 10,9~1 10,951 10,951 ~ 
29 ASR.OC ~ 
30 VERTICAL LAUNCHED ASROC (VLA) t::: 

Cl) 
~ 

31 ADVANCE PROCUREHEllT (CY) '-
32 tl<-46 T<llPEDO MOOS 2,571 2,571 2,571 2,571 .. t\o 

'-c:c . 
c:c 
~ 
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N 

LINE ITEH Quantity Amount Quantity Amount Quant tty Amount Quantity Ammt C)Janttty Molmt '"t\j 

····- -·--·-·-··············---------········ ....... --·-····· ........ ........ ·····--- ........ -·-····· ........ .. ...... . ...•..• N 
'O 

33 llC-48 TORPEDO NJf.AP HOOS 52,341 52,300 52,341 ~2.341 'O. 
~ 

34 QUICKSTRIKE MINE 
35 tlC-60 CAPT«lt HOOS 
36 TORPEDO SUPPCltT EQUIPMENT 67,646 67,646 -32,646 35,000 
37 ~W RANGE SUPPMT 23,713 2~.713 23,713 23,713 
38 FIRST DESTINATION TRANSPMTATION . 5, 721 5,721 5,721 5,721 
39 SMALL ARMS All> WEAPONS 11,751 11, 751 11,751 11,751 
40 CHIS ID)S 49,047 49,047 49,047 49,047 • n 
41 5/54 GUN HOUllT MOOS 6,568 6,568 6,568 6,568 0 
42 tlC-75 7611t GUN MOUNT MOOS 2,068 2,068 2,068 2.068 z 

~ 
43 MOOS UlllER $2 MILLION 1,666 1,666 1,666 1.666 ~ 
44 CANCELLED ACCOUNT ADJU~TMENTS (/) 

(/) 

45 GEIERAL PlllPOSE BOteS 55,496 55,496 55,496 -55,496 -0 
46 2.75 INCH ROCICETS 14,500 14,500 14,500 -14,500 z 

> 47 MACHINE GUI AlltUNJTION 14,181 14,181 14.181 -14,181 ~ 

48 PRACTICE B<»tBS 2.827 12,827 2.827 -2,827 ~ 49 GATOR ~ 

50 CARTRIDGES I CART ACTUATED DEVICES 14,942 14,942 14.942 -14,942 0 

51 AIRCRAFT ESCAPE ROCKETS 9,963 9,963 9,963 -9,963 ~ 
52 AIR EXPEll>ABLE COUNTERMEASURES 12,088 12,088 12~088 I -12,088 ~ 
53 MARINE LOCATION MARKERS 781 781 781 -781 0 
54 DEF~NSE NUCLEAR AGENCY MATERIAL 455 455 455 -455 e 

(/) 

55 JATOS 1,418 1,418 1,418 -1.418 t'l1 

56 5 INCH/54 GUif AMMUNITION 52,965 59,965 52,965 -52,965 
57 CIWS NIUllTJOff 2,470 2,470 2,470 -2.470 
58 76* GUN NHJNITION 13,938 13,938 13,938 -13,938 
59 OTHER SHIP GUI NlllNITION 15, 139 15,139 15,139 -15,139 
60 SMLL ARMS I LMDING PARTY AlltO 14, 175 14, 175 14, 175 -14.175 
61 PYROTECHNIC ANO DEIO..ITIOI 15,502 15.502 15,502 -15,502 
62 MINE NEUTRALIZATION DEVICES 3,546 3,546 3,546 '">- -3,546 
63 SHIP £XPEll>ABLE COUITERMEASURES 9,173 9,173 9,173 -9,03 
64 SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS WPN 53,809 53,809 53,809 -53,809 

.......... . •........ .......... . ......... -········ 
TOTAL WEAPONS PROCURE~NT NAVY 2,400,039 2.223,246 2,428,539 -323,414 2,076,625 ~ 

I-' 
~ 
~ 
Qt 
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Tomahawk missile procurement 

The budget request included $302.0 million 
for the procurement of 217 Tomahawk mis­
siles. 

The Senate bill would approve the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would authorize the 
procurement of 217 missiles, but would re­
duce the requested amount by $40.0 million. 

The conferees agree to a reduction of $11.9 
m illion from the requested amount, consist­
ing of: 

(1) $2.6 million for an unsubstantiated pric­
ing adjustment associated with the fiscal 
year 1994 selection of a single prime contrac­
tor; and 

(2) $9.3 million for the capsule launch sys­
tem (CLS) for submarines. 

The conferees encourage the Navy to 
present its CLS projected inventory objec­
tive, and rationale for that inventory objec­
tive , with the .fiscal year 1996 budget submis­
sion. The conferees intend to specifically ex­
empt from this reduction funds budgeted for 
the Tomahawk precision strike initiative. 

SHIPBUILDING AND CONVERSION, NAVY 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­
tained an authorization of $5,585.4 million for 
Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy. The Sen­
ate bill would authorize $5,532.0 million. The 
House amendment would authorize $6,869.9 
million. The conferees recommend author­
ization of $5,619.9 million, as delineated in 
the following table. Unless noted explicitly 
in the statement of managers, all changes 
are made without prejudice. 
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P-1 FY1995 Request Author tzat ton Authorization Change to Request Authortzat ton ~ 

LINE ITE" Quant tty Motmt Quantity Amount Quant tty Amount · Quantity /mount ~nttty Amunt 
···· ····-·-·······---·-------------·-······-- ....... --------- ····--·- ........ ----·--- ·······- ----·--· ·-----·· ----- ........ 
SHIPBUILDING & CONVERSION, NAVY 

1 CARRIER REPLACEMENT PROGRAM 1 2,446,958 1 3,646.958 1 2,446,958 1 2,446,958 
2 CARRIER ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) 
3 SSN-21 
4 CVN REFUELING OVERHAULS 38,328 38,328 38,328 38,328 n 
5 CGN REFUELING OVERHAULS 0 z 
6 CGN ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY} ~ 

7 006-51 3 2,697,690 3 2.697,690 3 2,697,690 3 2,697,690 g; 
Vl 

8 OOG-51 ADVANCE PROClllEMENT (CY) Vl 
~ 

9 LHD-7 50,000 50,000 0 z 
10 LHD-7 ADVMCE PROCUREMENT 100,000 > 
11 LSD-41 (CARGO VARIANT), ~ 

12 HHC MINE HUNTER COAST_._ g; 
13 MCS CONV n 

0 
14 AE(C) 1 30,553 1 30,553 1 30,553 :;:d 

~ 15 AOE 
~ 16 OCEANOGRAPHIC SHIPS 

17 SERVICE CRAFT 0 e 
18 OUTFITIING 178,154 173.154 178,154 -5,000 173,154 Vl 

trl 
19 POST DELIVERY 166,937 156,~37 166,937 -10,500 156,437 
20 AFS (C) 1 22,837 1 22,837 1 22,837 
21 FIRST DESTINATION TRANSPORTATION 3,940 3,940 3,940 3,940 

NUCLEAR SUBMARINE HINE STEAH CONDENSERS 
PRIOR YEARS' PROGRAMS 
ESCALATIOft 

.......... .....•.... . .......... ···-······ ·········-
TOTAL SHIPBUILDING • CONVERSION 5,585,397 6,869,897 5,532,007 34,500 5,619,897 
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OTHER PROCUREMENT, NAVY 

Overview 
The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­

tained an authorization of $3,319.4 million for 

Other Procurement, Navy. The Senate bill 
would authorize $3,310.2 million. The House 
amendment would authorize $3,241.6 million. 
The conferees recommend authorization of 

$3,287.5 million, as delineated in the follow­
ing table. Unless noted explicitly in the 
statement of managers, all changes are made 
without prejudice. 
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Cr.> 
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"-
LINE ITEH Quantity MK>tmt Quantity Amunt C)lant lty Amtmt Quant tty Mount ~ant tty Mount ,.l\:> 

.... ·······-·-····-·········-··--·-·-······ ....... ······--- -------- ----·--· -------- -------- ---·-·-· -···---· ........ ---·--· "-
~ 

OTHER PROClltEMEllT, NAVY ~ 
~ 

SHIPS SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 
l l"-2500 GAS TllUlINE 7,429 7,429 7,429 7,429 
2 ALLISOll 501K GAS TURBINE 8,188 7,000 8,18& 8,188 
3 STEM PROPULSION IMPROVEMENT 303 303 303 303 
4 OTHER PROPULSION EQUIPMENT 4,384 4,384 4,384 ~.384 
5 OTHER GEllERATCllS 9,013 9.013 9,013 9,013 
6 OTHER PUMPS (j 
1 SUllMMtJNE PlltP RETROFIT .KITS 1.000 1,000 1,000 0 
8 HIGH PRESS~E AIR COMPRESSORS 172 172 172 •. 172 . z 

C') 
9 SUBMARlllE PROPELLERS 2~422 2,422 2,422 2.422 ~ 

· 10 OTHER PROPELLERS AND S~TS 2,480 2,480 2,480 2,480 CFJ 
CFJ 

11 .ELEC SUSP~ll>ED GYRO NAVIGATOR 2,561 2,561 2,561 . 2,561 1-"4 

0 
12 OTHER llAVIGATION EQUIPttENT 22,852 22,852 22,852 22,852 z 

> 13 Ull>ERWAY REPLENISHMENT EQUIPMENT 22.465 20,000 22,465 22,465 t"""C 

14 TYPE 18 PERISCOPES ~ 15 PERISCOPES All> ACCESSORIES (j 

16 Slll PERISCOPES & IMAGING EQUIP 20,868 20,868 20,868 20,868 0 
~ 

17 FIREFJGHTJIG EQUIPMENT 16,419 16,419 16,419 16,419 t; 

18 C<MWI> All> COlfTROL SWITCH80ARD 4,400 4,400 4,400 4,400 ~ 
19 POLLUTION COITROL EQUIPHENT 65,867 63,867 65,867 -2,000 63,867 0 
20 SUBMARINE SJLEIClllG EQUIPMENT 12. 711 12, 711 12, 711 12,711 c:::: 

CFJ 

· 21 SlllFACE SHIP SILENCING EQUIPHENT 205 205 205 205 tr1 

22 SUBMARINE BATTERIES 9,610 9,610 9,610 9,610 
23 STRATEGIC PLATFORM SUPPORT EQUIP 15,281 15,281 15,281 lS,281 
24 OSSP EQUIPMEIT 3,691 3,691 3,691 3,691 
25 MINESWEEPlllG EQUIPMENT 
26 HH&E ITEMS UlllER $2 MILLION 36,875 36,875 36,875 36,875 
27 SURFACE IM 4,502 4,502 4,502 4,502 
28 OEGAUSSlllG EQUIPIHT 
29 RADIOLOGICAL CONTROLS 240 240 240 240 
30 "111/HICRllllNI ELECTRONIC REPAIR 1.248 1,248 1,248 1.248 
31 CHEMICAL WARFARE DETECTORS 
32 SUBMARINE LIFE SUPP«ltT SYSTEM fi,909 6,909 6,909 6,909 ~ 

"""' aJ 
~ c.c 
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~ 

P-1 FY1995 Request Authortzat ion · Authorization Change to Request hlt~ortzatton 
0 

LINE ITEM Quantity Amount . Quantity .e.xmt Quantity Alo.mt Quant tty ~nt Quant tty ,_.,.nt 
---- ·---····················--···········-· ....... ......... ······-· ·····--- -------· ··-····· -------- -------- -·······- ... . ....... 

33 REACTOR POWER UNITS 169,085 169,085 169,085 169,085 
34 REACTOR CmtPONENTS 194,673 180,000 194,673 194,673 
35 DIVING Nil SALVAGE EQUIPMENT 10,049 10,049 10,049 10,049 
36 NAVAL SPECIAL WARFARE EQUIPMENT 5,191 5, 191 5,191 5,191 
37 STAlllARD BOATS 5,623 5,623 5,623 5,623 
38 OTHER SHIPS TRAllllllG EQUIPMENT 804 804 804 804 

.39 PAODUCTJOff SUPPORT FACILITIES 4,169 4,169 4,169 4,169 
40 OPERATING FORCES IPE 6,326 6,326 6,326 6,326 

n 41 NUCLEAR ALTERATIONS 156,804 120,000 156,804 156,804 0 
42 tll>ERNIZATJ<ll SUPPORT z 

~ 
43 FLEET MODERNIZATION PROGRAM g; 

431 SHIP ALTERATIOllS 5,000 (J) 
(J) 

CCHUIJCATIOMS NI> ELECTRONICS EQUIPMENT ~ 

0 
44 AH/SPS-40 l,733 1,733 1,733 1,733 z 
45 M/SPS-48 630 630 -630 > 

t""4 
46 AN/SPS-49 12,421 12,421 12,421 12,421 g; 
47 Alt/SYS-() n 
48 MK-23 TARGET ACQUISITION SYSTEM 12,287 12,287 12,287 12,287 0 

~ 
49 RADAR SUPPORT 8,446 8,446 8,446 8,446 ~ 
50 SlllFACE ELECTRO-OPTICAL,SYSTEK 7,158 7,158 7,158 7,158 I 
51 SlllFACE SOllAR SUPPORT EQUIPtl'.NT 6,248 6,248 6,248 6,248 . ::c: 

0 
52 AJl/SQQ-89 Slltf ASW CHAT SYSTEM 88,445 88,445 88,445 88,445 e 

CJl 
53 All/BQQ-5 tT1 

54 SSH ACOUSTICS 56,647 56,647 -18,000 38,647 
55 SURFACE SONAR WINDOWS All> DOME 3,217 6,817 3,217 ~.600 6,817 
56 SONAR SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 14,673 14,673 14,673 14,673 
57 SOUR SWITCHES All> TRANSDUCERS 21,550 21,550 21,550 21,550 
58 f8M SYSTEM SONARS 
59 SUBMARINE ACOUSTIC WARFARE SYSTEM 10,684 22,684 10,684 10.~ 
60 SSTD 31,889 31,889 21,389 -9,300 22,589 ~ 
61 ACOUSTIC COMMUNICATIONS 157 157 157 157 ~ 
62 SllSMRlllE ADVAllCEO COtllAT SYSTEM t::: 

Cl) 
~ 

63 sosus 21,007 . 21,007 21.007 21,007 ._ 
64 All/S(Jl-18 TOWED ARRAY SONAR "~ ._ 

~ 
~ 
~ 
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LINE ITEM Quantity Mot.mt Quant tty Amount Quant tty Amunt Quant tty Mo.mt Quant tty ,_.mt ,.t\:l 

.... ····--···-----·········---·······------ -··--·· ......... . ......• ........ ····-··· ···-···· --······ -------- ........ .. ........ t-...i 
~ 

65 S~TASS 8,781 8,781 8, 781 8,781 ~ 
~ 

66 ASW OPERATIONS CENTER 3,346 3,346 3,346 . 3,346 
67 CARRIER ASW ttOOUlE 4,870 4,870 4,870 4,870 
68 AH/SLQ-32 50,606 50,606 50,6()6 50,606 
69 AH/Wl.R-1 6,714 6,714 6,714 6,714 
70 AH/WLR-8 1,749 1.749 1,749 . 1,749 
71 ICAD SYSTEMS 1,790 1,790 1,790 1,790 
72 EN SUPP<llT EQUIPMENT 9,091 9,091 9,091 9,091 n 
73 C-3 COUNTERtOSURES 26,317 26,317 26,317 26,317 0 
74 CCNAT OF 1,792 1,792 1,792 1,792 z 

~ 
75 OUTBOARD 12,901 12,901 12,901 12,901 ~ 
76 NAVAL INTELL PROCESSING SYSTEM Cf; 

Cf; 

11 AH/WLQ-4 6,034 6,034 6,034 6,034 1-4 

0 
78 AH/NLQ-4 DEPOT z 

> 79 AN/NLQ-4 IMPROVEMENTS ~ 

80 SUBIWU NE SUPPMT EQU IPHENT PROG 5,763 5,763 5,763 5,763 ~ 81 NAVY TACTICAL DATA SYSTE" 33,243 33,243 33,243 33,243 n 
82 TACTICAL FLAG COlllAND CENTER 20,701 20,701 20,701 20,701 0 

~ 
83 NAVAL TllTICAL COtlWtO SUPPORT SYSTEH I 43,156 '43.156 43,156 43,156 tj 

84 LINK 16 HARDWARE 41,911 41,911 41,911 41,911 ~ 
85 HllESWEEPlltG SYSTEH REPLACEMENT 50,758 50, 758 50,758 50,758 0 
86 EMSP (MVP) 33,963 33,963 33,963 33,963 c 

Cf; 

87 HAVSTAR GPS RECEIVERS 18, 108 18,108 18,108 ,· 18,108 ~ 

88 HF LINK-11 DATA TERMINALS 
89 ARMED FORCES AAQIO AHO TV 4,431 4,431 4,431 4,431 
90 STRATEGIC PLATFMH SUPPORT EQUIP 33,380 33,380 33,380 33,380 
91 OTHER SPAWAR TRAINING EQUIP"ENT 
92 OTHER TRAINlllG EQUIPMENT 12.647 12,647 12,647 12,647 
93 MTCALS 4,348 4,348 4,348 ·4,348 
94 SHIPBOARD AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL 10,622 10.622 10,622 10,622 
95 AUTOMATIC CARRIER LANDING SYSTEM 12.~38 12,338 12,338 12,338 
96 TACAH 1.002 l,002 1,002 1,002 
97 AIR STATION SUPPMT EQUIPMENT 5,907 5,907 5,907 5,907 
98 MICROWAVE LANDING SYSTEH 1,467 1.467 1,467 1,467 ~ ..... 

~ 
~ ..... 
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LINE ITEM Quantity Amount Quant tty Amount Quanttty Amount Quantity Amount Quant1ty Mount 
.... ·······--··············-···········-··· ·---·-· ----··--· ··--···· , . ·······- ·······- ·-·····- .......... 

• • -------- ---·---· . 4 ----
99 FACSFAC 8,673 8,673 8,673 8,673 

100 ID SYSTEMS 10,571 10,571 10,571 10,571 
101 StllFACE IDENTIFICATION SYSTEMS 5,642 5,642 5,642 5,642 
102 TADIX-B 14,363 14,363 14,363 14,363 
103 NAVAL SPACE SlltVEILLAHCE SYSTEM 
104 SPACE SYSTE" PROCESSING 
105 NCCS ASHORE 16,102 16,102 16,102 16,102 
106 RADIAC 6,235 6,235 6,235 6,235 ' 
107 OVER THE HORIZON RADAR ~ 

0 
108 GPETE 19,675 19,675 19,675 19,675 z 

~ 109 INTEG COHBAT SYSTEM TESJ FACILITY 2,955 2,955 2,955 2,955 ~ 110 CALIBRATIOll STAll>AROS I 4,438 4,438 4,438 4,438 Vl 
Vl 

111 EHi CONTRll. JNSTRlltENTUIOft 2,687 2,687 2,687 2,687 ~ 

0 
112 SHCltE ELEC ITEMS UNDER $2 MILLION 8,448 8,448 8,448 8,448 z 
113 SHIPBOARD TACTICAL COMMUNICATIONS 34,382 34,382 34,382 34,382 > 

~ 

114 FLIGHT DECK C<lltUNICATIOllS 
~ 115 PlltTABLE RADIOS 1,987 1,987 1,987 1,987 n 

116 SINCGARS 13,749 13,749 13,749 13,749 0 
117 SHIP COMMUNICATIONS AUT<»tATION 28,534 28,534 28,534 28,534 ~ 
118 SHIP COllt ITEMS Ull>ER $2 MILLION 11,076 11,076 11,076 11,076 ~ 119 SttmlE LF/Vlf COtllJlllCATJONS 3,851 3,851 3,851 3,851 0 
120 VERDll c:: 

Vl 
' 121 SIBHMJllE CClllJNICATION EQUIPHENT 6,623 6,623 6,623 6,623 ~ 

122 SATCOM SHIP TERMINALS 126,363 106.363 126,363 -10.000 116,363 
123 SATCClt SIOlE TERMINALS 9,063 9,063 9,063 9,063 
124 JCS COtlUIICATIOIS EQUIPMENT 1,553 1,553 1,553 1,553 
125 ELECTRICAL POWER SYSTEMS 1,480 1,480 1,480 1,480 
126 Sttmlf Hf COlllJllJCATIONS 
127 DCS TEClf COITROL IMPROVEMENTS 
128 Wt«:CS C_,..ICATIOlfS EQUIPMENT 2,175 2,175 2,175 2,175 ~ 
129 SIQtE COlllJlllCATIONS AUTCMATIOI ~ 
130 SIOtE COtll ITEMS UllJER $2 HllllON ~ 

Cl:> 
~ 

131 NAVAL SttmtE COMtllNICATIONS 25,133 25,133 25.133 25,133 N 

132 SEClllE VOICE SYSTEM 12,917 12,917 12,917 12,917 __l\J 

N 
~ 

~ 
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~ 

133 SECURE DATA SYSTE" 13,213 13,213 13,213 13,213 ~ 
~ 

134 KEY HAJIAGEtlENT SYSTEMS 15,292 15,292 15,292 15,292 
135 SIGNAL SECURITY 
136 CRYPTOGRAPHIC ITEMS UNDER $2 HILL 2,850 2,850 2,850 2,850 
137 CRYPT~OGIC C(llt(JllCATJONS EQUIP 4,934 4,934 4,934 4,934 
138 CRYPTOLOGIC ITEMS Ull>ER $2 MILLIOll 
139 CRYPTOLOGIC RESERVES EQUIPMENT 
140 CRYPTOLOGIC FIELD TRAINING EQUIP {) 

141 SIDE CRYPTOLOGIC SUPPORT SYSTEM 0 
142 ELECT ENGINEERED MAINTEiANcE 2,641 2,641 2,641 2,641 z 

~ 
143 OTHER lltUG INTERDICTION SUPPORT ~ 

AVIATION SUPPORT EQUIPMENT C/l 
C/l 

144 Aft/SSQ-53 (Dlf AR) 24,353 24,353 -24,353 -0 
145 Alt/SSQ-77 (VLAD) 28,451 28,451 -28,451 z 

> 146 AN/SSQ-110 (EER) 11,557 11,557 37,231 25,674 37,231 ~ 

146a AN/SSQ-62 (DICASS) 22,460 22,460 22,460 ~ 
146b AN/SSQ-36 (BT) 2,300 2,300 2,300 {) 

146c AN/SSQ-86 (DLC) 2,370 2,370 2,370 0 
~ 

147 CARTRIDGES & CART ACTUATED DEVELOP e; 
148 AIRCRAFT ESCAPE ROCKETS· ~ 
149 AIR EXPEllMBLE COUNTERMEASURES 0 
150 MARINE LOCATION MARl<ERS c 

CFl 

151 DEFENSE MUCLEAR AGENCY MATERIAL tfj 

152 JATOS 
153 WEAPONS RANGE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 41,606 41,606 41.606 41,606 
154 EXPEDITl~Y AIRFIELDS 5,561 5,561 5,561 5,561 

, 155 AIRCRAFT REMHIMG EQUJPMEllT 8,801 8,801 8,801 8,801 
156 CATAPULTS I ARRESTING GEAR 36,606 36,606 36,606 36,606 
157 METEMOLOGICAL EQUIPttENT 21,391 21,391 21,391 21,391 
158 OTHER PHOTOGRAPHIC EQUIPHEMT 819 819 819 819 
159 AVIATION LIFE SUPPORT 7,873 7,873 7,873 7,873 
160 AIRBMNE KINE COUNTERMEASURES 295 295 295 295 
161 LNl>S MK Ill SHIPBOARD EQUIPMENT 4,449 4,449 4,449 4.~49 
162 REWSOll PHOTOGRAPHIC EQUIPMENT 1,063 1,063 1,063 1,063 ~ ~ ...... 

:f 
~ 
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.. ......... 

163 JSIPS-N 
164 STOCK SURVEILLANCE EQUIPHENT 1,407 l,407 1,407 1,407 
165 DAAP 4,001 4,001 -4.001 
166 OTHER AVIATION SUPPORT EQUIPttENT 10,497 10,497 10,497 10;497 

lllONAHCE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 
167 GUft FIRE CO..TROL EQUIPMENT 4,688 4.688 4.688 4,688 
168 11<.-92 FIRE COllTROL SYSTEM 6.642 6,642 6.642 6,642 
169 HARPOOi SUPPCltT EQUIPMENT 3.001 3,001 3,001 3,001 

(') 
170 TERRIER SUPPORT EQUlPHEf!..T 0 
171 TARTM SUPPORT EQUIPMENT . 36,267 36,267 36,267 36,267 z 

~ 
172 POINT DEFENSE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 64.148 64,148 64,148 64,148 g; 
173 AIRBORNE ECH/ECCN 1,123 1,123 1,123 1,123 C/) 

C/) 

174 AEGIS SUPPORT EQUIPHENf 36,829 36,829 36,829 36,829 1--4 

0 
175 SlllFACE TOMAHAWK SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 63,970 63,970 63.970 63,970 z 
176 SUBMRINE TOMAHAWK SUPPORT EQUIP 4,879 4,879 4,879 4.879 > 

r4 
177 VERTICAL ~AUNCH SYSTEMS 28,413 28,413 28,413 28,413 g; 
178 STRATEGIC PLATFOAH SUPPORT EQUIP 4,716 4,716 4,716 4.716 (') 

LASER ARTICULATlllG RmlOTIC SYSTEM, PHIL 0 
:;:d 

179 STRATEGIC MISSILE SYSTEMS EQUIP 83,042 83,042 83,042 83,042 ~ 
17-91 TRIDEllT NAVIGATION COll«>NALITY SETS 40,000 ~ 180 tt<-117 FIRE COITROl SYSTE" 19,752 l~.752 19,752 19,752 0 

181 SUBMARINE ASV SUPPCllT EQUIPMENT 9,780 9,780 9,780 9,780 c 
C/) 

' 182 SURFACE ASW SUPPQtr° EQUIPMENT 16.396 16,396 ·16,396 i&,396 ~ 

183 ASW RANGE SUPPCltl EQUIPMENT 6,372 6.372 6,372 6,372 
184 EXPLOSIVE CR>MMCE DISPOSAL EQUIP 6.773 6,773 6,773 6,773 
185 UfllMANIED SEABORllE TARGET 5,491 5,491 5,491 5,491 
186 ANTI-SHIP MISSILE DECOY SYSTEM 1,441 1,441 1,441 1,441 
187 lllOUSTRIAL FACILITIES (CALIBRATIOft EQ) 3,171 3,171 3.171 3,171 
188 STOCK SURVEILLANCE EQUIPMENT 1,716 1,716 1,716 1,716 
189 OTHER mtDIWIC£ TRAllUllG EQUIPMENT ~ 
190 FLEET MIIE SUPP<llT EQUIPMENT 8.048 8,048 8,048 . 8,048 ~ 
191 MINE NEUTRALIZATIOft DEVICES ~ 

en 

192 DEFENSE NUCLEAR AGEllCY. MTERIAL 
"'1--

....... 

193 SHIP EXPEllOABLE COUllTERMEASURE J-.:> 
....... 
~ 
~ 
~ 



~ 
~ 

--- House FYI995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conference fY95 -- ~ 
Cl,) 

P-1 FY1995 Request Authortzat ton Authorf zat1on Change to Request Authortzatton ~ 

N 
LINE ITEM Quantity Amount Quantity Alllount Quant tty Amount Quantity Ann.mt Quant tty AD>unt __ i:-v 

···- ······-······-------·--··-····-········ ....... ·······-· ··-····· ................ ........ -·-····· --···-·· ····-··· ··-------· N 
\C 

CIVIL ENGINEERING SUPP<RT EQUIPMENT \C 
~ 

194 PASSENGER CARRYING VEHICLES 114 2,303 114 2,303 114 2.303 114 2,303 
195 SPECIAL PURPOSE VEHICLES 8,624 8,62.4 8,624 a .• 624 
196 GENERAL PURPOSE TRUCKS 11,307 11,307 11,307 11,307 
197 TRAILERS/TRUCK TRACTORS 2,721 2,721 2,721 2,721 
198 EARTH f4()VING EQUIPMENT 4,924 4,924 4,924 4,92~ 
199 CONSTRUCTION I MlllTEIWICE EQUIP 3,267 3,267 3,267 3,267 
200 FIRE FIGHTING EQUIPMENT 2,288 2,288 2,288 2,288 

(') 
201 WEIGHT HAllOLING EQUIPME!T 1,599 1.599 1,599 1,599 0 
202 AMPHIBIOUS EQUIPMENT 2,866 2,866 2,866 2,866 z 

C) 
203 C<MtAT CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT EQUIP 2,314 2,314 2,314 2,314 ~ 
204 MOBILE UTILITIES SUPP()ftT EQUIPMENT 2,175 2,175 2.175 2,175 C/l 

C/l 
205 COL.LATERAL EQUIPMENT 4,786 4,786 4,786 4,786 ~ 

0 
206 OCEM CONSTRUCTIOI EQUIPMENT 478 478 478 478 z 
207 FLEET tlXlllNGS > re 
208 POLLUTION CONTROL EQUIPMENT 29,991 29.991 29.991 29,991 ~ 209 OTHER CIVIL ENG SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 453 453 453 453 (') 

210 NATURAL GAS UTILIZATIOll EQUIPMENT 0 
~ 

SUPPLY SUPP~T EQUIPMENT ~ 
211 FORl<LIFT TRUCKS 12,879 12,879 12,879 12,879 I 
212 OTHER MATERIALS HAllll.ING EQUIPHENT 3,892 3,892 3,892 3,892 :r:: 

0 
213 OTHER SUPPLY SUPPCltT EQUIPMENT 3,312 3,312 3,312 3,312 c 

C/l 
' 214 FIRST DESTINATION TRANSPORTATION 11,699 11,699 11,699 11,699 tT'l 

215 SPECIAL PlltPOSE SUPPLY SYSTEMS 71,479 71,479 71,479 71,479 
PERSONNEL All> COlllAND SUPP<ltl EQUIPMENT 
216 SURFACE SONAR TRAINERS 
217 SUBMARINE SONAR TRAINERS 3,148 3,148 3,148 3,148 
218 SURFH:E CmtlAT SYSTEM TRAINERS 3,585 3,585 3,585 3,585 
219 SUBltARINE CCllL\T SYSTEM TRAINERS 
220 SHIP SYSTE" TRAINERS 9 9 9 9 
221 TRAINING SUPPUlT EQUIPMEllT l,920 1,920 1,920 1,920 
222 TRAINING DEVICE ttm>IFICATIONS 21,356 21,356 21,356 21,356 
223 COMMAll> SUPP<ltT EQUIPMENT 24,417 24,417 24,417 24,417 
224 EDUCATION SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 6,183 6,183 6,183 6,183 ~ 

~ 
(XI 
~ 
Q1 



--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- .. _ Conference FY95 -· 
P-1 FY1995 Request Author1zatton Authortzatton Change to Request Authorization 
LINE ITEM Quantity Amount Quantity Amount . Quantity Amount Quant tty t.wnt Quant tty •nt (j .... ·····-··········-·------········-··-··· ....... ···-···-- ........ ·-···-·· ......•. ........ ··--···· •.•..... -------- - ·· ........ 0 

225 HEOJCAL SUPPMT EQUIPMENT 2,955 2,955 2,955 2.955 z 
~ 

. 226 INTELLIGENCE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 33,284 33,284 34,484 -2,200 31,084 ~ 
227 ITEKS UlllER $2 MILLION 200 200 200 200 VJ 

VJ 

228 OPERATING F<ltCES SUPPORT EQUIPtHT 19,015 19,015 19,015 19,015 -0 
229 NAVAL RESERVE SUPPMT EQUIPMENT 1,863 1,863 1,863 1,863 z 

> 230 ENVIROllMENTAL SUPPCltT EQUIPMENT 12,685 12,685 12,685 12,685 ~ 

231 PHYSICAL SECllllTY EQUIPMENT 7,323 7,323 7,323 7,323 ~ 
232 COltPUT~R ACQUISITIOll PROGRAH 41,807 41,807 41,807 41,807 (j 

233 PRODUCTIVITY INVESTMENT (PIF) 0 
~ 

234 PROO EllHMCE INCENTIVE FUND (PEif) ti 
JOINT TRAINING, ANALYSIS l SIMULATION C 10,500 10.500 10,500 ~ 
GENERAL REDUCTION 

I 
-10,500 0 

235 SPARES All> REPAIR PARTS OPH 314,571 314,571 313,671 -900 313,671 e 
VJ 

INSTALLATION Of llJOIFICATIONS tr1 

.......... 
·---·---·- ·······--- .......... ····-····· 

TOTAL OTHER PROCll{EtlENT NAVY 3,319,418 3,241,611 3,310,217 -31,931 3,287,487 
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Reactor components and nuclear alterations 

The budget request included $194.7 million 
for the Navy to procure reactor components 
and $156.8 million to make alterations to nu­
clear power systems. 

The Senate bill would approve the re­
quested amounts. 

The House amendment would reduce the 
reactor component request by S14. 7 million 
and would reduce the nuclear alterations re­
quest by S36.8 million. 

The conferees agree to provide the re­
quested amounts. The conferees note that 
the budget justification materials for these 
two programs leave much to be desired. 
There is insufficient information to relate 
specific component procurement to specific 
ship upgrades. Neither can alteration ex­
penses be related to installation schedules. 
The conferees find it unacceptable that the 
budget justification material does not pro­
vide the necessary information. 

The conferees are dismayed by the at­
tempts to scare members of Congress about 
the effects of potential reductions in these 
programs. The conferees believe that the 
Navy could have applied such effort more 
productively to providing the answers to le­
gitimate questions. 

The conferees are also unsure about the ve­
racity of the claims made in some of the 
Navy Department's information papers. 
Claimed economic impacts on various geo­
graphic areas greatly exceeded the total po­
tential reductions being considered. Accord­
ingly, the DOD Inspector General is directed 
to investigate the accuracy of the Navy in­
formation papers prepared for the Congress 
on this matter, with spec1f1c attention to the 
economic impacts claimed, and to report his 
findings and recommendations to the Con­
gress by December 31, 1994. 
SATCOM ship terminals 

The budget request included $126.4 million 
for procurement of SATCOM ship terminals. 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would reduce the 
requested amount by S20.0 million. 

The conferees agree to reduce the re­
quested amount by SlO.O million, without 
prejudice. 

PROCUREMENT, MARINE CORPS 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­
tained an authorization of $554.6 million for 
Procurement, Marine Corps. The Senate bill 
would authorize $528.9 million. The House 
amendment would authorize S528.4 miliion. 
The conferees recommend authorization of 
$403.4 million, as delineated in the following 
table. Unless noted explicitly in the state­
ment of managers, all changes are made 
without prejudice. 
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(X) 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Coof erence fY95 -- ~ 
(X) 

P-1 FY1995 Request Authorization Authortzat ion Change to Request Author hat 1on 
LINE ITEM Quant tty ~mt Quant tty Mlolmt Quant tty ~mt ~ant tty 1->tmt Quantity Mount 
.... ·········-----··-·-···················· ···---· ·······-· ........ ·······- ........ ·-········ ---····· ........ ··----···· . . ....... 
PROCUREMENT, MARINE CORPS 

1 5.56 MM, ALL TYPES 7,101 7,101 7,101 -7,101 
2 7.62 MM, ALL TYPES 36 36 . 36 -36 
3 LINEAR CHARGES. All TYPES 
4 .50 CALIBER 1.861 4,361 6,861 -1,861 
5 40 Ill, All TYPES 12,359 12,359 12,359 -12,359 
6 60 MK HE M888 16,016 16,016 16,016 -16,016 
7 81 .tit HE 15,662 15,662 15,662 -15,662 n 
8 81 HM SfO<E SCREEN 4,301 4,301 4,301 -4,301 0 
9 8Ull ILLUMINATION (H853} 3.227 3,227 3,227 -3,227 z 

C') 
10 120flt TPCSOS-T "865 10,313 10,313 10,313 -10,313 ~ 
11 120 MM TP-T "831 4,937 4,937 4,937 -4,937 C/l 

C/l 

12 155tll CHG. PROP. RED BAG 11,995 11,995 -11,995 1-4 

0 
13 155"M "864 PROJ BASEBURNER z 
14 FUZE, ET, XH762 17, 194 17, 194 17,194 -17,194 > 

~ 

15 FUZE, ET, XH767 ~ 16 83 MM ROCKET HEAA (SMAW) n 
17 CTG 25ttl, ALL TYPES 8,863 8,863 8,863 -8,863 0 

~ 
' 18 25ttl, TP-T, M793 0 

19 9 tit All TYPES 1,903 1,903 1,903 -1,903 I :r: 20 HINES, All TYPES 0 
21 .GRENADES, ALL TYPES e 

C/l 

22 ROCKETS, All TYPES 2,174 2,174 2,114 -2, 174 tTl 

23 AMII> MODERNIZATION 9,011 9,011 9,011 -9,011 
24 ITEMS LESS THAN $2 MIL 5,469 5,489 5,489 -5,489 
25 AAV7Al PIP 3,022 3,022 3,022 3,022 
26 LAV PIP 180 14,608 180 14,608 180 14,608 180 14,608 

LAV THERMAL SIGHTS 
27 LIGHT NUllREO VEHICLE 
28 MOOIFICATIOI KITS (TRKD VEH) 3,508 . 3,508 3,508 3,508 ~ 
29 ITEMS Ufl>ER $2" (TRKD VEH) ~ 
30 MULTI-LAUNCH ROCKET SYS (ti.RS} ~ 

CIJ 
<:"1-

31 HOO KITS (ARTILLERY) 510 510 510 510 '-
32 ITEttS UNDER $2M (All OTHER) J~ 

'-
'C 
'C 
~ 



~ 

~ 
--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conference fY95 -- ~ 

('J) 

P-1 FY1995 Request Authortzatton Author tzat ton Change to Request lilthortzatton ~ 

'-
LINE HEH Quantity Amount Quantity ,_,unt Quant tty Amount Quant tty Mount Quant,ty Alamt "'t\:) 

---- ·····················-----·······-····· ....... ·-·-····· ·······- ·······- -··-·-··.. .•....... . ....... ........ .. ...... . ........ '-co 
33 HAWK HOO co 

~ 

34 PEDESTAL MOUNTED STINGER (PHS) (HYP) 28 50,238 28 50,238 28 50.238 28 50,238 
35 PMS M>VAHCE PROClllEHENT (CY) 
36 f«X>IFICATION KITS 105 105 105 105 
37 ITEMS LESS THAN $2 MILLION 
38 MANPACK RADIOS AHO EQUIP · 1,789 1,789 1,789 1,789 
39 GPS 
40 VEHICLE MTO RADIOS & EQUIP (HYP) 

(") 
41 AN/GRC-171 8(V)4 0 
42 TSC-96 PIP FLEET SATCOH TERHINAL 1 538 l 538 1 538 538 z 

c;') 
43 UNIT LEVE~ CIRCUIT SWITCH {ULCS) ~ 
44 TACT C<»tt CENTER EQUIP, rJl 

rJl 
45 JOINT TACT INFO DIST SYS (CL I) 8,805 8,805 8,805 8,805 -0 
46 SIGNAL GENERATOR z 
47 AUTO TEST EQUIP SYS 4,725 4,725 4,725 4.725 > 

~ 

48 ELECTRONIC TEST EQUIP (TEL} 4,444 4,444 4,444 4,444 ~ 49 SINGLE CHAN GRD & AIR RADIO 49,030 49,030 49,030 49,030 (") 

50 t«>OIFICATJON KITS (TEL) 1,088 1.088 1,088 1,088 0 
:::0 

51 ITEMS LESS THAN $2" (TEL) 1,561 1,561 1,561 1,561 ti 
52 POS LOCATING RPTG SYSTEM (PLRS) 3,083 3,083 3,083 3,083 ~ 53 TACTICAL AIR OPER MODULE (TAOl1) 3,671 3,671 3,671 3.671 0 
54 ADVANCED TACT AIR CC»ltAtl> CENTER e 

rJl 
55 ttARINE TACTICAL C2 8,599 8,599 8,599 8,599 ~ 

56 HULTl-SERV ADf FIELD ART TACTICAL DATA 113 5,140 113 5,140 113 5,140 113 5,140 
57 DARP 1 28,768 -1 -28,768 
58 METEOROLOGICAL SYSTEMS 14 6,511 14 6,511 14 6,511 14 6,511 
59 INTELLIGENCE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 33,553 33,553 33,553 33,553 
60 t«X> KITS (INTEL) 121 121 121 121 
61 ITEMS LESS THAN $2M (INTELL) 124 124 124 124 
62 ELECTRONIC 1ll>E REPAIR FACILITY 4 712 4 712 4 712 4 712 
63 MECH TEST Til>E 926 926 926 926 
64 NIGHT VISION EQUIPMENT 29,647 29,647 39.647. 10,000 39,647 
65 MP .EQUIPMENT 12,938 12,938 12,938 12,938 
66 TEST CAl..18 I MAINT SPT 1,504 1,504 1,504 1,504 ~ 

"""' 00 
~ = 
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'"""' 
__ ._ Conference FY95 --

~ 
--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- at 

0 
P-1 FY1995 Request Authorization Authorization Change to Request Authorization 
LINE ITEM Quantity Mn.mt Quant tty . Amount Quantity Allount Quant tty Mal.mt ~ant tty ,_.,nt 

---- ---····--------------··---------------- ------- -----···- ---···-- -------- ------·- -------- ---~--·· -------- ···----- ........ 
67 M<l>IFICATION KITS (NONTEL) 1,091 1,091 1,091 1,091 
68 ITEMS LESS THAI $2M (NONTEL) 
69 COtltERCIAL PASSEllGER VEHICLES 103 1,835 103 I 1,835 103 1,835 103 1,835 -
70 CotltERCIAL CARGO VEHICLES 7,693 7,693 7,693 7,693 
71 5/4T TRUCk tlllN (MVP) 
72 LOGISTICS VEHICLE SYSTEM 68 ll, 153 68 ll, 153 68 11, 153 68 11,153 
73 TRAILERS 2,814 2,814 2,814 2,81~ 
74 ft(l)Jf ICATION KITS 4,542 4,542 4,542 ,,542 n 
75 ITEMS LESS THAii $2 Mil 0 
76 ENVIROIHENTAL CONTROL EQUIP ASSORT 2,258 2,258 •• 2,258 2,258 z 

C°) 
77 AIUOlED COlllAT EXCAVATot (ACE) g; 
78 TACTICAL FUEL SYSTEM (JFS) EQUIP rJJ 

rJJ 
79 TOPOGRAPHIC/SlltVEY EQUIPMENT ~ 

0 
80 ~ EQUIPMENT ASS<ltTEO 2,638 2,638 2,638 2,638 z 
81 AUTOMATIC BUILDlll& MACHINES > 

~ 

82 C<HWI> SUPPmT EQUIPMENT 1,596 l,596 l,596 1,596 g; 
83 AMPHIBIOUS RAID EQUIPMENT 255 255 255 255 n 
84 PRODUCTIVITY lllVESTI£11T 0 

~ 
I 85 PHYSICAL SECllllTY EQUIPttENT 761 761 761 761 ~ 

86 GARRISON fQIILE ENGR EQUIP ·2,511 2,511 2,511 2,511 ~ 87 TELEPHOIE SYSTEM 13,375 13,375 13,375 13,375 0 
88 WAREHOUSE tlllERNIZATION 3,739 3,739 3,739 3,739 e 

rJJ 
89 ttATERIAL IWIOLING EQUIP 2,992 2,992 2,992 2,992 rr1 

90 FIRST OESTlllATJON TRAllSPORTATIOlt 2,489 2,489 2.489 2,489 
91 LIGHTWEIGHT DECOllTAttlllATION SYSTEH 
92 FIELD MEDICAL EQUIPttEIT 3,494 . 3,494. 3,494 3,494 
93 TRAINING DEVICES 25,511 25,511 25,511 25,511 
94 SHELTER FAMILY 
95 CONTAINER FAMILY 5,281 5,281 5,281 5,281 
96 MODIFICATION KITS 570 570 570 570 ~ 
97 CHEMICAL AGENT IDIT<ll ~ 
98 ITEMS LESS THAM $2 "IL 1,764 1,764 1,764 1.7~4 

~ 
en 
"1-

tWUllE ENHAllCEMElfT PROGIWt ...... 
lll>Omt SltlJLATED MARKSMANSHIP TRAINER s~ 

...... 
~ 
~ 
~ 



P-1 
LINE ITEM 

FY1995 Request 
Quantity Allount 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conference f'f95 --
Authortzat ton Authortzation Change to Request Author bat ton 

Quant tty ~mt Quantity Alb.mt Quantity Anomt ·Quant tty ,_,..mt 

---· ---·--·--·----------------------------- ------· --------· -------- ······-- -------- ·-------- ·------· ------·· ·-----·· . ....... .... 
99 DRUG INTERDICTION 

100 SPARES ANO REPAIR PARTS PHC 44,548 44,548 44,548 44,548 

----------
TOTAL PROCUREMENT MARINE CORPS 554,620 528,352 528,857 -151,210 403,410 

(') 

0 z 
~ 
(/) 
(/) -0 z 
> 
r4 
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AMMUNITION, NAVY AND MARINE CORPS 

Overview 
The budget request, the Senate bill, and 

the House amendment contained no separate 
accounts for ammunition programs of the 

Navy and the Marine Corps. These programs 
were funded within the Weapons Procure­
ment, Navy and the Procurement, Marine 
Corps accounts, respectively. The conferees 
recommend authorization of $449.8 million 

for these programs in a new Ammunition, 
Navy and Marine Corps account as delin­
eated in the following table. Unless noted ex­
plicitly in the statement of the managers, all 
changes are made without prejudice. 



P-1 
LINE ITEM 

FY1995 Request 
Quantity t.nount 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference---
Authortzat ton Authorization Change to Request 

Quantity Amount Quantity Amount Quantity '4nount 

-- Conference FY95 -­
Author hat ion 

Quant tty Mo&mt . 

.... ·-·-----------------------······-···--- ·--·--- ..•••.... ........ ·····--- ..•..... ··-····· ........ ··-···-· ........ : ....... . 
PROClllEMENT OF NKINITIOH, NAVY All> MARINE C 
NAVY NIWNITIOH 

45 GENERAL PURPOSE BOlltS 55,496 55,496 
46 2.75 INCH ROCKETS 14,500 1~.500 
47 MACHINE GUN NllJNITION 14,181 ••• 181 
48 PRACTICE BC»llS 12,8Z7 12,827 
49 GATOR 
50 CARTRIDGES I CART ACTUATED DEVICES 14,942 14,942 
51 AIRCRAFT ESCAPE ROCKETS 9,963 9,963 
52 AIR EXPEll>ABLE COUNTERMEASURES 12,088 12,088 
53 MRIME LOCATION MARKERS 781 781 
54 DEFEISE NUCLEAR AGENCY.MATERIAL 455 455 
55 JATOS 1,418 1,418 
56 5 lllCH/54 GUI NllHllTION 59,965 59,965 
57 C UIS NllJN IT I Oii 2,470 2,470 
58 7fillt GUN NlllMITIOll 13,938 13,938 
59 OTHER SHIP GUN NllJNITION 15.139 15.139 
60 SMLL ARMS I LAll)ING PARTY AlltO 14, 175 14.175 
61 PYROTEC•IC NI> OfJQ .. ITJO" 15,502 15,502 
62 "INE NEUTRALIZATION DEVICES 3,546 3,546 
63 SHIP EXP£11WllE COUNTERMEASlllES 9,173 9,173 
64 SPARES All> REPAIR PARTS WPN 53.809 53,809 

fWUNE CORPS 
1 5.56 tit, All TYPES 7,101 7,101 
2 7.62 HM, ALL TYPES 36 36 
3 LINEAR CHARGES, All TYPES 
4 .50 CALIBER 6,861 6,861 
5 40 flt, ALL TYPES 12,359 12,359 
6 60 flt HE H888 16,016 16.016 
1 Bl flt HE 15,662 ,' 15,662 
8 81 11t SIUE SCREEN 4,301 4,301 
9 SUit lllllUNATIOM ("853) 3,227 3,227 

10 120ll4 TPCSOS·T 14865 10,313 10,313 
11 120 HM TP-T "831 4.937 4,937 



P-1 
LINE ITEM 

FYl 995 Request 
Quantity Amount 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference---
Author1zat1on Authortzatton Change to Request 

Quanttty Amount · Quantity 1aount Quantity Allount 

-- Conference fY95 -­
Authortzatton 

Quantity Allount 

··-· ------·-············---·----····-----·· ------- ···-·-··· ·-······ . ........ ·····--- ........ ---····· ---····· ........ .. ..... . 
12 155111 CHG. PROP. RED BAG 
13 155HM "864 PROJ BASEBllUIER 
14 FUZE, ET, XH762 17,194 17, 194 
15 FUZE, ET, XM767 
16 83 MM ROCKET HEM (SMAW) 
17 CTG 25HM, All TYPES 8,863 8,863 

18 25fl4, TP-T, M793 
19 9 flt ALL TYPES 1,903 1,903 

20 HINES, ALL TYPES 
21 GRENADES, ALL TYPES 
22 ROCKETS, All TYPES 2,174 2,174 
23 NNJ ~NIZATIOll 9,011 9,011 
24 llEMS LESS THAN $2 "IL 5,489 5,489 ........ ........ ........ 

TOTAL NAVY/MARINE CORPS AtltUNITION 449,815 449,815 
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AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 

Overview 
The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­

tained an authorization of $6,747.6 million for 

Aircraft Procurement, Air Force. The Senate 
bill would authorize $6,588.0 million. The 
House amendment would authorize $6,101.8 
million. The conferees recommend author-

ization of $6,489.5 million, as delineated in 
the following table. Unless noted explicitly 
in the statement of managers, all changes 
are made without prejudice. 
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--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conference FY95 -- ~ 
~ 

P-1 FY1995 Request Author tzat ion Authortzatton Change to R8CJ1est Author tzatton 
LINE ITEM Quantity Allount Quantity Ann.mt Quant tty Amount Quantity Mot.mt Quantity Amount .... ·············-··················--·-··· ....... ··-·--··· ........ -------- ··-----· ........ -----··· --·····- ----·--- ---·· AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 

1 B-18 (MYP) 154,254 154,254 154,254 · 154,2~ 

2 8-2A (HYP) 384,384 384,384 384,384 384,384 
3 f-15 E 20.394 20,394 20,394 20,394 
4 F-16 C/D (HYP) 100,549 100,549 100,549 100,549 
5 F-16 ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) 
6 C-17 (HYP) 6 2,472,914 6 1,954,214 6 2,188,fil4 -304,300 6 2,168,614 
1 C-17 ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) 189,900 47,475 189,900 189,900 ("') 

8 HC-130 0 
9 C-130H 49,975 49,975 49,975 49,975 z 

~ 
10 NOft DEVELOPMENT AIRLIFT .AIRCRAFT 103,707 4 , 103,000 150,000 103,707 g; 
11 ENHANCED FLIGHT SCREENER Vl 

Vl 

12 JPATS 3 123,265 3 123,265 3 123,265 -15,000 3 108,265 ~ 

0 
13 TANKER, TRAHS~T. TRAINER SYSTEH 32 155.163 32 145,163 32 155,163 32 155.163 z 

> 14 HH-606 ~ 

15 CIVIL AIR PATROL A/C 27 l,444 27 1.444 27 1,444 27 l.~44 g; 
16 DRUG INTERDICTION (') 

17 E-88 2 445,339 2 445,339 2 545,239 2 445,339 0 
~ 

18 E-88 ADVANCE PROC~EHEMT (CY) 118,900 118,900 118,900 99,900 218,800 tj 

19 SOF A/C CSE ~ 
ENHANCED BHER CAPABILITY FUND 150,000 125,000 125,000 0 

tO>IFICATIOH Of INSERVICE AIRCRAFT e 
Vl 

' 20 B-2A 65,136 65, 136 65.136 65,136 ~ 

21 8-18 45,583 45,583 45,583 45,583 
22 B-52 25,800 25,800 25~800 25,800 

221 BOMBER FORCE UPGRADE PROGRAM 100,000 

23 F-117 11,190 11, 190 11.190 11,190 

24 A-10 47, 181 27,181 47,181 -10.000 37,181 
25 F/RF-4 1,635 1,635 1,635 1·,635 
26 F-15 201, 100 201,100 201,100 201,100 :i::.. 
27 F-16 157,227 157,227 120,527 -36,700 120,527 ~ 
28 EF-111 2,045 2,045 2,045 2,045 ~ 

Cf.) 
~ 

29 F-111 5,012 5.012 5,012 5,012 ._ 
30 TR-lA 

.._I:\:> 
._ 
'C 
'C 
~ 



~ 
~ 

--- House FY1995 -~- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conference fY95 -- ~ 
Cf.) 

P-1 · FY1995 Request Author hat ion Authortzat1on Change to Request Authortzatton ~ ._ 
LINE ITEM Quant tty Amount Quantity hnount Quantity 141ount Quantity An>unt ()aantity 1-lmt .. t-v 

.... ·············-·····················-··· ....... ---······ ·-·----- -------- ·----··· ..•.•.... ····-·-- ........ . ....... . ....... ._ 
\0 

31 T/AT-37 1,416 1,416 1.416 1,416 \0 
~ 

32 C-5 28,715 28,715 28,715 28,715 
33 C-9 6,784 6,784 6,784 6,784 
34 C-17A 6,108 6,108 6,108 6,108 
35 C-21 2,526 2.526 2,526 2,526 
36 C-22 5,108 5,108 5,108 5,108 
37 C-STOL 699 699 699 699 
38 C-137 1.415 1,415 l,4l5 1,415 

(j 
39 C-141 14,506 14,506 · 14,506 14,506 0 
40 T-38 25,627 25,627 25,627 25,627 z 
41 T-41 AIRCRAFT 185 185 185 185 ~ 
42 T-43 5,212 5,212 5,212 5,212 Vl 

Vl 
43 kC-lOA (ATCA) 18,073 18,073 18,073 . 18,073 """"' 0 
44 C-12 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300 z 
45 C-18 2,131 2,131 2,131 2,131 > 

t""4 
46 C-20 MOOS 6,465 6,465 6,465 6,465 ~ 47 VC-25A MOO 796 796 796 796 (j 

48 C-130 77,041 77,041 77,041 77,041 0 
:;:d 

49 C-135 103,440 107,440 60,940 -42,500 60.940 tj 

491 KC-135 REENGINE 2 48,000 2 ~.ooo I 
0::: 50 E-3 137,570 117 ,570 137,570 137.570 0 

51 E-4 35.230 25,230 35,230 35,230 e 
Vl 

52 H-1 t"l"j 

53 H-60 306 306 306 306 
54 OTHER AIRCRAFT 40,195 40,795 40, 795_ 40,795 
55 DMP MOOS 3,665 3,665 3,665 65,000 68,665 
56 CLASSIFIED PROJECTS 48,907 48,907 48,907 48,907 
57 SPARES All> REPAIR PARTS AfJAf 488,894 488,894 385,796 -107,798 381,096 
58 C<Hl>N AGE 225,845 201,845 225,845 ·24,000 201,845 

58a DEPLOYABLE HYORAUl.IC TEST AMO REPAIR FA 4,000 2,000 2,000 
59 lllMJSTRIAL PR£PAREOMESS 52,511 52,511 52,511 52,511 
60 WM CONSlllABLES 26,587 18.587 26,587 .. 2.000 24,587 
61 OTHER PROOUCTIOI CHARGES 259,467 259,467 259,467 -55,734 203,733 
62 OARP SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 196,886 196,886 196,886 196,886 ~ 

Ii-' 
(X) 
~ 
~ 



P-1 
LINE 

FY1995 Request 
()Janttty Amount 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference---
Author I zat ton Authortzatton Change to Request 

Quanttty Amount Quantity Allount Quantity 1-ount 

-- Conf ere11Ce f"5 ... 
Authorization 

()Jant tty · Mount 

---- ---·-···-·······-·-·········-·········· ....... ··-··-··· ----·-·· ·-·----- ·------- ·-·----- -······· -------- -------- ··--·--
63 COll40H ECM EQUIPMENT 
64 OTHER PRODUCTION CHARGES - SOF 

UflJISTRIBUTED 

TOTAL AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT AIR FORCE 

41,292 

6,747,599 

41,292 

······--·· 
6,101,767 

41.292 4l,292 

10,800 

·····-···· ............ ----
6,587,994 .. 258,132 6,489,467 
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E-4 procurement 

The budget request contained $35.2 million 
for modification of E-4 command post air­
craft. 

The Senate b111 would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would reduce the 
requested amount by $10.0 million and would 
require a report on possible additional mis­
sions for the E-4 in the post-Cold War era. 

The conferees agree to authorize the re­
quested amount, but limit the obligation of 
$10.0 million until the Secretary of Defense 
submits the report called for in the House re­
port (H. Rept. 103-499). 

WEAPONS PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 

Overview 
The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­

tained an authorization of $4,392.2 million for 

Weapons Procurement, Air Force. The Sen­
ate b111 would authorize $4,330.5 million. The 
House amendment would authorize $3,953.2 
million. The conferees recommend author­
ization of $3,732.8 million, as delineated in 
the following table. Unless noted explicitly 
in the statement of managers, all changes 
are made without prejudice. 



~ 

""" (X) 
--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conference FY95 -~ = 

P-1 FY1995 Request Authortzat ton Authorbat ton Change to Request Author bat ton 
0 

LINE ITEH Quantity Amount Quant tty Aloount Quant tty ,_..mt Quant tty Amunt Quantity Amount 

.... ---------------------------·--------·-- ···--·· -··-····· ........ ·------- -------- --······ ........ ·-·--··· ·····--· --------
WEAPONS PROCUREMENT, AIR F~CE 

1 PEACEKEEPER (H-X) 
2 HJSSILE REPLACEMENT EQ-BALLISTIC 16, 180 16,180 16,180 16, 180 
3 HAVE NAP 36 26,000 36 26,000 36 26,000 
4 TRI-SERVICE ATTACK MISSILE 48 373,875 48 48 308,075 -48 -373,875 
5 ADVANCED CRUISE MISSILE 
6~ 413 309,462 413 .309,462 413 309,462 -10,000 413 299,462 
7 AGtt-130 P«MRED GBU-15 102 71,756 102 71, 756 . 102 ·Jl,756 102 71,756 

~ 
8 A6tt-88A HMM 0 
9 TARGET MONES 48 29,043 48 29,043 148 29,043 48 29,043 z 

~ 
10 Hl>USTRIAL FACILITIES 5,731 5,731 5,731 ~ 
11 MISSILE REPLACEMENT EQ-OTHER 14,883 14,883 14,883 14,883 CJ) 

CJ) 

GAHS 128 25,000 1-4 

0 
BAT/00 ~HO 25,000 z 

> GNtS/BAT/00 DEMO 40,000 40,000 ~ 

12 HAVE NAP ~ 13 AIR LAUNCH CRUISE MISSILE 40,000 29,500 29,500 ~ 

14 PEACEkEEPER (H-X) 0 
~ 

15 AIH-9 SIDEWlfl>ER 8,304 8,304 8,304 8,304 tj 

16 MM Ill MODIFICATIONS 18,284 7,784 . 6,284 -9,000 9,284 ~ 
17 AGH-650 MAVE~ICK 0 
18 AGM-88A HARM 64,157 64,157 64,157 64,157 ~ 

CJ) 

19 HOOIFJCATIOIS UNDER $2.0H 2,909 2,909 2,909 2,909 trl 

20 ADVANCED CRUISE MISSILE 
21 SPARES All> REPAIR PARTS WPAf 68,332 68,332 68,332 68,332 
22 SPACEBORNE EQUIP (CCl4SEC) 2,092 2,092 2,092 2,092 
23 GLOBAL POSITIONING (ttYP) 5 134,831 5 134,831 5 134,831 5 134,831 
24 GPS M>VMCE PROCUREt£11T (CY) 55.352 55,352 55,352 55,352 
25 SPACE SHUmE OPERATIONS 103,518 103,518 103,518 103,518 
26 SPACE BOOSTERS 381,817 381,817 381,817 381,817 :;t.. 
27 SPACE BOOSTERS NlV PROC~EMENT (CY) 40,900 40,900 -40,900 ~ 
28 HEOlllt LAUNCH VEff ICLE 3 120,480 3 120,480 3 120,480 3 120,480 ~ 

\/) 
i:-;. 

29 tl.V ADVANCE PROCUREtHT (CY) 28,564 28,564 28,564 28,564 '-
30 DEF METE~OlOGICAL SAT PROG 29.159 29, 159 29,159 29, 159 .. t-.:l 

'-
'C 
'C 
~ 



~ 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conference FY95 --
~ 
~ 
CJ) 

P-1 FY1995 Request Authorizat fon Authorization Change to Request Authorization ~ .._ 
LINE ITEH Quantity lloolmt Quant tty Amount Quantity Amtmt Quantity Amount ~ant tty Mount __I:-.:> 

.... ------------····-······-----··········· ······- ·------·· --······ ·······- ........ ···--··· ····-·-- ........ --······ ........ .._ 
31 DEFENSE SUPP<MT PROGRAM (HYP) 363,959 363.959 363,959 363,959 

~ 
~ 

32 OSP ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) 
~ 

33 DEFENSE SATELLITE COtlt SYSTEM 20,185 20, 185 20,185 20,185 
34 IONOS (MVP) 5 35,649 5 30,649 5 35,649 5 35,649 
35 IOll>S AOVMCE PROCUREMENT (CY) 9,954 9,954 9,954 9,954 
36 SPECIAL UPDATE PROGRAMS 184,212 184,212 184,212 •'184,Z12 
37 SPECI~ PROGRAMS 1,619,032 1,569,032 1,586,032 -41,500 1.577,532 
38 2.75 INCH ROCKET K>T<M 40,468 13,851 40,468 13,851 40,468 13,851 -40,468 ·13,851 
39 ITEMS LESS THAii $2,000,000 1,990 1,990 1,990 -1,990. 

~ 
0 

40 5.56 tit 28.385 11,618 28,385 11,618 28,385 11,618 -28,385 .;11,618 z 
C') 

41 20HM TRAINING 3,307 18,295 3,307 18,295 3,307 18,295 -3,307 -18,295 ~ 42 30 tit TRAlilNG 2,523 23,672 2,523 23,612 2,523 23,672 -2,523 -23,672 CFJ 

43 CARTRIDGE CHAFF RR-leO 523 
CFJ 

5,339 523 2,403 523 5,339 -523 -5,339 -0 
44 CARTRIDGE CHAFF RR-188 1,513 2,351 1,513 2,351 1,513 2,351 -1,513 -2,351 z 
45 SIGNAL flC-4 MOO 3 710 1,466 710 1,466 710 1,466 -710 -1,466 > 

~ 

46 ITEMS LESS THAH $2,000,000 4,523 4,523 4,523 -4.523 
~ 47 TIMER ACTUATOR FIN FUZE 18,000 8,742 18,000 8,742 18,000 8,742 -18,000 -8,742 n 

48 GBU-15 5,613 5,613 5,613 -5,613 0 
~ 

49 B«»li PRACTICE 25 POUND 668,720 9,406 668,720 6,922 668,720 9.~ -668,720 -9,406 ~ 
50 SEN~ FUZED WEAPON 260 113,513 260 113,513 260 113,513 -260 -113,513 I 
51 ITEMS LESS THAM $2,000,000 2,514 2,514 2,514 -2.514 :t 

0 
52 ITEMS LESS THAM $2,000,000 822 822 822 -822 c 

CFJ 
53 FLARE, JR ttJU-78 766,563 16,260 766,563 6,540 766,563 16,260 -766,563 -16,260 t'rj 

54 PARACHUTE FLARE LUU-2 B/B 7,572 4.025 7,572 4,025 7,572 4,025 -7,572 -4.025 
55 "-206 CARTRIDGE FLARE 311,800 9,114 311,800 g, 114 311,800 9, 114 -311,800 -9.114 
56 INITIAL SPARES WPAF 161 161 161 -161 
57 REPLENISt14EIT SPARES WPAF 2.865 2,865 2,865 -2,'865 
58 IOJIFICATJOHS 507 507 507 .. 507 
59 ITEMS LESS THAN $2,000,000 10,271 7,068 10,271 .. 10,211 
60 fptU-139 FUZE 11. 742 10,250 u. 742 -11, 742 
61 ITEMS LESS THAN $2,000.000 60 60 60 -60 
62 M-16 A2 RIFLE 1.450 833 1,450 833 1,450 833 -1.450 -833 

·---·-···· ·········- ···-····· ........... ............. 
TOTAL WEAPONS PROCUREMENT AIR F~CE 4,392,173 3,953,232 4,330,473 -659,328 3,732,MS ~ 

"'""' IX) 

= 
"'""' 
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Bomber improvements 

The Senate bill would provide $90.0 million 
for improved interim conventional weapons 
for heavy bombers. 

The House amendment would provide $100.0 
million for both accelerating conventional 
weapon upgrades on B-lB bombers and for 
transferring heavy bombers from attrition 
reserve status to the active inventory. 

The conferees agree to recommend the fol­
lowing funding: 

(1) $37.5 million for testing and conversion 
of the nuclear air-launched cruise missile to 
conventional weapons capability; 

(2) $40.0 million for the acquisition of GPS­
aided munition system (GAMS) weapons and 
for testing of the brilliant anti-tank (BAT) 
submunition in a tactical munitions dis­
penser; 

(3) $5.3 million in procurement and $18.1 
million in operation and maintenance funds 
for the restoration of 24 B-52H bombers from 
attrition reserve status to active status; and 

(4) $16.9 million for the acceleration of the 
integration of the joint direct attack muni­
tions (JDAM) family of weapons onto the B­
IB bomber. 

AMMUNITION, AIR FORCE 

Overview 

The budget request, the Senate bill, and 
the House amendment contained no separate 
account for Air Force ammunition programs. 
Those programs were funded within the 
Weapons Procurement, Air Force account. 
The conferees recommend authorization of 
$251.5 million for these programs in a new 
Ammunition, Air Force account as delin­
eated in the following table. Unless noted ex­
plicitly in the statement of the managers, all 
changes are made without prejudice. 



P-1 
LINE ITEH 

FY1995 R~uest 
Quantity 1->unt 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FYl995 ----Conference---
Authortzat ton Authorization Change to Request 

Quantity Amount Quantity Amount Quantity 1aount 

-- Conference fY95 -­
Author tzat ion 

~anttty llllount 
·-·· ························-·············· ······- --······· ........ . ....... -······· ........ ........ ····---- -------- ... ......... . 
PROCtREMENT OF NltUNITION AIR F~CE 

38 2.75 INCH ROCKET ll>TOR 
39 ITEMS LESS THAii $2.000,000 
40 5.56 ... 
41 20tll TRAINING 
42 30 tit TRAINING 
43 CMTRIDGE CHAFF RR-180 
44 CARTRIDGE CHAFF RR-188 
45 SIGllAL MK-4 Ill) 3 
46 ITEMS LESS THAN $2,000,000 
47 TIMER ACTUATOR FIN FUZE 
48 GBU-15 
49 8<111 PRACTICE 25 POUIU> 
50 SENSOR FUZED WEAPON 
51 ITEMS LESS THAN $2,000,000 
52 ITEMS LESS THAN s2.ooo.ooo 
53 Fl.ARE, IR HJU-78 
54 PARACHUTE Fl.ARE l ,UU-2 8/8 
55 M-206 CARTRIDGE FLARE 
56 INITIAL SPARES WPAF 
57 REPLENISHMENT SPARES WPAf 
58 M(X)lf ICATIONS 
59 ITEMS LES$ THAN $2,000,000 
60 Ffll-139 FUZE 
61 ITEMS LESS THAN $2,000,000 
62 M-16 A2. RIFLE 

TOTAL AIR FCllCE AlllJNJTION 

40,468 

28,385 
3,307 
2,523 

523 
1,513 

710 

18,000 

387,000 
260 

766,563 
7,572 

311,800 

1,450 

13,851 
1,990 

11,618 
18,295 
15,500 
2,403 
2,351 
1,466 
4,523 
8,742 
5,613 
6,922 

113,513 
2,514 

822 
6,540 
4,025. 
9,11~ 

Uil 
2,865 

507 
7,068 

10,250 
60 

833 

40,468 

28,385 
3,307 
2,523 

523 
1,513 . 

710 

18,000 

387,000 
260 

766,563 
7,572 

311,800 

1,450 

13,851 
l,990 

11,618 
18,295 
15,500 
2,403 
2,351 
1,466 
4,523 
8,742 
5,~13 
6;922 

113,513 
2,514 

822 
6,540 
4,025 
9,114 

161 
2,865 

507 
7,068 

10,250 
60 

833 
..•.•..... 

251,546 

(") 

0 z 
C') 
g; 
(fl 
(fl 
lo-o4 

0 z 
> 
~ 

g; 
(") 
0 
~ 
~ 
I ::c 
0 e 
(fl 
tr:! 

~ ,_ 
ex:> = ~ 
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OTHER PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 

Overview 
The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­

tained an authorization of $7,078.3 million for 

Other Procurement, Air Force. The Senate ization of $6,929.2 million, as delineated in 
bill would authorize $6,961.2 million. The the following table. Unless noted explicitly 
House amendment would authorize $6,855.4 in the statement of managers, all changes 
million. The conferees recommend author- are made without prejudice. 



P-1 
LINE ITEH 

FY1995 Request 
Quantity Ann.mt 

--- nouse tTl~~~ --- --- ~enate tTl~~~ ----~onterence---

Authortzat ton Authorization Change to Request 
Quantity Ann.Int Quantity Allount ~ant1ty ,._..nt 

-- tonf erence FY95 -­
Author t za t 1 on 

Quantity /eount 

.... ··················-----················ ·-·--·- ···-····· ······-- ···-·--- -·-····· ........ ·---···· ........ -----··· ....... . 
~ OTHER PROCUREMENT, AIR F<llCE 
~ MUNITIONS AHO ASSOCIATED EQUIPMENT 
~ 1 2.75 INCH ROCKET HOTOR 

2 ITEHS LESS THAI $2,000,000 
3 5.56 tit 
4 20 tit COllAT 
5 20MH TRAINING 
6 30 tit TRAINING 
7 CARTRIDGE CIWF RR-180 
8 CARTRIDGE CHAFF RR-lei 
9 SIGNAL 11(-4 Ill> 3 

10 CART IHP 3000 FT/LBS, 
11 ITEMS LESS THAJt $2:000,000 
12 BSU-49 INFLATABLE RETARDER 
13 GBU-15 
14 BC»tB PRACTICE 25 POUllO 
15 tlK-84 BOMB-EMPTY 
16 SERS<ll f UZEO WEAPON 
17 CBU-87(COtelNED EFFECTS MUNITIONS) 
18 ITEMS LESS THAN $2,000,000 
19 ITEMS LESS THAN $2.000,000 
20 FLME, IR MJU-78 
21 ttJU-108 
22 ALA-17 FLARE 
23 SPARES AltO REPAIR PARTS OPAF-1 

· 24 SPECIAL PROGRNtS 
25 KODIFICATIONS 
26 ITEMS LESS THAI $2,000,000 
27 FttU-139 FUZE 
28 ITEMS LESS THAN $2,000,000 
29 SQUM> AUT<llATIC WEAPON 
30 H-16 A2 RIFLE 
31 .50 CAL RIFLE 
32 M2 .50 CAL MACHINE GUN 



~ 

"""' CX> 
--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conference fY95 -- = = P-1 FY1995 Request Authortzatton Authortzatton Change to Request Author1zatton 

LINE ITEK Quantity Amount Quant tty '->I.mt Quantity Amount Quantity Mixmt Quant tty Allount 

.... ··············-····-·········-········· ·-····· --------- ··--···· -------- --······ -------- ........ ··-·---· ........ ......... 
33 12GA EOO SHOTGUN 

VEHICULAR EQUIPMENT 
34 SEDAN, 4 ml 4X2 296 2,621 296 2,621 296 2,621 296 2,621 
35 STATION WAGON, 4X2 133 1,773 133 1,773 133 1,773 133 l.773 
36 BUS, 28 PASSENGER 33 1,616 33 1,616 33 1,616 33 1.616 
·37 BUS - 32-44 PASSENGER 26 1,763 26 1,763 26 1,763 26 1,763 
38 NIHJLMCE, BUS 1 78 1 78 1 78 1 78 
39 IOU.AR NllULMCE 158 8,095 158 8,095 158 8,095 158 8,095 ~ 
40 14-23 PASSENGER BUS 5 196 5 196 5 196 5 196 0 
41 LAW EIFORCEMEMT VEHICL"t 24 311 24 311 24 311 24 311 z 

c;') 

42 ARJOtED SEOM 2 469 2 469 2 469 2 469 g; 
43 TRUCK, STAKE/PLATfmut Vl 

Vl 

44 TRUCJC, CARGO-UTILITY; 3/4T, 4X4 
"'"'4 

0 
45 TRUCK, CARGO-UTILITY, l/2T, 4X2 z 

> 46 TRUCK, PICkUP, l/2T, 4X2 192 2,139 192 2,139 192 2,139 192 2,139 ~ 

47 TRUCK, PICkUP, COMPACT 471 4,399 471 4,399 471 4.399 471 4,399 g; 
48 TRUCK tu.Tl-STOP 1 TOfl 4X2 477 9.391 477 9.391 477 9.391 477 9,391 ~ 

49 TRUCK, PAllEL, 4X2 0 
~ 

50 TRUCK CARRYALL 

~ 51 MEDlllt TACTICAL VEHICLE 
52 TRUCK, CMGO, 2 l/2T 0 
53 TRUCK TAACTCll, OVER ST e 

Vl 

54 TRUCK, DUMP 5 TOii t!1 

55 TRUCK, UTILITY 
56 CAP VEHICLES 787 787 787 787 
57 ITEMS LESS THAii $2,000,000 12,546 12,546 12,546 12,546 

2.5 TOM SLEP 
58 TRUCK PHONE LINE COllSTRUCTIOH 
59 TRUCK TANK FUEL R·ll 154 22,782 154 19,000 154 22,782 -3.782 154 19,000 
60 ITEMS LESS THAii $2,000,000 6,576 6,576 6,576 6,576 ~ 

61 TRUCK CRASH P-23 ~ 
~ 

62 TRUCIC WATER P-26 (P-18) ('J) 
~ 

63 HEAVY RESCUE VEHICLE 14 2,389 14 2,389 14 2,389 14 2,389 """4 
... t-.:> 

64 ~UCK PuttPER P-24 14 2,479 14 2,479 14 2,479 14 2.479 """4 
'O 
'O 
~ 



~ 
~ 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conference FY95 --
~ 
~ 
~ 

P-1 FY1995 Request Author hat ton Authortzat ton Change to Request Authorization .._ 
LINE ITE" Quantity Amount Quantity Amount ·Quant tty ,_.mt Quantity '->unt Quantity Amount .. ~ 

.._ ---· ·······--·-···············--·-········- ....... ··--···-- -------- ··--···· ····---- -------- ·--····- -------- .......... ........ ~ 

65 TRUCK PlltPER P-22 26 4,299 26 4,299 26 4,299 26 4,299 
~ 
~ 

66 ITEMS LESS THAii $2: 000, 000 
67 TRUCK F/l 4000 LB GED/DED 144 INCH 
68 TRUCK, f /l 10,000 LB 
69 60K A/C LOIUR 27 29,329 27 29,329 27 29,329 27 29,329 
70 50IC CONTAlllER HAllJLER 
71 ITEMS LESS THAii $2,000,000 3,357 3,357 3,357 3,357 
72 RUllWAY SNOW REHOV AND CLEANING EQUIP (') 

73 WELL IJlllLING SYSTEM 0 z 
74 SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS OPAF-2 c:;") 

75 MCl>IFICATIO.S 561 561 561 561 ~ 
76 ITEMS LESS THAii $2.~,000 1,398 1,398 1,398 1,398 

CJ) 
CJ) 
~ 

GEtOAL REOOCTI ON, tttll 0 
71 CAllCELLED ACCOUllT ADJUSTttENTS z 

> 
ELECTROllCS All> lflEC(lllJNICATJOllS EQUIP ~ 

78 COHSEC EQUIPME~T 21,265 21,265 21.265 2l,265 ~ 
79 SPARES All> REPAIR PARTS OPAF-3 (') 

0 
80 MCl>IFICATIOllS (C«llSEC) 479 479 479 479 ~ 

81 INTELLIGENCE DATA twl>l.ING SYS 16,159 16,159 16, 159 16,159 ~ 

a2 INTELLIGENCE TRAINING EQUIPMENT 148 148 148 148 ~ 
83 INTELLIGENCE CCllt EQUIP 9,939 9,939 9,939 9,939 0 

c 84 ITEMS LESS THAii $2,000.000 195 195 195 195 CJ) 

t'f1 
85 AIR TRAFFIC CTRL/LAll> SYS (ATCALS) 2.423 2,423 2,423 2,423 
86 THEATER AIR COITROL SYS IMPROVEMENT 78.774 78,774 78,774 -7,600 71,174 
87 WEATHER OBSERV/FmlCAST 21.264 21,264 21,264 21,264 

871 ASOS 5,000 5,000 5,000 
88 DEFEllSE SUPPGtT PROGRAM 15,102 15,102 15,102 15,102 
89 STRATEGIC CCllWI> AllO COllTROL 8,257 8,257 8,257 8,257 
90 CHEY£• IOJITAJI COMPLEX 15,182 15.182 15, 182 15,182 
91 BHEWS tQ>ERIUZATIOll 
92 SPACETRACk 918 918 918 918 
93 NAVSTAR GPS 3,776 3,776 3,776 3,776 
94 OEFEllSE HETEOROLOGICAL SAT PROG 16,081 16,081 16,081 16,081 

~ 
95 MARS/USAF-FM AADM UPGRADE ~ 

CJ) 

= 'I 



~ 
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(X) 

P-1 FY1995 Request Author hat ton Authorhatton Change to Request Authortzatton 
LINE ITEM Quanttty Amount .Quantity lmot.mt Quant tty· Mot.mt Quant tty 1-tmt Quantity Amunt 
.... -·-·-·····-···-·-·-·-···-·-······------ ---·-·· ·-·------ ···-·--· ··-···-- ·······- ---···-- ---····· ........ . ....... ---· 

96 TAC SJGINT SUPP<RT 
97 DRUG INTERDICTION PROGRNt 
98 IMAGERY TRAIS 
99 TACTICAL WARNING SYSTEMS SUPP<RT 

100 NORTH ATLANTIC DEFENSE Cl 
101 OARP 22,392 22,392 9,792 -12,600 9,792 
102 AUTOMATIC DATA PROCESSING EQUIP 39.121 39,121 39,121 39,121 
103 NJI OPERATIOIS CONSOLIDATION ~ 
104 WWMCCS/GL«llAL COtttAll>~ COllTROL SYSTEM 12.623 12.623 12,623 -4,189 8,434 0 z 105 HOBILITY CmtWI> AND CONTROL 16,276 16,276 16,276 16,276 C') 

106 AIR FORCE PHYSICAL. SECURITY SYSTEM 25,522 25,522 25,522 25,522 ~ 
107 COteAT TRAINING RAHG~S 16,989 16,989 16,989 16,989 (/) 

(/) 
~ 

1071 AOU TRAIJllNG RANGESi 25,000 25,000 0 
108 C3 COUNTERHEASlllES 5,426 5,426 5,426 5,426 z 

> 
109 BASE LEVEL DATA AUTO PROGRAM 34,093 34,093 34.093 34,093 r4 

110 AIR FORCE SATELLITE CONTROL NETWORK 25,810 25,810 25,810 25,810 ~ 
111 Af.C CALS n 
112 THEATER BATRE triT C2 SYS 45,547 45,547 45,547 45,547 0 

~ 
113 EASTERll/WESTERN RANGE llH 116.625 116,625 116.625 116,625 ~ 

114 INFORMATIOll TRAISHISSIOH SYSTEMS 499 499 499 499 ~ 
115 TELEPHONE EXCMAIGE 44,872 44,872 44,87"2 44,872 0 
116 JO I NT TACTICAL CC»tt PROGRAM c 

(/) 

117 USTIWtSCOtt t:'T'l 

118 USCEMTCOH 2,810 2,810 2,810 2,810 
119 AUT<ltATED TELECClllJNICATIOHS PRG 29,558 12.000 29,558 -17,558 12,000 
120 HILSATCOH 3,770 3,770 3,770 3,770 
121 SATELLITE TERMlllALS 5,386 5,386 5,386 5,386 
122 VIOEBAll> SYSTEMS U~ 1,433 1,433 1,433 1,433 
123 "llllMUtt ESSENTIAL EttfR COHtt NET 
124 TACTICAL C-E ~QUIPMENT 41,718 41, 718 41,718 41, 718 ~ 

125 RADIO EQUIPHEIT 19,618 1.000 19,618 -18,618 1,000 ~ 
~ 

126 TV EQUIPMENT (AFRTV) 2.622 2,622 2,622 2,622 ~ 
'"1-

127 CCTV/AUOIOVISUAL EQUIPMENT 2.286 2,286 2,286 2,286 N 
.._t\:> 

128 ANTI JM VOICE 390 390 390 390 N 
<:.o 
<:.o 
~ 



~ 
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CIJ 
""1-

P-1 FY1995 Request Authortzat ton Authortzatton Change to Request Authortzat1.,._ N 

LINE ITEM Quantity Amount Quantity Amount Quantity Amount Qu•nttty Moc.mt C)Janttty -..nt .._l\:> 

.... ·------------------------·-·-···------· ------- --------- -------- -------- -------- ........ ·•······ N ····---· ......... ......... 
~ 

129 BASE CCll1 INFRASTRUCTURE 869 869 869 869 ~ 
~ 

130 SPARES AHO REPAIR PARTS OPAf-3 
131 CAP COH I ELECT 293 293 293 293 
132 ITEHS LESS THAI $2.000,000 .9,535 9,535 9,535 9,535 
133 COMM ELECT HOOS 18,850 18.850 18,850 18,850 
134 ANTI.JAM VOICE 
135 SPACE ~ 29,655 29,655 29,655 29,655 

OTHER BASE HAINTENAllCE ANO SUPP<ltT EQUIP ~ 

136 BASE/Al.C CALIBRATION PACKAGE J0,004 10,004 10.004 10,004 0 
z 137 flEWARK AFB CAL JBRA Tl OfrPACKAGE 1,601 1,601 1,601 1,601 ~ 

138 ITEMS LESS THAM $2,000,000 11,667 11,667 11,667 11,667 g; 
139 MIGHT VISION GOGGLES {FJ 

{FJ 
I 

4,242 4,242 4,242 4,242 
~ 

140 BREATHING APPARATUS "\WO HOUR 0 
141 CHEMICAL/BIOLOGICAL DEF PROG 7,736 7,736 7,736 7,736 z 

> 142 ITEMS LESS THAii $2.000,000 3,800 3.800 3,800 3,800 ~ 

143 BASE HECHAlllZATIOll EQUIPHENT 11,241 11,241 11, 241 11,241 g; 
144 AIR TERMINAL ttECHANIZATIOfl EQUIP 6,863 6,863 6,863 6,863 n 
145 ITEMS LESS THAii $2,000,000 4,304 4,304 4,304 4,304 0 

~ 
146 GENERATmtS-tlBILE ELECTRIC 4,358 4,358 4,358 4,358 ~ 

147 FLOll>l..IGHTS SET TYPE NF20 ~ 
148 ITEMS LESS THAii $2,000,000 3,539 3,539 3,539 3,539 0 
149 BASE PROCURED EQUIPMENT 17 ,048 11,048 17,048 17,048 e 

{FJ 

150 llATlltAL GAS UTILIZATIOH EQUIPMENT t"1"J 

151 MEDICAL/DENTAL EQUIPtENT 13,872 13,872 13,872 13,872 
152 ENVIRONMENT PROJECTS 23,553 23,553 23,553 23,553 
153 AIR BASE OPERABILITY 4,812 4,812 4,812 4,812 
154 PALLET AIR CARGO 4,000 3,618 4,000 3,618 ,,ooo 3,618 4,QOO 3,618 
155 ftET ASSEl&.Y, toe• x ss· 
156 POOTOGRAPHIC EQUIPMENT 6,629 6,629 6,629 6,629 
157 TACTICAL SHELTER 
158 PROOUCTIVITY ENHANCEtENT 9,268 9,268 9,268 9,268 
159 PRCl>UCTIVJTY lff\IESTHENTS 5,092 5,092 5,092 5,092 
160 *>BILITY EQUIPHENT 12,807 12.807 12.807 12,807 
161 WARTIME HOST NATION SUPPCllT 1,447 1,447 1,447 1,447 ~ 

""" al = cc 



--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conference fY95 -· 
P-1 FY1995 R~est Author tzat ton Authorization Change to Request Authortzatton n 

0 LINE ITEH ().lanttty 1-otmt ().lint tty Mc>cmt Quantity Amount Quanttty t.ount ~ant1iY 1-unt z 
-·-· ------·----------·······-·----------·-- ··--··· ·······-· ·····--- -------- ··------ ·-·----- ····--·- -------- ---------

......... 
~ 162 SPARES All> REPAIR PARTS OPAF-4 61,026 . 1,000 61,026 6J,026 
rJl 

163 ITEMS LESS THAii $2,000,000 18.244 18,244 18,244 -2,336 15,908 rJl -164 lllTELLIGEllCE PRODUCTION ACTIVITY 58,050 55,704 57,050 -2,200 55,850 0 
z 

165 TECH SURV COUllTERMEAS~ES EQ 2,280 2,280 2,280 2,280 > 
166 SR YR GROUll> STATIONS 

rt 

167 DMP 65,306 65,306 65,306 ~5,306 ~ 
n 

168 SELECTED ACTIVITIES 5,620,346 5,494,846 5,516,846 -110,200 5,510,146 0 
169 SPECIAL UPDATE PROGRAH 166,064 166,064 166,064 166,064 ~ 

~ 
170 INDUSTRIAL PREPARmNESS 1,020 1,020 1,020 1,020 ~ 171 MOOIFICATIOllS 1,020 1,020 1,020 1,020 

0 
172 FIRST DESTINATION TRANSPORTATION 13,492 13,492 13,49? 13,492 c:: 

rJl 

-------··· -----·---- ····----·· ............ ····-···-· t'!1 

TOTAL OTHER PROClltEMfNT AIR FMCE 7,078,253 6,855,423 6,961,153 -149,083 6,929, 170 
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August 12, 1994 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 21871 
PROCUREMENT, DEFENSE-WIDE 

Overview 
The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­

tained an authorization of $1,744.9 m1llion for 

Procurement, Defense-wide. The Senate b111 
would authorize Sl,935.6 million. The House 
amendment would authorize $2,066. 7 million. 
The conferees recommend authorization of 

$1,891.4 m1llion, as delineated in the follow­
ing table. Unless noted explicitly in the 
statement of managers, all changes are made 
without prejudice. 
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--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference--- -- Conference f Y95 --

a;, 
~ 

P-1 FY1995 Request Authorization Author bat ton Change to Request Authortzat ton ~ 

LINE ITEM Quantity Amount ~antlty Alllount Quant1ty .. Amount Quantity Amunt ~ant1ty Allount 
.... ---················---------··········· ....... ·-·-····· ........ ................ ......... ----·--· -------- -------- ........ 
PROCURDtENT, DEFENSE-WIDE 

1 tlJTCR VEHICLES 
11 ELECTRIC VEHICLES 15.000 15.000 15,000 
2 MJOl EQUIPMENT, OSD/WHS 77,780 11.1~ 77,780 17,780 
3 DMP 250,660 301,899 292.360 62,339 312.999 
4 CORPORATE ·111FC1UtATION MANAGEMENT 11,007 11,007 11,007 11,007 

SUPERCOMPUTERS 
5 CLASSIFIED EQUJMNT. lfSA [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] (-9,200] [ ] 

~ 
6 OEFEMSE AIR80RllE RECONNAISSANCE PROG 16,397 16,397 16,397 Ui,397 0 
7 VEHICLES, OllA 33 1.544 33 1,544 I• 33 1,544 33 1,544 z 

C') 
8 OTHER CAPITAL EQUIPMENT, DNA 6 1,958 6 1,958 6 1,958 6 1,958 ~ 
9 WMCCS NJf SYSTEMS 7,273 7,273 7,273 7,273 r;/) 

r;/) 

10 llFMMATION SERVICES.
1

TRAISFER ~ 

0 
11 Pl.MS .I PROGRAM AllALYSIS SUPPORT CTR 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 z 

·12 ITEMS LESS THAI S2 MJLLIOH, DISA 74,010 74,010 74,010 74,010 > 
~ 

13 lltU& llTERDICTIOI SUPPMT ~ 14 llTELLIGEllCE All> CCllUllCATIONS, DIA [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ 1 n 
15DIA lllffiLIGEllCE PROGRM SUPPORT GROUP [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] 0 

:;:d 
16 DEFENSE SUPPmlT ACTIVITIES, II.A 9,859 9.859 9.859 9,859 tj 

17 CClllJMICATIOll.EQUIPHEMT.. l»tA I 
0::: 18 AUTCltATED lllf«ltMTIOll SYSTEM EQUIPMENT 15,402 10,402 15,402 15,402 0 

19 VECTmt PltOOUCT EQUIPMENT c:: 
r;/) 

20 DEVElOPMEllT TEST FACILITY ~ 

21 IE I G ttAUIFRME UPGRADE 
22 VEHICLES, OMA 116 116 116 116 
23 OTHER CAPITAL EQUIPMEMT, IN 28,531 23,531 28,531 28,531 
24 GEOOESY NI> GEOPHYSICAL EQUIPMENT 
25 VEHICLES, DIS 2,903 2,903 2,903 2,903 
26 OTHER CAPITAL EQUIPMENT. DIS 1,256 1,256 1,256 1,256 
27 ITEJIS LESS THM $2 "ILLION, DCM 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 ~ 

28 M.JClt EQUIPMENT • DSPO 11,700 11, 700 11,700 11,700 ~ 
~ 

29 ~ EQUIPMENT • DSPO ~ 
~ 

30 ~ EQUIPMENT, DSPO '-

31 HAJmt EQUIPMENT, OJCS 47,682 47,682 47,682 47.682 
J..:> 
'-
~ 
~ 
~ 
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P-1 FYI 995 Request Authorization Author hat ion Change to Request Authorization ~ ._ 
LINE ITE" Quantity Amount Quantity Allot.Int Quant tty Amount Quantity ltnount Quant tty Mount ... t-v 

.... ....................................... ·····-· -···--··· -------· -·-····· ·····-·· ····--·· ·-······ ·------- ---····· -------- ._ 
\C 

32 OTHER CAPITAL EQUIPIENT, OSIA \C 
~ 

JOINT BIOLOGICAL DEFENSE PROGRAM 3,000 20,416 20,416 
BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE <llGANIZATION 

33 PATRIOT 255,063 255,063 255,063 255,063 
34 HAWk BN/Cl tll>S 3,831 3,831 · 3,831 3,831 
35 NAVY Tll> 14,496 14,496 14,496 
36 MA.0 EQUIMNT, CIO [ 1 [ ] [ ] [ 1 [ ] 
37 CPMS 9,000 9,000 9,000 9,000 n 

999 CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 379,561 374,596 460,561 -9,200 370,361 0 
MEITOR-PROTEGE PROGRAM 50,000 50,000 50,000 z 

~ 
NATlltAL GAS VEHICLES ~ 
NATtlW.. GAS COllVERS19H CJ) 

CJ) 

EARLY WARlllli ASSlltMCE 300,000 -0 
SPECIAL (l)ERATIOltS CMWI> z 

> 38 RADIO FREQUEllCY DILE ELECTROff IC TEST 23,872 23,872 23,872 23,872 ~ 

39 t«:-130H CHAT TAl.Oll II 29,688 29,688 29,688 29,688 ~ 
40 AC·llOU GUISHIP ACQUISITION 11.102 71,102 71, 102 71,102 n 
41 C-130 ta>IFICATIOIS 65,661 65,661 65,661 65,661 0 

~ 
42 HH-53 tll>IFICATIOIS 6,838 6,838 6,838 6,838 t;j 

43 tlf-47/111-60 Mm>IFICATIONS 10,666 10,666 10.666 10,666 ~ 
44 HH-60 IO>IFICATIOIS 0 
45 OTHER AIRCRAFT ta>lf ICATIONS e 

CJ) 

46 'Clt-6 PROClltEMEllT I llJOIFICATIOllS 1 1,:in 1 7,381 7 7,381 7 7,381 tr.I 

47 AIRCRAFT SUPPORT 40,016 40,016 40,016 40,016 
48 PC,CYCLONE CLASS 12,380 12,380 12,380 7,900 20,280 
49 MK VIII ta> 1 • SEAL DELIVERY VEHICLE 11,906 11,906 11,906 11,906 
50 SllSMMlllE CONVERSION 12.288 12,288 12,288 12,288 
51 ti< V SPECIAL OPER CRAFT (ti< V SOC) 2 9,595 2 9,595 2 9,595 2 9,595 
52 SOF PYRO/OEllJ 14,029 14,029 14,029 14,029 
53 SOF PLATF<M GUii NltUIUTION 38,496 38,496 38,496 38,496 
54 SCF lll>IV WEAPONS NIUllTION 10.188 10,188 10, 188 10,188 
55 ~<llt EQUIPMEIT & ELECTRONICS 15,895 15,895 15,895 15,895 
56 SCF lllTELUGEllCE SY5TEMS 13,619 13,619 13,619 13,619 
57 SOF SMAl.L ARMS I WEAPONS 8,530 8,530 8,530 8,530 ~ ..... 

<X> 
-.:t 
~ 



P-1 
LIME ITEH 

FY1995 Request 
Quantity Allount 

·-- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference---
Authorization 

Quantity ~nt 

Authorization 
Quantity Mount 

Change to Request 
Quanttty t.lount 

-- Conference fY95 -­
Author tzat 1on 

Quantity ,.,...nt 

---- --------·-··········------------····--- ·········-------- -·------ ··-··-·· -······· ···-···- ·····-~- ··---·-· ........ .. ....... 
58 SPECIAL WARFARE EQUIPMENT 
59 MISCELLANEOUS EQUIPMENT 
60 SOF PLAIUUICi I REHEARSAL SYS (SOFPARS) 
61 CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 
62 PSYOP EQUIPMENT 

TOTAL PROCll'Dl'.NT DEFENSE WIDE 

14,987 
4,153 
2,958 

86,761 
7,878 

1,744,916 

14,987 
4,153 
2,958 

86,761 
7,878 

2,066,694 

14,987 
4,153 
2,958 

86,761 
7,878 

1,935,616 146,455 

14,987 
4,153 
2,95$ 

86,761 
7,878 ----

1,891,371 

() 
0 z 
~ 
Vl 
Vl -0 z 
> 
t-4 



August 12, 1994 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 21875 
SRr-71 reconnaissance aircraft 

The budget request did not include funding 
for SRr-71 aircraft. 

The Senate bill would provide $100.0 mil­
lion in research and development, split 
equally between the national foreign intel­
ligence program (NFIP) and tactical intel­
ligence and related activities (TIARA) pro­
gram budgets, to reactivate the SRr-71 air­
craft to provide a contingency reconnais­
sance capability. The Senate initiative de­
pended on a determination of whether the 
costs would be acceptable and a viable con­
tingency capability could be acquired for 
$100.0 million. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar funding. 

The conferees agree to provide SlOO.O mil­
lion to reactivate the SRr-71 to provide an in-

terim contingency reconnaissance capability 
to be managed by the Defense Airborne Re­
connaissance Office for the purposes de­
scribed in the Senate report (S. Rept. 103-
282). The Secretary of Defense shall provide 
to the congressional defense committees 
classified and unclassified reports by Janu­
ary 1, 1995, detailing the following: 

(1) how the SRr-71 could be integrated into 
the Department's reconnaissance moderniza­
tion plan; 

(2) how the SRr-71 will contribute addi­
tional capabilities to the Department's re­
connaissance and intelllgence collection ca­
pability; 

(3) the time it will take to fully reactivate 
the SRr-71; and 

(4) the effect on the Future Years Defense 
Program of the costs to provide this addi­
tional reconnaissance capability until new 
endurance UA Vs are fielded. 

PROCUREMENT, NATIONAL GUARD AND 
RESERVE EQUIPMENT 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­
tained no funds for Procurement, National 
Guard and Reserve Equipment. The Senate 
bill would authorize $600.0 million. The 
House amendment would authorize S787.2 
million. The conferees recommend author­
ization· of $510.0 million, as delineated in the 
following table. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice. 



P-1 
LINE ITEM 

FY1995 Request 
Quanttty ~nt 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference---
Authortzatlon Authortzat ton Change to Request 

Quantity Amount Quantity Amount Quantity Alllount 

~- Conf ere,.ce FY95 -­
Author bat ton 

~ant1ty Allou~t 

---- -----·-----·-·--···········-----------· ···---· --·-····· ........ -------- -------- ........ ·······- ........ ........ . ..... .. 
NATIONAL GUARD I RESERVE EQUIPMENT 
RESERVE EQUIPMENT 
ARHY RESERVE 

1 NIGHT VISION 
2 MISCELLANEOUS EQUIPMENT 

CClllUllCATIONS ELECTRONICS 
c°'5ntUCTIOll/TRANSPORTATIOft EQUIP 
MEDICAL EQUIPMENT 
SlllJLATIOll EQUIPMENT 
ENGINEERING EQUIPMENT 
TACTICAL VEHICLES 
SINC6ARS 

3 EXTERllAL FUEL TANKS 
4 HEHTT TRUCKS 

AUTOMATIC BUILDING MACHINES 
H915/M916/HEAVY DlJlt TRUCKS 
5 Tell FLATBED TRAILERS 

5 MUG INTERDICTION 
NAVY RESERVE 

6 MISCELLANEOUS EQUIPMENT 
COlllJNICATIOllS ELECTRONICS 
COllSTRUCTIOll/lRAISP<llTATIOI EQUIP 
HEDICAL EQUIPHENT 
Sltlll.ATIOI EQUIPMENT 

7 C-130T AIRCRAFT 
TACTICAL AIRLIFT AIRCRAFT 
HH-60 HELICOPTER UPGRADE KITS 
C-9 tDlS 

8 MH-53 HELICOPTERS 
9 lNtPS llC-1 ASW UPGRADE 

10 P-3 UPGIWIS 
11 MUN VAi UPGRADES 
12 FFG-7 DISPLAY SYS 

CESE F<ll EOO/MIW 

10,000 50,000 50,000 
15,000 
25,000 
25,000 
10,000 

15,000 
15,000 
10,000 

25,000 50,000 50.,000 
15,000 
15,000 
25,000 
10,000 

35,000 
1 30,000 1 30,000 

39,500 
25,000 

42,000 
10,000 

6.500 
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en 

P-1 FY1995 Request Author hat lon Authortzat ton Change to Request Authortzatton 
~ 

........ 

LINE ITEM Quant tty Amount Quant tty Amount Quantity Mollnt Quant tty Mot.Int Quant1ty Molmt ... t>.:> 

.... ····--------------------·--···········- -····-· --------- --·--··- ···-···· -------· ····--·- ........ ........ ··--···· ........ ........ 
~ 

13 DRUG I ffTERD ICTI Oft ~ 
~ 

MARINE CCllPS RESERVE 
14 HISCELLAllEOUS EQUIPMENT 5,000 50,000 50,000 

CCllllNICATJOMS ELECTROftICS 15,000 
COllSTRUCTIOl/TRAISPORTATIOft EQUIP 10,000 

MEDI~ EQUIPMENT 10,000 
SIMUl..ATIOM EQUIPMENT 10,000 
SUIJLAT<aS 15,000 n 
AH-lV C<BIA AIRCRAFT MOOS 19,800 0 
MEOlllt SUPPmtT TRUCKS- 7,500 z 

C') 
15 KC-1301 AIRCRAFT ~ 
16 AH-IV COBRA AIRCRAFT CFl 

CFl 

17 lllGHT VISION DEVICE~' 
~ 

0 
AIR F<ltCE RESERVE z 

> 18 MISCELLMEOUS EQUIPMENT 1,000 20,000 20,000 t"'-1 

COlllJlllCATIOllS ELECTRONICS 25,000 ~ 
MEDICAL EQUIPMENT 25,000 n 
SIMULATION EQUIPMENT 10,000 0 

~ 
SMALL ARMS SU4ULATION ~ 

19 C-130 AIRCRAFT 35,000 ' ~ 
TACTICAL AIRLIFT AIRCRAFT l 30,000 1 30,000 0 
KC-135 REEIGl"lllG 24,000 e 

CFl 

C-130 UPGRADES 8,900 
trj 

20 llt-60G HELO 
21 MUG IMTERDICTIOll 

RESERVE AIRCRAFT 
22 MISCEllMEOUS EQUIPMEllT 

MTIOIW. GUARD EQUIPtHT 
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 

23 MISCELLANEOUS EQUIMNT 5,000 20.000 20.000 
C<llllNICATIOIS ELECTRONICS 20,000 
COllSTRUCTIOll/TIWISPOflTATIOI EQUIP 30.000 
MEDICAL EQUIPttENT 25,000 
SUllLATION EQUIPMENT 10,000 ~ 

~ 
CX> 
~ 
~ 



P-1 
LllE ITEH 

FY1995 Request 
Quantity Amount 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference---
Authortzat ton Authorization Change to R~est 

~anttty ~nt ~anttty '41ount Quantity Allount 

-- Conference fY95 -­
Author tat ton 

Quanttty ltlount 

.... ··-------·-·-----------------------···· ·------ --·--···· ........ ........ ---·---· --······ ........ ........ ............ .. ... ... 
24 UH-60 HELICOPTERS 
25 CH-47 
26 "915/916 TRUCKS 
27 5 TOii TRUCKS 
28 MEDlllt TACTICAL TRUCKS 

TRACKED COfltAT VEHICLE EQUIP (Hll3/H-9/ 
CHEMICAL-BIO EQUIPMENT 
LOGISTICAL. SUPP<MlT EQUIP 

29 Mll3 AIUlltED PERSONNEL CARRIER 
30 C-23 Slllll.AT<ll 
31 M-9 M:E 
32 EXTEIUIAL FUEL TAllKS 
33 ti.RS 
34 KIGHT VISIOI DEVICES 

COMM • . ELECTROlllC EQUIP 
TRAINING MD SIHULATIOll EQUIP 
Ml09A5 
fAASV 
HUEY SLEP 

35 FIREARMS TRllG EQPT 
36 ELECTRONIC TAllJEH NETVORK 
37 AH-1 MOOS 
38 DRUG llTERDICTION 

AIR IATIOIAL GUARD 
39 HISCELLAIEOUS EQUIPMENT 

CClllJllICATIONS ELECTRONICS 
TACTICAL AIRLIFT AIRCRAFT 

40 C-130 AIRCRAFT 
AIRCRAFT DEFENSIVE SYSTEMS 
F-15 ENGINE 
CCltBAT COMM All> ELECT EQUIP 
FIGHTER AIRCRAFT HODS 
KC-135 REENGINlllG 
KC-135 RADNt MOOS 

4 25,000 

25,000 
5,000 

5,000 
5,000 

130,000 
20,000 
25,000 
5,000 

12,000 

12,000 

10,000 
25,000 
25,000 
30,000 
25,000 
24,000 
15,000 

20.000 
8 250,000 

20,000 20,000 

8 240,000 8 240,000 

n 
0 z 
~ g; 
rJl 
rJl -0 
z 
> 
r4 



P-1 
LINE ITEM 

FY1995 Request 
Quantity Amount 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference---
Author1zat ton Authortzatton Change to RecJJest 

Quantity AIM>unt ().aanttty Amount Quantity ~nt 

-- Conference FY95 -­
Author tzat ion 

Quantity Amount 

.... --------------------------·------------ ----·-- ------··· -------- -------· -------· ···-···· ----···· ····--·- .......... ·-------
AIRLIFT REPLACEMENT RADAR 

41 f-15 HSIP 
42 F-15/F-16 ENGINE UPGRADES 
43 F-15 ALE-40 
44 MCE/TASCJ 
45 DR~ INTERDICTION 

llATIOllAL GUAAD AIRCRAFT 
46 NATJOIAL GUARD AID RESERVE AIRCRAFT 

TOTAL GUARD All> RESERVE EQUIPMENT 

10,000 

787,200 600.000 510,000 510.000 
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National Guard and reserve 

equipment190[H12AU4-B1071]National G 
The budget request included no funds in 

the National Guard and reserve equipment 
procurement account. 

The Senate bill would provide $600.0 mil­
lion. The Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) pro­
vided these funds in broad categories, such 
as medical equipment, aviation and 
aeromedical equipment, construction and 
transportation equipment, and electronic 
and communications equipment. The report 
also indicated that the funds should be fo­
cused toward those activities that meet im­
portant military needs, and also enhance the 
capability of the reserve components to as­
sist civilian authorities. 

The House amendment would provide $787.2 
million. The House report (H. Rept. 103-499) 
allocated these funds to some specific pro­
grams and some generic categories. 

The conferees agree to provide $510.0 mil­
lion, as indicated in the following table. The 
conferees note that they have provided $130.0 
million in the Army missile procurement ac­
count to buy a battalion of multiple launch 
rocket system (MLRS) launchers for the 
Army National Guard. 

NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVE PROCUREMENT 
[In millions of dollars} 

Army Reserve: 
Miscellaneous equipment 

Navy Reserve: 
Miscella.neous equipment 
Tactical airlift aircraft .. 

Marine Corps Reserve: 
Miscellaneous equipment ........... .............. . 

Air Force Reserve: 
Miscellaneous equipment .... .. .... .. ... ........ .. . 
Tactical airlift aircraft .......... . 

Army National Guard: 
Miscellaneous equipment ................. . 

Air National Guard : 
Miscellaneous equipment ................. . 
Tactical airlift aircraft .. 

Total ......................... . 

Quantity Amount 

10 

50.0 

50.0 
30.0 

50.0 

20.0 
30.0 

20.0 

20.0 
240.0 

510.0 

The conferees agree that the funds in this 
account should be made available in a ge­
neric category that will: 

(1) give the reserve components maximum 
flexibility to identify their highest priority 
requirements and apply resources to filling 
those requirements; and 

(2) allow the purchases to enhance activi­
ties that meet important m111tary needs, and 

also enhance the capability of the reserve 
components to assist civ111an authorities. 

The conferee.s also agree that none of the 
funds in these areas be obligated until the 
Chief of the National Guard Bureau and the 
head of each reserve component have re­
ported on the proposed use of such funds, in 
accordance with established reprogramming 
procedures. 

CHEMICAL AGENTS AND MUNITIONS 
DESTRUCTION, DEFENSE 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­
tained an authorization of $575.3 million for 
Chemical Agents and Munitions Destruction, 
Defense. The Senate bill would authorize 
$590.1 million. The House amendment would 
authorize $670.3 million. The conferees rec­
ommend authorization of $599.5 million, as 
delineated in the following table. Unless 
noted explicitly in the statement of man­
agers, all changes are made without preju­
dice. 
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LINE ITEK 

f Yl995 Request 
Quantity Amount 

--- House FY1995 --- --- Senate FY1995 ----Conference---
Authorfzat ton 

Quanttty Amount 
Authortzatton 

Quantity Allot.Int 
Change to Request 
Quantity laount 

-- Conference fY95 -­
Authorl zat1on 

Quantity Amount 

··-· ----·----------····-------------------- ------- ··-······ ........ -------· ·------- -------- -------- ........ -·--··-- ......... 
CHEM AGENTS I MUNITIONS DESTRUCTION, DEF 

1 CHEM DEMILITARIZATION - ROTE 11,300 20,800 11,300 9,400 20,700 
2 CHEM DEHILITARIZATIOll - PROC 208,465 284,465 215,265 6,800 215,265 
3 CHEH DEMILITARIZATION - OlM 355,584 365,084 363,584 8,000 363,584 

--------·· 
..••...... .......... --------- --------·· 

TOTAL CHEMICAL DESTRUCTION 575,349 670,349 590,149 24,200 599,549 
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LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Chemical agents and munitions destruction pro­
gram (secs. 107, 142, and 143) 

The budget request included $575.3 mlllion 
for the chemical agents and munitions de­
struction program. 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
106) that would authorize $590.1 m1llion for 
the program; authorize obligation of fiscal 
year 1994 appropriations for research, devel­
opment, test, and evaluation for chemical 
agents and munitions destruction in title VI 
of Public Law 103-139; and amend Section 
1412([) of the Department of Defense Author­
ization Act of Fiscal Year 1986 to require 
military construction funds for the chemical 
agents and munitions destruction program 
to be included in separate defense accounts. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 107) that would authorize $670.3 
mlllion for the program. The House amend­
ment also contained a provision (sec. 1040) 
that would prohibit transportation of the 
unitary stockpile from one state to another 
state, and would allow chemical munitions 
that are not part of the unitary stockpile, 
which are discovered or come under the con­
trol of the Department of Defense, to be 
transported to the nearest chemical muni­
tions storage facility that has the necessary 
permits to receive and store such items. 

The conferees agree to authorize $599.5 mil­
lion for the chemical agents and munitions 
destruction program, an increase of $24.2 
million to the requested amount. The con­
ferees recommend that, of the funds provided 
for procurement, $22.5 mlllion be available 
for the procurement of carbon filtration sys­
tems and ancillary equipment for the pollu­
tion abatement system at Tooele Army 
Depot and equipment modification design for 
all sites. Of the funds authorized for oper­
ation and maintenance, the conferees rec­
ommend that $8.0 million be available to 
support Army implementation of the Na­
tional Research Council (NRC) recommenda­
tions to update risk assessments for storage, 
handling, and disposal activities at each site; 
enhance the stockpile surveillance program; 
and implement a public outreach program. 
Of the funds authorized for research and de­
velopment, the conferees recommend $11.3 
mlllion for the nonstockpile program and 
$9.4 million for alternative technologies to 
the baseline program. 

The conferees agree to authorize $25.0 mil­
lion appropriated for development of alter­
native technologies in the Department of De­
fense Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year 
1994. Of this amount, $4.3 million shall be 
available for completion of the cryofracture 
design and $20.7 million shall be available for 
development of alternative technologies to 
the baseline program. 

The Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) rec­
ommended making $2.0 mlllion available 
from funds authorized for development of al­
ternative technologies for programs to de­
tect low-level exposure to chemical agents. 
The conferees endorse the Senate position 
and direct the Army to work with the na­
tional weapons laboratories on these pro­
grams. 

In its report to Congress on alternative 
technologies to the baseline program, the 
NRC recommended that the Army continue 
to monitor developments in this area. The 
Army has notified the conferees of its plans 
to implement this recommendation by 
awarding a contract to monitor and evaluate 
various research activities in alternative 
technologies that have continued in develop­
ment since the NRC report was published. 

The conferees direct the Army to report to 
the congressional defense committees on any 
emerging findings resulting from this con­
tract and to pursue demonstration of promis­
ing alternatives to either the baseline proc­
ess or to neutralization. 

The conferees agree to the House provision 
that would prohibit transportation of a 
chemical munition that is part of the uni­
tary stockpile in one state to another, and 
that would allow the transportation of non­
stockpile chemical munitions that are dis­
covered, or which come under the control of 
the Department of Defense, in one state to 
the nearest chemical munitions stockpile 
storage facility. 

The conferees agree to amend section 
1412([) of Public Law 99-145 to require funds 
for military construction projects for the 
chemical agents and munitions destruction 
program to be included in the budget in sepa­
rate defense accounts. Therefore, the con­
ferees transfer the funds contained in the fis­
cal year 1995 Army budget request for the 
military construction of chemical agents 
and munitions destruction facilities to a sep­
arate defense-wide account. 
Multiyear procurement authority for Ml A2 tank 

upgrades (sec. 111) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

111) that would authorize the multiyear pro­
curement of M1A2 tank upgrades. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees agree that a multiyear pro­

curement of M1A2 tank upgrades would bene­
fit the Army. The conferees are concerned, 
however, about the Army's current proposal 
to reduce funding for the upgrade program 
substantially over the next several years, 
and the effect this reduction would have on 
the Army's ability to execute an appropriate 
multiyear procurement and maintain a via­
ble industrial base. The conferees direct the 
Secretary of Defense to carefully review the 
Army's budget proposal for M1A2 tank up­
grades. 
Avenger (sec. 111) 

The budget request included $13.8 mlllion 
for the Avenger program. 

The Senate b111 would authorize the re­
quested amount for Avenger procurement. 

The House amendment would deny the re­
quested amount on the grounds that it is ex­
cess to program requirements. 

The Department of Defense has recently 
requested authority to reprogram $10.4 mil­
lion in fiscal year 1994 Avenger funding. The 
conferees agree to reduce the fiscal year 1995 
Avenger procurement request by $8.4 mlllion 
and to deny the reprogramming request. 

The conferees learned that the Avenger 
multiyear procurement contract will expire 
in fiscal year 1995, before the Marine Corps 
and other services can take advantage of the 
Army's contract and favorable pricing terms. 
The conferees, therefore, agree to a provision 
that would grant a one-year extensi.on of the 
Avenger multiyear procurement authority. 
The Army, as the contracting agency, may 
incorporate this extension into contract 
number DAAH01-92-C~23. 

The conferees agree to this request with 
the understanding that there will be no addi­
tional costs for extending the delivery sched­
ule. The conferees note that DOD must re­
quest funds for 113 fire units in fiscal year 
1996 to meet the terms of the multiyear pro­
curement contract. The conferees point out 
that the fiscal year 1996 budget request must 
request funds either for these fire units or 
for contract termination costs. 

Transfer of replacement Army tanks to Marine 
Corps Reserve (sec. 112) 

The Senate blll would provide $108.0 mil­
lion more than the requested amount to fund 
an additional 24 M1A2 tank upgrades for the 
Army. The Senate bill also· contained a pro­
vision (sec. 112) ·that would direct the Sec­
retary of the Army to transfer, either simul­
taneously or in advance, one M1A2 common 
tank to the Marine Corps Reserve as each 
one of these additional M1A2 tanks is made 
available to the Army. The Senate intended 
this to be the first year of a two-year pro­
gram to eliminate a shortfall of 48 tanks in 
the Marine Corps Reserve tank battalions. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision and funding. 

The House recedes. 
Trans! er of Ml Al tanks to the Marine Corps 

(sec. 113) 
The Senate b111 included a provision (sec. 

1066) that would require the Army to transfer 
84 MlAl tanks to the Marine Corps. The pro­
vision would require that, as two MlAl tanks 
become excess to the active Army's inven­
tory requirements, one tank would be trans­
ferred to the National Guard, and one tank 
would be transferred to the Marine Corps, up 
to a total of 84 tanks for each. Thereafter, 
the Army would transfer all excess MlAl 
tanks to the National Guard. 

The House amendment included no similar 
provision. The House report (H. Rept. 103-499) 
directed the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff to review the MlAl tank allocation and 
report to Congress on the results of that re­
view. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees agree that this transfer 

should not be construed as a precedent for 
directing additional transfers of equipment 
between m111tary services in the future. The 
conferees take this action to fill critical 
tank deficiencies in the active Marine Corps. 

The conferees expect the Commission on 
Roles and Missions to review the allocation 
of armor among the services. The conferees 
believe that the Commission should consider 
the advice of the combatant commanders in 
this area as in the others on which they will 
provide advice. The conferees request the 
Commission to include any recommenda­
tions that it may have in its final report. 
Exception to mandatory retirement of OV-1 air-

craft for aircraft deployed in Korea (sec. 
114) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
113) that would permit the Army to use funds 
saved by the early retirement of OV-1 sur­
veillance aircraft in Korea to lease a replace­
ment survelllance capability, provided that 
the lease meets certain conditions. The pro­
vision also would amend existing law to per­
mit the Army to maintain and operate OV-
1 aircraft beyond fiscal year 1995. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would permit the Army to continue to 
operate and maintain the OV-ls currently 
deployed in Korea beyond fiscal year 1995. 

The conferees emphasize that the joint sur­
veillance and target attack radar system 
(JSTARS) is the only wide-area moving tar­
get indicator radar program in the Depart­
ment of Defense. The conferees are prepared 
to support an interim indications and warn­
ing capability for Korea until the Republic of 
Korea assumes responsibility for the mis­
sion, if the Secretary of Defense determines 
that the OV-1 is not sufficient and that it is 
impractical to use JSTARS in this role. The 
conferees do not support acquisition by the 
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Army of a new aircraft for this mission. The 
conferees direct the Secretary of Defense to 
inform the congressional defense committees 
promptly of his decisions on surveillance 
support in Korea. 
Joint service small arms program (sec. 115) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
114) that would authorize the multiyear pro­
curement of small arms to meet the inven­
tory objectives of the army and to sustain a 
reduced industrial base over an extended pe­
riod until follow-on weapons are ready for 
production. The provision also would author­
ize additional funds for small arms develop­
ment and require development of a small 
arms master plan. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees direct the Army to procure 

as many weapons as possible within the 
funding levels provided. 

The conferees note that, in response to pre­
vious congressional direction, the Under Sec­
retary of Defense (Acquisition and Tech­
nology) has completed an assessment of 
management initiatives to improve the tran­
sition of small arms technologies from the 
technology base to development and to en­
sure full coordination of the joint service 
small arms program and individual service­
unique small arms programs. The conferees 
support these actions and direct that they be 
reflected in the revised joint service small 
arms master plan required by the Senate 
provision. 
Bunker defeat munition (sec. 116) 

The budget request included S2.6 million in 
RDT&E in PE 64802 and S7 .8 million for pro­
curement of the bunker defeat munition 
(BDM). 

The senate bill included a provision (sec. 
115) that would authorize S7.8 million to per­
mit the Army to procure up to 6,000 type­
classified standard BDM rounds and S2.6 mil­
lion in RDT&E accounts for type-classifica­
tion of the weapon. 

The House amendment would deny funding 
for BDM. 

The House recedes with an amendment. 
The conferees agree to deny RDT&E funds 
and to provide S7.1 million to procure no 
more than 6,000 BDM weapons. The conferees 
agree that a limited procurement of BDM 
munitions is reasonable to provide an in­
terim capab1llty for one light division until 
the SRAW/MPIM is ready for fielding. No 
RDT&E funds are authorized because the 
BDM can be type-classified for limited pro­
curement for contingency operations with­
out additional funds. 

The army is joining the Marine Corps to 
develop a weapon which combines the capa­
bilities of the Marine Corps short-range 
antiarmor weapon (SRAW) with the warhead 
technology developed in the Army's multi­
purpose individual munition CMPIM) pro­
gram. This effort should result in a light­
weight, shoulder-fired, low-signature/back­
blast general purpose weapon system that 
should be ready for fielding around fiscal 
year 2000. 
Procurement of helicopters (sec. 117) 

The budget request included no funds to 
buy additional AH-64 attack helicopters or 
to modify additional OH-58D scout heli­
copters. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 111) that would repeal sections 132 
and 133 of the National Defense Authoriza­
tion Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 (Pub­
lic Law 101-189). Section 132 precludes fur­
ther purchases of AH-64 helicopters. Section 

133 includes a similar prohibition for the OH-
58D scout helicopter program. The House 
amendment would also authorize an addi­
tional $72.0 million to buy six AH-64 heli­
copters and an additional $225.0 million to 
modify 36 OH-58D helicopters. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion and funding. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would relax the prohibitions on con­
tinuing the AH-64 and OH-58D programs for 
fiscal year 1995. In addition, the conferees 
agree to provide an additional S72.0 million 
for six AH--64 helicopters and an additional 
Sl50.0 million for 24 OH-58D modifications. 
Nuclear aircraft carrier program (sec. 121) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
121) that would authorize transfer of Sl.2 bil­
lion from the National Defense Sealift Fund 
to the shipbuilding and conversion, Navy ac­
count. The provision specified that the 
transferred funds would be available for the 
CVN-76 nuclear aircraft carrier program. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 161) that would prohibit the trans­
fer of funds to fund the CVN-76 construction. 

The House recedes. 
Limitation on cost of Seawolf submarine pro­

gram (sec. 122) 
The Senate bill included a provision (sec. 

122) that would impose a cost cap on the first 
two Seawolf submarines. The provision would 
permit automatic adjustments to the cost 
cap for (1) the amount of outfitting and post­
delivery costs for these two vessels, (2) 
changes attributable to inflation, and (3) in­
creased costs attributable to compliance 
with changes in federal , state, and local 
laws. 

The House amendment included a provi­
sion (sec. 125) that would impose an absolute 
cost cap on the first two Seawolf submarines. 

The House recedes. 
Limitation on acquisition of guidance systems 

for Trident II missiles (sec. 123) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1098) that would limit the acquisition of 
guidance units for Trident II missiles to 14 
units unless the Secretary of Defense cer­
tifies to the congressional defense commit­
tees that failure to procure additional units 
would pose an unacceptable risk to the long­
term readiness and reliab1llty of the Trident 
II missile program. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 122). 

The House recedes. 
Prohibition on Trident II backfit (sec. 124) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 123) that would prohibit the backfit 
of Trident II missiles into Trident missile 
submarines now equipped to carry Trident I 
missiles, unless the Secretary of Defense de­
termines that adherence to the prohibition 
would result in a significant national secu­
rity risk to the United States. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Inclusion of conversion of vessels in fast sealift 

program (sec. 125) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 124) that would amend section 
1424(b) of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1991. This provision 
would clarify that the legislative require­
ments for sealift ships apply identically to 
newly constructed and converted ships. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 

Limitation on procurement of TAGS vessels (sec. 
126) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 126) that would prohibit the Sec­
retary of the Navy from obligating funds for 
any of the vessels designated TAGS--63, 
T AGS-64, or T AGS--65, unless the Secretary 
certifies to the congressional defense com­
mittees that the multibeam sonars to be 
used on those vessels (whether new or re­
manufactured) have been obtained through 
competitive acquisition procedures. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Naval amphibious ready groups (sec. 127). 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
123) that would make findings on the impor­
tance of amphibious ready groups, express 
the sense of Congress that the Navy should 
budget to attain a twelfth amphibious ready 
group and its associated LHD-7 amphibious 
assault ship as soon as possible, direct the 
Secretary of the Navy to begin negotiations 
to extend the existing contract option for 
the LHD-7 ship, and require him to report on 
the Department of the Navy's intentions 
with respect to executing the existing con­
tract option for the LHD-7. 

The Senate bill included no funding for the 
LHD-7 amphibious assault ship. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision, but would provide SlOO.O mil­
lion for LHD-7 advance procurement. 

The House recedes. The conferees agree to 
authorize S50.0 million that may be used to 
extend the contract option for the LHD-7. 
Intertheater airlift programs (sec. 131) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 131) that would authorize funds for 
procurement of non-developmental alter­
native aircraft (NDAA) and the C-17 airlift 
aircraft. The provision would require the 
Secretary of Defense to use competitive pro­
cedures to select the source for the NDAA 
program. The provision would also require 
the Secretary to structure NDAA acquisition 
so that the Air Force 's aggregate interthea­
ter airlift capacity is preserved. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
The conferees agree that maintaining aggre­
gate airlift capacity is important. However, 
the conferees recommend that this concern 
be expressed as a sense of Congress provision, 
rather than as a legislative requirement. 
Settlement of claims under the C-17 aircraft pro-

gram (sec. 132) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

131) that would authorize the settlement of 
certain claims under the C-17 aircraft pro­
gram. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment. 
Enhanced bomber capability fund (sec. 133) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
141) that would provide Sl50.0 million for a 
bomber industrial base fund and exempt 
those funds from the existing B-2 bomber 
cost cap. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 132) that would provide that any 
expenditures by the Department of Defense 
to preserve the B-2 bomber industrial facili­
ties would be charged against the B-2 bomb­
er cost cap. 

The House recedes with an amendment. 
The conferees agree to recommend S125.0 

million for an enhanced bomber capability 
fund. The conferees further agree to require 
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the Secretary of Defense to conduct new 
analyses of both bomber requirements in the 
nea,.. term and long term, and, should the 
Secretary conclude that the planned bomber 
program does not meet those requirements, 
examine alternative strategies to enhance 
bomber capabilities to meet those require­
ments and report his results to the congres­
sional defense committees no later than 
April 15, 1995. Requirements would be de­
fined, and bomber capabilities measured, for 
three time periods: 1998, 2006, and 2014. 

In the event the Secretary determines that 
additional bomber capabilities are required, 
he shall examine alternative strategies for 
acquiring them, including, but not limited 
to: 

(1) acceleration of planned upgrades to ex­
isting bombers and additional munitions and 
support for them; 

(2) initiation of a program to develop a 
new, lower-cost "next generation" bomber 
oriented toward conventional warfare; and 
(3) a resumption of low-rate production of 

additional B-2 bombers, or variants thereof, 
oriented toward conventional warfare. 

As part of these analyses, the Secretary 
shall determine those core capabilities, 
which would take extended periods of time 
or substantial expense to regenerate and 
which are in imminent danger of being lost, 
that are needed to maintain the ability to 
design, develop, and produce bombers in the 
near term or long term. 

While the analyses are ongoing, the Sec­
retary may obligate up to $100.0 million both 
to conduct these analyses and to preserve 
those parts of the core capabilities described 
above. The conferees believe that the Sec­
retary should report to Congress where and 
why such funds are to be spent before obli­
gating them. The conferees understand that, 
because these assessment of the bomber in­
dustrial base will proceed over time, the Sec­
retary may determine at various times 
throughout the study periods the need to 
fund appropriate core capabilities of the 
base. 

Following completion of these analyses 
and an interim report on bomber issues from 
the Commission on Roles and Missions, but 
not later than July 1, 1995, the Secretary 
shall report the results, and his rec­
ommendations thereon, to the congressional 
defense committees. Thereafter, he may obli­
gate all remaining unobligated balances to 
implement his recommendations, including 
funds for further preservation of core capa­
billties, if he so recommends. 

Should the Secretary conclude from his 
analyses that a new " next-generation" 
bomber is required, he may obligate up to 
$25.0 million for requirements formulation 
and conceptual studies for a conventional­
conflict-oriented, lower-cost next-generation 
bomber. 

The conferees agree that none of the en­
hanced bomber capability funds may be used 
for advance procurement of new B-2 bomber 
aircraft, including long-lead items, and that 
subsections (c) and (d) of section 131 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis­
cal Year 1994, which established cost and nu­
merical caps on the B-2 program, are unaf­
fected by any provision in this act. 
Retirement of bomber aircraft (sec. 134) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
132) that would prohibit retirement of any B-
52, B-lB, or F-111 aircraft during fiscal year 
1995, and contained $18.0 million in operation 
and maintenance funds to retain additional 
B-52H aircraft in attrition reserve status. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes and agrees to the inclu­
sion of $18.0 million in operation and mainte­
nance funds to retain B-52 bombers. 
Evaluation of restart of C-5B aircraft procure-

ment (sec. 135) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 134) that would require the Sec­
retary of the Air Force to evaluate the costs 
of restarting production of C-5B aircraft for 
the strategic airlift mission, and to submit a 
report to the congressional defense commit­
tees on the evaluation. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Sales authority of working-capital funded Army 

industrial facilities (sec. 141) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

143) that would authorize Army industrial fa­
cilities, including Army arsenals, to sell 
commercial articles or services to persons 
outside DOD if the Secretary of the Army de­
termines that the articles or services are not 
readily available from a commercial source. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Joint training, analysis, and simulation center 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

107) that would authorize $10.5 million for 
procurement of command, control, commu­
nications, and computer equipment for a 
joint training, analysis, and simulation cen­
ter for the United States Atlantic Command. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. The conferees agree to 
authorize Sl0.5 million for this program 
within the Other Procurement, Navy ac­
count. 
Termination of the F-14AJB upgrade program 

The budget request included $158.3 million 
in procurement funds for the F-14A/B up­
grade program, and $142.3 million in research 
and development funds for the F-14 Block I 
upgrade program. 

The House amendment included a provi­
sion (sec. 121) that would terminate the F-14 
AIB aircraft upgrade program. The House re­
port (H. Rept. 103-499) directed the Navy to 
use the requested funds to convert existing 
F-14 aircraft into FA-14 variants with capa­
bilities equivalent to the Air Force F-15E 
"Strike Eagle." 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. The Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) di­
rected the Navy to cancel the Block I up­
grade program because the Senate was per­
suaded that the Navy budget will not be able 
to afford the ultimate Sl.6 billion cost of this 
program. 

The House recedes. The conferees agree to 
provide the requested amount in F-14 pro­
curement and $29.4 million in research and 
development for programs unrelated to the 
Block I upgrade program. 
Advanced capability (ADCAP) modification pro­

gram for the MK-48 torpedo 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 127) that would shift $52.3 million 
from the fleet satellite communications pro­
gram to the advanced capability (ADCAP) 
modification program for the MK-48 torpedo. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Bomber force upgrade program 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 133) that would provide $100.0 mil­
lion for a bomber upgrade fund. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. Funding for bomber im­
provements is described elsewhere in this 
statement of the managers. 
Fiscal year 1995 national defense sealift fund 

program 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 162) that would authorize $608.6 
million from the fiscal year 1994 unauthor­
ized National Defense Sealift Fund appro­
priation to be available for fiscal year 1995 
National Defense Sealift Fund programs. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Transfer of excess amount to BRAG III account 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 163) that would transfer $591.4 mil­
lion from the fiscal year 1994 unauthorized 
appropriation for the National Defense Sea­
lift Fund to the base realignment and clo­
sure account, part m account. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Fiscal Year 1994 unauthorized sealift appropria­

tion defined 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 164) that would define, for purposes 
of the subtitle, the term "fiscal year 1994" 
unauthorized sealift appropriation." The 
term would be defined to mean Sl,200.0 mil­
lion of the amount appropriated for fiscal 
year 1994 to the National Defense Sealift 
Fund (in title V of the Department of De­
fense Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year 1994 
(Public Law 103-139; 107 Stat. 1435)). 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Operation of sealift vessels for which assistance 

is provided through National Defense Sealift 
Fund 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 165) that would preclude the De­
partment of Defense and Transportation 
from directly operating or maintaining any 
vessels constructed, altered, converted, pur­
chased, operated, maintained, leased, or 
chartered with funds from the National De­
fense Sealift Fund. The provision would also 
preclude civilian employees of the United 
States from crewing these vessels. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees agree that the Department 

of Defense and Transportation must thor­
oughly evaluate the costs and benefits of em­
ploying a private contractor before making a 
final decision to operate, maintain, or man 
any national defense sealift vessel with U.S. 
civilian employees. 

TITLE II-RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, 
TEST AND EVALUATION (RDT&E) 

Overview 
The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­

tained an authorization of $36.225.0 million 
for research, development, test and evalua­
tion in the Department of Defense. The Sen­
ate bill would authorize $35,790.9 million. The 
House amendment would authorize $35,979.2 
million. The conferees recommend author­
ization of $36,017 .0 million. Unless noted ex­
plicitly in the statement of managers, all 
changes are made without prejudice. 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT, ARMY 

Overview 
The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­

tained an authorization of $5,260.1 million for 
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Army research, development, test and eval­
uation. The Senate bill would authorize 
$4,152.3 million. The House amendment 

would authorize $5,424.8 million. The con­
ferees recommend authorization of $5,319.5 
million, as delineated in the following table. 

Unless noted explicitly in the statement of 
managers, all changes are made without 
prejudice . 
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R-1 FY 1995 House Senate Change to Conference 
Line PE Program Request Authorized Authorized Request Authorized 

------- ----~------~---------------------------- ------~- --------~- ---------- .... -... ~---
_____ .. ____ 

RESEARCH DEVELOPMENT TEST & EVAL ARMY 
1 61101A IN-HOUSE LABORATORY INDEPENDENT RESEARCH 13, 717 13,717 13, 717 13,717 
2 61102A .DEFENSE RESEARCH SCIENCES 195,346 209,346 225,346 10,650 205,996 
3 61104A ELECTR<JtECHANICS ANO HYPERVELOC PHYSICS 5,050 8,700 8,650 3,600 8,650 
4 62104A TRACTOR ROSE 7,591 7,591 7,591 7,591 
5 62105A MATERIALS TECHNOLOGY 11,083 U,083 15,083 4,000 15,08~ 
6 62120A ELECTRONIC SURVIVABILITY AND FUZING TECH 26,036 32,036 26,036 3,000 . 29,036 ~ 

7 62122A TRACTOR HIP 11,502 11,502 11,502 11,502 0 z 8 62123A TRAtTOR FI ELD 0 0 0 0 C) 

9 62211A AVIATION TECHNOLOGY 19,993 19,993 19,993 19,993 g; 
10 62270A EW TECHNOLOGY 18,256 18,256 18,256 18,256 Vl 

Vl 

11 62303A MISSILE TECHNOLOGY 23,301 23,301 23,301 23,301 ..... 
0 

12 62307A LASER WEAPONS TECHNOLOGY 0 4,000 0 4,000 4,000 z 
13 62308A MODELING AND SIMULATION 51,517 41,517 54,517 3,000 54,517 > 

~ 

14 62601A CCJtBAT VEHICLE AND AUTCJttOTIVE TECHNOLOGY 28,330 28,33() 28,330 28,330 g; 15 62618A BALLISTICS TECHNOLOGY 25,692 25,692. 25,692 25,692 ~ 
16 62622A CHEMICAL, SMOKE AND EQUIP DEFEATING TECH 29,657 42, 157 18,957 4,000 33,657 0 

~ 17 62623A JOINT SERVICE SMALL ARMS PROGRAM 5,326 5,326 5,826 500 5,826 

~ 18 62624A WEAPONS AND MUNITIONS TECHNOLOGY 28,163 36,163 28, 163 8,000 36, 163 
19 62705A ELECTRONICS AND ELECTRONIC DEVICES 21,222 24,222 24,222 2,000 23,222 0 20 62709A NIGHT VISION TECHNOLOGY 19,406 19,406 19,406 19,406 c: 
21 62716A HUMAN FACTORS ENGINEERING TECHNOLOGY 14,393 14,393 14,393 14,393 Vl 

~ 

22 62720A ENVIROtftENTAL QUALITY TECHNOLOGY 25,887 39,387 30,887 13,500 39,387 
23 62727A NON-SYSTEM TRAINING DEVICE TECHNOLOGY 0 0 0 0 
24 62782A C<Jl4AND, CONTROL, CCJ.l4l.INICATIONS TECH 16,900 16,900 16,900 16,900 

24a PROJECT PLOWSHARES 5,000 5,000 5,000 
25 62783A COMPUTER AND SOFTWARE TECHNOLOGY 4,635 4,635 4,635 4,635 
26 62784A MILITARY ENGINEERING TECHNOLOGY 41,201 41,201 41,201 41,201 
27 62785A MANPOWER/PERSONNEL/TRAINING TECHNOLOGY 10,484 10,484 10,484 10,484 
28 62786A LOGISTICS TECHNOLOGY 31,825 31,825 31,825 31,825 ~ 

29 62787A MEDICAL TECHNOLOGY 87,529 93,029 87,529 5,()00 92,529 ~ 
~ 30 62788A TRACTOR FLOP 418 418 418 418 ('/) 
"1-

31 62789A . ARMY ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE TECHNOLOGY 2,388 2,388 2,388 2,388 ._ 
._l\:> 
._ 
~ 

~ 
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R-1 FY 1995 House Senate Change to Conference .._l\:> 

Line PE Program Request Authorized Author;zed Request Authorized ._ 
~----~- -----------------~---------------------~ -~------ --------~- ------- .. --.. -------- ------- ... -- ~ 32 62813A TRACTOR DUMP 0 0 0 0 

33 63001A LOGISTICS ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY 14,386 14,386 14,386 14,386 
34 63002A MEDICAL ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY 41,028 86,028 53,028 12,000 53,028 
35 63003A · AVIATION ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY 51,350 63,850 51,350 3,000 54,350 
36 63004A WEAPONS I MUNITIONS ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY 25,562 32,562 25,562 7,000 32,562 
37 63005A COMBAT VEHICLE AND AUTOMOTIVE ADV TECH 59,414 62,414 59,414 3,000 62,414 
38 63006A C<114AND, CONTROL, Cor.ttUNIC ADV TECH 17,179 17, 179 17,179 17,179 
39 63007A MANPOWER, PERSONNEL & TRAINING ADV TECH 5,698 s .. 698 5,698 5,698 n 
40 63009A TRACTOR HIKE 5,399 5,399 5,399 5,399 0 z 41 63012A TRACTOR HOLE 7,813 7,813 7,813 7,813 ~ 
42 63013A TRACTOR DIRT 1,665 1,665 1,665 1,665 ~ 
43 63017A TRACTOR RED 10,167 10' 167 10, 167 10,167 Vl 

Vl 

44 63020A TRACTOR ROSE 3,240 3,240 3,240 3,240 ~ 

0 
45 63102A MATERIALS AND STRUCTURES ADVANCED TECH 0 0 0 0 z 
46 63105A AIDS RESEARCH 3,185 3,185 3,185 3,185 > re 
47 63122A TRACTOR HIP 4,600 4,.600 4,600 4,600 ~ 48 63238A GLOBAL SURV/AIR DEFENSE/PRECISION STRIKE 41,834 41,834 41,834 41,834 n 
49 63270A EW TECHNOLOGY 6,967 6,967 6,967 6,967 0 

~ 50 63313A MISSILE ANO ROCKET ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY 94,602 88,502 98,502 -6,100 88,502 

~ 51 63322A TRACTOR CAGE 17,497 17,497 17,497 17,497 
52 63606A LANDMINE WARFARE AND BARRIER ADV TECH 11,950 21,950 21,950 10,000 21,950 0 53 63607A JOINT SERVICE SMALL ARMS PROGRAM 5,746 5,746 7,246 1,500 7,246 e 
54 63654A LINE-OF-SIGHT, ANTITANK (LOSAT) 4,937 4,937 4,937 4,937 Vl 

tT'.I 
55 63710A NIGHT VISION ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY 33,612 33,612 33,612 33,612 
56.63734A MILITARY ENGINEERING ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY 12,829 12,829 12,829 12,829 
57 63742A · ADVANCED ELECTRONIC DEVICES DEVELOPMENT 0 0 0 0 
58 63759A CHEMICAL BIOLOGICAL DEFENSE I SMOKE ADV 198 198 198 198 
59 63772A ADV TACTICAL COMPUTER SCIENCE & TECH 34,995 39,995 39,995 34,995 
60 63018A TRACTOR TREAD 20,752 5,752 20,752 0 20,752 
61 63019A TRACTOR DUMP 15,786 15,786 15,786 15,786 
62 63053A ADVANCED CC»4MANO AND CONTROL VEHICLE 0 0 0 0 
63 63303A · SURFACE-TO-SURFACE MISSILE ROCKET SYSTEM 0 0 0 0 
64 63392A ANTI-SATELLITE WEAPON (ASAT) 0 0 0 0 
65 63604A NUCLEAR MUNITIONS - ADV DEV 0 0 0 0 

~ 

""""' ~ 
~ 
'1 
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R-1 FY 1995 House Senate Change to Conference 
Line PE Program Request Authorized Authorized Request Authorized 

------- ~----~~------------~---------~---------- --~-~-~- --------~- ---------.. --------- ----------66 63617A NON-LINE OF SIGHT (N-LOS) 0 0 0 0 
"67 63619A LANDMINE WARFARE AND BARRIER - ADV DEV 23,944 23,944 23,944 23,944 
68 63627A SMOKE, OBSCURANT & TARGET DEFEATING SYS 2,821 2,821 2,821 2,821 
69 63639A ARMAMENT ENHANCEMENT INITIATIVE [ ] 0 0 [8,500] 0 
70 63640A ARTILLERY PROPELLANT DEVELOPMENT 8, 137 18, 137 8,137 17,800 25,937 
71 63645A ARMORED SYSTEM MODERNIZATION - ADV DEV 175,476 175,476 175,476 175,476 
72 63647A TRACTOR DIRT 416 416 416 416 
73 63649A ENGINEER MOBILITY EQUIPMENT ADV DEVELOP 11, 339 11, 339 15,939 4,600 15,939 ~ 

74 63653A ADVANCED TANK ARMAMENT SYSTEM (ATAS) 10,075 10,075 2,575 -7,500 2,575 0 z 75 63713A ARMY DATA DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM 5,587 ~.587 5,587 5,587 ~ 
76 63730A TACTICAL SURVEILLANCE SYSTEM - ADV DEV 11,870 11,870 11,870 11,870 g; 
77 63745A TACTICAL ELECTRONIC SUPPORT SYS- ADV DEV 1, 718 1, 718 1,718 1,718 Vl 

Vl 

78 63746A SINCGARS ADV DEV 0 0 0 0 ...... 
0 

79 63747A SOLDIER SUPPORT AND SURVIVABILITY 11, 795 11, 795 ll, 795 11, 795 z 
80 63760A DISTRIBUTIVE INTERACTIVE SIMULATION 11, 787 11, 787 11, 787 11, 787 > 

t""4 
81 63766A TACTICAL ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE SYSTEM 15,008 10,008 15,008 0 15,008 g; 
82 63774A NIGHT VISION SYSTEMS ADVANCED DEVELOP 2, 715 2,7l5 2,715 2,715 ~ 
83 63801A AVIATION - ADV DEV 9,367 14,867 9,367 7,500 16,867 0 
84 63802A WEAPONS AND MUNITIONS ~ ADV DEV 663 5,263 663 600 1,263 ~ 
85 63804A LOGISTICS AND ENGINEER EQUIP - ADV DEV 5,581 6,881 7,581 3,300 8,881 ~ 86 63805A C<J.tBAT SERVICE SUPPORT COMPUTER SYS EVAL 18,876 18,876 18,876 18,876 0 87 63806A NBC DEFENSE SYSTEM-ADV DEV 13,778 22,078 13,778 1,900 15,678 c: 
88 63807A MEDICAL SYSTEMS - ADV DEV 17 ,495 17,495 17,495 17,495 Vl 

t"11 
89 63811A METEOROLOGICAL DATA SYSTEMS 0 0 0 0 
90 63831A CLASSIFIED PROGRAM 

f ~ 0 0 0 
91 63830A CLASSIFIED PROGRAM 0 0 0 

998 DEM/VAL CLASSIFIED 13,992 30,992 13,992 8,500 22,492 
92 64201A AIRCRAFT AVIONICS 14,433 14,433 14,433 14,433 
93 64220A ARMED, DEPLOYABLE OH-58D 0 0 0 0 
94 64223A C<J.1ANCHE 525, 182 525, 182 525,182 525, 182 

~ 95 64270A EW DEVELOPMENT 89, 122 93, 122 89, 122 0 89, 122 
96 64315A TRI-SERVICE STANDOFF ATTACK MISSILE 82,458 0 32,458 -62,458 20,000 ~ 

~ 

97 64321A ALL SOURCE ANALYSIS SYSTEM 42,891 32,891 42,891 0 42,891 ~ 
~ 

98 64603A NUCLEAR MUNITIONS - ENG DEV 0 0 0 0 ._ 
... t-.:> 
._ 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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~ ------- -------------~-------------------------- ------~- ---------- ---------- -------- __ ..,_ .. _____ 
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99 64604A MEDIUM TACTICAL VEHICLES 6,541 6,541 6,541 6,541 ~ 

100 64609A SMOKE, OBSCURANT & TARGET DEFEATING SYS 3, 754 3,754 3,754 3,754 
101 64611A JAVELIN 31,337 31,337 34,737 3,400 34,737 
102 64619A LANDMINE WARFARE 33,843 33,843 33,843 ~3,843 
103 64622A HEAVY TACTICAL VEHICLES 0 0 0 0 
104 64630A ADVANCED TANK CANON · 0 0 0 0 
105 64633A AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL 7,873 7,873 7,873 7,873 
106 64640A ADVANCED C<»t4AND/CONTROL VEHICLE (AC2V) 32,159 32, 159 32, 159 32, 159 (") 

107 64642A LIGHT TACTICAL WHEElED VEHICLES 3,479 3,479 0 -3 ,479 . 0 0 z 108 64645A ARMORED SYSTEMS MODERNIZATION (ASH) 51 t Q97 51,097 51,097 12,000 63,097 G') 

109 64649A ENGINEER MOBILITY EQUIPMENT DEVELOPMENT 16,865 16,865 12,265 -4,600 12,265 g; 
110 64710A NIGHT VISION .SYSTEMS - ENG DEV 43,379 43,379 43,379 43,379 V'J 

V'J 

111 64713A C~BAT FEEDING, CLOTHING, AND EQUIPMENT 25,058 25,0.58 25,058 25,058 l-o4 

0 
112 64715A NON-SYSTEM TRAINING DEVICES - ENG DEV 48,329 48,329 48,329 48,329 z 
113 64716A TERRAIN INFORMATION - ENG DEV 10,547 ' 10,541 10,547 10,547 > 

~ 

114 64726A INTEGRATED METEOROLOGICAL SUPPORT SYSTEM 0 ·O 0 0 g; 115 64740A TACTICAL SURVEILLANCE SYSTEM - ENG DEV 2,121 2,121· 2, 121 2,121 (j 

116 64741A AIR DEFENSE CC»ttANO, CONTROL ANO INTELL 26,494 26,494 26,494 26,494 0 
117 64746A AUTOMATIC TEST EQUIPMENT DEVELOPMENT 7,201 11.,201 7,201 8,500 15,701 ~ 

~ 
118 64760A DISTRIBUTIVE INTERACTIVE SIMULATION 8,041 8,041 8,041 8,041 I 
119 64766A TACTICAL ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE SYSTEM 28,475 28,475 28,475 28,475 ::i:: 

0 120 64767A TRACTOR JEWEL 0 0 0 0 c 
121 64768A TRACTOR BAT 109 ,011 119,011 119,111 10, 100 119,111 V'J 

t'fj 

122 64770A JOINT SURVEILL/TARGET ATTACK RADAR SYS 40, 186 40, 186 40,186 40, 186 
123 64778A POSITIONING SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 3,846 3,846 3,846 3,846 
124 64780A C<»tBINED ARMS TACTICAL TRAINER (CATT) 52, 160 52t160 52, 160 52,160 
125 64801A AVIATION - ENG DEV 4,672 4,672 4,672 4,672 
126 64802A WEAPONS AND MUNITIONS - ENG DEV 9,130 25,130 9, 130 5,400 14,530 
127 64804A LOGISTICS ANO ENGINEER EQUIPMENT-ENG DEV 21,171 22,271 21, 171 1,100 22,271 
128 64805A CC»t4ANO, CONTROL, CC»ttUNICATIONS SYSTEMS 11, 386 11, 386 11,386 11,386 
129 64806A NBC DEFENSE SYSTEM-ENG DEV 13,474 48,274 · 13,474 10,700 24,174 
130 64807A MEDICAL MATERIEL/MEDICAL BIOLOGICAL DEF 12,799 12,799 12,799 12,799 
131 64808A LANDMINE WARFARE/BARRIER - ENG DEV 7,794 7,794 7,794 7,794 
132 64814A SENSE AND DESTROY ARMAMENT MISSILE ' . 72,071 10,000 42,071 ' -30,000 42,071 

~ 
!-'-
aJ 
aJ 
(,c 
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------- ---------~~----------------------------- -----~-- ----------
__ ..... ______ ___ .. ____ 

~---------
133 64816A LONGBOW - ENG DEV 191,303 191,303 191,303 191,303 
134 64817A NON-COOPERATIVE TARGET RECOGNITION 13,666 13,666 13,666 5,500 19, 166 
135 64818A ARMY TACTICAL COff4AND & CONTROL SYSTEMS . 19,296 19,296 19 ,296 . 19,296 
136 64820A RADAR DEVELOPMENT 10,999 10,999 10,999 10,999 
137 64256A THREAT SIMULATOR DEVELOPMENT 20,270 . 20,270 20,270 20,270 
138 64258A TARGET SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 14 ,092 . . 14,092 14,092 14,092 
139 64759A MAJOR TIE INVESTMENT 55,536 . 5.5,536 30,536 -11,000 44,536 

· i40 65103A RAND ARROYO CENTER 15,838 . 15,838 .. 15,838 15,838 n 
1-11 65104A LOS.ALAMOS MESON PHYSICS FACILITY 0 0 0 20,000 20,000 0 z 142 65301A ARMY KWAJALEIN ATOLL 167,697 167 ,.697 167,697 167,697 ~ 
143 65502A SMALL BUSINESS INNOVATIVE RESEARCH 0 0 0 0 g; 
144 65601A ARMY TEST RANGES AND FACILITIES 154,420 154,~20 144,420 -10,000 144,420 rJ'l 

rJ'l 

145 65602A ARMY TECHNICAL TEST INSTRUMENT/TARGETS 41,895 41,895 31,895 -10,000 31,895 "'"'4 

0 
146 65604A SURVIVABILITY/LETHALITY ANALYSIS 37,757 ~7.757 37,757 37,757 z 
147 65605A DOD HIGH ENERGY LASER TEST FACILITY 0 ·o 20,000 20,000 20,000 > 

~ 

148 65702A METEOROLOGICAL SUPPORT TO RDT&E ACTIV 12,434 12,434 12,434 12,434 g; 
149 65706A MATERIEL SYSTEMS ANALYSIS 19,011 19 ,011 19,011 19 ,011 n 

· 150 65709A EXPLOITATION OF FOREIGN ITEMS 12,027 12,027 12,027 12,027 0 
151 65710A JTCB POC, TEST/ASSESS, ·SMOKE ASSESS, NBC 4,779 4,779 4, 779 .. 4,779 ~ 

~ 
152 65712A SUPPORT OF OPERATIONAL TESTING 31, 917 · 31~917 31,917 31,917 I 
153 65801A PROGRAMWIOE ACTIVITIES 103,262 101,262 93,262 -10,000 93,262 =c: 

0 154 65802A INTERNATIONAL COOPERATIVE RESEARCH & DEV 1,638 1,638 1,638 1,638 c 
155 65803A TECHNICAL INFORMATION ACTIVITIES 13,304 13,304 13,304 13,304 rJ'l 

t!1 

156 65805A MUNITIONS STANDARDIZATION, EFFECTIVENESS 7,038 7 ,038 . 7,038 7,038 
157 65810A ROT&E SUPPORT FOR NONOEVELOPMENTAL ITEMS 3,524 3,524 3,524 3,524 
158 65856A ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE 49,907 49,907 44,907 -1,600 48,307 
159 65872A PRODUCTIVITY INVESTMENTS 0 o: 0 0 
160 65876A MINOR CONSTRUCTION (RPM) - RDT&E 5,745 5 '745 ... 5,745 5,745 
161 65878A MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR (RPM) - RDT&E 91,970 91,970 91,970 91,970 
162 65889A ROTE SUPPORT TO CINC COUNTERNARCOTICS 0 0 0 . 0 
163 65896A BASE OPERATIONS - ROT&E 297,083 297,083 267,083 -15,000 282,083 ~ 

164 65898A MANAGEMENT HEADQUARTERS (R & D) 11,679 11,679 11,679 11, 679 ~ 
~ 

165 99999A FINANCING FOR CANCELLED ACCOUNT ADJUST 0 0 0 0 ~ 
~ 

166 63778A MLRS PRODUCT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 55,699 71, 799 55,699 16,100 71, 799 ....... .. ~ 
....... 
~ 

~ 
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---~--- --------------------------~------------- -------- ---------- ........ ______ -------- ·---.------- . 

167 23726A ADV FIELD ARTILLERY TACTICAL DATA-SYS 48,725 48,725 48,725 . 48, 725 
168 23735A CCJ4BAT VEHICLE IMPROVEMENT PROGRAMS 111, 279 111,279 144,079 11·,900 129,179 
169 23740A MANEUVER CONTROL SYSTEM 37,936 37,936 37 ,936 . 37,936 
170 23744A AIRCRAFT MODlFICATIONS/PRODUCT IMPROVE 9,564 9,564 9,564 9,564 

Cl 171 23752A AIRCRAFT ENGINE C<JtPONENT IMPROVE PROG 3,035 3,035 3,035 . 3,035 0 
172 23758A DIGITIZATION 75,857 125,857 78,857 20,000 . 95,857 z 
173 23801A MISSILE/AIR DEFENSE PRODUCT IMPROVEMENT 24,610 34,610 29 ,610 . 13,000 37,610 ~ 

~ 174 23802A OTHER MISSILE PRODUCT IMPROVEMENT PROG 74,380 78,380 64,280 -8, 100 66,280 Vl 

175 23806A TRAC.TOR RIG 2,686 2,686 2,686 2,686 Vl -176 23808A TRACTOR· CARD 14,554 14·, 554 14,554 14,554 0 z 
177 28010A JOINT TACTICAL C<»t4UNIC PROG (TRI-TAC) . 19, 542 . 19, 542 19,542 19,542 > 
178 28051A JOINT BIOLOGICAL DEFENSE PROGRAM 52t89~ 52,895 0 -52,895 0 rt 

179 31359A SPECIAL ARMY PROGRAM 0 0 0 ~ 
180 33140A INFORMATION SYSTEMS SECURITY PROGRAM 7,689 7,~9 7,689 7,689 Cl 

0 
181 33142A SATCOM GROUND ENVIRONMENT 95I191 95,191 '95,191 95' 191 ~ 

182 33152A WORLD-WIDE MILITARY C<Jl4AND AND CONTROL 0 ·O 0 0 ~ 

183 35127A FOREIGN COUNTERINTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES [ ] 0 0 0 ~ 
184 35150A AIRBORNE RECONNAISSANCE LOW 11,429 11,429 11,429 11,429 0 
185 35889A COUNTERDRUG INTELLIGENCE SUPPORT 0 0 0 0 c: 

Vl 

186 78045A MANUFACTURING SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 0 0 30,000 29,420 29,420 tT1 

999 OPERATIONAL SYSTEMS CLASSIFIED 6,866 6,866 6,866 6,866 
CIVILIAN UNDERSTRENGTH -48,400 -50,.400 -50,400 
FEDERAL WORKFORCE RESTRUCTURING ACT 2,500 2,500 2,500 
GENERAL REDUCTION UNIVERSITY RESEARCH 0 
CIVILIAN PERSONNEL PAY/LOCALITY PAY RAISES 0 

=-======·· z==~===== •••=••••• •a====•=• :aa•=••a• 
TOTAL RDT&E ARMY 5,260,082 5,424,803 5, 152' 308 59,~38 5,319,520 
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University-related environmental technolo,gy 

The conferees recommend an additional 
$10.0 million in PE 601102A to fund a com­
petitively-awarded grant for computing, 
data. and communications networks and as­
sociated facilities in support of engineering 
biotechnology facilities. 
Domestic source for PAN fiber 

The budget request contained no funds for 
PAN fibers. 

The Senate bill would provide $4.0 million 
to develop a domestic source for PAN fiber 
production. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar funding. 

The Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) ex­
pressed concern that there are no domestic 
suppliers for high-modulus polyacrylonitrile 
(PAN) fiber. Composite materials using this 
fiber have a unique combination of specific 
strength and stiffness. A number of future 
systems (e.g .. the THAAD missile) are exam­
ining the use of advanced composites using 
PAN fiber. Although two U.S. companies 
have developed high modulus PAN fibers, 
neither has been qualified to go into produc­
tion. The conferees have been advised that 
the Army is concerned that it cannot guar­
antee future availability in the amounts re­
quired unless the material is ordered far 
ahead of time as a long-lead item. 

The conferees agree to authorize an addi­
tional $4.0 million in PE 62105A in order to 
qualify at least two domestic sources for 
high modulus PAN fiber. The conferees agree 
that these funds may not be obligated unless 
the Army has firm contractual commitments 
from two domestic sources to qualify for fu­
ture DOD production requirements. 
Passive microwave camera 

The budget request contained no funding 
for passive microwave camera research. 

The Senate bill contained no funding for 
this research. 

The House amendment would authorize 
$6.0 million to continue development of the 
passive microwave camera to detect targets 
in adverse weather and other obscurants. 

The Senate recedes. 
Solid state dye laser 

The budget request contained no funding 
for solid state dye lasers. 

The Senate bill contained no funding for 
this research. 

The House amendment would authorize 
$4.0 million in PE 62307A for solid state dye 
laser applications in the medical field. 

The Senate recedes. 
Battery technology 

The Senate bill would authorize no addi­
tional funding for battery technology devel­
opment in the Army. 

The House amendment would authorize 
$3.0 million for low-cost reusable alkaline 
manganese batteries. 

The conferees agree to authorize an addi­
tional $2.0 million in PE 62705A for the devel­
opment of battery technologies to meet the 
wide range of Army needs on the modern 
battlefield. 
Environmental quality 

The budget request contained $62.731 mil­
lion for environmental quality exploratory 
development in PE 62720A. 

The Senate bill would authorize an addi­
tional $5.0 million for unexploded ordinance 
remediation at Jefferson Proving Ground. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $13.5 million for several programs, 
including $5.0 million for Jefferson Proving 
Ground; $4.0 million for the bioremediation 
education, science. and technology (BEST) 

program; and $4.5 million for continuing the 
joint Departments of Defense and Agri­
culture program in biotechnology. 

The conferees agree to authorize an addi­
tional $13.5 million to fund the programs rec­
ommended in the Senate bill and the House 
amendment. 
Helicopter air-to-air missile evaluation 

The budget request contained no funding 
for helicopter air-to-air missile evaluations. 

The Senate bill contained no funding for 
this research. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $12.5 million in PE 63003A to initi­
ate a proof-of-principle examination and full­
scale integration of an air-to-air Starstreak 
missile on an appropriate platform. 

The conferees agree to authorize an addi­
tional $3.0 million in PE 63003A for an eval­
uation of the Starstreak missile on the AH-
64 Apache helicopter. 
Diesel engine evaluation 

The budget request contained no funding 
for an evaluation of Haeco II diesel com­
bined-cycle engines in the 400-to-600 horse­
power range. 

The House amendment would authorize 
$3.0 million for the Haeco II evaluation by 
the U.S. Army tank command. 

The Senate contained no similar funding. 
The Senate recedes. 

Enhanced fiber optic guided missile/rapid force 
projection advanced concept technology 
demonstration 

The budget request included $107.6 million 
in various program elements for the en­
hanced fiber optic guided missile system 
(EFOG-M) as a project within the advanced 
concept technology demonstration (ACTD) 
program. 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount for the EFOG-M but ex­
pressed concern over the potential cost, per­
formance, and force structure plans and re­
quirements, as well as the possib111ty that 
the Army may be forced into EFOG-M devel­
opment by the Office of the Secretary of De­
fense. 

The House amendment would reduce the 
requested amount by $10.0 million and direct 
the Army to resolve congressional concerns 
regarding performance in realistic oper­
ational battlefield conditions and limited 
planned simulations and gaming. 

The conferees agreed to reduce the re­
quested amount for EFOG-M project by $10.0 
million and direct the Army to address the 
concerns expressed in the House and Senate 
reports (H. Rept. 103-499 and S. Rept. 103-
282). 

The conferees are also concerned that the 
rapid force projection ACTD focuses almost 
exclusively in its early phases on the devel­
opment and demonstration of the EFOG-M. 
The conferees are aware of proposals for 
demonstrating capabilities of precision guid­
ed mortars in later phases of the ACTD pro­
gram. The conferees believe that these alter­
natives should be accelerated so that the 
Army and the Department of Defense will 
have field experience with these systems and 
a basis for conducting an adequate cost and 
operational effectiveness analysis. The con­
ferees strongly encourage the Secretary of 
the Army and the Under Secretary of De­
fense (Acquisition and Technology) to ad­
dress these issues prior to submission of the 
fiscal year 1996 budget request. 
Countermine warfare program 

The Senate bill recommended an increased 
authorization of $10.0 million in PE 63606A 
for Army efforts to improve mine detection 

and neutralization, with an emphasis on 
technologies that can be shared in an inter­
national environment. 

The House amendment also recommended 
a $10.0 million increase in this program ele­
ment to initiate an Army-led, integrated 
mine countermeasure research and develop­
ment program. The House report (H. Rept. 
103-499) indicated that this effort should con­
centrate on mine clearance in operations 
other than war (OOTW), and should be co­
ordinated with the other m111tary services 
and the Advanced Research Projects Agency 
(ARP A). The House report also required the 
Secretary of the Army to prepare and deliver 
a plan for this initiative to the congressional 
defense committees by February 15, 1995. 

The conferees agree that the Defense De­
partment should develop a fully coordinated 
program for countermine warfare. As a part 
of this program, the conferees encourage the 
Secretary of Defense to identify an executive 
agent to: 

(1) coordinate all aspects of the landmine 
warfare program, from procurement to re­
moval; 

(2) develop an overarching strategic, oper­
ational, and tactical concept for the use of 
mines and countermine operations, including 
materiel development and inventory objec­
tives; and 

(3) exploit mine countermeasure doctrine, 
training capabilities. technical data. and 
equipment for application to peacetime 
demining efforts of other governmental and 
nongovernmental agencies. 

The conferees believe that these activities 
should be coordinated with the other mili­
tary services. the Humanitarian and Refugee 
Affairs Office within the Office of the Assist­
ant Secretary of Defense (Special Operations 
and Low Intensity Conflict). and ARPA. The 
conferees reiterate the requirement for the 
Secretary of the Army to provide the plan 
for this countermine/demining initiative to 
the congressional defense committees by 
February 15, 1995. 
Kinetic energy tank round 

'fhe budget request contained no funding 
for development of the X-rod, a 120mm rock­
et-boosted kinetic energy tank round. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $17.0 million to bridge the X-rod 
kinetic energy tank round program activi­
ties through fiscal year 1995. 

The Senate bill contained no similar fund­
ing. 

The conferees agree to authorize $8.5 mil­
lion for X-rod development. 
Advanced field artillery system/artillery propel­

lant development 
Both the Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) 

and the House report (H. Rept. 103-499) ex­
pressed concerns about the Army's program 
to develop the advanced field artillery sys­
tem (AF AS), the maturity of the liquid pro­
pellant (LP) gun technology being developed 
for the AF AS, and the need to maintain an 
advanced solid propellant armament system 
in parallel development as a potential back­
up for the AF AS liquid propellant armament 
system. 

The House amendment recommended a 
$10.0 million increase in PE 63640A to con­
tinue the type-classification of the XM-230 
unicharge advanced solid propellant in exist­
ing 39-caliber, 155mm cannons and to assess 
the feasibility of adapting a 52-caliber, 
unicharge cannon for integration into the 
M109 series howitzer. 

The Senate bill did not contain a similar 
funding increase. 

The conferees strongly support the mod­
ernization of Army artillery through the 
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AF AS program. The conferees understand 
that the XM46 liquid propellant is preferred 
over others. The conferees believe, however, 
that the Army must maintain a robust 
unicharge program as a back-up to the devel­
opment of LP for the AF AS and for potential 
application to other cannon artillery weapon 
systems. 

The conferees, therefore, recommend an 
authorization of $25.937 million in PE 63640A, 
an increase of $17.8 million above the re­
quested amount, to continue engineering de­
velopment of the XM297 cannon, to continue 
development of the XM-194 bolt-in/bolt-out 
gun mount for potential use in the M109A6 
Paladin, and to type-classify the XM230 
unicharge propellant for the standard 39-cali­
ber artillery cannon. 

The conferees expect the Army to dem­
onstrate conclusively the ability to 
weaponize the liquid propellant armament 
system prior to the elimination of unicharge 
as a cannon propulsion alternative for the 
AF AS. The conferees also direct the Army to 
ensure the development of a domestic supply 
of basic hydroxyl amine nitrate chemistry 
for the production of liquid propellant, 
should it be selected as the propellant for the 
AFAS. 
Advanced boresight equipment 

The budget request included $1.4 million 
(PE 63801A), $1.3 million (PE 25633N), and $0.9 
million (PE 79026F) in the Army, Navy, and 
Air Force research and development ac­
counts for advanced boresight equipment. 
The Army is currently coordinating the ad­
vanced boresight program. 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amounts. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional Sl.0 million each for the Navy and 
the Air Force. 

The conferees agree to authorize an addi­
tional $2.0 million for the Army. 
Tactical bridging 

The Senate bill would authorize the appli­
cation of $2.0 million in prior-year funds and 
an additional $2.0 million of fiscal year 1995 
funds in PE 63804A for an eva.luation of me­
dium assault bridge techniques and tech­
nologies to support the armored gun system 
(AGS). 

The House amendment would authorize 
Sl.3 million in PE 63804A and Sl.1 million in 
PE 64804A for completing technical data 
packages and type-classification of the 
heavy tactical bridge and common bridge 
transporter. 

The confer.ees agree to authorize funding 
for both medium and heavy tactical bridging 
programs, as recommended by the Senate 
bill and the House amendment. 
Armored gun system 

The budget request included $44.77 million 
for continued testing and engineering devel­
opment of the armored gun system (AGS). 

Both the Senate bill and the House amend­
ment would authorize the requested amount. 

Since the budget request was submitted, 
the Army determined that additional fund­
ing was needed to provide suitable vehicles 
for operational testing. The conferees agree 
to authorize an additional $12.0 million in PE 
64645A to decrease concurrency risks by re­
furbishing six test vehicles for use in early 
operational test and evaluation. These funds 
may also be used for manufacturing enhance­
ments on AGS components in order to reduce 
unit production costs and keep the supplier 
base active. 
Automatic test equipment 

The budget request contained $7.2 million 
for development of automatic test equip­
ment for the Army. 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $10.0 million for the integrated 
family of test equipment (IFTE). 

The conferees agree to authorize $8.5 mil­
lion above the requested amount for IFTE. 
The conferees continue to support a single 
family of test equipment for the Army's 
electronic maintenance needs. However, the 
conferees believe that the Army should con­
tinue to use existing multipurpose direct 
support electrical systems test sets to sup­
port the Abrams main battle tank and the 
Bradley fighting vehicle throughout the life 
of these systems and to include such equip­
ment in the IFTE family when such equip­
ment is more cost-effective. 
Weapons and munitions engineering develop­

ment 
The budget request included $9.13 million 

in PE 64802A for weapons and munitions en­
gineering development. 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment recommended an 
increase of $16.0 million for development of 
the XM930 illumination cartridge and contin­
ued development of the XM931 full-range 
training cartridge for the 120mm mortar sys­
tem. 

The conferees recommend a total author­
ization of $14.5 million, including $6.0 million 
for development of the XM930 illumination 
cartridge and $2.0 million for continued de­
velopment of the XM931 full-range training 
cartridge. The conferees also recommend a 
reduction of $2.6 million for engineering and 
manufacturing development of the bunker 
defeating munitions with the understanding 
that these funds are no longer required for 
the program. 
Battlefield combat identification system 

The budget request contained $13.7 million 
in PE 6481A for development of the battle­
field combat identification system (BCIS). 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $5.0 million in RDT&E and Sll.O 
million in procurement to accelerate the 
BCIS program. 

The conferees recognize the importance of 
fielding capabilities as soon as possible to re­
duce battlefield fratricide and agree to au­
thorize an additional $5.5 million in PE 
64817A for further development of BCIS. The 
conferees share the Army's concern with the 
cost of BCIS and recognize the potential of 
the battlefield digitization program to pro­
vide much-improved identification friend or 
foe capabilities. The conferees also agree , 
however, that BCIS is promising technology 
and should be developed and evaluated. 
Mobile automated instrumentation system 

The budget request contained $55.3 million 
for major test and evaluation investment in 
PE 64759A. 

The Senate bill would reduce the requested 
amount by $25.0 million. 

The House amendment would authorize the 
requested amount. 

The conferees agree to a reduction of Sll.O 
million from the requested amount. The con­
ferees further agree that $14.0 million of the 
funds authorized for PE 64759A is specifically 
for the mobile automated instrumentation 
system. 
High energy laser systems test facility 

The budget request included no funds for 
the DOD high energy laser systems test fa­
cility (HELSTF). 

The Senate bill would authorize $20.0 mil­
lion for HELSTF, of which $2.5 million is 
available to carry out the U.S. share of the 
Nautilus tactical laser effort with Israel. 

The House amendment included no funds 
forHELSTF. 

The House recedes. As pointed out in the 
High Power Laser Guidance Report submit­
ted by the Department of Defense to Con­
gress in June 1994, HELSTF is the only inte­
grated, megawatt-class laser facility with 
the only fully instrumented high-power laser 
range and environmentally-approved test 
area available to DOD. It will be used not 
only for the Army Nautilus program, but for 
the Navy point defense demonstration and 
the Air Force airborne laser lethality dem­
onstration as well. The conferees agree that 
the Joint Directors of Laboratories (JDL) 
Technology Panel for Directed Energy Weap­
ons should seek to ensure the role of 
HELSTF as an affordable and cost-effective 
DOD research and test facility to support 
both high-power laser and optical tracking 
programs. The panel should do this by deter­
mining how best to reduce overhead costs 
through automation and other restructuring 
measures. The conferees expect to see this 
important facility, including any facility im­
provements recommended by the JDL, in­
cluded in the fiscal year 1996 budget request. 
Multiple launch rockets 

The budget request contained $55.7 million 
for development of the extended-range ver­
sion of the multiple launch rocket system 
(ER-MLRS). The Army requested no funds 
for MLRS rocket production. The Army re­
quest presumed using $15.0 million of prior­
year funds to maintain a production capabil­
ity (a so-called " warm-line" fund). 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $16.1 million for a fuze facility. 
The Army planned to fund this facility in fis­
cal year 1996. 

The conferees agree that it would be pref­
erable to avoid a production break in the 
MLRS program. However, the Army does not 
require additional tactical rockets of the ex­
isting type, and the inventory of practice 
rockets will last until the next decade. The 
conferees believe that the production date of 
the ER rocket itself might be accelerated, 
but there is risk in the development of the 
wind-sensing device required to achieve pre­
scribed accuracies at long ranges. Foreign 
sales are possible, but unlikely due to high 
unit costs. 

The conferees agree to authorize $16.1 mil­
lion for the faze facility. This action could 
make it possible to accelerate the produc­
tion schedule of the ER rocket. This measure 
would make sense only if additional rockets 
are procured in fiscal year 1995. The con­
ferees, therefore, agree to authorize an addi­
tional $10.0 million for rocket production and 
direct the Army to apply the $15.0 million in 
prior-year funds to rocket production to 
maintain the minimum sustaining produc­
tion rate of 6,000 rounds. The conferees direct 
the Army to use the fiscal year 1996 funds 
programmed for the fuze facility for the 
MLRS program in fiscal year 1996. The con­
ferees would support ER rocket production 
in fiscal year 1996 if the Army determines 
that wind-sensor development is mature 
enough or that the level of concurrency is 
acceptable in this program. Otherwise, the 
conferees believe that the funds should be 
applied to warm-line expenses. 

The conferees also authorize the Army to 
initiat e in fi scal year 1995 the improved 
launcher mechanical system (ILMS) for 
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MLRS and to synchronize that program with 
the improved fire control system within 
available funds. The conferees also encour­
age DOD and the contractor to renew at­
tempts to avoid production breaks by mak­
ing foreign milltary sales of MLRS, espe­
cially to the Republic of Korea. MLRS is as 
superb counter-batter weapon, and South 
Korea is faced with a formidable artillery 
and rocket threat. 
Ml A2 improvements 

The Senate bill would authorize $25.0 mil­
.lion to accelerate development of an eye-safe 
laser and second-generation forward-looking 
infrared sensor for the M1A2 tank and other 
combat vehicles. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar funding. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees understand that the cost in 

fiscal year 1995 to accelerate these programs 
is $17.9 million, instead of $25.0 million, and 
agree to authorize that amount. 
Air defense missiles 

The budget request contained $24.6 million 
for Army air defense missile product im­
provements. 

The Senate bill would authorize an addi­
tional $5.0 million to accelerate development 
of the Block II fire-and-forget seeker for the 
Stinger retrofit program. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $10.0 million, with half the 
amount for Stinger and half the amount to 
platoon-level tests of the Starstreak missile. 

The conferees agree to authorize $5.0 mil­
lion for acceleration of the Stinger Block II, 
and $8.0 million for the evaluation of 
Starstreak. 

The conferees direct the Secretary of the 
Army to undertake an operational assess­
ment, to be conducted by the Army Oper­
ational Test and Evaluation Command, of 
the Starstreak and Stinger missile programs 
and report to the congressional defense com­
mittees by March 1, 1995. The report should 
address: (1) total inventory requirements for 
air defense missiles of the Stinger/ 
Starstreak type; (2) the life-cycle costs of 

adding Starstreak to the inventory, includ­
ing costs to modify launch platforms, com­
pared to the costs of upgrading Stinger; (3) 
the operational effectiveness of the Block II 
Stinger compared to Starstreak; (4) the re­
sults of Stars.treak evaluations conducted to 
date; and (5) the Secretary's recommenda­
tions concerning the acquisition of 
Starstreak. 
Chemical-biological defense program 

The budget request included $505.6 million 
for chemical-biological defense programs in 
the milltary services and defense agencies 
accounts. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
increase of $55.6 million for the following 
three Army research and development pro­
grams: $12.5 million for PE 0602622A; $34.8 
million for PE 0604806A; and $8.3 million for 
PE 0603806A. 

The Senate bill would reduce the following 
programs in the Army research and develop­
ment and procurement accounts by $93.5 mil­
lion: $9.5 million reduction for procurement 
of chemical-biological shelters; $20.4 reduc­
tion for joint biological defense procure­
ment; $10.7 million reduction to PE 602622A; 
and $53.0 million reduction for PE 0208051A. 

The conferees agree to authorize an in­
crease of $16.6 million to the following Army 
research and defense accounts: $4.0 million in 
PE 0602622A; $10. 7 million in PE 0604806A; and 
Sl.9 million in PE 0603806A. Further, the con­
ferees agree to transfer research and develop­
ment and procurement funds requested for 
joint biological defense in PE 028051A and 
line 121, other procurement, Army, to sepa­
rate defense agency program elements pursu­
ant to congressional direction in title XVII 
of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160). The 
conferees also recommend that the Depart­
ment utilize resources and technologies, ex­
isting and under development at the national 
weapons laboratories, the military service 
laboratories, and industry, in the chemical­
biological defense program. The conferees re­
main concerned that the Department has not 
submitted three reports on the chemical-bio-

logical defense program. The three reports 
address: (1) the feasib111ty of the National In­
stitutes of Health conducting all federal re­
search relating to medical countermeasures 
against biowarfare agents (required by the 
national Institutes of Health Revitalization 
Act of 1993 and due by December 1993); (2) the 
necessity for a dedicated Department of De­
fense vaccine production facility (required 
by the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1994); and (3) measures taken 
to improve management, joint coordination, 
and oversight of the chemical-biological de­
fense program (required by title XVII of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis­
cal Year 1994). Title XVII also requires the 
consolidation of funds requested for all 
chemical-defense programs into separate de­
fense accounts, which has also not been 
done. 

The conferees are aware that the Depart­
ment has taken a number of steps to consoli­
date management of the overall chemical-bi­
ological defense program. To ensure effective 
overall management, oversight, coordina­
tion, and consolidated control of the chemi­
cal-biological defense program, the conferees 
direct the Secretary of Defense to ensure 
that the responsib111ties of both the Office of 
the Assistant to the Secretary of Defense 
(Atomic Energy) and the Secretary of the 
Army include the review of all chemical and 
biological defense technology base, advanced 
development, engineering development, and 
procurement activities. 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT, NAVY 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­
tained an authorization of $8,934.7 million for 
Navy research, development, test and eval­
uation. The Senate bill would authorize 
$8,796.1 million. The House amendment 
would authorize $8,914.0 million. The con­
ferees recommend authorization of $8,845.9 
million, as delineated in the following table. 
Unless noted explicitly in the statement of 
managers, all changes are made without 
prejudice. 



::i::.. 

~ 
~ 

Conference FY 1995 Cl) 
~ 

R-1 FY 1995 House Senate Change to Conference '-__ I.'=> 

Line PE Program Request Authorized Authorized Request Authorized '-

------- -------------------------------~-------- -------- ---------- ---·------- _____ .. __ 
---------.. ~ 

~ 
~ 

RESEARCH DEVELOPMENT TEST & EVAL NAVY 
1 61152N IN-HOUSE INDEPENDENT LABORATORY RESEARCH 17' 112 17' 112 17t112 17' 112 
2 61153N DEFENSE RESEARCH SCIENCES 407' 971 420, 971 392,971 -10,000 397,971 
3 61572N NAVY REINVESTMENT PROGRAM 10,000 0 10;000 10,000 
4 62111N SURFACE/AEROSPACE SURVEILL AND WEAPONS 75,088 75,088 75,088 75,088 
5 62121N SURFACE SHIP TECHNOLOGY 19,884 22,684 19,884 2,800 22,684 
6 62122N AIRCRAFT TECHNOLOGY 24,691 24,691 24,691 24,691 n 
7 62131M MARINE CORPS LANDING FORCE TECHNOLOGY 17,783 17 t 783 17,783 17' 783 0 z 8 62232N COt+tAND, CONTROL, & C~UNICATIONS TECH 21,099 21,099 21,099 21,099 C') 

9 62233N READINESS, TRAINING, & ENVIRON QUAL TECH 42,753 50,453 42,753 5,000 47,753 ~ 
10 62234N MATERIALS, ELECTRONICS AND COMPUTER TECH 80,867 100,867 80,867 5,500 86,367 CJ) 

CJ) 

11 62270N ELECTRONIC WARFARE TECHNOLOGY 18,095 18,095 18,095 18,095 ~ 

0 
12 62314N UNDERSEA SURVEILLANCE WEAPON TECHNOLOGY 92,765 93,765 92,765 92,765 z 
13 62315N MINE COUNTERMEASURES, MINING & SPECIAL 34' 710 I 34, 710 37. 710 . 3,000 37 '710 > 

t""1 
14 62323N SUBMARINE TECHNOLOGY I 19,557 19,557 19,557 19,557 

~ 15 62435N OCEANOGRAPHIC AND ATMOSPHERIC TECHNOLOGY 44,965 44,965 44,965 44,965 n 
16 62572N NAVY REINVESTMENT PROGRAM 25,000 0 25,000 25,000 0 
17 63217N AIR SYSTEMS AND WEAPONS ADVANCED TECH 30,293 16,072 30,293 -4,221 26,072 ~ 

~ 
18 63238N PRECISION STRIKE AND AIR DEFENSE 32,961 41,161 32,961 7, 100 40,061 ~ 19 63270N ADVANCED ELECTRONIC WARFARE TECHNOLOGY 14,799 14,·799 14,799 14,799 
20 63508N SHIP PROPULSION ' SYSTtM 3, 152 3,l52 20,265 0 3,152 0 c 
21 63555N SEA CONTROL & LITTORAL WARFARE TECH DEM . 82,134 45,021 0 -7,600 74,534 CJ) 

t'T'J 
22 63572N NAVY REINVESTMENT PROGRAM 15,000 0 15,000 15,000 
23 63640M MARINE CORPS ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY DEMON 25,961 25,961 25,961 25,961 
24 63706N MEDICAL DEVELOPMENT 17,820 17;820 22,820 5,000 22,820 
25 63707N MANPOWER, PERSONNEL & TRAINING ADV TECH 19,120 22,920 19, 120 19,120 
26 63712N ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY AND LOGISTICS ADV 21,024 21,024 21,024 21,024 
27 63747N UNDERSEA WARFARE ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY 47,330 47,330 72,405 0 47,330 
28 63782N · SHALLOW WATER HCM DEMOS 4,525 4,525 44 ,471 0 4,525 
29 63792N ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY TRANSITION 79,863 84,863 79,863 0 79,863 
30 63794N C3 ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY 26,556 21,456 26,556 .;.5,160 21,456 
31 63207N . AIR/OCEAN TACTICAL APPLICATIONS 16,936 16,936 16,936 16,936 
32 63208N JRAINING SYSTEM AIRCRAFT 4' 117 4, 117 4,117 I 4' 117 
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33 63216N AVIATION SURVIVABILITY 9,992 15,492 9,992 5,500 15,492 . 
34 63254N ASW SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 31,513 40,513. 31,513 0 31,513 
35 63261N TACTICAL AIRBORNE RECONNAISSANCE ' 59,372 36,872 59,372 ' -10,372 49,000 
36 63382N ADVANCED COMBAT SYSTEMS TECHNOLOGY 3,587 3,587 3,587 3,587 
37 63451N TACTICAL SPACE OPERATIONS 2,220 2,220 2,220 2,220 
38 63502N SURFACE AND SHALLOW WATER MINE COUNTER 51,879 51,879 51,879 51,879 
39 63504N ADVANCED SUBMARINE COMBAT SYSTEMS DEVEL 20,564 24,564 20,564 4,000 24,564 
40 63506N SURFACE SHIP TORPEDO DEFENSE 30,247 30,247 30,247 30,247 n 
41 63512N CARRIER SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 15,878 15,878 17,378 1,500 17 ,·379 0 

z 42 63513N SHIPBOARD SYSTEM COMPONENT DEVELOPMENT 26,248 26.,248 26,248 26,248 
~ 43 63514N SHIP CCJtBAT SURVIVABILITY 14,588 14,588 14,588 14,588 

44 63525N PILOT FISH . . 35,262 . 35,262 35,262 35,262 CJ) 
CJ) 

45 63528N NON-ACOUSTIC ANTI-SUBMARINE WARFARE 4,756 . .4. 756 4,756 -4,756 0 -0 
46 63536N RETRACT JUN I PER . 20,645 , ·20,645 20,645 20,645 z 
47 63542N RADIOLOGICAL CONTROL 3,492 3,492 3,492 3,492 > t-t 
48 63553N SURFACE ASW 6,659 ~.659 6,659 6,659 ~ 49 63561N ADVANCED SUBMARINE 'SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT 86,005 98, 118 86,005 0 86,005 n 
50 63562N SUBMARINE TACTICAL WARFARE SYSTEMS 8,023 . 8,023 8,023 8,023 0 

:::i::i 51 63563N SHIP CONCEPT ADVANCED DESIGN 29,302 ' 29,302 29,302 29,302 ~ 
52 63564N SHIP PRELIMINARY DESIGN & FEASIBILITY 12,626 ·12,626 12,626 12,626 ~ 53 63570N ADVANCED NUCLEAR POWER SYSTEMS 141,586 141,586 141,586 141,586 0 54 63573N ADVANCED SURFACE MACHINERY SYSTEMS 72,355 84,755 72,355 7,400 79,755 c::: 
55 63576N CHALK EAGLE 59,840 .59 ,840 59,840 59,840 CJ) 

t'!1 
56 63582N COMBAT SYSTEM INTEGRATION 7,911 7 ,911 7,911 7 ,911 
57 63591N JOINT ADVANCED SYSTEMS 0 0 0 0· 
58 63601N MINE DEVELOPMENT 0 0 0 0 
59 63609N CONVENTIONAL MUNITIONS 41,358 29,593 41,358 0 41,358 
60 63610N .ADVANCED WARHEAD DEVELOPMENT (MK-50) 0 0 0 0 
61 63611M .MARINE CORPS ASSAULT VEHICLES 26,399 30,499 26,399 4, 100 30,499 
62 63612M MARINE CORPS MINE/COUNTERMEASURES SYSTEM 6,600 6,600 6,600 6,600 
63 63634N ELECTROMAGNETIC EFFECTS PROTECTION DEVEL 0 0 0 0 ~ 

64 63635M MARINE CORPS GROUND COMBAT/SUPPORT SYS 11,416 18,416 26,416 15,000 26,416 ~ 
~ 

65 63654N JOINT SERVICE EXPLOSIVE ORDNANCE DEVELOP 8,923 8,923 8,923 8,923 ('J) 
""1-

·66 63708N ASW SIGNAL PROCESSING . 0 0 0 0 
"""" ,.t-..:> 
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~ 
~ ---- ·· -~----- ----~--------------------~-------------- -------- ---------- ---------- -------- ---------- ~ 

~ 67 63709N ADVANCED MARINE BIOLOGICAL SYSTEM 3,539 3,539 3,539 3,539 ~ 

-9 68 63711N FLEET TACTICAL DEVELOPMENT 4,678 4,678 4,678 4,678 
:; 69 63713N OCEAN ENGINEERING TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT 14' 198 14, 198 14, 198 14,198 

70 63721N ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 51,101 52,901 52,901 1~800 52,901 
71 63724N NAVY ENERGY PROGRAM 4,468 4,468 4,468 4,468· 
72 63725N FACILITIES IMPROVEMENT 2,500 2,500 2,500 2,500 
73 63734N CHALK CORAL 68,782 68,782 73,782 5,000 73,782 
74 63735N WWMCCS ARCHITECTURE SUPPORT 0 0 0 0 n 
75 63737N LINJ( HAZEL 0 0 0 0 0 z 76 63741N SATELLITE LASER COt+tUNICATIONS (H) 0 0 0 0 C') 
77 63746N RETRACT MAPLE 102,674 102,674 102,674 102,674 ~ 78 63748N LlNK PLUMERIA 29,812 29·,812 29,812 29,812 Vl 

Vl 

79 63750N CHALK WEED . 0 0 0 0 -0 
80 63751N RETRACT ELM 39,472 . 39,472 39,472 39,472 z 
81 63752N CHALK POINSETTIA 0 o 0 0 > 

r4 
82 63755N SHIP SELF DEFENSE 192,269 . ·.' 200, 769 203,469 16,200 208,469 

~ 83 63763N WARFARE SYSTEMS ARCHITECTURE & ENGINEER 7,204 .. ·3, 795 7,204 -3,409 3,795 n 84 63785N COMBAT SYSTEMS OCEANOGRAPHIC PERFORMANCE 20,317 . 20 ,317 20,317 20,317 0 
85 63787N SPECIAL PROCESSES 33,053 . 33,:053 33,053 33,053 ~ 

0 
86 63795N GUN WEAPON SYSTEM TECHNOLOGY 24,849 61,449 24,849 6,000 30,849 I 
87 63800N JOINT ADVANCED STRIKE TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM 100,037 100,037 100,037 28,735 128, 772. ::c: 
88 64212N ASW AND OTHER HELO DEVELOPMENT 86,547 86,547 86,547 86,547 0 c 
89 64214N AV-88 AIRCRAFT - ENG DEV 10,203 10,203 10,203 10,203 Vl 

trl 
90 64215N STANDARDS DEVELOPMENT 15,987 15, 987 15,987 15,987 
91 64217N S-3 WEAPON SYSTEM IMP OVEMENT 14, 115 14' 115 14, 115 14, 115 
92 64218N AIR/OCEAN EQUIPMENT ENGINEERING 5,797 5,797 5,797 5,797 
93 64221N P-3 MODERNIZATION PROGRAM 5,392 5,392 5,392 5,392 
94 64231N TACTICAL CClttANO SYSTEM 35,796 32,796 35,796 0 35,796 
95 64233N AFX 0 0 0 0 
96 64261N ACOUSTIC SEARCH SENSORS 19,016 19,016 19,016 19,016 
97 64262N V-22A 496,930 496,930 496,930 496,930 
98 64264N AIR CREW SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 12, 157 15,157 12,157 0 12, 157 
99 64270N EW DEVELOPMENT 79,980 79,980 79,980 79,980 

100 64301N MK 92 FIRE CONTROL SYSTEM UPGRADE 1,976 1,976 1, 976 ' 1,976 
~ 

"'""' (X) 
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------- ---------------------------------------- -~------ ---------- -----.. ---- -------- ----------101 64307N AEGIS COMBAT SYSTEM ENGINEERING . 94,207 94,207 94,207 94,207 
102 64312N TRI-SERVICE STANDOFF ATTACK MISSILE 66,662 0 66,662 66,662 
103 64366N STANDARD MISSILE IMPROVEMENTS 11,811 11,811 11,811 11,811 
104 64372N NEW THREAT UPGRADE 1,701 1,701 1,701 1,701 
105 64373N AIRBORNE MCM 20,421 20,421 20,421 20~421 
106 64503N SSN-688 AND TRIDENT MODERNIZATION 41,936 41,936 41,936 41,936 
107 64504N AIR CONTROL 8, 133 8, 133 8,133 8,133 
108 64507N ENHANCED MODULAR SIGNAL PROCESSOR 11, 970 11,970 11, 970 11, 970 ~ 

109 64512N SHlPBOARD AVIATION SYSTEMS 1,543 1,543 1,543 1,543 0 z 110 64516N SHIP SURVIVABILITY 8,536 8,536 8,536 8~536 ~ 
111 64518N CCJ4BAT INFORMATION CENTER CONVERSION 13,658 13 ,658· 13,658 13,658 ~ 
1.12 64524N SUBMARINE COMBAT SYSTEM 89,726 . 89, 726 89,726 89,726 Vl 

Vl 

113 64558N NEW DESIGN SSN 266,155 266,155 266, 155 266,155 """" 0 
ll4 64561N SSN-21 DEVELOPMENTS 68,530 68,530 68,530 68,530 z 
115 64562N SUBMARINE TACTICAL WARFARE SYSTEM 25,261 ' 2'5, ?61 25,261 25,261 > 

~ 

116 64567N SHIP CONTRACT DESIGN/ LIVE FIRE T&E 160,092 160,992 160,092 160,092 ~ 117 64574N NAVY TACTICAL CC»4PUTER RESOURCES 15,774 ~s. 774 15,774 15,774 ~ 

118 64601N MINE DEVELOPMENT 3,223 3,223 3,223 3,223 0 
~ 119 64602N NAVAL GUNNERY IMPROVEMENTS 0 0 0 0 ~ 

120 64603N UNGUIDED CONVENTIONAL AIR-LAUNCHED WPNS 77, 102 65,337 77' 102 -11, 765 65,337 ~ 121 64610N LIGHTWEIGHT TORPEDO DEVELOPMENT 10,284 19,284 10,284 10,2~4 0 122 64612M MARINE CORPS MINE COUNTERMEASURES SYSTEM 440 440 440 440 e 
123 64618N JOINT DIRECT ATTACK MUNITION 25,173 .. 25,173 25, 173 25' 173 Vl 

~ 

124 64654N JOINT SERVICE EXPLOSIVE ORDNANCE DEVELOP 6,273 .·. 6, 273 6,273 6,273 
125 64656M MARINE CORPS ASSAULT VEHICLES - ENG DEV 0 0 0 0 
126 64703N PERSONNEL, TRAINING, SIMULATION-, AND HUM 1,136 1,136 1,136 1,136 
127 64707N SPACE .AND ELECTRONIC WARFARE (SEW) ARCH 6,157 6,157 6,157 6,157 
128 64710N NAVY ENERGY PROGRAM 3, 165 3, 165 3,165 3, 165 
129 64715N SURFACE WARFARE TRAINING DEVICES 0 0 0 0 
130 64719M MARINE CORPS CC»l4AND/CONTROL/Cor+tUNIC 11, 371 11,371 11,371 11,371 
131 64721N BATTLE GROUP PASSIVE HORIZON EXTENSION 19,258 19,258 19,258 19,258 ~ 

132 64727N JOINT STANDOFF WEAPON SYSTEMS 111, 127 . 111, 127 111, 127 . 111,127 ~ 
(:::: 

133 64755N SHIP SELF DEFENSE . 181,501 181,501 199,401 8,000 189,501 C'J;) 
~ 

134 64761N INTELLIGENCE ENGINEERING 4,033 4,033 4,033 , 4,033 ........ 
,.t-..:> 

........ 
(,c 
(,c 
~ 
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~ ----- ------- ---------------------------------------- -------- ---------- ----------- -------- ---- ... ------ ~ 

135 64771N MEDICAL DEVELOPMENT 1,686 1,686 . 1,686 1,686 ~ 

136 64777N NAVIGATION/IO SYSTEM 69,213 69,213 69,213 69,213 
137 64784N DISTRIBUTED SURVEILLANCE SYSTEM 114 '306 114,306 114, 306 114,306 
138 64256N . THREAT SIMULATOR DEVELOPMENT 28,003 28,003 28,003 28,003 
139 64258N TARGET SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 28,042 28,042 28,042 28,042 
140 64759N MAJOR T&E INVESTMENT 51,966 51,966 41,966 -5,000 . 46,966 
141 65i52N STUDIES AND ANALYSIS SUPPORT - NAVY 6,058 6,058 4,058 -2,000 4,058 
142 65154N CENTER FOR. NAVAL ANALYSES 45,394 43,394 45,394 45,394 (") 

143 65155N FLEET TACTICAL DEVELOPMENT 4,570 4,510 4,570 4,570 0 z 144 65502N SMAlL BUSINESS INNOVATIVE RESEARCH 0 0 0 0 ~ 
145 65804N TECHNICAL INFORMATION SERVICES 1, 776 1, 776 1, 776 1,776 :::0 

tr.I 
146 65853N MA~AGEMENT, TECHNICAL & INTERNATIONAL 10,266 10,266 10,266 10,266 Vl 

Vl 

147 65856 .. STRATEGIC TECHNICAL SUPPORT 2,545 2,545 2,545 2,545 ""'"4 

0 
148 65861N RDT&E SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY MANAGEMENT 62,646 62,646 62,646 62,646 z 

> 149 65862N RDT&E INSTRUMENTATION MODERNIZATION 8,757 8,757 8, 757 8,757 ~ 

150 65863N RDT&E SHIP AND AIRCRAFT SUPPORT 81, 362' 81,362 81,362 81,362 g; 
151 65864N TEST AND EVALUATION SUPPORT 293,609 293,609 278,609 -10,000 283,609 (") 

152 65865N OPERATIONAL TEST AND EVALUATION CAPABIL 8,637 8,637 8,637 8,637 0 
:::0 153 65866N NAVY SPACE AND ELECTRONIC WARFARE (SEW) 3,519 3,519 3,519 3,519 t::; 

154 65867N SEW SURVEILLANCE/RECONAISSANCE SUPPORT 14,565 12,065 14,565 -2,s90 12,065 ~ 155 65871M MARINE CORPS TACTICAL EXPLOIT NATL CAP 1,019 1,019 1,019 1,019 0 
156 65872N MANUFACTURING SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 0 0 35,000 20,000 20,000 C! 
157 65873M MARINE CORPS PROGRAM WiDE SUPPORT 6,316 6,316 6,316 6,316 Vl 

tr.I 

158 65896N BASE OPERATIONS - RDT&E 32, 100 32,100 32, 100 -32, 100 . 0 
159 11221N STRATEGIC SUB & WEAPONS SYSTEM SUPPORT 52,361 52,361 52,361 -15,000 37,361 
160 11224N SSBN SECURITY TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM 29,315 41,665 .29 ,315 0 29,315 
161 11226N SUBMARINE ACOUSTIC WARFARE DEVELOPMENT 537 9,399 537 0 537 
162 11402N NAVY STRATEGIC Cor-ttUNICATIONS 75,992 . ·75, 992 75,992 75,992 
163 12427N NAVAL SPACE SURVEILLANCE 858 858 858 858 
164 24134N A-6 SQUADRONS 0 0 0 0 
165 24136N F/A-18 SQUADRONS 1,411,875 1,411,875 1,411,875 1,411,875 

. '166 24152N E-2 SQUADRONS 58,760 58,760 58,760 58,760 
167 24163N FLEET TELECOMMUNICATIONS (TACTICAL) 37,942 37,942 42,942 5.,000 . 42,942 
168 24229N T<»1AHAWK AND TOMAHAWK MISSION PLANNING I 85,773 85, 773 85, 773 I 85, 773 

~ 
~ 
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------- ---------------------------------------- -------- --~------- ------------ -------- ----------
169 24311N I~TEGRATEO SURVEILLANCE SYSTEM \. 28,805 36,605 28,805 7,800 . 36,605 
170 24413N AMPHIBIOUS TACTICAL SUPPORT UNITS 4,574 4,574 4,574 4,574 
171 24571N CONSOLIDATED TRAINING SYSTEMS DEVELOP 46,779 46,779 46,779 46, 779 
172 25604N TACTICAL DATA LINKS 32,499 32,499 32,499 32,499 
173 25620N SURFACE ASW COMBAT SYSTEM INTEGRATION 16,64'9 16,649 16,649 16,649 
174 25632N MK-48 ADCAP 27,278 27,278 27,278 . 27,278 
175 25633N AVIATION IMPROVEMENTS 64,520 65,520 64,520 . 0 64~520 

{) 
176 25658N NAVY SCIENCE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 7 ,097• 7,097 7,097 7,097 0 
177 25667N F-14 UPGRADE 171,689 171,689 0 -142,300 29,389 z 

' 178 25675N OPERATIONAL NUCLEAR' POWER SYSTEMS 58,851 ' 58,851 58,851 58,851 ~ 

~ 179 26313M MARINE CORPS COl44UNICATIONS SYSTEMS 7,408 7,408 7,408 7,408 (/) 

180 26623M MA~ CORPS GROUND COMBAT/SUPPORTING ARMS 13,051 13,051 23,051 10,000 23,051 (/) -181 26624M MARINE CORPS ·COMBAl SERVICES SUPPORT 6,173 4,628 6,173 0 6,173 0 
z 

182 26625M MARINE CORPS INTELLIGENCE/ELEC WAR SYS 8,488 8,488 8,488 8,488 > 
183 26626M MARINE CORPS C°"'4AND/CONTROL/CC»1MUNIC 19,441 19,441 19,441 19,441 ~ 

184 27161N TACTICAL AIM MISSILES 22,376 22,376 22,376 -22,376 0 ~ 
185 27163N ADVANCED MEDIUM RANGE AIR-TO-AIR MISSILE 27t91~ 27,913 27,913 27,913 {) 

0 
186 31327N TECHNICAL RECONNAISSANCE ANO SURVEILL 0 0 0 ~ 

187 33109N SATELLITE CC»ttUNICATIONS 47 [11~ 47' 115 47. 115 47 ,115 ~ . 188 33140N INFORMATION SYSTEMS SECURITY PROGRAM 0 0 0 
189 33152N WORLD-WIDE MILITARY C<lf4ANO AND CONTROL 0 0 0 0 0 

190 34111N SPECIAL ACTIVITIES [ ] 0 0 0 c 
(/) 

191 35160N DEFENSE .METEOROLOGICAL SATELLITE PROGRAM . 14,639 '14,639 14,639, 14,639 rr.t 

192 35889N COUNTERDRUG INTELLIGENCE SUPPORT 0 0 0 0 
193 78011N INDUSTRIAL PREPAREDNESS 20, 164 40,464 20, 164 25,000 45, 164 
194 99999N FINANCING FOR CANCELLED ACCOUNT .ADJUST 0 o· 0 0 
999 OPE~ATIONAL SYSTEMS CLASSIFIED 567 ,056 562,056 531,556 567,056 

FEDERAL WORKFORCE RESTRUCTURING ACT 200 200 200 
GENERAL REDUCTION, UNIVERSITY RESEARCH 0 
CIVILIAN PERSONNEL PAY/LOCALITY PAY RAISES 0 ~ 
STRATEGIC SEALIFT TECH DEV PROGRAMS 0 ~ ========== =========• . ====•===== ~=••••===~ s••c•••••• ~ 

Cl,) 

TOTAL RDT&E NAVY 8, 934' 718 8, 913, 963 8,796,129 -88,864 8~845,854 ~ ._ 
"~ ._ 
<:c 
<:c 
~ 
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Magneto hydrodynamics 

The budget request contained $6.0 million 
for magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) research. 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $3.0 million for MHD. 

The conferees agree that of the amounts 
authorized to be appropriated in PE 61153N 
for the Navy, $9.0 million would be author­
ized for continuation of the MHD program. 
Materials, electronics, and computer technology 

The budget request contained $80.867 mil­
lion in PE 62234N for materials, electronics, 
and computer technology. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $5.0 million for collaborative re­
search efforts between the Navy and the aca­
demic community on materials research in 
welding and welding consumables for high 
strength steel structures; advanced methods 
to manage hydrogen in welding structures; 
and development of "part-on-call" manufac­
turing of metallic components. The House 
amendment also contained a provision (sec. 
203) that would authorize an additional 
$500,000 for the Navy to initiate and carry 
out a manufacturing technology program for 
taconite processing technology. 

The Senate bill contained no similar fund­
ing or provision. 

The House recedes on its provision. 
The conferees agree to authorize an addi­

tional $5.5 million in PE 62234N as provided 
by the House amendment and direct that of 
the $86.367 million authorized, $8.0 million be 
used for the continued development of high 
thermal conductivity fibers for use in remov­
ing heat from advanced electronic systems 
used in military and space applications, as 
described in the Senate report (S. Rept. 103-
282) and the House report (H. Rept. 103-499). 
Air systems and advanced technology 

The budget request included $30.293 million 
for air systems and advanced technology in 
PE 63217N. 

The Senate bill would provide the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would reduce the 
program element by $8.721 million for the ad­
vanced short takeoff and vertical landing 
(ASTOVL) technology demonstrator pro­
gram and $5.0 million for the integrated high 
performance turbine engine technology 
(IHPTET) program, transferring the manage­
ment and funding of these activities to the 
joint advanced strike technology (JAST) 
program (PE 63800N). The House amendment 
would also provide an additional $4.5 million 
for the advanced anti-radiation guided mis­
sile (AARGM) program in PE 63217N, as well 
as S3.0 million in PE 63203F. 

The conferees agree to transfer $8.721 mil­
lion to JAST, restore $5.0 million for 
IHPTET, and provide an additional $7.5 mil­
lion for AARGM for the purposes described 
in the House report (H. Rept. 103-499). 
Long-range guided projectile technology 

The House amendment recommended the 
transfer of $5.0 million from air systems and 
weapons technology, PE 63217N, to gun weap­
ons system technology, PE 63795N, in support 
of long-range guided projectile technology 
development. 

The Senate bill did not contain a similar 
transfer. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees endorse the views expressed 

in the House report (H. Rept. 103-499) on the 
importance of advanced, long-range preci­
sion guided munitions in meeting Navy sur­
face fire support requirements. For the 
Army, too, there is no point in developing 

new, long-range artillery capabilities unless 
projectiles are developed that can achieve 
the needed range, accuracy, and payload. 
The Conferees believe that the Army and the 
Navy should jointly capitalize on tech­
nologies, such as the global positioning sys­
tem, inertial navigation, composite mate­
rials, and aerodynamic shapes, to achieve 
these objectives. 

The conferees reserve judgment on the pos­
sibility of completely common ammunition, 
given the differences between Army and 
Navy artillery designs, but believe that tech­
nology and component commonality should 
be aggressively pursued. The conferees urge 
the two services to establish a joint program 
and seek adequate funding in future years. 
Operational airship demonstration 

The budget request contained $33.0 million 
for the precision strike and air defense pro­
gram in PE 63238N. The budget request con­
tained no funds for continuing an airship 
demonstration project. 

The House amendment would provide an 
additional $8.2 million to conduct an airship 
ultra high frequency radar demonstration as 
a part of the mountaintop phase I dem­
onstration project. 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The Department of Defense has provided 
more extensive briefings on the mountaintop 
phase I demonstration project. The conferees 
conclude that there is no practical role for 
the airship in this phase. 

Instead, the conferees recommend an addi­
tional $7.1 million to continue the Navy's ef­
fort to assess the potential contribution that 
airships could make to the airborne compo­
nent of the ship self-defense/cooperative en­
gagement capability , over-the-horizon 
targeting and surveillance, and other rel­
evant mission areas. The conferees under­
stand that the Navy will be able to gather 
significant data during fleet exercises and 
missile tracking tests. These data will per­
mit the Department to use modeling and 
simulation to evaluate the airship's poten­
tial contribution to joint cruise missile de­
fense. 

The conferees also direct the Secretary of 
the Navy to provide the results of this ex­
tended assessment to the congressional de­
fense committees in the 1995 annual report 
on the ship self-defense/cooperative engage­
ment program. 
Interactive multi-dimensional acoustic trainer 

(!MAT) 
The House amendment would provide an 

increase of $3.8 million in PE 63707N to accel­
erate exploitation of the interactive multi­
dimensional acoustic trainer (IMAT) tech­
nology. 

The Senate bill would provide no increased 
funding. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees understand that the Navy, 

as part of its core technology program, is 
continuing the IMAT program and inves­
tigating its potential application to a wide 
range of training requirements. The con­
ferees endorse the direction to the Secretary 
of the Navy contained in the House report. 
(H. Rept. 103-499), relative to the assessment 
of training requirements and plans for devel­
opment of advanced training technologies. 
Battlefield surgical tissue replacement 

The budget request contained no funding 
for battlefield surgical tissue replacement. 

The Senate bill contained no funding for 
this research. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $5.0 million PE 62787A to conduct 

tissue substitutes and tissue repair using 
low-powered diode lasers. 

The Senate recedes. 
Aviation survivability 

The budget request included $10.0 million 
in the Navy's aviation survivability research 
and development program (PE 63216N). 

The House amendment recommended an 
increase of $5.5 million. 

The Senate bill contained no similar rec­
ommendation. 

The conferees agree to support the House 
recommendation. 

The conferees note that the Defense De­
partment has repeatedly excluded projects 
from its budget request in the expectation 
that Congress would provide additional fund­
ing for them. The conferees believe that, 
from time to time, individual projects merit 
additional funding. Additional congressional 
support may be justified for these projects 
when they have been excluded from the 
President's budget request, or require addi­
tional funding to capitalize on a particular 
technology or to meet a critical require­
ment. 

The conferees believe strongly, however, 
that this should not be a routine practice for 
several projects at a single research and en­
gineering center. Such projects and pro­
grams must compete with other projects and 
programs on the basis of their technical 
merit and ability to meet required oper­
ational capabilities in the budget develop­
ment process. The conferees expect that the 
Armed Services Committees of the Senate 
and House of Representatives will monitor 
these practices closely when they consider 
future defense budget requests. 
Antisubmarine warfare systems development 

The budget request included $31.5 million 
for antisubmarine warfare (ASW) systems 
development (PE 63254N). 

The House amendment would provide an 
additional $9.0 million: $4.0 million for ex­
tended echo ranging technology exploi­
tation; and $5.0 million to continue hardware 
and software development and the installa­
tion of system upgrades in the BEARTRAP 
aircraft. 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees note the very important role 

that the BEARTRAP aircraft program has 
played in the rapid development and 
prototyping of advanced antisubmarine war­
fare technology. The conferees also note that 
the budget request for fiscal year 1995 is 
sharply reduced from the fiscal year 1994 
level. Given the long term benefits that have 
accrued from the BEARTRAP aircraft, the 
conferees are concerned that this reduction 
in funding may be short-sighted. The con­
ferees do not believe that it is justified by 
any rationale contained in the budget sub­
mission, which is silent on the subject. 

The conferees strongly encourage the Navy 
to reevaluate its budget priorities with re­
spect to BEARTRAP, and to maintain fund­
ing levels required to continue ongoing hard­
ware and software upgrades to the system. 
Ship main propulsion gas turbine improvements 

The budget request included $72.4 million 
for advanced surface machinery systems. 

The Senate bill would approve the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would add $12.4 mil­
lion to the requested amount. Of this 
amount, $7.4 million would accelerate devel­
opment of the inter-cooled recuperated (ICR) 
gas turbine engine. The remaining $5.0 mil­
lion would initiate a concurrent program to 
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retrofit existing Navy ship propulsion LM-
2500 engines with a recuperator (called " LM-
2500R"). The intent of the LM-2500R program 
would be to develop efficiencies similar to 
the ICR program for the Navy's existing 
main propulsion gas turbine. 

The conferees agree to provide an addi­
tional $7.4 million to accelerate development 
of the ICR gas turbine engine . Although the 
Navy has not yet published the report, the 
conferees understand that a Navy life cycle 
cost analysis requested in the statement of 
the managers accompanying the conference 
report on the National Defense Authoriza­
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (H. Rept. 103-
357) concludes that the alternative of com­
pleting development of the LM- 2500R would 
not be cost-effective. The conferees direct 
the Secretary of the Navy to provide the re­
quested analysis to the congressional defense 
committees by December 1, 1994. 
Short-range antiarmor weapon/multi-purpose 

individual munition 
The budget request included $8.4 million in 

Navy research and development funds for de­
velopment of the short-range antiarmor 
weapon (SRA W) for the Marine Corps. The 
conferees note that the requested amount is 
substantially below that needed to comply 
with the clear direction expressed by the 
conferees in the statement of the managers 
accompanying the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (H. Rept. 103-
357). In compliance with that direction, the 
Army has adopted the SRA W missile as the 
delivery system for the Army-developed 
multi-purpose individual munition (MIPM) 
warhead, and requested $3.9 million for re­
search and development. 

The Senate bill provided an additional $15.0 
million for the Marine Corps SRA W program 
and directed the Marine Corps to reprogram 
an additional $6.6 million to meet the sched­
ule established by the National Defense Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994. The 
Senate bill would authorize $3.9 million for 
the Army's SRA W/MIPM development pro­
gram. 

The House amendment would authorize th.e 
requested amount for the Marine Corps 
SRAW program, and authorize $3.9 million 
for the Army's SRAW/MIPM development 
program. 

The conferees agree to authorize an addi­
tional $10.9 million in PE 63635M and urge 
the Marine Corps to reprogram at least $6.6 
million to accelerate the engineering and 
manufacturing development program for the 
SRAW. The conferees understand that the 
resulting program schedule will not cause 
unacceptable concurrency and encourage the 
Marine Corps to monitor the development 
closely to ensure the success of the SRA W/ 
EMD program. The conferees also state that 
they do not intend to subsidize this program 
if the services persist in underfunding it. 
Army/Marine Corps 155mm lightweight howitzer 

program 

The House amendment recommended a $7.0 
million increase in PE 63635M and a $7.0 mil­
lion increase in PE 63004A for the Marine 
Corps and the Army to complete evaluation 
of existing 155mm lightweight howitzer pro­
totypes, evaluate advanced fire control and 
other promising technologies for improve­
ments in the tactical mobility and oper­
ational effectiveness of towed artillery sys­
tems, confirm operational requirements, and 
provide the basis for a decision to proceed 
with further development and acquisition of 
a lightweight 155mm howitzer system. 

The Senate bill contained no similar rec­
ommendation. 

The conferees recommend an increased au­
thorization of $5.0 million in PE 63635M for 
the Marine Corps and an increased author­
ization of $7.0 million in PE 63004A for the 
Army, as recommended in the House amend­
ment. The conferees do not intend to support 
this program unless the Army and Marine 
Corps establish joint operational require­
ments, agree on a joint development pro­
gram, and fund the program adequately. 

To the extent possible within available 
funds in PE 63004A, the Army is authorized 
to develop advanced guidance and control for 
artillery munitions in conjunction with the 
Navy, as discussed elsewhere in this state­
ment of the managers. The conferees urge 
the Secretary of the Army to seek funding to 
continue this initiative in fiscal year 1996. 
Plasma arc technology 

The budget request contained no funds for 
plasma arc technology. 

The Senate bill would provide an addi­
tional $1.8 million in PE B0721N to allow the 
Navy to explore the use of plasma arc tech­
nology for solid waste treatment aboard 
naval vessels. 

The House amendment would also provide 
Sl.8 million for plasma arc technology. 

The conferees agree to provide $1.8 million 
to assess the use of plasma arc technology on 
board naval vessels. 
Ship self-defense 

The budget request included a total of 
$373.8 million for ship self-defense research 
and development, $192.3 million in PE 63755N 
and $181.5 million in PE 64755N. 

The Senate bill would add a total of $29.1 
million to the requested amount to: 

(1) accelerate the ship self-defense engi­
neering and manufacturing development ef­
fort; 

(2) continue preparations at the land-based 
test site and on the self-defense test ship; 
and 

(3) procure NULKA decoys for additional 
at-sea testing. 

The House amendment would provide an 
increase of $8.5 million to the program to 
begin an evaluation of an insensitive muni­
tion, dual thrust motor upgrade to the roll­
ing air-frame missile (RAM) and for other 
ini tia ti ves. 

The conferees agree to provide an increase 
of $24.2 million above the requested amount 
for self-defense programs. The conferees in­
tend the Navy to apply this increased fund­
ing to: · 

(1) accelerating improvements to the self­
defense test ship ($11.2 million); 

(2) evaluating an insensitive munition, 
dual thrust motor upgrade to the RAM ($5.0 
million); and 

(3) procuring NULKA decoys ($8.0 million). 
The conferees are concerned about persist­

ent rumors that the Navy intends to divert 
prior-year funding from key self-defense 
thrusts, such as infrared sensors, to other 
programs. The conferees continue to believe, 
based on at-sea testing in 1993 and associated 
Navy briefings, that an integrated infrared 
search and track capability will be an impor­
tant aspect of the emerging ship self-defense 
architecture. Consequently, the conferees 
encourage the Navy to keep the infrared sen­
sor program on track and urge the Navy to 
provide an analytical rationale before taking 
any steps that would hinder this ongoing 
program. 
Naval surface fire support 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount of $24.8 million in PE 63795N, 
gun weapon system technology', for the naval 
surface fire support program. 

The House amendment would authorize a 
$36.6 million increase to the requested 
amount to accelerate the fielding of fire sup­
port improvements for Marine amphibious 
operations. 

The conferees agree to an increase of $6.0 
million for this program. During the past 
three years, the conferees have repeatedly 
expressed concern over the need to correct 
deficiencies in the Navy's surface fire sup­
port for Marine amphibious operations. 

The Department of the Navy's blueprint 
for future operations devotes major atten­
tion to operations in the littoral regions and 
emphasizes the importance of power projec­
tion through amphibious operations. Current 
amphibious doctrine emphasizes the need to 
project this power from beyond the horizon 
to minimize the threat from enemy missiles. 
At these greater standoff ranges, the Navy 
and the Marine Corps must (1) extend the 
range of Navy fire support systems; and (2) 
provide rapid ship-to-shore movement 
through such programs as the V-22 aircraft 
and the advanced amphibious assault vehicle 
(AAA V). Improvements in all these areas 
must take place simultaneously to achieve a 
true " over-the-horizon" assault capability. 
The conferees believe that emphasizing one 
or two of the parts of a capability at the ex­
pense of an essential element of that capabil­
ity is hardly balanced. 

The conferees have learned that, in prepar­
ing its fiscal year 1996 Future Years Defense 
Program proposal, the Department of the 
Navy reallocated resources from various 
Navy programs to fund the V-22 and AAAV. 
One of the programs cut was the ship fire 
support improvement program. The con­
ferees were disturbed to learn that the Ma­
rine Corps participated in this reallocation. 
Although competition for declining re­
sources is clearly intense, the conferees are 
concerned that Navy funding will not keep 
naval shore fire-support improvements on 
the same pace as that of other programs de­
signed to improve amphibious capabilities. 
Program trade-offs are a fact of life, but, in 
this case, it is not clear that an essential 
balance has been maintained. 

Therefore, the conferees direct the Sec­
retary of the Navy to submit a report to the 
congressional defense committees by March 
l, 1995, that presents an integrated plan, in­
cluding funding and milestones, for fielding 
fire support improvements on a timeline 
that coincides with associated amphibious 
and air assault systems. The conferees as­
sume that the cost and operational effective­
ness analysis (COEA) directed in the Na­
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1993 will be completed in sufficient 
time to provide a solid analytical underpin­
ning to this report. 
Joint advanced strike technology program 

The budget request included $100.037 mil­
lion in PE 63800N and $101.354 million in PE 
63800F for the Navy and Air Force joint ad­
vanced strike technology (JAST) program. 
The budget request also included $8.721 mil­
lion in PE 63271N and $20.014 million in PE 
63226E for the Navy and ARPA, respectively, 
to support the advanced short takeoff and 
vertical landing (ASTOVL)/conventional 
takeoff and landing (CTOL) demonstrator 
aircraft. 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amounts, and provide an additional 
$10.2 million for the ASTOVL direct lift pro­
pulsion concept. 

The House amendment would: 
(1) delete the funding for the Navy and 

ARPA ASTOVL; 
(2) transfer the management of the 

ASTOVL program to the JAST program of­
fice; 



August 12, 1994 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 21903 
(3) direct that the ASTOVL phase II pro­

gram be funded from the funds provided to 
JAST; and 

(4) direct the JAST program to continue to 
manage the ASTOVL phase II program 
through ARPA. 

The House amendment would also reduce 
several propulsion programs (PE 63217N, PE 
63202F, and PE 63216F would be reduced by 
$5.0 million, $8.0 million, and $10.0 million, 
respectively), because of perceived 
redundancies in propulsion research and de­
velopment between these programs and the 
JAST program. 

The conferees agree that: 
(1) JAST and ASTOVL program manage­

ment should be consolidated, with execution 
of the ASTOVL phase II program continuing 
to be performed by ARP A; 

(2) Navy and ARPA ASTOVL funding 
should be shifted to the Navy JAST Program 
(PE 63800N); and 

(3) the separate propulsion programs 
should be approved as requested. 

The conferees would not object if the JAST 
program office were to determine that addi­
tional ASTOVL competitive propulsion con­
cepts, such as direct lift and lift pl us lift, 
should be funded. 

Finally, the conferees understand that the 
Navy Department may be evaluating the po­
tential of existing Air Force and Navy air­
craft to meet its immediate long-range, 
stealthy, strike aircraft requirement. The 
conferees expect to be kept informed in a 
timely manner by all the services of such 
studies and analyses, and how such analyses 
may affect JAST requirements. This infor­
mation should be provided to the congres­
sional defense committees no later than the 
submission of the fiscal year 1996 budget re­
quest. 
Advanced rocket system 

The budget request included $14.8 million 
in PE 64603N for engineering and manufac­
turing development of the advanced rocket 
system (ARS). 

The Senate bill would approve the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would provide $3.0 
million to terminate the ARS program. 

The conferees understand that the Marine 
Corps has decided that it cannot afford the 
ARS program at this time and will not re­
quest any additional funding for this pro­
gram in future budget requests. Neverthe­
less, the Marine Corps still requires a 2.75 
inch rocket with insensitive munitions (IM) 

and electromagnetic resistance (called "haz­
ards of electromagnetic radiation to ord­
nance, " or HERO). The conferees also under­
stand that the Marine Corps plans to re­
structure the fiscal years 1994 and 1995 pro­
gram. With this restructuring, the Marine 
Corps hop&ti to obtain sufficient information 
to enable the Marine Corps to pursue a more 
affordable program with the Army to address 
IM and HERO requirements. 

The conferees agree to provide $3.0 million 
for these purposes. The conferees will con­
sider a reprogramming request during the 
next year if the Army and Marine Corps have 
agreed to a plan to achieve their mutual IM, 
HERO, and environmental objectives for the 
upgrade of the 2. 75 inch rocket system. 

The conferees note that the Army is inter­
ested in hypervelocity rockets and more le­
thal warheads, and has funded successful 
technology developments in the past. The 
conferees understand that the current 
Hydra-70 rocket is not compatible with ship­
board operations. The conferees also under­
stand that non-developmental systems may 
help solve existing deficiencies in the cur­
rent Hydra-70 rocket weapons system. The 
conferees specifically expect the Army and 
Marine Corps to consider the option of pro­
ducing, and qualifying for operational use, 
an improved rocket based on the Hydra-70 
system as a successor to the ARS program. 
The conferees believes that this option 
might be available through executing an en­
gineering change · proposal to the current 
Hydra-70 rocket using non-developmental 
items. For any option chosen, however, the 
conferees expect the Department to use com­
petitive procedures in meeting the improved 
rocket requirement. 
SSBN security technology assessment program 

The budget request included $29.3 million 
for the SSBN security program. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $12.35 million for priority activi­
ties under the SSBN security technology as­
sessment program. 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House recedes. 
Additional information on this program is 

contained in the classified annex to this 
statement of the managers. 
Acoustic sensor technology 

The budget request included $20.6 million 
for advanced submarine combat systems de­
velopment (PE 63504N) and $28.8 million for 
integrated surveillance system development 
(PE 24311N). 

The Senate bill would approve the re­
quested amounts. The Senate report (S. 
Rept. 103-282) emphasized that the Navy 
could lower the cost of towed and hull­
mounted arrays used in antisubmarine war­
fare by applying a number of new techniques, 
including, but not limited to, fiber optic 
technology. 

The House amendment would add $4.0 mil­
lion and $7.8 million to these programs, re­
spectively, to lend additional support to the 
development of low cost, .lightweight mili­
tary applications of fiber optic technology. 
These applications include such systems as 
common optical towed arrays and flank ar­
rays for submarines. 

The conferees agree to provide the addi­
tional funds recommended in the House 
amendment. The conferees agree that fur­
ther development of fiber optic systems 
could yield dramatic cost and effectiveness 
improvements for acoustic sensors. The con­
ferees believe, however, that a number of 
other technologies, such as ceramics and 
composites, may also lead to significant cost 
and weight savings. The conferees agree that 
the Navy should continue to explore tech­
nology developments across a broad front 
with the objective of improved performance 
at lower cost. 

Mine clearing technology 

The conferees are aware that the Marine 
Corps has conducted preliminary tests with a 
power-blade, earth-moving technology which 
could improve mine clearing capab11ities. 
The conferees recommend $600,000 of the 
funds authorized in PE 26623M for further 
tests and validation of the power-blade tech­
nology. The conferees expect the Army to 
also participate in these tests and evaluate 
the results for the improvement of Army 
mine clearing capabilities. 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT, AIR FORCE 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­
tained an authorization of $12,349.4 million 
for Air Force research, development, test 
and evaluation. The Senate bill would au­
thorize $12,329.8 million. The House amend­
ment would authorize $12,318.8 million. The 
conferees recommend authorization of 
$12,475. 7 million, as delineated in the follow­
ing table. Unless noted explicitly in the 
statement of managers, all changes are made 
without prejudice. 
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RESEARCH DEVELOPMENT TEST & EVAL AF 

1 61101F IN-HOUSE LABORATORY INDEPENDENT RESEARCH 0 0 0 0 
2 61102F DEFENSE RESEARCH SCIENCES 235,805 235,805 ·23.0,805 -10,000 225,805 
3 62101F GEOPHYSICS 0 0 0 0 
4 62102F MATERIALS 70,049 70,049 70,049 70,049 
5 62201F AEROSPACE FLIGHT DYNAMICS 64,046 65,046 59,046 -5,000 59,046 
6 62202F HUMAN SYSTEMS TECHNOLOGY 52,518 52,518 47,518 -5,000 47,518 n 
7 62203F AEROSPACE PROPULSION 77 ,506 77,506 72,506 -5,000 72,506 0 

z 8 62204F AEROSPACE AVIONICS 74,673 74,673 69,673 -7,673 67,000 C') 

9 62205F PERSONNEL, TRAINING AND SIMULATION 29,848 29,848 29,848 29,848 ~ 
lO 62206F CIVIL ENGINEERING AND ENVIRONMENTAL QUAL 7,045 7,045 7,045 7,045 Vl 

Vl 

11 62269F HYPERSONIC FLIGHT TECHNOLOGY 45,000 ~5,000 45,000 45,000 ~ 

0 
12 62302F ROCKET PROPULSION AND ASTRONAUTICS TECH 0 0 0 0 z 

·13 62601F ADVANCED WEAPONS 125,202 140,202 142,202 20,000 145,202 > 
~ 

14 62602F CONVENTIONAL MUNITIONS 44,685 .44,685 44,685 '· 44,685 ~ 15 62702F C<Jt.tAND CONTROL ANO CC»f.1UNICATIONS 95,444 ·as,444 95,444 95,444 n 
16 63106F LOGISTICS SYSTEMS TECHNOLOGY 18,200 18,200 18,200 18,200 0 

~ 17 ·53112F ADVANCED MATERIALS FOR WEAPON SYSTEMS 19,900 19,900 19,900 19,900 t:j 
18 63202F AEROSPACE PROPULSION SUBSYSTEMS INTEGRAT 29,941 21,, 941 29,941 29,941 I 
19 63203F ADVANCED AVIONICS FOR AEROSPACE VEHICLES 34,500 37,500 34,500 3,000 37,500 ::I:: 

0 20 63205F AEROSPACE VEHICLE TECHNOLOGY 14,339 14,339 14,339 -839 13,500 e 
21 63211F AEROSPACE STRUCTURES 12,300 121300 12,300 12,300 Vl 

tr1 
22 63216F .AEROSPACE PROPULSION AND POWER TECH 40,662 36,662 40,662 -8,241 32,421 
23 63227F PERSONNEL, TRAINING AND SIMULATION TECH 9,241 9,241 9,241 9,241 
24 63231F CREW SYSTEMS & PERSONNEL PROTECTION TECH 16,600 18,900 21,600 6,100 22,700 
25 63238F GLOBAL SURV~ILLANCE 14,500 14,500 14,500 14,500 
26 63245F ADVANCED FIGHTER TECHNOLOGY INTEGRATION ' 18, 100 18, 100 18, 100 ' 18, 100 
27 63250F LINCOLN LABORATORY 15,000 15,000. 15,000 15,000 
28 63253F ADVANCED AVIONICS INTEGRATION 24,500 24,500 24,500 24,500 
29 63269F NATIONAL AERO SPACE PLANE TECH PROGRAM 0 0 0 0 ~ 

30 63270F EW TECHNOLOGY 27,700 27,700 27,700 -3,700 24,000 ~ 
~ 

31 63302F SPACE AND MISSILE ROCKET PROPULSION 11,800 14,300 11,800 2,500 14,300 en 
"'1-

32 6331lf BALLISTIC MISSILE TECHNOLOGY 10,000 10,000 10,000 -5,000 5,000 ""'-l 
... ~ 
""'-l 
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33 63319F AIRBORNE LASER TECHNOLOGY 0 0 0 0 ~ 

34 63401F ADVANCED SPACECRAFT TECHNOLOGY 24,200 124,200 24,200 30,000 54,200 
35 63410F SPACE SYSTEMS ENVIRONMENTAL INTERACTIONS 4,200 4,200 4,200 4,200 
36 63428F SPACE SUBSYSTEMS TECHNOLOGY 0 0 0 0 
37 63601F CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS TECHNOLOGY 35, 100 35, 100 35, 100 35, 100 
38 63605F · ADVANCED RADIATION TECHNOLOGY 59,500 59,500 59,500 10,000 69,500 
39 63707F WEATHER SYSTEMS TECHNOLOGY 5, 100 5,100 5,100 5, 100 
40 63723F CIVIL AND ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING TECH 9,798 9,798 9,798 9,798 (") 

41 63726F C3I SUBSYSTEM INTEGRATION 11,050 11,050 11,050 11,050 0 z 42 63728F ADVANCED COMPUTING TECHNOLOGY 9,125 9,125 9,125 9, 125 ~ 
43 63789F C3 ADVANCED DEVELOPMENT 9,925 16,925 9,925 1,000 10,925 ~ 
44 63107F T~CHNICAL EVALUTION SYSTEM I 1 

0 0 0 CJ) 
CJ) 

45 63110F SPECIAL EVALUATION PROGR~ 0 0 0 ~ 

0 
46 63111F MERIDIAN 0 0 0 z 

> 47 63260F INTELLIGENCE ADVANCED DEVELOPMENT 5,134 5, 134 5, 134 5, 134 ~ 

48 63307F AIR BASE OPERABILITY ADVANCED DEVELOP 2,312 2,312 2,312 2,312 ~ 49 63308F STRATEGIC MISSILE MODERNIZATION 36,018 36,QlB 36,018 36,018 (") 

50 63319F AIRBORNE LASER TECHNOLOGY 20,000 20,000 20,000 20,000 0 
~ 51 63402F SPACE TEST PROGRAM 62,084 . 62,084 62,084 . 62,084 ~ 

52 63430F ADVANCED MILSATCOM 22,095 35,000 22,095 0 22,095 ~ 53 63434F DEFENSE METEOROLOGICAL SATELLITE PROGRAM 7,601 7·,601 3,601 0 7,601 0 54 63438F SATELLITE SYSTEMS SURVIVABILITY 8,531 8,·531 8,531 8,531 c 
55 63440F BRILLIANT EYES 0 ... 0 120,000 0 0 CJ) 

t:'r:1 

56 63441F ADVANCED SPACE BASED TW/AA (DEM VAL) 150,000 150,000 119,000 19,000 169,000 
57 63617F CC»ttAND, CONTROL, AND COMMUNICATION APPL 5,402 5.402 5,402 5,402 
58 63714F DOD PHYSICAL SECURITY EQUIP - EXTERIOR 0 ; . 0 0 0 
59 63742F COMBAT IOENrIFICATION TECHNOLOGY 13,453 13,453 13,453 13,453 
60 63800F JOINT ADVANCED STRIKE TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM '101,354 101,354 101, 354 ' 101,354 

ICBM DEM/VAL 0 
61 63801F SPECIAL PROGRAMS [ ] 0 0 0 

998 DEM/VAL CLASSIFIED 0 0 0 0 
62 64201F AIRCRAFT .AVIONICS EQUIPMENT DEVELOPMENT 4,824 4,824 4,824 4,824 
63 '64211F ADVANCED AERIAL TARGET DEVELOPMENT 0 0 0 0 
64 64212F AIRCRAFT EQUIPMENT DEVELOPMENT 0 0 0 ·O 
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65 64218F ENGINE MODEL DERIVATIVE PROGRAM.".(EMDP) 761 761 761 761 
66 64222F NUCLEAR WEAPONS SUPPORT 5,637 3,637 5,637 0 5,637 
67 64226F B-18 (H) I 74,119 74' 119 74,119' 74, 119 
68 64227F TRAINING SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 14,261 14,261 14,261 14,261 
69 64231F C-17 PROGRAM 221,454 105, 154 221,454 0 221,454 
70 64233F . SPECIALIZED UNDERGRADUATE PILOT TRAINING 41,633 41,633 41,633 -4,200 37,433 
71 64237F VARIABLE STABILITY lN-FLIGHT SIMULATOR 2,027 2,027 2,027 2,027 
72 64239F f-22 EMO 2,461,149 2,461,149 2,461,149 2,461,149 ("') 

0 73 64240F B-2 ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY·BCl-tBER ·408,543 408,543 40~,543 408,543 z 
74 64242F ADVANCED INTERDICTION AFT (AX) 0 0 0 0 ~ 

75 64243F MANPOWER, PERSONNEL AND TRAINING DEVELOP 4,636 4,636 4,636 4,636 ~ 
(/) 

76 64249F . NJGHT /PRECISION ATTACK 21,672 21,·672 21,672. 21,672 (/) 
~ 

77 64268F A.IRCRAFT ENGINE COMPONENT IMPROVE PROG 97,399 97,399 97,399 97,399 0 
77a COMPOSITE PROPELLOR DEVELOPMENT 8,000 4,000 4,000 . z 

> 
78 64270F EW DEVELOPMENT 88,774 88,774 88, 774 88, 774 r4 

79 64312F ICBM MODERNIZATION 0 0 0 0 ~ 
80 64321F JOINT TACTICAL FUSION PROGRAM 8,666 4,666 8,666 0 8,666 ("') 

0 81 64327F. HARDENED TARGET MUNITIONS 0 0 0 0 ~ 
82 64408F NATIONAL LAUNCH SYSTEM ' 10, 176 3,.976 10, 176 -10, 176 ' o . ~ 

LAUNCH VEHICLE TECHNOLOGY . 10,000 10,000 10,000 ~ 83 _64479F MILSTAR LOR/MOR SAT C()tt 607,248 607 ,-248· 607,248 607,248 0 
84 64601F CHEMICAL/BIOLOGICAL DEFENSE EQUIPMENT 7,587 7 ,·587 7,587 7,587 c 

(/) 

85 64602F ARMAMENT/ORDNANCE DEVELOPMENT 10,853 10·.e,5_3 10,853 10,853 trJ 

85a CAL CM 8,000 8,000 
85b 8-1/JDAH INTEGRATION 16,900 16,900 
86 64604F SUBMUNITIONS 26,680 12;680 26,680 0 26,680 
87 64609F R&M MATURATION/TECHNOLOGY INSERTION 8,804 8,804 8,804 8,804 
88 64617F AIR BASE OPERABILITY 9,580 9,580 9,580 9,580 
89 64618F JOINT DIRECT ATTACK MUNITION 84,995 84,995 84,995 84,995 

·90 64703F AEROMEDICAL/CHEMICAL DEFENSE SYSTEMS 8, 178 . 8,178 8,178 8, 178 ).. 
91 64704F COM«>N SUPPORT EQUIPMENT DEVELOPMENT 1,605 1,605 1,605 1,605 ~ 92 64706F LIFE SUPPORT SYSTEMS 5,058 5,058 5,058 5,058 ~ 

(n 

93 64707F WEATHER SYSTEMS - ENG DEV 0 0 0 0 ~ 

94 64708F CIVIL, FIRE, ENVIRONMENTAL, SHELTER ENG 3,214 3,214 3,214 3,214 
._ 
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95 64711F SYSTEMS SURVIVABILITY (NUCLEAR EFFECTS) 2,786 0 2,786 -2,786 0 ~ 

96 64727F JOINT STANDOFF WEAPONS SYSTEMS 48,966 48,966 48,966 .48,966 
97 64733F SURFACE DEFENSE SUPPRESSION 951 951 951 951 
98 64735F RANGE IMPROVEMENT 18,301 18,301 18,301 18,301 
99 64740F C<l4PUTER RESOURCE TECHNOLOGY TRANSITION 6,621 6,621 6,621 6,621 

100 64747F ELECTRCJ4AGNETIC RADIATION TEST FACIL 0 0 0 0 
101 64750F INTELLIGENCE EQUIPMENT 2,633 2,633 2,633 2,633 
102 64754F JOINT TACTICAL INFORMATION DISTRIBUTION 11,634 11,634 11,634 11,634 (j 

103 64755F IM~OYED CAPABILITY FOR DEVELOPMENT TEST 0 0 0 0 0 z 
104 64756F SIDE LOOKING AIRBORNE RADAR 0 0 0 0 ~ 

105 64770f JOINT SURVEILL/TARGET ATTACK RADAR SYS 190,408 . 1&0,408 190,408 0 190;408 ;; 
106 64779f JOINT INTEROP TACT· C2 SYSTEMS (JINTACCS) 2,063 2,063 2,063 2,063 Cfl 

Cfl 

107 33606F UHF SATELLITE COl+tUNICATIONS 20,879 20,879 20,879 20,879 -0 
C-130J 0 z 
ICBM - EMO 0 > 

t""4 

108 64256f THREAT SIMULATOR DEVELOPMENT 40,075 49,075 40,075 5,000 45,075 ;; 
109 64258F TARGET SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT 7,576 7,576 7,576 7,576 (j 

110 64759f MAJOR T&E INVESTMENT 53,544 53,544 48,544 -2,500 51,044 0 
111 65101F RAND PROJECT AIR FORCE 28,039 28,039 28,039 -5,000 23,039 ~ 

tj 

112 65306F RANCH HAND II EPI.DEM.IOLOGY STUDY 3,160 3,160 3,160 3,160 I 
113 65502F SMALL BUSINESS INNOVATIVE RESEARCH (H) 0 0 0 0 ::c: 
114 65708F NAVIGATION/RADAR/SLED TRACK TEST SUPPORT 26,023 26,023 30,023 4,000 30,023 0 

c 
115 65712F INITIAL OPERATIONAL TEST & EVALUATION 33,504 33,.504 28,504 -2,500 31,004 Cfl 

t"fj 

116 65807F TEST AND EVALUATION SUPPORT 373,376 373,376 373,376 373,376 
117 65808f DEVELOPMENT PLANNING 9,959 9,959 9,959 -2,459 7,500 

. 118 65856F ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE 42,876 42,876 . 42,876 42,876 
119 65863f RDT&E AIRCRAFT SUPPORT 34,476 34,476 34,476 34,476 
120 65876F MINOR CONSTRUCTION (RPM) - RDT&E ' 3,281 3,281 3,281 ' 3,281 
121 65878F MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR (RPM) - RDT&E 51,904 51,904 41,904 -5,000 46,904 
122 65896F BASE OPERATIONS ·- ROT&E 106,914 106,914 96,914 -5,000 101,914 
123 63107f TECHNICAL EVALUTION SYSTEM l ~ 0 0 0 
124 63110F SPECIAL EVALUATION PROGRAM 0 0 0 
125 11113F 8-52 SQUADRONS 0 0 0 0 
126 11120f ADVANCED CRUISE MISSILE 0 0 0 0 

~ 

""" cc 
Q 
'1 
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R-1 FY 1995 House Senate Change to Conference 
Line PE · Program Request Authorized Authorized Request Authorized 

------- ---------------------------------------- · -------- ---------- ----- .. --.... 
______ ... _ -----.. -----

127 11142F KC-135 SQUADRONS 0 0 0 0 
128 11213f MINUTEMAN SQUADRONS 151,675 151,675 151,675 151,675 
129 11312F PACCS AND WWABNCP SYSTEM EC-135 CLASS V 0 0 0 0 
130 11313F STRAT WAR PLANNING SYSTEM - USSTRATCOM 0 0 . 0 0 
131 11815f ADVANCED STRATEGIC PROGRAMS [ ] 0 0 0 
132 12325F JOINT SURVEILLANCE SYSTEM 2,770 2,770 2,770 2,770 
133 12411F SURVEILLANCE RADAR STATIONS/SITES 4,191 4' 191 . 4,191 4,191 
134 12412F DISTANT EARLY WARNING (DEW) RADAR STATN 2,068 2,068 2,068 . 2,068 n 
135 27129F f-111 SQUADRONS 11,019 1,·504 U,019 -8,200 2,819 0 
136 27130f . F-f5A/B/C/D SQUADRONS 0 0 0 0 z 

~ 
137 27131F A-10 SQUADRONS 0 0 0 0 ~ 
138 27133f F-;16 SQUADRONS 93,157 ' 93, 157 93,157 93, 157 (/} 

(/} 

139 27134F F-r-15E SQUADRONS 116' 562 116' 562 116,562 116' 562 ~ 

0 
140 27136f MANNED DESTRUCTIVE SUPPRESSION 38,422 '38,422 38,422 38,422 z 
141 27137F CONSTANT HELP [ ] 0 0 0 > 

t-4 
142 2714lf F~ll7A SQUADRONS 0 0 0 0 

~ 143 27160f TRI-SERVICE STANDOFF ATTACK MISSILE 81 ,063 81,063 81,063 137,537 218,600 n 
144 27161F TACTICAL AIM MISSILES 26,944 26,944 26,944 . -26, 944 0 0 
145 27163f ADVANCED MEDIUM RANGE AIR-TO-AIR MISSILE 70, 715 70 '715 70' 715 . 70' 715 ~ 

tJ 
146 27217f FOLLOW-ON TACTICAL RECONNAISSANCE SYS 0 0 0 0 ~ 147 27247F AF TENCAP 21, 183 21, 183 21, 183 21, 183 
148 27248F SPECIAL EVALUATION PROGRAM 118,260 118,260 118,260 118,260 0 e 
149 27411F OVERSEAS AIR WEAPON CONTROL SYSTEM 0 0 0 0 (/} 

150 27412F TACTICAL AIR CONTROL SYSTE"S 7,383 7,383 7,383 7,383 
t"!1 

151 27417F AIRBORNE WARNING AND CONTROL SYS (AWACS) 85,643 85·,643 85~643 85,643 
152 27419F TACTICAL AIRBORNE Cor.tAND & CONTROL SYS 2,779 2,779 2,779 2, 779 
153 27422F DEPLOYABLE ~3 SYSTEMS 2,610 2,610 2,610 2,610 
154 27423F ADVANCED C()ttUNICATIONS SYSTEMS 459 459 459 ' 459 
155 27424f EVALUATION ANO ANALYSIS PROGRAM 73,957 73,957 . 73,957 73,957 
156 27431F C<J.tBAT AIR INTELLIGENCE SYS ACTIVITIES [ ] 0 0 0 
157 27433F ADVANCED PROGRAM TECHNOLOGY 165,351 165,351 165,351 165,351 ~ 

158 27438F THEATER BATTLE MANAGEMENT (TBM) C4I 33,957 33,957 33,957 33,957 ~ 
159 27579F ADVANCED SYSTEMS IMPROVEMENTS 119,866 119,866 119,866 119,866 ~ 

Cl) 
~ 

160 27590F SEEK EAGLE 15,982 15,982 15,982 15,982 ,._ 
..,.l\:> 
,._ 
\0 
\0 
~ 
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\C ------- --------~----------~-------------------- --------· ----------
.. _____ ,.. .. __ ----- ... -- _______ .. __ . 

\C 
161 27591F ADVANCED PROGRAM EVALUATION 105,077 105,077 105,077 105,077 ~ 

162 27601F USAF WARGAMING A"D SIMULATION 19, 110 19, 110 19, 110 19' 110 
163 28006f MISSION PLANNING SYSTEMS ' 14,483 14,483 14,483 ' 14,483 
164 28010f JOINT TACT COt+tUNIC PROGRAM (TRI-TAC) ·o 0 0 0 
165 28021F ELECTRONIC COMBAT SUPPORT H 0 0 0 
166 28042F HAVE FLAG 0 0 0 
167 28060F THEATER MISSILE DEFENSES 79,302 . 79,302 79,302 -52,000 27,302 
168 31310F FOREIGN TECHNOLOGY DIVISION 0 0 0 (j 

169 31313F DEFENSE DISSEMINATION PROGRAM 0 0 0 0 z 170 31314F IR7EO/DEW PROCESS AND EXPLOITATION .0 0 . o C°) 

171 31315F MISSILE ANO SPACE TECHNICAL COLLECTION 0 0 0 g; 
172 31317F sg:IOR YEAR OPERATIONS 0 ·o 0 rJ) 

rJ) 

173 31324F F EST GREEN 0 0 0 """" 0 
174 31357F NUDET DETECTION SYSTEM 0 0 0 0 z 
175 33110F DEFENSE SATELLITE Cor.tUNICATIONS SYSTEM 30 ,876- 30,876 21,476 -9,400 21,476 > 

~ 

176 33126F LONG-HAUL C°"'4UNICATIONS (DCS) . 0 .. 0 0 0 g; 
177 33131F MIN ESSENTIAL EMERG COfttt NETWORK (MEECN) 40,795 35,795 40,795 -5,000 35,795 (j 

178 33140F INFORMATION SYSTEMS -SECURITY PROGRAM 10,293 11, 793 10,293 1,500 11, 793 0 
~ 179 33144F ELECTRCJ4AGNETIC COMPATIBILITY ANAL CTR 9t28~ '9,287 9,287 9,287 ~ 

180 33401F CCll4UNICATIONS SECURITY (COMSEC) 0 0 0 I 
181 33601F MILSTAR SATELLITE C°"'4UNICATIONS SYSTEM 18,249 18,249 18,249 18,249 ::r:: 

0 182 33605F SATELLITE COtt4UNICATIONS TERMINALS · 1t90~ 1·,905 1,905 1,905 c:: 
183 34111F SPECIAL ACTIVITIES 0 0 [-61,500] o· rJ) 

tTl 
184 35110F SATELLITE CONTROL NETWORK 101, 146 101, 146 101, 146 101,146 
185 35111F WEATHER SERVICE 20,990 20,990 20,990 20,990 
186 35114F AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL, APPROACH, AND LANO 7,566 7,566 0 0 7,566 
187 35119F MEDIUM LAUNCH VEHICLES 21,042 121,042 21,042 21,042 

SPACE LAUNCH INITIATIVE 50,000 50,000 
188 3S124F SPECIAL APPLICATIONS PROGRAM [ ] 0 0 0 
189 35137F NATIONAL AIRSPACE SYSTEM (NAS) PLAN 30,980 30,980 30,980 30,980 
190 35138F UPPER STAGE SPACE VEHICLES 3t66~ 3,663 3,663 3,663 
191 35142F APPLIED TECHNOLOGY ANO INTEGRATION 0 0 . 0 
192 35144F TITAN SPACE LAUNCH VEHICLES 161,096 161,096 161,096 161,096 
193 35145F ARMS CONTROL IMPLEMENTATION 6,456 6,456 6,456 6,456 

~ ,... 
! = 
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R-1 FY 1995 House Senate Change ,to Conference 
Line PE Program Request Authorized Authorized · Request Authorized 
---- ·· · ---~--- ---------------------------------------- -------- ~--------- ---------- -------- -----------194 35158F CONSTANT SOURCE 3,259 3,259 3,259 3,259 
195 35160F DEFENSE METEOROLOGICAL SATELLITE PROGRAM 21,135 21, 135 21,135 21,135 
196 35164F NAVSTAR GLOBAL POS SYSTEM (USER EQUIP~ 9,781 9,781 9,781 9,781 
197 35165F NAVSTAR GLOBAL POS SYS (SPACE/CONTROL 51,125 51, 125 51,125 51, 125 
198 35172F CCl48INED ADVANCED APPLICATIONS [ ] 0 0 0 
199 35181F WESTERN SPACE LAUNCH FACILITY (WSLF) 0 0 0 0 
200 35182F EASTERN SPACE LAUNCH FACILITY (ESLF) 42, 710 42,710 42, 710 42, 710 
201 35887F ELECTRONIC COMBAT INTELLIGENCE SUPPORT 1(89~ 1,892 l ·,892 1,892 n 
202 35892F SPECIAL ANALYSIS ACTIVITIES 0 0 0 0 z 203 35905F IMPROVED SPACE BASED TW/AA 0 0 0 0 ~ 
·204 35906F NCMC - TW/AA SYSTEM . 100,520 100,520 100,520 100,520 ~ 
205 35909F B~LLISTIC MISSILE EA~LY WARNING SYSTEM 0 · · o 0 0 C/'J 

C/'J 

206 35910F SPACE TRACK 34,396 34,396 34,396 34,396 ~ 

0 
207 35911F DEFENSE SUPPORT PROGRAM 76,351 56,351 76,351 76,351 z 

> 208 35912F SUB-LAUNCH BALLISTIC MISSILE RADAR WARN 0 0 0 0 ~ 

209 35913F NUDET DETECTION SYSTEM 10, 140 10, 140 10, 140 10' 140 ~ 210 41218F KC-135$ 5, 160 5,160 5,160 5,160 n 
211 41840F MAC .COtf.IANO ANO CONTROL SYSTEM o · 0 0 0 0 
212 71111F SUPPLY DEPOT OPERATIONS (NON-IF) 0 0 0 0 :;d 

~ 
213 71112F INVENTORY CONTROL POINT OPERATIONS 0 0 0 0 I 
214 72207f DEPOT MAINTENANCE {NON~If) 2,099 2,099 2,099 2,099 ::r: 

0 215 78011F MANUFACTURING SCIENCE AND ·TECHNOLOGY 0 0 50,000 50,000 50,000 c 
216 78012F LOGISTICS SUPPORT ACTIVITIES 5,804 5,804 5,804 s.ao4 C/'J 

t"%".1 

217 78026F PRODUCTIVITY, RELIABILITY, AVAILABILITY, 6,785 7,785 6,785 0 6,785 
218 78054F POLLUTION PREVENTION 16,216 16,216 16,216 16,216 
219 84734F CRYPTOLOGIC/SIGINT-RELATED SKILL TRAIN 1,526 1,526 1,526 1,526 
220 88789F COUNT~RDRUG ,DEMAND REDUCTION ACTIVITIES 0 0 0 0 
221 91218F CIVILIAN CCJ4PENSATION PROGRAM 5,655 5,655 5,655 . 5,655 
222 l01004F INTERNATIONAL ACTIVITIES 3,436 3,436 3,436 3,436 

ALARM OEM/VAL PROTOTYPE 0 
999 OPERATIONAL SYSTEMS CLASSIFIED 2,822,472 2,768,472 2, 715,972 -61,500 2,760,972 ~ 

EXCIMER LASER IMAGING 10,000 0 ~ 
~ GENERAL REDUCTION -10,000 0 en 
"'i-

CIVILIAN UNDERSTRENGTH -21,000 ·o 0 ._ 
--~ ._ 
~ 
~ 
~ 



R-1 
Line PE Program 

FEDERAL WORKFORCE RESTRUCTURING·· ACT 
GENERAL REDUCTION, UNIVERSITY RESEARCH 
CIVILIAN PERSONNEL PAY/LOCALITY PAY RAISES 

Conference fY 1995 
FY 1995 House Senate Change to Conference 
Request Authorized Authorized Request Authorized 

900 900 900 
0 
0 

========== =========• •=•a=~==== ==••~z=•• ====c=•==• 
TOTAL ROT&E AIR FORCE 12,349,362 12,318,766 . 12,329,796 126,319 12,475,681 
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Sled tracks 

The budget request contained funding for 
operation of Air Force and Navy sled tracks. 

The Senate bill would add $4.0 million to 
the Air Force sled track program. The Sen­
ate report (S. Rept. 103-282) directed the De­
partment of Defense to consolidate all sled 
track testing at Holloman Air Force Base, 
and to accelerate modernization of the 
Holloman sled track. 

The House amendment contained no addi­
tional funding for sled track operation. 

The conferees agree to authorize an addi­
tional $4.0 million to accelerate the mod­
ernization of the Holloman sled track. How­
ever, the conferees agree that it is premature 
to direct consolidation of all sled track test­
ing pending the outcome of the 1995 base clo­
sure process. The conferees agree that the re­
porting requirement in the Senate report is 
unnecessary. 
Thermionic power systems 

The budget request contained $26.897 mil­
lion in PE 62601F (project 8809, satellite tech­
nology). No funds were requested in this 
project to continue research on thermionic 
space power technology. 

The Senate bill and the House amendment 
would both add $10.0 million to continue de­
velopment of this technology. 

The conferees agree that the thermionics 
program offers the potential for revolution­
ary improvements in power generation tech­
nology with substantial defense and commer­
cial implications, and urge the Air Force to 
continue development of this technology. 
Rocket propulsion technology 

The budget request included $31.5 million 
in PE 62601F for project 1011 and $11.8 million 
in PE 63302F for rocket propulsion tech­
nology. 

The Senate bill would provide no addi­
tional funds for this research. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $5.0 million in PE 62601F for 
project 1011 and an additional $2.5 million in 
PE 63302F for rocket propulsion technology. 

The Senate recedes. The conferees support 
the additional funding for rocket propulsion 
programs as described in the House report 
(H. Rept. 103-499). 
High frequency active auroral research program 

The budget request contained no funding 
for the High frequency active auroral re­
search program. 

The Senate bill would authorize $5.0 mil­
lion for this purpose in PE 62601F, provided 
that the Secretary of Defense notifies the 
congressional defense committees that fund­
ing to complete the project will be included 
in future budget requests. 

The House amendment would provide no 
funding for the program. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees agree that the project has 

promise for detection of underground struc­
tures such as tunnels and shelters, and note 
that the absence of such a capability has 
been identified in a May 1994 report the Dep­
uty Secretary of Defense as a serious weak­
ness in the DOD plans for precision attacks 
on hardened targets and 
counterproliferation. This report rec­
ommends increased funding of $75.0 million 
annually for the detection of underground 
structures. The conferees further note that 
such a project would provide a world-class 
ionospheric research facility that could also 
detect mineral and oil deposits, aquifers, and 
geological structures. 

The conferees share the Senate's concern 
that the Department of Defense will not in­
clude funds to finish this facility in future 

budget requests. The Air Force has spent 
$20.0 million, but the complete facility would 
require another $150.0 million. The conferees 
see no reason why funds would not be re­
quested to finish this project if the Depart­
ment of Defense is truly serious about locat­
ing underground structures. Therefore, the 
conferees direct that none of these funds be 
obligated until the Secretary of Defense no­
tifies the congressional defense committees 
that the Department will, as part of the non­
proliferation and counterproliferation pro­
gram recommended in the May 1994 report, 
include funding for this project in future 
budget requests. 
Decision support technology 

The budget request included $9.925 million 
in PE 63789F for command, control, and com­
munications advanced development. 

The Senate bill would provide the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would provide an 
additional $7.0 million to conduct a tech­
nology demonstration of decision support 
technology. 

The conferees agree to provide an addi­
tional $1.0 million for this purpose. 
Composite propellers 

The Senate bill provided an additional $8.0 
million for the Air Force to begin the fab­
rication and component-level testing that 
would lead to qualification of an all-compos­
ite propeller. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar funding. 

Significant life cycle cost savings could be 
achieved through the use of composite pro­
peller technology. The conferees, therefore, 
recommend $4.0 million to initiate a compos­
ite propeller technology program. 

The conferees express their dismay over 
the apparent frivolous manner in which the 
Secretary of the Air Force responded to the 
direction contained in the Senate report on 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1994 (S. Rept. 103-112). The report 
asked for an analysis of the costs and bene­
fits of composite propellers. The report was 
late, and it was unresponsive. The two-page 
report provided very little useful analysis of 
the issue. Further, when Air Force personnel 
were requested to provide the quantitative 
data to support the qualitative statements 
made in the report, they were unaole to pro­
vide any data whatsoever. 
F-111 squadrons 

The budget request contained $11.019 mil­
lion for F-111 squadrons research and devel­
opment (PE 27129F). 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would approve only 
$1.504 million because of unanticipated sav­
ings in the termination of the stores man­
::i.gement system project. 

The conferees agree to authorize $2.819 mil­
lion, including $2.5 million to correct defi­
ciencies found during initial flight testing of 
the digital flight control system modifica­
tion. 
Tri-service standoff attack missile 

The budget request contained $66. 7 million 
for the Navy, and $81.1 million for the Air 
Force, to continue development of the tri­
service standoff attack missile (TSSAM). 
The budget request also contained $373.9 mil­
lion in procurement to begin low-rate initial 
production of the Air Force's combined ef­
fects bomblet (CEB) version of the missile. 
Finally, the budget request included $82.5 
million to pay for termination charges to 
cancel the Army portion of the program. 

The House amendment would cancel the 
TSSAM program. The House amendment 
would eliminate the Air Force production 
funds, and all research and development 
funds except those requested for the Air 
Force. The House report (H. Rept. 103-499) di­
rected the Department to use prior-year 
funds and the requested Air Force research 
and development funds for any termination 
costs. The House report based this decision 
on continuing cost and developmental prob­
lems in the TSSAM program, and the avail­
ability of less costly alternatives. 

The Senate bill would approve the amounts 
requested for Air Force and Navy research 
and development, but would reduce Air 
Force procurement by $65.8 million. The Sen­
ate report (S. Rept. 103-282) directed that 
none of the fiscal year 1995 production funds 
be obligated until the testing program has: 
(1) achieved all contractual exit criteria for 
proceeding to the next phase of the program, 
and (2) passed the standards set forth in the 
classified annex to the statement of the 
managers accompanying the conference re­
port on the Department of Defense Appro­
priations Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (H. Rept. 
103-339). The Senate report noted that $50.0 
million of the funds requested for the Army 
would be excess to termination require­
ments, and recommended a similar reduc­
tion. 

The conferees believe that the capability 
promised by TSSAM is important for use in 
future conflicts. However, the conferees, ad­
hering to a "fly-before-buy" philosophy, be­
lieve that the Air Force budget should re­
flect the current testing delays. The con­
ferees recommend no missile procurement 
funds in fiscal year 1995, which will delay 
production until testing can demonstrate the 
expected performance and reliability. 

The conferees agree to provide $20.0 million 
to fund the latest estimate of Army program 
termination costs, $66.7 million in Navy re­
search and development funds to continue 
Navy participation in the program, and 
$218.6 million in Air Force research and de­
velopment funds to support a restructured 
TSSAM development program. 

The conferees are well aware of the tech­
nical problems that continue to plague the 
TSSAM program. Moreover, the conferees 
are disappointed with the overall manage­
ment of the program. 

Therefore, the conferees recommend a 
budget for TSSAM that would implement a 
plan proposed by the Air Force to restruc­
ture the development program in several 
ways: 

(1) cancel production of the CEB variant 
missile; 

(2) complete the engineering and manufac­
turing development of the CEB and unitary 
warhead variants of the missile; 

(3) convert existing operational test assets 
to conduct additional developmental testing; 
and 

(4) purchase 15 additional unitary warhead 
missiles to conduct operational testing with 
more "production representative" missiles. 

Although this restructuring will delay pro­
duction, additional testing will also provide 
more confidence in the Air Force's assess­
ment that the improvements in various pro­
gram management indicators are yielding 
results in improved flight reliability. The 
conferees believe that any restructuring 
should: 

(1) protect the government's rights to hold 
the contractor team accountable for per­
formance; 

(2) provide additional work to hold the con­
tractor team together until procurement of 
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the unitary warhead variant of the missile 
can begin; and 

(3) allow the contractor team to dem­
onstrate that the team has been able to solve 
the process control problems that have 
plagued the program. 

The Secretary of the Air Force is directed 
to implement the restructured development 
program described above in a manner that: 
(1) contractually provides for any increased 
scope of work independent of the current 
scope of work, and (2) preserves all rights the 
government may have under current con­
tracts for the TSSAM program. 

The conferees are interested in delaying 
production only so long as is required to 
demonstrate performance. The conferees di-

rect the Air Force to implement this restruc­
tured program and provide the funds nec­
essary to carry out the plan in the Future 
Years Defense Program. 
Microencapsulated phase change materials 

The budget request contained no funding 
for microencapsulted phase change materials 
(micro PCM). 

The Senate bill contained no funding for 
micro PCM. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $1.0 million to continue micro 
PCM research in the Air Force. 

The House recedes. The the conferees, how­
ever believe that micro PCM innovative 
technology worth pursuing and would allow 
the Air Force to reprogram funds within its 

allotted funding to support micro PCM re­
search in fiscal year 1995. 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT, DEFENSE-WIDE 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­
tained an authorization of $9,416.9 million for 
Defense-wide research, development, test 
and evaluation. The Senate bill would au­
thorize $9,322.3 million. The House amend­
ment would authorize $9,054.2 million. The 
conferees recommend authorization of 
$9,185.6 million, as delineated in the follow­
ing table. Unless noted explicitly in the 
statement of managers, all changes are made 
without prejudice. 
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-----.. - ---~----------------------~-~----------- -------- ---------- ------- .. -- -------- ----------
RESEARCH DEVELOPMENT TEST & EVAL OEFWIDE 

1 611010 IN-HOUSE LABORATORY INDEPENDENT RESEARCH 0 0 0 0 
2 61101E DEFENSE RESEARCH SCIENCES 87,706 87,706 87. 7.06 87' 706 
3 61101W IN-HOUSE LABORATORY INDEPENDENT RESEARCH 0 0 0 0 
4 611030 UNIVERSITY RESEARCH INITIATIVES 232,492 237,492 232,492 2,500 234,992 
5 611090 US-JAPAN MANAGEMENT TRAINING 0 0 0 0 {'} 

6 611100 FOCUSED RESEARCH INITIATIVES 20,000 20,000 20,000 -8,000 12,000 0 
z 7 62109H SUPERCONOUCTIVE MAGNETIC ENERGY STORAGE 0 0 0 0 ~ 

8 62217C BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE TECHNOLOGY 106,460 73,460 0 -106,460 0 g; 
9 622270 MEDICAL .FREE ELECTRON LASER 25,938 25,938 25,938 25,938 rJJ 

rJJ 

10 62228D HISTOR BLACK COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES 15,000 25,000 35,000 ·10,000 25,000 -0 
11 62301E COMPUTING SYSTEMS AND CC»t4UNIC TECH 419,608 394,608 419,608 -25,000 394,608 z 

11a LOCATE WEAPONS Of MASS DESTRUCTION [5,000) [5,000) [5,000) > 
~ 

llb JOINT DOD-FBI TRAINING PROGRAM [10,000 [U),OOO [10,000 ~ 12 62702E TACTICAL TECHNOLOGY 111,343 126,343 111,343 10,000 121,343 {'} 

13 62708E INTEGRATED COMMAND · AND CONTROL TECH 67,950 92,950 . 92;950 25,000 92,950 0 
14 62712E MATERIALS AND ELECTRONICS TECHNOLOGY 224,828 243,953 241,828 18,000 242,828 ~ 

t? 
15 62715H DEFENSE NUCLEAR AGENCY 231,978 227,978 254,478 -1,000 230,978 I 
16 62787D MEDICAL TECHNOLOGY 8,477 8,477 8,477 8,477 ::i:: 

0 17 627900 SBIR/SMALL BUS TECH TRANSFER PILOT PROG 1,500 1,500 1,500 ~.soo c 
18 62790H SBIR/SMALL BUS TECH TRANSFER PILOT PR.OG O· 0 0 0 rJJ 

t'rl 
19 63217C BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE TECHNOLOGY 0 0 0 0 
20 63734J ISLAND SUN SUPPORT 2,784 2,784 . 2, 784 2,784 
21 65502D SMALL BUSINESS INNOVATIVE RESEARCH 0 0 0 0 
22 35108K . C<J+tAND AND CONTROL RESEARCH 1,843 1,843 1,843 1,843 
23 622220 COUNTERTERROR TECHNICAL SUPPORT 6,321 6,321 9,321 3,000 9,321 
24 63002D · MEDICAL ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY 4,542 4,542 44,542 40,000 44,542 
25 63214C SPACE BASED INTERCEPTORS o· 0 0 0 0 
26 63215C LIMITED DEFENSE SYSTEM 0 0 0 0 ~ 

27 63216C THEATER MISSILE DEFENSES 479,131 480,281 0 -479,131 0 ~ 
~ 

28 63217C BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE TECHNOLOGY 769,993 584,393 0 -769,993 0 ~ 
'"1-

....... 
,.t-..:> 

....... 
\0 
\0 
~ 
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'-R-1 FY 1995 House Senate Change to Conference ,.l\:> 
Line PE · Program · Request Authorized Authorized Request -· Authorized '-

\0 ------- ----------------------------------------- -------- ----------- -~~------- ·· --~----- ---------- \0 
BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE: 2,526,635 2,526,635 ~ 

NATIONAL MISSILE DEFENSE 400,000 400,000 400,000 
THAAD 495,690 495,690 
GROUND BASED RADAR - T 173,200 173,200 
HAWK BM/CJ 26,800 26,800 
BM/C31 34,055 34,055 
PATRIOT (PAC-3) 284,705 284,705 
PAC-3 RISK REDUCTION 58,460 58,460 ("") 

NAVY LOWER TIER 140,000 140,000 0 z NAVY UPPER TIER 50,000 50,000 ~ 
CORPS SAM 17,725 17 I 725 ~ 
BOOST PHASE INTERCEPT 40,000 40,000 C/l 

C/l 

OTHER THO ACTIVITIES 373,050 373,050 ~ 

0 
SUPPORT TECHNOLOGIES . 262,950 262,950 z 

> PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 170,000 170,000 r4 

FOLLOW ON TECHNOLOGY . 270,000 0 ~ 
("") 

FOLLOW ON TMD SYSTEMS 96,550 a 0 
:::0 29 63218C RESEARCH AND SUPPORT ACTIVITIES 0 0 . 463,117 0 tj 

30 632250 JOINT DOD-DOE MUNITIONS TECHNOLOGY DEVEL 14,415 26,415 14,415 8,500 22,915 I 
31 63226E EXPERIMENTAL EVAL MAJOR INNOVATIVE TECH 609,331 613,017 597,331 26,800 636,131 ::r: 

0 31a VIRTUAL BRIGADE 16,800 (16,800] [16,800] e 
31b ASTOVL .. 10,200 0 0 C/l 

trl 

31c ENDURANCE UAV OFFSET -32,000 0 0 
32 63569E ADVANCED SUBMARINE TECHNOLOGY 25,261 42,261 25,261 9,000 34,261 
33 635700 DEFENSE REINVESTMENT 106,600 0 56,600 -30,600 76,000 
34 63570E DEFENSE REINVESTMENT 625,000 771,600 625,000 0 625,000 
35 637040 SPECIAL TECHNICAL SUPPORT 11,298 11,298 9,298 -2,000 9,298 
36 637050 MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY 97,057 117 ,057 10,000 -87,057 10.000 
37 63711H VERIFICATION TECHNOLOGY DEMONSTRATION 41,063 41,063 41,063 41,063 
38 63716D STRATEGIC · ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH PROGRAM 111, 907 111, 907 170,000 0 111, 907 
39 637240 BIOLOGICAL DEFENSE - ADVANCED DEVELOP 0 0 9,650 52,895 52,895 
40 63725D COMPUTERS & COr+iUNIC TO REDUCE MED COSTS 0 0 0 0 
41 637360 COMPUTER AIDED LOGISTICS SUPPORT ' 13,090 13,090 13,090 ' 13,090 

~ 
""'9 
~ 
""'9 
Q1 
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R-1 FY 1995 Hou-se Senate Change to Conference 
Line PE Program Request Authori.zed Authorized Request Authorized 

------- ---------------------------·----------~- -------- -----~----

____ .. _____ _____ ..... _. ------ .. -~-
42 63737D BALANCED TECHNOLOGY · INITIATIVE 0 0 0 0 
43 63738D COOPERATIVE DOD/VA MEDICAL RESEARCH 0 30,000 20,000 40,000.~ 40,000 
44 63739E MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY 346, 129 418,329 371, 129 56,200 402,329 

44a UAV ADJUSTMENT ~s,ooo -5,000 -5,000 
45 637410 AIR . DEFENSE INITIATIVE 0 0 . 0 0 

HIGH ENERGY LASER 50,000 0 0 
46 63744E ADVANCED SIMULATION 20,937 20,937 30,937 0 20,937 
47 63745E SEMICONDUCTOR MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY 90,000 90,000 90,000 90,000 n 
48 63746E MARITIME TECHNOLOGY OFFICE 0 0 0 0 0 

49 63747E ELECTRIC VEHICLES 0 10,000 15,000 10,000 10,000· z 
C') 

50 63748E NATURAL GAS VEHICLES 0 0 0 0 ~ 
51 63749E EARTH CONSERVANCY 0 0 0 0 rJl 

rJl 

52 637500 ADVANCED CONCEPTS TECHNOLOGY DEMONSTR 50,000 25,000 50,000 -30,900 19, 100 -0 
53 63755D HIGH PERFORMANCE COMPUTING MODERNIZATION 183,048 133,048 183,048 "."25,000 158,048 z 

> 54 637560 CONSOLIDATED DOD SOFTWARE INITIATIVE 0 0 0 0 t-4 -
55 63832D JOINT WARGAMING SIMULATION MANAGE OFFICE 68, 117 68, 117 68, 117 -13, 114 55,003 g; 
56 647040 ROCKET MOTOR DEMILITARIZATION PROGRAM 0 4,500 4,500 4,500 4,500 n 
57 331326 GLOBAL GRID COMMUNICATIONS [ ] 0 0 0 0 

~ 58 63216C THEATER MISSILE DEFENSES 0 0 0 0 tj 
59 632280 PHYSICAL SECURITY EQUIPMENT 21,409 28,909 21,409 3,479 24,888 I 
60 637080 INTEGRATED DIAGNOSTICS 11,634 11 ;634 11,634 11,634 :t: 

0 61 637090 JOINT ROBOTICS PROGRAM 23,418 23,418 23,418 23,418 c 
62 637100 CLASSIFIED PROGRAM - CJI 8,092 8,092 8,092 8,092 rJl 

trj 

63 63714D ADVANCED SENSOR APPLICATIONS PROGRAM 27,359 27,359 27,359 4,756 32, 115 
64 637150 AIM-9 CONSOLIDATED PROGRAM 0 0 0 49,320 49,320 

64a F-22N 10,000 10,000 10,000 
65 637900 NATO RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 60,240 60,240 60,240 -24,950 35,290 

DISASTER PLANNING AND PREPAREDNESS 0 
66 64216C THEATER MISSILE' DEFENSE (DEM/VAL) [1,071,283] 0 0 0 

66A GROUND BASED RADAR 173,200 173,200 173,200 -173,200 0 
668 PATRIOT 69,240 0 69,240 -69,240 o· ~ 

66C ER INT 58,460 . 0 58,460 -58,460 0 ~ 
~ 

660 THAAD 495,690 495,690 495,690 -495,690 0 ('I) 
'"to 

66E SEA BASED ,TMD INT '179 ,543 0 179,543 ' -179~543 0 ._ 
"t\:) ._ 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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Line PE Program · Request Authorized· Authorized Reques~ Authorized >-
\0 ------- ---------------------------------------- ·-------- -------~-- ---------- . --------- ·----------- \0 

66F RISK REDUCTION 0 210,000 75,000 0 ~ 

66G HAWK SYSTEM BM/C3 26,800 26,800 . . 26,800 -26,800 0 
66H C41 & CONCEPTS OPS 33,500 33,500 34,055 ~33,500 0 
661 TEST ANO EVALUATION SUPPORT 34,850 34,850 0 -34,850 0 
67 64217C BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE TECH (DEM/VAL) 120,000 0 0 -120,000 0 
68 64225C THEATER MISSILE DEFENSES 0 0 0 0 
69 64708D INNOVATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL SECURITY TECH 15,000 25,000 15,000 10,000 25,000 
70 64225C THEATER MISSILE DEFENSES 217,755 180,755 217,200 -217,755 0 ~ 

71 647050 MOBILE OFFSHORE BASE ANALYSIS 0 0 0 0 0 
72 647710 JOINT TACTICAL INFORMATION DISTRIBUTION 84,409 . 84,409 84,409 84,409 z 

~ 
73 35889D COUNTERORUG INTELLIGENCE SUPPORT 0 0 0 0 g; 
74 63218C RESEARCH ANO SUPPORT ACTIVITIES 215,233 198,833 0 -215,233 0 CFJ 

CFJ 

75 651040 TECHNICAL STUDIES, SUPPORT ANO ANALYSIS 40,501 40,501 40,501 -10,000 30,501 -0 
76 65110D TECH SUPPORT TO USD(A)--CRITICAL TECH 2,660 2,660 2,660 2;660 z 

> 71 65114E BLACK LIGHT 4,875 4,875 4,875 4,875 ~ 

78 65117D FOREIGN MATERIAL ACQUISITION AND EXPLOIT 49,900 49,900 49,900 49,900 g; 
79 65120S TECHNICAL INFORMATI.ON SERVICE 0 0 0 0 n 
80 65502E . SMALL BUSINESS INNOVATIVE RESEARCH 0 0 0 0 0 

~ 81 657985 DEFENSE SUPPORT ACTIVITIES 15,234 15,234 15,234 15,234 ~ 
82 65801S DEFENSE TECHNICAL INFORMATION CENTER 42,949 42,949 42,949 42,949 ~ 83 65898E MANAGEMENT HEADQUARTERS (R & 0) 28, 718 28, 718 23, 718 28, 718 0 COtf.tERCIAL C()ttUNICATIONS 0 c 
84 35889E COUNTERDRUG INTELLIGENCE SUPPORT 0 0 0 0 CFJ 

tT.l 
85 780115 INDUSTRIAL PREPARED~ESS 0 0 0 0 
86 21135J · CINC C2 INITIATIVES 1,389 1,389 1,389 1,389 
87 28045K C3 INTEROPERABILITY (JOINT TACT C3 AG) 36n 36,040 36,040 36,040 

. 88 310116 CRYPTOLOGIC ACTIVITIES 0 0 [-21,000~ 0 
89 31301L GENERAL DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE PROGRAM 0 0 [7 ,000 0 
90 31308L MISSILE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 0 0 0 
91 32016K NATIONAL MILT CQM.4AND SYS-WIDE SUPPORT 3,788 3,788 3,788 3,788 
92 32019K JOINT/DEFENSE INFORMATION SYSTEMS ENGINE 9,768 9,768 9,768 9,768 
93 33126K LONG-HAUL COMMUNICATIONS (DCS) 19,657 19,657 19,657 19,657 
94 33127K SUPPORT OF THE NATIONAL Cor.tUNIC SYS 4,769 4,769 4,769 4,769 
95 33131K MIN ESSENTIAL EMERG COft4 NETWORK (MEECH) 4,000 4,000 4,000 , 4,000 

~ 
~ = ~ 
'I 
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Line PE Program ,. · Request Authorized Authorized Request · · Authorized 

~------ ------~------------------~-------------- -------- ---------- ----------
... _______ 

-----------96 33140G INFORMATION SYSTEMS SECURITY PROGRAM [ ] 0 0 0 
97 33150J WWMCCS/GLOBAL Cor+tANO AND CONTROL SYSTEM 6,766 6,766 6,766 6,766 
98 33154J WWMCCS ADP MODERNIZATION 0 0 0 o· 
99 33154K WWMCCS ADP MODERNIZATION 0 0 0 0 

100 334016 CClfttlJNICATIONS SECURITY (COMSEC) 

l 
0 0 0 

101 343110 SELECTED ACTIVITIES . 0 0 0 
102 35098L DEFENSE SUPPORT ACTIVITY - IPSG 0 0 0 
103 35106LC CONSOLIDATED IMAGERY ACTIVITIES 0 0 0 n 
104 35107LC TACTICAL IMAGERY ACTIVITIES 0 0 0 0 z 105 35127V FOREfGN COUNTERINTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 0 0 0 ~ 
106 351398 OMA MAPPING, CHARTING, & GEODESY (MC&G) 67,008 57,008 67,008 -8,400 58,608 ~ 
107 351410 JOINT REMOTELY PILOTED 'VEHICLES PROGRAM 0 0 0 0 rJ) 

rJ) 

108 351540 DEF~NSE AIRBORNE RECONNAISSANCE PROGRAM 528t29~ 501,590 671,290 900 529, 190 -0 
109 35154G DEFENSE AIRBORNE RECONNAISSANCE PROGRAM 0 0 0 z 
110 35154I DEFENSE AIRBORNE RECONNAISSANCE PROGRAM 0 o . o · 0 > 

~ 

111 351571 LAND REMOTE SENSING SATELLITE SYSTEM 0 0 0 0 ~ 112 35159B DEFENSE RECONNAISSANCE SUPPORT. ACTIV 19,548 19,548 19,548 19,548 n 
113 35159G DEFENSE RECONNAISSANCE SUPPORT ACTIV [ ] 0 0 0 0 
114 351591 DEFENSE RECONNAISSANCE SUPPORT ACTIV 46,865 46,865 46,865 46,865 ~ 

tJ 
115 351676 COMPUTER SECURITY [ ] O· 0 0 ~ 116 351900 C31 INTELLIGENCE PROGRAMS 22,515 22,515 6,515 -16,000 6,515 

0 117 35830K CENTER FOR INFORMATION MANAGEMENT 0 0 0 0 e 
118 35884L INTEL PLANNING AND REVIEW ACTIVITIES 

f ~ 
0 0 0 rJ) 

l:Tj 

119 35885G TACTICAL CRYPTOLOGIC ACTIVITIES 0 0 0 
120 358896 COUNTERORUG INTELLIGENCE SUPPORT [ 0 0 0 
121 35889K COUNTERDRUG INTELLIGENCE SUPPORT 0 0 0 0 
122 35889L COUNTERDRUG INTELLIGENCE SUPPORT 

f ~ 0 0 0 
123 35898L MANAGEMENT HQ (AUXILIARY FORCES) 0 o · 0 
124 11627988 S8IR/SMALL BUS TECH TRANSFER PILOT PROG 0 0 0 0 
125 11640188 SPECIAL OPERATIONS TECHNOLOGY DEVELOP 7,560 . 7' 560 7,560 7,560 
126 11640288 SPECIAL OPERATIONS ADVANCED TECH DEVELOP 15,549 16,049 15,549 500 16,049 ).. 

127 11640488 SPECIAL OPERATIONS TACTICAL SYSTEMS DEV 167,356 167,356 167,356 -9,600 157,756 ~ 
~ 128 11640588 SPECIAL OPERATIONS INTELLIGENCE SYSTEMS 2,958 2,958 2,958 2,958 C'J;) 
~ 

J29 11640788 SOF MEDICAL TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT 1,798 1,798 1,798 1,798 ...... 
... t-..:> 

...... 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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Line PE Program Request Authorized Authorized ~equest Authorized z 

------- ---------------------------------------- -------- ~--------- ----- .. ---- ··--------- ·---------- ~ 

130 11640888 SOF OPERATIONAL ENHANCEMENTS 20,316 20,316 20,316 20,316 G; 
(Fl 

999 DEFENSE WIDE CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 1,139,099 1,103,738 1,159,799 -14,000 1,125,099 (Fl 
~ 

DOD COUNTERPROLIFERATION INITIATIVE 12,500 16,500 16,500 0 z GULF WAR SYNDROME STUDY 10,000 0 > 
SMALL BUSINESS CONVERSION LOAN GUARANTEES 27,400 0 ~ 

GENERAL REDUCTION -37,400 0 G; 
BRILLIANT EYES 120,000 120,000 ~ 

0 CIVILIAN UNDERSTRENGTH -900 -2,700 -2,700 ~ 

FEDERAL WORKFORCE RESTRUCTURING ACT 3,462 3,462 3,462 ~ 

GENERAL REDUCTION, UNIVERSITY RESEARCH 0 ~ 
CIVILIAN PERSONNEL PAY/LOCALITY PAY RAISES 0 0 

========= ====:z==== =====c~=a •======== ·===·==== e 
I (Fl 

TOTAL RDT&E DEFENSE WIDE 9,416,855 9,054,212 9,322,303 -231,229 9,185,626 t'!'l 



Conference FY 1995 
R-1 FY 1995 House Senate Change to .Conference 
Line PE Program Request Authorized Authorized Request · , ~ut~orized Ci 

------- ---------------------------------------~ 
-------- .. __ ,. _______ _ __ ,.. ______ . ---------.. ~ · ~' __ .. ____ .. ___ 0 z 

~ 
DIRECTOR OF TEST & EVAL DEFENSE ~ 

1 649400 CENTRAL TEST & EVAL INVESTMENT (CTEIP} 115 f 318 118,818 100,318 -15,000 100,318 C/l 
C/l 

2 65130D FOREIGN C()1PARATIVE TESTING 33, 716 33, 716 33, 716 33,716 ~ 

0 
3 651310 LIVE FIRE TESTING 10,461 10,461 6,461 -4,000 6·,461 z 
4 65804D DEVELOPMENT TEST AND -EVALUATION 92,000 92,000 90,000 -2,000 90,000 > 

~ 

======== -------- ======== · ==~===== 111:::•===== ~ --------
TOTAL DIRECTOR TEST & EVALUATION 251,495 254,995 230,495 -21,000 . 230,495 Ci 

0 
~ 
0 

~ 
I 0 DIRECTOR OPERATIONAL TEST & EVALUATION e 

1 651180 OPERATIONAL TEST AND EVALUATION 12,501 12,501 12,501 12,501 C/l 
t"1"j 

========= ==s=~==s= =====s:cz::: ======== ======== 
TOTAL OPERATIONAL TEST 12,501 12,501 12,501 0 12,501 
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DODDS Director's fund for science, mathe­

matics and engineering 
The budget request contained no funds for 

the DODDS Director's fund for science, 
mathematics and engineering. 

The Senate bill would provide $20.0 million 
for this program from the funds authorized 
for PE 61103D. 

The House amendment contained no funds 
for this program. 

The House recedes. 
Computer-assisted education 

The budget request contained no funds for 
computer-assisted education. 

The Senate bill would provide $20.0 million 
for computer-assisted education from the 
funds authorized for PE 61103D, and $2.0 mil­
lion from each of the following program ele­
ments: PE 61102A, PE 61553N, and PE 61102F. 

The House amendment contained no funds 
for this program. 

The House recedes. The conferees direct 
the Department of Defense to conduct the 
competition called for in the Senate report 
(S. Rept. 103-282). 
Center for Adaptive Optics 

The budget request included $232.492 mil­
lion in PE 61103D for university research ini­
tiatives (URI). 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would provide an 
additional $5.0 million to complete the uni­
versity research initiative for the technology 
transfer of adaptive optics that was initiated 
in fiscal year 1993. 

The conferees recommend $234.992 million 
for URI, of which $5.0 million shall be for the 
Center for Adaptive Optics. 
Telemedics 

The budget request contained no funding 
for telemedicine. 

The Senate bill would authorize $20.0 mil­
lion for telemedicine in the following 
amounts: $10.0 million in the Army in PE 
63002A; $5.0 million in the Air Force in PE 
63231F; and $5.0 million in the Navy in PE 
63706N. 

The House amendment would provide $5.0 
million in PE 62301E for telemedicine. 

The House recedes. The conferees agree 
that the Director of Defense Research and 
Engineering should report to the Commit­
tees on Armed Services of the House of Rep­
resentatives and the Senate in accordance 
with the direction on telemedicine reporting 
contained in the House report (H. Rept. 103-
499). 'The conferees agree that any funds 
needed to accomplish the ARP A coordina­
tion called for in the House report shall 
come from PE 62301E. 
Software reuse and technology transfer 

The budget request contained $93.7 million 
for research on intelligence systems and 
software, including software reuse, in PE 
62301E. 

The Senate bill would authorize $7.5 mil­
lion in this program element for software 
reuse. 

The House amendment did not contain a 
similar authorization for software reuse. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees recommend that S7.5 million 

be authorized for the software reuse project 
as described in the Senate report (S. Rept. 
103-282). 
Simulation-based design 

The budget request contained Slll.3 mil­
lion for PE 62702E, tactical technology. 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $15.0 million for acceleration of 
simulation-based design technology. 

The conferees agree to authorize an addi­
tional $5.0 million to the Advanced Research 
Projects Agency (ARP A) tactical technology 
program for simulation-based design. 
Material and electronics technology 

The budget request contained $224.828 mil­
lion for materials and electronics in PE 
62712E. 

The Senate bill would authorize an addi­
tional $17.0 million in PE 62712E for continu­
ous fiber metal matrix composites. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $19.125 million in PE 62712E for 
synthetic diamond, cryoelectronics, and 
micro balloon technology. 

The conferees agree to authorize an in­
crease of $18.0 million in PE 62712E. Of the 
amount authorized, $17.0 million is for con­
tinuous fiber metal matrix composites; $8.0 
million is for chemical vapor deposition 
(CVD) and chemical vapor composite (CVC) 
synthetic diamond; $1.0 million is for mer­
cury cadmium telluride (MCT); $4.0 million 
is for microballoon technology; and $2.0 mil­
lion is for aluminum beryllium alloys to 
meet military and commercial applications 
as recommended by the House amendment. 
Defense Nuclear Agency 

The budget request contained $231.978 mil­
lion for research and development at the De­
fense Nuclear Agency (DNA). 

The Senate bill would authorize $254.5 mil­
lion for the Defense Nuclear Agency, an in­
crease of $22.5 million over the requested 
amount. 

The House amendment would authorize 
$228.0 million, a reduction of $4.0 million 
from the requested amount. 

The conferees recommend $230.978 million 
for DNA. 

The House report (H. Rept. 103-499) and the 
Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) both dis­
cussed the electrothermal gun program. The 
conferees direct that this program be carried 
forward with a goal of an end-to-end dem­
onstration of long range gunfire in accord­
ance with the memorandum of agreement be­
tween DNA and the Navy, and that the pro­
gram be carried out on a sound technical 
basis. 

The conferees also recommend a $3.0 mil­
lion increase to the requested amount for 
DNA operation and maintenance for the nu­
clear test personnel review (NTPR) program, 
which will fund the increased workload re­
sulting from the Administration's inter­
agency effort studying the conduct of radi­
ation research on humans. 
Joint DOD/DOE munitions technology develop­

ment 
The budget request contained $14.4 million 

for the joint DOD/DOE munitions technology 
development program. 

The House amendment recommended an 
increase of $12.0 million to the requested 
amount. 

The Senate bill recommended the re­
quested amount. 

The conferees recommend a total author­
ization of $22 .915 for the program. The addi­
tional funds will permit an expansion of on­
going DOD/DOE efforts in the development of 
innovative warhead, explosive, and fuze tech­
nologies that improve the capability and 
safety of conventional munitions, and de­
velop and demonstrate environmentally­
compliant processes for the demilitarization 
and disposal of unserviceable, obsolete, or 
non-treaty-compliant weapons. The con­
ferees believe that the increased program 
will significantly benefit efforts to address 
the growing backlog of munitions awaiting 
demilitarization and disposal. 

Fuel cells 
The budget request contained funds for 

fuel cell research but no funding for further 
development of the molten carbonate direct 
fuel cell power plant demonstration. 

The Senate bill would provide an addi­
tional $8.0 million for fuel cell research. 

The House amendment would provide $5.0 
million for the molten carbonate direct fuel 
cell power plant demonstration. 

The Senate recedes. 
Experimental evaluation of major innovative 

technologies 
The budget request contained $609.3 mil­

lion for the experimental evaluation of 
major innovative technologies (EEMIT). 

The Senate bill would reduce the requested 
amount by $12.0 million. 

The House amendment would increase the 
requested amount by $3.7 million. 

The conferees agree to an authorization of 
$636.1 million, which includes $5.0 million for 
fuel cells, $5.0 million for deep ocean reloca­
tion, $8.0 million for multi-function, self­
aligned gate antenna development, Sl6.8 mil­
lion for the virtual brigade, and a reduction 
of $20.0 million for the transfer of ASTOVL 
to the joint advanced strike technologies 
(JAST) program. 

The conferees note that this is the second 
year that the conferees have authorized addi­
tional funding for the virtual brigade initia­
tive. The conferees agree that this is the last 
year that the Armed Services Committees of 
the Senate and House of Representatives will 
add funds for this program. If the Depart­
ment of Defense and the Army want this pro­
gram to continue, they will have to include 
funding for it in future budget requests. 
Thermophotovoltaic technology development 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $2.0 million in PE 63226E for devel­
opment and test of a prototype of a 
thermophotovoltaic (TPV) electric generator 
as a power source for use in unmanned un­
derwater vehicles. 

The Senate bill contained no similar fund­
ing. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees are aware of ongoing efforts 

in the Advanced Research Projects Agency 
to develop TPV technology and demonstrate 
an efficient TPV system. The conferees en­
courage the agency to continue its efforts 
with the National Aeronautics and Space 
Agency to develop and demonstrate compet­
ing TPV technologies and to program addi­
tional funds for this purpose. 
Advanced submarine technology 

The budget request included $25.3 million 
for the advanced submarine technology pro­
gram. 

The Senate bill would approve the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would approve an 
additional Sl 7 .0 million for the following pro­
grams: 

(1) $5.0 million for an advanced structural 
control program for developing technologies 
to control active vibration and noise; 

(2) $2.0 million to evaluate the program­
mable automated welding system (PAWS) 
and the welding expert manufacturing cell 
(WELDEXCELL) systems; 

(3) $2.0 million for the advanced thermo­
photovol taics program; and 

(4) $8.0 million for an airborne multi-sensor 
integration demonstration. 

The conferees agree to provide $7 .0 million 
for the advanced structural control (ASC) 
program and $2.0 million for the automated 
welding program. The conferees recommend 
additional guidance on the advanced thermo-
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photovoltalcs program in the section of the 
statement of the managers dealing with the 
experimental evaluation of major innovative 
technologies (EEMIT) program. 

The conferees intend that the additional 
$7.0 mllllon for ASC be applied to (1) acceler­
ate the demonstration of applying ASC chat­
ter and vibration control for high speed, high 
precision machining and mllllng operations, 
and (2) begin the technology transfer process 
for bringing.technology for actively control­
ling machinery platforms that has been dem­
onstrated in the ARPA project M to the 
United States. 

The conferees intend that the $2.0 million 
for automated welding technology be used to 
accelerate efforts for a coordinated, coopera­
tive test of the capabll1ties that may be pro­
vided with the PAWS and WELDEXCELL 
technologies. The conferees agree that the 
Department should seek early transfer of ad­
vanced automated welding technologies to 
industry to take advantage of the cost bene­
fit for naval ships and to enhance commer­
cial welding competitiveness. The conferees 
agree that using appropriate technologies 
from the PAWS and WELDEXCELL pro­
grams ls essential to establishing a perform­
ance baseline, generating technical informa­
tion for possible future funding, and promot­
ing rapid insertion into the user community 
through technology demonstrations and dis­
semination of technical information. 
Fire protection technology 

The conferees endorse the section of the 
Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) that would 
urge the Department of Defense to provide 
strong central leadership to promote fire 
protection and fire fighting technology. The 
conferees share the Senate's concern that 
the Department of Defense has put little em­
phasis on R&D for fire protection. For in­
stance, $250,000 appropriated for fiscal year 
1994 to explore the possibll1ty of a permanent 
fire protection center of excellence has not 
been released for obligation. 

The committee is convinced that there is a 
pressing need for new technology for fire pro­
tection. Modern weapons have tremendous 
armor piercing and incendiary capabll1ty, 
but m111tary personnel are still clothed in 
polyester uniforms and synthetic shoe mate­
rials that melt and burn. Most fire victims 
die from inhalation of smoke and toxic 
gases, yet the Navy oxygen breathing appa­
ratus, designed in 1936, ls stlll in service and 
ls stlll difficult to use. 

The development, testing, validation, and 
qualification of new fire resistant materials 
is unbearably slow and unwieldy. Technical 
information, data, specifications, standards, 
codes, and regulations appear to be in con­
flict and are not kept up to date. 

The committee · endorses the approach on 
fire protection technology contained in the 
House report (H. Rept. 103-200) on the House 
blll, H.R. 2401, the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1994. The con­
ferees urge the Department to make avail­
able the funds appropriated for this project 
in PE 63226E in fiscal year 1994. 
MAR/TECH 

The conferees agree that of the amounts 
authorized to be appropriated for the 
MARITECH project in the Advanced Re­
search Projects Agency (ARPA), $10.0 mlllion 
shall be available for curved plate tech­
nology. 
ARP A manufacturing technology 

The budget request contained $346.1 mil­
lion for ARPA manufacturing technology. 

The Senate bill would authorize an addi­
tional $25.0 mlllion for advanced lithography 

and for the Institute for Advanced Flexible 
Manufacturing Systems. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $72.2 mlllion for advanced lithog­
raphy and for coronary angiography. 

The conferees agree to authorize an addi­
tional $56.2 million for ARPA manufacturing 
technology: $50.0 mlllion for advanced li­
thography for a total for lithography of $60.0 
million, $2.2 mlllion for coronary 
angiography, and $4.0 million for the Insti­
tute for Advanced Flexibility Manufacturing 
Systems. 
Advanced concept and technology demonstra­

tion (ACTD) program 
The budget request contained $50.0 mlllion 

for the advanced concept and technology 
demonstration (ACTD) program. 

The Senate bill would provide $50.0 mllllon 
in PE 63750D for the ACTD program. 

The House amendment recommended a re­
duction of $25.0 mllllon in the requested 
amount, because of a need to gain an under­
standing of the program plans for the indi­
vidual technologies and advanced develop­
ment projects selected for the ACTD pro­
gram. 

The conferees strongly endorse the views 
expressed in the House report (H. Rept. 103-
499) on the value of the ACTD initiative. By 
involving the material developer and the 
military operational user in the development 
and demonstration of emerging advanced 
technologies and, when appropriate, fielding 
the newly demonstrated capability in lim­
ited numbers, ACTD can improve under­
standing of the military ut111ty of the tech­
nology, validate operational concepts for the 
technology's use in the field, and break the 
lock-step of the traditional acquisition proc­
ess. In this way, the development and field­
ing of new advanced technologies of proven 
military operational utility would be accel­
erated. 

Because of the limited funding for the 
ACTD initiative recommended by the Appro­
priations Committees of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, the conferees 
agree to an authorization of only $19.1 mil­
lion for the ACTD initiative. The conferees 
believe, however, that a higher funding level 
is both justified and required to capitalize on 
the ACTD initiative and would consider au­
thorizing a higher amount, should the Ap­
propriations Committees so recommend in 
their conference on the fiscal year 1995 de­
fense appropriations bill. 
Physical security equtpment 

The budget request contained $21.409 mil­
lion for physical security equipment. 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $7.5 mlllion for robotic-related 
equipment. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees agree to authorize $3.479 mil­

lion for a physical security vehicle in the 
physical security equipment line (PE 63228D)· 
instead of in the Army's light tactical 
wheeled vehicles line (PE 64642). If a new 
physical security vehicle is approved by the 
Secretary of Defense and Congress, it should 
satisfy the needs of,all the services. 

The conferees are concerned, however, 
about a new armored vehicle intended only 
for physical security forces, including the 
military police. The conferees do not agree 
with the levels of protection that have been 
determined to be required for the Army's 
proposed armored security vehicle (ASV) and 
are not convinced that security forces, in­
cluding military police, need a new vehicle 

with armor protection levels which exceed 
those available to scout platoons of tank anq 
mechanized infantry battalions. 

The conferees direct that not more than 
Sl.O million of the S3.479 million provided for 
the physical security vehicle may be obli­
gated until 30 days after the Secretary of De­
fense submits to the congressional defense 
committees a cost and operational effective­
ness analysis (COEA) justifying a new start 
for a separate, dedicated armored security 
vehicle. The COEA shall consider the need 
for security forces to have such a vehicle; 
the requirements of all the services; the po­
tential threats that such security forces 
would most likely face; and all alternative 
vehicres currently in the Department of De­
fense inventory which could possibly fill the 
role of such a security vehicle, including the 
Bradley fighting vehicle, the M113 armored 
personnel carrier, the light armored vehicle, 
and current and upgraded versions of the ar­
mored high mobility multipurpose wheeled 
vehicle. The COEA shall thoroughly scruti­
nize ASV requirements for ballistic protec­
tion, specifically those against .50 caliber 
rounds and artillery fragments at close 
ranges. 
Environmental technologies 

The budget request included $15.0 million 
for innovative environmental security tech­
nology. 

The Senate blll would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $10.0 mllllon. 

The Senate recedes. 
Acquisition and exploitation of foreign tech­

nology and material 
The budget request contained $49.9 mllllon 

for the foreign material acquisition and ex­
ploitation (FMA&E) program. 

The Senate blll and House amendment ap­
proved the requested amount. 

The House report (H. Rept. 103-499) re­
quested a report by July 1, 1994, on the for­
eign materiel and technology activities of 
the Department of Defense. In addition, the 
classified annex accompanying the Senate 
report (S. Rept. 103-282) requested answers 
from the Secretary of Defense and the Direc­
tor of Central Intelllgence to questions con­
cerning foreign technology and acquisition 
prior to the conference on this act. The Ad­
ministration's response reflects progress to­
wards meeting essential national require­
ments. 

The conferees are pursuaded that elements 
or the FMA&E and related programs are un­
derfunded and that there are slgnifican t 
management and coordination problems 
wl thin these programs. The conferees are 
prepared to support additional funding, sub­
ject to normal reprogramming procedures, 
provided that progress ls evident in solving 
these problems. The conferees also agree 
that particular attention should be given to 
funding the advanced technology acquisition 
program in order to sustain it at least at the 
fiscal year 199+ level. Additional guidance is 
contained in the classified annex to this 

. statement of the managers. 
Tactical unmanned aerial vehicles 

The budget request included $121.0 million 
for research and development and $225.3 mil­
lion in procurement for short-range and ma­
neuver-variant unmanned aerial vehicles 
(UAVs). 

The Senate- bill would authorize the re­
quested amount. 

The House amendment would authorize 
$85.7 mllllon for R&D, delete the funds re­
quested for the maneuver-variant UAV, au­
thorize the development of a down-sized 
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ground station, authorize an additional $7.0 
million for the integration of the common 
automatic recovery system (CARS) with Pio­
neer UAVs, and authorize the requested 
amount in procurement. 

The short-range UAV program was re­
cently restructured. The low-rate initial pro­
curement was reduced from seven systems to 
four, and the Defense Airborne Reconnais­
sance Office (DARO) has requested authority 
to apply the savings to a system maturation 
program and to adapting the UAV to Navy 
ships. 

The conferees approve $23.3 million for 
short-range UAV system maturation and 
$14.5 million for system testing and evalua­
tion, but deny $30.6 million in procurement 
for the shipboard-variant. The conferees au­
thorize up to $5.0 million in RDT&E to begin 
development of a shipboard-variant. The 
conferees fully support this development but 
believe that the program office should prove 
that the basic system is mature before devel­
oping variants. 

The conferees also deny $21.1 million of the 
requested amount for the maneuver or close­
range UAV system. The conferees recognize 
that the Marine Corps and Army have agreed 
on their requirements. However, the cost and 
operational effectiveness analysis (COEA) 
has not been completed and sent to Congress, 
and the conferees are not convinced that a 
separate UA V system is required to meet the 
Army-Marine Corps requirements. The con­
ferees direct the DARO to review the COEA 
and undertake other analysis, as appro­
priate, to determine whether (1) the maneu­
ver UAV would overburden brigade- and regi­
ment-level logistics; (2) rapidly advancing 
brigades would "outrun" the maneuver UAV 
in terms of range, endurance, and ground 
support; (3) additional short-range systems 
at the division level to support brigades and 
regiments would make more operational 
sense; and (4) a short-range UAV solution 
would really be more expensive than the pro­
posed maneuver system. This analysis should 
be completed and transmitted to the con­
gressional defense committees as soon as 
possible, but no longer later than the sub­
mission of the fiscal year 1996 defense budget 
request. The conferees would be willing to 
consider a reprogramming request after the 
fiscal year 1996 budget is submitted to Con­
gress. 

The conferees. agree to authorize an addi­
tional $7.0 million in RDT&E for the procure­
ment of at least three unit sets of CARS 
equipment for integration and testing on the 
Pioneer UAV, but only if the equipment can 
be applied later to the short-range UAV sys­
tem when Pioneer is retired. 
Stabilized weapons plat[ orm system 

The budget request included $9.6 million 
for development of a stabilized weapons plat­
form system (SWPS) for the special oper­
ations patrol coastal ship. 

The Senate bill and the House amendment 
approved the requested amount. 

After the Senate and House of Representa­
tives each approved the defense authoriza­
tion bills for fiscal year 1995 (S. 2182 and H.R. 
4301), the U.S. Special Operations Command 
informed the Armed Services Committees 
that it had decided not to develop the SWPS 
system any further. Instead, the Command 
intends to procure a less costly, stabilized, 
non-developmental gun system and to de­
velop a surface-to-surface missile system. In 
response to this new plan, the conferees 
agree to reallocate $7.9 million of the re­
quested amount of $9.6 mlllion for the pro­
curement of a gun system. Because the De­
partment of Defense Appropriations Act for 

Fiscal Year 1995, as passed by the Senate and 
House of Representatives, does not contain 
funds to develop the missile system, the con­
ferees do not recommend funds for that pur­
pose. 

The Command's decision to discontinue de­
velopment of the SWPS system is a realistic 
recognition of the limited funds that are 
available for this capability. The conferees 
are concerned that the Command's plans for 
developing a surface-to-surface missile may 
still be too ambitious and costly. The con­
ferees urge the U.S. Special Operations Com­
mand to carefully consider the technology 
and money that are available for a weapons 
system for a ship of the size and capabilities 
of the patrol coastal ship. 
Ocean research 

The budget request contained no funds for 
ocean research. 

The Senate bill would provide $5.0 million 
for ocean research in the experimental eval­
uation of major innovative technology ac­
count (PE 0603226E). 

The Hous.e amendment would provide no 
funds for ocean research. 

The conferees agree to provide $5.0 million 
for ocean research from the funds authorized 
in PE 0603226E. These funds would be pro­
vided to establish a data base to understand 
the environmental ramifications of poten­
tially harmful materials that have been de­
posited, dumped, or lost in the world's 
oceans in significant quantities. Part of this 
effort should include development of a proc­
ess to monitor the uncertain or unknown ef­
fects of hazardous and non-hazardous con­
taminants on the marine environment. 
Rocket motor demilitarization 

The budget request contained no funds for 
rocket motor demilitarization. 

The Senate blll would provide $4.5 million 
for PE 604704D to evaluate and test the envi­
ronmentally-sound demilitarization of large 
rocket motors and other high energetic ex­
plosives at the Nevada Test Site (NTS). 

The House amendment would provide $4.5 
mlllion. 

The conferees provide $4.5 mlllion for PE 
604704D to evaluate and demonstrate meth­
odologies and technologies for the environ­
mentally-sound demilitarization of high en­
ergetic explosives at the Nevada Test Site. 
These efforts should include an evaluation of 
the possibility of using the inactive tunnels 
at the NTS. 
Joint service imagery processing system 

The budget request included $22.4 million 
in RDT&E and $47 .6 million in procurement 
for the joint service imagery processing sys­
tem (JSIPS). 

The Senate bill would consolidate service 
funding for the restructured JSIPS initiative 
by authorizing $28.3 million in RDT&E and 
$41.7 million in procurement in the Defense 
Airborne Reconnaissance Office (DARO). 

The House amendment would withhold 
$28. 7 million from Marine Corps JSIPS pro­
curement and $8.3 million from Army JSIPS 
development until a plan is submitted that 
better defines the capabilities of JSIPS al­
ternative systems. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees, however, remain concerned 

about the Marine Corps proposal that main­
tains existing acquisition procedures 
through the Air Force joint program office. 
The conferees direct DARO and the Marine 
Corps to take maximum advantage of Navy 
JSIPS development, commercial off-the­
shelf (COTS) technology, and DARO-ap­
proved streamlined acquisition practices. 

The conferees direct DARO to report to the 
congressional defense and intelligence com-

mi ttees on the restructured JSIPS program 
elements prior to obligation of funds for each 
element. DARO also should report on the 
overall architecture and operational concept 
by March 1, 1995. 
Multispectral imagery 

The budget request included no funds for 
developing mul tispectral imaging sensor sys­
tems for airborne reconnaissance. 

Both the Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) 
and the House report (H. Rept. 103-499) di­
rected the Defense Airborne Reconnaissance 
Office (DARO) to continue development of 
new multispectral imaging capabilities. Both 
reports also recommended use of unobllgated 
Landsat funds for this purpose. 

The conferees strongly support continued 
modernization of the U:-2 aircraft, including 
its imaging capabilities. The Department of 
Defense recently terminated a development 
program for a high-performance and very ex­
pensive new multi-spectral imaging sensor 
for the U-2. The conferees recently learned 
that the existing U-2 electro-optical sensor 
could have been upgraded to achieve most of 
the capabilities of the terminated sensor at a 
very small fraction of the cost. The conferees 
cannot comprehend the reasons for not pre­
senting this. option to Congress years ago be­
fore hundreds of millions of dollars were 
wasted on the terminated program. 

The conferees authorize $10.0 million to 
begin developing an upgraded, multispectral 
sensor for the U-2 (SYERS). The conferees 
direct the DARO to develop a prototype sen­
sor that can be adapted for operational use, 
and then to upgrade the existing four sensors 
and associated ground station functions. The 
conferees expect the total program cost to be 
about $60.0 million. The conferees direct the 
Department to include funds for continu­
ation of this effort in the fiscal year 1996 
budget submission. 
Cobra Ball upgrade 

The budget request contained no research 
and development funding for the RC-135 
Cobra Ball program. 

The Senate bill contained no funding for 
the program. 

The House amendment contained $13.646 
mlllion in PE 35154D for the infrared acquisi­
tion array. 

The conferees recommend $13.6 million to 
upgrade the active ranging system, infrared 
acquisition sensor, and data processing capa­
bilities. Enhancement of these capabilities is 
essential in order to provide adequate stand­
off range for collection of information on 
short-range ballistic missile systems and to 
provide data fusion for onboard sensors. The 
conferees request the Department to provide 
a report to the congressional defense com­
mittees on its plans and future funding for 
the Cobra Ball program. 
C31 intelligence program 

The budget request included $16.0 million 
for a classified counterproliferation com­
puter database system in PE 0305190D. 

The Senate bill would deny authorization 
of the requested amount. 

The House amendment would authorize 
$16.0 million for the program. 

The conferees concur with the Senate posi­
tion as described in the Senate report (S. 
Rept. 103-282). The conferees support cooper­
ative counterproliferation efforts between 
the Defense Department and the intelligence 
community. However, the conferees are seri­
ously concerned about the proposed 
counterproliferation database system. From 
a technical perspective, it is an interesting 
and promising proposal; however, there are 
major coordination and funding problems. 
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This program is described as a joint national 
foreign intelligence program (NFIP)/tactical 
intelligence and related activities (TIARA) 
endeavor. However, with the exception of S4.0 
million for general database development, 
funds for this program were not included in 
the fiscal year 1995 NFIP budget submission. 
The conferees also understand that NFIP 
agencies are reluctant to commit funds with­
out a formal cost-sharing agreement on fu­
ture funding because of the project's large 
operation and maintenance costs. This raises 
questions about the ability of the commu­
nity to fully fund this program in its current 
configuration and the advisability of under­
taking such an ambitious project as a pilot 
program. 

The conferees also are concerned that a 
program of this magnitude has not competed 
with other intelligence community and de­
fense intelligence systems in the intelligence 
systems board (ISB) system migration proc­
ess. As a result, at this time, the conferees 
believe that a financial commitment is not 
appropriate and deny authorization of the 
amount requested for this system. The con­
ferees note that this recommendation is 
made without prejudice and encourage DOD 
to submit a reprogramming request once spe­
cific conditions are met. 

The conferees direct the intelligence and 
communications architectures (INCA) 
project office, in cooperation with the ISB, 
to compare current major databases and 
software capabilities of intelligence commu­
nity members, military service laboratories, 
and Department of Energy national weapons 
laboratories, with the capabilities of the pro­
posed project. The report shall include the 
following: an assessment of the technical 
feasibility of the proposed project; an assess­
ment of the feasibility of implementing the 
proposed project; a proposed plan that would 
include program plan strategy, milestones, 
and future funding requirements; an evalua­
tion of the practical aspects of database 
linkage between existing capabilities of the 
intelligence community and appropriate 
nonproliferation and counterproliferation of­
fices within the U.S. government; and an 
evaluation of the effect of the new program 
on systems included in ongoing intelligence 
migration strategies and activities. 

As a show of good faith, the conferees 
make available in section 1504 of this act $4 .0 
million in the research and development, de­
fense agencies account for 
counterproliferation agencies. The conferees 
would limit the obligation and expenditure 
of these funds until the following conditions 
are met: the report described above is sub­
mitted to the congressional defense and in­
telligence committees; the ISB has deter­
mined that this system is consistent with its 
developing architecture and that it conforms 
with community standards for compatib111ty 
and interoperab111ty; and a formal cost-shar­
ing agreement between the NFIP and TIARA 
is reached, which includes sources and future 
funding. Lastly, the conferees would require 
that any reprogramming request for this 
program be matched dollar for dollar by a re­
programming request within the NFIP, or 
DOD may release the funds for other 
counterproliferation activities. A parallel 
provision for NFIP funding will be included 
in the Intelligence Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1995, along with an amount of 
funds to be limited. 
Central test and evaluation investment program 

The budget request included $115.318 mil­
lion for the central test and evaluation pro­
gram in PE 64940D. 

The Senate bill would reduce the requested 
amount by $15.0 million and recommend that 

the REDCAP-ACETEF real-time data link 
program continue to be funded within the 
authorized funds. 

The House amendment would provide an 
additional S3.5 million for the REDCAP­
ACETEF real-time data link. 

The House recedes. 
Animal research 

The House report (H. Rept. 103-499) noted 
that the Department of Defense Inspector 
General found two DOD facilities, the U.S. 
Army Medical Department Center and 
School in San Antonio, Texas and the U.S. 
Naval Medical Research Institute Detach­
ment in Lima, Peru, to be "not substantially 
in compliance" with DOD regulations and 
the Animal Welfare Act. Based on that find­
ing, the House report directed the termi­
nation of animal research at the non-com­
plaint fac111ties until they are accredited by 
the Animal Association for Accreditation of 
Laboratory Animal Care (AAALAC). 

The conferees note that since the House re­
port was issued, DOD has applied for 
AAALAC accreditation for the two non­
compliant fac111ties. The conferees applaud 
the Department's expeditious efforts to gain 
accreditation for these fac111ties, and direct 
the termination of animal use at these facili­
ties one year from the enactment of this act 
only if they have failed to achieve AAALAC 
accreditation by that date. The conferees 
urge DOD to seek AAALAC accreditation for 
all DOD animal facilities as expeditiously as 
possible. The conferees note that the 0th.er 
sections relating to animal research in the 
House report are not affected by this para­
graph. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Strategic environmental research and develop­
ment program (sec. 203) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
203) that would authorize $170.0 million for 
the strategic environmental research and de­
velopment program (SERDP). 

The House amendment would authorize 
$111.9 million for the SERDP. 

The Senate recedes to the House funding 
level. 

The conferees are pleased that the new ex­
ecutive director of the SERDP is now in 
place. The conferees urge the director and 
the chair of the SERDP Council to bring into 
the SERDP program, using the hiring au­
thority provided to the SERDP Council in 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1994, those persons necessary to 
run the program, either from within the De­
fense Department or from outside. The con­
ferees urge the Council to coordinate the 
SERDP program to demonstrate and test en­
vironmental technologies closely with the 
environmental technology program funded 
in the office of the Deputy Under Secretary 
of Defense for Environmental Security. 
Molecular design material science (~ec. 204) 

The budget request contained no funds for 
molecular design material science (MDMS). 

The Senate bill contained no funds for 
MDMS. 

The House amendment would provide $10.0 
million in PE 61153N to continue the MDMS 
program. 

The conferees agree to authorize $10.0 mil­
lion for MDMS in PE 61153N and recommend 
a provision that would continue the pro­
gram. 
Space launch programs (sec. 211) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
213) that would transfer prior-year funds ap­
propriated for single-stage-to-orbit (SSTO) 

rocket technology from the Department of 
Defense to the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration (NASA), since the Sec­
retary of Defense submitted a report rec­
ommending that NASA be assigned lead re­
sponsibility for developing reusable rocket 
technology. The Senate bill would authorize 
no funds for reusable rocket technology for 
fiscal year 1995 and would authorize a total 
of $20.2 million for expendable rocket tech­
nology development. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 211) that would (1) establish DOD 
space launch policy; (2) require the Sec­
retary of Defense to replace current launch 
systems, conduct flight tests by 1998 of reus­
able launch vehicles, and conduct flight tests 
of expendable launch vehicles; and (3) au­
thorize $200.0 million, equally divided, for re­
usable and expendable rocket technology 
demonstrations. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
The conferees agree to (1) authorize no 

funds for the national launch system pro­
gram; (2) authorize $10.0 million in PE 62601F 
to continue concept development of simple, 
inexpensive expendable rocket systems that 
do not require complex turbo machinery; (3) 
transfer prior-year SSTO funds from the Ad­
vanced Research Projects Agency to the Air 
Force PE 63401F and note that these funds 
would not be for further development of the 
"Delta Clipper" vehicle built by BMDO; (4) 
authorize $30.0 million for the Air Force in 
PE 63401F to initiate reusable rocket tech­
nology development efforts, with the stipula­
tion that DOD obligations shall not exceed 
amounts made available by NASA for such 
efforts for fiscal year 1995; (5) authorize $50.0 
million for the Air Force in PE 35119F to ini­
tiate a competitive program to replace exist­
ing launch capab111ties; and (6) limit the ob­
ligation of funds for both reusable and ex­
pendable rocket programs until coordinated 
DOD/NASA program plans are submitted to 
Congress. 

The National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1994 required the Administra­
tion to conduct another study of space 
launch capabilities, because Congress was 
unsatisfied by the space launch Bottom-Up 
Review, which concluded that acknowledged 
problems with current systems are not seri­
ous enough to warrant displacing other de­
fense programs. The new study has resulted 
in the development of new national policy in 
this area. This policy assigns lead respon­
sibility for reusable and expendable space 
launch vehicles to NASA and DOD, respec­
tively. NASA has been instructed to deter­
mine by 1996 whether a reusable vehicle 
flight demonstration program is feasible and 
affordable, and by the end of the decade, 
whether a development program should be 
pursued. The Deputy Secretary of Defense is 
examining again whether a new launch ini­
tiative is warranted and affordable within 
the Department of Defense. 

Accordingly, the conferees direct that the 
Department. of Defense will not lead any gov­
ernment-financed reusable space vehicle 
flight demonstration or acquisition pro­
grams, at least until the Administration 
changes its policy. However, if the Depart­
ment of Defense decides to conduct a com­
petition to replace current DOD launch capa­
bilities, and if DOD concludes that an indus­
try proposal to build a reusable system to 
meet requirements is realistic, affordable 
and cost-effective, the conferees will con­
sider a well-justified acquisition plan. 

The conferees doubt that DOD can afford 
to finance any expensive space launch acqui­
sition program. The conferees are aware of 
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claims that the private sector is willing to 
finance all or most of a new capability. The 
conferees encourage DOD to explore such 
claims. However, the conferees expect that 
such proposals would require commitments 
from the government, which may entail sub­
stantial risk, and therefore require careful 
consideration by Congress and the Adminis­
tration. 
Standoff air-to-surface munitions technology 

demonstration (sec. 212) 
The House amendment included a provi­

sion (sec. 212) that would require the Navy 
and the Air Force to spend up to $2.0 million 
each to demonstrate non-developmental 
technology for adapter kits that would give 
munitions in the 1,000 pound class and small­
er a standoff and near-precision guided capa­
bility. The provision would also require the 
Secretary of Defense to submit a report on 
the results of that demonstration. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize up to $2.0 million for 
the Air Force to conduct a demonstration as 
outlined in the House provision. This provi­
sion would require the Secretary of the Air 
Force to report on the demonstration's re­
sults . 
Mid-infrared advanced chemical laser (sec. 213) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 213) that would prohibit the Sec­
retary of Defense from carrying out a test of 
the mid-infrared advanced chemical laser 
(MIRACL) transmitter and associated optics 
against an object in space during 1994 unless 
such testing is specifically authorized in law. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would allow the sealite beam director to 
be utilized with a laser other than the 
MIRACL for satellite sensor calibration and 
imaging of space objects at a power level not 
to exceed that which has been utilized for 
these purposes as of January 1, 1994 at other 
Department of Defense laser facilities (in­
cluding Kirtland Air Force Base, Maui Opti­
cal Facility, and the Firepond facility of the 
Lincoln Laboratory). The conferees reiterate 
their opposition to ut111zation of the 
MIRACL for damaging objects in space. This 
provision would continue to prevent 
MIRACL from illuminating any object in 
space. 
Electronic combat testing (sec. 214) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 214) that would amend section 220 
of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160) by 
limiting the applicability of the section to 
electronic combat systems that have been 
designated as Acquisition Category I (ACAT 
1) systems (major defense acquisition pro­
grams) because of their cost of development 
and acquisition. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would limit the applicab111ty of the 
House provision to those systems that have 
not entered engineering and manufacturing 
development by September 1, 1994. The 
amendment would also authorize the Sec­
retary of Defense to waive the provision 
when in the national security interest. 
Advanced self protection jammer (ASP J) pro-

gram (sec. 215) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 215) that would direct the Sec­
retary of the Navy to carry out logistics sup-

port, maintenance, and integration of exist­
ing advanced self protection jammer (ASPJ) 
systems in the F-14D aircraft for testing and 
evaluation. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. The conferees note 
that, without ASPJ or another currently un­
available system, F-14D aircraft will have to 
operate without self protection jamming. 
The conferees understand that the Director, 
Operational Test and Evaluation, intends to 
assess whether the Navy's plans for oper­
ational test and evaluation for the F-14D air­
craft adequately test the ASPJ system's ef­
fectiveness and suitability for combat. The 
conferees agree that this assessment should 
be complete before the Navy conducts the 
operational testing. The conferees urge the 
Director to take the steps necessary to expe­
dite his assessment of the Navy's plans. 
Advanced lithography (sec. 216) 

The budget request contained $10.0 million 
in PE 63739E for advanced lithography. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 216) that would provide a statutory 
mandate for the ARPA advanced lithography 
program and authorize $100.0 million for the 
program. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion, but would provide $35.0 million for ad­
vanced lithography. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
Total funding for the ARPA lithography pro­
gram would be authorized at $60.0 million, 
and the SEMATECH Board of Directors 
would be strongly encouraged to spend at 
least $10.0 million more to support lithog­
raphy efforts consistent with the Semi­
conductor Industry Association 1994 develop­
ment plan for lithography. The conferees 
urge the earliest possible appointment of the 
Semiconductor Technology Council and 
agree that an advanced lithography plan 
should be the principal focus of the Council's 
initial efforts. 
Federally funded research and development cen­

ters (sec. 217) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

216) that would require certain changes in 
DOD management of federally funded re­
search and development centers (FFRDCs). 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 217) that would allow FFRDCs to 
participate more fully in the defense conver­
sion program. 

The conferees note that federally funded 
research and development centers are pri­
vately-operated organizations sponsored by 
federal government agencies to work in all 
areas of basic or applied research. For sev­
eral years, the conferees have expressed con­
cern about the Defense Department's lack of 
control over management and funding of the 
FFRDCs. The conferees support the unique 
role that FFRDCs play in providing support 
to the Department of Defense that would be 
difficult to obtain through other means. The 
conferees are concerned, however, that as re­
cipients of sole source funding from the De­
partment of Defense, these centers may pro­
vide executive, technical, and professional 
compensation that may exceed the salaries 
and benefits of comparable government em­
ployees, or officers and employees of similar 
for-profit or non-profit organizations that 
must compete for defense work. 

These concerns have been heightened re­
cently by revelations of executive compensa­
tion that varies widely from FFRDC to 
FFRDC, housing and moving allowances not 
appropriate to federal institutions, and pay­
ments to trustees that do not appear to be 

justified. Further, the Congress has learned 
that some centers have contributed to char­
ities, local governments, universities, and 
individuals. Such contributions are not usu­
ally reimbursed under federal contracts, and 
the conferees believe, not appropriate for 
sole source institutions to pay from fees. 

Consequently the conferees agree to a pro­
vision that would limit executive salaries 
and trustee compensation, prohibit certain 
contributions to charities, and require the 
Secretary of Defense to study the need for 
FFRDCs and the compensation levels of 
FFRDC executives. 

The conferees agree to limit the funding 
for FFRDCs for fiscal year 1995 to $1.3 bil­
lion, a reduction of $52.650 million from the 
requested amount. The conferees also agree 
to the House provision that would authorize 
certain FFRDCs to respond and participate 
in solicitations and announcements under 
programs authorized by the federal govern­
ment for the purpose of promoting the devel­
opment and transfer of dual-use technology 
to the U.S. industrial sector. 
Digitization (sec. 218) 

The budget request contained $75.857 mil­
lion for the Army's digitization of the battle­
field program. 

The Senate bill would authorize an addi­
tional $3.0 million. 

The House amendment included a provi­
sion (sec. 219) that wouid authorize an addi­
tional $50.0 million to begin a coordinated, 
integrated, planned program to provide -digi­
tal enhancements for the Ml/MlA2 tank and 
other land and air systems by 1996. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
The conferees strongly support the Army's 

battlefield digitization concept and the 
Army's attempt to field a capability rapidly. 
The conferees seek to ensure, however, that 
the Army establishes strong management 
and a coherent integration plan in concert 
with the Marine Corps for an overall battle­
field digitization architecture to guide the 
efforts of the various platform program of­
fices. 

Accordingly, the conferees agree to limit 
the obligation of funds for the digitization 
program until the Army defines an overall 
system architecture, standards and proto­
cols, and integration and interoperability re­
quirements. 

The conferees also agree to authorize an 
additional $20.0 million primarily for the in­
tegration of aviation systems into the pro­
gram. 
Electric and hybrid vehicle technology (sec. 219) 

The budget request contained no funds for 
electric and hybrid vehicle technology. 

The Senate bill would provide $30.0 million 
for this program: $15.0 million in RDT&E 
funding and $15.0 million in procurement 
funding. The Senate bill also contained a 
provision (sec. 142) that would require the 
Department of Defense and the Department 
of Energy to enter into a memorandum of 
agreement regarding the execution of the 
program. 

The House amendment would provide $10.0 
million in RDT&E funding for electric and 
hybrid vehicle technology. The House 
amendment did not contain a provision simi­
lar to the Senate provision. 

The conferees agree to provide $10.0 million 
in RDT&E and $15.0 million in Procurement 
funding for electric and hybrid vehicle tech­
nology. The House recedes on the Senate 
provision. The conferees also direct the De­
partment of Defense to execute the program 
in accordance with the Senate and House re­
ports (S. Rept. 103-282 and H. Rept. 103-499). 
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Kinetic energy antisatellite program (sec. 220) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
211) that would make $10.0 million available 
for engineering development of the critical 
antisatellite technologies from funds author­
ized in fiscal year 1995. The provision would 
also direct the Secretary to utilize unobli­
gated fiscal year 1993 and 1994 funds for this 
program. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make $5.0 million available from 
funds authorized in fiscal year 1995, in addi­
tion to unobligated fiscal year 1993 and 1994 
funds, to continue critical development 
work. 
Limitation on dismantlement of ICBMs (sec. 221) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
214) that would prohibit the dismantlement 
of any ICBM that would reduce the total 
number of deployed Minuteman III ICBMs to 
less than 500 missiles. The prohibition would 
expire 180 days after the Secretary of De­
fense delivers to the congressional defense 
committees the results of the Secretary's on­
going Nuclear Posture Review. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 
· The House recedes. 
Seismic monitoring research (sec. 222) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
215) that would limit the obligation of funds 
for seismic monitoring research projects un­
less the projects are authorized in a plan 
which has been approved by the Secretary of 
Defense and the Secretary of Energy. 

The House amendment did not contain a 
similar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would limit the obligation of funds for 
s·eismic monitoring projects which are not 
contained in the annual plan approved by the 
Presidential review group established by 
Presidential Decision Directive 18. 

The conferees are concerned that the De­
fense Department's future seismic monitor­
ing plan calls for the expenditure of hun­
dreds of millions of dollars through the end 
of the century without sufficient consider­
ation for the affordability of such an under­
taking without coordinated cost-sharing 
agreements between U.S. government agen­
cies and departments and without agree­
ments on international burdensharing. The 
Department has not provided detailed cost 
estimates of the U.S. share, or that of other 
countries, in support of a Comprehensive 
Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) verification. Fur­
ther, it appears that the Department has 
been directed to fund the majority of seismic 
monitoring activities of the National 
Science Foundation (NSF) and the U.S. Geo­
logical Survey (USGS) under the Department 
of Interior, in addition to providing full 
funding for these activities for the Air Force 
Technical Applications Center (AFTAC). 

The conferees direct the Secretary of De­
fense, in coordination with the Presidential 
review group, to provide a report to the con­
gressional defense committees by May 1, 1995 
on the total funding required and pro­
grammed for verification of a CTBT; the 
amount of total funding which will be cost­
shared among departments and by other na­
tions; and the funding and technical role 
that private seismic arrays and stations are 
intended to play in verification of a CTBT. 
Superconducting magnetic energy storage (sec. 

223) 
Section 218 of the National Defense Au­

thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 allowed 
the Navy to utilize certain RDT&E funds 

from fiscal year 1993 to continue the super­
conducting magnetic energy storage (SMES) 
program. 

The conferees agree to a provision that 
would extend the authorization of these 
funds until they were expended. 
Military satellite communications (sec. 224) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
212) that would direct the Secretary of De­
fense to transfer responsibility for program 
management and funding for the Milstar 
communications satellite program from the 
Air Force to the Navy during fiscal year 1995. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
The Deputy Secretary of Defense is cur­

rently reviewing the management of DOD 
space programs and has assured the con­
ferees that he intends to fundamentally reor­
ganize it. Therefore, the conferees agree to 
withhold judgment on management of the 
Milstar program. The conferees stress the 
importance of improving policy oversight, 
avoiding the creation of a new large bureauc­
racy, maintaining a joint requirements proc­
ess, and maintaining space program exper­
tise within each of the services. The con­
ferees direct the Secretary of Defense, in 
consultation with the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, to submit a report to the con­
gressional defense committees immediately 
upon completion of the review. The report 
should fully explain all the options consid­
ered, the rationale for the option selected, 
and the relationship between the Secretary's 
proposal and the deliberations of the Com­
mission on Roles and Missions. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 234) that would direct the Sec­
retary of Defense to develop a military com­
munications master plan that addresses the 
projected military communications require­
ments of the Department of Defense; alter­
nate and innovative ways of meeting those 
requirements (including greater reliance on 
the commercial sector); and ways to ensure 
that those elements of the Department that 
create the demand for such communications 
services have an important role in paying for 
the provision of such services. The provision 
would also prohibit obligation of $50.0 mil­
lion in Milstar funding until this report is 
transmitted to Congress. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
The conferees agree to a provision that 
would authorize the Secretary of Defense to 
use $20.0 million of Milstar funds either for 
advance procurement of Milstar satellites 5 
and 6 or to accelerate the advanced EHF sat­
ellite program, as determined by the Sec­
retary of Defense. 

The provision also would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to develop a satellite com­
munications master plan that addresses re­
quirements and innovative ways to meet 
them. The provision also would require the 
Secretary to explore options for establishing 
financial incentives to ensure that commu­
nications users do not inflate requirements 
for which they do not have to pay. 

The conferees also direct the Secretary to 
include in the report an assessment of a 
number of issues raised by the General Ac­
counting Office (GAO) and the Senate report 
(S. Rept. 103-282). 

A recent GAO report, "Military Satellite 
Communications," noted that, since Con­
gress directed greater use of commercial sat­
ellite communications for general-purpose, 
unprotected communications, DOD compo­
nents have drastically redefined their re-

quirements. According to GAO, requirements 
for total satellite communications have al­
most doubled, while the proportion defined 
as "protected" has grown by a factor of 10. 
GAO notes that this shift could have oc­
curred because protected communications, 
provided by dedicated military satellites, are 
"free" to users, whereas unprotected com­
munications, which can be met through com­
mercial purchases, are charged to users' op­
eration and maintenance budgets. GAO also 
points out that DOD elements procure most 
commercial satellite communications on an 
ad hoc basis; the Defense Commercial Com­
munications Office has no knowledge or con­
trol over the process. GAO believes that 
more central control would save substantial 
money. 

With regard to dedicated military satellite 
systems, as noted in the Senate report, each 
has been managed separately in the past, 
which drives up costs and limits interoper­
ability. All of the current systems will have 
to be replaced within about 10 years. The 
Secretary should examine options to consoli­
date the follow-on programs. 

The conferees believe that a sustainable 
solution to these problems requires a fun­
damental change in the Department's man­
agement of satellite communications serv­
ices. 

The conferees believe that the Department 
should plan to transition to Milstar III as 
soon as it is practical. To this end, the con­
ferees believe that the advanced EHF pro­
gram should be structured as a technology 
demonstration program that relies as much 
as poss.ible on the private sector. The tech­
nologies demonstrated should be directly re­
lated to the areas of greatest technical risk, 
particularly the antenna suite and the digi­
tal electronics processing and packaging. 
The conferees do not believe that any fund­
ing at this stage should be allocated to 
lower-risk areas such as propulsion, solar 
panels, or the bus structure for the payload. 
Ballistic missile defense programs (secs. 231, 233, 

and 235) 
The Senate bill contained four provisions 

(secs. 221-224) that would deal with ballist,ic 
missile defense issues. 

The House amendment also contained four 
provisions (secs. 221 and 231-233) that would 
cover similar or related issues. 

The Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) and 
House report (H. Rept. 103-449) also provided 
extensive guidance on ballistic missile de­
fense (BMD) issues to the Ballistic Missile 
Defense Organization (BMDO). 

The conferees explain in the following sub­
sections their: broad policy guidance for bal­
listic missile defense research, development, 
testing, and deployment; concerns regarding 
the BMDO funding proposal for fiscal year 
1995 and underlying long-term plans; resolu­
tion of those concerns; decisions and rec­
ommendations on programmatic and funding 
issues; and additional guidance on specific 
matters. Specific legislative provisions con­
tained in this conference report will be dis­
cussed in the context of this guidance. 

BROAD POLICY GUIDANCE 

The conferees reiterate the broad policy 
guidance contained in the statements of the 
managers (H. Rept. 103-357 and H. Rept. 102-
311) accompanying the National Defense Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 and the 
Missile Defense Act of 1991 (10 U.S.C. 2431 
note). 

The conferees reaffirm that their highest 
priority for BMDO is the rapid development 
and early deployment of more effective thea­
ter missile defenses (TMD) designed to meet 
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both existing and realistic near-term 
threats. In general, the conferees believe 
that an effective TMD capability will require 
a layered defense approach, using multiple 
systems. 

In this regard, the conferees are troubled 
by the BMDO approach to the three follow­
on TMD systems-Navy upper tier, CORPS 
SAM, and boost phase intercept (BPI). BMDO 
has structured these programs so that over­
all BMD funding in future years would be in­
sufficient to support engineering and manu­
facturing development (EMD) for more than 
one of these TMD systems. Therefore, in its 
budget request, BMDO arbitrarily limited 
funding for the first two candidates, while it 
expanded funding for a variety of less mature 
BPI concepts. This funding strategy is de­
signed to position all three candidate sys­
tems for a selection "contest" during fiscal 
year 1998, from which only one candidate 
would be selected for further development. 
In this area, the conferees find the BMDO 
strategy and funding assumptions to be 
flawed. In the judgment of the conferees, this 
approach has contributed to significantly ex­
panded technical risk within BPI programs. 

The conferees believe valid military re­
quirements exist for each of the three follow­
on TMD systems, and do not believe the nat­
ural pace of development should be either ar­
tificially delayed or unduly accelerated. The 
conferees further believe that a larger share 
of the overall BMD funding called for in the 
Bottom-Up Review (BUR) than BMDO appar­
ently plans to allocate to TMD systems can 
be squeezed from lower priority BMDO ac­
tivities in order to accelerate the develop­
ment for deployment of the next generation 
of TMD systems. 

In the statement of the managers accom­
panying the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1994, the conferees en­
dorsed as second in priority the development 
of a "hedging" strategy for national missile 
defenses (NMD), to ensure the availability of 
proven, flight-tested hardware should a mis­
sile threat to the United States arise more 
rapidly than is currently forecast. The con­
ferees emphasized the importance of reduced 
lead-times for deployment of a very limited, 
prototypical, defense capability on very 
short notice against a quantitatively lim­
ited, long-range "rogue" missile threat. In 
the budget request for fiscal year 1995, BMDO 
has proposed a series of development "ep­
ochs" for NMD hardware. Each "epoch" 
would emphasize further development, re­
finement, and cost-reduction of component 
technologies for NMD systems, but the 
BMDO proposal contains few system-level or 
"end-to-end" flight-test intercept dem­
onstrations over the next several years and 
none during fiscal year 1995. In addition, 
BMDO delayed for one year the initiation of 
flight tests of exoatmospheric kinetic kill 
vehicle prototypes-a key element of an 
NMD system-in order to complete fabrica­
tion and launch of the midcourse space ex­
periment. The conferees find the BMDO ap­
proach inadequate to ensure the availability 
of proven hardware should an unanticipated 
strategic missile threat emerge. 

Last year the conferees agreed that BMDO 
should focus more funding and management 
attention on these higher priorities, deem­
phasize generic, technology-base R&D, and 
transfer far-term technologies back to the 
services and defense agencies. The conferees 
were disappointed that the BMDO budget 
proposal still devoted more than 25 percent 
of BMD funding to lower-priority activities. 
As noted above, the conferees intend to vig­
orously support the development of selected 

follow-on TMD systems, and believe this can 
only be done if the level of effort and funding 
for lower-priority programs, projects, and ac­
tivities is reduced. 

CONFEREE CONCERNS 

NAVY LOWER TIER 

The conferees note a major disparity in the 
Department's approach to the top priority 
mission of theater ballistic missile defense. 
Specifically, in the last year, the Depart­
ment made an important decision concern­
ing the type of warhead to be used in the Pa­
triot P AC-3 defense system. This decision 
appears to undercut the Department's tech­
nical approach to the Navy's lower tier mis­
sile defense system and requires a more care­
ful review of its priorities in theater missile 
defense. 

The Department's senior multi-service 
P AC-3 review group stated unanimously 
"that the higher quality of protection pro­
vided by ... hit-to-kill lethality, particu­
larly against chemicals submunitions and 
nuclear weapons ... could provide a decisive 
military advantage." Further, the Depart­
ment chartered an independent review group 
to review the Army's choice. That group 
upheld the Army's findings. In affirming the 
independent review group's findings, the De­
partment said that "hit-to-kill lethality is 
fundamentally superior against theater bal­
listic missiles (TBMs) with mass destruction 
warheads during critical phases of military 
operations." It termed the candidate lacking 
a hit-to-kill warhead " ... relatively ineffec­
tive against such threats." More recently, 
the Army has stated ". . that U.S. forces 
would suffer too many casualties to theater 
ballistic missile attack as a consequence" of 
selecting a blast-fragmentation warhead. If 
there were only a blast-fragmentation war­
head interceptor available and no hit-to-kill 
interceptor-which is the case for Navy 
lower tier-the Army "would seek a different 
solution" rather than accept the interceptor 
with a blast-fragmentation warhead. 

The Department could hardly be more ex­
plicit about the superior lethality of hit-to­
kill technology in theater missile defense. 
However, the conferees note that the planned 
Navy lower tier interceptor missile, the 
Standard missile block IV-A, does not use a 
hit-to-kill warhead. Instead, it uses the same 
class of warhead that was so emphatically 
rejected in the PAC-3 competition. The 
Navy's initial response to this issue was that 
its lower tier interceptor must also be effec­
tive in defending ships from sea-skimming 
cruise missile attack, against which the 
blast-fragmentation warhead would be effec­
tive. Yet BMDO presentations to Congress 
this year on the Navy lower tier made no 
mention of this mission. Later responses em­
phasized the ability of the block IV-A to 
cope with non-submunition (unitary) TMD 
threats, minimized the significance of sub­
munition threats, and remained silent about 
nuclear threats. 

The conferees agree with and support the 
Department's rationale for the selection of 
ERINT and its hit-to-kill warhead for the 
P AC-3 system. However, the conferees are 
concerned about this fundamental contradic­
tion in lethality approaches between the Pa­
triot PAC-3 and the Navy lower tier system. 
Accordingly, the conferees are concerned 
that the Navy lower tier will be unable to 
provide adequate protection to amphibious 
landing areas or ports of debarkation against 
"ballistic missile attacks involving weapons 
of mass destruction"-the Department's own 
words for its reasons for designating it as a 
core TMD program. The conferees acknowl­
edge that the Navy faces a large and growing 

threat from sea-skimming, anti-ship cruise 
missiles. The conferees also accept the 
Navy's judgment that the blast-fragmenta­
tion warhead planned for the Navy lower tier 
system offers superior lethality against that 
threat. The conferees note, however, that the 
Navy is developing a number of existing sys­
tems and programs that address the cruise 
missile threat to ships. The conferees further 
note that, for many short-warning scenarios, 
the Navy lower tier system may be the only 
TMD system available to defend U.S. forces 
in landing zones and ports from the growing 
theater ballistic missile threat. In these cir­
cumstances, the conferees require further as­
surances that the Navy lower tier system, by 
itself, can adequately protect U.S. troops 
going ashore until those troops can set up 
and make operable additional land-based 
TMD defenses. The conferees are unable to 
determine from information provided by the 
Department whether the proposed Navy 
lower tier configuration would adequately 
protect against the most stressing chemical 
submunition and nuclear warhead threats. 
This concern extends to the cooperative 
U.S.-Israeli ARROW/ACES program, which 
also relies on a blast-fragmentation warhead. 

Some have suggested that the Standard 
block IV-A interceptor could be upgraded to 
embody hit-to-kill capability. The conferees 
are mindful that the Department concluded 
that "there were no reasonable upgrades" to 
the losing missile in the PAC-3 competition 
"that would substantially improve its per­
formance against weapons of mass destruc­
tion." 

Other options could possibly fill the re­
quirement, though all have uncertainties. A 
marinized version of ERINT or the theater 
high altitude area defense (THAAD) system 
might be possible. Moreover, accelerating 
the CORPS SAM program might enable expe­
ditionary forces to take their missile defense 
with them as they disembarked. If Patriot 
PAC-3 units could be prepositioned on LHDs 
or other appropriate ships, protection could 
be established on land within a matter of 
hours after arrival. Other options include 
pre-deploying P AC-3 systems to areas of pos­
sible engagement in advance of hostilities, 
and restricting initial landings to regions be­
yond the range of hostile TBMs. 

The conferees have additional concerns re­
lated to this issue that are discussed in the 
classified annex to this statement of the 
managers. 

NA VY UPPER TIER 

Concerns about Navy lower tier warhead 
lethality affect other major TMD programs. 
The conferees note that a significant frac­
tion of Navy lower tier funding supports 
Navy upper tier development. The current 
Navy upper tier program does involve hit-to­
kill technology, but the LEAP vehicle is in­
compatible with the lower tier mission. The 
conferees recognize that the combination of 
Navy lower tier and Navy upper tier may be 
the lowest-cost combination for sea-based 
TBM systems; however, they recognize it 
may also be the least effective. If the Navy 
lower tier program were to be delayed by the 
search for greater lethality, or canceled in 
favor of other options, the program cost of 
the Navy upper tier would increase. The 
Navy upper tier program is also affected by 
the Administration's recent proposals in the 
Standing Consultative Commission to clarify 
the ABM Treaty. Under the proposed three 
kilometer per second interceptor velocity 
limit, the performance of the Standard mis­
sile equipped with a LEAP kill vehicle may 
be ·reduced to a point at which its cost and 
effectiveness relative to a marinized version 
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of THAAD would require re-examination. 
Both factors suggest the need for prompt and 
thorough re-evaluation of the cost and effec­
tiveness of the Navy upper tier program. 

FOLLOW-ON TMD SYSTEMS 

BMDO is pursuing three follow-on TMD 
programs that address different aspects of 
the theater missile threat: the Army 's 
CORPS SAM; the Navy's upper tier; and the 
Air Force's boost phase intercept (BPI) pro­
grams. BMDO is seeking to bring all three 
programs to an EMD decision in 1998. Given 
the lack of technological maturity of BPI, 
the BMDO budget request would constrain 
funding for both CORPS SAM and Navy 
upper tier and allocate greater funding for 
BPI than is warranted by a development pro­
gram of low-to-medium technical risk-the 
standard the conferees have traditionally ap­
plied. 

PATRIOT PAC-3 RISK REDUCTION 

The conferees strongly support the P AC-3 
program, and believe that adequate risk-re­
duction funds should be made available to 
hedge against possible technical difficulties 
during the EMD phase of the program. In the 
conferees' view, adequate development fund­
ing for the ERINT interceptor that was se­
lected for P AC-3 should be provided, and, as 
resources permit, funds for further develop­
ment of selected technologies from the 
multi-mode missile should also be provided 
as a hedge against technical problems with 
comparable ERINT technologies. Given the 
priority they attach to the Patriot PAC-3 
program, the conferees accept the need for 
both kinds of risk-reduction efforts. 

OTHER BOOST-PHASE TECHNOLOGIES 

In addition to the BPI program contained 
in the BMDO follow-on TMD category, funds 
for three boost-phase intercept concepts 
were also included in the budget request; the 
BMDO space-based laser program; the Air 
Force airborne laser program; and the Air 
Force air-launched kinetic-kill boost-phase 
interceptors. Funds requested for these four 
concepts exceeded $210.0 million. The con­
gressional defense committees have all con­
cluded that this level of funding is 
unsupportable. Clearly, the number of BPI 
approaches vying for scarce funds must be 
reduced so that significant progress can be 
made on one or two realistic concepts. 

CONFEREE ACTIONS TO RESOLVE CONCERNS 

NATIONAL MISSILE DEFENSE 

The conferees agree to recommend $400 
million for the NMD program. The conferees 
emphasize the importance of demonstrating, 
on an accelerated basis, the potential effec­
tiveness of a national missile defense system 
through realistic flight testing. In this re­
gard, the conferees endorse the guidance con­
tained in the Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) 
that: "The objective [for the NMD program] 
should be to develop and test, as rapidly as 
available NMD funding will permit, a lim­
ited, 'UOES-type ' capability using existing 
flight-qualified hardware, even though such 
hardware may not incorporate the latest 
'state of the art ' technology. " The conferees 
direct the Secretary of Defense, in consulta­
tion with the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, to review the fiscal year 1996 and Fu­
ture Years Defense Program (FYDP) funding 
and programmatic content of the BMDO 
NMD technology readiness program, and to 
make any changes necessary to ensure 
BMDO compliance with this guidance. 

The conferees also direct the Secretary, in 
consultation with the Chairman, to study 
the BMDO plans for fielding a limited 
"UOES-type" NMD capability against a vari-

ety of postulated threats. Within the overall 
BUR funding guidance to NMD in fiscal year 
1996 and throughout the FYDP, the study 
shall consider those programmatic changes 
and reallocations of · funds among NMD 
projects within the BMDO NMD technology 
readiness program that would minimize the 
lead-time to field an adequate defense of the 
United States against a quantitatively lim­
ited missile threat that could emerge at the 
end of the years 2000, 2005, and 2010, respec­
tively. For the purpose of the study, the Sec­
retary shall assume that the United States 
would receive reliable warning of a rogue 
missile threat three years in advance of each 
date mentioned, and that appropriate budg­
etary adjustments to respond to the threat 
would be made once reliable warning had 
been received. For each such threat date and 
set of assumptions, the Secretary shall esti­
mate the date by which effective defenses of 
(a) the continental United States and (b) all 
50 states against a limited strategic threat 
could achieve a limited operating capability. 
The report, in both classified and unclassi­
fied forms, shall be provided to the congres­
sional defense committees not later than 
March 1, 1995. 

THEATER MISSILE DEFENSE 

The conferees further agree to provide sub­
stantial funding for the highest priority 
TMD programs. The conferees, however, also 
agree to restrict the obligation of portions of 
those funds until a number of additional 
analyses are prepared and delivered to the 
congressional defense committees, and until 
the committees receive additional assur­
ances that these funds are required. 

NAVY LOWER TIER 

For the Navy lower tier system, the con­
ferees agree to recommend $140.0 million, a 
reduction of $39.5 million from the requested 
amount. In addition, the conferees direct 
that only $100.0 million be available for obli­
gation until all of the following conditions 
have been met: 

(1) an analysis of the lethality of the Navy 
lower tier blast-fragmentation warhead 
against the full threat spectrum used by the 
Army in the analysis of the two competing 
Patriot PAC-3 warheads has been conducted 
and the results reported to the congressional 
defense committees; 

(2) an analysis of the lethality of a no­
tional CORPS SAM system based on ERINT­
and GBR-T-type hardware against the same 
threat spectrum and under the same ground 
rules as (1) above has been conducted, and 
the results have been provided to the con­
gressional defense committees; 

(3) an analysis of the feasibility of employ­
ing either CORPS SAM or Patriot PAC-3 fire 
units, in lieu of the Navy lower tier system, 
for defense of amphibious landing zones and 
ports of debarkation, has been conducted and 
the results provided to the congressional de­
fense committees. The analysis should evalu­
ate the feasibility of both early deployment 
to shore from task force ships and operation 
of such units from the deck of selected task 
force vessels, and should be conducted 
against the same threat spectrum and under 
the same ground rules as described in (1 ) 
above. 

(4) an analysis of the most cost-effective 
replacement system or systems for ship self­
defense against the low-observable , sea­
skimming cruise missile threat, under the 
assumption that the Navy lower system was 
terminated at the end of fiscal year 1995, has 
been conducted, and the results have been 
provided to the congressional defense com­
mittees; 

(5) after review of the above analyses, the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff cer­
tifies in writing to the congressional defense 
committees that, in combination with other 
available TMD systems, the lethality of the 
planned Navy lower tier warhead provides an 
acceptable level of protection from: the 
threat of chemical weapons submunitions for 
U.S. troops both at ports of debarkation and 
in amphibious landing operations prior to the 
deployment, setup, and operation of land­
based TMD systems; and 

(6) after review of the above analyses, the 
Secretary of Defense certifies in writing to 
the congressional defense committees that 
proceeding with the planned Navy lower tier 
system is a cost-effective use of limited 
BMDO resources. 

NA VY UPPER TIER 

For the Navy upper tier program, the con­
ferees agree to recommend $50.0 million. Of 
this amount, $10.0 million may not be obli­
gated until all of the following conditions 
have been met: 

(1) an updated funding profile and schedule 
is provided to the congressional defense com­
mittees setting forth the cost and schedule 
for development and deployment of the 
planned Navy upper tier system if changes 
were made to the scope and schedule of the 
Navy lower tier system; 

(2) an analysis of the cost-effectiveness of 
the planned Navy upper tier system (LEAP) 
relative to a marinized version of the 
THAAD interceptor missile has been con­
ducted and the results have been provided to 
the congressional defense committees. The 
analysis shall be conducted under the follow­
ing assumptions: (a) that the Navy lower tier 
program is, in one instance, canceled at the 
end of fiscal year 1995, and, in a second in­
stance, is continued; (b) that the Army 's 
THAAD program is fully funded through 
EMD; and (c) that the maximum velocity of 
a sea-based TMD interceptor is , in one in­
stance, limited to three kilometers per sec­
ond and, in a second instance, is uncon­
strained; and 

(3) the report on the compliance of the 
Navy upper tier system has been delivered. 

INDEPENDENT REVIEW 

The conferees further direct the Secretary 
of Defense to reconstitute the independent 
review group originally established to review 
the Army's selection process for the Patriot 
PAC-3 interceptor missile decision (or to es­
tablish a similar group under the auspices of 
the Defense Science Board). This independ­
ent review group shall thoroughly review the 
lethality analysis required by item (1) of the 
" Navy lower tier" subsection above and the 
lethality analysis required in the " ARROW/ 
ACES" subsection below. The results of their 
reviews, and their conclusions regarding the 
comparability of the analyses performed by 
the Department with the PAC-3 decision 
analysis, shall be provided to the congres­
sional defense committees not later than 60 
days after the Department completes the re­
quired lethality studies. 

PATRIOT PAC-3 AND "RISK-REDUCTION" 

The conferees recommend no funding for 
the two requested " demonstration/valida­
tion" (dernlval) activities labelled " ERINT," 
for which the requested amount was S58.5 
million, and " Patriot," for which the re­
quested amount was S69.2 million. 

As a general matter, the conferees agree 
that " risk-reduction" activities should be fo­
cused on the selected system, preferably by 
providing adequate development funds, rath­
er than through the creation of special 
" risk-reduction" funds. Therefore, the con­
ferees agree to recommend a total of $284. 7 
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million for Patriot PAC-3 EMD, including 
the transfer of S69.2 million in dem/val funds 
labelled " Patriot" to the EMD line. None of 
these funds may be used for " risk-reduction" 
activities in connection with multi-mode 
missile (MMM) technologies. 

The conferees recognize the advantage of 
investing in backups for particularly critical 
or risky ERINT technologies or components, 
if such funds can be reallocated from lower­
priority programs. The conferees further 
agree to that, as a general matter, such risk­
reduction activities should be reviewed an­
nually, and the funding level should be based 
on the successful candidate's rate of tech­
nical progress. 

The conferees were given a DOD " Informa­
tion Paper" dated May 18, 1994, regarding the 
Defense Department's proposed three-year, 
$84.8 million risk-reduction activity. That 
" Information Paper" recommended utiliza­
tion of the requested S58.5 million for 
" ERINT" dem/val for risk mitigation for se­
lected technologies from both the MMM and 
the ERINT missiles. The conferees agree to 
recommend the transfer of the $58.5 million 
requested under the " ERINT" dem/val ac­
count to a new line entitled " Patriot PAC-3 
risk-reduction." This amount is only avail­
able for further research and development 
activities on selected MMM and ERINT tech­
nologies. The conferees direct that all funds 
allocated for risk-reduction on MMM tech­
nologies may only be obligated for tech­
nologies that are transferrable to the ERINT 
missile, in the event of technical difficulties 
with critical ERINT technologies. The con­
ferees further direct that none of these risk­
reduction funds be used for additional flight 
testing of the MMM interceptor missile dur­
ing fiscal year 1995. 

The conferees were informally notified at a 
late stage of the conference that DOD is con­
templating a significantly larger risk-reduc­
tion effort than is contained in the May 18, 
1994 "Information Paper," one on the order 
of $180.0 million. Neither funding details nor 
any rationale for such a significant increase 
in the need for risk-reduction was provided. 
The conferees agree that the relevant com­
mittees of jurisdiction should carefully re­
view any such formal DOD risk-reduction 
proposal in the context of their consider­
ation of the fiscal year 1996 defense budget 
request, and recommend that, if DOD deems 
the risk-reduction fund authorized above in­
adequate, it should submit a prior-approval 
reprogramming request during fiscal year 
1995. 

BOOST PHASE INTERCEPT PROGRAMS 
The requested amounts for BPI programs 

in both BMDO and the Air Force totalled 
$210.6 million. Both the Senate bill and the 
House amendment would provide substantial 
funding for all BPI programs. The conferees 
are disappointed that both the Senate and 
the House defense appropriations bills have 
sharply restricted funding for BPI programs 
to $90.0 million or less. Given this con­
straint, the conferees recommend S30.0 mil­
lion within the BMDO budget for high-power 
laser research. These funds may only be used 
to complete the integration of the Alpha 
laser, LAMP optics, and LODE beam control 
in such a way as to maximize the utility of 
the results for tactical applications of chem­
ical lasers. The conferees also direct that the 
funds may not be used to initiate or carry 
out any work on the shield integration facil­
ity or any spacecraft-related activity. The 
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conferees intend that the space-based por­
tion of the chemical laser program end upon 
completion of the Alpha LAMP integration. 

Of the remaining funds for BPI programs 
within the appropriations ceilings, the con­
ferees recommend $20.0 million for the Air 
Force's airborne laser program, and S40.0 
million for the BMDO boost phase intercept 
program. No funds are recommended for the 
boost phase intercept program contained 
within the Air Force 's " theater missile de­
fense " program element. 

The conferees are disappointed with the 
Defense Department's overall effort to man­
age high-power laser research for tactical ap­
plications. The high-power laser guidance re­
port, submitted by the Department in June 
1994, does not outline an integrated depart­
mental program for tactical application of 
high-power lasers. The conferees are con­
cerned that this technology base is slowly 
withering away outside the Air Force, the 
one service providing significant support. 
The conferees, therefore, direct that the 
high-power laser program guidance be up­
dated by March 31, 1995, with a view toward 
sustaining a technology base in high-power 
lasers for Army, Navy, and Air Force tac­
tical applications. The conferees expect an 
integrated DOD high-power laser program to 
be reflected in the fiscal year 1996 request for 
the DOD science and technology base . 

PROCUREMENT 
The conferees recommend fully funding the 

$273.4 million requestion for procurement. 
ADDITIONAL GUIDANCE 

FUNDING RECOMMENDATIQNS AND BUDGETARY 
DATA 

The conferees agree to establish a set of 
distinct program elements for BMDO activi­
ties. The conferees' complete recommenda­
tion for BMDO funding is contained in the 
table that follows this discussion, for each 
program element and for selected programs, 
projects, and activities within certain pro­
gram elements. The conferees intend that 
each program element shown shall be a sepa­
rate line item, and that these titles shall be 
used to account for all funds for each such 
item, whether BMDO attributes the funds to 
exploratory development, demonstration/val­
idation, EMD, or procurement. Since support 
activities like test and evaluation were not 
broken out by projects, the conferees direct 
that, for fiscal year 1995, the funds for the 
major TMD system program elements be 
used to carry out the planned research and 
development activities presented in budget 
documents and testimony, and that support 
for items like test and evaluation activities 
specifically for those programs be funded 
from the " other TMD activities" program 
element. Beginning in fiscal year 1996, to the 
extent possible, test and evaluation funds 
and other direct supporting activities associ­
ated with specific TMD systems should be re­
quested as a project or· task within the ap­
propriate program element. The committee 
expects transfers among the designated pro­
gram elements to be accomplished through 
customary prior-approval reprogramming 
procedures only. The conferees are deter­
mined to require Bi.v1DO to present budgetary 
data in an easy-to-comprehend form, allow­
ing the activities comprising major pro­
grams and their costs to be readily identifi­
able. The conferees note that the current 
submission contains multiple program ele­
ments using the same names and that the 

NMD funding request is commingled in a 
program element with funds requested for 
other purposes. That is a totally unaccept­
able presentation. 

ARROW/ACES 
Within the " other TMD activities" pro­

gram element, the conferees recommend 
$52.4 million for the joint U.S.-Israel 
ARROW/ACES program, which is the re­
quested amount. The conferees note, how­
ever, that the concerns they have expressed 
regarding the questionable lethality of blast­
fragmentation warheads against nuclear 
warheads and warheads containing chemical 
weapons submunitions apply even more di­
rectly to the ARROW/ACES program than to 
the Navy lower tier program. The conferees 
therefore direct BMDO to analyze the 
lethality of the planned ARROW/ACES war­
head against the same threat spectrum and 
under the same ground rules as were used in 
the P AC-3 selection and are required to be 
used in conducting other analyses above. The 
results of this analysis shall be provided to 
the congressional defense committees not 
later than March 31, 1995. 

MANAGEMENT SUPPORT 
The conferees agree to recommend Sl 70.0 

million for the management support activ­
ity, a reduction of $50.2 million from the re­
quested amount. The conferees note that in 
fiscal year 1993, BMDO provided oversight of 
a $3.7 billion SDIO budget of substantially 
greater diversity than the present program 
with a program management budget of $218.3 
million. The total funding recommended 
herein for BMDO for fiscal year 1995 is $2.8 
billion, or just over 75 percent of the fiscal 
year 1993 budget in nominal dollars. Yet 
BMDO requested virtually the same program 
management budget as in fiscal year 1993. A 
budget of $170.0 million for program manage­
ment is in proportion to the decline in over­
all BMDO funding levels. 

The conferees further direct that, in appor­
tioning this program management budget, 
BMDO management apportion the reductions 
in rough proportion to the funding changes 
within the major program categories. Reduc­
tions need to be taken at all levels, inc~uding 
reductions in management layers and over­
head. 

COMPLIANCE REVIEWS 
The conferees agree to a provision that 

would require compliance reviews for both 
the Brilliant Eyes program and the Navy 
upper tier program. Guidance for the Bril­
liant Eyes review is contained in the Senate 
report (S. Rept. 103-282); for the Navy upper 
tier program, the conferees require a review 
of the compliance of the LEAP configuration 
both as currently planned, and if the kick­
stage motor were restricted to limit LEAP 
velocity to three kilometers per second. 

CHANGES TO THE MISSILE DEFENSE ACT OF 
1991 

The conferees agree to a provision that 
would further streamline the Missile Defense 
Act of 1991, as amended. 

FLIGHT TESTING OF THAAD INTERCEPTOR 
MISSILES DURING FISCAL YEAR 1995 

The Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) con­
tained a section entitled " Compliance of 
THAAD Flight Testing During Fiscal Year 
1995." The conferees endorse the views ex­
pressed in that section. 
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Senate advice and consent on agreements that 

modify the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty 
(sec. 232) 

The Senate bill included a provision (sec. 
225) that would require the President to sub­
mit any negotiated changes that would sub­
stantively modify the Anti-Ballistic Missile 
Treaty to the Senate. The United States 
would not be bound by any international 
agreement negotiated by the President that 
substantively modified the Anti-Ballistic 
Missile Treaty unless the agreement was pre­
sented to the Senate for its advice and con­
sent to ratification of the agreement, pursu­
ant to the Constitution. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. The conferees note that 
there is a wide range of views in the Senate 
on what might constitute a "substantive 
modification" to the ABM Treaty which 
would trigger a requirement to submit the 
agreement to the Senate for further advice 
and consent. Since 1972, the ABM Treaty has 
been clarified or modified on a number of oc­
casions without the Executive Branch sub­
mitting the changes to the Senate for its ad­
vice and consent. These clarifications or 
changes, negotiated in the Standing Consult­
ative Commission (SCC) and not submitted 
to the Senate for its advice and consent, 
have taken the form of agreement state­
ments. 

The conferees believe that the Executive 
Branch should consult with the Senate on 
any new agreements reached in the sec or 
elsewhere concerning the ABM Treaty to 
carefully determine whether these new 
agreements meet the definition of a "sub­
stantive modification" to the Treaty, and 
are required to be submitted to the Senate 
for advice an consent under Article II of the 
U.S. Constitution. 
Limitation on flight tests of certain target mis­

siles (sec. 234) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 235) that would limit certain mis­
siles tests. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
Defense women's health research program (sec. 

241) 
The budget request contained no funds for 

the defense women's health research pro­
gram. 

The Senate bill would provide $40.0 million 
in PE 63002D for the defense women's health 
research program and contained a provision 
(sec. 242) that would continue the program. 

"The House amendment would provide $40.0 
million in PE 63002A for the defense women's 
health research program and contained a 
similar provision (sec. 241). 

The ,Senate recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. The conferees agree to provide 
$40.0 million in PE 63002D. 
Submission of Semiconductor Technology Coun­

cil annual report (sec. 251) 
The Senate bill included a provision (sec. 

243) that would require the Semiconductor 
Technology Council to submit its annual re­
port to Congress on March 31 of each year. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Report on oceanographic survey and research 

requirements to support littoral warfare 
(sec. 252) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
244) that would require, not later than March 
1, 1995, the Secretary of the Navy to submit 

to Congress a report on the oceanographic 
survey and research and development re­
quirements needed to support Navy oper­
ations in littoral regions. 

The House amendment contained on simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
LANSCEI LAMPF upgrades (sec. 253) 

The Senate bill included a provision (sec. 
245) that would authorize $20.0 million for 
the Defense Nuclear Agency to complete the 
upgrade of the Los Alamos Neutron Scatter­
ing Center/Los Alamos Meson Physics Facil­
ity (LANSCE/LAMPF). 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would provide funds for the facility 
from funds made available pursuant to sec­
tion 201 of this act. These funds would be in­
cluded in a separate Army program element 
(PE 65104A). 
Study regarding live-fire survivability testing of 

F-22 aircraft (sec. 254) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

246) that would direct the Secretary of De­
fense to request the National Research Coun­
cil of the National Academy of Sciences to 
study the desirability of waiving the live-fire 
survivability testing requirements for the F-
22 aircraft. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
University research initiatives (secs. 255 and 

257) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
249) that would provide $10.0 million for the 
university research support program and 
$10.0 million for the defense experimental 
program to stimulate research (DEPSCOR). 
The provision would limit DEPSCOR awards 
to states that have received less than 50 per­
cent of the national average investment of 
federal funds for higher education during the 
past fiscal year. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 218) that would provide $20.0 mil­
lion for DEPSCOR, establish DEPSCOR in 
law, and describe the goals of the program. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would allow states that have received 
less than 60 percent of the national average 
investment of federal funds for higher edu­
cation during the past fiscal year to receive 
DEPSCOR awards. 
Manufacturing technology (sec. 256) 

The budget request contained $97.1 million 
for the manufacturing science and tech­
nology program in the defense agencies' 
account and $20.2 million for the industrial 
preparedness program in the Navy research 
and development account. 

The Senate bill would provide $125.0 for the 
manufacturing science and technology pro­
gram in the following amounts: $30.0 million 
for the Army; $50.0 million for the Air Force; 
$35.0 million for the Navy; and $10.0 million 
for the Defense Logistics Agency (DLA). The 
Senate bill would also provide $20.2 million 
for the Navy industrial preparedness pro­
gram. 

The House amendment would provide $117.l 
million in the defense agencies account and 
$40.5 million for the Navy industrial pre­
paredness program. 

The conferees note that the military serv­
ices have different approaches to manufac­
turing technology. The Army and Air Force 
conduct their programs through contracts 
with industry, while the Navy uses a mixture 
of contracts with industry and centers of ex-

cellence. In recognition of these differences, 
the conferees recommend authorizations in 
two separate programs. 

The first program is the manufacturing 
science and technology program, for which 
the conferees recommend $109.4 million. The 
conferees agree that this program should be 
aimed at the manufacturing technology 
needs of the military departments. The con­
ferees recommend a provision that would re­
quire all awards under this program to be 
made on the basis of competition and all 
awards involving dual-use technology to be 
cost-shared. The conferees note the impor­
tance of repair technology programs and 
urge the services to include repair tech­
nology programs in their manufacturing 
technology competitions. The conferees en­
courage the Army to consider supporting a 
medical manufacturing technology program 
for medical needs related to service in the 
military. The conferees also recognize the 
need for manufacturing technology in the 
apparel and microelectronic emulation pro­
grams of the Defense Logistics Agency, and 
commend these and others efforts described 
in the House report (H. Rept. 103-499). 

The conferees recommend the following 
authorizations: $29.4 million for the Army in 
PE 78045A; $50.0 million for the Air Force in 
PE 78011F; $20.0 million for the Navy in PE 
65872N; and $10.0 million for DLA in PE 
63705D. 

The second program is the Navy industrial 
preparedness program, for which the 
conferees recommend $45.2 million. The con­
ferees intend this second program to be sepa­
rate from the manufacturing science and 
technology program for the specific purpose 
of authorizing the Navy centers of excel­
lence. 
Altimetry convergence study (sec. 258) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1077) that would require the Secretary of the 
Navy and the Administrator of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration to 
study converging radar altimeter programs. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

High-resolution imaging 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

204) that would authorize $10.0 million in Air 
Force RDT&E funds for high-resolution im­
aging of space objects using excimer lasers. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes from the statutory pro­
vision. The conferees would include $10.0 mil­
lion in PE 63605F to continue the excimer 
laser high-resolution imaging program. 
Limitation on obligation of ballistic missile de-

fense funds 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

223) that would restrict the obligation of any 
fiscal year 1995 funds for ballistic missile de­
fenses until certain overdue reports are pro­
vided to the congressional defense commit­
tees. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes because the reports in 
question have now been delivered. 
Management and budget responsibility for 

space-based chemical laser program 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

224) that would provide guidance regarding 
the space-based chemical laser program. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
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Study on beaming high-power laser energy to 

satellites 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
250) that would require the Secretary of De­
fense and the Administrator of NASA to 
study the cost, feasibility, and advisability 
(Including arms control and environmental 
considerations) of developing a system to de­
liver energy to satellites by beaming hlgh­
power laser energy from ground sources. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. The conferees direct 
the Secretary of Defense, in consultation 
with the Administrator of NASA, to carry 
out a study to determine the cost, feasibil­
ity, and advisablllty of the development and 
utilization of a system to deliver energy to 
satellites by beaming high-power laser en­
ergy from ground sources. The Secretary 
shall take into account the impact of such a 
system on the environment and the effect, if 
any, of the development and utilization of 
such a system on the arms control efforts or 
obligations of the United States. In carrying 
out the study, the Secretary shall consider 
the option of the development of a space en­
ergy laser (SELENE) system using a free 
electron laser at the Naval Air Weapons Sta­
tion, China Lake, California. The Secretary 
shall submit the study to the congressional 
defense committees by July 1, 1995. 
Advanced threat radar jammer 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
251) that would preclude the Secretary of De­
fense from negotiating or entering into an 
agreement with a country other than a 
NATO or major non-NATO ally on a joint de­
velopment program for advanced threat 
radar jammers (ATRJ) for combat heli­
copters until 30 days after the Secretary re­
views the program and submits a report to 
the congressional defense committees. The 
provision would require the report to address 
the following: 

(1) the legal basis for seeking funds neither 
authorized nor appropriated for the program; 

(2) the consistency of the program with the 
DOD policy that a system not be sold over­
seas before it had completed operational 
testing and evaluation (OT&E); 

(3) the mission requirements for the sys­
tem; 

(4) an assessment of the threat for which 
the system is developed; 

(5) the potential for proliferation of sen­
sitive electronic warfare technologies; 

(6) the availability of non-developmental, 
less sophisticated technologies for meeting 
the needs of U.S. and allied combat heli­
copters; and 

(7) the availability of similar technologies 
from other foreign countries and the con­
sequences of proliferating such technologies 
in potential conflict regions. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. The conferees under­
stand that: 

(1) the Army's development program ls 
fully funded within the Army budget; 

(2) the "no sale until successful OT&E" 
policy does not apply to potential co-devel­
opment efforts, only to the sale of systems 
already developed; 

(3) requirements for the ATRJ have al­
ready been validated in an operational re­
quirements document (ORD) and in a cost 
and operational effectiveness analysis 
(COEA); 

(4) the requested threat assessment was 
made in deriving the analysis supporting the 
ORD and COEA; 

(5) the interagency process already estab­
lished for evaluating proliferation concerns 
is addressing such concerns; 

(6) the ORD and COEA assessed non-devel­
opmental, less sophisticated technologies 
and found them deficient; and 

(7) the potential development partner has a 
foreign source for similar equipment that 
would not be subject to U.S. export review 
and control. 

Nevertheless, the conferees believe that 
enough concerns remain to require the Sec­
retary of Defense, by March 31, 1995, to pro­
vide a report on the following matters: 

(1) the potential cost-sharing and work­
sharing plan for the co-development effort; 

(2) the ORD and the COEA underpinning 
the Department's plans to proceed with the 
program; 

(3) the threat assessment for the receiving 
nation underpinning the Department's plans 
to proceed with the program; 

(4) an assessment of the potential foreign 
competitor systems, and the level of tech­
nology in those systems; and 

(5) the results of the interagency review 
process that led to the approval of the co-de­
velopment effort, including the review of po­
tential proliferation concerns. 
Missile early warning and tracking 

The budget request contained: 
(1) $150.0 million for development of the 

alert, locate, and report missiles (ALARM) 
early warning satelllte, the follow-on to the 
defense support program (DSP) system. Of 
this amount, $31.0 million was requested for 
a technology demonstration program; 

(2) $120.0 mlllion within the Balllstic Mis­
sile Defense Organization for development 
and demonstration of Brilliant Eyes (BE); 
and 

(3) $76.4 million for further development of 
DSP, including new ground processing capa­
bilities. 

The Senate bill would deny funding for the 
ALARM technology demonstration. It would 
also transfer the BE program to the Air 
Force, and allow the Secretary of Defense to 
use the funds to correct technical intel­
ligence and warning shortfalls, accelerate 
ALARM, continue a BE program focused on 
theater defense, or continue DSP procure­
ment. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 141) that would provide $300.0 mil­
lion for ballistic missile early warning risk 
mitigation. These funds could be used for 
continued procurement of defense support 
program satelllte number 24, accelerated de­
velopment of ALARM leading to launch of 
the first satelllte no later than the first 
quarter of 2002, development of BE, acquisi­
tion of three additional interim theater mis­
sile sensors, or a combination of the above. 
The House amendment also would reduce the 
requested amount for DSP RDT&E by $20.0 
million. 

The House recedes. 
The Department of Defense has undertaken 

a comprehensive review of all space-based in­
frared (SBIR) requirements and programs for 
balllstic missile detection, tracking, tech­
nical intelllgence, and other ancillary mis­
sions. The conferees applaud this effort, but 
not that Congress has directed such an as­
sessment every year for at least the last 
three years. The conferees also not that this 
new review follows a major assessment con­
ducted just a year ago in the Bottom-Up Re­
view (BUR). The BUR resulted in decisions 
to terminate one program, develop a DSP 
follow-on, and initiate another (ALARM); to 
terminate further procurement of DSP; and 
to scale back the BE program substantially. 

The BUR process completely upended the 
fiscal year 1994 budget request, but Congress 
patiently provided wide latitude to the Sec­
retary of Defense to allocate funds once the 
BUR was completed. Now Congress is once 
again in the same position. The conferees in­
tend to provide DOD latitude in this critical 
area in fiscal year 1995, but their patience is 
wearing thin. Moreover, if the Department 
makes major changes in the current pro­
gram, the planned deployment date of a fol­
low-on capability could be jeopardized. 

The conferees deny the $31.0 million re­
quested for the ALARM technology dem­
onstration program. The conferees agree to 
apply these funds, and an additional $19.0 
million, to accelerate the advanced tactical 
warning and attack assessment system by 
two years. The conferees agree to authorize 
the requested amount for BE, but shift the 
program to the defense agencies, RDT&E ac­
count. The Secretary of Defense should de­
termine the appropriate management orga­
nization for this program based on the ongo­
ing review and notify the congressional de­
fense committees within 45 days after the 
date of enactment of this act. 

In addition, in light of the ongoing review 
of SBIR programs within the Department, 
and the potential for changes to existing pro­
grams as a result of the study, the conferees 
direct the Secretary to promptly report to 
the congressional defense committees on the 
results of the study, together with any rec­
ommended programmatic, budgetary, and 
schedule changes. Should the Secretary de­
termine that modlflcations to existing pro­
grams are necessary, the conferees would 
consider a reprogramming request to imple­
ment any such changes. 
Mobile off-shore base and landing ship quay 

causeway program 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 220) that would prohibit develop­
ment or acquisition of a mobile off-shore 
base (MOB) or landing ship quay causeway 
(LSQ!C) until: 

(1) the Joint Requirements Oversight 
Council (JROC) has approved an operational 
requirement for the MOB or LSQ!C; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense has certified to 
the congressional defense committees that: 
(a) there was a validated requirement for the 
MOB or LSQ!C, and (b) the acquisition plan 
and program to fulfill that requirement were 
fully funded in the Future Years Defense 
Program. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. The Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) 
stated that, by the end of 1994,: (1) the JROC 
should determine whether there is an oper­
ational requirement for these programs; and 
(2) the Defense Science Board (DSB) should 
review the programs and submit the results 
of its review to Congress prior to the submis­
sion of the fiscal year 1996 budget request. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees agree with the concerns ex­

pressed in the Senate report about over-the­
shore logistics operations and the need for 
an ability to sustain operations in austere 
environments or in locations in which port 
operations could be disrupted by the use of 
weapons of mass destruction. The conferees 
agree with the finding in the House provision 
that the concepts of the sea-going MOB and 
related LSQ!C could signlflcantly improve 
the U.S. crisis response capability in areas in 
which land bases are not available. The con­
ferees also agree that the potential develop­
ment and acquisition costs of these systems 
could be large enough that either would be a 
major defense program subject to review and 
approval by the Defense Acquisition Board. 
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The conferees agree with the guidance in 

the Senate report with respect to actions by 
the JROC and the Under Secretary of De­
fense for Acquisition and Technology. The 
conferees strongly desire that the results of 
the JROC program evaluation and the DSB 
report be submitted prior to December 31, 
1994. 

If the JROC and DSB reviews indicate that 
the Department should pursue either the 
MOB or LSQ!C program, or both, beyond fis­
cal year 1995, the conferees direct the De­
partment of Defense to document future 
funding and development plans for these two 
programs, including specific development 
and acquisition milestones, as a part of its 
fiscal year 1996 budget justification. If the 
program's scope warrants, the Department 
should specify a schedule for timely review 
by the Defense Acquisition Board that can 
help inform congressional evaluation of the 
fiscal year 1996 Department of Defense budg­
et request. 
ARROW/ACES program 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 221) regarding funding for the 
ARROW/ACES program. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. Funding for ARROW/ 
ACES is discussed elsewhere in this state­
ment of the managers. 
Army helicopter engine upgrade program 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 222) that would reduce the author­
ization for Army research and development 
by $4.5 million. The provision specified that 
the reduction would be derived from funds 
intended for developing an electronic fuel 
control to upgrade the hydro-mechanical 
unit for the T53-series helicopter engine. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. The conferees agree to 
recommend funding for Army research and 
development that incorporates this action. 
Theater missile defense programs 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 232) that would provide funding and 
guidance for the Navy upper tier theater 
missile defense program. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. Funding for the Navy 
upper tier program is discussed elsewhere in 
this statement of the managers. 

Theater missile defense risk reduction activities 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 233) that would create a risk-reduc­
tion fund for theater missile defenses. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
TITLE III-OPERATION AND 

MAINTENANCE 
The Senate bill would authorize 

'$92,457,460,000 for operation and maintenance 
for the Department of Defense and 
$1,618,038,000 for Working Capital Fund ac­
counts in fiscal year 1995. 

The House amendment would authorize 
$90,317,199,000 for operation and maintenance 
for the Department of Defense and 
$1,212,038,000 for Working Capital Fund ac­
counts in fiscal year 1995. 

The conferees recommend authorization of 
$91 ,463,223,000 for operation and maintenance 
for the Department of Defense and 
$2,068,038,000 for Working Capital Fund ac­
counts in fiscal year 1995, as reflected in the 
following tables. 

The conferees recommend authorization of 
all funds for the Defense Health Program, in­
cluding procurement, under Title Ill. 
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"""' cc 
TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINlENANCE ~ 

~ 
SUMMARY OF FUNDS RECOMMENDED FOR AUTHORIZATION 

(dollars in thousands] 

Amended 
FY 1995 FY 1995 FY 1995 FY 1995 

Authorization House House Senate Senate Conference Conference 
Title Request Change Authorized Change Authorized Change Authorized 

O&M, Army 17,816,81'4 (458,253) 17,358,561 (223,900) 17,592,914 (390,010) 17,426,804 
O&M, Navy 21,226,570 (1, 117,043) 20,109,527 149,900 21,376,470 (171, 100) 21,055,470 
O&M, Marine Corps 1,918,395 78,700 1,997,095 178,300 2,096,695 · 147,900 2.066,295 
O&M, Air Force · 19,076,623 (343,583) 18,733,040 (237,600) 18,839,023 (239,000) 18,837,623 (j 
O&M, Defense Agencies 10,208,413 (718,592) 9,489,821 (214,088) 9,994,325 (176,837) 10,031,!576 0 
O&M, Army Reserve 1,253,709 1,313 1,256,022 0 1,253,709 (14,887) 1_,238,822 z 
O&M, Navy Reserve 827,819 0 827,819 500 828,319 0 827,819 

G') 

O&M, Marine Corps Reserve 81,462 0 81,462 0 81,462 0 81,462 ~ 
O&M, Air Force Reserve 1,478,990 ·2,342 1,481,332 0 1,478,990 (14,0~ 1,484,932 

rFJ 
rFJ 

O&M, Army National Guard 2,447, 148 1,467 2,448,615 5,000 2,4!52, 148 (48,733) 2,398,415 
lo-I 

0 
O&M, Air National Guard 2,780, 178 0 2,780, 178 0 2.780, 178 (8,500) 2,771,878 z 
Ri~e Practice, Army 2,544 0 2,544 0 2,544 0 2,544 > 

t""4 
Defense Inspector General 128,098 20,000 148,098 12,700 1 .. 0,798 12.700

1 

140,798 

~ U.S. Court of Military Appeals 6,126 0 6,126 0 6,126 0 6,126 
Summer Olympics 0 4,000 4,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 (j 

Environmental Restoration Fund 2, 180,200 0 2,180,200 0 2, 180,200 (150,000) 2.030,200 0 
~ 

Drug Interdiction 714,200 0 714,200 0 714,200 0 714,200 t:; 
Defente Health Program O&M 9,922,059 0 9,922,059 (67,600) 9,85 .. ,459 (67,600) 9,854,459 ~ Overseas Humanitarian, Disaster & Civic Aid 71,900 (11,900) 60,000 0 71,900 14, 100 86,000 
Cooperative Threat Reduction 400,000 0 400,000 0 •oo.ooo 0 400,000 0 
Contingency for International Peacekeeping 300,000 0 300,000 0 300,000 (300,000) 0 c 

rFJ 

DOD 50th Anniversary of WWII 0 500 500 0 0 0 0 t:r1 

Special Olympic 1 0 2,000 2,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 
Project Peace 0 15,000 15,000 0 0 15,000 1!5,000 

Total 92,841,248 (2,524,049) 90,317, 1·99 (383,788) 92,457,460 (1,378,025) 91,463,223 

REVOLVING AND MANAGEMENT FUNDS 
~ 

DEFENSE BUSINESS OPERATIONS FUND 1, 169,038 43,000 1,212,038 (379,600) 789,438 70,400 1,239,438 ~ 
~ 

NATIONAL DEFENSE SEALIFT FUND 608,600 (608,600) 0 220,000 828,600 . 220,000 828,600 Ct.l 
~ 

....... 

TOTAL 1,777,638 (565,600) 1,212,038 (159,600) 1,618,030 290,400 2,068,038 "'t\:) 

....... 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE ~ 
[dollar• In thousands] ;::: 

\/) 

""" 
House 8111 Senate Bill Conference N 

---------------------------------------------------------------- --~ 
Amended Change Change Change N 

\.0 LINE ID ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From \.0 
Re guest Re guest Authorization Re9uest Authortzatlon Re9uest Autho rlzatlo n ~ 

OPERATION AND MAINlCNANCE, ARMY 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: OPERATING FORCES 

LANO FORCES 
250 COMBAT UNrTS 1,783,474 1,783,474 1,783,474 1,783,474 
300 TACTICAL SUPPORT 1, 178,297 1, 178,297 1, 178,297 1, 178,297 
350 THEATER DEFENSE FORCES 208,141 208, 141 208, 141 208, 141 n 
400 FORCE RELATED TRAINING/SPECIAL ACTIVITIES 1,186,444 1, 186,444 1, 188,444 1, 186,444 0 
450 FORCE COMMUNICATIONS 61,496 61,496 61,496 61,496 z 
SoO DEPOT MAINTENANCE 1.037,338 300,000 1,292,338 65,000 1,102,338 140,000 1, 177.338 ~ 

DEPOT CONVERSION 40,000 g; 
EXCESS UNIT DEPOT-LEVEL REPAIRABLES CREDIT (85,000) rJJ 

550 JCS EXERCISES 66,412 66,412 66,412 66,412 rJJ 
~ 

600 BASE SUPPORT 3, 197,$54 3,197,534 3, 197,534 3, 197,534 0 
· 650 REPROGRAMMINGSJFUEL CREDIT z 

> 
LANO OPERATIONS SUPPORT 

~ 

700 COMBAT DEVELOPMENTS 222,405 222,405 222,405 222,405 g; 
750 UNIFIED COMMANDS ' 74,248 74,246 74,2415 74,246 n 
800 AEPROGRAMMINGSJFUEL CREDrT 0 

~ 
TOTAL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: 9,015,787 255,000 9,270,787 65,000 9,080,787 140,000 9,15!5,787 tj 

I 
BUDGET ACTIVITY 2: MOBILIZATION :r: 

0 
MOBILITY OPERATIONS c::: 

rJJ 
950 POMCUS 142,299 142,299 142,299 142.299 ~ 

1000 STRATEGIC MOBILIZATION 284,647 284,647 284,847 284.647 
1050 WAR RESERVE ACTIVITIES 54,718 54,718 54,71~ 54.718 
1100 INDUSTRIAL PREPAREDNESS 89,728 91,728 89,728 89,728 

MRE1 2,000 2.000 2.oOo 
1150 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUa CREDIT 

TOT AL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 2: 571,392 2,000 573,392 0 571,392 2,000 573,392 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 3: TRAINING AND RECRUITING 

ACCESSION TRAINING 
1300 OFFICER ACQUISITION 51 , 184 51,184 51, 184 51, 184 
1350 RECRUIT TRAINING 12,173 12,173 12, 173 12.173 
1400 ONE STATION UNrTTRAINING 16,733 16,733 16,733 16,733 
1450 RESERVE OFFICERTRAINING CORPS (ROTC) 108.642 108,642 108,642 108.642 ~ 
1500 BASE SUPPORT (ACADEMY ONL V) 115.300 115,300 115,300 115.300 li-l = ~ 

Q1 



~ 

TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
I-' 
CD 

[dollar• in thouHnd•) ~ 
0) 

House Biii Senate Bill Conference 

----------------------------------------------------------------
Amended Change Change Change 

LINE ID ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From 
Request Request Authorization Request Authorization Aeguest Authorization 

BASIC SKILLJ ADVANCE TRAINING 
1600 SPECIALIZED SKILL TRAINING 244,356 249,356 244,356 244,356 

FRIENDLY FIRE/SAFETY TRAINING 5,000 5,000 5;000 
1650 FLIGHT TRAINING 258,167 258,667 258,167 258,167 

TOSS 500 500 500 
1700 PROFESSIONAL DEVB.OPMENT EDUCATION 87,296 87,296 87,296 87,296 
1750 TRAINING SUPPORT 390,778 399,268 390,778 390,778 

TELETRAINING (TNET) 8,490 8,490 8,490 n 
1800 BASE SUPPORT (OTHERTRAINING) 1,062,203 1,062,203 1,062,203 1,062,203 0 
1850 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT z 

~ 

RECRUITING/OTHER TRAINING ~ 
1900 RECRUITING ANO ADVERTISING 159,959 36,500 196,459 33,000 192,959 33,000 192,959 Vl 

Vl 
1950 EXAMINING 66,133 68,133 68,133 66,133 -0 
2000 OFF-DUTY AND VOLUNTARY EDUCATION 110,633 110,633 110,833 110,633 z 
2050 CIVILIAN EDUCATION ANO TRAINING 92,000 94,000 92,000 92,000 > 

NONCOM BAT ANT COUNSELING 2,000 2,000 2,000 ~ 

2100 JUNIOR ROTC 65,387 65,387 . 65,387 65,387 
~ 2150 BASE SUPPORT (RECRUITING LEASES) 155,075 155,075 155,075 155,075 

2200 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREOfT n 
0 

TOT AL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 3: 2,996,019 52,490 3,048,509 33,000 3,029,019 48,990 3,045,009 
~ 

~ BUDGEf ACTIVITY 4: AOMIN & SEAVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES 

0 
SECURITY PROGRAMS c:! 

2350 SECURITY PROGRAMS 400,696 386,696 406,396 400.696 Vl 

CLASSIFIED (14,000) 5,700 (5.000) (5,000) 
t:'r:1 

LOGISTICS OPERATIONS 
2450 SERVICEWIDE TRANSPORTATION 544,832 544,832 544,832 (16,300) 528.532 
2500 CENTRAL SUPPLY ACTIVITIES 478,524 478,524 . 478,524 478,524 
2550 LOGISTIC SUPPORT ACTIVITIES 342,751 327,751 342,751 342.75~ 

INVENTORIES (15,000) (45,000) (45.000) 
2600 AMMUNITION MANAGEMENT 388,599 388,599 388,599 388,599 

SERVICEW10E SUPPORT ~ 
2700 ADMINISTRATION 316,751 316,751 316,751 316,751 ~ 2750 SERVICEWIOE COMMUNICATIONS 805,494 805,494 805,494 805.494 

~ 
2800 MANPOWER MANAGEMENT 81,413 81,413 81,413 81,413 rn 
2850 OTHER PERSONNEL SUPPORT 174,934 54,934 174,934 174.934 

("1. 

""'4 
2900 OTHER SERVICE SUPPORT 541,957 541,957 541,957 541.957 --~ 
2950 ARMY CLAIMS ACTIVITIES 177,564 177,564 177,564 177.564 

N 
3000 REAL ESTATE MANAGEMENT 98,209 98,209 98,209 98,209 \() 

\() 
~ 



~ 

~ 
~ 
~ 
~ 

TITLE tit -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE N 

(dollars In thounnda) ,.l'=l 
N 

House Bill Senate Bill Conference 'C 
'C ---------------------------------------------------------------- ~ 

Amended Change Change Change 
LINE ID ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From 

Regueat Reguest Authortzation Regueat Authorization Re9ueat Authortzation 

3100 BASE SUPPORT 800,280 884,280 600,280 600,280 
MWR/STARS & STRIPES (6,000) (6.000) (6,000) 

3150 DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION ACCOUNT 
3170 REPAOGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT 

SUPPORT OF OTHER NATIONS n 
3200 INTERNATIONAL MILITARY HEADQUARTERS 265,525 265,525 265,525 265,525 0 
3250 MISC SUPPORT OF OTHER NATIONS 20,267 20,267 20,267 20,287 z 

G') 
3300 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT 

~ 
TOT AL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: 5,237,796 (35,000) 5,372,796 5,700 5,243,496 (72,300) 5,165,496 Vl 

Vl 
~ 

UNDISTRIBUTE·o 0 z 
CIVILIAN PERSONNEL UNDERSTRENGTH (100,000) (100,000) (405,700) (405,700) (241,200) (241,200) > 
MILIT AF« TO CIVILIAN CONVERSION 65,000 65,000 t-4 
RATION CONTROL (7,000) (7,000) (3,500) (3,SO<Jt 

~ CONTRACTOR & CONSULTING SERVICES (156,000) (156,000) (78,000) . (78.ooot 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY (138,743) (138,743) (30,000) (30,ooot n 
RESIDUAL VALUE (70,000) (70,000) (70,000) (70,000) 0 

~ 
WARTIME HOST NATION SUPPORT (100,000) (100,000) (100,000) (100,ooot ~ 
DBOF ADJUSTMENT I CAPITAL ACCOUNTS (60,000) (80,000) (40.000) (40,000) :I: 

PRIOR YEAR LOSSES (81,000) (81,000) 0 
UNOBLIGATED BALANCES (130,000) (130,000) (95,000) (95,000) c 
PLANNED REDUCTION OFFSETS (100,000) (100,000) Vl 

ENVIRONMENT AL COMPLIANCE (25,000) (25,000) tr.! 

ARMS CONTROL COMPLIANCE COSTS (6,000) (8,000) (6.000) (6,ooot 
REAL PROPERTY MAINTENANCE SQ,000 60,000 30,000 30,000 
FEDERAL WORKFORCE RESTRUCT. ACT 22,600 22,600 22.600 22.600 
ARMY ENVIRON. POLICY INST. 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 
GSA FEES (4,180) (4,180) (4,180) (4,180) 
FOREIGN NATIONAL EMPLOYEES (120,000) (120,000) (120,000) (120,000) 
U.S. BASE OPERATIONS. OVERSEAS TRANSFERS 290,000 290,000 290,000 290,000 
MWR BILLETING TO BARRACKS (65,000) (65,000) 
BARRACKS MAINTENANCE & REPAIR 65,000 65,000 
STOCKPILE TRANSFER (50,000) (50,000) 
TRAVEL (19.100) (19, 100) 

TOTAL, O&M, ARMY 17,816.814 (458,253) 17,358,561 (223,900) 17,592,914 (390,010) 17,426,804 

~ 
~ = ~ 
~ 
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TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE ... 

[dollar• in thouaande] 
CD 
~ 
~ 

House Bill Senate Bill Conference 

----------------------------------------------------------------
Amended Change Change Change 

LINE ID ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From 
Request Request Authorization RequHt Authorization Request Authorization 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: OPERATING FORCES 

AIR OPERATIONS 
3950 MISSION AND OTHER FLIGHT OPERATIONS 1,922,587 1,922,587 1,922,587 1,922,587 
4000 FLEET AIR TRAINING 737,877 737,877 737,877 737,877 
4050 INTERMEDIATE MAINTENANCE 67,154 67,154 87,154 67,154 ("') 

4100 AIR OPERATIONS ANO SAFETY SUPPORT 82,359 82,359 82,359 82.359 0 
4150 AIRCRAFT DEPOT MAINTENANCE 659,511 50,000 709,511 30,000 689,511 20,000 679,511 z 

~ 
4200 AIRCRAFT DEPOT OPERATIONS SUPPORT 34,001 34,001 34,001 34,001 

~ 4250 BASE SUPPORT 1,129,192 1, 129, 192 1, 129, 192 1, 129, 192 
4300 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT 

r.FJ 
r.FJ -

SHIP OPERATIONS 
0 z 

4350 MISSION AND OTHER SHIP OPERATIONS 1,891,202 1,878,202 1,891,202 1,891,202 > 
INVENTORIES (15,000) (45,000) (45,000) ~ 

4400 SHIP OPERATIONAL SUPPORT AND TRAINING 501,771 501,771 501,771 501,771 
~ 4450 INTERMEDIATE MAINTENANCE 425, 116 425,118 425,116 425,116 

4500 SHIP DEPOT MAINTENANCE 2,337,433 50,000 2,387,433 35,000 2,372,433 20,000 2,357,433 ("') 

0 
SHIP ALTERATIONS 5,000 5,000 ~ 

4550 SHIP DEPOT OPERATIONS SUPPORT 887,204 867,204 867,204 867,204 ~ 
4600 BASE SUPPORT 1,009,960 1,009,960 1,009,960 1,009,960 

~ 4650 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT 
0 

COMBAT OPERATIONS/SUPPORT e 
4700 COMBAT COMMUNICATIONS 213,237 213,237 213,237 213,237 r.FJ 

tr.I 
4750 ELECTRONIC WARFARE 8,625 8,625 8,625 8,625 

4800 SPACE SYSTEMS ANO SURVEILLANCE 116,807 116,807 116,807 116.807 

4850 WARFARE TACTICS 134,275 134,275 134,275 134.275 

4900 OPERATIONAL METEOROLOGY ANO OCEANOGRAPHY 188.699 188,699 188,699 188,699 

4950 COMBAT SUPPORT FORCES 280,874 280,874 280,874 280,874 

5000 EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE 168, 179 168,179 168, 179 168.179 

5050 DEPOT OPERATIONS SUPPORT 1,262 1,262 1.262 1,262 

5100 BASE SUPPORT 461.296 461,296 461,296 461,296 

5150 REPAOGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT 
~ 

WEAPONS SUPPORT ~ 
5200 CRUISE MISSILE 130,964 130,964 130,964 130,964 ~ 
5250 FLEET BALLISTIC MISSILE 780,849 780,849 780,849 780,849 Cl:> 

~ 

5300 IN-SERVICE WEAPONS SYSTEMS SUPPORT 30,546 30,546 30,548 30,546 ....... 
5350 WEAPONS MAINTENANCE 475,942 475,942 475,942 475,942 "'t-..:> 
5400 BASE SUPPORT ' 92,322 92,3~2 92,322 92.322 ....... 
5410 UNDISTRIBUTED ~ 

~ 
~ 



~ 
TITLE Ill--'- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE ~ 

(dollars In thousands] ~ 
Ct.l 

""" Ho.uH Bill Senate Bill Conference ._ 
---------------------------------------------------------------- s~ 

Amended Change Change Change ._ 
LINE ID ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From ~ 

~ 
Re9uest Re9ueat Authorization Re9uest Authorization Re9ueat Authorization ~ 

5450 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT 

TOTAL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: 14,749,244 85,000 14,834,244 65,000 14,814,244 0 14,749,244 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 2: MOBILIZATION 

READY RESERVE AND PREPOSfTIONING FORCES 
5600 SHIP PREPOSITIONING ANO SURGE 455,123 455,123 455,123 455,123 

n 
ACTIVATIONS/INACTIVATIONS 0 

5700 AIRCRAFT ACTIVATIONS/INACTIVATIONS 12,921 12,921 12,921 12,921 z 
C') 

5750 SHIP ACTIVATIONS/INACTIVATIONS 811, 129 811,129 811,129 811.129 
~ 

MOBILIZATION PREPAREDNESS 
CJ) 
CJ) 

5850 FLEET HOSPITAL PROGRAM 16,473 16,473 16,473 16,473 ~ 

0 
5900 INDUSTRIAL READINESS 58,785 58,785 58,785 58,785 z 
5950 COAST GUARD SUPPORT 18,308 18,308 18,308 18,308 > 

t""" 
TOT AL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 2: 1,372,739 0 1,372,739 0 1,372,739 0 1,372,739 

~ 
BUDGET ACTIVITY 3: TRAININq AND RECRUITING n 

0 
~ 

ACCESSION TRAINING t:l 
6150 OFFICER ACQUISITION 58,637 58,637 58,637 58,637 I 
6200 RECRUIT TRAINING 4,436 4,436 4,436 4,438 =c: 
6250 RESERVE OFFICERS TRAINING CORPS (ROTC) 51,323 51,323 51,323 51,323 0 
6300 BASE SUPPORT 129, 170 129, 170 129,170 129,170 e 

CJ) 

BASIC SKILLS AND ADVANCED TRAINING 
t'l"l 

6400 SPECIALIZED SKILL TRAINING 216,554 221,554 216,554 216.554 

FRIENDLY FIRE/SAFETY TRAINING 5,000 5,000 5,000 

6450 FLIGHT TRAINING 325.683 325,683 325,683 325.683 
6500 PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT EDUCATION 54,442 54,442 54,442 54,442 

6550 TRAINING SUPPORT 137, 174 137, 174 137,174 137.174 

6600 BASE SUPPORT 454,375 454,375 454,375 454,375 

6650 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT 

RECRUITING, AND OTHER TRAINING AND EDUCATION 
6700 RECRUITING ANO ADVERTISING 89,849 25,700 115,549 31,000 120,849 31,000 120,849 
6750 OFF-DUTY AND VOLUNTARY EDUCATION 61,798 61,798 61,798 61,798 

6800 CIVILIAN EDUCATION AND TRAINING 24,362 24,362 24,362 24,362 

6850 JUNIOR ROTC 21, 171 21, 171 21,171 21,171 

6900 BASE SUPPORT 1,496 1,496 1,496 1,496 
~ 

"""' TOT AL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 3: 1,630,470 30,700 1,661, 170 31,000 1,661,470 36,000 1,666,470 = ~ = 



~ 
TITLE Ill - - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

""""' [dollar• In thouaands) ~ 
~ 
Q 

House Bill Senate Bill Conference 

----------------------------------------------------------------
Amended Change Change Change 

LIN-E 10 ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From 
Request Reguest Authorization Regueat Authorization ReguHt Authorization 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: AOMIN & SERVICEWIOE ACTIVITIES 

SERVICEWIOE SUPPORT 
7100 ADMINISTRATION 382,299 382,299 382,299 382,299 
7150 EXTERNAL RELATIONS 18,241 18,2•'1 18,241 18.241 
7200 CIVILIAN MANPOWER ANO PERSON MANAGEMENT 55,571 55,571 55,571 55,571 
7250 MILITARY MANPOWER ANO PERSON MANAGEMENT 143,406 143,406 143,408 143,406 

· 7300 OTHER PERSONNEL SUPPORT 386,950 446,950 386,950 386,950 ~ 
DEPOT CONVERSION 60,000 0 

7350 SERVICEWIDE COMMUNICATIONS 216, 189 216, 189 218,189 216.189 z 
7400 BASE SUPPORT 291,873 291,873 291,873 291,873 ~ 
7450 REPAOGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT g; 

CJ) 

LOGISTICS OPERATIONS AND TECHNICAL SUPPORT 
CJ) 
~ 

7500 SERVICEWIOE TRANSPORTATION 142,315 142,315 142,315 (5,300) 137,015 0 
7550 PLANNING, ENGINEERING AND DESIGN 243,258 243,258 243,258 243,258 z 
7600 ACQUtsmoN ANO PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 393,047 393,047 393,047 393,047 > 

r4 
7650 AIR SYSTEMS SUPPORT 375,095 375,095 375,095 375,095 
7700 HULL, MECHANICAL AND ELECTRICAL SUPPORT 54,079 54,079 54,079 54,079 g; 
7750 COMBAT/WEAPONS SYSTEMS 37,879 37,879 37,879 37,879 ~ 
7800 SPACE AND ELECTRONIC WARFARE SYSTEMS 73,660 73,660 73,660 73,660 0 
7850 BASE SUPPORT 131,959 131,959 131,959 131,959 :;:d 

MWAISTARS & STRIPES (3,000) (3,000) (3,000) (3.000) ~ 
7900 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT ~ 

SECURITY PROGRAMS 0 
7950 SECURITY PROGRAMS 508,727 496,727 503,827 508,727 c 

CJ) 

CLASSIFIED (12,000) (4,900) (9.000) (9,000) t!"l 

8000 BASE SUPPORT 12,805 12,805 12,805 12.805 

SUPPORT OF OTHER NATIONS 
8100 INTERNATIONAL HEADQUARTERS ANO AGENCIES 7,433 7,433 7,433 7,433 

TOT AL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: 3,474,786 45,000 3,519,786 (4,900) 3,469,886 (17,300) 3,457.486 

UNDISTRIBUTED 
CONTRACTING & CONSULTING SERVICES (84,000) (84,000) (42,000) (42.000) 

~ CIVILIAN PERSONNEL UNDERSTRENGTH (125,000) (125,000) 
MILITARY TO CIVILIAN CONVERSION 55,000 55,000 ~ 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY (138,743) (138,743) (30,000) (30.000) ~ 

~ 
OBOF ADJUSTMENT "'1-

CAPITAL ACCOUNTS (190,000) (190,000) (40,000) (40.000) ....... 
PRIOR YEAR LOSSES (690,000) (690,000) 

__ t-..:> 

UNOBLIGATED BALANCES (80,000) (80,000) (55,000) (55.000) ....... 
ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE (25,000) (25,000) . "' ~ ~ 



TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
n 
0 

[dollar• In thou .. nd•) z 
~ 

House Bill Senate BIR Conference g; 
---------------------------------------------------------------- (Jj 

Amended Change Change Change (Jj 
~ 

LINE ID ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From 0 
Request Request Authorization Request Authorization Reguelt Authorization z 

> 
ARMS CONTROL COMPLIANCE COSTS (3,000) (3,000) (3,000) t""'4 

REAL PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 50,000 50,000 25,000 25,000 g; 
FEDERAL WORKFORCE AESTRUCT. ACT 11,800 11,800 11,800 11,800 n 
GSA FEES (669) (669) (689) (669) 0 
FOREIGN NATIONALS (10,000) (10.000) (10,000) ~ 
BASE OPERATIONS, OVERSEAS TRANSFERS 10,000 10,000 10.000 tj 
STOCKPILE TRANSFER (50,000) (50.000) ~ TRAVEL (6,600) (6.600) 

0 
TOTAL, O&M, NAVY 21,226,570 (1, 117,043) 20,109,527 149,900 21,376,470 (171, 100) 21,055,470 e 

(Jj 

~ 



~ 
TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE I-' 

[dollar.a In thousand•] = ~ 
~ 

HouH Bill Senate Biii Conference 

----------------------------------------------------------------
Amended Change Change Change 

LINE ID ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From 
Reguett Request Authorization Regueat Authorization Request Authorization 

OPERATION ANO MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: OPERATING FORCES 

EXPEDITIONARY FORCES 
8750 OPERATIONAL FORCES 296,897 296,897 62,000 358,897 50,000 346,897 
8800 FIELD LOGISTICS 153,233 153,233 153,233 153,233 
8850 DEPOT MAINTENANCE 114,749 50,000 164,749 55,000 169,749 50,000 164,749 n 
8900 BASE SUPPORT 700,146 700,148 700,146 700,146 0 
8950 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT z 

C') 

USMC PREPOSITIONING ~ 
9000 MARITIME PREPOSITIONING 70,866 70,866 70,888 70,866 VJ 

VJ 
9050 NORWAY PREPOSITIONING 7,868 7,868 7,868 7,868 ~ 

9100 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT 0 z 
TOT AL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: 1,343,759 50,000 1,393,759 117,000 1,460,759 100,000 1,443,759 > 

~ 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 3: TRAINING ANO RECRUITING ~ 
n 

ACCESSION TRAINING 0 
9250 RECRUIT TRAINING 6,265 6,265 6,265 6.265 ~ 

tj 
9300 OFFICER ACQUISITION 258 258 258 258 

~ 9350 BASE SUPPORT 55,466 55,466 55,466 55,466 
9400 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT 0 

c:: 
BASIC SKILLS ANO ADVANCED TRAINING VJ 

9450 SPECIALIZED SKILLS TRAINING 19,486 43,'486 19,48& 19,486 tTJ 

SKILL PROGRESSION TRAINING 19,000 12.000 12.000 
FRIENDLY FIRE/SAFETYTRAJNING 5,000 5,000 5.000 

9500 FLIGHT TRAINING 151 151 151 151 
9550 PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT EDUCATION 7,654 7,654 7,654 7.654 
9600 TRAINING SUPPORT 53,022 53,022 53,022 53.022 
9650 BASE SUPPORT 56,647 56,647 56,647 56,647 
9700 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT 

RECRUITING AND OTHER TRAINING EDUCATION ~ 
97SO RECRUITING ANO ADVERTISING 54,608 4,100 58,708 6,600 61,208 6,600 61,208 

~ 9800 OFF-DUTY ANO VOLUNTARY EDUCATION 11,080 11,080 11,080 11.080 
9850 JUNIOR ROTC 7,491 7,'491 7,491 7,491 ~ 

C/.) 

9900 BASE SUPPORT 9,326 9,326 9,326 9.326 l'."1-

10000 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT 
._ 

"t-.:> 

TOTAL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 3: 281,454 28,100 309,654 S.600 288,054 23,600 305.054 
._ 
~ 
~ 
~ 



TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
[dollar• In thou .. nd•) 

House Biii Senate Bill Conference 

---------------------------------------------------------------- (} 
Amended Change Change Change 0 

L,INEID ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From z 
Request Request Authorization Request Authorization · ReqUHt Authorization C') 

g; 
C/l 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: ADMIN & SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES C/l 
~ 

0 
SERVICEWIDE SUPP ORT z 

10100 LOGISTICS SUPPORT 101,705 98,705 101,705 101,705 > 
~ 

INVENTORIES (S.000) (5,000) , (5,000) 
10150 SPECIAL SUPPORT 121,415 121,415 121,415 121,415 g; 
10200 SERVICEWIOE TRANSPORTATION 35,447 35,447 35,447 (1,300) 34, 147 (} 

10250 ADMINISTRATION 25,491 25,491 25,491 25,491 0 
10300 BASE SUPPORT 9,124 14,724 9,124 9,124 :::0 

FAMILY SUPPORT PROGRAM 5,600 5,600 5,600 ti 
10350 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT ~ CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 4,700 4,700 

0 
TOT AL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: 293,182 600 293,782 4,700 297,882 (700) 292.482 c 

C/l 
t:'!'1 

UNDISTRIBUTED 
REAL PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 50,000 50,000 25,000 25.000 

TOTAL, O&M, MARINE CORPS 1,918,395 78,700 1,997,095 178,300 2,098,895 147,900 2.068.295 



~ 
Ii-' 

TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE ~ 

(dollars in thou .. nda] ~ 
~ 

House Bill Senate Biii Conference 

----------------------------------------------------------------
Amended Change Change Change 

LINE ID ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From 
Request Request Authorization Regueat Authorization ReguHt Authorization 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: OPERATING FORCES 

. AIR OPERATIONS 
10850 PRIMARY COMBAT FORCES 2,697, 173 2,697, 173 2,697,173 2,697,173 
10900 PRIMARY COMBAT WEAPONS 542,628 54'2,628 S..2,828 542,628 n 
10950 COMBAT ENHANCEMENT FORCES 404,080 404,060 404,060 404,060 0 
11000 AIR OPERATIONS TRAINING 567,551 717,551 567,551 567,551 z 

DEPOT MAINTENANCE 150,000 65,000 65,000 75,000 75,000 ~ 
11050 COMBAT COMMUNICATIONS 844,372 844,372 844,372 844,372 ~ 
11100 BASE SUPPORT 2,136,096 2, 138,096 2, 136,096 2, 136,096 (/) 

11110 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT 
(/) 
~ 

0 
COMBAT RELATED OPERATIONS z 

11200 GLOBAL C31 ANO EARLY WARNING 798,634 798,634 798,634 798,634 > 
~ 

11250 NAVIGATION/WEATHER SUPPORT 138,501 138,501 138,501 138,501 
11300 OTHER COMBAT OPS SUPPORT PROGRAMS 222,618 2221618 222,618 222,618 ~ 
11350 JCS EXERCISES 29,265 29,265 29,265 29,265 n 
11400 MANAGEMENT/OPERATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 106,417 106,417 106,417 106,417 0 
11450 TACTICAL INTEL AND OTHER SPECIAL ACTIVITIES 180,564 180,564 180,564 180,564 ~ 

BOMBER FORCE LEVELS 18,000 18,000 36,100 36.100 tj 

~ SPACE OPERATIONS 
11550 LAUNCH FACILITIES 275,346 275,346 275,346 275,346 0 
11600 LAUNCH VEHICLES 111.203 111,203 111,203 111.203 c 

(/) 

11650 SPACE CONTROL SYSTEMS 397,026 397,026 397,026 397,026 ~ 

11700 SATELLITE SYSTEMS 37.146 37, 146 37, 146 37.146 

117SO OTHER .SPACE OPERATIONS 85,740 85,740 85,740 85.740 

11800 BASE SUPPORT 348,385 348,385 348,385 348,385 

TOT AL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: 9,922,725 150,000 10,072,725 83,000 10,005,725 111 ,100 10,033.825 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 2: MOBILIZATION 

MOBILITY OPERATIONS 
::i::.. 12000 AIRLIFT OPERATIONS 1,182,631 1,182,631 1, 182,831 1, 182,631 

12050 AIRLIFT OPERATIONS C31 15,783 ·15,783 15,783 15,783 ~ 
12100 MOBILIZATION PREPAREDNESS 175,871 175,871 175,871 175.871 ~ 

('J) 

12150 PAYMENTS TO TRANSPORTATION BUSINESS AREA 1,364,200 1,364.200 1,364,200 1,364,200 ~ 

12200 BASE SUPPORT . 569,238 569,236 569,236 569,236 '-
--~ 

TOT AL. BUDGET ACTIVITY 2: 3,307,721 0 3,307,721 0 3,307,721 0 3,307,721 '-co co 
~ 



~ 
TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE ~ [dollars in thousands) 

~ 
~ 

House Bill Senate Bill Conference 
~ 

...... ---------------------------------------------------------------- __ t-,:) 

Amended Change Change Change ...... 
LINE ID ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From \0 

Resueat Reguest Authorization Reguest Authorization Regue1t AuthorizaUon \0 
~ 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 3: TRAINING AND RECRUITING 

ACCESSION TRAINING 
12400 OFFICER ACQUISITION 48,581 48,581 46,581 48,581 
12450 RECRUIT TRAINING 4,398 4,398 4,398 4,398 
12500 RESERVE OFFICER TRAINING CORPS (ROTC) 37,529 37,529 37,529 37,529 
12550 BASE SUPPORT (ACADEMIES ONLY) 90,478 90,478 90,478 90,478 

() 
BASIC SKILLS AND ADVANCED TRAINING 0 

12650 SPECIALIZED SKILL TRAINING 200,365 205,365 200,365 200,365 z 
FRIENDLY FIRE/SAFETY TRAINING 5,000· 5,000 5,000 C) 

12700 FLIGHT TRAINING 333,228 333,228 333,228 333,228 g; 
12750 PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT EDUCATION 80,042 80,042 80,042 80,042 CJ) 

12800 TRAINING SUPPORT 68,293 68,293 68,293 68,293 CJ) -12850 BASE SUPPORT (OTHER TRAINING) 529,177 529,177 529,177 529,177 0 
12860 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT z 

> 
RECRUITING, AND OTHER TRAINING ANO EDUCATION 

t"'-1 

12950 RECRUITING ANO ADVERTISING 41,885 900 42,785 1, 100 42,985 -1.100 42,985 g; 
13000 EXAMINING 3,435 3,435 3,435 3,435 () 
13050 OFF DUTY ANO VOLUNTARY EDUCATION 78,086 78,086 78,088 78,086 0 
13100 CIVILIAN EDUCATION AND TRAINING 77;856 77,856 77,858 77,856 ::i::i 
13150 JUNIOR ROTC 20,908 20,908 20,908 20,908 t:l 

I 
TOT AL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 3: 1,612,241 5,900 1,618,141 1,100 1,613,341 6,100 1,618,341 ::c: 

0 
.BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: ADMIN & SERV,ICEWIOE ACTIVITIES c:::: 

CJ) 

t'T'l 
LOGISTICS OPERATIONS 

13350 LOGISTICS OPERATIONS 884, 155 869,155 884,155 884, 155 

INVENTORIES (15,000) (45,000) (45.000) 
13400 TECHNICAL SUPPORT ACTIVITIES 349,512 349,512 349,512 349,512 
13450 SERVICEWIDE TRANSPORTATION 246,084 246,084 246,084 (6,300) 239,784 
13500 BASE SUPPORT 741,932 741,932 741,932 741,932 

MWRISTARS & STRIPES (3,000) (3,000) (3,000) 

SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES 
13600 ADMINISTRATION 112,608 112,608 112,608 112,608 
13650 SERVICEWIOE COMMUNICATIONS 357, 116 357, 116 357, 116 357, 116 

.13700 PERSONNEL PROGRAMS 75,366 75,366 75,366 75.366 
13750 RESCUE ANO RECOVERY SERVICES 32,446 32,446 32,446 32,446 
13800 SUBSISTENCE-IN-KIND 53,717 53,717 53,717 53,717 
13850 ARMS CONTROL 32,620 32,620 32,620 32.620 ~ 
13900 OTHER SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES 684,814 684,814 684,814 684,814 Ii-ii 

13950 OTHER PERSONNEL SUPPORT 38, 160 38,160 38,180 38.160 cc 
~ 
01 



LINE 10 ACCOUNT 

14000 CIVIL AIR PATROL CORPORATION 
14050 BASE SUPPORT 
14060 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT 

SECURITY PROGRAMS 
14150 SECURITY PROGRAMS 

CLASSIFIED 

SUPPORT TO OTHER NATIONS 
14250 INTERNATIONAL SUPPORT 

TOTAL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: 

UNDISTRIBUTED 
CIVILIAN PERSONNEL UNDERSTRENGTH 
CONTRACTOR & CONSUL TING SERVICES 
MILITARY TO CIVILIAN CONVERSION 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 
OBOF ADJUSTMENT 

CAPITAL ACCOUNTS 
PRIOR YEAR LOSSES 

UNOBLIGATEO BALANCES 
ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE 
ARMS CONTROL COMPLIANCE COSTS 
REAL PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 
FEDERAL WORKFORCE RESTRUCT. ACT 
GSA FEES 
FOREIGN NATIONALS 
RESIDUAL VALUE 
U.S. BASE OPERATIONS, OVERSEAS TRANSFERS 
STOCKPILE TRANSFER 
TRAVEL 

TOTAL, O&M, AIR FORCE 

TITLE Ill - - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
(dollar• In thousands] 

House Bill Senate Biii Conference 

-----~----------------------------------------------------------
Amended Change Change Change 

FY 1995 From From From 
Re guest Regueat Authorization Reguest Authorization Re9uHt Authoriz.tion 

4,481 3,800 8,281 3,800 8,281 3,800 8,281 
159,432 159,432 159,432 159,432 

454,840 441,300 454,840 454,840 
(13,540) (28,500) (28,SOO) 9,000 9,000 

7,071 7,071 ·7,071 7,071 

4,234,354 (27,740) 4,209,614 (24,700) 4,209,654 (41,500) 4, 192,854 

(100,000) (100,000) (345,700) (345,700} (145,700) (145,700> 
(39,000) (39,000) (19,500) (19,500) 
50,000 50,000 

(138,743) (138,743) (30,000) . (30,000) 

(75,000) (75,000) (40,000) (40.000) 
(84,000) (84,000) . 
(60,000) (60.000} (45,000) (45,000) 

·(25,000) (25,000) . 
(4,000) (4,000) (4,000) (4.000) 
40,000 40,000 20,000 20.000 
12,700 12,700 12,700 12.700 

(418) (418) (418) (418) 
(70,000) (70,000) (70,000) (70,000) 
{30,000) (30,000) (30,000) (30,000) 
100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 

(50,000J (50,000) 
(13,200) (13 .. 200) 

19,076,623 (343,583) 18,733,040 (237,600) 18,839,023 (239,000) 18,837,623 



~ 
TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE ~ 

(dollar• In thouaand•) ~ 
~ 
""+-

House SHI Senate Bill Conference ....... 
---------------------------------------------------------------- "'l'v 

Amended Change Change Change ....... 
LINE IO ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From (.Q 

Request Request Authorization Request Authorization Regueat Authorization 
(.Q 
~ 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, DEFENSE-WIDE 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: OPERATING FORCES 

14850 JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 400,752 400,752 400,752 400,752 
14900 SPECIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND 996,943 1,005,943 996,943 996,943 

SOF LEASED AIRCRAFT 9,000 
n 

TOT Al, BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: 1,397,695 9,000 1,406,695 0 1,397,695 0 1,397,695 0 z 
BUDGET ACTIVITY 2: MOBILIZATION ~ 

~ 
15050 DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY 67,800 67,800 87,800 67,800 CJ) 

CJ) 

15100 OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE ~ 

15150 WASHINGTON HEADQUARTERS SERVICES 46,311 46,311 48,311 48,311 0 z 
TOTAL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 2: 114, 111 0 114, 111 0 114, 111 0 114, 111 > re 

· BUDGET ACTIVITY 3: TRAINING AND RECRUITING ~ n 
15250 DEFENSE ACQUISITION UNIVERSITY 111,624 111,824 111,824 111.624 0 

~ 15300 DEFENSE BUSINESS MANAGEMENT UNIVERSITY 3,947 3,947 3,947 3,947 tj 
ENVIRONMENTAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 

~ 
TOT AL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 3: 115,571 0 115,571 8,000 123,571 8,000 123,571 0 e 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: ADMIN & SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES CJ) 

t'!1 

15450 AMERICAN FORCES INFORMATION SERVICE 83, 183 95,183 83,183 83.183 
STARS & STRIPES 12,000 12,000 12,000 

15550 CORPORATE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT 130,318 130,318 130,318 130.318 
15600 CLASSIFIED ANO INTELLIGENCE 3.176,380 (76,300) 3,100, 136 (132,600) 3,043,780 (47,500) 3,128,880 

TELETRAINING (TNET) 56 56 56 
15620 DEFENSE CIVILIAN PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT SERVICE 36,479 38,479 38,479 36,479 
15650 DEFENSE CONTRACT AUDIT AGENCY 337,910 • 10,000 347,910 337,910 10,000 347,910 
15670 DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM 
15750 DEFENSE INVESTIGATIVE SERVICE 196, 169 196, 169 196.189 196,169 
15800 DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY 1.233,209 1,233,209 1,233,209 1,233,209 
15850 DEFENSE LEGAL SERVICES AGENCY 7, 142 7,142 7,142 7.142 
15900 DEFENSE MAPPING AGENCY 698,357 (5,000) 693,357 698,357 698,357 
16000 DEFENSE NUCLEAR AGENCY . 88,693 88,693 88,693 88,693 
18020 DEFENSE POW/MIA OFFICE 13,581 13,581 13,581 13.581 
18050 FEDERAL ENERGY MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 171,223 171,223 171,223 171.223 ~ 

16100 DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE DEPENDENTS EDUCATION t°.189, 102 1, 189, 102 1, 189, 102 1, 189, 102 ~ = ~ 
'1 



~ 
TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE """' (dollars In thousands) = ~ 

(XJ 
House Bill Senate Bill Conference 

----------------------------------------------------------------
Amended Change Change Change 

LINE ID ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From 
Regueat Reguest Authorization Ae9uest Authorization Ae9uest Authorization 

16150 DEFENSE SUPPORT ACTIVITIES 83,109 73,109 63,109 63,109 
DOCUMENT STORAGE ·10,000 10,000 10,000 

16200 OEFENSE TECHNOLOGY SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 10,386 10,386 10,388 10,386 
16250 JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 105,058 155,058 105,058 105,058 

MOBILITY INFRASTRUCTURE AND ENHANCEMENT FUND 50,000 50,000 50,000 
18300 OFFICE OF ECONOMIC ADJUSTMENT 39, 127 15,000 64,127 39,127 15,000 54, 127 
16350 OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE . 376,243 401,243 376,243 376,24'3 

LANDMINE CLEARANCE 25,000 
16370 OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (NO-YEAR) (j 
16400 ON srre INSPECTION AGENCY 99,947 99,947 (7,000) 92,947 (7,000) 92,947 0 
16500 WASHINGTON HEADQUARTERS SERVICES 540, 122 540,122 540,122 !540.122 z 
16600 REPROGRAMMINGS ~ 

ASSIST LOCAL EDUCATION AGENCIES 58,000 58,000 58,000 58.000 g; 
DNA ATOMIC HOTLINE 3,000 3,000 3,000 3.000 Vl 
TROOPS TO LAW ENFORCEMENT 10,000 10,000 10.000 Vl 

l-o4 

BILINGUAL EDUCATION 5,000 5,000 0 z 
TOTAL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: 8,595,738 50,756 8,646,494. (78,600) 8,517, 138 118,556 8,714,294 > 

t'"'I 

UNDISTRIBUTED ~ 
DEFENSE COMMISSARY AGENCY 40,000 40,000 (j 

SYSTEM TECHNOLOGY DEMONSTRATION 3,000 3,000 0 
PERSONNEL TRANSITION DEMONSTRATION 3,000 3,000 ~ 
CIVILIAN PERSONNEL UNDERSTRENGTH (125,000) (125,000) (36,7oot (36,700) (11,400) (11.400) ~ 
CONTRACTORS & CONSULT ANTS (71,000) (71,000) (35,500) (35.500) I 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY (283,743) (263,743) (30,000) (30.000) ::r: 
SEPARATION 1NCENTIVE DEFERMENT (50,000) (50,000) 0 
OBOF ADJUSTMENT e 

CAPITAL ACCOUNTS (155,000) (155,000) (40,000) (40.000) Vl 
t'r1 

PRIOR YEAR LOSSES (141,000) (141,000) 

DIGITAL IMAGING 1,000 1,000 1.000 1.000 

SUPPLEMENTAL FOOD PROGRAM 5,000 5.000 
ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE (25,000) (25,000) 
DEFENSE LANGUAGE INSTITUTE 

TELETRAINING (TNET) 395 395 395 395 

AMERICAN NAT. RED CROSS 14,500 14,500 14,500 14.500 

FEDERAL WORKFORCE RESTRUCT. ACT 7,400 7.400 7,400 7.400 

USUHS 612 612 612 612 

NATIONAL DEFENSE STOCKPILE TRANSFER (100,000) (100,000) ~ 
COUNTERPROLIFERATION TRANSFER (29,300) (29,300) (28,300) (28,300) ~ 
GSA FEES (14,702) (14,702) (14,702) (14.702) ~ 

OBOF - CIVILIAN PERSONNEL UNDERSTRENGTH (171,000) (171,000) ~ 
~ 

MSC RATE CHANGE (8,900) (8.900) ......... 

TRAVEL (2,200) (2.200) "'t\:) 

......... 
TOTAL. O&M. DEFENSE-WIDE 10,208,413 (718,592) 9,489,821 (214,088) 9,994,325 (176,837) 10,031,576 ~ 

~ 
~ 



TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
(dollars In thousands] 

House Bill Senate Bill Conference 

----------------------------------------------------------------
Amended Change Change Change 

LINE ID ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From 
ReguHt Re guest Authorization Re guest Authorization ReqUHt Authorlntion 

OPERATION ANO MAINTENANCE, ARMY RESERVE 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: OPERATING FORCES 

MISSION OPERATIONS 
16900 BASE SUPPORT 306,084 306,084 306,084 306,084 
18950 DEPOT MAINTENANCE 91,026 91,026 91,028 91.026 
17000 RECRUITING ANO RETENTION 33,200 33,200 33,200 33,200 
17050 TRAINING OPERATIONS 706,475 707,788 706,475 706,475 

PROFESSIONAL MILITARY TRAINING 1,200 1,200 1,200 
TELETRAINING (TNET) 113 113 113 

TOTAL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: 1, 136,785 1,313 1, 138,098 0 1, 136,785 1,313 1, 138,098 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: ADMIN & SEAVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES 

ADMINISTRATION ANO SERVICEWIOE ACTIVITIES 
17250 INFORMATION MANAGEMENT 25,338 25,338 25,338 25,338 
17300 PUBLIC AFFAIRS 416 416 418 416 
17350 PERSONNEL ADMINISTRATION 58,108 58,106 58,108 58.106 
17400 STAFF MANAGEMENT 33,099 33,099 33,099 33,099 

TOT AL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: 116,959 0 116,959 0 116,959 0 116,959 

UNDISTRIBUTED 
GSA FEES (35) (35) (35) (35) 

CIVILIAN PERSONNEL UNDERSTRENGTH (16,200) (16.200) 

TOTAL, O&M, ARMY RESERVE 1.253,709 1,313 1.255,022 0 1,253,709 (14,887) 1.238,822 

() 
0 z 
C') 
g; 
(Fl 
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~ 

0 
z 
> 
t""4 

g; 
() 

0 
~ 
~ 
I 
:I: 
0 
e 
(Fl 

t"f'l 



~ 

"""" TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE = (dollar• In thousand•) Q1 
0 

House Bill Senate Biii Conference 

----------------------------------------------------------------
Amended Change Change Change 

LINE ID ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From 
Request Request Authorization Resueet Authorization Reguest Autho rlzatlo n 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY RESERVE 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: OPERATING FORCES 

RESERVE AIR OPERATIONS 
17850 MISSION AND OTHER FLIGHT OPERATIONS 275,287 275,287 275,287 275,287 
17900 FLEET AIR TRAINING (") 
17950 INTERMEDIATE MAINTENANCE 20,298 20,298 20,298 20,298 0 
18000 AIR OPERATION ANO SAFETY SUPPORT 1,681 1,881 1,881 1,881 z 
18050 AIRCRAFT DEPOT MAINTENANCE 90,542 90,542 90,542 90,542 ~ 
18100 AIRCRAFT DEPOT OPS SUPPORT 521 521 521 521 ~ 
18150 BASE SUPPORT 134,281 134,281 134,281 134.281 Vl 
18200 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUa CREDIT Vl 

~ 

0 
RESERVE SHF OPERATIONS z 

18250 MISSION AND OTHER SHIP OPERATIONS 45,948 45,948 45,948 45.948 > 
18260 SHP OPERATIONAL SUPPORT AND TRAINING 658 658 658 658 ~ 

18300 INTERMEDIATE MAINTENANCE 18,675 181675 18,875 18,675 ~ 
18350 SHP DEPOT MAINTENANCE 52,712 52,712 52,712 52.712 (") 
18360 SHP DEPOT OPERATIONS SUPPORT 1,570 1,570 1,570 1,570 0 
18400 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT ~ 

tj 
RESERVE COMBAT OPERATIONS SUPPORT I 

18450 COMBAT COMMUNICATIONS 648 648 648 848 ::r: 
18500 COMBAT SUPPORT FORCES 27,274 27,274 27,274 27.274 0 
18550 BASE SUPPORT 57,836 57,836 57,836 57,836 e 

Vl 
t"!1 

RESERVE WEAPONS SUPPORT 
18650 WEAPONS MAINTENANCE 10,572 10,572 10,572 10,572 

TOTAL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: 738,503 0 738,503 0 738,503 0 738,503 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: ADMIN & SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES 

ADMINISTRATION AND SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES 
18850 ADMINISTRATION 8,014 8,014 8,014 8.014 
18900 CIVILIAN MANPOWER AND PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT 2,995 2,995 2,995 2,995 ~ 
18950 MILITARY MANPOWER AND PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT 30,493 30,493 30,493 30,493 ~ 
19000 OTHER PERSONNEL SUPPORT 2,725 2,725 2,725 2.725 ~ 

19050 SERVICEWIDE COMMUNICATIONS 18,379 18,379 18,379 18,379 
('J;) 
~ 

19100 BASE SUPPORT 23,748 23,748 23,748 23.748 ....... 
19150 COMBAT/WEAPONS SYSTEMS 2,962 2,962 2,962 2.962 "!:\:) 

CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 500 500 ....... 
~ 
~ 
~ 



LINE ID ACCOUNT 

TOT Al, BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: 

TOTAL, O&M, NAVY RESERVE 

TITLE Ill - - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
[dollar• In thouaanda] 

House Bill Senate Bill Conference 

----------------------------------------------------------------
Amended Change Change Change 

FY 1995 From From From 
Re guest Re9ue1t Authorization Reguest Authorization A!9uest Authorization 

89,316 0 89,316 0 89,818 0 89,316 

827,819 0 827,819 500 828,319 0 827,819 



TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
(dollars in thouaands] 

House Bill Senate BUI Conference 

----------------------------------------------------------------
Amended Chango Change Change 

LINE ID ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From 
Re9ue1t Regueat Authorization Re9ue1t Authorization Re9uest Authorization 

~ 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS RESERVE 
0 z 
~ 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: OPERATING FORCES ~ 
Vl 

MISSION FORCES Vl -19550 TRAINING 12,301 12,301 12,301 12,301 0 
19800 MATERIAL READINESS z 
19810 OPERATING FORCES 21,401 21,401 21,401 21,401 > 
19650 BASE SUPPORT 18,275 18,275 18,275 18,275 t""'I 

19700 DEPOT MAINTENANCE 2,812 2,812 2,812 2,812 ~ 19750 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT ~ 
0 

TOT AL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: 54,789 0 54,789 0 54,789 0 54,789 ~ 
~ 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: ADMIN & SEAVICEWIOE ACTIVrrlES I 
::t 

ADMINISTRATION ANO SERVICEWIOE ACTIVITIES 0 
19900 RECRUITING ANO ADVERTISING 7,388 7,388 7,388 7,388 e 

U'l 
19950 SPECIAL SUPPORT 6,462 8,462 8,482 6,462 t'r.l 
20000 SERVICEWIDE TRANSPORTATION 4,936 4,936 4,938 4,936 
20050 ADMINISTRATION 5,493 5,493 S,483 S,493 
20100 BASE SUPPORT 2,394 2,394 2,394 2,394 

TOTAL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: 26,673 0 26,673 0 26,673 0 26,673 

TOTAL, O&M, MARINE CORPS RESERVE 81,462 0 81,462 0 81,462 0 81,462 



TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
[doll•re In thouaanda) 

House Bill Senate Bill Conference 

----------------------------------------------------------------
Amended Change Change Change 

LINE ID ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From 
Request Request Authorization Request Authorization Request Authortzation 

OPERATION A.ND MAINTENANCE. AIR FO,RCE RESERVE 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: OPERATING FORCES 

AIR OPERATIONS 
20500 AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS 1,081,423 1,081,423 1,081,423 1,081,423 
20550 MISSION SUPPORT OPERATIONS 40,668 40,666 40,888 40,668 
20600 BASE SUPPORT 294,464 294,464 294,484 294,454 
20650 DEPOT MAINTENANCE 
20700 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT 

TOTAL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: 1,416,553 0 1,418,553 0 1,418,553 0 1,418,553 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: ADMIN & SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES 

ADMINISTRATION AND SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES 
20850 ADMINISTRATION 26,085 28,085 26,085 28,085 

TELETRAINING (TNET) 2,342 2.342 2.342 
20900 MILITARY MANPOWER ANO PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT 22,070 22,070 22.070 22.070 
20950 RECRUITING ANO ADVERTISING 7,844 7,844 7,844 7,844 
21000 OTHER PERSONNEL SUPPORT 5,762 5,762 5,762 5,762 
21050 AUDIOVISUAL 676 878 878 678 
21100 REPROGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT 

TOT Al, BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: 62.437 2,342 82,437 0 82,.C37 2,342 64,779 

UNDISTRIBUTED 
CIVILIAN PERSONNEL UNDERSTRENGTH (16,000) (18.000) 
TRAVEL (400) (400) 

TOTAL, O&M, AIR FORCE RESERVE 1,478,990 2,342 1,.C81,332 0 1,478,990 (14.058) 1,464,932 

(') 

0 z 
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LINE ID ACCOUNT 

TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
(dollar• In thou .. nda] 

Amended 
FY 1995 
Aeguest 

House Biii 

Change 
From 

Request Authorization 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY NA TlONAL GUAFI> 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: OPERATING FORCES 

MISSION OPERATIONS 
21450 TRAINING OPERATIONS 1,799,704 1,801,171 

TELETRAINING (TNET) 1,467 
21500 RECRUITING ANO RETENTION 19,316 19,316 
21550 MEDICAL Sl.FPORT 23,070 23,070 
21600 DEPOT MAINTENANCE 113,557 113,557 
21650 BASE SUPPORT 298,661 298,661 
21700 REPAOGRAMMINGS/FUEL CREDIT 

TOT Al, BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: 2.254,308 1,467 2,255,775 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: ADMIN & SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES 

ADMINISTRATION AND SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES 
21850 INFORMATION MANAGEMENT 62, 182 62.182 
21900 PUBLIC AFFAJRS 1,717 1,717 
21950 PE~ONNEL ADMINISTRATION 84, 197 84,197 
22000 STAFF MANAGEMENT 44,744 44,744 

TOT Al, BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: 192,840 0 192,840 

UNDISTRIBUTED 
NG PILOT MEDICAL PROGRAM 
CIVILIAN PERSONNEL UNDERSTRENGTH 
TRAVEL 

TOTAL, O~M. ARMY NATIONAL GUARD 2.447.148 1,467 2,448,615 

Senate Bill 

Change 
From 

Request Authorization 

1,799,704 

19,318 
23,070 

113,557 
298,661 

0 2,254,308 

82.182 
1,717 

84,187 
44,744 

0 192,840 

5,000 5,000 

5,000 2,452.141 

Conference 

Change 
From 

Requeet Authorization 

1,487 

1,467 

0 

5,000 
(47,700) 

(7,500) 

(48,733) 

1,718,704 
1,487 

19,316 
23,070 

113,557 
298,661 

2,255,775 

62,182 
1,717 

14,117 
44,744 

192,840 

5.000 
(47,700) 

(7,500) 

2.391.415 



LINEID ACCOUNT 

TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
(dollar• in thousand•) 

Amended 
FY 1995 
Requut 

Houee Bill 

Change 
From 

Regueat Authorization 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR NATIONAL GUARD 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: OPERATING FORCES 

AIR OPERATIONS 
22400 AIRCRAFT OPERATIONS 
22450 MISSION SUPPORT OPERATIONS 
22500 BASE SUPPORT. 
22550 DEPOT MAINTENANCE 
22800 REPROGRAMMING/FUEL CREDIT 

TOT AL, BUDGET ACTIVITY 1: 

BUDGET ACTIVITY 4: ADMIN & SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES 

SERVICEWIDE ACTIVITIES 
22750 ADMINISTRATION· 
22800 RECRUITING AND ADVERTISING 
22850 REPROGRAMMING/FUEL CREDIT 

TOT Ai.. BUDGET ~CTIVITY 4: 

UNDISTRIBUTED 
CIVILIAN PERSONNEL UNDERSTRENGTH 
TRAVEL 

TOTAL, O&M, AIR NATIONAL GUARD 

2,072,651 
352,283 
324,292 

22,781 

2,772,007 

3,338 
4,833 

8, 171 

2,780,178 

0 

0 

0 

2,072,651 
352,283 
324,292 

22,781 

2,772,007 

3,338 
4,833 

8,171 

2,780,178 

Senate Bill 

Change 
From 

ReguHt Authorization 

0 

0 

0 

2,072,651 
352,283 
32-4,292 

22,781 

2,772,007 

3,338 
4,833 

8, 171 

2,780, 178 

Conference 

Change 
From 

Regu•et Authorization 

0 

0 

(8,000) 
(500) 

(8,500) 

2,072,651 
352,283 
324,292 

22,781 

2,772,007 

3,338 
4,833 

8, 171 

(8,000) 
(500) 

2.771.678 



TITLE Ill - - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
(doll•r• In thou .. nds] 

House Bill Senate Bill Conference 

----------------------------------------------------------------
Amended Change Change Chnge 

LINEIO ACCOUNT FY 1995 From From From 
Reguest Re guest Authorization ReguHt Authorization Re9ueet Authorization (j 

0 z 
OTHER O&M ACTIVITIES ~ 

[$ in thousands] ~ 
fJj 
fJj 
~ 

30000 FHe Practice, Army 2,544 2,544 2.544 2,544 
0 z 

300!50 Inspector General 128,098 20,000 148,098 140,798 140,798 > 
DOD IQ Staffing 12,700 12,700 ~ 

GSAFeH (74) 
~ Procurement 1,000 

30100 U.S. Court of Military Appeal• 6,126 6,126 8,126 8,126 (j 

0 GSAFeH (26) ~ 
30150 Summer Olympic• 4,000 4,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 ? 30400 Environmental Restoration 2,180,200 2,180,200 2,180,200 (150,000) 2.030,200 
30450 Drug Interdiction 714,200 714,200 714,200 714,200 ::c: 
30500 Defente Health Program, O&M 9,922,059 9,922,059 9,854,459 9,8!54,4!59 0 

Civilian Personnel Understrength (67,600) (67,600) c:: 
GSA Fees (161) fJj 

Procurement 308,889 
rri 

OverHH Humanitarian, Disaster & Civic Aid 71,900 (11,900) 60,000 71,900 14,100 86,000 
Cooperative Threat Reduction 400,000 400,000 400,000 400,000 

30650 Contingency for International Peacekeeping 300,000 300,000 300,000 (300,000) 0 
DOD !50th Anniversary of WWII 0 500 500 
Special Oly~pfcs 0 2,000 2,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 i.ooo 
Project Peace 0 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 



ACCOUNT 

REVOLVING AND MANAGEMENT FUNDS 
($in thousands) 

DEFENSE BUSINESS OPERATIONS FUND 
NATIONAL DEFENSE SEALIFT FUND 

TOTAL 

TITLE Ill -- OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
(dollar• In thouaand•) 

House Bill Senate BiU Conference 

----------------------------------------------------------------
Amended Change Change Change 

FY 1995 From From From 
Re guest Re guest Authorization Request Authorization Re guest Authorkation 

1, 169,038 43,000 1,212,038 (379,600) 789,438 70,400 1,239,438 
608,600 (608,600) 0 220,000 828,600 220,000 821,600 

1,777,638 (565,600) 1,212.038 (159,600) 1,818,038 290,400 2,068,038 

n 
0 
z 
~ 
Vl 
Vl ...... 
0 z 
> 
t-4 



21958 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE August 12~ 1994 
ITEMS OF SPECIAL INTEREST 

Army National Guard Hawk battalions 
The conferees are concerned that the Army 

has not budgeted sufficient resources to pro­
vide the full range of support required for 
Army National Guard Hawk battalions in 
fiscal year 1995. The confereees direct the 
ctive Army and the National Guard Bureau 
to ensure that these Hawk battalions receive 
the resources required to maintain their 
readiness at a level consistent with their 
mission requirement. 
Industrial base for operational rations 

The conferees agree to authorize $2.0 mil­
lion for the defense conversion grant pro­
gram in support of the operational rations 
industry. These funds are intended to assist 
manufacturers of meals ready to eat (MREs) 
in developing a broader qommercial base to 
offset projected lower levels of MRE pur­
chases by the federal government while 
maintaining wartime surge capacity, and not 
for facility relocation. 
Mobility infrastructure enhancement 

The conferees believe that there is consid­
erable opportunity to improve deployment 
capability and enhance mobility through in­
vestment in en-route infrastructure, includ­
ing runway ramp space, preservation of en­
route base availability, and ammunition 
loading. The conferees agree to add $50.0 mil­
lion in this area. This funding is authorized 
in the operation and maintenance, defense­
wide activities account for application to 
high priority projects with the potential for 
multiple mobility improvements. The Sec­
retary of Defense is requested to report on 
the expenditure of these funds to the con­
gressional defense committees prior to their 
allocation and should seek the view of the 
Commander in Chief, U.S. Transportation 
Command, in determining the application of 
these resources. Further, funding should be 
made available, if necessary, from this 
amount to conduct a mobilization exercise 
to integrate mobilization into the joint com­
mands ' exercise scenarios. 
Recovery of excess transient lodging service 

charges 
The House report (H. Rept. 103-499) di­

rected the Army to transfer $65.0 million 
from installation morale, welfare, and recre­
ation funds to Army operation and mainte­
nance accounts for the purpose of performing 
repair and maintenance on barracks. 

The Senate report (S. Rept. 103-499) con­
tained no similar direction. 

The conferees agree that the transfer of 
funding is not necessary because the Depart­
ment of Defense has implemented specific 
regulations prohibiting the use of appro­
priated funds provided for temporary duty or 
permanent change of station travel to di­
rectly or indirectly generate non-appro­
priated levels. These regulations were issued 
in response to congressional directives fol­
lowing a series of GAO audits in 1990 which 
revealed practices of over-charging and inef­
ficient use of on-base lodging. 

Additionally, the conferees direct that 
non-appropriated fund loans between 
branches of the armed services be termi­
nated by December 31, 1994. 

With regard to base closures, the conferees 
direct the Department of Defense to submit 
a report to the Committee on Armed Serv­
ices of the Senate and the House of Rep­
resentatives on the potential and actual 
amount of proceeds accruing to non-appro­
pria ted fund activities as a result of residual 
value negotiations in Europe not later than 
March 31, 1995. Further, the conferees direct 

the Department of Defense to develop a con­
sistent policy for the disposition of cash and 
other non-appropriated fund assets as the re­
sult of base closures. This policy should be 
submitted to the Committees on Armed 
Services not later than December 31, 1994. 
DOD tactical intelligence programs 

The Senate bill would authorize additional 
funding in the defense agencies, operation 
and maintenance (O&M) account for the fol­
lowing programs: 

(1) reserves augmentation-$5.0 million; 
(2) joint targeting support-$7.0 million; 

and 
(3) intelligence communications architec­

ture project-$2.5 million. 
In addition, the Senate bill would shift $1.0 
million in defense agencies, O&M funding for 
the automated message handling system, 
and $2.4 million in defense agencies, O&M 
funding for Air Combat Command automatic 
data processing, from the general defense in­
telligence program to the tactical intel­
ligence and related activities aggregation. 

The House amendment took no similar ac­
tions. 

The House recedes. 
The Senate bill also recommended a reduc­

tion of $18.0 million to the requested amount 
for O&M for the north warning system. 

The House amendment would authorize the 
requested amount. 

The conferees agree to reduce the re­
quested amount by $5.0 mlllion. 
Information systems security 

The budget request contained $19.0 million 
for the Center for Information Systems Se­
curity (CISS) within the Defense Informa­
tion Systems Agency (DISA). The budget re­
quest also contained $693.5 million, an 11 per­
cent decrease from the fiscal year 1994 level, 
for the information systems security pro­
gram (ISSP) administered by the National 
Security Agency. 

The Senate bill would authorize the re­
quested amounts. 

The House amendment would authorize an 
additional $4.0 million for the ISSP to be 
split between the ISSP and the CISS for se­
cure architecture planning and implementa­
tion. The additional funds would be offset by 
a reduction in the DOD foreign counterintel­
ligence program, in accordance with the pri­
orities outlined in the Joint Security Com­
mission report. 

The conferees agree to the funding rec­
ommendations in the House amendment. The 
Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) raised a num­
ber of fundamental issues regarding DOD 
funding and management of information sys­
tems security. The conferees endorse the 
views and direction expressed in the Senate 
report and in the classified annex to the 
House report (H. Rept. 103-541, Part 1) on 
H.R. 4299, the Intelligence Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1995. 

In addition, the conferees note that the 
CISS at DISA, in conjunction with the Na­
tional Security Agency, has developed a se­
curity architecture that would begin to ad­
dress the problems identified in the Senate 
report. However, there is no implementation 
plan for funding, procuring, and fielding the 
required network enhancements. Developing 
this plan will be complicated by the fact that 
security improvements must be integrated 
with the fielding of the defense message sys­
tem and the evolution of the digital switched 
network (DISN). The conferees direct the As­
sistant Secretary of Defense for Command, 
Control, Communications, and Intelligence 
(ASD(C3I)) to prepare such an implementa­
tion plan and submit it to the congressional 

defense and intelligence committees by 
March 15, 1995. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Subtitle A-Authorization of Appropriations 
Funds for depot-level maintenance and repair 

work (sec. 304) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 304) that would add $600.0 million 
to the requested amount for the performance 
of depot-level maintenance and repair work 
in government facilities. This provision 
would also limit to 40 percent the amount 
available for the performance of depot-level 
maintenance and repair work by non-federal 
government employees. 

The Senate blll contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
The conferees agree to authorize $305.0 mil­
lion above the requested amount for depot­
level maintenance and repair. 
Support for 1996 Summer Olympics (sec. 305) 

The Senate bill would authorize $10.0 mil­
lion for Department of Defense support to 
the 1996 Summer Olympics in fiscal year 
1995. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 305) that would authorize the Sec­
retary of Defense to provide logistical sup­
port and personnel services in connection 
with the 1996 games of the XXVI Olympiad to 
be held in Atlanta, Georgia. The House pro­
vision would also authorize $4.0 million for 
Department of Defense support to the 1996 
Summer Olympics in fiscal year 1995. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
The conferees agree to authorize $10.0 mil­
lion for Department of Defense support to 
the 1996 Summer Olympics in fiscal year 
1995. 
Support for the 1995 Special Olympics World 

Games (sec. 306) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

306) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to provide logistical support and 
personnel services in connection with the 
1995 Special Olympics. World Games to be 
held in New Haven, Connecticut. The provi­
sion would authorize $3.0 million for DOD 
support for these Games in fiscal year 1995. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 307) that would authorize $2.0 
mlllion for DOD support for the 1995 Special 
Olympics World Games in fiscal year 1995. 

The House recedes. 
Subtitle B-Defense Business Operations 

Fund 
Defense Business Operations Fund 

The Senate blll and the House amendment 
contained a number of provisions related to 
the operation of the Defense Business Oper­
ations Fund (DBOF) which are described in 
the following sections. 

The transfer of funds to and from the 
DBOF must be carried out in accordance 
with normal reprogramming procedures, un­
less otherwise directed by Congress. For fis­
cal year 1995, the reductions for civilian per­
sonnel understrength and for the DBOF cap­
ital asset subaccount that affect the DBOF 
cash balance have been made to the oper­
ation and maintenance accounts. These re­
ductions should be offset by transfers from 
the DBOF. 

The conferees are pleased that the process 
of advance billing for ·DBOF work can be 
eliminated in fiscal year 1995 under current 
plans. The conferees direct the Secretary of 
Defense to notify the congressional defense 
committees prior to reinstituting a policy of 
routine advance billing. 
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The annual DBOF budget justification ma­

terial should clearly identify the surcharges 
added to the cost of goods and services in 
each of the DBOF business areas. In addi­
tion, this justification material should con­
tinue to highlight and explain the reasons 
for operating losses in the DBOF business 
areas. The DOD components managing the 
DBOF business areas must be held account­
able for the operating results in these areas. 

The conferees endorse the requirement in 
the Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) for DOD 
to review its current policy of recovering all 
operating losses through the DBOF rate 
structure and report the results of this re­
view to the congressional defense commit­
tees in its February 1, 1995 report on the im­
plementation of the DBOF improvement 
plan. 
Oversight of Defense Business Operations Fund 

(sec. 311) 
The Senate bill contained two provisions 

(secs. 311 and 312) concerning the manage­
ment of the Defense Business Operations 
Fund (DBOF). Section 311 would make per­
manent the authority of the Secretary of De­
fense to manage the working capital funds 
and industrial, commercial, and support ac­
tivities of the Department of Defense 
through the DBOF. Section 312 would require 
the Secretary of Defense to submit to the 
congressional defense committees a progress 
report on the implementation of the DBOF 
improvement plan by February 1, 1995. This 
section would also require the Comptroller 
General to report to Congress on the Defense 
Department's implementation of the DBOF 
improvement plan by March 1, 1995. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 341) that would extend the author­
ity to operate the DBOF and make other 
changes affecting the transfer, billing, use, 
and accumulation of funds. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would make permanent the authority of 
the Secretary of Defense to operate the 
DBOF; authorize the purchase of goods and 
services from a source other than the DBOF; 
limit the inclusion of certain costs in DBOF 
charges; establish procedures for the accu­
mulation of funds in the DBOF; require an 
annual report from the Secretary of Defense 
on the DBOF; and require a report from the 
Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller 
General on the DBOF improvement plan. 
Review by Comptroller General of charges im-

posed by Defense Business Operations Fund 
(sec. 312) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 342) that would require the Comp­
troller General to review the charges for 
goods and services imposed by the Defense 
Business Operations Fund. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with a clarifying 
amendment that would limit the review to 
charges for goods and services imposed by 
the DBOF in fiscal year 1996. 
Limitation on obligations against the capital 

asset fund (sec. 313) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

313) that would set a cap of Sl.5 billion, 
which is SlOO.O million below the requested 
amount, on obligations from the capital 
asset subaccount of the DBOF during fiscal 
year 1995. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would set a cap of Sl.44 billion on obli­
gations from the capital asset fund sub­
account of the DBOF during fiscal year 1995. 

Limitation on obligations against the supply 
management divisions (sec. 314) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
314) that would prohibit the Secretary of De­
fense from incurring obligations against the 
Defense Business Operations Fund during fis­
cal year 1995, except for obligations for fuel, 
subsistence and commissary items, retail op­
erations, repair of equipment, and the cost of 
operations, in excess of 65 percent of sales 
from the DBOF during the fiscal year; would 
allow the Secretary of Defense, or his des­
ignee, to waive this 65 percent limitation cap 
if the Secretary determines that such action 
is necessary to maintain the readiness and 
combat effectiveness of the military serv­
ices; and would require the service secretar­
ies and the Director of the Defense Logistics 
Agency to report to the Secretary of Defense 
on the effect of this limitation on their abil­
ity to maintain the readiness and combat ef­
fectiveness of the armed forces not later 
than 60 days after enactment of this. act. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Subtitle C-Environmental Provisions 

Limitation on use of environmental restoration 
funds for payment of fines and penalties 
(sec. 321) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
322) that would prohibit the use of funds ap­
propriated to the defense environmental res­
toration account (DERA) to pay fines and 
penalties unless the activity for which the 
fine was assessed was funded by the DERA. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would extend the prohibition through 
1999. 
Participation of Indian tribes in agreements for 

defense environmental restoration (sec. 322) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

323) that would amend section 2701(d) of title 
10, United States Code, to allow DOD to 
enter into environmental agreements with 
federally-recognized Indian tribes. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with a technical amend­
ment. 
Extension of authority to issue surety bonds for 

certain environmental programs (sec. 323) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

324) that would extend the Defense Depart­
ment's authority to issue surety bonds for 
DOD contractors conducting environmental 
restoration activities from December 31, 1995 
to December 31, 1999. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Payment of certain stipulated civil penalties 

(sec. 324) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

358) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to pay a $500,000 fine to the hazard­
ous substance superfund. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with a technical amend­
ment that would clarify that the provision 
arises out of a violation of an agreement en­
tered into pursuant to the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response Compensation and 
Liability Act at the West Virginia Ordnance 
Works. 
Additional exception to prohibition on storage 

and disposal of nondefense toxic and haz­
ardous materials at military installations 
(sec. 325) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 2858) that would amend section 

2692(b) of title 10, United States Code, to 
allow the treatment and disposal of hazard­
ous material not owned by the Department 
of Defense, but generated on a military in­
stallation, if the treatment and disposal of 
such property was based on an agreement 
containing mutually agreeable terms. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the agreement to provide 
that the generator of the hazardous material 
would continue to be responsible for the en­
vironmental and financial consequences of 
the treatment and disposal of the material. 
Assistance for public participation in defense 

environmental restoration activities (sec. 
326) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2849) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to establish restoration advisory 
boards to assist DOD with environmental 
restoration activities at military bases and 
to provide funding for local community 
members of such boards and existing tech­
nical review committees. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 1055). 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would allow the Secretary of Defense to 
provide funding for the local community 
members of the boards established for instal­
lations that are listed on the National Prior­
ities List, using the authority provided by 
section 117(e) of the Comprehensive Environ­
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil­
ity Act of 1980, as amended (CERCLA). In ad­
dition, the amendment would clarify the du­
ties and responsibilities of the boards. 

The conferees note that the CERCLA is 
currently before both Houses of Congress for 
reauthorization. One of the provisions in the 
bills under consideration would create com­
munity working groups for facilities that are 
listed on the NPL. The conferees do not be­
lieve that more than one advisory board, 
community group (if eventually established 
by law), or technical review committee (if 
eventually established by law), or technical 
review committee should be at an NPL site. 
Therefore, the conferees believe that the 
boards and committees created for the De­
partment of Defense NPL sites prior to the 
reauthorization of the CERCLA should be 
transitioned to the community working 
groups that the conferees anticipate will be 
included in the reauthorized CERCLA. 
Pilot program to develop and demonstrate envi­

ronmental remediation technologies (sec. 
327) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1153) that would authorize S4.0 mil­
lion for the Secretary of Defense to enter 
into a cooperative agreement with an insti­
tution of higher education to facilitate the 
development and demonstration of new tech­
nologies for environmental restoration. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would provide Sl.O million for the 
project. 
Environmental education and training for de­

fense personnel (sec. 328) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 2852) that would direct the Sec­
retary of Defense to establish and conduct an 
enviromental education and training pro­
gram for members of the military services 
and civilian employees of the Department of 
Defense. The provision would also direct the 
Secretary to establish training centers. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 
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The Senate recedes with an amendment 

that would allow the Secretary to identify 
military fac111ties with existing environ­
mental training expertise or the ab111ty to 
develop such expertise. The provision would 
direct the Secretary to encourage the use of 
these fac111ties for training. 
Study of establishment of land management and 

training center at Fort Riley, Kansas (sec. 
329) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
360) that would direct the Secretary of the 
Army to study the feasib111ty of establishing 
a center for Department of Defense land 
management activities at Fort Riley, Kan­
sas. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would direct the Secretary of the Army 
to study whether to establish a center for 
land management and training activities of 
the Department of Defense and to report on 
the results of the study by May 1, 1996. If the 
Secretary determines that establishment of 
such a center is feasible and advisable, the 
report shall identify suitable sites and ac­
tivities for the center. · 

Subtitle D-Depot Level-Activities 
Findings (sec. 331) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 321) that would express certain 
findings concerning depot-level maintenance 
and repair activities of the Department of 
Defense. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would modify the findings to emphasize 
the important role that depot-level activi­
ties of the Department of Defense play in 
meeting the readiness, mobilization, and de­
ployment requirements of the military serv­
ices. 
Modification of limitation on performance of 

depot-level maintenance (sec. 332) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 322) that would revise the current 
percentage definition codified in section 2466 
of title 10, United States Code, for depot­
level maintenance and repair workloads that 
may be performed by non-federal govern­
ment personnel to not more than 40 percent 
of the funds made available in a fiscal year 
to a military department or a defense agency 
for depot-level maintenance and repair. The 
House provision would also require that in 
computing the percentage of funds that are 
used to contract for depot-level maintenance 
and repair workload, DOD should include the 
costs of interim contractor support; contrac­
tor logistic support; maintenance and repair 
workload above the unit level; and the provi­
sion of materials and parts. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
The conferees agree not to require the inclu­
sion of the costs of maintenance and repair 
workload above the unit level and the provi­
sion of materials and parts in computing the 
percentage of funds that are used to contract 
for depot-level maintenance and repair. 
Report on performance of depot-level mainte-

nance and repair of new weapons systems 
(sec. 333) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 323) that would require that, with­
in five years after the initial delivery of a 
weapon system to the Department of De­
fense, not less than 60 percent of the depot­
level maintenance of the weapon system 

must be performed by employees of the De­
partment of Defense. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 
to submit a report to Congress by April 1, 
1995 that contains the plans of each m111tary 
department to provide for the depot-level 
maintenance and repair of any new weapon 
system by depot-level activities of the De­
partment of Defense. 
Review of cost growth in contracts to perform 

depot-level maintenance and repair (sec. 
334) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 324) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to audit each contract en­
tered into for the performance of depot-level 
maintenance and repair in order to monitor 
the costs incurred by the contractor. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 
to review a representative sample of con­
tracts for the performance of depot-level 
maintenance and repair to determine the ex­
tent to which the costs incurred by a con­
tractor under any such contract has ex­
ceeded the cost of the contract at the time 
the contract was entered into. 
Authority for depot-level activities of the De­

partment of Defense to compete for mainte­
nance and repair workloads of other Fed­
eral agencies (sec. 335) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 326) that would allow the Depart­
ment of Defense depot-level activities to 
compete for the depot-level maintenance and 
repair workload of other Federal agencies. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Authority of depots to provide services outside 

of the Department of Defense (sec. 336) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 327) that would authorize the sec­
retary of a military department to lease ex­
cess depot-level facilities and equipment on 
a reimbursable and non-interference basis. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 
Reutilization initiative for depot-level activities 

(sec. 337) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 329) that would authorize a pilot 
program to encourage commercial firms to 
enter into partnerships with depot-level ac­
tivities of the m111tary departments. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize the Secretary of De­
fense to conduct activities to encourage 
commercial firms to enter into partnerships 
with depot-level activities of the m111tary 
departments. 
Change of source for performance of depot-level 

workloads (sec. 338) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

341) that would require the Secretary of De­
fense to ensure that any depot-level mainte­
nance workload performed by a depot-level 
activity of the Department of Defense with a 
value of $3.0 million or greater is not 
changed to performance by a contractor or 
by another DOD depot-level maintenance ac­
tivity unless the change is made using merit­
based selection procedures based upon com-

petition among all DOD depot-level mainte­
nance activities, or competitive procedures, 
including competition among private and 
public sector entities. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. The conferees agree 
that the merit-based selection procedures re­
quired by this section for transferring work­
load between DOD depots should not affect 
the orderly transfer of workload as a result 
of base closure decisions. 
Sale of articles and services of industrial facili­

ties of the armed forces to persons outside 
Department of Defense (sec. 339) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
359) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to designate up to three DOD indus­
trial fac111ties to sell articles and services to 
persons outside DOD if the Secretary deter­
mines that the articles or services are not 
available from a commercial source in the 
United States. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 1057) that would authorize 
DOD industrial fac111ties to sell articles and 
services outside DOD without regard to the 
availab111ty of the goods or services from a 
commercial source. The House provision 
would also condition the exercise of the au­
thority granted in the provision on a certifi­
cation that a cost accounting system had 
been developed to track the financial activi­
ties related to any commercial business un­
dertaken by these facilities. It would also 
delay the effective date of the authorities 
granted in the provision to June 1, 1995. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize the Secretary of De­
fense to designate any DOD industrial facil­
ity to participate in this program, and would 
make the authority under the provision ef­
fective April 1, 1995. 

The conferees note the concerns expressed 
in both the House and Senate reports (H. 
Rept. 103-499 and S. Rept. 103-282) over the 
Defense Department's weak financial man­
agement operations. The conferees expect 
the Secretary of Defense to ensure that DOD 
industrial facilities have the cost accounting 
systems needed to keep track of the costs as­
sociated with making sales of articles and 
services under this section, and that expendi­
tures made and revenues generated in such 
sales are not intermingled with funds au­
thorized and appropriated for the military 
mission of the industrial facilities. 

Subtitle E-Civ111an Employees 
Extension of certain transition assistance au­

thorities (sec. 341) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

331) that would extend certain personnel 
drawdown authorities (special reduction-in­
force notification rules, separation pay, and 
continued health benefits). This provision 
would extend the annual leave carry-over 
provisions to employees at any installation 
closed through the base realignment and clo­
sure process. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Extension and expansion of authority to con­

duct personnel demonstration projects (sec. 
342) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec . 
332) that would make permanent the author­
ity of the Secretary of the Navy to continue 
the personnel demonstration project at the 
Naval Air Warfare Center Weapons Division, 
China Lake, California, and at the Naval 
Command, Control, and Ocean Center, San 
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Diego, California. Additionally, this provi­
sion would authorize the Secretary of De­
fense , with the approval of the Office of Per­
sonnel Management, to conduct similar, 
though not necessarily identical, demonstra­
tion projects at other Department of Defense 
science and technology reinvention labora­
tories. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make technical changes and re­
quire the approval of the Office of Personnel 
Management for new demonstration 
projects. 

The conferees recognize the success of the 
demonstration projects at the Naval Air 
Warfare Center Weapons Division and at the 
Naval Command, Control, and Ocean Center, 
and believe that innovative application of 
the lessons learned from these projects at 
other Department of Defense science and 
technology reinvention laboratories can pro­
vide the managerial flexibility in compensa­
tion, performance evaluation, and other mat­
ters necessary during the drawdown period. 

The conferees recognize that no single 
project can flt all laboratories and encourage 
the Department of Defense and the Office of 
Personnel Management to work together in 
developing demonstration projects tailored 
to the needs of the individual laboratories. 
Limitation on payment of severance pay to cer-

tain employees transferring to employment 
positions in nonappropriated fund instru­
mentalities (sec. 343) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
333) that would preclude appropriated fund 
employees from immediately receiving sev­
erance pay upon movement to non-appro­
priated fund positions under the pay and 
benefits protections of the Portabillty of 
Benefits for Non-appropriated Fund Employ­
ees Act of 1990. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Retirement credit for certain service in non­

appropriated fund instrumentalities before 
January 1, 1987 (sec. 344) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
334) that would require a study of portability 
of retirement credit for certain former non­
appropriated fund employees not covered by 
previous portability legislation. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would request the Defense Department 
to consult with the Office of Personnel Man­
agement on the study. Further, the conferees 
agree that the Department of Defense has 
not made a good faith effort to rectify an in­
equity largely caused by the Department's 
past personnel policies. The conferees look 
forward to working closely with the Depart­
ment in the next fiscal year to resolve this 
complex issue. 
Travel, transportation and relocation expenses 

of employees transferred from the Depart­
ment of Defense to the Postal Service (sec. 
345) 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
335) that would authorize the Department of 
Defense to pay the cost of travel, transpor­
tation, and relocation for employees sched­
uled for separation when the employee is se­
lected for a position with the Postal Service. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
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Foreign employees covered under the Foreign 
National Employees Separation Pay Ac­
count (sec. 346) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
336) that would amend section 1581 of title 10, 
United States Code, to include foreign em­
ployees who are employed by a foreign na­
tion for the benefit of the Department of De­
fense in the category of employees who 
would be authorized separation pay~ 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Report on conversion of certain positions to per­

formance by Department of Defense employ­
ees (sec. 347) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 373) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to convert 10,000 military 
positions to federal civilian employee posi­
tions each year during fiscal years 1995, 1996, 
and 1997. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 
to (1) submit a report to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and House of 
Representatives on the Secretary's efforts to 
identify positions to which continued assign­
ment of military personnel is no longer justi­
fied under current circumstances; and (2) as­
sign DOD employees to replace military per­
sonnel in those positions. 
Non-federal employment incentive pilot program 

(sec. 348) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 375) that would authorize the Sec­
retary of Defense to establish a program to 
offer incentives to encourage non-federal em­
ployers to hire and retrain employees at 
military installations scheduled for closure 
or realignment. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 
Uniform health benefit programs for employees 

of the Department of Defense assigned to 
nonappropriated fund instrumentalities 
(sec. 349) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 376) that would provide for a uni­
form health benefits program for employees 
of the Department of Defense assigned to a 
nonappropriated fund instrumentality of the 
Department. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Subtitle F-Department of Defense Domestic 

and Overseas Dependents' Schools 
Reauthorization of Department of Defense do­

mestic elementary and secondary schools for 
dependents (sec. 351) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
346) that would authorize continued oper­
ation of Department of Defense elementary 
and secondary schools within the United 
States, including territories, common­
wealths, and possessions of the United 
States, when local education agencies are 
unable to provide appropriate education pro­
grams. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 351). 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. The conferees agree that school 
boards for DOD elementary and secondary 
schools established under this section may 
participate in the development and oversight 
of fiscal, personnel, and education policies, 

procedures. and programs for the schools, ex­
cept that the Secretary of Defense may issue 
any directive that the Secretary considers 
necessary for the effective operation of the 
school or the entire school system. The con­
ference agreement would also require the 
Secretary to establish a process by which 
school boards may appeal such directives to 
the Secretary. 

The conferees are concerned that sub­
section (c) of this conference agreement be 
cautiously implemented within Puerto Rico. 
The conferees recognize that continued eligi­
bility for dependents of federal employees 
from agencies other than the Department of 
Defense to attend the Antilles Consolidated 
School System is necessary for the smooth 
operation of federal government activities in 
Puerto Rico. During initial implementation, 
the conferees expect the Department to con­
sider the importance of program continuity 
when evaluating the educational needs of the 
children and to reach agreements with par­
ents on the need for continued attendance of 
those students already enrolled. 
Report on calculation and recovery of tuition 

costs of certain students enrolled in schools 
of the defense dependents' education system 
(sec. 352) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 353) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to submit a report to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and House of Representatives and the Com­
mittee on Education and Labor of the House 
of Representatives not later than March 31, 
1995 on the calculation and application of the 
tuition rate for schools in the defense de­
pendents' education system. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Authority to accept gifts for Department of De­

fense domestic elementary and secondary 
schools (sec. 353) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 354) that would provide that the 
authority of the Secretary of Defense to ac­
cept gifts for the defense dependents ' edu­
cation system under section 2605 of title 10, 
United States Code, includes gifts for DOD 
domestic elementary and secondary schools. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Assistance to local educational agencies that 

benefit dependents of members of the armed 
forces and Department of Defense civilian 
employees (sec. 354) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
347) that would authorize a total of S58.0 mil­
lion for payments to local school districts 
heavily impacted by DOD dependents in ac­
cordance with the authority contained in 
section 386 of the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1993. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees remain committed to qual­

ity education programs for military depend­
ents and strongly support impact aid pay­
ments to school districts with large mlll­
tary-connected student populations. The 
conferees believe that the Department of 
Education should continue to manage the 
impact aid program, and that it should con­
tinue to make payments using funds appro­
priated for that purpose. 

The conferees would like to stress that the 
authorization funds in this provision is the 
result of the unique problems resulting from 
the turbulence of the drawdown and the re­
alignment of military forces. The conferees 
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expect that such payments will be author­
ized only as necessary during the drawdown 
period. 

Subtitle G-Reviews, Studies and Reports 
Reports on transfers of certain operation and 

maintenance funds (sec. 361) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 311) that would prohibit the Sec­
retary of Defense from transferring any 
amounts in excess of $20.0 million authorized 
and appropriated for operation and mainte­
nance (O&M) operating forces accounts until 
after the Secretary submits a notification to 
Congress. The provision would also require a 
semiannual report on transfers of funds be­
tween and within certain O&M accounts. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would establish reporting requirements 
for fiscal years 1995, 1996 and 1997 on trans­
fers of funds to and from certain readlness­
rela ted activities within the O&M accounts 
of the military services. 
Review and report on use of operation and 

maintenance funds by the Department of 
Defense (sec. 362) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 368) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to review DOD accounts to 
determine the extent to which funds appro­
priated for operation and maintenance are 
used for the activity for which the funds had 
been appropriated. · 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Cost comparison studies for contracts for advi­

sory and assistance services (sec. 363) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

363) that would require that, before the Sec­
retary of Defense enters into a contract for 
advisory and assistance services with a value 
in excess of $100,000, the Secretary shall de­
termine whether DOD personnel can perform 
the services proposed to be covered by the 
contract. If the Secretary determines that 
such personnel have that capability, the Sec­
retary shall conduct a study comparing the 
cost of performing the services with DOD 
and contractor personnel. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec . 372). 

The House recedes. 
Review by Defense Inspector General of cost 

growth in certain contracts (sec. 364) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

362) that would require the Department of 
Defense Inspector General to review a rep­
resentative sample of contracts for the per- · 
formance of commercial activities which re­
sulted from a cost comparison study con­
ducted under OMB Circular A-76. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 371) that would require the 
DOD IG to review not less than 20 percent of 
such contracts each year. 

The House recedes. 
SUBTITLE H-OTHER MATTERS 

Armed Forces Retirement Home (sec. 371) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

343) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense annually to increase the monthly as­
sessment on active duty enlisted members 
and warrant officers to support the Armed 
Forces Retirement Home by fifty cents, up 
to a total of not more than two dollars per 
month. This section would also authorize the 
Armed Forces Retirement Home Board to in­
crease the fee structure for residents of the 
Home, and direct the Board to identify and 

evaluate alternatives for modernization of 
the fac1lities of the United States Soldiers' 
and Airmen's Home. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 361) that would increase the fees 
paid by residents of the Armed Forces Re­
tirement Home. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize the Secretary of De­
fense to increase the monthly assessment 
from fifty cents to one dollar per month. The 
conferees urge the Secretary and the Armed 
Forces Retirement Home Board to consider 
alternative methods of meeting the financial 
needs of the Armed Forces Retirement 
Home. The conferees direct the Secretary of 
Defense to seek the views of the senior en­
listed member of each military service prior 
to December 1, 1994 on the effect of any in­
crease in the current assessment, and report 
these views to the congressional defense 
comm! ttees. 

The conferees strongly endorse the need 
for the report to identify and evaluate all al­
ternatives for modernization of the facilities 
of the United States Soldiers' and Airmen's 
Home. 
Limitation on use of appropriated funds for op­

eration of Armed Forces Recreation Center, 
Europe (sec. 372) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 313) that would prohibit the use of 
appropriated funds to operate the Armed 
Forces Recreation Center, Europe except for 
payment of utilities, emergency repairs, and 
second destination transportation. 

The Senate bil:t-contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would include real property mainte­
nance in the categories for which the use of 
appropriated funds ls permitted. 
Limitation on retention of morale, welt are, and 

recreation funds by military installations 
(sec. 373) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 312) that would limit retention of 
nonapproprlated fund cash balances. 

The Senate blll contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would make clarifying changes. 
Ships' stores (sec. 374) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
353) that would amend section 371 of the Na­
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1994 by repealing the requirement that 
the Secretary of the Navy convert the oper­
ation of all ships' stores to operation by the 
Navy Exchange Service Command. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 378) that would extend the deadline 
for conversion of ships' stores to operation 
by the Navy Exchange to October 1, 1995. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would change the deadline to December 
31, 1995 and require a report by the Navy 
Audit Agency on the costs and benefits of 
the transfer. 
Operation of military exchange and commissary 

store at Naval Air Station Fort Worth, Joint 
Reserve Center, Carswell Field (sec. 375) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 377) that would provide for the op­
eration by the Army and Air Force Exchange 
Service, until December 31, 1995, of any m111-
tary exchange and commissary store located 
at the Naval Air Station Fort Worth, Joint 
Reserve Center, Carswell Field. 

The Senate blll contained no similar provi-
sion. · 

The Senate recedes. The conferees agree 
that the operation of this and similar stores 

provides valuable quality-of-life benefits at 
no or minimum cost. In the future, the con­
ferees would consider the use of appropriated 
funds where a compelling case can be made 
to keep benefits intact, although such stores 
may not achieve former levels of prof! t­
a b111 ty. The conferees encourage the Sec­
retary of Defense to initiate similar dem­
onstration projects at other sites, including 
Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indian and Home­
stead Air Force Base, Florida, as these in­
stallations are closed or realigned. 
Disposition of proceeds from operation of the 

Naval Academy laundry (sec. 376) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

348) that would make technical changes to 
section 6971 of title 10, United States Code, 
relating to the disposition of proceeds from 
certain activities at the United States Naval 
Academy. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Authority to issue military identification cards 

to so-called honorary retirees of the Naval 
and Marine Corps Reserves (sec. 377) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 382) that would permit the issue of 
identification cards to certain retirees of the 
Naval Reserve. Commissary and exchange 
privileges would not be authorized with the 
issue of this identification card. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would make clarifying changes. 
Repeal of annual limitation on expenditures for 

emergency and extraordinary expenses of 
the Department of Defense Inspector Gen­
eral (sec. 378) 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
349) that would remove the statutory ce111ng 
on the Inspector General, Department of De­
fense, for emergency and extraordinary ex­
penses authority provided in section 361 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1994. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Transfer of certain excess Department of De­

fense property to educational institutions 
and training schools (sec. 379) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
352) that would authorize DOD to donate cer­
tain industrial machinery, which is cur­
rently on loan to educational institutions 
and training schools, directly to those enti­
tles when the Secretary of Defense deter­
mines that such a donation contributes ma­
terially to national defense. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 386). 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 
Operation of overseas facilities of the Depart­

ment of Defense by United States firms (sec. 
380) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 384) that would require that a con­
tract for the operation of a DOD fac111ty out­
side the United States for production or dis­
tribution of subsistence items be awarded to 
a U.S. firm. 

The Senate blll contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would express the sense of Congress 
that, to the maximum extent practicable, 
U.S. firms be given preference for operating 
DOD facllities that serve U.S. servicemen 
and women. 
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Requirements for automated information sys­

tems of the Department of Defense (sec. 381) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 370) that would limit the amount 
available to the Department of Defense for 
the new development and modernization of 
automated data processing programs in fis­
cal year 1995, and restrict new development 
and modernization until several determina­
tions are made. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 
to determine that modernization projects for 
automated information systems costing 
more than $50.0 million have met certain cri­
teria. This amendment would also require 
the Secretary of Defense to (1) develop guid­
ance for the use of automated information 
systems by the Department of Defense; (2) 
establish performance measures and manage­
ment controls for the supervision and man­
agement of the development and moderniza­
tion of such systems; and (3) submit a report 
to the congressional defense committees on 
the establishment and implementation of 
these performance measures and manage­
ment controls in each of the next three 
years. 

The report required by this amendment 
should display the total funds provided for 
the defense information technology program 
(as identified in the information technology 
exhibits (43 series)), including funds in the 
Defense Business Operations Fund, and ex­
plain how these funds affect functional mis­
sion outcomes. The report shall include in­
formation by functional area on the (1) selec­
tion and conversion of migration systems for 
automated information management sys­
tems; (2) systems that will be migrated or 
eliminated; (3) total cost of migration, in­
cluding conversion and interface costs; (4) 
number and cost of corporate data elements 
that have been standardized and imple­
mented; and (5) improvements that have 
been made to the defense information infra­
structure, including the savings that have 
been achieved by such improvements. 
Program to commemorate World War II (sec. 

382) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

350) that would extend the authorization 
through fiscal year 1996 for the Secretary of 
Defense to conduct a program to commemo­
rate the 50th anniversary of World War II. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 379) that would also extend this au­
thorization through fiscal year 1996. In addi­
tion, the House provision would authorize 
the Secretary of Defense to reimburse ex­
penses incurred by a . person to provide for 
the participation of the S.S. Jeremiah 
O'Brien in programs and activities to com­
memorate the 50th anniversary of World War 
II. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require a report not later than 
March 31, 1995 by the Executive Director of 
the 50th Anniversary of World War II Com­
memoration Committee to the Secretary of 
Defense on the reimbursement of persons or 
groups for expenses incurred in providing 
voluntary support for activities and pro­
grams conducted under the World War II 
commemoration program. The report shall 
include the recommendations of the Com­
memoration Committee on whether such re­
imbursements are appropriate. 
Assistance to Red Cross for emergency commu­

nications services for members of the Armed 
Forces and their families (sec. 383) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
355) that would authorize the Secretary of 

Defense to reimburse, over a three-year pe­
riod from the funds authorized for Defense­
wide Activities, the American Red Cross for 
emergency communication services provided 
to servicemembers and their families. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 
to report to the Committees on Armed Serv­
ices of the Senate and House of Representa­
tives each year for the next three years on 
the need to support the Red Cross emergency 
communications services provided to 
servicemembers and their families. This re­
port should include an assessment of the 
progress made by the Red Cross in develop­
ing alternative sources of funding and any 
recommendations the Secretary deems ap­
propriate. 

The conferees believe that the emergency 
communications services provided to the De­
partment of Defense by the American Red 
Cross are very important to military readi­
ness and to the welfare of military men and 
women and their fam1lies. The conferees be­
lieve it is appropriate for the Department to 
assist the Red Cross during a limited period 
of time with funding for this service while 
the Red Cross develops alternative means of 
financing these services. This assistance 
should not exceed $14.5 million per year for a 
period not to exceed thrt>e years. If, at the 
end of the three-year period, or during the 
three-year period, the Secretary of Defense 
determines that the Red Cross cannot pro­
vide emergency communication services to 
the military without funding from the De­
partment of Defense, the Department of De­
fense should be prepared to implement other 
means of providing those services. 
Clarification of authority to provide medical 

transportation under National Guard pilot 
program (sec. 384) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
344) that would clarify that the authority 
contained in section 376 of the National De­
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 
for the National Guard Bureau to carry out 
a pilot program to use National Guard per­
sonnel in medically underserved commu­
nities includes medical care services, dental 
care services, and transportation by air am­
bulance and other transportation for medical 
reasons. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
National Guard assistance for youth and chari­

table organizations (sec. 385) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1063) that would authorize members or units 
of the National Guard to provide assistance 
to specified organizations under certain con­
ditions in conjunction with training. Addi­
tionally, this provision would authorize the 
use of equipment and facilities of the Na­
tional Guard, including military property of 
the United States issued to the National 
Guard and General Services Administration 
vehicles leased to the National Guard and 
the Department of Defense, in carrying out 
these programs. 
Th~ House amendment contained a similar 

provision (sec. 362), but it would not author­
ize assistance to include security services or 
authorize assistance to the U.S. Olympic 
Committee. Additionally, the House provi­
sion did not address the use of equipment 
and facilities of the National Guard, includ­
ing m111tary property of the United States 
issued to the National Guard and General 
Services Administration vehicles leased to 

the National Guard and the Department of 
Defense. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would not authorize the assistance to 
include security assistance. 
One-year extension of certain programs (sec. 

386) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

351) that would extend for one year, until the 
end of fiscal year 1995, the authority for 
aviation depots and naval shipyards to en­
gage in defense-related production and serv­
ices. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 380) that would extend for one year 
the demonstration project for the use of pro­
ceeds from the sale of certain property; the 
authority for aviation depots and naval ship­
yards to engage in defense-related produc­
tion and services; and the authority of base 
commanders over contracting for commer­
cial activities. 

The Senate recedes. 
Procurement of portable ventilators for the De­

fense Medical Facility Office, Fort Detrick, 
Maryland (sec. 387) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
361) that would authorize $2.5 million for the 
procurement of portable ventilators for the 
Defense Medical Facility Office, Fort 
Detrick, Maryland. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

National Security Education Trust Fund obliga­
tions 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
304) that would authorize the obligation of 
funds from the National Security Education 
Trust Fund for fiscal year 1995. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Maritime prepositioning ship enhancement 

Section 2218 of title 10, United States Code, 
establishes and governs management and 
funding of the National Defense Sealift 
Fund. The Senate bill included a provision 
(sec. 356) that would amend section 2218 to 
add a new subsection. This new subsection 
would authorize the Department to purchase 
up to three foreign-built vessels for the Ma­
rine Corps maritime prepositioning ship 
(MPS) program. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Roll-on/roll-off vessels for the Ready Reserve 

Force 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

357) that would permit the Secretary of De­
fense to transfer up to $43.0 million to the 
Maritime Administration for purchasing 
roll-on/roll-off (RO/RO) vessels for the Ready 
Reserve Force (RRF) of the National Defense 
Reserve Fleet. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. However, the conferees 
agree that, should funds be appropriated ex­
clusively for the purchase of RO/RO vessels 
for the RRF in fiscal year 1995, the Depart­
ment of Defense may transfer these funds to 
the Maritime Administration for buying and 
converting such vessels for the RRF. 
Limitation on use of specification for procure-

ment of subsistence items 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 314) that would prohibit the Sec­
retary of Defense from using specifications 
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or restrictions in the procurement of subsist­
ence items for use at military installations 
and shore facilities. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees not that the Office of the 

Secretary of Defense recently issued a direc­
tive to the military departments and the De­
fense Logistics Agency stating that, for the 
purchase of subsistence items for installa­
tion and shore facility use, commercial 
items will be requested and no military spec­
ifications or restrictive commercial item de­
scriptions will be used. 
Consideration of costs of closing Department of 

Defense depots in certain cost comparisons 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec . 325) that would require including 
the cost of closing Department of Defense de­
pots in any comparison of the cost of per­
forming depot-level maintenance and repair 
work by non-federal government personnel 
with the cost of performing such work by 
employees of the Department of Defense. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Maintenance of sufficient depot-level facilities, 

activities, facilities , and employees of the 
Department of Defense 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 328) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to maintain sufficient 
depot-level activities, facilities , and employ­
ees to carry out all provisions of title III of 
the House amendment. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Survey and pilot program for the transfer of De­

partment of Defense domestic dependent ele­
mentary and secondary schools to appro­
priate local educational agencies 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
352) that would require the Secretary of De­
fense to conduct a survey to determine the 
feasibility of, and actions necessary to be 
taken to effect, the transfer of the DOD 
schools to local education agencies (LEA). 
The provision would also require the Sec­
retary to conduct a pilot program and trans­
fer two schools to LEAs prior to the start of 
the 1995/1996 school year on terms that are 
agreeable to the LEA. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees direct the Secretary of De­

fense to conduct a survey of domestic ele­
mentary and secondary schools operated by 
the Department of Defense to collect infor­
mation concerning the possibility of trans­
ferring the schools to LEAs. The Secretary 
shall also conduct a survey of school dis­
tricts operated by local educational agencies 
with military-connected student populations 
of over 30 percent to determine the level of 
funding for such schools and the sources of 
that funding. 

In conducting the survey of current De­
partment of Defense domestic dependent 
schools, the Secretary shall coordinate with 
LEAs adjacent to the DOD-operated schools, 
education officials of the states in which the 
schools are located, and parent organizations 
representing parents with students enrolled 
in the DOD-operated schools. 

The survey of each domestic school system 
operated by DOD shall include: (1) the opin­
ions and attitudes of the parents of the stu­
dents enrolled in the schools regarding the 
quality of education programs and transfer 

of DOD domestic dependent schools to LEAs; 
(2) the positions of the LEAs and appropriate 
education officials of the state in which the 
school is located regarding the responsib111ty 
of LEAs to educate military-connected stu­
dents who reside on military installations, 
including the financial and legal basis for 
those positions; and (3) the positions of the 
LEAs and appropriate educational officials 
of the state in which the school is located re­
garding the transfer of DOD domestic de­
pendent schools to LEAs, including require­
ments of the LEAs and state education au­
thorities for financial, military construc­
tion, and other support needed to facilitate 
transfer of the schools to the LEAs. 

In conducting the survey of school dis­
tricts operated by local educational agencies 
with military-connected student populations 
of over 30 percent, the Secretary shall co­
ordinate with the LEAs operating the school 
districts, education officials of the state in 
which the school district is located, and 
military parents with students enrolled in 
the schools. 

The survey of each school district operated 
by local educational agencies with military­
connected student populations of over 30 per­
cent shall include: (1) the previous level of fi­
nancial support of DOD and other federal 
agencies, and the timing of political and fis­
cal decisions concerning the education of 
military-connected students; (2) the posi­
tions of the LEAs and education officials of 
the state in which the school district is lo­
cated regarding the responsib111ty of LEAs to 
educate military-connected students who re­
side on military installations, including the 
financial and legal basis for those positions 
and the officials' awareness of differences in 
federal contributions to dependent education 
between DOD domestic dependent schools 
and Department of Education impact aid; (3) 
an analysis of the funding sources of such 
school districts, including comparisons with 
other school districts within the state that 
do not have a large percentage of military­
connected students; and (4) the opinions and 
attitudes of military parents with children 
attending such schools districts regarding 
the quality of education programs in the 
schools. 

The Secretary of Defense shall report the 
results of the surveys to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives by December 31, 1995. 
Department of Defense food inventory program 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 363) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to provide for the expanded 
use throughout the United States of full-line 
commercial distributors to meet the food re­
quirements of the Department of Defense not 
later than October 1, 1996. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. The conferees note that 
the Department of Defense is currently plan­
ning expanded use of distributors for peace­
time troop feeding within the continental 
United States. 
Requirement of comparative report on operation 

and maintenance funding 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 369) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to compare the level of 
funding for operation and maintenance for 
the next fiscal year with the level of funding 
for each previous fiscal year beginning with 
fiscal year 1975. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 

The conferees share with the Defense 
Science Board Task Force on Readiness the 
concern that the Department has not devel­
oped a better link between readiness and the 
resource allocation process. The conferees 
note that the Department now plans to de­
velop analytical tools that tie resources to 
readiness. The conferees are encouraged by 
this commitment to understand the cost of 
readiness. The conferees believe it is critical 
during this time of increasing budget pres­
sures that the Department understand pre­
cisely the resources necessary to achieve de­
sired levels of readiness. 
Use of service contract funds for separation in­

centive programs for Department of Defense 
employees 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 374) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense during fiscal year 1995 to 
fund separation incentive payments for fed­
eral civilian employees from those funds au­
thorized and appropriated for service con­
tracts with private sector entities. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Modification of statute of limitations for certain 

claims for personal property damage or loss 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 383) that would change the statute 
of limitations for a claim for personal prop­
erty damage from two years to one year. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Priority to states for the transfer of nonlethal 

excess supplies of the Department of De­
fense 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 387) that would require that De­
fense Department nonlethal excess supplies 
be made available to state and local govern­
ments before such supplies are made avail­
able for humanitarian relief. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
TITLE IV-MILITARY PERSONNEL 

AUTHORIZATIONS 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

End strengths for active forces (sec. 401) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

401) that would authorize the active duty end 
strengths for each of the military services at 
the levels contained in the budget request. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 401). 

The following table summarizes the au­
thorized active duty end strengths for fiscal 
year 1995: 

ACTIVE FORCES END STRENGTHS FOR FISCAL YEAR 1995 

Fiscal year-

1994 Au· 1995 Re· 1995 Rec-
ommenda-

thorization quest lion 

Army: 
Total . 540,000 510,000 510,000 
Officer 88,855 82,300 82,300 

Navy: 
Total ....... 480,800 441,641 441,641 
Officer .. .. ...... ... ... .............. 62,747 60,490 60,490 

Marine Corps: 
Total ....... 177,000 174,000 174,000 
Officer ....... 18,440 17,977 17,977 

Air Force: 
Total .. 425,700 400,051 400,051 
Officer . 84,970 77,740 77,740 

Total . 1,623,500 1,525,692 1,525,592 
Officer .............................. 254,739 238,507 238,507 
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Temporary variation of end strength limitations 

for Army majors and lieutenant colonels 
(sec. 402) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 502) that would amend section 523 
of title 10, United States Code, to authorize 
a permanent revision in the strength limita­
tions for Army commissioned officers on ac­
tive duty in the grades of major and lieuten­
ant colonel. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would provide in fiscal years 1995 and 
1996 for temporary relief from the limitation 
on the number of officers on active duty in 
the grades of major and lieutenant colonel 
and extend the relief granted in fiscal year 
1996 through fiscal year 1997. 

The conferees recognize that the current 
grade tables may not reflect the current offi­
cer accession and retention environment. 
Nonetheless, the conferees remain reluctant 
to address permanent changes to the grade 
tables in a piecemeal fashion and do not un­
derstand the Defense Department's reluc­
tance to address this matter in a comprehen­
sive manner. 

The conferees will consider permanent ad­
justments to the grade tables when it re­
ceives from the Department of Defense the 
report on officer personnel management sys­
tems required by section 502 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1993. The conferees expect this report to in­
clude recommendations regarding the grade 
tables in section 524 of title 10, United States 
Code, for members of the reserve components 
serving on active duty. 
Extension of temporary variation of end 

strength limitations for Marine Corps majors 
and lieutenant colonels (sec. 403) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
402) that wmiJd extend through fiscal year 
1997, the temporary increase in the number 
of Marine Corps officers authorized to serve 
in the grades of major and lieutenant colonel 
that was included in the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees recognize that the current 

grade tables may not reflect the current offi­
cer accession and retention environment. 
Nonetheless, the conferees remain reluctant 
to address permanent changes to the grade 
tables in a piecemeal fashion and do not un­
derstand the Defense Department's reluc­
tance to address this matter in a comprehen­
sive manner. 

The conferees will consider permanent ad­
justments to the grade tables when it re­
ceives from the Department of Defense the 
report on officer personnel management sys­
tems required by section 502 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1993. 
Retention of authorized strength of general of fi­

cers on active duty in the Marine Corps for 
fiscal years after fiscal year 1995 (sec. 404) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
403) that would modify section 526(a)(4) of 
title 10, United States Code, to permit the 
Marine Corps to retain the current number 
of 68 general officers serving on active duty 
after October l , 1995. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. The conferees intend 
the Marine Corps to maintain at least seven 
general officers assigned to joint positions at 
all times. 

Exemption from grade accountability of certain 
four-star general and flag officer positions 
(sec. 405) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
404) that would exempt the combatant com­
manders (CINCs), the Deputy Commander in 
Chief of the U.S. European Command 
(CINCEUR), and the Commander, U.S. 
Forces, Korea from the ceiling for grades 
above major general or rear admiral for a 
test period of three years. The exemption in 
each instance would be conditioned on (1) the 
positions being filled by four-star officers 
and, in the case of the Deputy CINCEUR, on 
CINCEUR also serving as Supreme Allied 
Commander, Europe, and 2) each of the serv­
ices having recommended an officer to the 
Secretary of Defense for consideration for 
the position to be exempted. This provision 
would also authorize the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff to recommend officers 
for appointment to these positions. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make clarifying changes. 

The conferees note that this provision 
would exempt 11 four-star positions from the 
grade ceilings established for that grade, 
thereby increasing the number of three- and 
four-star positions that could be filled by 11 
without an increase in the overall number of 
flag and general officers. 

The conferees expressly intend that these 
exemptions not increase the number of four­
star positions. Rather, these exemptions are 
to be used to fill those joint three-star posi­
tions that could not otherwise be filled after 
October 1, 1995, without this provision. The 
conferees direct the Department of Defense 
to use the flexibility provided by section 
525(c) of title 10, United States Code, to en­
sure that each of the four Services can com­
pete for these joint positions without regard 
to grade ceilings. 

Although the CINC positions are open to 
nominations from each of the Services, the 
traditional patterns of filling these positions 
have not really changed. The conferees ex­
pect these traditional patterns to change as 
a result of the exemptions provided by this 
provision. The conferees hope that the Chair­
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff does not 
have to exercise his authority to nominate 
officers for these positions, but the conferees 
expect him to do so if the services are not 
nominating the very best officers available 
for each position. 
Tempor.ary exclusion of Superintendent of Naval 

Academy from counting toward number of 
senior admirals authorized to be on active 
duty (sec. 406) 

The Senate bill and the House amendment 
contained identical provisions (secs. 405 and 
506, respectively) that would amend section 
525 of title 10, United States Code, to provide 
that an officer who retired in the grade of 
admiral (if recalled to active duty, nomi­
nated by the President, and confirmed by the 
Senate for appointment to the grade of admi­
ral while serving as the next Superintendent 
of the United States Naval Academy) would 
not count against the number of officers au­
thorized to be on active duty in the grade of 
admiral (0-10) while so serving. 

The contingencies and conditions in the 
Senate and House provisions have already 
been met; therefore, the conferees agree to 
delete them from the provision. 
End strengths for Selected Reserve (sec. 411) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
411) that would authorize Selected Reserve 
end strengths for each of the military serv-

ices at the levels contained in the budget re­
quest for fiscal year 1995, except for the 
Naval Reserve and the Coast Guard Reserve. 
The Senate bill would authorize a Naval Re­
serve end strength of 109,000, which would ex­
ceed the level in the budget request by 8,290. 
The Senate blll would authorize a Coast 
Guard Reserve end strength of 8,000, which 
would exceed the level in the budget request 
by 1,000. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 411) that would authorize Selected 
Reserve end strengths for each of the mili­
tary services at the levels contained in the 
budget request, except for the Coast Guard 
Reserve. The House amendment would au­
thorize a Coast Guard Reserve end strength 
of 8,000, which would exceed the level in the 
budget request for 1,000. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize Selected Reserve end 
strengths for fiscal year 1995 as shown below: 

Army Nat ional Guard ....... ...... ............ . 
Army Reserve ....................................... . 
Naval Reserve ...................................... . 
Marine Corps Reserve ...... ..... ........ ....... . 
Air National Guard .. ...................... ....... . 
Air Force Reserve .. ... ............................ . 
Coast Guard Reserve ...... . 

Totals .................. . 

1994 Au­
thoriza­

lion 

410,000 
260,000 
118,000 
42,200 

117,700 
81 ,500 
10,000 

1,039.400 

Fiscal year 

1995 re­
quest 

400,000 
242,000 
100,710 
42,000 

115,581 
78,706 
7,000 

985,997 

1959 
Rec­

ommen­
dation 

400,000 
242,000 
102,960 
42,000 

115,581 
78,706 
8,000 

989,247 

The recommended authorization for the 
Naval Reserve reflects the conferees' expec­
tation of further assessment of the future 
roles and missions of the Naval Reserve. 

The conferees believe the recommended au­
thorization for the Coast Guard Reserve end 
strength would allow the Coast Guard Re­
serve to reduce its authorized end strength 
by 20 percent during fiscal year 1995 while 
using statutory transition provisions to min­
imize involuntary separations. 
End strengths for reservists on active duty in 

support of the reserves (sec. 412) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

412) that would authorize the full-time active 
duty end strengths for each of the reserve 
components contained in the budget request. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 412). 

The following table summarizes the au­
thorized full-time active duty end strengths 
for each of the reserve components for fiscal 
year 1995: 

Army National Guard .. .......... . 
Army Reserve ............... ........................ . 
Naval Reserve .......... ... ......... .. .............. . 
Marine Corps Reserve ....... ............. . 
Air National Guard ....................... . 
Air Force Reserve .............. ........ . 

Totals ............... . 

1994 Au­
thoriza­

lion 

24,180 
12,542 
19,718 
2,285 
9,389 

648 

68,762 

Fiscal year-

1995 Re­
quest 

23,650 
11,940 
17,510 
2,285 
9,098 

648 

65,131 

1995 
Rec­

ommen­
dalion 

23,650 
11,940 
17,510 
2,285 
9,098 

648 

65,131 

Delay in increase in number of active compo­
nent personnel to be assigned for training 
compatability with Guard units (sec. 413) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 413) that would amend section 1132 
of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484) by 
extending from the beginning of fiscal year 
1995 to the beginning of fiscal year 1997 the 
date by which the Army is to assign 3,000 
non-commissioned officers and warrant offi­
cers to the pilot program for active compo­
nent support of the reserves. 
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The Senate bill contained no similar provi­

sion. 
The Senate recedes. 

Authorization of training student loads (sec. 
421) 

'!'he Senate bill and the House amendment 
contained identical provisions (secs. 421 and 
421, respectively) that would authorize the 
active and reserve average military training 
loads contained in the budget request. 

The following table summarizes the au­
thorized m1litary training loads for fiscal 
year 1995: 

MILITARY TRAINING STUDENT LOADS FOR FISCAL YEAR 
1995 

Army ................... .. ........ .. .. .. .. ... ............. . 
Navy ........... ........... ............ .. .. .. .............. . 
Marine Corps ......... ............................... . 
Air Force ............................................... . 

Totals .......................................... .. 

Fiscal year-

\i~iiz~~- 1995 Re-
tion quest 

75,220 
45,269 
22.753 
33,439 

176,681 

69,420 
43,064 
25,377 
36,840 

174,701 

1995 
Rec­

ommen­
dation 

69,420 
43,064 
25,377 
36,840 

174,701 

Increase in appropriations for mi litary person­
nel (sec. 431) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
431 ) that would authorize $70,790,397,000.00 to 
be appropriated for military personnel in fis­
cal year 1995. This is an increase of 
S315,000,000.00 to the amount requested by the 
Department of Defense. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 431) that would limit the amount 
authorized to be appropriated for military 
personnel to S71,086,397,000, an increase of 
$611 ,000,000 above the requested amount. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize S70,938,597,000.00 to be 
appropriated for military personnel. This au­
thorization would supersede the requirement 
to reduce the amount of funds available to 
the Department of Defense for permanent 
change of station moves. 
General and flag officer requirements 

The conferees note that the National De­
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 
requires a significant reduction in the ceil­
ing on the number of general and flag offi­
cers. In the statement of the managers ac­
companying the National Defense Authoriza­
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (H. Rept. 101-
923), the conferees noted that the specific fis­
cal year 1995 ceilings are for planning pur­
poses and urged the Secretary of Defense to 
review those ceilings and recommend appro­
priate reallocations to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and House of 
Re pre sen ta ti ves. 

If relief from the general and flag officer 
limitations is required, the conferees encour­
age the Secretary of Defense, in conjunction 
with the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, to forward to the Committees on 
Armed Services a single, comprehensive leg­
islative proposal that addresses the Depart­
ment's joint and external general and flag of­
ficer requirements, as well as the general 
and flag officer requirements internal to 
each service. 
TITLE V-MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Consistency of warrant officer personnel man­
agement policies with policies applicable to 
other officers (sec. 501) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
502) that would amend chapter 33A of title 10, 

United States Code, concerning the person­
nel management of warrant officers, to make 
certain sections in the chapter consistent 
with provisions applicable to commissioned 
officers other than warrant officers. The pro­
vision would also apply the sections in chap­
ter 33A to retired warrant officers who are 
recalled for active duty. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 503). 

The House recedes. 
Authority for original regular appointments of 

Navy and Marin~ Corps limited duty offi­
cers serving in grades above pay grade 0-3 
under temporary appointments (sec. 502) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
506) that would amend section 5589 of title 10, 
United States Code, to permit original ap­
pointments as regular officers of the Navy or 
Marine Corps in the same grade held pursu­
ant to a temporary appointment. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 504). 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make clarifying changes. 
Navy and Marine Corps limited duty officers 

twice having failed of selection for pro­
motion (sec. 503) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
503) that would amend section 6383 of title 10, 
United States Code, to establish the same 
right to achieve retirement eligibility for 
limited duty officers of the Navy and Marine 
Corps that now exists for officers not ap­
pointed as limited duty officers and for war­
rant officers. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 505). 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make clarifying changes. 
Selection for designated judge advocate posi­

tions (sec. 504) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

507) that would require the Secretary of De­
fense to ensure that officers selected to serve 
in senior judge advocate positions are chosen 
by impartial boards of officers. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make clarifying changes and that 
would provide that an officer who is ap­
pointed to and retires in such a position 
shall be retired in the grade held while so 
serving. 
Selected Reserve activation authority (sec. 511) 

Under section 673b of title 10, United 
States Code, often called the Presidential 
call-up authority, when the President deter­
mines that it is necessary to augment the 
active forces for an operational mission, the 
President may authorize the Secretary of 
Defense and the Secretary of Transportation 
to order units of the Selected Reserve to ac­
tive duty for up to 90 days. The activation 
authority is limited to calling up not more 
than 200,000 members of the Selected Reserve 
at any one time. The President may author­
ize the Secretary of Defense and the Sec­
retary of Transportation to extend the pe­
riod of activation for an additional 90 days. 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
512) that would allow the President to use 
the authority under this section for a single 
180-day call-up period. The Senate provision 
also would require the Secretary of Defense 
to submit to the congressional defense com­
mittees, not later than April 1, 1995, an anal­
ysis of options for increasing the Presi­
dential call-up authority and an assessment 
of the effects of these options on recruiting, 
retention, and employer support for the re-

serve components. The Senate provision 
would not affect other provisions of law, 
such as 10 U .S.C. 672 and 673, which provide 
broader authority to mobilize the reserves 
for extended periods of service during war or 
national emergency. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 511) that would increase the initial 
period of activation in section 673b from 90 
to 180 days and would permit a follow-on pe­
riod of activation for another 180 days as 
well. The House provision would further 
specify that, if the President determines 
that augmentation of the active forces may 
be necessary for an operational mission that 
the President authorizes to be carried out, 
the President may, on or after the date of 
that mission authorization, authorize the 
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of 
Transportation to order units of the Selected 
Reserve to active duty for up to 90 days. This 
additional activation authority would be 
limited to not more than 25,000 members of 
the Selected Reserve for a period of 90 days. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would amend section 673b of title 10, 
United States Code, to permit the President 
to authorize the Secretary of Defense and 
the Secretary of Transportation to order up 
to 200,000 members of the Selected Reserve to 
active duty for a single period of 270 days, 
without the declaration of war or national 
emergency required for the general or partial 
mobillzation authorities in sections 672 and 
673 of title 10, United States Code. The con­
ference agreement would also require the 
Secretary of Defense to submit to the con­
gressional defense committees, not later 
than April 1, 1995, an analysis of options for 
increasing the Presidential call-up authority 
and an assessment of the effects of these op­
tions on recruiting, retention, and employer 
support for the reserve components. 

The Department of Defense requested 
broader authority for the President to dele­
gate the Selected Reserve activation author­
ity to the Secretary of Defense and the Sec­
retary of Transportation, which was included 
in neither the Senate bill nor the House 
amendment. The conference agreement 
would not amend the circumstances under 
which the President can use the authority 
under section 673b of title 10, United States 
Code, and would not provide for any broader 
delegation of authority to the Secretary of 
Defense and the Secretary of Transportation. 

The Department of Defense has indicated 
that the time required for the President to 
exercise his authority under section 673b of 
title 10, United States Code, will cause mili­
tary planners to exclude reserve component 
personnel from contingency plans. The con­
ferees reject that line of reasoning and fully 
expect the Department of Defense, and par­
ticularly the commanders of the combatant 
commands, to continue to plan for, count on, 
and use members of the Selected Reserve 
among early deploying forces . Perceived im­
pediments to the planning for and timely use 
of reserve component personnel and units 
can and should be overcome without legisla­
tive action. In that light, the conferees ex­
pect the Department of Defense and the 
White House to work together to develop and 
implement the plans and procedures nec­
essary under a wide range of scenarios to en­
sure timely access to members of the Se­
lected Reserve under section 673b of title 10, 
United States Code, and other authorities. 
Reserve general and flag officers on active duty 

(sec. 512) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 512) that would amend section 526 
of title 10, United States Code, to require 
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that a least 15 reserve component general 
and flag officers serve on active duty. The 
authorizations for these reserve component 
officers would be within the total number of 
general and flag officers authorized to serve 
on active duty in each military service . This 
provision would also authorize a reserve gen­
eral officer to serve as the military execu­
tive to the Reserve Forces Policy Board. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 
to notify the Committees on Armed Services 
of the Senate and House of Representatives 
in writing 60 days prior to taking an action 
that would: (1) change the grade authorized 
as of July 1, 1994, for a general or flag officer 
position in the National Guard Bureau, the 
office of a chief of a reserve component, or a 
reserve component command; (2) assign a re­
serve officer to a general or flag officer posi­
tion in the National Guard Bureau, the office 
of a chief of a reserve component, or a re­
serve component command in a grade other 
than the grade authorized on July 1, 1994: or 
(3) assign an officer other than a general or 
flag officer as the military executive to the 
Reserve Forces Policy Board. Such a notifi­
cation would include the analysis which jus­
tifies the intended action. 
Review of opportunities for ordering individual 

reservists to active duty with their consent 
(sec. 513) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
511) that would require the Secretary of De­
fense to review and report to the Committees 
on Armed Services of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives regarding the op­
portunities for individual members of the re­
serve components to be called to active duty, 
with their consent, to serve during peace­
time in positions traditionally filled by ac­
tive duty personnel in support of peacetime 
requirements. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
In another provision in this act, the con­

ferees reduced the minimum required reserve 
service for eligibility for retired pay for non­
regular serve during the force drawdown pe­
riod. The conferees direct the Secretary of 
Defense to review the provisions of section 
1331 of title 10, United States Code, as part of 
the review of impediments for members of 
the reserve components to serve on active 
duty. The Secretary of Defense should sub­
mit any recommended legislative changes to 
the Congress. 
Definition of active Guard and reserve duty 

(sec. 514) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 513) that would amend section 101 
of title 10, United States Code, to provide a 
definition for the term "active Guard and 
Reserve duty." 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 
Repeal of obsolete provisions pertaining to 

transfer of retired regular enlisted members 
to reserve components (sec. 515) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
513) that would repeal obsolete provisions 
pertaining to the retired reserve. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 514). 

The Senate recedes. 
Semiannual report on separations of active 

Army officers (sec. 516) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 516) that would require the Sec-

retary of the Army to furnish to the Chief, 
National Guard Bureau, on a semiannual 
basis, the name, home of record, and last­
known maillng address of each officer who 
was honorably separated from the Army in 
the grade of major and below during the pre­
vious six-month period. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Early reserve retirement eligibility for disabled 

members of Selected Reserve (sec. 517) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 515(a)) that would authorize the 
service secretaries to provide for early quali­
ficatio:. for retired pay at age 60 for certain 
members of the Selected Reserve who be­
come physically unfit for continued service. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Annual payments for members retired under 

Guard and reserve transition initiative (sec. 
518) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
642) that would modify the special transition 
program of annual payments for reservists 
authorized by section 4416 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1993. The provision would revise the current 
program of five annual payments to author­
ize from one to five such payments. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 515(b)) that would amend title 
10, United States Code, to modify the pro­
gram of Guard and reserve transition initia­
tives enacted by the National Defense Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public 
Law 102-484). 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would eliminate the requirement for the 
recoupment of payments once a member who 
has received payments under this provision 
begins to receive retired pay. 
Educational requirements for appointme'nt in re­

serve components in grades above first lieu­
tenant or lieutenant junior grade (sec. 519) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
504) that would modify section 596 of title 10, 
United States Code, to authorize the accept­
ance of college credits and degrees from non­
accredited schools for the purpose of meeting 
the degree requirement of section 596 if at 
least three accredited schools accept such 
credits. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would clarify the circumstances under 
which this authority could be used. 
Limited exception for Alaska scout officers from 

baccalaureate degree requirement for ap­
pointment as an officer in the National 
Guard above first lieutenant (sec. 520) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
505) that would exempt year-round Alaska 
Native residents who are officers in the Alas­
ka Army National Guard serving in Eskimo 
Scout units or Eskimo Scout supporting 
units from the requirement to obtain a bac­
calaureate degree in order to advance above 
the grade of lieutenant. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make clarifying changes. 
Sense of Congress concerning the training and 

modernization of the reserve components 
(sec. 521) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
514) that would express the sense of the Sen­
ate that the Department of Defense should 

establish a standard readiness and evalua­
tion system and that it would provide in its 
annual budget submissions adequate re­
sources to ensure that the National Guard 
and reserve units are trained and modernized 
to the standards needed for them to carry 
out the full range of missions required under 
the Bottom-Up Review. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would express the sense of Congress 
that the Secretary of Defense should: 1) es­
tablish a standard readiness evaluation sys­
tem for all forces within each military serv­
ice and a standard readiness rating that is 
uniform for the military departments; 2) as­
sess the budget submission of each military 
department for each year to determine (tak­
ing into consideration the advice of the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff) the ex­
tent to which National Guard and reserve 
units would, under that budget submission, 
be trained and modernized to the standards 
needed to carry out the full range of mis­
sions required under current Department of 
Defense plans; and 3) based upon this assess­
ment each year, adjust the budget submis­
sions of the military departments in order to 
meet the priorities established by the Sec­
retary of Defense for the total force. 
Prohibition of retaliatory actions against mem-

bers of the armed forces making allegations 
of sexual harassment or unlawful discrimi­
nation (sec. 531) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 527) that would establish proce­
dures for investigation, review, and correc­
tive action in cases involving alleged re­
prisal against members of the armed forces 
making allegations of sexual harassment or 
unlawful discrimination. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would clarify that the prohibition 
against retaliatory actions in 10 U.S.C. 1034 
applies to matters involving sexual harass­
ment and unlawful discrimination. The 
amendment would also revise section 1034 to 
make it clear that it protects communica­
tions to a Member of Congress, an Inspector 
General, a member of a DOD audit, inspec­
tion, investigation, or law enforcement orga­
nization, or any other person or organization 
designated by regulations or other estab­
lished procedures to receive such commu­
nications. 
Department of Defense policies and procedures 

on discrimination and sexual harassment 
(sec. 532) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1056) that would establish a procedure for re­
view and revision of DOD policies and proce­
dures related to unlawful discrimination and 
sexual harassment. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment. 
Subsection (a) of the conference agreement 
would require the Department of Defense 
Task Force on Discrimination and Sexual 
Harassment to transmit its report to the 
Secretary of Defense not later than October 
1, 1994. The Secretary of Defense would 
transmit a copy of the report to Congress not 
later than October 10, 1994. 

Subsection (b) would require the Secretary 
of Defense to review the recommendations in 
the report and determine which rec­
ommendations to approve or disapprove. Not 
later than 45 days after receiving the report, 
the Secretary would be required to complete 
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the review and transmit a report to Congress 
that identifies the approved and disapproved 
recommendations, and explains the reasons 
for each such approval and disapproval. 

Subsection (c) would require the Secretary 
of Defense to develop a comprehensive DOD 
policy to ensure that the service secretaries 
prescribe regulations implementing the ap­
proved recommendations not later than 
March l, 1995. The provision would require 
that the approved recommendations be im­
plemented uniformly by the military depart­
ments, insofar as practicable. This provision 
also would require the Secretary of Defense 
to submit to Congress, not later than March 
31, 1995, a proposal for any legislation nec­
essary to enhance the Department's capabil­
ity to address the issues of discrimination 
and sexual harassment. 

Subsection (d) would require the Secretary 
of the Navy and the Secretary of the Air 
Force, in the development of implementing 
regulations, to revise their equal oppor­
tunity and complaint procedures in light of 
the recommendations of the Task Force and 
the experience of the other military services. 
The Air Force and NavY would be required to 
ensure that their equal opportunity and 
complaint procedure regulations would be 
substantially equivalent to the regulations 
of the Army on such matters. The conferees 
intend that the requirement for the Navy 
and Air Force procedures to be "substan­
tially equivalent" to the Army procedures 
means that the Navy and Air Force regula­
tions must be as specific as the Army regula­
tions in addressing these issues. 

The conference agreement would make it 
clear that the Navy and Air Force could im­
plement regulations that go beyond the sub­
stantial equivalent of the Army's regula­
tions. The conference agreement also would 
require the Army to review and revise its 
complaint regulations. 

Subsection (e) would require the Advisory 
Board on the Investigative Capability of the 
Department of Defense to include in its re­
port recommendations as to whether the cur­
rent DOD organizational structure is ade­
quate to oversee all investigative matters re­
lated to unlawful discrimination, sexual har­
assment, and other misconduct related to 
the gender of the victim. This would include 
examination of the question of whether there 
should be a separate DOD unit to oversee 
matters related to allegations of discrimina­
tion, sexual harassment, or other mis­
conduct related to the gender of the victim. 
The conference agreement also would require 
the Advisory Board to determine whether ad­
ditional data collection and reporting proce­
dures are needed to enhance the ability of 
the Department of Defense to deal with dis­
crimination, sexual harassment, and other 
misconduct related to the gender of the vic­
tim. 

Subsection (f) would require the Secretary 
of Defense to ensure that the regulations 
that currently govern consideration of equal 
opportunity matters in performance evalua­
tions include consideration of an individual's 
commitment to elimination of discrimina­
tion and sexual harassment. 
Annual report on personnel readiness factors by 

race and gender (sec. 533) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 528) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to collect data and report 
annually, starting in fiscal year 1996, on spe­
cific recruiting, retention, and readiness is­
sues related to gender and race. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would clarify the subject of the report. 

Victims ' advocates programs in the Department 
of Defense (sec. 534) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 526) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to establish within each of 
the military departments victim advocate 
programs for members of the armed forces 
and their dependents who are victims of sex­
ual and physical abuse, unlawful discrimina­
tion, or sexual harassment. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 
to strengthen the Department's victim and 
witness assistance programs and its family 
advocacy program to assist members of the 
armed forces and their dependents who are 
victims of crime, intra-familial abuse, sexual 
harassment, and unlawful discrimination. 
Transitional compensation and other benefits 

for dependents of members separated for de­
pendent abuse (sec. 535) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
522) that would improve the benefits and 
change the commencement date and dura­
tion of the program authorized in section 
1058 of title 10, United States Code (as added 
by section 554(a)(l) of Public Law 103-160) for 
transitional compensation to dependents of 
members separated for dependent abuse. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make clarifying changes. 
Study of spousal abuse involving armed forces 

personnel (sec. 536) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1084) that would require the Secretary of De­
fense to study spousal abuse by armed forces 
personnel. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Extension of Warrant Officer Management Act 

to Coast Guard (sec. 541) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 523) that would amend titles 10 and 
14, United States Code, to include Coast 
Guard warrant officers under the provisions 
of the Warrant Officer Management Act. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Coast Guard force reduction transition benefits 

(sec. 542) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 522) that would extend eligib111ty 
to members of the Coast Guard for the force 
reduction period for the personnel readjust­
ment benefits authorized by the National De­
fense Authorization Acts for Fiscal Year 1991 
(Public Law 101-510), Fiscal Years 1992 and 
1993 (Public Law 102-190), and Fiscal Year 
1993 (Public Law 102-484). 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi-
sion. · 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 
Expand personnel adjustment, education, and 

training programs to include the United 
States Coast Guard (sec. 543) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1137) that would expand certain 
personnel adjustment, education, and train­
ing programs to the United States Coast 
Guard. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Repeal of required reduction in recruiting per­

sonnel (sec. 551) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

441) that would repeal section 431 of the Na-

tional Defense Authorization Act for 1993 
which limits the number of personnel carry­
ing out recruiting activities after September 
30, 1994. 

The House amendment contained an iden­
tical provision (sec. 521). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 
Authorized active duty strengths for Army en­

listed members in pay grade E-8 (sec. 552) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 524) that would amend section 
517(a) of title 10, United States Code, to pro­
vide a new authorized daily average number 
of enlisted members on active duty (other 
than for training) in the Army in pay grade 
E~. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Prohibition on imposition of additional charges 

or fees for attendance at certain academies 
(sec. 553) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 531) that would prohibit the impo­
sition of any charge or fee for tuition, room 
or board for attendance at the United States 
Military Academy, United States Naval 
Academy, United States Air Force Academy, 
United States Coast Guard Academy, or 
United States Merchant Marine Academy. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Survey on the state of race and ethnic issues in 

the military (sec. 554) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 536) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to carry out a biennial sur­
vey to measure the state of racial and ethnic 
issues and discrimination among active duty 
military personnel. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would change the deadline for the first 
survey to May J, 1995. 
Review of certain discharges from the United 

States Military Academy (sec. 555) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

521) that would require the Secretary of the 
Army to review the discharge from the Unit­
ed States Military Academy of James Web­
ster Smith in 1874 and Jackson Chestnut 
Whittaker in 1882 to determine whether the 
proceedings were tainted by racial prejudice 
or other improper factors. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 537). 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 
Administration of athletics programs at the serv­

ice academies (sec. 556) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1090) that would establish as a civil service 
position the position of athletic director at 
the United States M111tary Academy, United 
States Naval Academy, and United States 
Air Force Academy. The provision would 
also establish nonappropriated fund accounts 
for the athletic programs of the academies. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would change the effective date of this 
provision to January 1, 1996. 

The conferees note a September 1991 report 
of the General Accounting Office, The Orga­
nizational Status, Financial Status, and 
Oversight of the Naval Academy Athletic As­
sociation. Nonetheless, the conferees direct 
the Secretary of the Navy to report to the 
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Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and House of Representatives not later than 
March 15, 1995 on: (1) the projected cost to 
the Department of the Navy of implementing 
the changes required by this section; (2) the 
time lines and milestones for implementing 
these changes; (3) the details on how the po­
sition of athletic director would be estab­
lished, including the anticipated civil service 
grade or pay level and any required exemp­
tions to statutes governing Federal civil 
service employees; and (4) other matters rel­
evant to this issue. 

Upon receipt of this report, the Commit­
tees on Armed Services will evaluate its in­
formation with the intent of adopting, if nec­
essary, perfecting legislation prior to the ef­
fective date of this provision. 
Reimbursement for certain losses of household 

effects caused by hostile action (sec. 557) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

654) that would authorize the secretaries of 
the military departments to reimburse 
servicemembers for the loss of household 
goods sustained during a permanent change 
of station move when the loss is caused by 
hostile action incident to war or a warlike 
action by a military force . 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 525). 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make clarifying changes. 
Military recruiting on campus (sec. 558) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1076) that would preclude an institution of 
higher education that denies or prevents re­
cruiting on campus from receiving DOD 
funds. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 535), but included " any edu­
cational institution" among those to be cov­
ered by this provision. 

The House recedes. 
Authorization for instruction of civilian stu­

dents at the foreign language center of the 
Defense Language Institute (sec. 559) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 532) that would authorize the Sec­
retary of the Army to establish a program 
terminating in 1997 to allow civilians to re­
ceive instruction at the Defense Language 
Institute. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Discharge of members who are permanently 

non-worldwide assignable (sec. 560) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 534) that would require that mem­
bers of the armed forces who are classified as 
permanently non-worldwide assignable due 
to a medical condition be involuntarily sepa­
rated from the service, either through retire­
ment for those individuals who are retire­
ment eligible, or through discharge for all 
others. This provision would also allow the 
service secretary concerned to waive this re­
quired separation in certain cases, including 
through a determination that the retention 
of these individuals, as a class, would not ad­
versely affect the ability of the service to 
carry out its mission. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Authority for officers to serve on successive pro­
motion boards 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
501) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the military department concerned to ap­
prove officers to serve as members of succes-

sive selection boards concerned under sec­
tion 628 of title 10, United States Code , for 
the consideration of officers of the same 
competitive category and grade if the second 
board does not consider the same officer or 
officers as the first board. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 501) that would authorize the 
Secretary of the military department con­
cerned to approve officers to serve as mem­
bers on successive selection boards convened 
under section 611(a) of title 10, United States 
Code. 

The Senate and House recede. 
Detail of defense personnel 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 538) that would amend section 374 
of title 10, United States Code, to authorize 
the Secretary of Defense to make DOD per­
sonnel currently stationed in Europe avail­
able to assist the Immigration and Natu­
ralization Service, the United States. Border 
Patrol, and the United States Customs Serv­
ice. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
TITLE VI-COMPENSATION AND OTHER 

PERSONNEL BENEFITS 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Military pay raise for fiscal year 1995 (sec. 601) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

601) that would authorize a 2.6 percent in­
crease on January 1, 1995, in basic pay, basic 
allowance for quarters. and basic allowance 
for subsistence for military personnel. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 601), but included midshipmen 
and cadets. 

The Senate recedes. 
Cost-of-living allowana1 for members of the uni­

formed services assigned to high cost areas 
in the continental United States (sec. 602) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 602) that would establish a CONUS 
COLA to partially defray the added non­
housing costs incurred by servicemembers 
assigned to high-cost areas, effective July 1, 
1995. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would substitute " spendable income" 
for " basic pay" in determining the amount 
of allowance for a member and would pre­
clude payment of a CONUS COLA allowance 
until 90 days after the Secretary of Defense 
provides to Congress: 

· (1) the method(s) by which the Secretary of 
Defense would determine the non-housing 
cost indices; 

(2) how the Secretary of Defense would de­
termine the threshold; 

(3) how the presence of exchange facilities, 
commissaries, and medical facilities will be 
factored into the cost indices for different lo­
cations; 

(4) what non-housing-related costs would 
be used in developing the cost indices; and 

(5) what features would be in place to avoid 
uncontrolled growth in the future. 

The conferees are sensitive to the difficul­
ties faced by servicemembers assigned to 
certain areas in which the cost of living is 
exceptionally high. Nonetheless, the con­
ferees are concerned about growth in entitle­
ments and caution the Department of De­
fense against allowing a CONUS COLA to ex­
pand beyond the rather narrow limits of its 
original purpose. 

Increase in subsistence allowance payable to 
members of Senior Reserve Officer's Train­
ing Corps (sec. 603) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 603) that would amend title 37, 
United States Code, to increase the monthly 
subsistence allowance for members of the 
Senator Reserve Officers' Training Corps 
(ROTC) from the current level of $100 per 
month to $150 per month, effective Septem­
ber 1, 1995. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Entitlememt for dependents of servicemembers 

who die while on active duty (secs. 604 and 
707) 

The conferees agree to two provisions that 
would improve the entitlements available to 
survivors of servicemembers who die while 
on active duty. The first provision would: (1) 
modify section 1079(g) of title 10, United 
States Code, to continue the active duty de­
pendent CHAMPUS cost-sharing and benefits 
package for one year for the dependents of 
servicemembers who die while on active duty 
beginning on the date of the servicemember's 
death, and (2) modify section 1076a of title 10, 
United States Code, to authorize coverage of 
the dependents of a servicemember who dies 
while on active duty by the dependents' den­
tal program for up to one year beginning on 
the date of the servicemember's death. The 
second provision would modify sections 403(1) 
(1) and (2) of title 37, United States Code, to 
permit the dependents of servicemembers 
who die while on active duty to remain in 
government quarters or continue to receive 
housing allowances for 180 days beginning on 
the date of the servicemember's death. These 
provisions would be effective on October 1, 
1993. 

The conferees expect the Department of 
Defense to implement these improved enti­
tlements quickly, especially for the depend­
ents of those servicemembers who have died 
after October 1, 1993. Additionally, the con­
ferees expect the Department of Defense to 
conduct a thorough outreach program to en­
sure that every affected dependent is ap­
prised of these entitlements. 
Extension of certain bonuses for active and re­

serve forces (secs. 611 and 613) 
The Senate bill contained provisions (secs. 

611 and 613) that would extend the authori­
ties to pay certain bonuses for the active and 
reserve components. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 612 that would extend the au­
thority for the aviator retention bonus until 
September 30, 1995. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would extend the authority for the nu­
clear career annual incentive bonus until 
September 30, 1996. 
Extension and modification of certain bonuses 

and special pay for nurse officer candidates, 
registered nurses, and nurse anesthetists 
(sec. 612) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
612) that would extend the authority to pay 
(a) a nurse accession bonus, (b) incentive spe­
cial pay to military-certified registered 
nurse anesthetists, and (c) a nurse officer 
candidate accession bonus. This provision 
would also increase annual incentive special 
pay for military-certified registered nurse 
anesthetists to a maximum of $15,000. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 611) that would increase the annual 
incentive special pay for military-certified 
nurse anesthetists to a maximum of $15,000. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would extend these bonus authorities 
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until September 30, 1996 instead of Septem­
ber 30, 1998. 
Responsibility for preparation of transportation 

mileage tables (sec. 621) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

621) that would transfer responsibility for 
maintaining the official table of distances 
from the Secretary of the Army to the Sec­
retary of Defense. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Payment for transient housing for reserves per­

forming certain training duty (sec. 622) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

655) that would authorize the secretaries of 
the military departments to provide reim­
bursement for housing service charges for 
transient government housing for reservists 
performing annual training duty or inactive 
training duty. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Change in provision of transportation incident 

to personal emergencies for members sta­
tioned outside the continental United States 
(sec. 623) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 621) that would amend title 37, 
United States Code, to allow funded travel , 
incident to personal emergencies for mem­
bers or dependents located outside the con­
tinental United States, from their location 
to the nearest international airport, and 
from the airport back to the point of depar­
ture. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Clarification of travel and transportation allow­

ance of family members incident to serious 
illness or injury of members (sec. 624) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
622) that would amend title 37, United States 
Code, to clarify the travel and transpor­
tation allowances for family members of a 
seriously ill or injured service member. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Family separation allowance (sec. 625) 

The conference agreement includes a pro­
vision that would modify section 427 of title 
37, United States Code, to provide that an in­
dividual entitled to a family separation al­
lowance (FSA-II) while deployed who returns 
from that deployment, thereby terminating 
entitlement to FSA-II. and who is rede­
ployed within 30 days for a period in excess 
of 30 days shall, for the purposes of entitle­
ment to FSA-II, be treated as if the individ­
ual had been deployed continuously. 
Elimination of disparity between effective dates 

for military and civilian retiree cost-of-liv­
ing adjustments for fiscal year 1995 (sec. 
631) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1075) that would make the 1995 cost-of-living 
adjustment (COLA) for military retirees ef­
fective on April l, 1995, which is the date on 
which civil service retiree COLAs will be 
paid, rather than on October 1, 1995 as pro­
vided under current law. This provision 
would take effect only if an act appropriat­
ing funds for the Department of Defense for 
fiscal year 1995 appropriates sufficient funds 
to the military retirement trust fund to off­
set the increased outlays that will result 
from advancing the COLA by 6 months. 

The House amendment contained an iden­
tical provision (sec. 631). 

In adopting this provision, the conferees 
reiterate their strong support for the con­
cept of COLA equity. The conferees do not 
believe m111tary retiree COLAs should be de­
layed beyond the dates on which civil service 
retiree COLAs are paid. 

The inequity in the treatment of COLAs 
for military and civil service retirees is a di­
rect result of the reconciliation instructions 
contained in the Budget Resolution for fiscal 
year 1994, which had the effect of requiring 
substantially larger mandatory spending re­
ductions from military retirement benefits 
than those required from civil service retire­
ment benefits. In order to achieve those re­
ductions, the Omnibus Budget Reconcili­
ation Act of 1993 provided for different COLA 
delay schedules for military and civil service 
retirees. The conference agreement would 
correct that inequity only for 1995. 

Under the rules of the House of Represent­
atives and the Senate and the requirements 
of the Congressional Budget Act, the only 
choices open to the conferees were to offset 
the cost advancing the military retirement 
COLA by cutting the defense budget, or to 
add the cost to the deficit. Reluctantly, the 
conferees funded military retiree COLAs 
(which have not been part of the defense 
budget for a decade) by cutting the defense 
budget because the conferees did not believe 
that increasing the already excessive federal 
budget deficit was an acceptable alternative. 

In order to offset the outlay impact of the 
COLA provision, the conferees agree to make 
reductions in the operation and maintenance 
accounts which support the day-to-day oper­
ations and readiness of U.S. military forces. 
These reductions could result in lower readi­
ness for U.S. military forces at the same 
time that extra demands are being placed on 
them in contingency operations around the 
world. 

Since a continued diversion of operation 
and maintenance funding into the m111tary 
retirement trust fund over the next 4 years 
would cause unacceptable reductions in mili­
tary readiness, the conferees deem it impera­
tive that an alternative method of eliminat­
ing this COLA disparity be found for fiscal 
years 1996, 1997 and 1998. 
Requirement for equal treatment of civilian and 

military retirees in the event of delays in 
cost-of-living adjustments (sec. 632) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
636) that would ensure equal treatment of ci­
vilian and military retirees in the event of 
delays in cost-of-living adjustments, begin­
ning on October 1, 1998. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would express the sense of the Congress 
on this matter. 
Clarification of calculation of retired pay for of­

ficers who retire in a grade lower than the 
grade held at retirement (sec. 633) 

The Senate bill and the House amendment 
contained identical provisions (secs. 631 and 
632, respectively) that would amend section 
140la(O of title 10, United States Code, to 
preclude commissioned officers from receiv­
ing retired pay in a grade higher than the 
grade in which they were retired. 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 
Computation of retired pay to prevent pay in­

versions (sec. 634) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

634) that would authorize the secretaries of 
the military departments to waive the mini­
mum service for retirement requirement 
which may have existed at the time a 

servicemember who is affected by the 
"Tower Amendment" retired. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make clarifying changes. 

The "Tower Amendment" was enacted to 
ensure that retiring servicemembers not be 
penalized if their retired pay would be less 
than if they had retired earlier (pay inver­
sion). Since some members may not have 
held their retirement grade for sufficient 
time to qualify for retirement at the earlier 
date , the secretaries of the military depart­
ments were required to waive the time-in­
grade requirements. This provision would 
perm! t the secretaries of the m111 tary de­
partments to waive the time-in-grade re­
quirements retroactively as a class action. 
Crediting of reserve service of enlisted members 

for computation of retired pay (sec. 635) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

632) that would provide equitable treatment, 
in comparison to officers, for enlisted mem­
bers retiring after 20 or more years (or 15 'or 
more years if during the force drawdown 
transition period) by authorizing credit for 
inactive duty performed while a member of a 
reserve component. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 633). 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would make clarifying changes. 
Minimum required reserve service for eligibility 

for retired pay for non regular service during 
force drawdown period (sec. 636) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 634) that would change the mini­
mum required reserve service for eligibility 
for retired pay during the force drawdown 
period. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
SBP premiums for reserve component, child-only 

coverage (sec. 637) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 635) that would clarify the mecha­
nism for payment of premiums for individ­
uals who select a reserve component, child­
only election under the Survivor Benefit 
Plan. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Discontinuation of insurable interest coverage 

under Survivor Benefit Plan (sec. 638) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 636) that would allow individuals 
who had previously made non-former spouse 
insurable interest elections under the Survi­
vor Benefit Plan to terminate participation 
if they so desire. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Forfeiture of annuity or retired pay of members 

convicted of espionage (sec. 639) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

633) that would include the offense of espio­
nage (article l06a of the Uniform Code of 
Military Justice) in the list of offenses sub­
ject to the forfeiture of retired pay or any 
annuity under 5 U.S.C. 8312. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Treatment of retired and retainer pay of mem­

bers of cadre of Civilian Community Corps 
(sec. 640) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
645) that would clarify the intent of Congress 
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concerning compensation for retired mili­
tary members employed by the National Ci­
vilian Community Corps. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Eligibility of members retired under temporary 

special retirement authority for Service­
men's Group Life Insurance (sec. 651) 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
641) that would authorize Servicemen's 
Group Life Insurance (SGLI) for members of 
the retired reserve of a uniformed service 
who retired under the temporary special re­
tirement authority and (1) have not received 
the first increment of their retired pay, or (2) 
have not reached age 61 and have completed 
at least 15 years, but less than 20 years, or 
service creditable towards retirement. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Transportation of remains (sec. 652) 

The House amendment contained two pro­
visions (secs. 365 and 366) concerning the 
transportation of remains of deceased former 
members of the armed forces. Section 365 
would authorize the transportation of the re­
mains of retired members who die outside 
the United States on a space-available basis 
to a point of entry in the United States. Sec­
tion 366 would authorize transportation on 
aeromedical evacuation aircraft, on a cost­
reimbursable basis, of the remains of certain 
deceased veterans who die in a Department 
of Veterans' Affairs medical facility. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Special supplemental food program (sec. 653) 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
653) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to provide special supplemental food 
benefits to members of the armed forces sta­
tioned overseas, and to eligible civilians 
serving with, employed by, or accompanying 
servlcemembers overseas. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 364). 

The House recedes. 
Study of offset of disability compensation by re­

ceipt of separation benefits and incentives 
(sec. 654) 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
656) that would require a study on the offset 
of veterans' disability compensation by the 
amount of any separation benefits or incen­
tives received by members of the armed 
forces upon separation from the armed 
forces. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make clarifying changes. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Cost of living increases in SEP contributions to 
be effective concurrently with payment of 
related retired pay cost-of-living increases 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
635) that would preclude annual increases in 
the premi urns mlli tary retirees pay to par­
tlclpa te in the Survivor Benefit Plan (SBP) 
before annual cost-of-living increases in re­
tired pay are payable. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Disability coverage for officer candidates grant­

ed excess leave 
The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 

651) that would include certain members not 

entitled to basic pay (officer candidates) 
among those whose receive physical disabil­
ity coverage. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Use of exchanges and morale, welfare, and 

recreation facilities by members of reserve 
components and dependents 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
652) that would amend section 1065 of title 10, 
United States Code, to authorize retired 
members of the Selected Reserve to use De­
partment of Defense exchanges and other 
revenue-generating morale, welfare, and 
recreation facilities. 

The House blll contained no similar provi-
sion. · 

The Senate recedes. 
Authority for survivors to receive payment for 

all leave accrued by deceased members 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 641) that would authorize survivors 
of members of the uniformed services to re­
ceive a payment upon death for all leave ac­
crued, regardless of the 60-day career limi ta­
tion. 

The Senate blll contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
TITLE VII-HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Revision of the definition of dependents to in­
clude young people being adopted by mem­
bers or former members (sec. 701) 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
701) that would authorize coverage in the 
military health care system for individuals 
placed in the home of a servicemember or 
former servicemember by a placement agen­
cy for the purpose of adoption. The provision 
would also make the new category of "de­
pendents" eligible for CHAMPUS as well as 
m111tary treatment facility care. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 701) that would further ex­
pand the definition of the term " dependent" 
for the purposes of health care contained in 
section 1072 of title 10, United States Code, 
to include certain minors in the legal cus­
tody of a member or a former member of the 
armed forces. The definition would include 
individuals placed in the home of a member 
or former member by a state-licensed place­
ment agency for the purpose of adoption. 

The House recedes. 
Treatment of certain dependents as children for 

purposes of CHAMPUS, dependents' dental 
program, and continued health benefits cov­
erage (sec. 702) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 702) that would make conforming 
amendments to title 10, United States Code, 
to reflect changes to the definition of "de­
pendent" for the purpose of medical care 
contained elsewhere in the House amend­
ment and in the National Defense Authoriza­
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 
103-160). 

The Senate blll contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Availability of dependents' dental program out­

side the United States (sec. 703) 
The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 

702) that would direct the Secretary of De­
fense to use existing authority to provide 
basic dental benefits for dependents of mem­
bers of the uniformed services permanently 
stationed outside the United States. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make clarifying changes. 

Not later than 90 days after enactment of 
this act, the conferees expect the Secretary 
of Defense to submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives a comprehensive plan for 
the delivery of dental care to family mem­
bers at overseas locations. The plan should 
specify by service and major installation 
whether direct care, enrollment in the de­
pendent dental program, or other options 
wlll be offered. 

Not later than 180 days following enact­
ment, the conferees expect the Secretary of 
Defense to begin phased implementation of 
the plan. The conferees expect that the high­
est priority wlll be given to those areas dem­
onstrating the greatest problems with access 
to primary dental care. The conferees direct 
the Secretary of Defense to report to the 
Committees on Armed Services on the status 
of the program by March 1, 1995; July 1, 1995; 
and September 30, 1995. 
Authorization for medical and dental care for 

abused dependents of certain members (sec. 
704) 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
703) that would authorize medical and dental 
care of abused dependents of members of the 
uniformed services who are administratively 
discharged from a uniformed service due to a 
conviction under m111tary or civil law relat­
ing to the abuse of the dependent. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 703) that would expand the author­
ization for medical and dental care for the 
abuse-related injury to the abused depend­
ents of members of the uniformed services 
who are administratively discharged due to a 
conviction under section 1076(e) of title 10, 
United States Code. 

The Senate recedes. 
Eligibility for participation in demonstration 

programs for sale of pharmaceuticals (sec. 
706) 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
709) that would ensure that Medicare-eligible 
retirees who formerly relied upon a military 
treatment fac111ty that has been closed or re­
aligned continue to have some pharma­
ceutical benefit. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would strengthen the requirement that 
the retiree relied upon the m111tary treat­
ment facility to obtain pharmaceuticals as a 
prerequisite for participation in this pro­
gram and would permit the Secretary of De­
fense to achieve cost neutrality for this 
change to the mail-order pharmaceutical and 
retail pharmacy network demonstrations. 
Additional health care services available 

through the military health care system 
(sec. 705) 

The House blll contained a provision (sec. 
704) that would amend section 1077 of title 10, 
United States Code, to expand covered m111-
tary health care to include the provision of 
voice prostheses, including mechanical hand­
held voice prostheses. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Coordination of benefits (sec. 711) 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
704) that would provide equitable reimburse­
ment procedures for those cases in which 
CHAMPUS ls the secondary payer to Medi­
care for active duty dependents and retired 
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members and their dependents under the age 
of65. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. The conferees are sym­
pathetic to the situation of these disabled in­
dividuals. However, the conferees remain 
concerned about the precedent of providing a 
more generous benefit to one subset of the 
beneficiary population while the majority of 
the population continues to receive a lesser 
benefit. 
Authority for reimbursement of professional li­

cense fees under resource-sharing agree­
ments (sec. 712) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
705) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to reimburse a member of the uni­
formed service for license fees imposed by a 
state government to provide health care 
services at a civ111an health care fac111ty. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 711) that would also enable ci­
v111an health care providers with whom the 
Secretary of Defense contracts for the deliv­
ery of health care to covered beneficiaries to 
purchase services or supplies directly from 
the mil1tary treatment facility . 

The House recedes. 
Imposition of enrollment fees for managed care 

plans (sec. 713) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

712) that would permit the Secretary of De­
fense to offer Medicare-eligible beneficiaries 
who enroll in the health maintenance orga­
nization option offered in current managed 
care programs the opportunity to pay an en­
rollment fee similar to the enrollment fee 
that CHAMPUS-eligible enrollees may pay 
in lieu of meeting the required CHAMPUS 
deductible. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Strengthening managed health care authorities 

(sec. 714) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
714) that would strengthen the ab111ty of the 
Department of Defense to implement effec­
tive managed health care programs. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Delay in deadline for use of health maintenance 

organization model as option for military 
health care (sec. 715) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 714) that would extend the deadline 
for the Secretary of Defense to prescribe and 
implement a health benefit option and cost­
sharing requirements modelled on health 
maintenance organization (HMO) plans in 
the private sector and other government 
health insurance programs. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Limitation on reduction in number of reserve 

component medical personnel (sec. 716) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 715) that would permit a reserve 
component to go below the floor established 
by section 518(a) of the National Defense Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 if the 
Secretary of Defense certifies that the num­
ber of personnel to be reduced is excess to 
the current and projected needs of the m111-
tary department. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 

Authority to conduct health care surveys of 
families of retired members (sec. 717) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
707) that would allow the Defense Depart­
ment to consider all persons receiving health 
care under chapter 55 of title 10, United 
States Code, as employees of the United 
States for the purpose of conducting surveys 
to determine the availab111ty of health care 
services to such persons, their familiarity 
with fac111ties and services provided, their 
health, and their level of satisfaction. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Programs related to the Gulf War Syndrome 

(sec. 721) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

529) that would direct several actions to im­
prove the medical treatment of veterans of 
the Persian Gulf War by the Department of 
Defense. 

The Senate amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1095) that would mandate the com­
patib111ty of the separate Persian Gulf illness 
registries maintained by the Department of 
Defense and the Department of Veterans' Af­
fairs. This provision was nearly identical to 
a subsection of the House provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would incorporate the Senate provision 
on health registries into the House provi­
sion. 

The conferees agree that the Department 
of Defense was slow to react when initially 
confronted with growing evidence that some 
veterans of the Persian Gulf War were af­
flicted with symptoms which could not be di­
agnosed completely under existing protocols. 
Further, the conferees agree that the terms 
of this provision provide the necessary direc­
tion to the Department of Defense to con­
tinue its programs of treatment of victims of 
this illness. This provision would require the 
Secretary of Defense to begin a comprehen­
sive outreach program to inform Persian 
Gulf veterans on matters related to the ill­
ness and to encourage them to register with 
the Department. The provision would also 
require the Department of Defense to pre­
sume that sick servicemembers who served 
in the Persian Gulf War are ill as a result of 
that service until it can be proven otherwise. 
Additionally, the provision would codify the 
current Department of Defense practice of 
not discharging sick Persian Gulf veterans 
until a suitable disabil1ty rating can be es­
tablished. Further, it would direct the Sec­
retary of Defense, in conjunction with the 
Secretary of Veterans ' Affairs, to review the 
records of Persian Gulf veterans who have 
been discharged or retired by a physical eval­
uation board. 
Cooperative Department of Defense/Department 

of Veterans' Affairs research (sec. 722) 
The budget request contained no funds for 

cooperative research between the Depart­
ments of Defense and Veterans ' Affairs. 

The Senate blll would provide $40.0 million 
in PE 63738D for cooperative DODN A re­
search; $20.0 million for the cost-shared DOD/ 
VA brain and spinal cord injury program; 
and $20.0 mlllion for Gulf War Syndrome re­
search. The Senate bill also contained a pro­
vision (sec. 1093) that would require two 
studies of the health consequences of mili­
tary service or employment in Southwest 
Asia dui'ing the Persian Gulf War and a pro­
vision (sec. 1094) that would award grants for 
research into the health consequences of the 
Persian Gulf War. 

The House amendment would provide $30.0 
million in PE 63738D for research on the use 

of artificial neural networks for cancer de­
tection and treatment and for Gulf War Syn­
drome research. 

The House recedes with an amendment. 
The conferees agree to authorize $50.0 mil­

lion in PE 63738D for brain and spinal cord 
research, in accordance with the Senate re­
port (S. Rept. 103-282); artificial neural net­
work research, lyme disease research, auto­
mated mammography, and diabetes research, 
in accordance with the House report (H. 
Rept. 103-499); and Gulf War Syndrome re­
search. 

The conferees view with great concern the 
complaints of an unexplained illness-the so­
called " Gulf War Syndrome"-that have 
been made by a large number of veterans of 
the Persian Gulf War. The conferees note 
that in some cases these complaints extend 
to the families of the veterans and to some 
civilian employees of the U.S. government 
and support contractors who served in the 
Southwest Asia theater of operations. 

The conferees note that the National De­
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 
contained two provisions (secs. 270 and 271) 
that provided grants to support research on 
exposure to hazardous agents and materials 
and to depleted uranium by military person­
nel who served in the Gulf War. The con­
ferees further note the congressional hear­
ings on the subject of the Gulf War Syn­
drome and the several reviews that have 
been conducted in the past year within the 
Department of Defense, the Defense Science 
Board, and the Department of Veterans' Af­
fairs into the potential causes of the medical 
problems which seem to be associated with 
service in the Gulf War. The conferees are 
aware of the review in April 1994 by the Na­
tional Institutes of Health that considered 
certain medical complaints to be genuine. 
The conferees are aware of continuing in­
quiries and investigation into the basis for 
the complaints and consideration of a broad 
range of environmental, battlefield, and 
other conditions that may have contributed 
to the complaints. 

The conferees strongly believe that the De­
partments of Defense, Veterans ' Affairs, and 
Health and Human Services must make a 
concerted effort to determine the con­
sequences to the health of members of the 
U.S. armed forces, government employees, 
supporting contractors, and their families of 
their service in Southwest Asia during the 
Persian Gulf War. The seriousness and imme­
diate nature of the problem requires a prior­
ity, systematic, scientifically-based, and co­
ordinated effort. The conferees believe that 
the effort should capitalize on work that has 
already been done or is in progress, but 
should include new activities which use the 
best efforts and capabilities of both govern­
ment and non-government entities to assess 
the short-term and long-term hazards to the 
health of the individuals concerned. This ef­
fort must consider the broad range of poten­
tial environmental, battlefield, and other 
conditions incident to service in Southwest 
Asia during the Persian Gulf War. 

The conferees direct that such an effort be 
conducted in accordance with a coordinated 
plan of research and study activities by fed­
eral and non-federal agencies, prepared by 
the Secretary of Defense, in coordination 
with the Secretaries of Veterans ' Affairs and 
Health and Human Services, and reviewed by 
the National Academy of Sciences. The con­
ferees agree that three groups of studies of 
the Gulf War Syndrome by non-federal enti­
ties should be among these efforts: (1 ) a 
study of the nature and scope of the syn­
drome; (2) a study of the health consequences 
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of the administration of pyridostigmine bro­
mide as a pretreatment antidote enhancer; 
and (3) a final group of clinical studies and 
other research on the causes, possible trans­
mission, and treatment of undiagnosed ill­
nesses of individuals who served in South­
west Asia in the military, or as DOD or con­
tractor employees, and their spouses and 
children where appropriate, during the Gulf 
War. 

The conferees note the need for independ­
ent research in certain cases to ensure that 
the results have the highest possible credi­
bility. With this in mind, the conferees di­
rect the Department of Defense to utilize 
non-federal research entities for the conduct 
of the epidemiological and pyridostigmine 
studies. The conferees further note that this 
non-federal research is in addition to any on­
going federal research or research internal to 
the federal government which the Secretary 
may direct. The conferees further direct the 
Secretary to ensure that the grants for this 
research be awarded on the basis of competi­
tion to non-federal researchers with no fi­
nancial interest in the outcome of the re­
search. 

The first study or studies shall be epide­
miological research of individuals who 
served as members of the armed forces in the 
Southwest Asia theater of operations during 
the Persian Gulf War; individuals who were 
civilian employees of the Department of De­
fense in that theater during that period; and 
where appropriate, individuals who were em­
ployees of contractors of the Department in 
that theater during that period and the 
spouses and children of individuals covered 
by the study. 

The study shall be designed to assess the 
incidence, prevalence, and nature of the ill­
ness and symptoms, the risk factors associ­
ated with symptoms of the syndrome that 
were manifested within three years of de­
ployment in the Southwest Asia theater of 
operations, and any other matters that the 
Secretary of Defense deems relevant to the 
health and welfare of the individuals in­
volved. The potential risk factors assessed 
shall include exposure to chemical and bio­
logical agents, drugs and vaccines, endemic 
diseases, pesticides, toxins, and any other 
hazardous materials deemed appropriate. 
The study shall also assess the relationship 
between the illnesses and symptoms and 
stress-producing battlefield and wartime 
conditions. 

The study shall attempt to compare: 
(1) the incidence, prevalence, and nature of 

the illnesses and symptoms suffered by the 
individuals in the study prior to the com­
mencement of the Persian Gulf War with 
those suffered by the individuals after the 
end of the war; and 

(2) the incidence, prevalence, and nature of 
the illnesses, symptoms, and birth defects of 
any children conceived by such individuals 
before the commencement of the Persian 
Gulf War with those experienced after the 
end of the war. 

After each successful applicant for the 
study or studies has been selected, the suc­
cessful applicant or applicants shall be re­
quired to conduct a small pilot study to dem­
onstrate the feasibility of their proposed 
study design and instruments. 

The second group of studies shall deter­
mine · the short-term and long-term health 
consequences of the administration of 
pyridostigmine bromide as an antidote 
enhancer for chemical nerve agent toxicity 
during the Persian Gulf War, alone or in 
combination with exposure to pesticides, en­
vironmental toxins, and other hazardous 

substances that were present during the Per­
sian Gulf War. 

The first project of this second group of 
studies shall be a retrospective study on 
members of the armed forces who served in 
the Southwest Asia theater of operations 
during the Persian Gulf War and shall be de­
signed to determine the following: 

(1) the nature of the undiagnosed and 
chronic illnesses suffered by such members; 
and 

(2) the extent to which the illnesses are as­
sociated with the use of pyridostigmine bro­
mide or other medications or vaccinations, 
and exposure to pesticides, organophos 
phates, or carbamates. 

The second research project shall use ap­
propriate animal models and non-animal 
models, including in-vitro systems, as re­
quired, in studies designed to determine 
whether the use of pyridostigmine bromide 
in combination with exposure to pesticides 
or other organophos-phates, carbamates, or 
relevant chemicals will result in increased 
toxicity in animals and is likely to have a 
similar effect on humans. 

The conferees urge the Secretary of De­
fense to execute this research in consulta­
tion with the Secretaries of Veterans' Affairs 
and Health and Human Services, the Admin­
istrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, the head of the Medical Follow-Up 
Agency of the institute of Medicine, and the 
heads of other appropriate departments and 
agencies of the federal government. 

The third group of studies shall include 
clinical studies and other research on the 
causes, possible transmission, and treatment 
of the Gulf War Syndrome. The Secretary of 
Defense shall award grants to appropriate 
non-governmental entities to determine: 

(1) the nature and causes of any illnesses 
suffered by individuals as a result of service 
or employment in the Southwest Asia thea­
ter of operations during the Persian Gulf 
War; 

(2) the methods of transmission, if any, of 
such illnesses from such individuals to other 
individuals; and 

(3) the appropriate treatment for such ill­
nesses. 

In carrying out this research, the entities 
conducting the research should consider the 
following: 

(1) illnesses or symptoms associated with 
exposure to depleted uranium particles, 
mycotoxins, genetically-altered organisms, 
petrochemical toxicity, pesticide poisoning, 
anthrax vaccines, botulinum toxoids, and 
other chemical hazards and agents; 

(2) endemic viral, fungal, bacterial, and 
rickettsial diseases (including diseases aris­
ing from biological warfare activities); 

(3) illnesses or symptoms associated with 
ingestion of silica or sand; 

(4) assessment of reproductive risks arising 
from the illnesses and diseases referred to in 
paragraphs (1) through (3); 

(5) pediatric disorders; 
(6) birth defects; 
(7) post-traumatic stress disorder; 
(8) somatoform disorders; 
(9) chronic fatigue syndrome; and 
(10) multiple chemical sensitivities. 
In awarding grants for the conduct of all of 

these studies, the Secretary shall select 
independent peer reviewers to evaluate the 
proposals received from entities proposing to 
conduct this research. The Secretary shall 
ensure that the reviewers: 

(1) are not employees of the federal govern­
ment; 

(2) have an expertise in epidemiology, toxi­
cology, neurology, biology, biostatistics, 

post-traumatic stress disorder, or public 
health; and 

(3) have no financial relationship with any 
company that manufactures a product that 
may be addressed in the study. 

The Secretary of Defense shall report the 
results of this research to the Congress. 
Chiropractic health care demonstration (sec. 

731) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
706) that would require the Department of 
Defense to conduct a chiropractic health 
care demonstration. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with a technical amend­
ment. 
Demonstration program for admission of civil­

ians as physician assistant students at 
Academy of Health Sciences, Fort Sam 
Houston, Texas (sec. 732) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 722) that would authorize a dem­
onstration program under which the Sec­
retary of the Army could enter into a recip­
rocal agreement with an accredited institu­
tion of higher education to allow a limited 
number of students of that institution to at­
tend the didactic portion of the physician as­
sistant training program conducted at the 
Academy of Health Sciences, Fort Sam 
Houston, Texas, in return for the provision 
of certain academic services. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Delay in closure of Army hospital at Vicenza, 

Italy (sec. 733) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
721) that would preclude the Secretary of the 
Army from reducing the level of medical 
care services provided by the U.S. Army hos­
pital in Vicenza during fiscal year 1995 and 
direct the Secretary of Defense to submit a 
report not later than March 1, 1995, address­
ing a number of issues related to the closure 
of the Army hospital at Vicenza. 

The Senate contained no similar provision. 
The Senate recedes. 

Oral typhoid vaccine inventory of Department 
of Defense (sec. 734) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 725) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to maintain an inventory 
of an equal number of doses of oral typhoid 
vaccine and parenteral injection typhoid 
vaccine. The Secretary of Defense would be 
able to waive this requirement for reasons of 
national security. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would permit the Secretary of Defense 
to waive this requirement for medical rea­
sons. 
Report on the expanded use of nonavailability 

of health care statements (sec. 735) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 723) that would direct the .Sec­
retary of Defense to report on the Depart­
ment's plans to require that beneficiaries 
who use standard CHAMPUS and reside 
within the catchment area of a military 
treatment facility (MTF) obtain inpatient 
services and certain outpatient services from 
the MTF civilian provider network when the 
service is not available from the MTF. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
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Cost analysis of Tidewater Tricare delivery of TITLE VIII-ACQUISITION POLICY, AC-

pediatric health care to military families QUISITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELAT-
(sec. 736) ED MATTERS 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
710) that would require the Assistant Sec­
retary of Defense (Health Affairs) to consider 
certain cost experience gained from an anal­
ysis of the Tidewater Tricare demonstration 
in prescribing standards, limitations, and re­
quirements relating to the cost of pediatric 
care under any managed care system estab­
lished for the Department of Defense. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would limit the use of data gained from 
the Tidewater Tricare demonstration to fu­
ture health care decisions in that area. 

Study and report on financial relief for certain 
Medicare-eligible military retirees who incur 
Medicare late enrollment penalties (sec. 737) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
708) that would require the Secretary of De­
fense, in consultation with the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services, to study and re­
port to the Congress not later than March 31, 
1995, on possible financial relief from late en­
rollment penalties for military retirees and 
dependents who reside in the service area of 
a base closure site and who did not enroll in 
Medicare Part B because they . relied on a 
military treatment faclllty. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision: 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make clarifying changes. 

Sense of Congress on continuity of health care 
services for certain covered beneficiaries 
(sec. 738) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 724) that would express the sense of 
Congress that the Secretary of Defense 
should take all appropriate steps, including a 
limited extension of the current managed 
care contract, to protect the continuity of 
health care services for all beneficiaries eli­
gible for the base realignment and closure 
(BRAC) site managed health care benefit 
during the transition period of the TRICARE 
Region Six managed care contract. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
.that would expand the beneficiary popu­
lation covered by the sense of Congress to all 
beneficiaries residing in areas adversely af­
fected by the closure of a mllltary installa­
tion under the BRAC process. 

Automated medical record capability in the med­
ical information system 

The Senate report (S. Rept. 10~282) di­
rected the Department of Defense to imple­
ment, during fiscal year 1995, the plan out­
lined in the report submitted in response to 
section 714 of the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1994. This report 
described a test of components of an auto­
mated record capability at one or more mili­
tary medical facilities. The conferees sup­
port the conduct of such a test and encour­
age the Department to work with the De­
partment of Veterans' Affairs to include one 
or more veterans' facilities in this test so 
that the development of an automated medi­
cal record wlll be a cooperative effort be­
tween the two departments. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Procurement technical assistance centers (sec. 
801) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
811) that would authorize $12.0 mlllion for 
the operation of procurement technical as­
sistance centers in fiscal year 1995. The pro­
vision would also authorize up to $600,000 of 
the $12.0 million to be used to fund such pro­
grams sponsored by tribal organizations. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision. 

The House recedes. 
Pilot mentor protege program (sec. 802) 

The budget request contained $50.0 mlllion 
in RDT&E funds for the pilot mentor protege 
program. 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
812) that would provide $50.0 million for the 
pilot mentor protege program from title I 
procurement funds. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Historically black colleges and universities (sec. 

803) 
The budget request contained $15.0 million 

for historically black colleges and univer­
sities and minority institutions (HBCU/MI). 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
813) that would provide $35.0 mlllion for 
these institutions. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 813) that would provide $25.0 mil­
lion for the HBCU/MI program. The House re­
port (H. Rept. 10~99) also recommended 
$10.0 million for undergraduate centers of ex­
cellence at HBCU/MI institutions. 

The conferees recommend $25.0 million for 
the HBCU/MI program. The conferees further 
recommend that the Department of Defense 
ensure that minority women's programs, 
such as undergraduate science centers of ex­
cellence, have an opportunity to compete for 
funding under the HBCU/MI program. 
Treatment under subcontracting plans for pur-

chases from qualified nonprofit agencies for 
the blind or severely disabled (sec. 804) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
816) that would extend until September 30, 
1997 the law (10 U.S.C. 2410d) that provides 
contractors with credit towards their sub­
contracting goals for subcontracts with 
qualified nonprofit entities for the blind and 
severely disabled. The provision also would 
revise current law by including central non­
profit agencies designated by the Committee 
for Purchase from People Who are Blind or 
Severely Disabled. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Industrial mobilization authority (sec. 811) 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
822) that would clarify 10 U.S.C. 2538 regard­
ing the delegation of mobilization authority 
by the President during wartime. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Determinations of public interest under the Buy 

American Act (sec. 812) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

824) that would add several factors to the se­
ries of factors that section 2533 of title 10, 
United States Code, requires the Defense De­
partment to consider when deciding whether 
to procure foreign-made goods. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would delete one of the factors added by 
the Senate provision and add a reference to 
the national technology employment base. 
Continuation of reporting requirement on non-

competitive awards to colleges and univer­
sities (sec. 813) 

The Senate bill included a provision (sec. 
802) that would continue an annual reporting 
requirement on the awards of contracts and 
grants to universities through other than 
competitive procedures. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment. 
Consolidation of limitations on procurement of 

goods other than American goods (sec. 814) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 855) that would amend section 2534 
of title 10, United States Code, to consolidate 
miscellaneous limitations and waivers on 
the procurement of foreign goods. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would make technical changes and re­
tain the existing limitation in law on the 
procurement of sonobuoys. 
Environmental consequence analysis of major 

defense acquisition programs (sec. 815) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 871) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to analyze the life-cycle 
environmental costs of major defense system 
acquisition programs before development be­
gins. The provision would also direct the 
Secretary to issue implementing guidance 
for such analysis, as well as implementing 
guidance for compliance with the National 
Environmental Polley Act (NEPA), and to 
establish a NEPA data base. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would direct the Secretary to issue 
guidance, by March 31, 1995, to ensure both 
that the life-cycle environmental costs of 
major defense system acquisition are ana­
lyzed before production begins, and that the 
Department complies with the National En­
vironmental Polley Act in making decisions 
regarding the procurement of major defense 
systems. The provision would also direct the 
Secretary to implement the guidance by 
March 31, 1995. 
Demonstration project on purchase of fire, secu­

rity, police, public works, and utility serv­
ices from local government agencies (sec. 
816) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 874) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to conduct a demonstra­
tion project at Monterey, California, under 
which any municipal services needed for op­
eration of any Department of Defense asset 
in Monterey County, California, may be pur­
chased from government agencies located 
within the county of Monterey. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize, but not require, the 
Secretary to carry out this demonstration 
program. 
Preference for local residents (sec. 817) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 876) that would authorize the Sec­
retary of Defense to give a preference to pri­
vate contractors performing work at closing 
mllltary installations, if those contractors 
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hire, to the maximum extent practicable, 
residents from the local communities. This 
work would include environmental restora­
tion contracts. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would permit the Secretary to give a 
preference only if granting the preference is 
consistent with all other legally required ac­
tions at the installation. The conferees are 
concerned that environmental restoration 
not be delayed as a result of any preferences. 
Allowability under defense contracts of restruc-

turing costs of a merger or acquisition (sec. 
818) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1033) that would bar the Secretary 
of Defense from authorizing any payments, 
after May 4, 1994, for any restructuring costs 
incurred by a defense contractor after a 
merger or acquisition. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
The amendment would require the Secretary 
of Defense to issue regulations by January l , 
1995, that would govern the allowability of 
restructuring costs, and that would establish 
requirements for contract novation resulting 
from business combinations (mergers and ac­
quisitions). The amendment also would im­
pose an annual reporting requirement on the 
Department of Defense and would require the 
Comptroller General to assess the Defense 
Department's policy and make recommenda­
tions to Congress. 

The conferees have serious concerns about 
allowing payment of restructuring costs be­
yond those costs that would be allowed as a 
result of an internal reorganization absent a 
merger or acquisition. The conferees remain 

Item 

convinced that regulations should provide 
clear restrictions on the reimbursement of 
costs resulting from mergers and acquisi­
tions, including such controversial areas as 
the costs attributable to pension underfund­
ing. 

The conferees are concerned that the De­
partment of Defense policy on restructuring 
costs does not require enough accountabil­
ity. The conferees also are concerned about 
the absence of clear requirements for cal­
culating and evaluating projections of future 
cost savings to the government when such 
savings are used as the basis for allowing 
payment of restructuring costs. 

The conference agreement would require a 
DOD official at the level of an assistant sec­
retary of defense or above to review restruc­
turing agreements based on projections of fu­
ture savings, certify that the projections are 
based on audited data, and certify that the 
payment of restructuring costs should result 
in overall reduced costs for the Department 
of Defense, which is the stated purpose for 
this policy. 

The conferees believe that DOD policy 
must require the prompt novation of govern­
ment contracts after a business combination 
and must require properly supported and au­
dited advance agreements in order to ensure 
that the government's interests are pro­
tected. The Department also must ensure 
that contracting officers and auditors under­
stand that, in the absence of detailed infor­
mation showing compelling evidence of the 
benefit to the government, there is no obli­
gation to pay these costs. Furthermore, DOD 
policy should ensure that contracting offi­
cers make every reasonable effort to price 
the projected savings into current contracts, 
thereby increasing the likelihood that actual 
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Implementation of acquisition assistance regula­
tions required by Public Law 103-160 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
815) that would prohibit obligation and ex­
penditure of certain funds until the Depart­
ment of Defense issues all regulations re­
quired by sections 811(d)(l) and 813(b)(l) of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1994. The required implementing 
regulations concern the contract goal for 
small disadvantaged businesses (10 U.S.C. 
2323) and the pilot Mentor-Protege program. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. The conferees agree 
that implementation of these sections is a 
matter of high priority, but believe that the 
Department should be given a final oppor­
tunity to issue appropriate regulations be­
fore specific action is taken by the Congress. 

Department of Defense review of antitrust cases 
with national security implications 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 857) that would establish in perma­
nent law a procedure for the Secretary of De­
fense to review and comment on proposed 
mergers that might have national security 
implications. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. The conferees note that 
a report by the Defense Science Board has 
recommended procedures for DOD to review 
and comment on proposed mergers, and the 
conferees urge the Department to promptly 
implement these recommendations. In ac­
cordance with the recommendations of the 
Defense Science Board Task Force on Anti­
trust, the conferees direct the Secretary of 
Defense to ensure: (1) that DOD alerts the 
antitrust enforcement agencies to any pro-

savings will be obtained for the taxpayers 
rather than relying only on projections. 
Defense acquisition pilot program designations 

(sec. 819) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 875) that would authorize the Sec­
retary of Defense to designate five specified 
programs for participation in the defense ac­
quisition pilot program established under 
section 809 of the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1991. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. The Senate approved a similar provi­
sion, authorizing the designation of six spec­
ified programs under the pilot program au­
thority, in section 5003 of the Federal Acqui­
sition Streamlining Act of 1994. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize the Secretary of De­
fense to designate the following programs for 
participation in the defense acquisition pilot 
program to the extent provided in the Fed­
eral Acquisition Streamlining Act of 1994: (1) 
fire support combined arms tactical trainer; 
(2) joint direct attack munition; (3) commer­
cial derivative aircraft; (4) commercial-de­
rivative engine; and (5) joint primary air­
craft training system. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Legislative provisions addressed in the Federal 
Acquisition Streamlining Act of 1994 

A number of provisions in the Senate bill 
and the House amendment duplicate provi­
sions under consideration by the conference 
committee on S. 1587, the Federal Acquisi­
tion Streamlining Act of 1994. The House and 
Senate conferees each agree to recede from 
their respective positions on the sections of 
S. 2182 listed blow in view of the disposition 
of these issues in the conference on S. 1587. 

S. 2182 Senate 
bill 

814 
801 

S. 2182 House 
amendment 

811 
812 
813 
814 
815 
821 
822 
823 
824 
825 
826 
827 

833- 33, 906 
841-43 

851 
852 
853 
854 
856 
858 
872 
873 

S. 1587 Senate S. 1587 House 
bill amendment 

.... ................... ....... 1501 
1505 1506 
2002 2002 
2401 2401 
2402 2402 

.............................. 3001 

.............................. 3002 

. ............................. 3003 
3001 3004 
3002 3005 
3004 3006 
3005 3007 

3011-13 3011-13 
3023 3021-23 
3081 3051 
3082 3052 
3083 3053 

·so92 
3054 
8005 

.............................. 4103 
4152 1301, 4151 
2502 2502 

posed acquisition of a business concern that 
is a critical defense supplier with respect to 
which the Attorney General or the Federal 
Trade Commission receives notice under the 
antitrust laws; (2) when warranted, that DOD 
advises the antitrust agencies of relevant 
facts bearing on the likely effect of the pro­
posed acquisition on the national industrial 
and technology base and on other national 
security considerations; and (3) that DOD 
promptly communicates its views to the At­
torney General or the Federal Trade Com­
mission on any national security concerns 
related to a proposed merger or acquisition. 
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TITLE IX-DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Assistant secretary of defense (sec. 901) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

901) that would increase the number of as­
sistant secretaries of defense from 10 to 11. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Order of succession in the military departments 

(sec. 902) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

902) that would place the position of general 
counsel of a m111tary department in the 
order of succession to the position of sec­
retary of a m111tary department immediately 
following the assistant secretaries. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Change of title of Comptroller of the Department 

of Defense (sec. 903) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 905) that would change the title of 
the Comptroller of the Department of De­
fense to Under Secretary of Defense (Comp­
troller). 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Revision of National Guard Bureau charter (sec. 

904) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 901) that would set out the purpose 
of the National Guard Bureau; provide for 
the appointment and minimum grades of the 
Bureau leadership, including the chief, vice 
chief, and four additional general officers; 
provide for a Bureau legal counsel, comptrol­
ler, and inspector general ; and require an an­
nual report on the state of the National 
Guard. The provision would also require the 
Secretary of the Army and the Secretary of 
the Air Force to jointly develop a Guard Bu­
reau charter. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would specify the grades of the Bureau 
leadership and provide for the annual report 
to be submitted to the Secretary of Defense 
through the Secretaries of the Army and the 
Air Force. 
Marine Corps University: Master of Military 

Studies (sec. 911) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

931) that would authorize the President of 
the Marine Corps University to confer the 
degree of " Master of M111tary Studies" to 
certain graduates of the college. This au­
thority would become effective upon ap­
proval of the Masters of Military Studies 
program by the Secretary of Education. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Marine Corps University: board of advisors (sec. 

912) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

932) that would establish a board of advisors 
for the Marine Corps University. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would direct the Secretary of the Navy 
to establish a board of advisors for the Ma­
rine Corps University. 
Air University : Master of Airpower Arts and 

Sciences degree (sec. 913) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

933) that would authorize the Commander of 

the Air University to confer the degree of 
"Master of Airpower Arts and Sciences" to 
certain graduates of the School of Advanced 
Airpower Studies. This authority would be­
come effective upon approval of the Masters 
of Airpower Arts and Sciences program by 
the Secretary of Education. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Grades of heads of certain professional military 

education schools (sec. 914) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 507) that would specify the grades 
of the heads of the senior professional m111-
tary education schools of the Department of 
Defense, including the separate m111tary de­
partments. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would express the sense of the Congress 
that the heads of the senior professional 
m111tary education schools should, while so 
serving, hold a grade no less than the grade 
held by the officers presently serving in 
those positions. 
Reserve Forces Policy . Board amendments (sec. 

921) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

921) that would amend section 175 of title 10, 
United States Code, by including a regular 
officer assigned to the Joint Staff and an of­
ficer of the regular Marine Corps in the 
membership of the Reserve Forces Policy 
Board. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The Uniformed Services University of the Health 

Sciences (sec. 922) . 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

922) that would prohibit the closing of the 
Uniformed Services University of the Health 
Sciences (USUHS); express the sense of Con­
gress that the Secretary of Defense should 
budget for the ongoing operation of USUHS; 
and require a GAO report to the Committees 
on Armed Services of the Senate and House 
of Representatives on USUHS, its costs, the 
quality of its medical education, the require­
ments for military physicians, and other rel­
evant matters. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. The conferees believe 
that continuing efforts to close USUHS harm 
the University's ability to attract and retain 
the high quality faculty appropriate for a 
medical school of its stature, and should 
only be undertaken after careful, rigorous 
analysis and a comprehensive review of the 
USUHS role in the national health care sys­
tem. 
Commission on Roles and Missions (sec. 923) 

The Senate bill contained three provisions 
(secs. 911-913) relating to the Commission on 
Roles and Missions. The first provision 
would include the National Guard and other 
reserve components in the overall frame­
work of the Commission's review and rec­
ommendations, and require the Commission 
to address the roles, missions, and functions 
of the reserve components within the Total 
Force. The second provision would require 
the Secretary, upon the request of the chair­
man of the Commission, to make available 
to the Commission, without reimbursement, 
the services of the federally funded research 
and development centers (FFRDCs) covered 
by sponsoring agreements of DOD, of a value 
of not more than $20.0 million. The third pro-

vision would increase the membership of the 
Commission by one member, require that the 
additional member have previous military 
experience and management experience with 
the reserve components, and require the Sec­
retary to appoint the new member within 15 
days after the enactment of this act. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1032) that would increase the mem­
bership of the Commission on Roles and Mis­
sions from seven to ten members and require 
the Secretary of Defense to appoint the new 
members within 45 days after the date of the 
enactment of this act. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would increase the membership of the 
Commission from seven to eleven members, 
increase the number of members required for 
a quorum from four to seven members, re­
quire the Secretary of Defense to appoint the 
additional members within 30 days after the 
enactment of this act, provide that the Com­
mission may also recommend changes that 
would better align programs and force struc­
ture with projected missions and threats, 
and provide that any analytic support or re­
lated services provided by a federally funded 
research and development center shall not be 
subject to any overall ceiling established by 
law. 

The conferees note that the Commission on 
Roles and Missions has now begun its impor­
tant work. The conferees are aware of some 
uncertainty as to whether the Commission's 
charter includes recommending changes in 
force structure, programs, and organizations. 
The provision adopted by the conferees 
makes it clear that changes in force struc­
ture and programs are part of the Commis­
sion's charter. The conferees believe that the 
original statute that established the Com­
mission is already clear that recommenda­
tions on changes in organizations are part of 
the Commission's charter. In essence, the 
conferees intend that the Commission should 
have the full authority and means to carry 
out its important work. 

The conferees recognize that limitations 
on the Commission's analytic staff (even 
with strong FFRDC support), its budget, and 
particularly its time will restrict its abillty 
to cover programmatic issues. The conferees, 
therefore, encourage the Commission to ad­
dress as many of the more significant pro­
grammatic issues as can be treated ade­
quately with available resources and time, 
and include recommendations in its report as 
to how other high-priority issues of this type 
should be addressed. 
Redesignation of United States Court of Mili­

tary Appeals and the Courts of Military Re­
view (sec. 924) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1061) that would redesignate the United 
States Court of M111tary Appeals as the Unit­
ed States Court of Appeals for the Armed 
Services, and that would redesignate the 
Courts of Military Review as the Courts of 
M111 tary Criminal Appeals. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would change the name of the United 
States Court of Military Appeals to the Unit­
ed States Court of Appeals for the Armed 
Forces. 
Budget support for reserve special operations 

forces (sec. 925) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 904) that would amend section 167 
of title 10, United States Code, to specify 
that the budget proposal for the U.S. Special 
Operations Command may not eliminate, or 
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significantly reduce the level of funding for, 
a reserve component special operations unit 
without the concurrence of the secretary of 
the military department concerned. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the commander of the 
Special Operations Command to consult with 
the secretaries of the military departments 
concerning funding for reserve special oper­
ations units and to include their differing 
views, if any, with the budget proposal sub­
mitted to the Secretary of Defense. It also 
would require the secretaries of the military 
departments to consult with the commander 
of the Special Operations Command concern­
ing funding for reserve special operations 
forces in the m111tary personnel budgets of 
their military departments and to include 
the differing views, if any, of the commander 
with the budget proposal submitted to the 
Secretary of Defense. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Joint duty credit for equivalent duty in support 
of unified, combined, or United Nations 
military operations 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
923) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense, in consultation with the Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, to grant full or 
partial credit for a joint duty assignment to 
officers for service in a position involving 
combat or combat-related military oper­
ations under unified, combined, or U.N. oper­
ational control in which the officers gained 
significant experience in joint matters. 

The House bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees recognize that some level of 

joint credit is appropriate for officers serv­
ing in certain positions involving combat or 
combat-related joint operations. The con­
ferees are reluctant, however, to attempt to 
define the necessary statutory parameters 
for this authority without more than the 
limited empirical data received. The con­
ferees believe that the collection of addi­
tional information over the next several 
months will better enable the Department 
and the Congress to devise suitable param­
eters. Accordingly, the Secretary of Defense 
is requested to ensure that data on officers 
who have served or are serving in these kinds 
of operations are collected and preserved. 
This will allow the expeditious implementa­
tion of legislation that is expected to result 
from the defense authorization process in 
1995. 
Upgrade of AFSC wargaming and other capa­

bilities 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 530) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to upgrade the wargaming 
capab111ty and other facilities and capabili­
ties at the Armed Forces Staff College. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Army Reserve Command 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 902) that would provide for a re­
serve command that would be independent of 
the Army Forces Command and commanded 
by an officer who would report directly to 
the Army Chief of Staff. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Assignment of reserve forces to combatant com­

mands 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 903) that would amend existing law 

that requires all forces to be assigned by the 
service secretaries to the combatant com­
mands by providing (1) that reserve units, 
other than those called or ordered to active 
duty or reserve special operations units, be 
allocated to the combatant commands to 
which they may be assigned upon activation; 
(2) for the combatant commanders to estab­
lish standards in the areas of joint training 
and readiness; and (3) for the service sec­
retaries to meet the standards established by 
the combatant commanders. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. The conferees have 
been informed that the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
have reached agreement on the authorities 
of the combatant commanders with respect 
to reserve component units that have not 
been called or ordered to active duty. 

TITLE X-GENERAL PROVISIONS 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Emergency supplemental authorization of ap­
propriations for fiscal year 1994 (sec. 1002) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1002) that would authorize supplemental ap­
propriations for fiscal year 1994 for the incre­
mental costs of operations in Somalia, 
Bosnia, Southwest Asia, and Haiti. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would also authorize $270.0 million for 
emergency supplemental appropriations for 
the Department of Defense to cover incre­
mental costs related to the ongoing humani­
tarian relief effort for the refugees in and 
around the border areas of Rwanda. The con­
ferees agree to authorize emergency supple­
mental appropriations for Rwanda only for 
the relief of the refugees. This section should 
not be construed as authorizing the m111tary 
forces of the United States to engage in "na­
tion-building" efforts in Rwanda. 
Incorporation of classified annex (sec. 1003) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1003) that would incorporate the 
classified annex that accompanied the House 
bill (H.R. 4301) into that act. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment that would incorporate the clas­
sified annex prepared by the conference com­
mittee into law. 

The classified annex of legislative provi­
sions to this conference report is incor­
porated by reference into this act and has 
the force and effect of law. The classified 
annex is available to the Senate and House 
of Representatives during consideration of 
this conference report, and will be made 
available to the President at the time of pre­
sentment of this legislation. 
Date for submission of future-years mission 

budget (sec. 1004) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1003) that would require the submission of 
the future-years mission budget required by 
section 222 of title 10, United States Code, 
within 60 days of the submission of the Presi­
dent's budget. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 1004) that would require sub­
mission of the report within 30 days of the 
submission of the President's budget. 

The House recedes. 
Submission of future-years defense program in 

ac:cordance with law (sec. 1005) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1004) that would require the submission of 

the fiscal year 1996 future years defense pro­
gram (FYDP) within 90 days of the submis­
sion of the President's budget. 

The Senate bill would also require the Sec­
retary of Defense, after consultation with 
the Inspector General of the Department of 
Defense, to certify that the FYDP complies 
with the requirement for consistency be­
tween the FYDP and the President's budget 
contained in section 221(b) of title 10, United 
States Code. 

The Senate bill would also prohibit the De­
partment of Defense from obligating more 
than 10 percent of any unobligated advance 
procurement funds during the first 30 days 
after the end of the 90-day period unless the 
FYDP and the certification have been sub­
mitted. After this 30-day period, no advance 
procurement funds could be obligated until 
the FYDP and the certification had been 
submitted. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with a technical amend­
ment. 
Identification and reporting of unauthorized 

appropriations (sec. 1006) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 1005) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to submit a report each 
year upon enactment of the Department of 
Defense authorization and appropriation acts 
identifying all unauthorized programs, 
projects, and activities. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The conferees agree to a provision that 
would allow the Department of Defense to 
obligate funds for all fiscal year 1994 pro­
grams, projects, and activities for which the 
amount appropriated exceeded the amount 
authorized, with the exception of the pro­
grams specifically cited in this section. This 
section would allow fiscal year 1994 funds to 
be obligated for the manufacturing tech­
nology program on the basis of competition. 
Support for law enforcement (sec. 1011) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1011) that would extend DOD sup­
port for law enforcement authorities con­
tained in section 1004 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 
through fiscal year 1997 and authorize $40.0 
million for such support for fiscal year 1995. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would extend section 1004 through fiscal 
year 1999, delete the specific authorization 
for fiscal year 1995, and provide a limitation 
on the future transfer of DOD funds and per­
sonnel to another department or agency in­
volved in the national counterdrug effort. 

The conferees recognize that the Depart­
ment's budget request strongly supports ac­
tivities that are authorized by section 1004 
and that a specific statutory authorization 
for support to law enforcement is no longer 
necessary. 

The conferees continue to support the De­
partment's efforts to develop and dem­
onstrate non-intrusive inspection technology 
systems and the pilot outreach programs of 
the services and the National Guard. 

The conferees support the integration of a 
third relocatable over-the-horizon radar 
(ROTHR) system into the national counter­
drug effort. They have reservations, how­
ever, about placing the third system in Puer­
to Rico rather than in a location that would 
cover Mexico and Guatemala because most 
of the non-containerized drugs entering the 
United States come across the southwest 
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border after being flown into those two coun­
tries. Accordingly, the conferees recommend 
the requested amount for the third system 
but direct the Department to conduct a com­
prehensive analysis of the relative contribu­
tions that the third system could make if 
placed in Puerto Rico or in a location in the 
continental United States from which it 
could cover Mexico and Guatemala. No funds 
may be expended for placing the third 
ROTHR system either in Puerto Rico or else­
where until the comprehensive analysis is 
completed and its results reported to the 
congressional defense committees. 

The conferees are concerned about the 
value and cost-effectiveness of the contribu­
tion that the mobile ground-based radars in 
the Andean region make to the counter-drug 
effort. The conferees are aware, however, 
that these radars have taken on important 
political and symbolic importance since the 
cessation of intelligence sharing in that re­
gion. Accordingly, the conferees agree to au­
thorize most of the funds requested for the 
radars but deny Sll.8 million of the requested 
amount without prejudice. The conferees di­
rect the Department to review the utility of 
the ground-based radars for counter-drug use 
in the Andean region. Upon completion of 
the review, the Department may submit a 
prior-approval reprogramming request along 
with the results of the review to the appro­
priate congressional committees. 

The following table details the conferees ' 
agreement: 
Drug Interdiction and Counter-Drug Activities 

(Operation and Maintenance) 
[In thousands of dollars] 

Fiscal year 1995 drug interdiction 
and counter-drug activities, 
O&M request ........ ....... ............. . 

Increases: 
Project 1403 counterdrug R&D .. 
Project 7403 national inter-

agency CD institute .... .......... . 
Project 8992 pilot outreach 
Project 8993 pilot outreach 
Project 8994 pilot outreach 
Project 8995 pilot outreach 
Project 8996 pilot outreach 

Total increases ......... .... .... ... . . 
Decreases: 

Project 4419(T) SOUTHCOM 
radar support ................ ... .... . . 
Total decreases ... ... ... ............ . 

Fiscal Year 1995 drug interdiction 
and counter-drug activities, 
O&M budget ............................. . 

714,200 

6,000 

3,500 
1,000 

200 
200 
500 
400 

11,800 

11,800 
11,800 

714,200 
Provision of intelligence where drug trafficking 

threatens national security (sec. 1012) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1089) that would enable, without violation of 
law, employees or agents of foreign govern­
ments to damage, render inoperative, or de­
stroy an aircraft in that country's territory 
or airspace if that aircraft is reasonably sus­
pected to be primarily engaged in illicit nar­
cotics trafficking, provided the President 
has previously determined that (1) such ac­
tions are necessary due to the extraordinary 
threat posed by drug trafficking to the na­
tional security of that country, and (2) the 
country has appropriate procedures to pro­
tect against innocent loss of life, including 
effective means to identify and warn air­
craft. The provision would also enable, with­
out violation of law and without giving rise 
to civil liab111ty, authorized employees or 
agents of the United States to provide assist­
ance for the actions of such foreign coun­
tries. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would define the term " illicit drug traf­
ficking" and make clarifying changes. 
Report on status of defense random drug testing 

program (sec. 1013) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 1042) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to submit a one-time re­
port on the Department of Defense random 
drug testing program. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 
Transfer of USNS Maury (sec. 1021) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 171) that would authorize the Sec­
retary of the Navy to transfer the USNS 
Maury (TAGS-39) to the Department of 
Transportation for assignment as a training 
ship to the California Maritime Academy at 
Vallejo, California, on the date of the decom­
missioning of that vessel. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Transfer of obsolete vessel Guadalcanal (sec. 

1022) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1083) that would permit the Secretary of the 
Navy, upon the decommissioning of the USS 
Guadalcanal (LPH-7), to transfer the ex-USS 
Guadalcanal to the not-for-profit organiza­
tion Intrepid Museum Foundation, New 
York, New York. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Enhanced Marine Corps prepositioning (sec. 

1023) 
The Senate bill would provide S220.0 mil­

lion to purchase and convert two additional 
maritime prepositioning ship (MPS) vessels 
for use by the Marine Corps MPS squadrons. 
This program has been described as the MPS 
enhancement program. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar funding. 

The conferees. agree to provide S220.0 mil­
lion in the National Defense Sealift Fund for 
the purposes intended in the Senate bill and 
agree to a provision that would exempt the 
MPS enhancement program from the provi­
sions of section 2218(f) of title 10, United 
States Code. 
Assistance to family members of certain POW! 

MIAs who remain unaccounted for (sec. 
1031) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1062) that would establish a single point of 
contact within the Defense POW/MIA Office 
(DPMO) for the fam111es of the POWs and 
MIAs from the Korean War and Cold War 
who are unaccounted for. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1051) that was virtually identical 
to the Senate provision except that it did 
not cover the families of Cold War POW/ 
MIAs who are unaccounted for. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would designate the National Archives 
and Records Administration as the central­
ized record repository. 
Review of missing persons laws (sec. 1032) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1069) that would make certain findings and 
require the Secretary of Defense, in· con­
sultation with the secretaries of the military 
departments, the national POW/MIA family 

organizations, and the national veterans or­
ganizations, to review the provisions of law 
relating to missing persons and to submit to 
Congress within 180 days his recommenda­
tion as to whether those laws should be 
amended. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would delete the findings and the re­
quirement that the Secretary of Defense con­
sult with the national POW/MIA family orga­
nizations and the national veterans organi­
zations. The conferees, nevertheless., urge 
the Secretary to take the views of those or­
ganizations into consideration in conducting 
his review and making his recommendations 
to the Congress. 
Contact with China on POW/MIA issues (sec. 

1033) 
The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 

1070) that would make certain findings and 
express the sense of the Congress that the 
Secretary of Defense should establish con­
tact with the Ministry of Defense of the Peo­
ple's Republic of China regarding unresolved 
issues relating to American POW/MIAs from 
the Korean conflict. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Information concerning unaccounted for per­

sonnel of the Vietnam conflict (sec. 1034) 
The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 

1073) that would require the Secretary of De­
fense to submit to Congress a listing by 
name of all unaccounted for U.S. personnel 
from the Vietnam conflict about whom it is 
possible that officials of the Socialist Repub­
lic of Vietnam or the Lao People's Demo­
cratic Republic can produce information 
that could lead to the maximum possible ac­
counting for those personnel. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Report on POW/MIA matters concerning North 

Korea (sec. 1035) 
The Senate bill contained in a provision 

(sec. 1074) that would make certain findings 
and require the Secretary of Defense to sub­
mit reports to Congress in January, May, 
and September 1995 on the status of efforts 
to obtain from North Korea information on 
and the remains of U.S. personnel unac­
counted for from the Korean War. The provi­
sion also would require the Secretary to ac­
tively seek to establish a joint working level 
commission with North Korea to resolve tne 
remaining cases relating to U.S. POW/MIAs 
from the Korean conflict. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would reduce the number of reports to 
two and require the President to give serious 
consideration to establishing a joint working 
level commission with North Korea. 
Disclosure of information concerning POW! 

MIAs from the Korean conflict, the Cold 
War, and the Vietnam era (sec. 1036) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1071) that would amend section 1082 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis­
cal Years 1992 and 1993 that deals with the 
disclosure of information in the custody of 
the Department of Defense concerning POW/ 
MIAs from the Vietnam conflict. The provi­
sion would extend that section to unac­
counted U.S. personnel from the Korean con­
flict and the Cold War and apply it to the Ar­
chivist of the United States who has custody 
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of records, reports, and information relating 
to the Korean conflict and the Cold War. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with a technical amend­
ment that would clarify the meaning of the 
term " Cold War." 
Annual report on denial, revocation , and sus­

pension of security clearances (sec. 1041) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 1031) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to submit to Congress an 
annual report concerning the denial, revoca­
tion, or suspension of security clearances by 
the Department of Defense for fiscal year 
1995 through fiscal year 2000. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would clarify that the reports should be 
based upon information that can be obtained 
through standard DOD data bases without 
imposing significant new data collection re­
quirements on the Department of Defense. 
Study on use of low-enriched uranium to fuel 

naval reactors (sec. 1042) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 1053) that would direct the Sec­
retary of Energy and the Secretary of De­
fense to study the costs, advantages, and dis­
advantages of using low-enriched uranium to 
fuel naval reactors. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would direct the Secretary of the Navy 
to conduct the study. 
Commendation of individuals exposed to mus­

tard agents (sec. 1051) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 1036) that would express the sense 
of Congress that the Secretary of Defense 
should issue a commendation to individuals 
who were exposed to mustard agents in con­
nection with testing during World War II; re­
quire the Secretary to notify such individ­
uals of the exposure, possible health effects, 
and likely options for treatment; and require 
the Secretary to provide the Secretary of 
Veterans ' Affairs with any information re­
garding the exposure, including the names of 
the individuals involved. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
USS INDIANAPOLIS (CA- 35) : gallantry, sac­

rifice and a decisive mission to end World 
War II (sec. 1052) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1035) that would recognize the con­
tributions of the USS INDIANAPOLIS to the 
ending of World War II. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Increased authority to accept voluntary services 

(sec. 1061) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

337) that would amend section 1588 of title 10, 
United States Code, to expand the areas in 
which volunteers can provide services in 
m111tary communities. Under the provision, 
volunteers would be considered government 
employees for the purpose of compensation 
for wor&:-related injuries, tort liab111ty, ac­
cess to records, and conflict of interest re­
strictions. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 
to conduct a pilot program involving a var!-

ety of services to evaluate the Department's 
policies and procedures for the acceptance of 
voluntary services. 
Civil Air Patrol (sec. 1062) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
342) that would reorganize the Air Force liai­
son with the Civil Air Patrol. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 367). 

The House recedes. 
Prohibition on the purchase of surety bonds and 

other guarantees for the Department of De­
fense (sec. 1063) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
321) that would prohibit the Department of 
Defense from using funds to provide financial 
guarantees for the direct performance of the 
Department of Defense. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would extend this prohibition. 
Use of inmate labor at military installations 

(secs. 1064 and 1065) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1051) that would permit installation com­
manders to enter into agreements with state 
or local governments under which non-vio­
lent offenders could perform certain services 
on military installations. 

The Senate bill also contained two related 
provisions (secs. 1052 and 1053) that would ex­
pand the authority granted to the Depart­
ment of the Navy in the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 to 
conduct a demonstration project to test the 
feasib111ty of using Navy fac111ties to provide 
employment training for non-violent offend­
ers in a state penal system. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provisions. 

The Senate recedes on section 1051 and the 
House recedes on sections 1052 and 1053 with 
an amendment that would make clarifying 
changes. These provisions would expand the 
demonstration project authorized last year 
to three installations in the Army and Navy. 
They would also clearly limit the use of in­
mate labor to specific activities and specify 
that inmate labor may not displace govern­
ment or defense contractor employees, im­
pair any contract for services at the installa­
tion, or involve services in skills for which 
there is a local surplus of available labor. 

The conferees strongly support the dem­
onstration program and urge the Depart­
ment of Defense to fully use this authority 
in fiscal year 1995. Recognizing that the pro­
visions do not require a report until two 
years after enactment of this act, the Armed 
Services Committees of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives will solicit com­
ments from Department of Defense witnesses 
on the status and initial impressions of the 
project, including comments from command­
ers of participating installations, during 
hearings in fiscal year 1995. 

Interagency placement program for federal em­
ployees affected by reduction-in-force ac­
tions (sec. 1066) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1080) that would direct the Office of Person­
nel Management to study and, if feasible, es­
tablish an interagency placement program 
for federal employees affected by reduction­
in-force actions. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make clarifying changes and ex­
clude the United States Postal Service and 
Postal Rate Commission from the definition 

of " agency" for the purposes of this provi­
sion. 

National Museum of Health and Medicine (sec. 
1067) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1086) that would require the National Mu­
seum of Health and Medicine to be located 
on or near the Mall in the District of Colum­
bia on land owned by the federal government 
and/or the District of Columbia, and would 
express the sense of Congress on the location 
of the National Museum of Health and Medi­
cine. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 

Assignments of employees between federal agen­
cies and FFRDCs (sec. 1068) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1087) that would include federally funded re­
search and development centers (FFRDCs) 
on the list of institutions eligible to ut111ze 
the Intergovernmental Personnel Act for ex­
changes of employees with federal agencies. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

Review of the Bottom-Up Review and the Fu­
ture Years Defense Program and establish­
ment of new funding requirements and pri­
orities (sec. 1069) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1091) that would make a number of findings 
concerning national m111tary strategy, m111-
tary force structure, and the level of the de­
fense budget. The provision would also ex­
press the sense of Congress that (1) the Sec­
retary of Defense should review the assump­
tions and conclusions of the Bottom-Up Re­
view and the Future Years Defense Program; 
(2) the Secretary should submit to the Presi­
dent and the Congress a report detailing the 
force structure required for an effective de­
fense of the United States and its vital na­
tional interests; (3) the President should sub­
mit to Congress a report deta111ng the steps 
he will take to meet the force structure rec­
ommended by the Secretary; and (4) the fis­
cal year 1996 defense budget should reflect 
the funding necessary to support the force 
structure recommended by the President. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 402) that would prohibit the Presi­
dent from deploying elements of more than 
one division of the Army's contingency force 
for operations other than war unless ele­
ments of all divisions that are not part of 
the Army's contingency force are currently 
deployed for such operations. The provision 
is related to a proposal that the Army be 
comprised of twelve divisions as discussed on 
pages 231-234 of the House report (H. Rept. 
103-499). 

The House amendment also contained a 
provision (sec. 553) that would make several 
findings and express the sense of Congress on 
a specific force structure for the armed 
forces and funding for national defense. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would add several findings relating to 
the involvement of U.S. forces in operations 
other than war and the tradeoffs required 
among various elements of the defense budg­
et. The amendment would also call for the 
Secretary of Defense's review and report to 
consider (1) the participation of U.S. forces 
in operations other than war, and (2) the po­
tential need to address changes in national 
security planning, programs, the national 
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military strategy, and the proposal to struc­
ture the Army around 12 active duty divi­
sions. Finally, the amendment would encour­
age the President to increase defense spend­
ing if required to meet new or existing 
threats. 
Technical amendments (sec . 1070) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1096) that would codify and clarify certain 
provisions of law and make certain technical 
amendments. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment. 
Authorization to exchange certain items for 

transportation services (sec. 1071) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 1056) that would amend section 2572 
of title 10, United States Code, to authorize 
the Secretary of Defense to exchange certain 
historical artifacts not needed by the armed 
forces for transportation services which di­
rectly benefit the historical collections of 
the armed forces . 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Air National Guard f ighter aircraft force struc­

ture (sec. 1072) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

307) that would require the Secretary of De­
fense to review the findings of the Commis­
sion on Roles and Missions of the Armed 
Forces on the role and requirements for gen­
eral purpose fighter units of the Air National 
Guard and to complete, within 30 days of the 
Commission's report, a study which rec­
ommends the appropriate level of primary 
aircraft authorized for such units. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Visas for officials of Taiwan (sec. 1073) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1078) that would require the President of Tai­
wan or any other high-level official of Tai­
wan to be admitted to the United States 
whenever the official applies to visit the 
United States to conduct certain discussions. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would express the sense of Congress 
that no visas should be denied for high-level 
officials of Taiwan to enter the United 
States, unless the official is otherwise ex­
cludable under U.S. immigration laws. 
Defense Mapping Agency (sec. 1074) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1064) that would affect the Defense Mapping 
Agency (DMA) in two ways. First, it would 
preclude unauthorized use of the name, ini­
tials, or seal of the DMA. Second, it would 
clarify that the United States has not 
waived sovereign immunity with respect to 
lawsuits based upon the content of DMA 
maps and charts. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Limitation regarding telecommunications re­

quirements (sec. 1075) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1067) that would prohibit the Department of 
Defense from taking actions to merge " War­
ner-exempt" telecommunications activities 
with FTS-2000 until the Secretary of Defense 
certifies that DOD requirements can be met. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would clarify that nothing in the provi-

sion may be construed as modifying or super­
seding, or as intended to impair or restrict, 
authorities or responsibilities under current 
laws. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Support for international peace operations 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1032) that would establish a contributions for 
international peacekeeping and peace en­
forcement activities fund (CIPA); authorize 
the use of DOD funds to pay the U.S. fair 
share of assessments for United Nations op­
erations in which U.S. combat forces partici­
pate; authorize the furnishing of supplies, 
services, and equipment on a reimbursable 
basis in support of U.N. peace operations; re­
quire advance notice by the President to des­
ignated congressional committees in certain 
circumstances; provide for the use of reim­
bursements from the United Nations; and au­
thorize up to S300.0 million for the CIP A 
fund. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1050) that would prohibit the use of 
DOD funds to pay U.S. assessments to the 
United Nations for peacekeeping operations. 

The conferees agree to delete both provi­
sions. The conferees were deeply divided on 
whether DOD funds should be used to pay 
U.N. peacekeeping assessments. The con­
ferees realize that this issue and a number of 
others relating to U.N. peace operations will 
almost certainly have to be dealt with in the 
next Congress. By then, the conferees will 
have further experience with U.N. peace op­
erations and an additional year in which to 
consider these matters through hearings and 
consultations. 
Termination of certain Department of Defense 

reporting requirements 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1042) that would terminate certain Depart­
ment of Defense reporting requirements on 
the date of the enactment of this act. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. Section 1151 of the Na­
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1994 required the Secretary of Defense 
to submit to Congress by April 30, 1994, a list 
of reports that the Secretary determined to 
be unnecessary or incompatible with the effi­
cient management of the Defense Depart­
ment. Unfortunately, Congress did not for­
mally receive the list until July 29, 1994. 
This late submission did not leave Congress 
enough time to adequately review the re­
ports proposed for termination. 

The list submitted by the Defense Depart­
ment contains nearly 100 reports that will 
automatically be terminated on October 30, 
1995, unless they are continued by legisla­
tion. During their review of this list in 1995, 
the Armed Services Committees of the Sen­
ate and House of Representatives will not 
consider retaining any report on the list un­
less it is shown to be necessary for national 
security or essential to congressional over­
sight. 
Trans! er of naval vessels to Brazil 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1065) that would authorize the transfer of 
two "KNOX" class frigates to Brazil. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. A separate bill that 
has now been passed by both the Senate and 
the House of Representatives, R.R. 4429, 
would authorize the transfer of these frigates 
as well as five other ships. 
Acquisition of strategic sealift ships 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1068) that would transfer S608.6 million from 

the shipbuilding and conversion, Navy ac­
count to the National Defense Sealift Fund. 
This provision would restore funding to exer­
cise contract options to continue implemen­
tation of the strategic sealift program. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. The conferees agree to 
recommend full funding of the sealift con­
tract options. 
Certification of declassification of POW/MIA 

materials 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1072) that would require the Secretary of De­
fense to issue a certification within 60 days 
after enactment of the bill that all materials 
related to Vietnam-era POWs and MIAs have 
been declassified. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees believe it is important that 

all available documents related to unac­
counted for U.S. personnel from Southeast 
Asia be located and declassified to the maxi­
mum extent possible. Current law requires 
just that. The conferees are troubled by the 
proposal to require the Secretary of Defense 
to formally certify in writing that no more 
documents remain in federal records in clas­
sified form that could shed light on Vietnam­
era POW/MIAs when there is always the pos­
sibility that additional information may be 
located by those responsible for declassifying 
POW/MIA documents. The effect of requiring 
a formal certification that no more docu­
ments remain could be the opposite of that 
intended. An individual who has told his su­
perior he has searched all the files and no 
relevant documents exist-leading that supe­
rior to sign a formal certification-and who 
later stumbles across a relevant document 
may decide to dispose of the document quiet­
ly rather than produce it publicly. 

The conferees believe that a good-faith ef­
fort has been and continues to be made to lo­
cate and declassify documents pertaining to 
Vietnam-era POW/MIAs in accordance with 
Executive Order requirements and section 
1082 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 (Public 
Law 102-190; 50 U.S.C. 401 note). At the same 
time, the conferees are aware of the concerns 
of Members that all pertinent POW/MIA doc­
uments have not been disclosed. Accord­
ingly, the conferees direct the Defense POW/ 
MIA Office to ensure that all documents per­
taining to Vietnam-era POW/MIAs are dis­
closed on a continuing basis to POW/MIA 
family members and the public in accord­
ance with Executive Order requirements, 
section 1082 of the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993, 
and section 404 of the Intelligence Authoriza­
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1989 (Public Law 
100-453; 50 U.S.C. 401 note). 
Review of DOD procedures for investigating 

deaths from causes determined to be self-in­
flicted 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1085) that would express the sense of Con­
gress that, upon receipt of the report re­
quired by section 1185 of the National De­
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994, 
the Senate Committee on Armed Services 
should review the report and hold hearings 
related to the procedures employed by De­
partment of Defense investigative organiza­
tions when conducting an investigation into 
the death of a member of the armed services 
who, while serving on active duty, died from 
a cause determined to be self-inflicted. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 
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The Senate recedes. The conferees note 

that the Senate Armed Services Committee 
has agreed to review the DOD report in the 
course of its oversight hearings on military 
manpower issues. The conferees agree that 
the report should be reviewed thoroughly by 
the Armed Services Committees of both the 
Senate and the House of Representatives. In 
view of the commitment of the conferees to 
a thorough review of the report, the con­
ferees agree that a spec1f1c sense of Congress 
provision is unnecessary. 
Genocide in Rwanda 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1092) that would express certain congres­
sional findings and policies on the situation 
in Rwanda. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Clarification of scope of authorization 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1002) that would specify that no 
funds are authorized to be appropriated in 
this act for the Department of Justice. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Funding for contingency operations 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1021) that would amend section 
127a of title 10, United States Code, by re­
moving the $300.0 million cap on the total of 
unreimbursed sums that may be drawn from 
the resources of the Defense Business Oper­
ations Fund (DBOF) at any one time; expand 
the purposes of the cash account established 
in fiscal year 1994 to cover any and all costs 
that cannot be funded through the DBOF; 
authorize the appropriation of $300.0 million 
for fiscal year 1995; and restrict the use of 
the Fund and any of the resources of the 
DBOF to those operations formally des­
ignated as national contingency operations. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Transfer of certain B-17G aircraft 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1034) that would require the Sec­
retary of the Air Force to transfer all right, 
title, and interest of the Air Force in a cer­
tain B-17G aircraft to the organization 
known as Planes of Fame, Chino, California. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Armed Forces Expeditionary Medal 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1037) . that would express the sense 
of Congress that certain servicemembers who 
served in El Salvador should be considered 
eligible to receive the Armed Forces Expedi­
tionary Medal. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
TITLE XI-DEFENSE CONVERSION, REIN­

VESTMENT, AND TRANSITION ASSIST­
ANCE 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Funding for the defense conversion, reinvest­
ment and transition assistance programs for 
fiscal year 1995 (sec. 1102) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1302) that would summarize the 
amounts authorized for defense conversion, 
reinvestment, and transition assistance pro­
grams. The House provision would authorize 
$3,256.4 million. 

The Senate bill contained no similar sum­
mary provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
The conferees agree to authorize $3,090.8 mil­
lion for defense conversion, reinvestment, 
and transition assistance programs. The cat­
egories in the following table summarize the 
conferees' agreement: 
Funding of Defense Conversion, Reinvestment 

and Transition Assistance Programs in Fiscal 
Year 1995 

[Millions of dollars] 
Defense Technology Conversion and 

Reinvestment (Funding Source) 
PE 603570E TRP/dual-use partner-

ships (R&D) ...... ... ............ .......... 625.0 
PE 603739E Mfg. technology 

(R&D) ........................................ 398.3 
PE 602301E Computing systems 

(R&D) ....... .. ...... ... ............ .......... 394.6 
PE 602712E Electronics and mate-

rials (R&D) ....... .. ...................... 256.8 
various Sm. bus. innovative re-

search (R&D) ...... .............. ........ 161.0 
PE 603745E SEMATECH (R&D) .... 90.0 
PE 601101E Basic research (R&D) 87.7 
PE 603570D Other reinvestment 

programs (R&D) 1 .•••.•.• .......••••••• 76.0 
PE 60x572N Navy reinvestment 

program (R&D) ......................... 50.0 
PE 603744E Advanced simulation 

(R&D) ........................................ 20.9 
PE 603226E Law enforcement/ 

peacekeeping (R&D) .. ... ......... ... 20.0 
PE 602702E Law enforcement/ 

peacekeeping (R&D) ..... ............ 10.0 

Subtotal ................................... . 

Personnel Assistance Transition 
Temporary early retirement (per-

sonnel) 2 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••..•••• 

Separation pay/civilian benefits 
(O&M) ...................................... . 

Guard and reserve transition 
(O&M) ...................................... . 

Other initiatives (O&M) .............. . 
Transition assistance (O&M) ...... . 
Troops to teachers (O&M) ........... . 
Troops to law enforcement/public 

safety (O&M) ............................ . 
Ship recycling demonstrations 

(procurement) .......................... . 
Bilingual math/science education 

demo projects (O&M) ............... . 

Subtotal [all] ........................... . 
Subtotal [requiring authoriza-

tion] ...................................... . 

Community Assistance 
National Guard youth programs 

(O&M) ..................................... .. 
Junior ROTC expansion (O&M) .. .. 
Office of Economic Adjustment .. . 

Subtotal ................................... . 

Total [all] ............................. . 
Total [Title XI authorized] ... . 

2,190.4 

392.1 

301.7 

139.5 
99.0 
72.4 
65.0 

25.0 

7.5 

5.0 

1,107.2 

715.1 

71.4 
59.8 
54.1 

188.3 

3,482.8 
3,090.8 

1 $11.0 m1111on provided for law enforcementlpeace­
keeptng tntttattve. 

2 Authorization not required. 

Funding for defense technology reinvestment 
programs (sec. 1111) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
231) that would allocate funds for the defense 
technology reinvestment program element of 
the Defense Agencies research budget. 

The House amendment included a similar 
provision (sec. 1111). 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would make $751.0 million of RDT&E 

funds available for the following reinvest­
ment programs: 

[Dollars In millions] 

Defense Reinvestment Program (PE 
63570E) . . . .. .. .. . .. . ...... .. ... .. . . ............ .. . . . 625.0 
Dual-use partnerships ................ ... .. 245.0 
Commercial-military integration ... 96.0 
Regional tech alliances . . .. . . ... .. .. .. . . . 80.0 
Defense adv. manufacturing part-

nership . ... . . .. . . . .. .. ... .. . .. .. .. ... .. . . . .. . . . . 30.0 
Manufacturing extension ................ 25.0 
Def. manufacturing engin. edu-

cation .. ... . . .. . . . .. . . ... .. .. ... .. .. ... .. . . . . . . . 24.0 
Mari tech ......................................... 50.0 
Agile manufacturing ...................... 35.0 
Materials partnerships ................. .. 30.0 
US-Japan management training..... 10.0 

Defense Reinvestment Program (PE 
63570D) ............................................ 76.0 
Defense lab diversification ............. 10.0 
Loan guarantees ............................. 50.0 
Small business technical assistance 5.0 
Operations other than warfare/law 

enforcement ....... .......................... 11.0 
Navy Reinvestment Program (PEs 

61572N. 62572N. and 63572N) .. . .. . . . .. .. .. 50.0 

The conferees agree that the total funding 
for the operations other than warfare 
(OOTW)/law enforcement program, including 
funding to support the memorandum of un­
derstanding between DOD and the Justice 
Department, is $41.0 million. In addition to 
the $11.0 million described above, the con­
ferees direct that $10.0 million be available 
for this program in the ARP A tactical tech­
nology program element (PE 62702E) and 
that $20.0 million be available in the ARPA 
experimental evaluation of major innovative 
technologies program element (PE 63226E). 
Peacekeepingll,aw enforcement technology (sec. 

1112) 
The budget request contained $10.0 million 

for research into non-lethal technologies 
that are applicable to peacekeeping in PE 
62702E. 

The Senate bill would provide an addi­
tional $20.0 million for peacekeeping tech­
nology in PE 63226E. The Senate report (S. 
Rept. 103-282) expressed support for the April 
20, 1994 memorandum of understanding 
(MOU) between the Department of Defense 
(DOD) and the Department of Justice (DOJ) 
on a joint technology development initia­
tive. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1111) that would authorize $37.0 
million in funding for support of the DOD/ 
DOJ MOU activities, and the House report 
(H. Rept. 103-499) described spec1f1c tech­
nologies of interest to both DOD and the De­
partment of Justice to be pursued in the con­
text of the MOU initiative. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would explicitly authorize $41.0 million 
for this initiative from multiple funding 
sources. 

The conferees expect that the MOU oper­
ation will maximize the benefits to state and 
local law enforcement agencies as well as de­
velop technologies related to peacekeeping 
activities and m111tary operations other than 
war. The conferees urge both DOD and the 
Justice Department to fully share the tech­
nologies applicable to their respective mis­
sions but note that the acquisition and de­
ployment of equipment ut111zing these tech­
nologies is the responsib111ty of the respec­
tive departments. The conferees also support 
the discussion in the House report (H. Rept. 
103-499) on the technologies to be ident1f1ed, 
developed, and deployed with the funding 
provided in this section. In addition to those 



21982 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE August 12, 1994 
technologies, the conferees also believe that 
sniper identification and response tech­
nologies should be among those reviewed in 
the context of the DOD/DOJ MOU process. 
Federal defense laboratory diversification and 

Navy reinvestment programs (sec. 1113) 
The Senate blll included a provision (sec. 

234) that would provide a statutory frame­
work for the federal defense laboratory di­
versification and Navy reinvestment pro­
grams proposed by the Administration. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Loan guarantees under the defense dual-use as­

sistance program (sec. 1114) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

235) that would fund a loan guarantee pro­
gram for small defense firms. 

The House amendment included a provi­
sion (sec. 1113) that would add criteria for 
the loan guarantee program under section 
2524 of title 10, United States Code. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
The conferees agree to provide $50.0 million 
for the Department of Defense to carry out a 
loan guarantee program in fiscal year 1995 in 
conjunction with the Small Business Admin­
istration (for loans to small businesses), and 
with the Economic Development Adminis­
tration or other appropriate federal agency 
(for loans to medium-sized businesses). At 
least 60 percent of the funding shall be de­
voted to loan guarantees to small businesses 
with the remaining funds to be used for loan 
guarantees to medium-sized businesses. 

The amendment would also include eligi­
b111ty requirements that emphasize that (1) 
the recipients of the loans must be DOD con­
tractors and subcontractors; (2) the loans 
must involve capital improvements that are 
at least partially utlllzed by DOD; and (3) 
the loans should promote the retention of 
workers under contracts and subcontracts 
with the Department of Defense. 
Financial commitment requirements for small 

businesses (sec. 1115) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

232) that would allow a small business at 
least 120 days after receiving an award in 
certain technology reinvestment programs 
to obtain the requisite non-federal cost-share 
from the venture capital market. 

The House amendment included a similar 
provision (sec. 1114). 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
Conditions on funding of technology reinvest­

ment projects (sec. 1116) 
The Senate blll included a provision (sec. 

233) that would establish conditions for fund­
ing technology reinvestment projects, in­
cluding a requirement for the use of com­
petitive selection procedures. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 1115). 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
National defense technology and industrial base 

(sec. 1117) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

821) that would prohibit the Secretary of De­
fense from obligating or expending any of 
the funds authorized in PE 65104D until the 
annual national defense technology and in­
dustrial base assessment and plan required 
by sections 2505 and 2506 of title 10, United 
States Code, have been submitted. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment. 
The conferees agree that only half the funds 
in PE 65104D will be subject to the provision. 
The conferees, however, direct the Secretary 

to submit the following to the Committees 
on Armed Services of the House of Rep­
resentatives and Senate: (1) any industry 
sector studies prepared to support the an­
nual capability assessment and plan as soon 
as they are completed; and (2) by September 
30, 1994, a detailed description of the reasons 
for not submitting the annual capab1llty as­
sessment and plan and a schedule for their 
submission. 
Documentation for awards under the technology 

reinvestment project (sec. 1118) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

825) that would require certain documenta­
tion for awards of cooperative agreements or 
other transactions under the technology re­
investment project. 

The House amendment included no similar 
provision. 

The House recedes. 
Comptroller General assessment of technology 

reinvestment project (sec. 1119) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

826) that would require the Comptroller Gen­
eral to assess the extent to which individual 
technology reinvestment project activities 
advance national security or other objec­
tives. 

The House amendment included no similar 
provision. 

The House recedes. 
Funds for adjustment and diversification assist­

ance for states and local governments from 
Office of Economic Adjustment (sec. 1121) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1121) that would provide $54.1 mil­
lion for community adjustment and eco­
nomic diversification assistance. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Studies and plans for market diversification 

(sec. 1122) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 1122) that would amend section 
239l(d) of title 10, United States Code, to in­
clude a definition of "community adjust­
ment" and "economic diversification", and 
that would provide SlO.O million to develop 
feasibility studies and business plans for 
market diversification in communities ad­
versely · affected by defense budget reduc­
tions. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 
Advance community adjustment and economic 

diversification planning (sec. 1123) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 1123) that would provide funding 
for communities to conduct advance plan­
ning in anticipation of base realignment and 
closure decisions. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would clarify that up to S5.0 million is 
available for advance planning grants and 
that would remove the cap on the amount of 
funds available to any single community. 

This funding is provided to assist commu­
nities that engage in advance economic plan­
ning in anticipation of base closure and re­
alignment actions. Many communities have 
expressed interest in beginning planning ac­
tivities in advance of any final decision by 
the Base Closure Commission and the Con­
gress. This would enable these communities 
to have a smooth transition in the event 
that a base is closed in their community. 
The conferees believe that no more than 

$500,000 should be made available to one com­
munity or group of communities potentially 
affected by one base. 

The conferees direct the Secretary of De­
fense to monitor these grants closely. In the 
event a community receives a grant under 
this section and the local base is not closed, 
the conferees expect DOD to recoup any 
unspent funds. In the event that the base is 
closed, the conferees expect DOD to take 
into consideration the funds received under 
this section in awarding any other transi­
tion, adjustment, and divers1f1cation grants 
under section 2391 of title 10, United States 
Code, or any other authorities. 
Increased eligibility and application periods for 

troops-to-teachers program (sec. 1131) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

643) that would ensure that, notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, servicemembers 
discharged or released from active duty after 
October l, 1990, who meet all other eligibility 
requirements, are eligible to participate in 
the troops-to-teachers program described in 
section 1151 of title 10, United States Code. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1131) that would authorize $65.0 
million for teachers and teacher's aide place­
ment programs for fiscal year 1995. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize $65.0 mlllion for teach­
ers and teacher's aid placement programs for 
fiscal year 1995. 
Assistance for eligible members to obtain em­

ployment with law enforcement agencies 
(sec. 1132) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
644) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to enter into an agreement with the 
Attorney General to establish or participate 
in a program to assist certain members and 
former members of the armed services to ob­
tain employment with law enforcement 
agencies. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 1132) that would expand the 
troops-to-law enforcement officer · program 
to authorize the Secretary of Defense to as­
sist the placement of displaced .federal fire 
fighters who worked on military bases and 
other faclllties. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize the expansion of the 
troops-to-law enforcement officer program 
to include fire fighters if the Secretary of 
Defense certifies that such expansion would 
facilitate personnel transition programs in 
the Department of Defense. The conferees 
note that the grants to facilitate placement 
under this program are intended to reim­
burse participating agencies for costs, in­
cluding salaries and fringe benefits, of em­
ploying individuals under this program. 
These costs may include training necessary 
to meet state or local law enforcement cer­
tification requirements. 

Additionally, the conferees encourage the 
Department of Defense to review those 
troops-to-law enforcement officer programs 
already in operation, such as the cert1f1ed 
Georgia peace officer course, to determine 
whether any aspects of one or more of these 
programs should be used as a model for ap­
plication on a regional or national basis. 
Pilot program to place separated members and 

terminated defense employees in teaching 
positions as bilingual math and science 
teachers (sec. 1133) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1133) that would authorize $3.0 mil­
lion for a pilot program designed to encour­
age bilingual (English-Spanish) 
servicemembers and DOD civilian employees 
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to become math and science teachers upon 
leaving federal service. Under the program, 
individuals who participate would be eligible 
to receive a stipend, and educational institu­
tions or other non-federal entities would be 
compensated for reasonable costs incurred in 
connection with program participation. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize $5.0 million for this 
program and would authorize the program to 
also include servicemembers and DoD civil­
ian employees who are bilingual in English 
and languages other than Spanish. Nonethe­
less, the conferees expect and strongly en­
courage the Secretary of Defense, in the exe­
cution of this authority, to select the entity 
for the first cooperative arrangement from 
among the eligible Hispanic entities. 
Demonstration project to assist separated mem-

bers and terminated defense workers to be­
come business owners (sec. 1134) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1134) that would authorize the Sec­
retary of Defense to establish, in not more 
than two eligible communities, demonstra­
tion projects to assist separated 
servicemembers and terminated defense 
workers to own their own businesses. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Demonstration project to promote ship recycling 

as a method to assist separating members 
and terminated employees (sec. 1135) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1135) that would authorize $15.0 
million for the establishment of a ship recy­
cling and defense worker job creation pro­
gram. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize $7.5 million for this 
program and require, at least 180 days prior 
to carrying out this project, the Secretary of 
Defense to certify to Congress that the 
project will facilitate the Department's per­
sonnel transition programs and will not dis­
rupt the operation of U.S. companies en­
gaged in ship recycling and scrapping. 
Administration and funding of DDPIDCAP 

under Job Training Partnership Act (sec. 
1136) . 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1136) that would clarify the admin­
istration and funding of the defense diver­
sification program and defense conversion 
adjustment program under the Job Training 
Partnership Act. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Assistance for certain workers dislocated due to 

reductions by the United States in the ex­
port of defense articles and services (sec. 
1137) 

The Senate bill and the House amendment 
contained identical provisions (secs. 924 and 
1138, respectively) that would authorize as­
sistance under the defense conversion adjust­
ment program for certain workers dislocated 
due to reductions by the United States in the 
export of defense articles and services. 

The conferees agree to include this provi­
sion. 
Armament retooling and manufacturing support 

(sec. 1141) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

345) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to enter into agreements with 

agencies to administer a loan guarantee pro­
gram as part of the armament retooling and 
manufacturing support (ARMS) initiative, 
consistent with the Federal Credit Reform 
Act of 1990 (title V of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974; 2 U.S.C. 661c). The provi­
sion would limit the total amount of loan 
principal which could be guaranteed at $65.0 
million for all borrowers. This provision also 
would extend the authority for ARMS 
through fiscal year 1996. 

The House amendment contained two pro­
visions that would extend ARMS through fis­
cal year 1996 (sec. 1141) and provide loan 
guarantee authority (sec. 1142) limited to 
$320.0 million. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would set the maximum amount of loan 
principal guaranteed during a fiscal year at 
$320.0 million. 
Changes of notice requirements upon termi­

nation of defense programs (sec. 1142) 

The Senate bill included a provision (sec. 
1082) that would require certain notices to be 
made to employees of affected firms within 
90 days after adverse actions in the budget 
process. 

The House amendment included a similar 
provision (sec. 1151) that would require the 
notices within 30 days. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the notices witWn 60 days 
of the budgetary actions. 
Plan for deployment of defense environmental 

technologies for dredging of dual-use ports 
(sec. 1143) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1152) that would direct the Sec­
retary of Defense to establish a plan to en­
courage the development and deployment of 
defense environmental technologies in sup­
port of dredging requirements for dual-use 
ports. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISION NOT ADOPTED 

Eligibility to lead technology reinvestment 
project activities 

The House amendment included a provi­
sion (sec. 1112) that would make a labor orga­
nization eligible to take the lead in activi­
ties under the technology reinvestment 
project (TRP). 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees note that elsewhere in this 

act conditions are established for the fund­
ing of technology reinvestment projects. The 
Secretary of Defense is required to ensure 
that the principal economic benefits and, to 
the extent practicable, job creation resulting 
from technology reinvestment awards accrue 
to the U.S. economy. Accordingly, the con­
ferees direct the Secretary to take appro­
priate steps to encourage greater participa­
tion of labor organizations in the TRP 
program. 
TITLE XII-COOPERATIVE THREAT RE­

DUCTION WITH STATES OF FORMER 
SOVIET UNION 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Cooperative threat reduction with states of the 
former Soviet Union (secs. 1201-1209) 

The budget request contained $400.0 mil­
lion for cooperative threat reduction (CTR) 
with states of the former Soviet Union. 

The Senate bill included a provision (sec. 
1013) that would authorize the requested 

amount and extend the authorities and re­
porting requirements contained in the Coop­
erative Threat Reduction Act of 1993 (title 
XII of Public Law 103-160; 22 U.S.C. 5951 et 
seq.). The Senate bill also contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1041) that would require a report on 
offensive biological warfare programs of 
states of the former Soviet Union. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1048) that would authorize the re­
quested amount and extend the semiannual 
CTR report. Additionally, the House amend­
ment contained a provision that would ex­
press the sense of Congress on the safe and 
secure dismantlement of the Soviet nuclear 
arsenal (sec. 1046); require a report on the co­
ordination of military-to-military programs 
(sec. 1047); require Presidential certification 
that Russia has terminated its offensive bio­
logical warfare program (sec. 1049); require a 
report accounting for CTR assistance (sec. 
1201); require a report on the accountability 
and control of fissile and chemical materials 
(sec. 1202); require a report on allied support 
for CTR programs and annual reports on 
multiyear planning for CTR programs (sec. 
1203); and place specific limitations on all 
CTR programs for fiscal year 1995 (sec. 1204). 

The conferees agree to combine the provi­
sions of the Senate bill and the House 
amendment. 

The conferees reiterate that the main 
focus of cooperative threat reduction must 
be on activities directly related to the safe­
ty, dismantlement, and nonproliferation of 
weapons of mass destruction. The conferees 
direct that any environmental restoration or 
housing activities proposed to be carried out 
in fiscal year 1995 may be funded only from 
the subaccount established in paragraph 
(a)(6) of section 1206 of this act and may be 
conducted only in accordance with the au­
thorities established in sections 1203(b)(6) 
and (b)(7) of the National Defense Authoriza­
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1994. The conferees 
note that the limitations established in sec­
tion 1206 of this act would apply only to the 
$400.0 million authorized to be appropriated 
in section 301(21) of this act. 

TITLE XIII-MATTERS RELATING TO 
ALLIES AND OTHER NATIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Cooperative research and development agree­
ments with NATO organizations (sec. 1301) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
241) that would authorize the Defense De­
partment to conduct cooperative research 
and development projects under section 2350a 
of title 10, United States Code, with NATO 
organizations. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (sec. 1302) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1097) that would set forth the sense of the 
Congress on the relationship between the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) 
and the United Nations. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 1041). 

The House recedes. 
Authorized end strength for military personnel 

in Europe (sec. 1303) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1012) that would specify that, beginning on 
October 1, 1995, the end strength level of U.S. 
military personnel permanently stationed 
ashore in European members of NATO may 
not exceed approximately 100,000. The provi­
sion would allow the end strength level to 
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exceed 100,000, but not 113,000, if the Presi­
dent makes certain certifications to Con­
gress. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 385) that would exclude U.S. mili­
tary personnel permanently stationed ashore 
in Iceland, Greenland, and the Azores from 
the end strength limitation. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would set the end strength limitation at 
approximately 100,000. 

The U.S. European Command is responding 
to several demanding, but very uncertain, se­
curity and humanitarian concerns in its area 
of responsi bill ty. U.S. mill tary forces perma­
nently stationed in European members of 
NATO have recently deployed to Macedonia, 
Croatia, Kenya, the Rwandan relief oper­
ation, and the Southern Watch mission in 
the northern Persian Gulf. In addition, units 
normally stationed elsewhere in Europe have 
been deployed to Turkey to protect the 
Kurds in northern Iraq. 

The uncertain nature and length of these 
and similar deployments that could take 
place in the future make it very difficult to 
predict the appropriate end strength level for 
U.S. military personnel in Europe at the end 
of fiscal year 1996. Therefore, the conferees 
agree that the U.S. European Command 
should have some flexibility in planning the 
further drawdown of its forces. The con­
ference agreement to set the fiscal year 1996 
end strength level at approximately 100,000 
and to exclude U.S. military personnel sta­
tioned in Iceland, Greenland, and the Azores 
is intended to assist the Command in manag­
ing its personnel level to the appropriate fis­
cal year 1996 level. 

In order to consider this matter in 1995, the 
conferees direct the Secretary of Defense to 
submit a report to Congress that includes 
the following information: 

(1) an assessment of the appropriate end 
strength level for U.S. military personnel 
permanently stationed ashore in European 
members of NATO at the end of fiscal year 
1996; 

(2) a detailed justification for the Sec­
retary's recommended end strength level; 

(3) the extent to which the recommended 
end strength level is determined by security 
and humanitarian requirements outside the 
NATO theater; and 

(4) the potential for reducing the number 
of U.S. military personnel assigned to head­
quarters in Europe by streamlining and con­
solidating headquarters functions. 

The report should be submitted by March 
1, 1995. 
Allied share of installation costs (sec. 1304) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1043) that would specify that the 
NATO allies should pay an increasing share 
of the non-personnel costs of U.S. military 
installations in European member nations of 
NATO. The provision would require the with­
drawal of 1,000 U.S. military personnel for 
each percentage point that the NATO allies 
as a group, are below certain goals. ' 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would replace the House provision with 
a statement of U.S. policy that the NATO al­
lies should pay 37.5 percent of the non-per­
sonnel costs of U.S. military installations in 
European members of NATO by the end of 
fiscal year 1996. According to the Depart­
ment of Defense, the NATO allies currently 
pay 36 percent of such costs. 

The conferees do not believe that the size 
and shape of the U.S. m111tary presence in 
Europe should be determined solely by the 

extent to which the NATO allies offset U.S. 
stationing costs. This kind of burdensharing 
is an important consideration, especially in 
maintaining public and political support for 
the forward deployment of U.S. forces. How­
ever, it is only one of many factors in the 
calculation of the security costs and benefits 
of U.S. military forces in Europe. 

The conferees recognize the many ways in 
which the NATO allies "share the burden" of 
our collective security efforts. For example, 
our NATO allies have committed about 15,000 
ground personnel to the United Nations Pro­
tection Force in the former Yugoslavia. 
Also, Germany has contributed more assist­
ance than any other country for the recon­
struction, democratization, and economic re­
form of central Europe and the former Soviet 
Union. It has also absorbed over 500,000 refu­
gees from eastern Europe. All of these allied 
efforts contribute to the security of the 
United States and should be considered in 
determining whether the NATO allies equi­
tably share the burdens and responsibilities 
of providing for our mutual security. 
Payments-in-kind for release of United States 

overseas military facilities to NATO host 
countries (sec. 1305) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1019) that would require the Secretary of De­
fense to notify the Congress of an agreement 
to accept military construction projects, fa­
cility improvements, or host nation support 
as a payment-in-kind contribution for re­
lease of U.S. overseas military facilities to 
host nations no later than 30 days before 
concluding the agreement. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 

The conferees agree that the Secretary of 
Defense should continue efforts to negotiate 
for cash settlements in the return of U.S. 
overseas military facilities to host nations. 
When cash settlements cannot be agreed to, 
the conferees support the U.S. government 
receiving payments-in-kind contributions as 
a form of settlement. Understanding that 
these negotiations can be sensitive and time 
consuming in nature, the conferees urge the 
Secretary of Defense to continue to pursue 
these settlements in a prompt manner that 
is in the best interest of the U.S. govern­
ment. 
George C. Marshall Center (sec. 1306) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1081) that would (1) merge the funds received 
from the Federal Republic of Germany for its 
share of the costs of the George C. Marshall 
Center for Security Studies with the appro­
priations made available to the Department 
of Defense for the center for the same period 
and purpose; and (2) permit the Secretary of 
Defense to waive reimbursement for the 
costs of conferences, seminars, courses of in­
struction, or similar educational activities 
for military officers and civilian officials of 
cooperation partner states of the North At­
lantic Cooperation Council or the Partner­
ship for Peace if the Secretary determines 
that attendance by such personnel is in the 
national security interests of the United 
States. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Participation in allied defense cooperation (sec. 

1307) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1079) that would express the sense of the Sen­
ate regarding the use of existing capabilities 
to facilitate defense cooperation between the 

United States and certain nations of the 
former Warsaw Pact. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment. 
Limitation on obligation of funds for overseas 

basing activities (sec. 1311) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 1039) that would limit the amount 
of operation and maintenance and military 
construction funds that could be obligated 
for overseas basing activities during fiscal 
year 1995 to no more than $8.181 billion. The 
provision would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to exceed the limitation by such 
amount as the Secretary determines to be 
necessary in the national interest, but not 
by more than $400.0 million. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. The conferees note 
that the budget request included $8.581 bil­
lion (the sum of $8.181 billion and $400.0 mil­
lion) of operation and maintenance and m111-
tary construction funds for overseas basing 
activities. 

The operation and maintenance tables in 
this statement of the managers include the 
following reductions in overseas basing ac­
tivities: 

[Dollars in thousands] 

Account Change from request 
Army: 

Wartime host nation support .. . -100,000 
Residual value ......................... . -70,000 
Foreign national employees .... . -120,000 

Army subtotal ...................... . -290,000 
Navy: 

Foreign nationals .................... . -10,000 

Navy subtotal ....................... . -10,000 
Air Force: 

Foreign nationals .................... . -70,000 
Residual value ......................... . -30,000 

Air Force subtotal ................ . -100,000 

Total .................................. . -400,000 
The operation and maintenance tables also 
include a corresponding addition of $400.0 
million-$290.0 million, $10.0 million, and 
$100.0 million in the Army, Navy, and Air 
Force accounts, respectively. 

The conferees want to clarify that if the 
military services cannot achieve the over­
seas savings included in the operation and 
maintenance tables, they are authorized to 
spend the $400.0 million added in the oper­
ation and maintenance tables for overseas 
basing activities (if the Secretary of Defense 
makes the determination and notification 
required by the House provision). 
Clarification and codification of overseas mili­

tary end strength limitation (sec. 1312) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1011) that would repeal the limitation that is 
to go into effect on October 30, 1996 on the 
number of U.S. military personnel perma­
nently stationed ashore outside the United 
States. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 381) that would set the limitation 
at 200,000 personnel. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would set the limitation at 203,000 per­
sonnel. 
Cost-sharing policy and report (sec. 1313) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1017) that would state that the NATO allies 
should assist the United States in paying the 
incremental costs of stationing U.S. military 
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personnel in Europe solely in support of 
NATO obligations. The provision would also 
require the Secretary of Defense to include 
certain information in the annual 
burdensharing report. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would delete the requirement for cer­
tain information that is already provided in 
the annual burdensharing report and that 
would make clarifying changes. 
Report assessing the consequences of military 

cooperation activities (sec. 1314) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 1052) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to submit a report to Con­
gress assessing, on a regional basis, the na­
tional security consequences of U.S. military 
cooperation programs. 

The Senate blll contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would change the report from a regional 
to a country-by-country assessment. 
Review and report relating to the Western Hemi­

sphere (sec. 1315) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1018) that would require the Secretary of De­
fense to review authorities, programs, orga­
nizations, defense forums, and defense edu­
cation institutions relating to cooperative 
regional security programs in the Western 
Hemisphere. The provision would require the 
Secretary to submit to the Armed Services 
Committees of the Senate and House of Rep­
resentatives a report concerning U.S. strate­
gic objectives, external and internal threats, 
and the contributions that the programs, de­
fense contacts, organizations, forums, and 
institutions make to regional security, host 
nation security and national development, 
and the strategic objectives of the United 
States. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make clarifying changes and re­
quire the Secretary of Defense to assess U.S. 
humanitarian, civic assistance, and civic ac­
tion programs conducted with regional host 
countries. 
Military-to-military contacts and comparable 

activities (sec. 1316) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1015) that would provide a statutory basis for 
the m111tary-to-m111tary contact program; 
preclude funds for this program from being 
used to provide m111tary education and train­
ing, defense articles, or defense services; and 
provide $46.3 million to expand the program 
to regions other than Eastern Europe and 
the Baltic states. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1038) that would provide $45.8 mil­
lion for the program and limit the obligation 
of funds to not more than $10.0 million until 
the Secretary of Defense submits a report de­
scribing the implementation of the program 
during fiscal year 1995. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would clarify that funds may not be 
used under this section for the provision of 
international military education and train­
ing programs under chapter 5 of part II of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, except for 
the authorized activities under subsection 
(c). The amendment would also require the 
Secretary of Defense to submit a report to 
Congress not later than February 15, 1995 on 
the management structure of the military­
to-military contacts program. 

Acquisition and cross-servicing agreements (sec. 
1317) 

The House amendment included a provi­
sion (sec. 1022) that would allow the Sec­
retary of Defense to enter into acquisition 
and cross-servicing agreements with the 
United Nations and regional organizations of 
which the United States is a member. The 
provision would also make other changes in 
the authority of the Secretary of Defense to 
enter into such agreements. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would (1) delete subsection (c) of the 
House provision on pricing principles; (2) ex­
pand the definition of the term "transfer" to 
include selllng and leasing; and (3) make 
other changes in subchapter I of chapter 138 
of title 10, United States Code, that would fa­
cilitate acquisition and cross-servicing 
agreements between the United States and 
other countries and organizations. 

The conferees agree to limit the expansion 
of the Secretary's authority to international 
organizations "of which the United States ls 
a member." If the Defense Department deter­
mines after experience with this expanded 
authority that expanding it further to in­
clude international organizations of which 
the United States is not a member would en­
hance the U.S. national interest, the con­
ferees encourage the Department of Defense 
to submit a legislative proposal to make this 
change. 
Permanent authority for the Department of De­

fense to share equitably the costs of claims 
under international armaments cooperative 
programs (sec. 1318) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
823) that would extend indefinitely the au­
thority of the Defense Department to pay its 
share of an international armaments cooper­
ative program's claims in accordance with 
the program's cost-sharing formula or in ac­
cordance with any other equitable formula 
that is negotiated by the participants. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Defense cooperation between the United States 

and Israel (sec. 1321) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

1014) that would express the support of Con­
gress for continued cooperation between the 
United States and Israel in mllitary and 
technical areas. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment. 
The conferees agree that the national inter­
ests of the United States and Israel are best 
served by strengthening existing mecha­
nisms for cooperation and working toward 
eliminating unnecessary barriers to collabo­
ration between the two countries. 
Readiness of military forces of the Republic of 

Korea (sec. 1322) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 1060) that would express the sense 
of Congress and require a report on the mili­
tary capab111ties and readiness of South Ko­
rea's military forces. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would make several clarifying changes. 
Military planning for the size and structure of 

a force required for a major regional contin­
gency on the Korean peninsula (sec. 1323) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1099) that would express the sense of Con-

gress about the relationship between the 
force structure identified in the Bottom-Up 
Review and the situation of the Korean pe­
ninsula. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make several clarifying changes. 
Sense of the Congress concerning the North Ko­

rean nuclear weapons development program 
(sec. 1324) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1058) that would express the sense 
of Congress about the North Korean nuclear 
weapons program. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would make several clarifying changes. 
Report on the United States and Japan security 

relationship (sec. 1325) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 2854) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to submit a report to Con­
gress on the U.S. military presence in Oki­
nawa. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would direct the Secretary of Defense to 
submit a report to Congress on the security 
relationship between the United States and 
Japan. 
TITLE XIV-PEACE OPERATIONS AND 

HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE ACTIVI­
TIES 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Reports on ref arming multilateral peace oper­
ations (sec. 1401) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1031) that would require the Secretary of De­
fense to submit two reports, six months 
apart, to the congressional defense commit­
tees on U.S. proposals for improving U.N. 
management of peace operations. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require the reports to be submit­
ted to Congress instead of the congressional 
defense committees. 
Report on military readiness implications of 

Bosnia peacekeeping deployment (sec. 1402) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 1044) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to submit to the congres­
sional defense committees a report assessing 
the implications for U.S. m111tary readiness 
of the participation of U.S. ground combat 
forces in peacekeeping operations in Bosnia­
Hercegovina. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Report on intelligence lessons learned from So­

malia (sec. 1403) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 1045) that would require the Sec­
retary of Defense to submit to Congress a re­
port on lessons learned from U.S. participa­
tion in U.N. activities in Somalia. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment that would clarify that the re­
port ls limited to intelllgence matters. 
Bosnia and Hercegovina (sec. 1404) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1088) that would express the sense of the Con­
gress that the United States should work 
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with NATO member nations and the U.N. Se­
curity Council to endorse the efforts of the 
contact group to bring about a peaceful set­
tlement of the conflict in Bosnia and 
Hercegovina, including the following: 

(a) the preservation of an economically, 
politically, and m111tarily viable Bosnian 
state capable of exercising its rights under 
the U .N. Charter by the lifting of the arms 
embargo on the government of Bosnia; 

(b) if the Bosnian Serbs, while the contact 
group's peace proposal is being considered, 
attack the safe areas, the partial lifting of 
the arms embargo and the provision of defen­
sive weapons and equipment to the govern­
ment of Bosnia to defend the safe areas; and 

(c) if the Bosnian Serbs do not respond con­
structively to the contact group's proposal, 
the President shall promptly propose the 
multilateral lifting of the arms embargo on 
the government of Bosnia in the U.N. Secu­
rity Council and, if the Security Council 
fails to pass such a resolution, the President 
shall within five days consult with Congress 
regarding unilateral termination of the arms 
embargo. 

The House amendment contained four pro­
visions (secs. 1401-1404) that would unilater­
ally terminate the U.S. arms embargo on 
Bosnia and authorize the drawdown of de­
fense articles from DOD stocks, DOD defense 
services, and m111tary education and training 
in an aggregate value not to exceed $200.0 
million, without reimbursement from the 
government of Bosnia and Hercegovina. U.S. 
military personnel providing such defense 
services or military education and training 
would not perform any duties of a combatant 
nature. 

The conferees agree on a provision that 
would express the support of the Congress for 
the efforts of the contact group to bring 
about a peaceful settlement of the conflict in 
Bosnia based upon the contact groups's pro­
posal. The provision would express the policy 
of the Congress that the United States 
should exercise leadership within the inter­
national community to cause the Bosnian 
Serb faction to accept the contact group's 
proposal by taking action on separate but 
complementary international and unilateral 
tracks. 

The policy under the international track 
would state that the President should for­
mally introduce and support a resolution in 
the U.N. Security Council to terminate the 
arms embargo on Bosnia within 14 days of 
the later of October 15, 1994, or ten days after 
this act is enacted. 

On the unilateral track, if the Bosnian 
Serbs have not accepted the contact group's 
proposal and the U.N. Security Council has 
not lifted the arms embargo on Bosnia by 
the earlier of November 15, 1994, or 15 days 
after the President introduces the resolution 
in the U.N. Security Council, the provision 
would prohibit the use of funds to partici­
pate in, support, or assist the enforcement of 
the Bosnian arms embargo. The President 
would be able to waive this prohibition in 
the case of U.S. military personnel serving in 
NATO headquarters positions. The provision 
would specifically state that the prohibition 
on the use of funds to enforce the Bosnian 
arms embargo is not intended to impede en­
forcement of sanctions against Serbia. The 
provision would also require the President to 
submit a plan to and consult with the Con­
gress on the manner in which the armed 
forces of the United States and friendly 
states would train the Bosnian armed forces 
outside the territory of Bosnian and 
Hercegovina; and require the President to 
submit a plan to and consult with the Con-

gress regarding the unilateral termination 
by the United States of observance of the 
Bosnia arms embargo and the implications 
thereof. 

Finally, the provision would contain an in­
terim policy that if the Bosnian Serb faction 
attacks any of the U.N. designated safe 
areas, the President should promptly for­
mally introduce and support a resolution in 
the U.N. Security Council that authorizes 
the selective lifting of the Bosnia arms em­
bargo to allow the provision of defensive 
weapons to enable the Bosnian forces to de­
fend the safe areas. 

The conferees note that the President has 
sent a letter to the Chairmen and Ranking 
Members of the Armed Services Committees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives 
stating, in pertinent part, that, "if by Octo­
ber 15 the Bosnian Serbs have not accepted 
the Contact Group's proposal, of July 6, 1994, 
it would be my intention within two weeks 
to introduce formally and support a resolu­
tion at the United Nations Security Council 
to terminate the arms embargo on Bosnia 
and Hercegovina. • • 

In prohibiting the use of funds to partici­
pate in the enforcement of the Bosnian arms 
embargo, the conferees were careful to en­
sure that (a) the President could waive that 
prohibition in the case of U.S. m111tary per­
sonnel who occupy positions throughout sev­
eral NATO headquarters, including NATO's 
Supreme Allied Commander and the Com­
mander in Chief, All1ed Forces Southern Eu­
rope, and (b) U.S. forces could continue to 
conduct operations to enforce the arms and 
economic embargo on Serbia. 

It is important that there is a clear under­
standing of the conferees' intent for the 
funding limitation in this provision. The 
conferees distinguished between what is man­
datory under the U.N. Security Council reso­
lution and what is voluntary. It is manda­
tory, for example, that the United States en­
force the embargo by using its Customs 
agents and other law enforcement powers to 
stop the export of defense articles and serv­
ices from the United States bound for 
Bosnia. It is voluntary, on the other hand, 
for any state to join the naval and air "pick­
et line" that enforces the embargo in the wa­
ters of the Adriatic Sea and the air over the 
Balkans, for example, or to provide assist­
ance or support to other states to help them 
do so. The conferees direct that the United 
States withdraw from all voluntary aspects 
of the enforcement of the embargo, but from 
no mandatory aspects when the relevant 
clauses of this provision are triggered. All 
voluntary participation must end for there 
to be good faith compliance with the stipula­
tions of this statute. 

The conferees intend this provision to en­
courage our NATO all1es and other members 
of the U.N. Security Council to lift the arms 
embargo on Bosnia and to pressure the 
Bosnian Serb faction to accept the contact 
group's proposal. 
Overseas humanitarian, disaster, and civic aid 

(sec. 1411) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 1023) that would establish a single 
funding account for overseas humanitarian, 
disaster, and civic aid (OHDACA) programs 
and limit the obligation of one-half of the 
funds in the account until regulations and a 
report required by section 1504 of the Na­
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1994 have been prescribed and submit­
ted. The House provisions would authorize 
$60.0 million for the OHDACA account for fis­
cal year 1995. 

The Senate b1ll contained no similar provi­
sion, but would authorize $71.9 million for 
humanitarian assistance for fiscal year 1995. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would delete the reference to the report, 
which has now been submitted, and author­
ize $86.0 m1llion for the OHDACA account in 
fiscal year 1995, of which $20.0 million would 
be reserved for humanitarian landmine 
clearing activities. 
Foreign disaster relief activities (sec. 1412) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
1016) that would provide a statutory basis for 
foreign disaster relief activities by authoriz­
ing the President to conduct such activities; 
require a Presidential determination that 
such activities are in the national interest of 
the United States and necessary to save 
lives; and require prompt notice to Congress 
concerning relevant matters. The provision 
would authorize $46.3 million for fiscal year 
1995. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 1024) that would limit the Defense 
Emergency Response Fund to disasters oc­
curring in the United States; require the 
Secretary of Defense to designate a foreign 
disaster relief activity to be a national con­
tingency operation; and provide for the over­
seas humanitarian, disaster, and civic aid 
(OHDACA) account to be used for organizing 
general policies and programs for foreign dis­
aster relief activities, but not for conducting 
the actual disaster relief activities. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would delete the specific authorization 
of funds and provide that the OHDACA ac­
count would fund the development of general 
policies and programs for foreign disaster re­
lief activities. 
Humanitarian assistance program for clearing 

landmines (sec. 1413) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
354) that would authorize not more than $10.0 
million of operation and maintenance funds 
for the Secretary of Defense to carry out a 
humanitarian program for clearing land­
mines. 

The House amendment contained two pro­
visions (secs. 306 and 1025) that would address 
this matter. Section 306 would authorize not 
more than $25.0 million of operation and 
maintenance funds to support the clearing of 
landmines for humanitarian purposes. Sec­
tion 1025 would direct the Secretary of De­
fense to carry out a program to assist other 
nations in clearing landmines. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would: (1) authorize not more than S20.0 
million for landmine clearing activities from 
the funds authorized for DOD overseas hu­
manitarian, disaster, and civic aid programs; 
(2) allow the funds to be used for contribu­
tions to non-governmental organizations 
that have landmine clearing experience; (3) 
allow the furids to be used to transfer or 
lease equipment and technology to a foreign 
government participating in a landmine 
clearing program; and (4) require the Sec­
retary of Defense to notify Congress of any 
activity carried out under this authority. 

TITLE XV-ARMS CONTROL MATTERS 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Counterproliferation .<secs. 1501-1507) 

The budget request included $30.3 million 
in the defense-wide operation and mainte­
nance account for counterproliferation. 

The Senate bill contained provisions that 
would recommend extension and revision of 
authorities contained in section 1505 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1993 (sec. 1021); continue the 
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Joint Review Committee established by sec­
tion 1605 of the National Defense Authoriza­
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1994 through Sep­
tember 1, 1996, change the name of the Com­
mittee, modify the membership of the Com­
mittee, and narrow the focus of the group 
(sec. 1022); require a report to the congres­
sional defense committees on the Commit­
tee's findings (sec. 1023); authorize Sl3.5 mil­
lion in defense-wide research and develop­
ment and operation and maintenance ac­
counts for counterproliferation activities, di­
rect the use of $15.0 million by the Advanced 
Research Projects Agency for two 
counterproliferation technology projects, 
and authorize the transfer of up to $100.0 mil­
lion for counterproliferation technology 
projects (sec. 1024); and, restrict the use of 
travel funds by the Assistant Secretary of 
Defense for International Security Policy, 
pending receipt of a report (sec. 1025). 

The House amendment contained provi­
sions that would recommend extension and 
revision of authorities contained in section 
1505 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (sec. 1211); require 
studies related to counterproliferation pol­
icy (sec. 1212); provide S30.1 million of the re­
quested funding (sec. 1213); limit the obliga­
tion of funds for counterproliferation studies 
pending receipt of a report (sec. 1214). 

The conferees agree to a series of provi­
sions on counterproliferation. 

EXTENSION AND REVISION OF EXISTING 
AUTHORITIES 

Section 1501 of this act would revise and 
extend the authorities in section 1505 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis­
cal Year 1993 through Fiscal Year 1995. The 
conference agreement would provide up to 
$25.0 million in fiscal year 1994 and $20.0 mil­
lion in fiscal year 1995 to support inter­
national nonproliferation activities, includ­
ing the On-Site Inspection Agency's (OSIA) 
support to the United Nations Special Com­
mission on Iraq (UNSCOM). Assistance to 
international organizations would not in­
clude the payment of administrative costs of 
U.S. participation in international organiza­
tions. 

The conferees have concerns regarding the 
Department's request to support chemical 
weapons and ballistic missile dismantle­
ment, nuclear materials control and re­
moval, and the destruction of weapons of 
mass destruction and their delivery systems 
in areas outside the former Soviet Union, 
such as the Middle East, Brazil, Argentina, 
and South Africa. The conferees direct the 
Secretary of Defense to provide to the con­
gressional defense and foreign affairs com­
mittees, 30 days in advance of any U.S. com­
mitment to support these activities, a report 
on the activities which the Department 
seeks to support; the specific support to be 
provided; the cost of providing such support; 
potential future funding for this support; the 
extent to which the United States is obli­
gated to provide such support; and the na­
tional security objective for providing the 
support. 

JOINT REVIEW COMMITTEE AND ANNUAL 
REPORT 

The conferees endorse the Senate provision 
that would continue the Joint Committee for 
the Review of Counterproliferation Programs 
through September 1, 1996; change the mem­
bership of the committee; and sharpen its 
focus, as described in the Senate report (S. 
Rept. 103-282). Additionally, the conferees 
would require the Joint Committee to sub­
mit reports on its findings to Congress in 
both unclassified and classified form no later 
than May 1, 1995 and May 1, 1996. 

The conferees emphasize that the intent of 
reducing the membership and narrowing the 
focus of the Committee ls to enable the De­
fense Department to prioritize program and 
budget submissions so that they address the 
priority military needs identified in the May 
l, 1994 report to Congress on nonproliferation 
and counterproliferation activities and pro­
grams. The conferees recognize the role of 
other government agencies and departments 
in nonproliferation activities and emphasize 
that the role of the Joint Review Committee 
is to facilitate the coordination of 
counterproliferation and nonproliferation 
activities. 

FUNDING FOR COUNTERPROLIFERATION 
PROGRAMS 

The conferees agree to authorize $16.5 mil­
lion in defense-wide research and develop­
ment accounts for counterproliferation ac­
tivities identified by the Joint Review Com­
mittee as defense technology gaps. The con­
ferees recommend that funds be made avail­
able for counterproliferation projects identi­
fied in the May 1994 report on nonprolifera­
tion and counterproliferation activities and 
programs, including the following: (1) a joint 
demonstration program for the detection, 
characterization, and defeat of deep and/or 
hardened underground structures. The con­
ferees also recommend that technology pro­
grams at the Defense Nuclear Agency (DNA), 
the Advanced Research Projects Agency, the 
service laboratories, the national weapons 
laboratories, the intelligence community, 
and the National Test Facility be fully lever­
aged for this effort; and (2) field demonstra­
tions for operational users utilizing promis­
ing and existing technologies like biological 
detectors and alarms, improved decon­
tamination equipment and solutions, and im­
proved chemical gear and masks. A report 
shall be submitted to the congressional de­
fense committees within 90 days of enact­
ment of this act identifying the priorities for 
which these funds would be utilized. 

The conferees are concerned that the De­
fense Department's efforts in this field need 
more focus and coordination. Therefore, they 
direct the Department to develop a plan to 
promote and improve the education of mili­
tary personnel on proliferation, non­
proliferation, and counterproliferation is­
sues. To initiate this program, the conferees 
recommend $2.0 million in the defense-wide 
operation and maintenance account. This 
program would be managed by the Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. The m111tary 
services' professional military education 
schools and the National Defense University 
would establish or continue their current 
mission of determining the implications of 
weapons of mass destruction (WMD) for doc­
trine and develop recommended solutions to 
WMD warfighting requirements. Of this 
amount, not more than $500,000 would be 
available for the National Defense Univer­
sity counterproliferation program to conduct 
a broad range of policy research related to 
WMD proliferation. Additionally, the con­
ferees endorse the Senate recommendation 
to add $500,000 to the research and develop­
ment, defense agencies account for technical 
studies, support, and analysis in program 
element 605104D to be available to the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff for the unified commands' 
preparations to meet power projection chal­
lenges. 

The conferees are increasingly concerned 
with the growing problem of criminal activ­
ity in Eastern Europe, the Baltic countries, 
and the former Soviet Union. The possible 
theft of nuclear materials by these organized 
crime groups makes it imperative that the 

United States act to prevent the prolifera­
tion of illegally acquired nuclear weapons, 
components, and related materials, and in 
particular, to prevent these materials from 
entering the United States. To fulfill this ur­
gent requirement, the conferees agree that 
funds authorized for the Advanced Research 
Projects Agency for counterproliferation 
technology projects shall be available for 
two projects: (1) $5.0 million for a program to 
detect, 16cate, and disable weapons of mass 
destruction hidden by terrorists or hostile 
states in a confined area outside the United 
States. To the extent possible, the conferees 
recommend that the existing resources of 
the national weapons laboratories be uti­
lized; and (2) SlO.O million for a joint Depart­
ment of Defense-Federal Bureau of Inves­
tigation (FBI) law enforcement training pro­
gram. The purpose of this program would be 
to expand and improve U.S. efforts to deter 
the possible proliferation of weapons of mass 
destruction by crime organizations in East­
ern Europe, the Baltic countries, and states 
of the former Soviet Union. 

Lastly, the conferees agree to authorize 
the Department to transfer up to $100.0 mil­
lion of funds available in the research and 
development, defense agencies account for 
counterproliferation programs, projects, or 
activities identified by the Joint Review 
Committee as areas for progress. 

RESTRICTIONS AND LIMITATIONS ON FUNDING 

The conferees recommend a number of re­
strictions and limitations on the obligation 
of funds. 

Until the Director of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation and the Director of the Ad­
vanced Research Projects Agency jointly 
submit a memorandum of understanding 
that outlines the program plan and mecha­
nisms for execution of the training program, 
only Sl.0 million shall be available to ARPA 
and the FBI for the preparation of two re­
ports that: (1) identify the nature and extent 
of the threat posed to the United States by 
the possible proliferation and acquisition of 
weapons of mass destruction by organized 
crime groups in Eastern Europe, the Baltic 
countries, and the former Soviet Union, and 
(2) assess the actions that the United States 
should take to assist law enforcement agen­
cies in these countries to prevent and deter 
the theft of nuclear weapons material and 
components and other weapons of mass de­
struction. This report should include infor­
mation on the costs of personnel, support 
equipment, and training, the time required 
to commence the program, and future fund­
ing required for the program. 

Pending receipt of a report on the pro­
liferation of military satellites required by 
section 1363 of the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1993, no funds 
available to the Department for travel ex­
penses may be expended for travel by the As­
sistant Secretary of Defense for Inter­
national Security Policy. 

Further, the conferees would limit the ob­
ligation of Sl.0 million of the funds author­
ized in section 1504(c) for 
counterproliferation studies until the report 
on the effect of increased use of dual-use 
technologies on the ability to control ex­
ports required by section 1422 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1994 is submitted to the congressional de­
fense committees. 

Finally, the conferees agree that $4.0 mil­
lion of the funds authorized in section 1504 
for counterproliferation activities shall not 
be available for obligation by the Depart­
ment until the congressional defense and in­
telligence committees receive the following: 
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(1) a report from the intelligence and com­
munications architectures (INCA) project of­
fice assessing the technical feasibility of a 
proposed classified counterproliferation 
database system; and (2) a DOD reprogram­
ming request for this database system that 
is matched dollar for dollar by a reprogram­
ming request within the national foreign in­
telligence program (NFIP) by the Director of 
Central Intelligence. Further details on this 
program are contained in the research and 
development, defense agencies portion of the 
statement of the managers under the C3I in­
telligence program. 
Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) review con­

ference (sec. 1508) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 1054) that would express the sense 
of the Congress that the President seek an 
indefinite and unconditional extension of the 
Nonproliferation Treaty in the 1995 review 
conference. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
Negotiations on limiting nuclear weapons test­

ing (sec. 1509) 
The House amendment included a provi­

sion (sec. 1059) that would urge the Con­
ference on Disarmament to make all possible 
progress toward a comprehensive test ban 
treaty and would discourage the nuclear 
powers from conducting nuclear weapons 
tests prior to the conclusion of a comprehen­
sive test ban treaty. 

The Senate bill did not contain a similar 
provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
Arms control compliance 

The budget request contained $271.4 mil­
lion for arms control-related programs. 

The Senate bill would authorize $251.1 mil­
lion for these programs. 

The House amendment would authorize 
$271.4 million. 

The conferees recommend several adjust­
ments to the requested amount based on con­
sultations with officials from the Office of 
the Secretary of Defense, the military serv-

ices, and the On-Site Inspection Agency 
(OSIA). The adjustments reflect delays in 
the anticipated date of entry into force of 
the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty 
(START), the Chemical Weapons Convention 
(CWC), the Bilateral Destruction Agreement 
(BDA) between the United States and Russia, 
and the Open Skies Treaty (OST). The ad­
justments result in an overall reduction of 
$20.0 million for arms control compliance ac­
tivities. The reductions are to be made in the 
following manner: $7.0 million in the O&M 
account for OSIA, and $6.0 million to the 
Army, $3.0 million to the Navy, and $4.0 mil­
lion to the Air Force O&M accounts. 

The statement of the managers accom­
panying the conference report on the Na­
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1994 (H. Rept. 103-357) directed the De­
partment of Defense to notify the congres­
sional defense committees in writing 30 days 
prior to U.S. agreement to any recommenda­
tions in the various arms control consult­
ative and verification commissions that 
would result in a technical change to a trea­
ty that would affect inspection and monitor­
ing provisions or that would increase U.S. 
costs of implementation. The Department 
has not complied with this request. The con­
ferees direct the Department to comply with 
this request without delay. Additionally, the 
conferees direct the Secretary of Defense to 
provide a report to the congressional defense 
committees by February 28, 1995 on (1) all 
memoranda of understandings and political 
agreements or statements agreed with par­
ties with whom the United States has a bi­
lateral or multilateral arms control agree­
ment; (2) a detailed accounting of additional 
expenses incurred as a result of these agree­
ments; and (3) projected costs of the agree­
ments. 

FISCAL YEAR 1995 DOD ARMS CONTROL BUDGET 
[Dollars in millions] 

Account and Program Request Recomm Rec Auth 

WPN Arms control compliance 
MPAF MMIVMMlll mods ...... . 

7.944 0.000 7.944 
4.728 0.000 4.728 

OPAF Spares & repairs ......... . 2.496 0.000 2.496 

[Dollars in millions] 

Account and Program 

OPA Arms control compliance 
RDT&E, AF Arms control implementa-

tion ................................................... . 
RDT&E, DA Ver tech dem, DNA 

(603711) .................................... ...... . 
O&M, Army ........ ................................... . 
O&M, Navy ....................................... .... . 
O&M, Air Force ............................. .. ...... . 
O&M, DA OSIA .................................... .. . 

Total ... ......................................... . 

Request 

3.510 

6.456 

41.068 
39.237 
34.061 
32.010 
99.947 

Recomm 

0.000 

0.000 

0.000 
-6.000 
-3.000 
-4.000 
- 7.000 

271.457 - 20.000 

Rec Auth 

3.5 10 

6.456 

41.068 
33.237 
31.061 
28.010 
92.947 

251.457 

TITLE XVI-RESERVE OFFICER PERSON­
NEL MANAGEMENT ACT (ROPMA) 

Reserve Officer Personnel Management Act 
(secs. 1601-1693) 

The House amendment included provisions 
(sec. 1301-1393) that collectively constitute 
the Reserve Officer Personnel Management 
Act (ROPMA). 

The Senate blll contained no similar provi­
sions. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would delay the effective date of 
ROPMA until October l, 1996. The conferees 
note the detailed legislative history of 
ROPMA contained in the House report (H. 
Rept. 103-84). The conferees agree that the 
Senate will consider perfecting legislation 
new year, including accelerating the effec­
tive date of ROPMA. 

DIVISION B-MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

OVERVIEW 

The budget request for fiscal year 1995 con­
tained $8,322,623,000 for mllitary construction 
and family housing. 

The Senate bill would authorize 
$8,823,936,000 for military construction and 
family housing. 

The House amendment would provide 
$8,835,174,000 for this purpose. 

The conferees recommend authorization of 
$8,837,019,000 for military construction and 
family housing in fiscal year 1995. 



rJSCJ\l YEAR 1995 HILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION (IN THClJSANOS OF DOLLARS) 

08-Aug-94 04:51 PH 
AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 

RECAPITULATION BUDGET CONFERENCE 
(In thousands of dollars) REQUEST H.rASSEO S.PASSEO AGREEMENT 

~ 
0 

ARHY ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ARHY 690,576 853,426 490,076 552,976 z 
~ 

NAVY ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• NAVY 320,470 448,786 340,455 386,760 ~ 
AIR FORCE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• AIR FORCE 353,313 503,213 526,663 529,313 (fl 

(fl 

DEFENSE AGENCIES •.••••••••••••••••••••••••••• DEFENSE AGENCIES 481, 729 465,009 546,519 508,069 
1--4 

0 
NATO INFRASTRUCTURE •••••••••••••••••••••••••• NATO 219,000 119,000 21'9,000 119,000 z 

> 
BASE REALIGN & CLOSURE l .•••••••••••••••••••• BASE CLOSURE I 87,600 87,600 87,600 87,600 r4 

BASE REALIGN & CLOSURE 11 •••••••••••••••••••• BASE CLOSURE 11 398,700 398,700 398,700 398,700 ~ 
~ 

BASE REALIGN & CLOSURE 111 ••••••••••••••••••• BASE CLOSURE Ill 2, 189,858 2,005,897 2, 189,858 2,189,858 0 
ARMY NA Tl ONAL GUARD •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ARHY NA Tl ONAL GUARD 9,929 145,067 180,312 188,062 ~ 

t::; 
AIR NATIONAL GUARO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• AIR NATIONAL GUARD 122,770 210,212 240,003 249,053 ~ ARHY RESERVE •••••••••••••.••••..••••••••••••• ARHY RES~RVE 7,910 37,410 37,870 57,370 0 
NAVY RESERVE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• NAVY RESERVE 2,355 11, 905 17,355 22,748 e 

(fl 

AIR FORCE RESERVE ••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••• AIR FORCE RESERVE 28, 190 55,516 43,840 57,066 ~ 

TOTAL MILITARY CONSTRUCTION •••••••••••• TOTAL 4,912,400 5, 341, 7t. 1 5,318,251 5,346,575 
FAMILY HaJSING CONSTRUCTION, ARHY •••••• ~·····FHC·ARHY 152,402 164,402 173, 502 170,002 
FAHILY HOUSING SUPPORT, ARHY ••••••••••••••••• FHS·ARHY 1, 121,208 1,121,208 1,067, 708 1,013, 708 
FAHILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, NAVY •••••••••••• FHC·NAVY 229,295 267,465 229,295 267,465 
FAMILY HClJSING SUPPORT, NAVY ••••••••••••••••• FHS·NAVY 853,599 853,599 937, 599 937~599 

FAMILY HaJSING CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE ••••••• FHC-AIR FORCE 222,993 243,482 243,355 247,444 
FAMILY HaJSING SUPPORT, AIR FORCE •••••••••••• FHS·AIR FORCE 801,345 801,345 824,845 824,845 
FAMILY HaJSING CONSTRUCTION, DEFENSE AGENCIESFHC·OEFENSE AGENCIES 350 350 350 350 
FAMILY HaJSING SUPPORT, DEFENSE AGENCIES ••••• FHS·DErENSE AGENCIES 29,0Jl 29,031 29,031 29,0Jl 

TOTAL FAMILY HaJSING ••••••••••••••••••• FH·TOTAL 3,410,221 3,480,882 3,505,685 3,490,444 ~ ...... 
TOTAL HiLITARY CONSTRUCTION & FAMILY HOUSING. 8,322,623 8,822,623 8,823,936 8,837,019 cc 

(X) 
cc 
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TITLE XXI-ARMY 

FISCAL YEAR 1995 
The Senate bill would authorize 

$1,731,286,000 for Army military construction 
and family housing programs for fiscal year 
1995. 

The House amendment would authorize 
$2,139,036,000 for this purpose. 

The conferees recommend authorization of 
Sl,736,686,000 for Army military construction 
and family housing for fiscal year 1995. 
Authorization of military construction project at 

· Fort Bragg, North Carolina, for which 
funds have been appropriated (sec. 2105) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 2105) that would authorize the Sec­
retary of the Army, with amounts previously 
appropriated, to construct a library at Fort 
Bragg, North Carolina in the total amount of 
$5.5 million. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Relocation of Army family housing units from 

Fort Hunter-Liggett, California to Fort 
Stewart, Georgia (sec. 2106) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2105) that would amend the Military Con­
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1992 (Division B of Public Law 102-190) to re­
locate a portion of the family housing units 
that had been authorized for construction at 
Fort Hunter-Liggett, California, to Fort 
Stewart, Georgia. The provision, which does 
not alter the amount of the original author­
ization, reflects basing changes that have oc­
curred since the original authorization. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Highway safety at Hawthorne Army Ammuni­

tion Plant, Nevada (sec. 2107) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

2106) that would direct the Secretary of the 
Army to study traffic safety with respect to 
the rail and truck crossing on the highway 
at the Hawthorne Army Ammunition Plant. 
The Secretary's study would evaluate the 
feasibility of constructing a vehicle bridge 
over the rail and truck crossing, and deter­
mine if such a project qualifies as a military 
construction project or as a defense access 
road construction project as defined in sec­
tion 210 of title 23, United States Code. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Replacement of destroyed facility, Fort Gordon, 

Georgia 
The conferees note that the 63d Signal Bat­

talion vehicle maintenance facility at Fort 
Gordon, Georgia was destroyed by fire on 
January 16, 1994. The estimated replacement 
cost of the facility is $3.5 million. The con­
ferees direct the Secretary of the Army to 
reprogram funds for this replacement project 
using authority in section 2854 of title 10, 
United States Code. 
Authorization of projects for United States 

Forces, Korea 
The conferees agree to authorize for appro­

priation $34.6 million for construction of bar­
racks at two Army installations, Camp 
Casey and Camp Red Cloud, located in South 
Korea. Although these projects were not re­
quested by the Administration, compelling 
. testimony before the Armed Services Com­
mittees of the Senate and House of Rep­
resentatives indicated that living conditions 
for the soldiers stationed near the Demili­
tarized Zone in Korea were substandard. 

Many of the soldiers assigned to these instal­
lations are housed in overcrowded, sub­
standard quonset huts and H-relocatable 
buildings. These substandard fac111ties are 
deteriorated, undersized, energy inefficient, 
and structurally unsound. 

The conferees agree that despite substan­
tial contributions by the Republic of Korea 
toward upgrading U.S.-occupied military fa­
cilities, the Congress has an obligation to 
provide for the welfare of our armed forces. 
The authorization of these projects will en­
hance the moral and readiness of U.S. armed 
forces stationed in South Korea. 
Management of military family housing, Hawaii 

The conferees note the Secretary of De­
fense's decision to decentralize the Hawaii 
military family housing operation and main­
tenance, and management functions and ac­
counts. The conferees understand that all 
funding for new construction, improvements, 
and operations, including furnishings man­
agement and maintenance, will now be the 
responsibility of each of the military serv­
ices. The Department of the Army will con­
tinue to provide consolidated off-post hous­
ing referral services. Other functions such as 
installation master planning and the provi­
sion of handicapped-accessible housing will 
return to each service along with the man­
agement of its family housing. 

To facilitate this decentralization, the 
conferees recommend the transfer and redis­
tribution of $107.5 million from the Army's 
family housing account to the family hous­
ing accounts of the Navy and Air Force 
based on an allocation agreed upon by the 
military services. 

TITLE XXII-NA VY 
FISCAL YEAR 1995 

The Senate bill would authorize 
$1,507,349,000 for Navy military construction 
and family housing programs for fiscal year 
1995. 

The House amendment would authorize 
Sl,569,850,000 for this purpose. 

The conferees recommend authorization of 
Sl,591,824,000 for Navy military construction 
and family housing for fiscal year 1995. 
Restoration of authority to carry out military 

construction project at Naval Supply Cen­
ter, Pensacola, Florida (sec. 2205) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 2205) that would authorize the Sec­
retary of the Navy to construct a cold stor­
age facility at the Naval Supply Center, Pen­
sacola, Florida and any other construction 
associated with contract N62467-86-C-0421 
which was entered into before the termi­
nation of authority, notwithstanding section 
2205(b)(l)(D)(11) of the Military Construction 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Divi­
sion B of Public Law 103--160). 

The Senate bill contained a similar provi­
sion (sec. 2205). 

The Senate recedes. 
Design activities for upgrade of Mayport Naval 

Station, Florida (sec. 2206) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 2206) that would require, at the 
conclusion of a facilities study, the Sec­
retary of the Navy to begin design activities 
for military construction projects to provide 
Mayport Naval Station, Florida with the ca­
pability to serve as a homeport for a nuclear­
powered aircraft carrier. 

The Senate bill contained a similar provi­
sion (sec. 2207). 

The Senate recedes. 
Relocation of Pascagoula Coast Guard Station, 

Mississippi (sec. 2207) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

2206) that would authorize the Secretary of 

the Navy to enter into an agreement with 
the Secretary of Transportation to allow the 
U.S. Coast Guard to relocate the Pascagoula 
Coast Guard facilities to the Pascagoula 
Naval Station. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would prohibit: (1) the Coast Guard 
from incurring any cost in the relocation to 
the Pascagoula Naval Station; and (2) the 
Pascagoula Coast Guard from relocating if 
the relocation of the Coast Guard facility 
would interfere with the performance of the 
mission of the Navy or be incompatible with 
Coast Guard operations in the Pascagoula 
area. 
Water processing system upgrade, Construction 

Battalion Center Port Hueneme, California 
The conferees understand that the Depart­

ment of the Navy and the local water au­
thorities in the Oxnard, California area, rep­
resented by the Sub-Regional Water District 
(SRWD), continue to negotiate the net re­
gional benefits of managed water consump­
tion. Therefore, the conferees intend that 
the authorization to construct a water proc­
essing system upgrade contained in this act 
should be construed to include other options, 
as may be negotiated, that provide the same 
potable water services included in the origi­
nal project. These options may include, but 
are not limited to, assigning a portion, up to 
a maximum of Sl.7 million, of the authorized 
funds to the SRWD for the purpose of con­
struction of a regional reverse osmosis water 
treatment plant and provision of water to 
the Navy at favorable rates in lieu of con­
struction of the plant by the Navy. 
Defense access road, Blount Island, Florida 

The House amendment would authorize 
$10.0 million for the construction of a defense 
access road in Blount Island, Florida. 

The Senate bill did not provide funds for 
this project. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees direct the Secretary of the 

Navy to study the requirement for the road 
project and work with the Military Traffic 
Management Command to determine if the 
project qualifies for the defense access road 
(DAR) program as described in section 210 of 
title 23, United States Code. If the project 
qualifies for the DAR program, the Navy is 
encouraged to request authorization of ap­
propriation for the road project in the budg­
et request for fiscal year 1996. 
Power plant upgrade, Public Works Center, 

Guam 
The conferees understand that the Depart­

ment of the Navy and the Guam Power Au­
thority have shared the operating cost and 
use of power plants serving the Guam island 
wide power system (!WPS) as agreed to in 
the Power Pool Agreement of 1972. The Navy 
is seeking to terminate the 1972 Agreement 
and release all operating responsibilities of 
the power systems. As stated in the Agree­
ment, the Navy must upgrade the Piti Power 
Plant before it can withdraw from the 1972 
Agreement. 

The House amendment would authorize 
$21.6 million to upgrade the Piti Power 
Plant. 

The Senate bill did not include funds for 
this project. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees note the Navy's desire to 

terminate the 1972 Agreement and encourage 
the Navy to request funds for the power 
plant upgrade in the fiscal year 1996 budget 
request. 
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TITLE XXIII-AIR FORCE 

FISCAL YEAR 1995 
The Senate bill would authorize 

Sl,594,836,000 for Air Force military construc­
tion and family housing programs for fiscal 
year 1995. 

The House amendment would authorize 
Sl,548,040,000 for this purpose. 

The conferees recommend authorization of 
Sl ,601,602,000 for Air Force military construc­
tion and family housing for fiscal year 1995. 
Authorization of previously appropriated mili-

tary construction projects at Tyndall Air 
Force Base, Florida (sec. 2305) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2305) that would amend section 2301 of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1994 (Division B of Public Law 
103-160) to authorize $3.2 million for an addi­
tion to a base supply and equipment ware­
house and S2.4 million for construction of a 
security policy operations facility at Tyn­
dall Air Force Base, Florida. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 2306). 

The House recedes. 
Revision of authorized family housing project, 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Florida (sec. 2306) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

2306) that would amend section 2302(a) of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1994 (Division B of Public Law 
103-160) to convert the Tyndall Air Force 
Base, Florida infrastructure project into a 
45-unit family housing project. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 2305). 

The House recedes. 
Modification of Air Force Plant No. 3, Tulsa, 

Oklahoma (sec. 2307) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 2307) that would authorize the Sec­
retary of the Air Force to use up to $10.0 
million of available funds for repair and 
maintenance to modify Air Force Plant No. 
3 located in Tulsa, Oklahoma 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of the Air 
Force to submit a report to the congres­
sional defense committees certifying the 
modifications are consistent with the future 
national security mission of the facility and 
wait 30 days before funds for modifications 
to the plant are obligated. 
Repeal of limitation on the order of retirement 

of Minuteman II missiles (sec. 2308) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 2308) that would repeal section 2307 
of the Military Construction Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (Division B of Public 
Law 101-510). The section requires the Sec­
retary of the Air Force to provide that the 
installation which receives the last oper­
ational upgrade for the Minuteman II missile 
systems be the installation from which the 
last Minuteman II missile is retired. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Emergency construction 

The conferees understand that recent 
flooding in middle Georgia has caused severe 
damage to facilities at Robins Air Force 
Base, Georgia. The base is seeking additional 
operation and maintenance funds from Air 
Force Headquarters to repair much of the 
flood damage. However, the hazardous waste 
disposal processing center was inundated 
with flood water and will require replace­
ment. 

The conferees are concerned that the flood 
damage to the hazardous material facility 
may cause future environmental and health 
safety hazards and urge the Secretary of the 
Air Force to consider constructing a $4.1 mil­
lion replacement facility using emergency 
construction authority in section 2803 of 
title 10, United States Code. 
Certain construction projects funded through 

operation and maintenance accounts 
The conferees direct, within funds author­

ized for real property maintenance and re­
pair, the Department of the Air Force to 
proceed with the following repair projects in 
fiscal year 1995: (1) S4.5 million, repair park­
ing apron, Minot Air Force Base, North Da­
kota; (2) S7.6 million, repair depot mainte­
nance hangar (phase I), Kelly Air Force Base, 
Texas; and (3) Sl. 7 million, upgrade electrical 
service to industrial area, McClellan Air 
Force Base, California. 

TITLE XXIV-DEFENSE AGENCIES 
FISCAL YEAR 1995 

The Senate bill would authorize 
$3,252,058,000 for Defense Agencies military 
construction and family housing programs 
for fiscal year 1995. 

The House amendment would authorize 
$2,999,138,000 for this purpose. 

The conferees recommend authorization of 
$3,213,608,000 for Defense Agencies military 
construction and family housing for fiscal 
year 1995. 
Energy conservation projects (sec. 2404) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2404) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to carry out energy conservation 
projects using funds authorized in section 
2405(a)(8) of this act. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec . 2404). 

The House recedes. 
Community impact assistance with regard to 

Naval Weapons Station, Charleston, South 
Carolina (sec. 2406) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 2406) that would, within amounts 
pursuant to the authorization of appropria­
tions in section 2405(a) of the House bill, au­
thorize the Secretary of the Navy to transfer 
$3.0 million to the South Carolina Depart­
ment of Highways and Public Transportation 
to be used for improvements to North Rhett 
Avenue, Charleston, South Carolina. This 
would help alleviate the adverse effects of 
the closure of Charleston Naval Station and 
Charleston Naval Shipyard, South Carolina, 
on the surrounding communities. 

The Senate bill contained a similar provi­
sion (sec. 2407). 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 
Planning and design for construction in support 

of consolidation of operations of the Defense 
Finance and Accounting Service (sec. 2407) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2408) that would direct that $6.0 million of 
funds authorized for appropriation in section 
2405(a)(7) of the Senate bill be available for 
planning and design activities to support the 
consolidation of operations of the Defense 
Finance and Accounting Service. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Modification of authority to carry out fiscal 

year 1993 project (sec. 2408) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

2406) that would terminate the fiscal year 
1993 authorization for construction of a $390.0 
million replacement hospital at Fitzsimons 
Army Medical Center in Aurora, Colorado. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would reduce the fiscal year 1993 au­
thorization to $225.0 million. The provision 
would require the Secretary of Defense, if 
the fiscal year 1996 budget request includes 
funds for the construction of a replacement 
facility at Fitzsimons Army Medical Center, 
to submit, no later than March 15, 1995, a re­
port to the congressional defense commit­
tees that certifies that a replacement facil­
ity is needed to meet military heal th care 
requirements. The report shall address the 
following: 

(1) the cost-effectiveness of building a re­
placement facility; 

(2) the Department of Defense policy on 
construction of new m111tary medical facili­
ties where the majority of the beneficiary 
population is military retirees and their de­
pendents; 

(3) the relative percentage of active duty 
personnel, dependents of active duty person­
nel, military retirees, and dependents of 
military retirees that would be served in the 
catchment area and in the region 8 area; 

(4) the availab111ty and cost of medical 
care from civilian medical facilities in the 
catchment area for the beneficiary popu­
lation; 

(5) the occupancy rates of civilian medical 
facilities in the catchment area; 

(6) the level of care provided by civilian 
hospitals in the catchment area; 

(7) the relative cost and ability of other 
Department of Defense medical facilities or 
civilian medical facilities in region 8 to pro­
vide the medical care for patients in region 
8 currently provided by Fitzsimons Army 
Medical Center; 

(8) the projected occupancy rates at 
Fitzsimons Army Medical Center with and 
without patients from outside the catchment 
area and the region 8 area; and 

(9) the cost-effectiveness and contribution 
of the graduate medical education program 
at Fitzsimons Army Medical Center to meet­
ing the Army's requirements for training 
military medical personnel. 

Chemical demilitarization program 

The conferees agree to transfer the author­
ization for military construction associated 
with the chemical dem111tarization program 
from the Department of the Army account to 
a Defense-Wide account, with the Army con­
tinuing to act as executive agent for the pro­
gram. The conferees agree to an authoriza­
tion of appropriation for phase I of construc­
tion for two chemical demilitarization facili­
ties located at Pine Bluff Arsenal, Arkansas 
and Umatilla Army Depot, Oregon. The con­
ferees expect the remainder of the funds nec­
essary to complete these projects to be re­
quested in the fiscal year 1996 budget in the 
mandated Defense-Wide account. 

As executive agent for the chemical de­
militarization program, the Army notified 
the congressional defense committees of the 
need to include funding for carbon filtration 
systems for four chemical demilitarization 
facilities. The conferees agree to authorize 
S4.0 million for Anniston Army Depot, Ala­
bama and $5.0 million for Tooele Army Depot 
for these systems. The conferees direct the 
Department to request funds for the two ad­
ditional carbon filtration systems for Pine 
Bluff Arsenal, Arkansas and Umatilla Army 
Depot, Oregon in the fiscal year 1996 budget 
request. 
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TITLE XXV-NATO 

FISCAL YEAR 1995 
The Senate bill would authorize $219.0 mil­

lion for the U.S. contribution to the NATO 
Infrastructure program for fiscal year 1995. 

The House amendment would authorize 
$119.0 million for this purpose. 

The conferees recommend authorization of 
$119.0 million for the U.S. contribution to 
the NATO Infrastructure program. 

This reduction is made without prejudice. 
The conferees acknowledge the May 1993 
NATO report on the " Renewal of the Infra­
structure Program." The report brings the 
infrastructure program in line with the new 
NATO strategic concept and reduces annual 
infrastructure funding levels by half from 
pre-1991 levels. The conferees reduce this au­
thorization in order to meet other priority 
overseas infrastructure requirements, in­
cluding quality of life facilities near the De­
militarized Zone in South Korea. 

TITLE XXVI-GUARD AND RESERVE 
FISCAL YEAR 1995 

The Senate bill would authorize $519,380,000 
for military construction and land acquisi­
tion for fiscal year 1995 for the National 
Guard and reserve components. 

The House amendment would authorize 
$460,110,000 for this purpose. 

The conferees recommend authorization of 
$574,299,000 for military construction and 
land acquisition for fiscal year 1995. This au­
thorization would be distributed as follows: 
Army National Guard ........ Sl88,062,000 
Air National Guard ........... 249,053,000 
Army Reserve .................... 57,370,000 
Naval/Marine Corps Re-

serve ......... ...................... 22, 748,000 
Air Force Reserve .. .. .. .. . . . . . . 57 ,066,000 
Prohibition on use of funds for unauthorized 

Guard and reserve projects (sec. 2602) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 2602) that would prohibit the Guard 
and reserve components from using military 
construction funds for unauthorized Guard 
and reserve projects. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would provide for certain exceptions to 
the prohibition. The prohibition would not 
apply with respect to Guard and reserve 
funds for: 

(1) unspecified planning and design and for 
unspecified minor construction; 

(2) projects specifically authorized by a law 
enacted after the date of the enactment of 
this act; 

(3) projects designated as emergency con­
struction; 

(4) projects designated as contingency con­
struction; 

(5) projects required to carry out an envi­
ronmental response action; 

(6) projects required to repair, restore, or 
replace damaged or destroyed facilities; and 

(7) projects specified in past statements of 
the managers of conference committees to 
accompany any acts authorizing military 
construction projects. 
Authorization of projects for which funds have 

been appropriated (sec. 2603) 
The House amendment included a provi­

sion (sec. 2603) that would amend section 2601 
of the Military Construction Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Division B of Public 
Law 103-160) to increase the authorization of 
the Army National Guard and the Naval/Ma­
rine Corps Reserve accounts. 

The Senate bill contained a similar provi­
sion (sec. 2602). 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize additional Army Na­
tional Guard military construction projects, 
including: 
Fort Irwin, CA-mainte-

nance covers .................. . 
Moloki, HI-armory ......... . 
Oaho, HI-add to/alter ar-

mory ............................. . . 
Tupelo, MS-Army avia-

tion support facility ...... . 
Las Cruces, NM-Army 

aviation support facility 
Salem, OR-aviation taxi-

way repair ..................... . 
State National Guard Headquarters, 

New Jersey (sec. 2604) 

$1,265,000 
1,050,000 

4,300,000 

3,210,000 

1,014,000 

3,183,000 
Fort Dix, 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 2604) that would authorize, pursu­
ant to the authorization of appropriations in 
section 2601(1)(A) of the Military Construc­
tion Authorization Act of Fiscal Year 1993 
(Division B of Public Law 102-484), the New 
Jersey National Guard to renovate, alter, 
and add to an existing facility at Fort Dix, 
New Jersey to accommodate a consolidated 
New Jersey National Guard headquarters. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Colorado state area command armory, Engle­

wood, Colorado (sec. 2605) 
The conferees agree to a provision that 

would allow the Secretary of Defense to con­
sider the cost of market value of the build­
ings and improvements contributed by the 
State of Colorado to the Colorado National 
Guard in computing the amount of the fed­
eral contribution for construction of an ar­
mory in Englewood, Colorado. 
Miscellaneous report requirements 

The House report (H. Rept. 103-499) and the 
Senate report (S. Rept. 103-282) discussed 
military construction items of special inter­
est. The conferees endorse the discussions in 
both reports and, unless modifications to 
those reports are contained in this state­
ment of the managers, the positions and re­
quirements contained in the House and Sen­
ate reports on the fiscal year 1995 military 
construction authorization acts are agreed 
to by the conferees. 
General reduction 

The conferees agree to a general reduction 
of $23.5 million in the authorization of appro­
priation for each of the Army, Navy, and Air 
Force military construction accounts. The 
general reductions are to be offset by savings 
from favorable bids, reduction in overhead 
costs, cancellation of projects due to force 
structure changes, and cancellation of 
projects due to the 1995 base realignment and 
closure decisions. The general reductions 
shall not cancel any military construction 
project authorized by this act. 
Planning and design authorizations 

The conferees direct that, within amounts 
authorized for the Army, Army National 
Guard, Air National Guard, and Air Force 
Reserve facility planning and design ac­
counts, the services proceed with design ac­
tivities for the following projects: 
Army: 

Fort Benning, GA, con­
solidated maintenance 
facility ........................ $1,000,000 

Tobyhanna Army Depot, 
PA, industrial oper-
ations fac111ty .............. · 1,200,000 

Army National Guard: 
Camp Blanding, FL, 

water system upgrade 400,000 

Camp Shelby, MS, multi­
purpose range complex 

Nashville, TN, state area 
command facility ....... . 

Air National Guard: 
Massachusetts Military 

Reservation, MA, in-
stallation restoration 
facility ....................... . 

Air Force Reserve: 
Luke AFB, AZ, squadron 

operations facility ...... . 

Unspecified minor construction 

1,200,000 

800,000 

1,000,000 

266,000 

The conferees direct, within funds author­
ized for unspecified minor construction for 
the Department of the Air Force and the Air 
National Guard, the services to proceed with 
the following minor military construction 
projects in fiscal year 1995: (1) $900,000 to 
alter the mission equipment facility at 
Moody Air Force Base, Georgia; and (2) 
$900,000 for an addition to the communica­
tions facility at McEntire Air National 
Guard Base, South Carolina. 
Base maintenance and repair 

The conferees are concerned with the back-
. log of maintenance and repair of existing fa­
cilities on military bases. During hearings 
before the Committees on Armed Services of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, 
witnesses from the military services testi­
fied that the backlog of maintenance and re­
pair is continuing to grow at a rapid pace. 
For example, an Army witness testified that, 
at the start of fiscal year 1994, the backlog in 
maintenance and repair was $2.7 billion and 
is projected to grow to S4.6 billion by the end 
of fiscal year 1995. 

The conferees understand that this situa­
tion is not unique to the Army and that this 
backlog will continue to grow as facilities 
age and the funding level for maintenance 
and repair continues at a steady state. 

While eliminating the backlog will require 
many years, the conferees urge the military 
services to establish an appropriate level of 
funding in their future programs to signifi­
cantly reduce the backlog. 

The budget request for fiscal year 1995 in­
cluded $4.1 billion for real property mainte­
nance and repair. The conferees agree to in­
crease the real property maintenance and re­
pair accounts for the military services by 
the following amounts: $30.0 million for the 
Army; $25.0 million for the Navy; and $20.0 
million for the Air Force. 

TITLE XXVill-GENERAL PROVISIONS 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 
Limitation of repair of existing facilities (sec. 

2801 
The conferees are concerned that major re­

pairs to facilities, funded through operation 
and maintenance accounts, are conducted 
without the oversight of the service secretar­
ies or the Committees on Armed Services of 
the Senate and House of Representatives. 
The conferees believe improved oversight of 
the major repairs is required, but do not 
want to impose additional reporting require­
ments. 

The conferees agree to a provision that 
would require the service secretary con­
cerned to approve, in advance, any repair 
project with a total cost in excess of $5.0 mil­
lion. In determining the total cost of the re­
pair project, the secretary shall include all 
phases of a multi-year repair project. The 
secretary shall also consider whether future 
plans, cost effectiveness, and the use of oper­
ation and maintenance funds are appro­
priate. The conferees note that this provi­
sion would not constrain the secretary's 
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flexibility to proceed with those projects re­
quiring urgent repair. 
Clarification of requirement for n·otification of 

Congress of improvements in family housing 
units (sec. 2801) 

The Senate bill included a provision (sec. 
2801) that would clarify the notlfication re­
quirements for improvements to military 
family housing units by requiring congres­
sional notlfication for only those family 
housing improvements exceeding SS0,000 per 
unit not previously included in the annual 
budget justlfication data. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Limited partnerships for Navy housing (sec. 

2803) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 2802) that would amend chapter 649 
of title 10, United States Code, to authorize 
the Department of the Navy to invest in lim­
ited partnerships to develop privately-owned 
family housing uni ts near m111 tary installa­
tions. The House amendment also contained 
a provision (sec. 2803) that would authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to establish a 
Navy Housing Investment Board consisting 
of private sector and federal government rep­
resentatives. The Board would administer a 
revolving fund for Navy housing investment 
agreements. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes on section 2803. 
The Senate recedes on section 2802 with an 

amendment that would authorize the Sec­
retary of the Navy to enter into limited 
partnership with one or more private c'evel­
opers to encourage the construction of hous­
ing near Navy installations. The amendment 
would also enable the Secretary to establish 
a Navy Housing Investment Board. The Sec­
retary would also be authorized to contrib­
ute between five and 35 percent of the devel­
opment costs under the limited partnership. 
Housing provided through these limited part­
nerships would be available on a preferential 
and affordable basis to Navy personnel. 
Reimbursement for facility services provided by 

the Department of Defense (sec. 2804) 
The conferees agree to a provision that 

would authorize the Secretary of Defense 
and the service secretaries to charge a fixed 
rate to recover the costs of providing plan­
ning, supervision, administrative, or over­
head services related to construction, repair, 
or maintenance of real property. 
Authority to pay closing costs under the home­

owners assistance program (sec. 2805) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

2802) that would amend section 1013(c) of the 
Demonstration Cities and Metropolitan De­
velopment Act of 1966 (42 U.S.C. 3374(c)) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Army, using 
available funds, to pay a qualified appli­
cant's closing costs under the homeowners 
assistance program. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Prohibition against consideration in base clo­

sure process of advance economic planning 
undertaken by communities adjacent to 
military installations (sec. 2811) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2811) that would prohibit any advance eco­
nomic redevelopment and reuse planning or 
other conversion planning conducted by 
communities in anticipation of the base clo­
sure process from being taken into consider­
ation during base closure deliberations. 
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The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 2811). 

The House recedes. 
Prohibition on trans! er of certain property lo­

cated at military installations to be closed 
pending completion of redevelopment plans 
(sec. 2812) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 2814) that would prohibit, under 
certain circumstances, the secretary of a 
m111tary department from transferring per­
sonal property at a closing base prior to 
completion of the redevelopment plan. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would direct the secretary of a military 
department to consult with the redevelop­
ment authority, prior to completion of the 
redevelopment plan, to determine the items 
of personal property that the redevelopment 
authority might wish to retain at the closing 
base. 
Clarifying and technical amendments to base 

closure laws (sec. 2813) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

2812) that would make certain clarifying and 
technical amendments to the base closure 
laws. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would delete section {e) of the Senate 
provision dealing with related personal prop­
erty. 
Governmental rental of facilities located on 

closed military installations (sec. 2814) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 2817) that would allow the Admin­
istrator of the General Services Administra­
tion to give priority consideration to leases 
at installations closed under a base closure 
law and transferred to a non-federal agency. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Report of effect of base closures on future mobi­

lization options (sec. 2815) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 2815) that would direct the Sec­
retary of Defense to submit a report to Con­
gress by September 30, 1995, evaluating the 
effect of base closures and realignments con­
ducted since January 1, 1987, on the ab111ty of 
the armed forces to mobilize to various his­
torical end strengths. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary to submit 
the report by January 1, 1996. 
Restoration of annual leave for civilian employ­

ees in connection with certain base realign­
ments (sec. 2816) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 2816) that would, under certain 
conditions, authorize the restoration of an­
nual leave lost by civ111an employees at m111-
tary installations undergoing base realign­
ments. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Reports to Congress on certain agreements of 

settlement for release of improvements at 
overseas military installations (sec. 2831) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2846) that would limit the review of proposed 
residual value settlements by the Office of 
Management and Budget to those settle­
ments that have an estimated value in ex­
cess of SlO.O million. 

The House amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. • 

The House recedes. 
Additional lessee of property at Naval Supply 

Center, Oakland, California (sec. 2821) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 2821) that would amend section 
2834(b) of the M111tary Construction Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Division B 
of Public Law 102--484) to include the City of 
Alameda, California as an additional lessee 
of the property at the Naval Supply Center, 
Oakland, California. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Modifications of land conveyance, Fort A.P. 

Hill Military Reservation, Virginia (sec. 
2831) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2831) that would amend section 603(c)(3) of 
the Persian Gulf Conflict Supplemental Au­
thorization and Personnel Benefits Act of 
1991 (Public Law 102-25) to expand the num­
ber of political subdivisions eligible to use 
the regional correctional facility and to ex­
tend the facility construction timeline. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
a provision (sec. 2822). 

The House recedes. 
Preservation of Calverton Pine Barrens, Naval 

Weapons Industrial Reserve Plant, New 
York, as nature preserve (sec. 2823) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 2823) that would amend section 2854 
of the M111tary Construction Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Division B of Public 
Law 102--484) to ensure that Calverton Pine 
Barrens is maintained and preserved, in per­
petuity, as a nature preserve. 

The Senate bill contained a similar provi­
sion (sec. 2834). 

The Senate recedes. 
Modification of conveyance of electricity dis­

tribution system, Fort Dix, New Jersey (sec. 
2832) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2832) that would amend section 2846 of the 
M111tary Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1994 (Division B of Public Law 
103-160) by deleting the reversionary clause. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 2824). 

The House recedes. 
The conferees understand t;hat the Sec­

retary of the Army has been unable to con­
vey the Fort Dix electrical distribution sys­
tem to the Jersey Central Power and Light­
ipg Company as authorized in fiscal year 
1994. The reversionary clause included in the 
original provision has precluded Jersey 
Central Power from bonding and insuring the 
distribution system. The conferees rec­
ommend removing the reversionary clause 
from the fiscal year 1994 provision to enable 
Jersey Central to take ownership of and 
begin operating the distribution system. The 
conferees note that the interests of the De­
partment of the Army are protected by regu­
lations of the Public Ut111ties Commission of 
the State of New Jersey. 
Modification of land conveyance Fort Knox, 

Kentucky (sec. 2325) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 2833) that would amend section 2816 
of the Military Construction Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 (Division B 
of Public Law 101-189) to authorize the Sec­
retary of the Army to use proceeds from the 
sale of 12 acres of land in the city of Radcliff 
for improvements to existing family housing 
units at Fort Knox. 
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The House amendment contained no simi­

lar provision. 
The House recedes. 

Revisions to release of reversionary interest , Old 
Spanish Trail Armory, Harris County, 
Texas (sec. 2826) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2847) that would make certain technical cor­
rections to section 2820 of the Military Con­
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1994 (Division B of PubUc Law 103--160). 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Modification of height restriction in avigation 

easement (sec. 2827) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 2855) that would amend section 2862 
of the Military Construction Authorization 
Act of Fiscal Year 1991 (Division B of Public 
Law 101-510) to allow for the construction of 
a structure, not to exceed 155 feet, on prop­
erty adjacent to Eglin Air Force Base, Flor­
ida. The provision would also require the 
Secretary of the Air Force to execute and 
file any instrument necessary to effect the 
modification of the avigation easement. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Technical amendment to correct reference in 

land transaction (sec. 2825) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 2857) that would amend section 
2842(c) of the M111tary Construction Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Division B 
of Public Law 103--160) by striking out 
"Washington Gas Company" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "American Water Company". 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Land conveyances (secs. 2831, 2832, 2833, 2834, 

2835, 2837, 2838, 2839, 2840) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

2827) that would establish an expedited 
screening procedure to determine whether 
there were qualifying priority uses for cer­
tain parcels of real estate identified in the 
bill. If there were no such priority uses, the 
provision would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to transfer the real estate to certain 
designated recipients 

The House amendment contained a number 
of provisions (secs. 2831 2832, 2833, 2834, and 
2835) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to transfer certain designated par­
cels of real estate to certain designated re­
cipients. The House provisions would not re­
quire any screening to determine any prior­
ity uses. 

The Senate recedes to the House provisions 
and the House recedes to the Senate provi­
sion with an amendment that would delete 
the screening process. The conferees agree to 
a series of provisions that would authorize 
the Secretary of Defense to transfer certain 
designated parcels of real estate contained in 
the Senate bill and in the House amendment 
to designated recipients. The provisions 
would provide authority for the following 
parcels of real estate: 

(1) Rio Vista Army Reserve Facility, Rio 
Vista, Calif.; 

(2) 10 acres at Ft. Dix, New Jersey; 
(3) Air Force Plant No. 3, Tulsa, Oklahoma; 
(4) Naval Weapons Industrial Reserve 

Plant, Calverton, N.Y.; 
(5) Air Force Plant No. 59, Johnson City, 

N.Y.; 
(6) Housing at the Radar Bomb Scoring 

Site, Dickinson, N.D.; 

(7) Radar Bomb Scoring Site, Finley, North 
Dakota; 

(8) Hawthorne Army Ammunition Plant 
(Babbitt Housing Area), Mineral County, Ne­
vada; and 

(9) Defense Fuel Supply Point, Casco 
Maine. 

The Senate conferees believe that, before 
any property belonging to the Department of 
Defense or the military services is trans­
ferred, the General Services Administration 
should have an opportunity, pursuant to the 
Federal Property and Administrative Serv­
ices Act of 1949, to determine if there are 
other priority uses for the property. Of par­
ticular concern is the potential for use by 
other federal agencies. The Senate conferees 
believe that other federal agencies should be 
queried to determine if there are valid re­
quirements for the property before it is 
transferred to a non-federal recipient. This is 
the only way that the federal government 
can ensure that it is not giving away prop­
erty with one hand while acquiring similar 
property on the other hand. The Senate con­
ferees are also aware, however, that the 
House conferees were not aware of the Sen­
ate conferees' desire to screen the DOD prop­
erty for other uses prior to transfer at the 
time that the House conferees were consider­
ing the House amendment. 

The House conferees agree to consider the 
screening process in their review and evalua­
tion of any real estate for which authoriza­
tion to transfer is provided in the fiscal year 
1996 defense authorization act. 

The conferees urge the subcommittees of 
jurisdiction of the Armed Services Commit­
tees of the Senate and House of Representa­
tives to meet jointly, at the beginning of the 
104th Congress, to discuss the effect of such 
a screening process on proposed land trans­
fers. The conferees also urge that such dis­
cussions include consultation with members 
of the Committee on Governmental Affairs 
of the Senate, the Committee on Govern­
ment Operations of the House, and the Com­
mittee on Public Works and Transportation 
of the House. 
Land conveyance, Cornhusker Army Ammuni­

tion Plant, Hall County, Nebraska (sec. 
2836) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2826) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to transfer the Cornhusker Army 
Ammunition Plant to Hall County, Nebraska 
for fair market value. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. The conferees note that 
this land may not be transferred until it 
meets the requirements of section 120 of the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation and Liability Act. 
Lease of property, Naval Shipyard, Vallejo, 

California (sec. 2841) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 2841) that would authorize the Sec­
retary of the Navy to convey to the City of 
Vallejo, without consideration, a parcel of 
real property consisting of dredge ponds lo­
cated on Mare Island in Vallejo, California, 
and currently under the control of the Mare 
Island Naval Shipyard Command. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize the Secretary to lease 
the dredge ponds to the City for a lease term 
of up to 15 years. 
Lease of property, Naval Radio Receiving Facil­

ity, Imperial Beach , Coronado , California 
(sec. 2842) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 2836) that would authorize the Sec-

retary of the Navy to lease, at less than fair 
market value and for 50 years, 45.5 acres of 
real property at the Naval Radio Receiving 
Facility, Imperial Beach, Coronado, Califor­
nia, to the Young Men's Christian Associa­
tion. 

The Senate bill contained a similar provi­
sion (sec. 2836). 

The Senate recedes. 
Authority for Oxnard Harbor District, Port Hue­

neme, California, to use certain Navy prop­
erty (sec. 2843) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 2851) that would authorize the Sec­
retary of the Navy to enter into an agree­
ment with the Oxnard Harbor District, Port 
Hueneme, California, to permit joint use of 
Wharf Number 3 and associated real property 
comprising 25 acres located at the Naval 
Construction Battalion Center, Port Hue­
neme, California .. 

The Senate bill contained a similar provi­
sion (sec. 2822). 

The Senate recedes. 
Transfer of jurisdiction, Air Force housing at 

Radar Bomb Scoring Site, Holbrook, Ari­
zona (sec. 2844) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2848) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Air Force to transfer jurisdiction of fam­
ily housing and associated support facilities 
at the Radar Bomb Scoring Site, Holbrook, 
Arizona to the Secretary of Interior for use 
in connection with the Petrified Forest Na­
tional Park. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 2839). 

The House recedes. 
Land transfer, Holloman Air Force Base, New 

Mexico (sec. 2845) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

2821) that would direct the Secretary of Inte­
rior to transfer 1,262 acres of public land to 
the Secretary of the Air Force for inclusion 
in the Holloman Air Force Base. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with a technical amend­
ment that would clarify that the Air Force 
assumes responsibility for all environmental 
response actions on the transferred land. 
Land transfer, Fort Devens, Massachusetts (sec. 

2846) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

2825) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to transfer to the Department of 
Interior approximately 800 acres of land lo­
cated at Fort Devens for inclusion in the 
Oxbow National Wildlife Refuge. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with a technical amend­
ment that would clarify that the transfer be 
made in consultation with the local commu­
nities and the State of Massachusetts Land 
Bank. The conferees direct the Secretary of 
the Army to transfer this land at no cost to 
the Department of Interior. 
Release of requirements and reversionary inter­

est on certain property in Baltimore, Mary­
land (sec. 2847) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 2837) that would authorize the Sec­
retary of Defense to release the reversionary 
interest of the United States in property de­
scribed in section 2 of chapter 310; 20 Stat. 
167, which was approved on June 19, 1878. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 
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Release of reversionary interest on certain prop­

erty in York County and James City Coun­
ty , Virginia, and Newport News, Virginia 
(sec. 2848) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2824) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to release the reversionary interest 
of the United States in 62 acres of real prop­
erty located in James City County, Virginia 
to the Virginia Department of Transpor­
tation, provided that the property would 
continue to be used for a public purpose. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 2838). 

The House recedes with a technical amend­
ment. 
Joint construction contracting for commissaries 

and nonappropriated fund instrumentality 
facilities (sec. 2851) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2841) that would authorize joint construction 
contracting for commissaries and nonappro­
.?riated fund instrumentality facilities. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
National Guard facility contracts subject to per­

! ormance supervision by the Army or the 
Navy (sec. 2852) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2842) that would make a technical correction 
to section 2237 of title 10, United States 
Code. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees understand that when para­

graphs (5) and (6) were added to section 
2233(a) of title 10, United States Code, sec­
tion 2237 was not modified to reflect the 
change. This technical amendment will cor­
rect an oversight by adding paragraphs (5) 
and (6) to section 2237 of title 10, United 
States Code. 
Repeal of restriction on land transactions relat­

ing to the Presidio of San Francisco, Cali­
fornia (sec. 2853) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 2853) that would repeal section 2856 
of the Military Construction Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1994. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Report on use of funds for environmental res­

toration at Cornhusker Army Ammunition 
Plant, Hall County, Nebraska (sec. 2854) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2844) that would direct the Secretary of the 
Army to prepare a report describing the 
manner in which funds would be used for op­
eration and maintenance and environmental 
restoration activities at the Cornhusker 
Army Ammunition Plant during the years 
before the property ls transferred to Hall 
County Nebraska. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Women in Military Service For America Memo­

rial (sec. 2855) 
The conferees agree to a provision that 

would authorize the Secretary of the Army 
to provide engineering, design, construction 
management, and related services to the 
Women in Military Service for America Me­
morial Foundation, Inc., on a reimbursable 
basis, for the construction of the Women in 
Military Service for America Memorial. 
Sense of the Senate on authorizing military con-

structi on projects not requested in the Presi­
dent 's budget request (sec. 2856) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2850) that would express the sense of the Sen-

ate that, to the maximum extent prac­
ticable, the Senate should consider the au­
thorization of funds for military construc­
tion projects not included in the annual 
budget request of the Department of Defense 
only if: 

(1) the project ls consistent with past ac­
tions of the base realignment and closure 
process; 

(2) the project is included in the five-year 
military construction plan of the military 
department concerned; 

(3) the project is necessary for reasons of 
the national security of the United States; 
and 

(4) a contract for construction of the 
project can be executed in that fiscal year. 

The provision would also express the sense 
of the Senate that, in considering these cri­
teria, the Senate should obtain the views of 
the Secretary of Defense. These views should 
include whether funds for a military con­
struction project not included in the budget 
request can be offset by funds for other pro­
grams, projects, or activities, including m111-
tary construction projects, in the budget re­
quest, and, 1f so, the specific offsetting re­
ductions recommended by the Secretary of 
Defense. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees recognize that each year 

Congress authorizes and appropriates funds 
for m111tary construction projects, required 
by the m1litary services, that are not in­
cluded in the annual budget request. 

The House conferees agree to consider the 
criteria set forth in this sense of the Senate 
provision, along with the criteria always 
used by the House, in their review and eval­
uation of any military construction projects 
proposed to be added to the fiscal year 1996 
defense authorization request. 

The conferees urge the subcommittees of 
jurisdiction of the Armed Services Commit­
tees of the Senate and House of Representa­
tives to meet jointly at the beginning of the 
104th Congress in an attempt to agree on the 
criteria that might be used to judge military 
construction projects not included in the 
budget request. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Sense of Senate on the activities of the Secretary 
of Defense in support of communities af­
fected by base closures 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2813) that would express the sense of the Sen­
ate that DOD regulations should conform 
closely with the amendments to the base clo­
sure provisions contained in the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1994, and that the Secretary of Defense 
should establish a base closure incentive 
award. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Waiver of reporting requirements of certain real 

property transactions in the event of war or 
national emergency 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2843) that would amend the reporting re­
quirements regarding real property trans­
actions in section 2662 of title 10, United 
States Code. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
DOD Laboratory Revitalization Act of 1994 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
2845) that would establish a five-year test 
program for revitalization of Department of 

Defense laboratories. The provision would in­
crease the threshold for minor military con­
struction projects funded through the un­
specified minor military construction and 
operation and maintenance accounts for De­
partment of Defense laboratories. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 

Repayment of state and local costs incurred in 
connection with establishment of certain 
military installations selected for closure 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 2812) that would, in certain cir­
cumstances, prevent the Secretary of a mili­
tary service from removing items of personal 
property at a closing base, prior to comple­
tion of a redevelopment plan, unless. such re­
moval was approved by the redevelopment 
authority. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. In a small number of 
cases, State and local funds were expended to 
establish new m111tary fac111t1es in strategic 
locations around the country. The expendi­
ture of these non-federal funds represented a 
direct State and local subsidy of federal 
m111tary projects. The obligation of these 
monies represented a great financial sac­
rifice which is still being repaid. Therefore, 
the conferees direct the Secretary of Defense 
to include repayment of these State, county, 
and local expenditures in the calculation of 
the base on-time cost report (COBRA) used 
by the Department to determine the cost of 
closing a particular fac111ty. The COBRA cal­
culation should include the repayment costs 
to a state, county, or municipality (or an 
agency or political subdivision of such an en­
tity) for funds raised or bonds issued for 
military construction, pier construction or 
improvements, land purchase, and infra­
structure and utility improvements in direct 
support of the establishment of a m111tary 
installation for which construction began on 
or after January 1, 1985. 

Limitation on sources of funds available to im­
plement base closures and realignments 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 2813) that would prohibit the use of 
funds from outside the base closure account 
from being used for planning and design, 
minor construction, or operation and main­
tenance activities at closing bases. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 

Sense of the Congress on continued operation of 
medical facilities 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 2856) that would urge the Secretary 
of the Air Force to pursue all practical op­
tions necessary to continue operating a 
health care facility for retired m111tary per­
sonnel at K.I. Sawyer Air Force Base, Michi­
gan, which was recommended for closure in 
1993. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. · 

The House recedes. 
The conferees agree to a similar provision 

in title VII of this act that would urge the 
Secretary of Defense to take all appropriate 
steps to protect the continuity of health care 
services for all beneficiaries residing in areas 
adversely affected by the base closure proc­
ess, which would include areas such as K.I. 
Sawyer, Michigan and Myrtle Beach, South 
Carolina. 
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45 ' CALHOllllA IAYT POii llJE_. llAWM. COISllt IATIALJON CTR MATER PROC'5$111G SYSTEM UPGRADE 4,800 4,800 4,800 4,800 0 
46 CALlfOllllA NAVY SAi DIEGO Mii• CORPS RECAUll OEPOT PERSOMM. llHillllE fACILITlES 1,090 1,090 1,090 1,090 ~ 

t; 
47 CALlfOIUUA NAYT SAN DIEGO IAVM. SIAT IOH CJIAPU M9 IElHilQJS EDUCATION FACILITY 4, 100 4, 100 4, 100 4, 100 I 48 CALIFOIMIA MAYT JW(llJTllllE rMJtS MICORP AIR·CRNO t<Jtl C1A SHALL AIM IMa tlOOERNlZAT ION 2,900 2,900 2,900 2,900 

:I: 49 CAllfOllllA All FOltCE IEALE Afl STORH DlAIMa f&CILITIES 1,450 1,450 1,450 1,450 0 
50 CALIFOltMIA All FOICE IEALE Afl CONSOLIDAID SUPPORT CENTER 0 10,400 0 10,400 c 
51 CAL IFOltllA All fOICE EDWMDI All F·22 ALIEI D1511E.ERING TES1 fACILJTT 4,550 4,550 4,550 4,550 (/) 

52 CALIFOIMJA All fOltCE EO\MllOS All UPGUO£ •IGUll IU£L lllG SYSTEM z.soo 2,500 Z,500 Z,500 t'!1 

53 CALI FOltll A All fOICE EDUUDS Afl INPIU'll AIM:llAFT MIUEIWICE FACILITY 0 7,800 0 0 
54 CALI fOltlUA Allt FOltCE lllCClEllM All MEAi f UUt 1lll IANGE 0 11,500 0 8,500 
55 CALI FOltMIA AIR FOICE MCCLELLU An lWGIADE UKNICll SERVJCE JO JllOUSTllAL AREA 0 1,650 0 0 
56 CAtlfOllJA All FOltCE JIAV1S All DORKl1'0H Z,300 Z,300 Z,300 Z,300 
57 CAllfOIMIA All fOltCE JIAVIS ~Fl FIRE TRAJllU!c; IACllll'I' 1,300 \,JOO 1,300 1,300 
58 CALHOlt111A AJI! FOltCE TIAVIS AFI DC:JMI ToiY -...allCll 8 9,000 0 
59 CALIFOllllA All tOICE YANOHIHG All SUl-IJPGUD( MnllAL COAS SYSTEM 5,000 j . : no 5,000 5,000 

60 CALIFOllllA Alll 'OltCE YANOEIHK Afl FIRE TIAllllG J&ll11Y 1,550 1,550 1,550 1,550 



FISCAL YEAlt 1995 HILITARY CClfSllUCTIClf AUlllOltlZATl(lf (Ill TllOOSANOS Of DOLLARS) 

Bll>GET COtlFERENCE 

1/0 LOCATIOI SHYia UISTAllAT ICJM PROJECf REQUEST ff.PASSED $.PASSED AGREEHENI 

61 I CAllfOllllA DEFEllSE AGHCIES DEF COllTltACT MGftT OFC • El SEGUNOO ADHllllSllATIVE IUU.DillG(COllJUllCTIVE FUND) s.100 s.100 s.100 5, 100 

62 I CAllfOllllA DEFEllR AGOCIES MCClELLAll AIR fOICE IASE LIFE SAFE1Y/SEISMIC/UflLltT UPGIADE 10,280 10,280 10.280 10,260 n 
63 I CAl lfOlll I A DEFEllSE MilllCIH SAi DEIGO <SOC> SOf NC PIER UPfiMD£ 3,400 l.400 3.400 3,400 0 
64 I CALI FOlll I A AMY llAJICllAl GUAIO CMP IOl(US HCl>IFT IECORO FIRE/HAIN!'EIWICE SHOP 0 0 l,910 l,910 z 
6S I CAUFClllllA AMY IMJ ICllAl GUA1D CMP IOIEUS COHIAf PISTOL RANGE 0 0 9SZ 95Z ~ 
66 I CAllFOllllA MllY IA JICllAL GUAID LOS Al Ml TOS RESERVE CHIEll WCIME UHL ITY SYSTEH 0 0 6.147 0 g; 
67 CALIFOllllA AIMT IATICllAl GUAID LOS AlMI TOS RESERVE CEllTll DIHCT SUPP<llT LOGISITICS FACILITY 0 s.060 s.060 le,l11S Vl 

Vl 
61 CAllfOllllA All IMTICllAL CllAIO Fl£SllO MG IASE Sll'PU COl>LEX 0 1.000 0 0 io-4 

69 CAll FOlll I A AIR IATICllAl GUAID FltHlfO AllGI SI IE IESTORA1' IOll 3,500 3.500 l.500 3.500 0 z 70 CAL IFOlll 1 A AH IATICllAL GUAID MOFfElT IAS Al.JU V£NICLE HAINrENMICE FACILUY 400 400 400 400 > 71 CALI FOllllA All IA TICllAl GUAID II> lllGllUNOS AIG STATION REPLACE UllOERGROUNO FUEL SfORAGE TAllKS 400 400 400 400 ~ 
n CALI FOlll I A A II IA J ICllAl GUA1D SEPUl VEDA AGS Sll'PU EllGINEERlllG SllOP 0 0 1.600 0 g; TJ CAl lfOllllA All FOIC£ IESEIYE HAllCll Afl lEPlACE SUISJAl ION 3.900 3,900 3.900 3.900 

74 COlOIADO All FOICE PETERSON Afl UllOEIGIOMD FUEL STORAGE TAllrS 1,750 1.750 1,750 1, 750 n 
0 7'5 COlOIADO All FOICE UNITED STATES Alll fOICE ACAOEHY DOllUIOllts 0 0 3.600 0 :;d 

16 COLOIADO AMT WAJICllAL GUAID D£1fvtl AllMOIY 0 S,000 0 s.ooo t;t 
77 COlOIADO AIM\' llAJICllAL GUARD ENGLEWOOD ARtlOllY 0 z.n5 0 2, 725 

~ 78 cot.OIADO Al I IATICIW. GUAID IUCICLEY UGI NJO JO F-16 FUEL CELL DOCl 1,300 1,300 1.loo 1,300 
79 cot.OIADO All •AHCllAl GUARD IUCICLEY UGI AllClAf1 W4$MRACK MIO OEICING PAD 400 400 400 400 0 
80 t'CllNECTICUJ ARMY llATIOIAL QMltO GROTON l~lltS TO lKE Ct-AvtaAD FACILITY 0 9,000 9.000 9,000 c 
81 DEUVARE All FOICE DOYER Afl f)()Ml10IY 4,600 4,600 4,600 4,600 Vl 

t'T1 
82 DEUUAIE All FOICE DOYER Afl PASSEllGH PIOCESSING TERMUIAl 0 5,900 5,900 5,900 

83 DISHICT Of COlUltllA DEFEISE MiEllCIES IOllllG Afl CIUllEI COOLUIG lOWEll DIAC 600 600 600 600 

84. FLOIUOA NAVY IUUll I SUllO DEFHSE ACCESS a0M 0 10.000 0 0 

85 I flORIDA NAVY JACICSONVILLE flT & lllOUSTllAL Sll'PLT CTI llAZMDGJS AID flAMMAILE SfOREllOUSE ADON 2.200 2,200 z.200 z.200 

86 I flOllOA NI.Vt PEISACOU NAVAl AIR SfATIDM AIR lltAH IC a>NtltOl TOWEi 2, 100 2, 100 2.100 2, 100 

87 I FlOllDA All IC.CE CAPE CANAVEIAl AfS SLFl·UPGIADE ELECfRICAL DlstRllUJl(lf SYS 1,750 1,750 \,750 1.~o 

88 I flOllOA All IQICE CAPE CANAVERAL AfS DELIA ~ OP£1tAJIOllS FACILITY 7,000 7,000 7,000 1,000 

89 I FLORIDA All · FOICE CAPE CANAVERAL AfS ~!lllltOSl<ll COllJROl FACILITY 1.100 1,700 t,700 \,700 

90 I FLORIDA Alli FOICE EGLIN AFI RUOVAIE Q.l~HC IEST CllAHIEI PAASE II 20,000 20,000 zo.ooo zo.ooo 
~ 

~ 
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FISCAL TEAR 1995 MILITARY COllSTIUCTICll AUTHORIZATION (Ill THOUSAll»S Of DOllAltS) 

BUDGET COMFERENCE 
1/0 LOCAT IOll SEAVICE llSTAlLATION PROJECT REQUEST H. PASSED S.PASSED AGREEHENT 

91 I FLORIDA DfFEISE AGHCIH £GI.II MIX FIELD 9 (SOC) IEISEI TMK STOIAGE FACILJJY 0 0 1,550 0 
92 I fLOlllDA OEFENS£ AGENCIU EQUI AUX FIELD 9 (SOC) HC • llO NOSE DOCK/ AHU 5,000 

/ 

5,000 
93 FLOlllOA DEFUSE AGHCIES EQJI AUX FIELD 9 (SOC) ACIUAllC TRAUllllG fACJLITY 2,900 2,900 () 
94 FLOlllOA DEfEll~ AGEllClES £GUii AUX FIELD 9 (SOC) SUtULAJOR fAC ADD CH) 4,800 4,600 4,800 4,800 0 
95 FLOlllDA DEfEllSE AGEllCJES EQlll AUX FIELD 9 (SOC) KC· 130 PARK APRON CH) 7,500 7,500 7,500 7,500 z 
96 JLORIOA ARHY llAT lOMA!. GUAIO CAHP ILAMD I MG YASTEMATER TREATMENT PLANT 2,083 6,600 2,083 Z,081 G') 
91 FLORIDA AIR FORCE USEftE GUI AUXIUltY FIELD l RENOVATE AIRMEN Dl~ING FACILITY 0 2,650 0 2,650 ~ 
99 FLORIDA All FOICE IESEIVE £Cl.II MIXILMT FIELD l IEllOVATE VISITlllG AIRHEN LODGING FACILUY 0 l,750 0 0 (/) 

99 FLOllDA AIR FORCE RESERVE IOIESJUD All aesuve STATION RENOVATE IAUACICS QUARTERS (BLO 475) 0 2,550 0 2,550 
(/) 
~ 

100 FLCJllDA AIR FORCE USEIVE llCllESl'UO All RESERVE SIATION REPAll PH'lSICAL f ITNESS CENTER 0 1,400 0 1,400 0 
101 FLORIDA AIR FORCE RESillVE llOftESfEAD AIR RESUVE STAT ION KYDIWIT IJllJ "llOI PIT" FUELING SYSTEH 2,000 0 2,000 z 
102 Fl<JllDA All FORCE IESEM ltllESTPD All ltfSEIVE STATION llEllOVATE IAllACKS GUARTEIS (BLD 478) 0 2,450 0 0 > 

~ 
101 FLORIDA Alll FOllCE RESERVE llCJIEStEAD AIR IESERVE STAT ION H081t.ITY PIOCESSING SUPPORT SYSTEH 0 1, 150 0 1, 150 
104 FLORIDA All FORCE IESHW llllEStEM All IESERVE SlATION REllOVAfE IAltltAttS CIUARTEltS (ILD 477) 0 2,450 0 0 ~ 
105 GECJIGIA ARMY rou IEDlllCi UPGRADE WIOJCHE TANK RANGE 0 0 1,900 1,900 (j 
106 GEORGIA Altflf fORI' -llfi MOB ILIZAJIOll DEPLOYHENT WAREHOUSE 4,650 4,650 4,650 4,650 0 
107 GEOllGIA ARMT fOll GioRacll CENTIAl VEHICLE WASH FACILITY 1,650 1,650 1,650 1,650 ~ 108 GEORGIA ' ARMY ' f OR I' CiQllDOI SECURE COHPARTHENTED INFORKAT ION FACILITY Z.,500 2,500 ' 2,500 2,500 I 109 GEORGIA AMY FORI' . GOIDCll WHOLE WRACKS RENEWAL 21,000 21,000 21,000 Z1,000 ::r: 110 I GEORGIA ARMT FORI' GOllDC* CONSOl.JDAIED KAINTENANCE FACILITY 11,000 11,000 11 ,000 11,000 0 
111 I GEORGIA ARMY FQll T GOIDClll BRIGADE VEHICLE MAINIENANCE FACILITY 8,600 8,600 8,600 8,600 c:: 
112 I GEORGIA AMY FGllClmm VElllClE Mlll'EllAllCE FACILITY 0 3,500 0 0 (/) 

113 I GEOllGIA Allt FORCE llOlln' All ALTEI NISSICll EGUIPttUT FACILITY 0 0 900 0 tT1 

114 I GEORGIA AIR FORCE MCXDY Afl· CONSfRUCJ UEPll DORHI TORY 3,800 3,600 3,800 3,800 

11S I GEOllGIA AIR FOllCE MOODJ Afl UPGRADE AllflELD PAVEf1ENTS 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 

116 I GEORGIA AIR FOACE NOC»Y Afl SUPPLY/WRSI: STORAGE 0 1,600 1,600 1,600 

117 I GEORGIA AIR F.QICE IClllS All J·STARS EXPANOED FLIGHT Kl lCHEN 1,850 1,850 1,850 1,850 

118 I GEOllGIA Ar. FORCE IOllMS Afl J·STAllS ADO 10 INTEGRATED SUPPORT FACILITY J, 100 l, 100 3, 100 l, 100 

119 I GEORGIA 4JR FDaCE ROIUIS Afl J·STARS UTILITIES/ Ml~ ·~:LtANEOUS SUPPORT 3,825 3,825 3,825 l,825 

120 I GEORGIA All! rQRtE ROIUIS Afl UPGJtAl>E STCWt DRAINAGE SYSTEM Z.,200 2,200 2,200 2,200 

P ... 4 



FISCAL TEAii 1995 KILITAll'f CONSTllUCTIOll AUTllOIUZAllOll UI JlllJSAmS Of DOt.lAllS) 

BUDGET COii FERENCE 

' 1/0 LOCATION SERVICE llSTAllAJIOll PROJECJ REOUESJ H.PASSEO S.PASSEO AGREEMENT 

1Z1 I GE°"GIA Alll fOltCf llCJlllS All J·STARS DOIUU TORT 5,525 5,525 5,5Z5 5, 525 

1ZZ I GEORGIA, Alll FORCf , \IUIEll IOIUIS All AL JU WEAllCll SYSTEMS SUPPORT CUlEI 0 4,700 4,700 4, 700 

1Z3 I GEORGIA DEFHSf AGEICIH FORT NCPtEISllll llEALJll & DUIAl MEDICAL FACILllY 0 11,400 ' 13,400 13,300 

124 I GEORGIA A""' UTIOUl GUARD FORJ Slt\MIT US ~In fACILI l\' 0 0 2,400 2,400 n 
0 

1Z5 I GEORGIA A""' IHEM FORT NCPllEISOI US AMT IESHVE COMtWIO MQ (PM 11) 0 0 Zl,400 21,400 z 
1Z6 I GEORGIA IAVY IESflW DCJllllS All 1£SEIW IASE AOOITICll TO IESHVE lllAINUIG CUIE& 0 4,600 4,600 4,600 ~ 
1Z7 I GEORGIA NAVY IESHW IAS IWllEHA TRAllllllG CENTER 0 2,650 0 2,650 g; 
1ZS I GEORGIA AIR IATICllAl GUAID IOlllS AFI I· 1 CONSOLIDATED AIRCRAFI SPJ/NYNAlll SYS 9,400 9,400 9,400 9,400 Vl 
129 I GEOltGIA AIR llATICllAL GlMID · ltOlllS Afl I· 1 llAllGU COMPLEX 8,400 IS,400 IS,400 IS,400 Vl 

"""" 130 I GEOltGIA All llATIOllAL GUARD liOlllS Afl Al TEI I· 1 MlllEIANCE MANGEi 2,950 Z,950 Z,950 0 0 
m 1 CEORGIA AIR FORCf llUERVE DOllllil All fllE FIGHTER DEVELOPttENT C£111£1l 1, 100 1, 100 1, 100 1, 100 z 
132 I "A\IAll '"'"' SCllOFIELO UIUDt'S WOlE IAllWXS RENEWAL 10,000 10,000 ZS,000 20, 700 > 
133 I MA\IAll llAVY KAllEOllE Uf Cll I LD CME CUTER 0 171 4,900 4,900 t""' 

134 I "A\IAll A""' lflffVf fOIJ SllAffH IESEIYE CElllEI 0 9,500 0 .9,500 g; 
135 I HAVAll AIR IATHllAL CUARO lllCKM All REPLACE UNDUGAOUNO FUEL STORACi£ TAKS 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 n 
136 I IDAltO Allt FOlttf HOUHAll llllf AR DOIHllORY 4,950 4,950 4,950 4,950 0 
137 IDAltO Allt FORCf HCUITAll llJlllE are HMOVAJE AllCltAfT PAlllClllG APIWlf 0 0 .11.000 11,000 ~ 
138 IDAltO AMT IA Tl OllAl GUAllD POST fAllS EXPAND AMORY 0 0 2,500 Z,500 ~ 
139 IOAHO Allt llATICllAL GUARD IOISE AllPOll UPGRADE IASE DRAINAGE llSO 360 31SO J80 I 
140 IDAHO AIR IATIOllAL CUARD GOWEii flElO llANGM UPGRADE 0 0 4,000 0 ::c 
141 llllHOIS NAVY GREAT LAKES ..._IC UOIKS CENTEll lfAVT SANITARY SEWER SYSlEH UPGIW>E 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 0 

c::: 14Z llllNOIS AIR FOltCf SCOTT Afl UNOERGICUID FUEL STORAGE TAllKS Z,700 2,700 Z,700 Z, 700 Vl 
143 INDIAllA llAYf IAVAl SlllFACf -fAI£ CHT£1 ElECllO·OPTICS CENTER 0 IS,415 0 1,910 t'fj 

144 IND JANA A""T llATICllAL GUAID CAMP ATT( ... f CEllTllAl WASH fACILITT 0 0 4,630 0 
145 INOIANA AIUIT llATIOllAl GUAID CAMP ATl£ ... Y AMII 111 Cit ST OltACi£ PO UH 0 7,340 0 7,340 

146 INDIANA ARMY IATICllAl GUARD llOIAllAPOLIS (SIGIJ' f1£LD
0

) COMINEO su>POltT MllllEllAllCE SHOP 0 0 10,oao 0 

147 I NO I ANA ARlfl' " lfATIOMAL GUAID lllOIAllAPOllS CSICllT FIELD) UllllED suns PROPERTY AllO fl5CAl OfflC£ 0 4, 137 4, 1J7 4, 137 

148 IND I AHA AIR IATICllAl GUAIO FT WATNE NP FllE STATION AND AGE SllOP 1,950 1,950 1,950 1,950 

149 IMO I ANA AIR NATIONAL GUAID FT ""YllE NP fUEl STSIEMS KAlllJENAllCE ' CORROSICJI fAC . 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

.150 INOJAlfA A I I U TIONAl GUA10 FT WATllE MP AlltCRAff DEICING APRON 400 400 400 400 

, ... 5 ~ 
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flSCAl YEM 1995 "llllART CQllSTIUCllCll AUTHmtlZATICll (II TllOUSANOS OF DOllAIS) 

IUOCET COM FERENCE 

' 1/0 LOCATIOll SEIVICE INSTALLATICll PIOJECT REQUEST I.PASSED S.PASSED AGREEMENT 

151 I INDIAU A II IATI OltAl. CUAllO TERRE llAUTE (llUUWI I IElD) CQIPOSITE SUPPORT fACILITT 0 3,200 0 3,200 
152 I llDIMA All FOICE llESEIV£ GllSSOft Afl CAllTONMENT AREA ENV CCJ4PL IANCE 2,200 2,200 Z,200 2,200 
153 I IOWA AlllfT llA T I OltAl. CiUAllO CMP DODGE IAHALICll catPLEX (PllASE 1 ll) 0 4,678 0 4,678 

~ 154 I IOWA AMT IAi IOllAl. GUAllD CAMP DODGE AllO/AL1EI ORGANIZATIOIW. MAINTENANCE SHOP 0 877 0 an 0 
155 I IOUA All IATIONAL. GUA10 DES ttOlllH llmlMY EXPAISICll 0 0 4,000 0 z 
156 I IOU!l A II IATIOllAl. CUAIO DES ttOlllES EIGl•ElllfG & $lA»lT FACILITY • 0 2,300 0 ~ 
157 I IOUA All llA TIONAL. GUAllD DES ttOINES f lltE SUPPRESIOll SY ST EH 0 0 2,300 2,JOO ~ 158 r IOllA All IA TIOIW. QJAID DES ttOINES ADO MUNITIOllS C04PLEX 0 J,900 l,900 l,900 Vl 
159 I KAJSAS All FOICI M:COlltlE LL AFI SJOIM DlAlllMiE FACILITIES 500 500 500 500 Vl -160 I KANSAS AMY IA T IOIAL GUAID FOIT ltllEJ AlTEI OTNC»OtETER fACILITT 0 0 1,700 1,700 0 
161 I KAllSAS AMY IATICllAL CLIAIO SAUllA lllCICElL IAARACUi TRAINING CUTER (PH 11) 0 0 4,260 4,260 z 
16Z I rAlfSAS A 11 llATIOllAl. GUA10 FOllES FIELD UPGIADE IWMWl\Y 0 0 4,800 4,800 > 
161 I KAlfSAS All IATIOllAL GUAIO FOllES Fl ELD UPGIADE SAMllAIY SEWER SYSTEH 670 670 670 670 

~ 

164 I KAlfSAS All IATICllAL GUAIO fOllES f I ELD SITE RES10RAT Ull & FUEL S1RG TANK REMOVAL 2,9SO 2,950 2,95D _2, 95~ ~ 165 I KAlfSAS A 11 IA Tl OllAl. GUARD ftCCONllELL Afl . AUEi SGW>IOll OPERAllCllS FACILITY 0 0 800 0 ~ 
166 I l:HTUCKT AIRY FORT CNtPIELl EDUCAllON FACILIH, PKAS£ I 0 0 14,600 8, 100 0 
167 I KEITIJCKT ARMY FORT CAMPIELL WMOlE IMRACICS RENEWAL 22,000 zz.ooo 22.000 22,000 ::r:i 
168 I ICEllJUCICT ARMT FORT CAMPBELL EXPAND RAll.ROAO NEIWORIC 14,400 14,400 14,400 14,400 t::; 
169 I KElfTUCICT ARMY FORT CAHPIELL JACI ICAL EQUIPftENT SHOP, PKASE I 0 0 16,400 8,000 ~ 110 r rfllJUCICY ARMT fOIT KN()I( MUUI PURPosE lRAllllNli RAllGE 0 0 5,300 5,300 
171 I ICENTUCICY ARMT fOIT ICllOX SUU.ATOR FACILITY HOOIFICATION 0 0 3,200 J,200 0 c: 172 I ICENTUCICT AMY IATIONAL GuARD \ESTEltN ICEllTUCICY ITC, MADISOMVILLE Ml ILE llAlllUIG CEMIER (PH I) 0 6,500 6,500 Vl 
173 I ICEllTUCICY AIR llATIONAl GUARD STAllOIFOID FIELD FUEL CELL All> CORAOSJON COltTllOL DOCK Z,950 2,950 2,950 2,950 t!j 

174 I laJISIAllA AIR fOICE IAalCSOALE Afl REPLACE ANON/HYDRANT FUEL SYSTEM (PH 111) 0 0 11,600 8,200 
175 I LOUISIAllA AIR FOIC£ uarsoALE Afl CONYEllJIOllAl MUIU IIOllS SJORAGE FACI L (PK I) 0 14,000 6,000 
176 I LOUISIANA All fOICE IMICSOALE Afl SlORH DIAlllAGE FACILITIES 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 
1n I LOOISIAllA AlllY·.IATIONAL CIJAID RUSTON AUDIY •EllAllLITAHOll 0 0 Z,745 Z,745 
178 I . LOOl~IAllA llAYY lHHV£ IAVAl All STATIOll llEW OllEAlfS AMllllG PM 840 840 840 840 
17'9 I LOUISIANA Aft 14TIONAL GUAID llAVAl AIR STAJION, lffV OILEA.llS MAI I TEMMCE llAllCiAR 0 5, 100 0 5, 100 

.i80 I LaJISIAllA A I It fOllC£ llf0HV£ IMrSDALE AFI AllO/AlfH SWPCllT FACILITIES S,000. 5,000 5,000 5,000 

'•' 



rlSCAl YEAR 199S MILITARY CONSllUCTICll MJTllOIUZATION {IN TllClJSAllDS Of OOll.AIS) 

BWGET COMFERENCE 

' 1/0 lOCATIOI SERVICE I ISfAllAI ICll PIOJECT RECIVESt ff.PASSED S.PASSED AGREEMtllT 

181 I Miii£ ARMY llAflONAL GUAAO AUCiUSTA AIMOIT 0 0 4,000 3,900 
182 I MIN£ AIR NAT IONAl liUAIO IANr.OI IAP SQUADlOll OPERATIONS fACI LITY 0 0 8,800 8,800 
183 I MlllE All NAJIOllfAL WMO IAIKiOR IAP aEFUELllG VElllClE MAINTENANCE fAClll 1Y 379 379 379 379 
184 MllE Altl ltA T IONAL GI.IMO IMGOlt .,., IEP~ UllOERGRIXMIO fUEl STOAAGE T AHKS 840 840 840 840 

() 
0 

115 MltYLMO ARMY AOELPlll LAI CENIER COCPUTEl CUTER 6,600 6,600 6,600 6,600 z 
· 186 MltTLMD AllltT iOGEWIXD A15EllAL ELEC:lllCAL SYSTEK HalUNlZATlOll 0 z. 750 0 2,600 C') 
187 f'QYLAllO ARlfY fOH llClllE PITSICM TIAllllllG CENTER 0 0 l,600 0 ~ 1U MRT&.AND NAVY UIOIMI llEMt llAVAl SURFACE \IARFARE CENTER W'GUDl POYEl PLMT 0 5,000 0 4,000 (fl 

189 MU LAND NAVY UllUAM IUD llAVAL 5UUACE \IAllfARE CEll1El DUllJIAtlOll ACJD/KJX FACll lTY 0 5,000 0 6,400 (fl 
lo-I 

190 MltTLMO llAVT PAIUXHI tlAVAL All WAUARE CEN1ER All Allll·SUIHARINE CENTEl, PHASE 0 8,200 0 4,200 0 
191 MIYlAMD llAVT US MVAL ACMEHT, ANNAPOLIS rll£ SJAJION REPLAC£11UT 0 2,000 0 1,900 z 
192 MltYLMO All fOltCE AlllNIEWS Afl DOUUCllY 6,300 6,300 6,300 6,)00 > 
19] MltYlAllO AIR FORCE AllMlEUS All CllLD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 0 0 4,500 0 t""4 

194 MAYLAND DEFUSE AGENCIES ,., .. SUP.Uall'UTEl FACILITY 12,7ZO 0 0 0 ~ -
195 MRTLMO OEFEllS£ AGENCIES FOil tEME CRITICAL USTATION CONTROL S,458 5,t,58 5,458 5,458 () 
196 MltTLAND OEFEllSE AGtlCIES f(Jlf MUii( FAD II fUltltAS£ 14,800 0 14,800 0 0 
197 MULAll> ARMY NATIONAL CiUAIO IDlllOSE IAHCllAl CiUAltO AatmT 0 5,600 8,900 4,558 ~ 
198 MS~CllUSEJTS AMY llATIOllAl CjUAIO ' TAUIWI AMDIT 0 0 ,· 2,900 2,900 ~ 
199 MSSACllUSE Tl S ARMY llATIOllAL GUAllO WESl.flflD AOO/AlTEl OPERATIONAL MAINTENANCE SHOP 0 0 1,200 1,200 I 
200 MSSACllUSE ff S Al It NATIOIW. GUARD UlllH AMI (lllSTFIElD> VElllCU MlllENANCE COHPLEX 0 0 2,000 0 ::i:: 
Z~I HASSACllUSE I I 5 Al It fOltCE RESERVE WUIOVEI All ltEPLACE lAXlllA Y 5, 100 5, 100 5, 100 5, 100 0 
202 I MSSACllUSEJIS Allt FOltC£ ltES£1tVE WUfOlfEI AH REPLAa UllDERCiaCUIO SlOAACE 1AllKS 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 c:! 

(fl 
203 I MICHIGAN "lltr llATIOltAL CiUAIO WUEr AaHQRT IEllOVAI IOll 0 120 0 120 rrl 
204 I MICHIGAN AMY MAT I OltM. GUARD FOii CUSJU COKIAI PISJOl OUALIFICAllON RANCE 0 0 400 '00 
20S I MICHIGAN AaMf IATIOIW. GlMRD fOll WSIEI MOO I fT 1£CDID RANGE 0 0 900 900 

·206 I MICllUiAM A Ill 11A ll OlfAl GUMD ALJIEllA QUiii lltOIOllAl Al•POltT f I UllEI 11AlllU11i F ACI l J lY 750 750 750 750 

207 I MICHIGAN All llATIOltAl GUAIO Al.PfltA QUITY ll&IOllAl AIRPOAl REPLACE tlllUGROJMO fUEL STORAGE TANKS 385 385 385 )85 

208 I MICHi~ Al R llA flOlfM. GUAIO SELFlllCIE ._ MSE UPGUM SMllAaY SE\IEA LINES 0 610 0 610 

209 I MICHIGAN AJlt· lfATIOIAL GUMO SElflllCIE MC MSE ~EPAllt PAKlllG LOI & ROADS 0 2,042 2,0,, 2,0,2 

?10 I MIClllCAN All llAflOIAL G\MlO IEUllOCiE *"I IWGIADE llUHllCi STSTEK S,400 5,400 5,400 5,400 
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FISCAL TEAi 1995 MILITARY COISTIUCUON AUTDIZAJJOI {II TltOUSANOS OF DOLLARS) 

Bl.CCET COlffERENCE 
I 1/0 LOCATION SHYICE INSTAllATIClf PROJECJ REQUEST H.PASSEO $.PASSED AGREE11EllT 

211 I MICNICAll All IATIOllAL GUAID SElFRIDGE MGI UPGRADE SJOIH DRAIMAGE SJSIEH 840 840 840 840 
212 I MICMICAll All IA TIOllAL GUAID WIC ICULOGG IESICllAL AIRPORT FIRE STAJION .. AIRCJWT Gllwt!D EQUIP SHOP 1,600 1,600 1,600 1,600 
213 I MllNESOTA AMY IATl(llM. liUAID CN11 llPlET COMIUIED UPCIT MlllPAICE SllOP 0 5,000 0 0 
21' I MllNESOTA A 11 IA TIC*Al GI.MID MllllllAPOllS/11. PllUL lllJUN'L AllPOllJ OP£1ATIOllS/AHOHEDICAL llUJLDlllG 0 8,000 8,000 8,000 

(") 

0 
215 I NISSISSIPPI All FORCE CCllUMIUS AFI T· 1 MYHAWIC MAllllEIWICE SlFPOIT FACILlt'I' 0 0 3,400 3,200 z 
216 I MISSISSIPPI All FOICf CCll...US AH IACNElOI Ulll$JC8 GUMIEl5 10,000 0 10,000 C) 
217 I MISSISSIPPI All FOICE KEESLER AFI 7·LEVEL 11AUllM5 DOIHITOIY 8,800 8,800 8,800 8,800 ~ 218 I NISSISSIPPI All JOICE KEESLER AFI 7·LEY£L tlAllllllG CW510tlt5 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 (Jl 

219 I Ml
0

SSISSIPPI All FCl!CI KEESUI AH · UPGUOE FIRE SUPPIESSIOll 5JSIEH 640 640 640 640 (Jl 
~ 

220 I MISSISSIPPI AMY IAYICllAL GUAIO CNIP Sltf:llT IEGIONAl SCllOOL JACILUJ 0 7,000 0 0 0 
2211 MISSISSIPPI AMY IATICllAl GUARD CllTSIAL Sl'ltl.S AIUIDIT 0 Z,250 0 2,250 z 
222 I MISSISSIPPI AMY llATIOllAl UllD UllfOllA ARHOIY 0 1,650 0 1,650 > 
2Zl I 111SSISSIPPI Al I IA TIOllAL GUAIO GUt.FPOIT OPERA JI ONS NI.I 5'ffelll FA.Cl l IJY 0 0 2,250 2,250 ~ 

214 I MISSISSIPPI All IA TIOllAL GUAIO WLFPOltl 1 ROOP tAHP OUM 1£15 0 5,800 5,800 5,300 ~ 225 I MISSISSIPPI A 11 IA TIOllAL GUARO TllOHPSOll All IA11CllAl GUARD FIELD FIRE SlATION 0 2,400 0 1, 110 (") 
226 I MISSClJllJ All fOIC! UHllEHAN AFI 1•2 ADAL Al'ROli, IAJUWU, & CONVO'I' ROADS 4,600 4,600 4,600 4,600 0 
227 I MISSOURI All fOICE UllllEHAll Afl l·Z AllCIAFT MAUii OOCl:5/MYDIAllT FUELING 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 ~ 
2211 I MISSQJll All FOICE Ulll lEHAll Afl l·Z ADAL DOClt & MMGM UH Pl0l£CTION SYS 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,400 ~ 
229 I MISSCJUltl All FOICE UM I TEHAll Afl SlOIH DRAINAGE FACll.lllES 1,290 1,290 1,290 1,290 ~ 230 I MISSOURI ARMY NAlltlfAL GUAIO COLUHllA ARPDY 0 1,415 0 1,415 
231 I MISSOUU Allt!Y NATIONAL GUllO SKELTON llAl•I• CHIER, JEffUSOlf Clt'I' DEfEllSE ACCESS ROM 0 1,500 0 1,396 0 
232 I HISSOUll Al It NA llONAL GUAaO JEFFERSON IMUaS MG SITE REPlACE fUEl lAMICS/UPCiaADE IEfUtL IOOTH 500 500 500 500 c 

(Jl 
233 I MISSOURI AIR llAllONAL GJARD ST LOUIS·LN981T fllElD REPLACE UNOEIGaOUllD fUEl SIOIWiE lAMICS 440 4t.O "'0 t.40 ~ 

234 I MISSOURI All llAT IOllAL QJARD ST. JOSEPI ADVANCED lACTICAL AllUFT TIAlll•G CEKlEl 0 0 2, 150 2, 150 
235 I MISSOURI A 11 IA lie.Al QJARD ST. JOSE.fl'll CIVIL ENGIME£U1Ni FACILITY 0 3,000 0 J,000 
236 I fOflANA Ar• f'OICE MALMSTROH AFI UNGO fUEl SlOllAGE IAMICS MUIUTEHAN 111 FACS 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 
237 I MONTANA All FOICE HAlMSTaa. AFI UllOEIGllOUllD FUEL SlORAGE IAllltS 3,200 3,200 3,200 l,200 
238 I HOMTAllA All NAflONAL QIAIO GREAT FALU IAP ADAl Full CELL MID C.QUOSIOll CDITIOL llAllG 1, 150 1, 150 1, 150 1, 150 

239 I MONJAllA All NAT IOllAL QIAIO GREAT FALLS IAP t4UN IT I OllS SlOIAGE FACl ll n 0 0 3, 150 3, 150 

240 ' NURA'SICA All FOICE OHUIJ AFI SIOltH DIAINAGE fACILIHE~ 1,500 t,500 t,500 1,500 

Pqe8 



flSCAl TUR 1995 "lllJAaT talSllUCTIOll AUTHORIZATICll (II TDISAllDS OF DOlWS) 

Bll>GET CONFERENCE 

' 1/0 LDCATIOI SOYICE IMSTAllATIOll PIO.IECT REQUES1 ff.PASSED S.PASSED AGREEPIENT 

241 ' REIRAKA Al• FGICE OFFUH Afl UllOERCiltOUllO FUEl STORAGE TANKS 760 760 760 760 

Z42 I •EUASU All llATICllAl GUARD LlllCOl.11 MP PAIKlllG APROM,JET FUEL STOil Ml> OPTNG CC»t 14,274 14,274 14,274 14,274 

243 I llEUASU All MTICllAl GUMO LlllCOLll MP IEPLACE UNOERGIOUHO FUEL STORMiE l.UU:S 500 500 500 500 
(j 

244 I NEVADA AH fCIU NELLIS Afl DORllllCllT 0 0 9,900. 0 0 
Z45 I NEVADA All fGICI NELLIS Afl RELOCAIE WA1ER STORAGE TANK 0 600 600 z 
Z46 I llEYADA Miff llAJIOIAL GUAllD WASHOE ccurn AMORY 5,500 S,600 5,520 C) 
Z47 I llEYADA AlllT llESUVf LAS VEGAS ARHEO FORCES RESERVE CENTER 20,000 0 10,000 ~ 
241 I llEU JEHET AIJl'f NIL OCEAN TUM IAYONllE PAVE CARGO SJAGJNG AMO HOLDING AREA 4,050 4,050 4,050 4,050 Vl 
249 I llEV JEISET IAYT LAKEltURST NAYAIRUAUAllE CTR AIRCRAFT OIV P01AllE UATER DISTRllUTIOll SYSTEIC, AllOll 2,950 2,950 , Z,950 2,950 Vl 

1-1 

Z50 llf\I JERSEY All FGICE flCGUJRE AFB UPGIAO( SANl~AllY SEWER SYSTEM 4,800 4,800 4,800 4,600 0 
251 NEW JERSEY Alll fOICl flCGUIR.E Afl UPGRADE STORM DRAINAGE fACILITIES 1,900 1,900 1,900 1,900 z 
252 IEU JERSEY All FCllCE ftCQ.llRE Ari DORMITORY 8,700 8,700 8,700 8, 700 > 

~ 
253 REV JEISEY AIR FGICE NCQ.IUE AFB OOIHllORY 1,600 t,600 1,600 1,600 

ZS4 llEW JERSEY DUEllSf AGEllC I ES fORT Oil( ll05PllAL LIFE SAFETY UPGAAOE 2,000 2,000 Z,000 . 2,000 ~ 
255 REW JERSEY Allt 11A TIOllAl QJAID NCGll RE AFB · REPLACE UNDERGROUND FUEL STOIWC TAJIKS 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 (j 
256 lfEV JEISEY AIR llATICllAL QJAID NCGlllE Afl AIRatAFJ PAllKINli APRON 9,600 9,600 9,600 0 
Z57 lfEV ltEXICO llAYT lllflTE SANOS RAVAL ORO KISSILE lEST STA ~APOllS TEST RANGE 1,390 1,390 1,390 1,390 ~ 
Z51 REV MEXICO AIR fCllCE llOlU .. Alt Afl OOllUJOIT 3,950 3,950 3,950 3,950 t; 
259 WEV ffEXICO AIR fORCt llOlUJWI Afl AOOI TIONAL f • 117 HANGARETTE 0 7,000 7,000 7,000 I 
260 lfE\I ftEX ICO AIR FORCt IClltTLAllO Afl UP'8AUC ELECTRICAL OISJRIBUTIOll SYSIEM, Pll l 0 0 6,000 3,000 ::c: 
261 REW MEXICO AIR FORCE ICllTLAND AFI REPAIR YAJER OISTRl8UTION CEMTER 0 8,800 8,800 0 

c Z6Z llEU MEXICO All FOICE ICllTLAND Afl IASE SUPPORT CENTER/DINING NALL 0 0 9,500 9,500 Vl 
26] •Eu MEXICO AIR FOKE ICllTLANO Afl UllDEIGROUllD FUEL STORAGE TANKS 3,ZOO 3,200 3,200 3,200 tr:! 

264 NEU ttEXICO AIR FORCE IClllTlANO Afl CllllO CME CUTER 0 J,500 3,500 

Z65 llEV MEXICO OffHSE AGERC I ES KIRTLAllO AFB (SOC) AlllCREV 1AAIN1Nli fACILIH 9,600 9,600 9,600 9,600 

266 11£U MEXICO ARMY llATIOltAL GUAllD TAOS MIDT 0 0 1,690 0 

267 ll£W MEXICO AIR. llATIOIAL GUARO ICIRTLAllD Afl R~PLAC~ UNOERGRWllO FUEL STORMiE TAMXS 900 900 900 900 

261 ll(U .TOltK ~ rORT ORUM FLICllJ SUtJUTDR IUILOllfli 0 3,900 0 0 

Z69 NEW YORK dMr FOil ORUM AIRCllA'1 PROTECTIVE SMELTERS 0 2,050 0 0 

. 270 llEV YORK ..,., FORT Olltlt ttULTlf'UIPOSE TRAUIUili RANGE 0 1~,200 0 12,600 

••9 ~ 
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flSCAL TEAR 1995 "ILITAU a.s1aucm:• MITllOltlZATIOet {II TllOUSANDS OF DOllAIS) 

IUDGET CONFERENCE 

' 1/0 LOCATIGI SERVICE llSIAllATIOet PIO.IECT REWEST H.PASSEO S.PASSEO AGREEHENT 

Z71 I 11£\I YOllC AIMY U S IUllJAIY AtMPY IHOYATE FOa> PIOC:ES51NG FACILITY, PHASE 28,000 28,000 28,000 14,000 

m1 11£\I YOltlC AIMY IATIONAL GUAllD CMP Sflllll OYEllWJl OF \MTEi SOPPLV AND DISTRIBUTl°" SYS 0 1,820 1,820 1,8ZO 

m1 1£\I YOllC Atl lfATIOllAl r.llUD IWlaXX FIELD REPUU lM>ElliAOJNO FUEL STOAAGE TMIC:S S80 580 580 S80 n 
ZN I 11£\I YOllC All IATIOIAl GU\ID llACMA FALU llTl .. ATIOWAl AlllPOIT IEPUa UllOEICillWllO FUEL SlOIAGE lMllS 640 640 640 640 0 
l15 I IEV YOIK All llATICllAl GlMID STIAHCll AIR MT'l GUARD BASE POI.ICE fM:lLITT MID f IRE STATll:ll 0 3,200 3,600 .3,200 z 
Z76 I ftW YOllC AIR FOICE llfSER~ llAGMA IAP flJ(l MIUflWICE IWIGM 0 0 5,450 . 0 C') 
277 I NORTll CAIOl IMA Altlt'I FOil MAGG WlmlE IMIAltlS RENEWAL 29,000 29,000 29,000 29,000 g; 
278 I "°""" CAltOl INA AINT SUlllY POINT __,, If_,. O.EDGE TERHlllAL ENTRA#CE 16,500 16,500 16,500 16,500 CFJ 
Z79 I llCJltTll CAIOl llA AlllT SUlllY POI IT Nllff lf_,. llOl.D 1115 PM 5,700 5,700 5,700 5,700 CFJ -zeo 1 llOltTll CAIOl llfA IAVY C,/1111 lE.IEtllE Miii• toltPS SASE Oil SPILL PllEYEllTIClll 4,450 4,450 4,4SO 4,450 0 
181 I llOltTll CAIOl llfA llNY CAMt l~,.._ llllltl• COlrPS IASE Mil Tl ·Mfi'OSE TIA IN llG RAMGE C<IU'lEX 10,400 10,400 10,400 10,400 z 
zaz 1 llOITll CQOlllA IAVY may '°"" ..... CORPS Afll STAT ION CrlOGEllCS fM:lLJTY 2, 100 2, 100 2, 100 z. 100 > 

t""4 
283 I llOIJll CMOl. lllA Alt FOK! POPE Afl AllCWJ PARKING APROI llGNTlllG 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 

Z84 I llOITM CAIOllNA All FOlct 1a'£ AFI FIRE TIAllllllG FACILITY 1, 100 1, 100 1, 100 1, 100 ~ 
185 I IOllM CAIOl INA All 'OICI POPE Afl CQMIAT tolllllOl TEAM SGUMIClll FACILITY 0 2, 150 0 2,450 n 
286 I -111 CQOlllfA DfR .. AGENCIES FOlf 11AG1 llOSPI JM. REPLACEMENT PHASE 111 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000 0 
217 I llOllM CAIOl llfA DEFEISE AGENCIES FOIT IUGG SPECIAL OP£1ATIONS FACILIU 0 0 16,000 8,000 :::i:i -· NOITll cAltOl lllA Al1fY IATIOllAl GUAIO ' UISTCll AIMJltY AID OIGAlllZATIOllAl ltAlllTEllAICE SMOP 0 J,519 0 3,519 ~ 
2891 NORTll CAIOlllA All lfATJOllAL GUAIO DOUGLAS MAP REPUCE ~RGaOUNO FUEL Sl<JWiE TAKS 690 690 690 690 I 
Z90 I IOltfM CAIOl INA Allt IATIOllAL QMIO STAllU auen COf9IOS I lE JIAllU llG F AC 1 LIT Y 0 5, 100 0 5. 100 ::I: 
291 I llOltTN CAltOllNA All FOllCE IESHYE ICllSTCll IEGICIW. AlllPOllJ MOl.DllMi APION & RUllWAY IMPROVEMENTS 0 lo,960 0 4,960 0 c 
Z9Z I llOITH OAKOTA All FOllCE GIAll> fOUS AR UNDEIGICUD FUEL STORAGE TANKS • HI SSllE FACS 5,ZOO 5,ZOO 5,200 5,200 CFJ 
Z93 I NORTH OAKOJA AIR JOICE MllDT Afl UllGO FUU SToaAGE TMllCS • MISSILE fACS 2,950 2,950 2,950 2,950 t'rl 

Z94 I IOllJN OAICOTA All fate( MllCJJ Afl UllOE!KilKUI) FUEL STOAAGE TAlllCS 1,400 1,400 1,400 1,400 

Z9S I llOITN OAKOJA All FOICI MllOT Afl SJOM DIAIMGE FACILITIES 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 

296 I NOllJM DAKOTA All FOICI MllOJ Afl REPAll PAll:lllG APIClll 0 4,500 4,500 0 

297 I OHIO All fOICE "IUGlf•PATTDSDI Afl UPGUOE SfGllt DRAINAGE SYSTEM J,JSO l,350 3,350 3,350 

298 l OHIO . All fatct UltlGlf·PAYJUSDI All UPGtME UfCTRlCAL OISIRllUllCll SYSTEM (PH I) . 0 0 4, 1SO 0 

Z99 I 01110 Ari re.a UltlGIT·PAHHSDI Afl ACQUISIT IOll MAllACiEttElfl CElflER (PH 111) 0 0 18,300 18,300 

.300 I OHIO All JOICE UltlGll·NTTU.. Afl VAST( UlTU JIEATHEIJ PLAMT 0 0 6,900 . 0 

, ... 10 



FISCAL YEAR 1995 MILITARY CCllSHUCTICll AUTDIZATIOll (IN TIKiJSANOS OF OOlLARS) 

BUDGET CONFERENCE 

' 1/0 LOCATION SERVICE INSTALLATION PROJECJ REQUEST K.PASSEO S.PASSEO AGllEE"ENT 

301 I 01110 All FORCE WRIGlf·f'AlfHSOll Afl llAHOllAI. All INJELLICENCE CENTER 4,900 4,900 
30Z I OIUO DEFENSE AGENCIES OEFEISE CONSllUCJIOll SUPPU CENfER flRE SIAJJOll z,zoo Z,200 2,200 2,200 
303 I 01110 AMY lfATIOlfAl GINO lAYEllA MHORY/IRAUllNG SITE SUPPORT FACILITY 0 0 4,500 4,500 
304 I ouo AllCY NATIONAL GUUD TOLEDO AlllllJ 0 

. 
3, 183 0 

n 
0 0 

JOS I OlflO All IATIOlfAl GUAIO MllSflElD LAlll AllPORT IEPLACE UllDEIGIOUNO FUEL STORAGE TANICS 770 770 770 710 z 
306 I OlllO All IATIOlfAL GUAIO SPllllGflElD MG IAst: flEDICAl IRAUIUIC AID OUllNC KALL FACILITY 4,300 O· 4,300 ~ 
307 I OHIO All NATIOlfAt. GUUO Sf'ltllGFIELO MP ltEPUCE UMOERGIOUNO fUEL SIORAGE IANICS 400 400 400 400 ~ 308 I OllO All NATIONAL GUUD Sf'lllfGflELD MP ADAt. Ml CELL MD COltROSIOll CONTROL DOCIC 1,250 1,2SO 1,250 1, 250 (/} 

309 I OHIO A 11 NA Tl OlfAt. GUAID TOlEOO UPlfSS AlllPOlll AIRCRAfl DEICING APRON 320 320 320 320 (/} 

"'""' 310 OlllO A 11 IA TIOlfAL GUAIO TOl.EDO EXPHSS AllPOllf IASl CIVIL E~INEERlllCi f4AlllTENAllCE COMPLEX 0 Z,540 0 Z,540 0 
311 OllO All FOltCE IESHVE YOUllGS.TCMt MP JNDUSTllAl. WASTE WATER PREIREAT FACILITJ soo 500 500 500 z 
312 OICLAHOM AMY FORT Sill WllOlE UllMXS RENEIJAL 18,000 18,000 18,000 18,000 > 
313 OICLAllOM All FORCE ALTUS Afl MIO 10 MD Al TEI DOltKI TORY 3,750 3,750 l,750 3,750 

t-1 

314 OICLAHOM All FORCE Tl NICflt A fl Sfcml OIAllAGE SYSTEN 1,243 1,243 1,243 ·1,20 ~ 315 OKLAHOMA All FORCE TIMtElt Afl CORROSICll tONTaot. FACILITY (DiOF) 8,400 8,400 8,400 8,400 n 
316 OICLAllOMA All FORCE TlltElt Ari EXIEllD MD UPGRADE ALTERNATE RUMWAY 0 10,800 0 10,800 0 
317 OKLAHOM All fORC£ VUCE Afl fll( llAl•lllG FACILITY 980 980 980 980 ~ 
311 OKt.Af!CN AJI fOIC£ YAllCE Afl AllEA DCmlUORIES 2,300 2,300 2,300 2,300 ~ 
319 OICLAllOM All FORCE VAllCE AFI UPCiUDE SIOIUI ORAINAGE SYSTEK 1,800 1,800 1,800 1,800 ~ 320 OKt.AllOM All FORCE VANCE AFI ~ SAlllTMY SEYER SYSTEK 1, 100 1, 100 1, 100 1, 100 
J21 OKt.AllOMA AIR FORC£ VANCE AFI A.lllCUll NlltlNG APRON (PKASE V) 0 5,500 5,500 5,500 0 
322 OKLA HOM AlftY IATlc.tAt. GUAlO OKLAllOIA CUY , ... ~AIHCllY 0 J,911 0 0 e 

en 
JZJ OKLAHOM AlftY NA Tl OlfAt. GUA10 OKLAHOMA MILUAIY ACADEMY IMUa$ Al8 a.ASSAOOHS 4,463 0 4,465 tT1 
324 OKLAllOM AIR NATIOllAt. GUA10 TULSA IAP REPUCE ...aGllCUID FUEL STORACE TANKS 700 700 700 700 
325 OKLAHOMA All FORCE IESEIV( HIKER Ari IFGUDE Ull' AND llYDRANT REfUEllllG SYSTEM 0 0 10,200 10.200 
326 OltEGOll ARMY \MA Tl LLA AllflJ DU'OT NIUlll .. IBllLITAltlZATIOll FACILITY 179,000 179,000 0 0 

327 OREGON DEFENSE AGENCIES lltA Tl lLA AltMY llEPOI MIUll•I• BILUAltlZAJIOll fAClLI TY, PHASE I 0 0 12,000 12,000 
328 OIEGOll DEFENSE AGHCIES lltAlllLA AlltY IPOI C..- flllMTIOlf SYSTEM 0 0 4,000 0 
329 OltGON . ARMY llA Tl OlfAl GUAIO CW !tit.EA TROOP ISSIE ICTIYllJ WAREHOOSE UPGRADE 0 0 500 0 

330 OIEGOll AIMt IATIOlfAl GUARO · HEIMISTOll MMOIY 0 0 1,800 1, 713 
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flSCAl TEAii 1995 MlllTAllY CCllSTIUCtlCll AUTllOllZATICll (Ill JIDJSAllDS OF OOllAllS> 

IUDCET CONFERENCE 

' 1/0 LOCAJICll SEIYICE llSJALLAT ICll PROJECT llECUEST ff.PASSED S.PASSED AGREEMENT 

.Jlt DIEIDI Miff llATIOIAL QMIO PEllOLET Cll AVIAHOlll UPORJ FAC•un 0 0 2.000 2,000 
332 I DIEIDI AIR IATICIW. GUMD CMP ltllEA COMIUllCATIOlll & ELECTRONICS TIAUUllG FACILITY 0 4,650 4.650 4,650 
333 I DlfGQI Al R IATICIW. GUMD PORTLAND IAP SIT£ IESTOIATION 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 
334 I PHHYlVAlllA Min' TOIYllAJllfA DEPOT lllOUSIRIAl C.EaATICllS FACILITY 0 17,000 0 17,000 

(") 

0 
335 I PE•SYLVAlllA llAYT P'MILADELMllA IAVAL SMIPTAllO PIH 4 RENAi (PMASE II) 0 6,000 0 6,000 z 
336 I PEllHYLVAlllA IAYT PlllLADElPlllA IAVAL SMIPTAllO REllOVATE AID MDOEllllllf FWNDIY (PHASE II) 0 4,500 0 4,500 C') 
337 PE•sn VAii I A llAYT PlllLADELPlllA IAVAL SMIPTAllO f 11£ NOTECTION PUMP 0 1,000 0 0 ;; 
338 PE•SYLVAlllA AMY IATIOIAL GUAllD fDID CITY, ARttSTllONG CWllJY AaHCllY 0 1,982 0 1,982 rJ) 
339 PEllSYLVAllA AMY llAT IOIAl GUQO fDIT UIOIAllTOWN GAP ELECTllCAL TAIGETlllG SYSTEIC UKIADE 0 0 770 770 rJ) -3'0 HtMSYlVAlllA AIRY llA T IOIAl GlMRD FDIT lllOIAllTOYI GAP llARMCKS 0 6,200 6,200 0 
341 PfllSTL VAii lA AIRY IAT IOIAl GUARO FOltT INOIAllTOIJN GAP fLIGaT SUU.AJOA D 4,600 6.ooo 4,584 z 
342 PEllSTLVAlllA ARMY llAf lOIAL GUARD "' PLEASAllT TOYISM IP, \IES JPQELAJID COUI IT 

..,.., 0 l,954 0 3,594 > 
343 PEllSTLYAlllA NAVY IEIEltft FOL sat IEMOYArE AIMED FORCES RESEl\1£ CEITER (BLOG 8) 0 2,300 0 2,300 ~ 

344 PEIWSYL VAii i A AIR IATIOIAl GUARD fl INOIAllTOUll AllG COftMICAllOllS SllE REPLACE UNOERCiRWNO F~I. STOUIOE TANKS 1,800 1,ISOO 1.isoo . 1,800 ;; 
345 PEIWSYLVAlllA A 11 IA Tl CllAL QJAltD GREATER PITTSIUIUill INJEltllAllOllAL AIRPORT REPLACE UNOEllilWNO f~l SlOUIOE TAUS 500 500 500 500 (") 
346 PfHSTL VAii A All IATICllAl GUUO Wll SIUltG I AP REPLACE UNDEIGllCUIO FUEL STOMGE JAJI($ 690 690 690 690 0 
347 PflltfSTLVANIA All llAll<JIAL W\RD \llllOll GIOYE llAS REPLACE UNDEIGIHIJllD f~l Sl~ TMl:S 470 470 470 470 ~ 
348 IHODf I SLAllD llAYT 'NAVAL UAR COllECiE, NEWPORT SJIATEGIC Miii IHE IESEAaal CHTEI .(PHASE I) 0 10,000 0 10,000 ~ 
3'9 ltNODf I SLAllD IAVY NE\llORT NAVAL EDUCATIOM & JIAllllllG CEllTU SAlll TAIY SEWER SYSTEM UHUDES 14,500 14,500 14,500 14,SOO I 
350 SOUTI CAIOL llA ARNT CllAILESTOM NAVAL WEAPONS SJAH<ll Sl1Al£GIC MlllTENAHCE CQllW (Pl I) 0 0 24,000 Z0,000 :::c: 
351 SOUTI CAIOl I NA llAYY HMlllE COltPS All STAJION, IEAUFOll f/A - HID SPT. fACILIJIH 10,800 0 10,800 0 
352 SOOTM CAROL I NA NAYT KAit I llE COltPS RECRUIT OEPOJ, PARRIS I SlAll> IECIUll TIAllllllG FACILITY 6,000 0 5,BOO c::: 

rJ) 
353 I SOUlll CAIOLlllA IAYY PAlllS ISLAllD HMlllE COltPS RECIUI I DEPOT ClllLD DEWLOPMEllT CEllTEI 2,550 Z,550 Z,550 Z.550 tT1 
354 I SOUJI WOLi iA · All FORCE CllAILESTCJI Afl ALJH DORtUIOllES 9,900 9,900 9,900 9,900 
355 I SOUIN CAltOl I llA AIR FORCE CllAILESTCJI Afl UPGIADE llAZAIDOUS WASTE STOUIOE FACILITY 1,500 1.soo 1,500 1.soo 
356 I SOUJM CAIOL I llA AINf llAJICllAL GUARD EAST OYER Cl.ASS IX NIUllTION 5TOR,AGE FACILITY 0 0 Z,300 2.300 
357 I SQ.lllf CAIOLIU Allll'f'.. llATIOIAL QJARO SEllECA AlllJIT 0 0 1,400 0 
358 I SOUTH CAIOLllA All"' IESEIVE llDllN CllAILESICll RESEIV£ CEllWMlllJEIWICf QlHPLEl 0 0 8,560 a.560 
359 I SQ.llir CAltOl I llA Al• IATIONAL GUARO NCHTlllE AllGI ADO/AUEi CDIUllCATIGIS FACILITY 0 900 0 

360 I S<lJTM DAICOTA AIR. FORCE E:LLS\IORH Afl SlCJUt DIAllA&E fACll.ITIES 1,450 1,450 1,450 1,450 

, ... 12 



flSCAl YEAlt 1995 MlllTAltY CONSTRUCTICll AUIDIZATIOll (Jlf TIOISAllOS Of DOLUIS) 

IU(i(f CONFERENCE 

' 1/0 LOCATICll SEIYICE llSIALLAJ ICll PADJECI REQUEST H.PASSEO S.PASSEO AGREEMENT 

361 I SCllTI DAKOTA All fCltCE ELLSUOIU Afl CONSOLIDATED SUPPORT CENtER (PHASE 11) 0 4,500 4,500 4,500 
J6Z I SCllTI DAkOTA AIMY llATIONAl QMllD CAfll UPID IAllAal/MftlllSTUllOll FACILITY 0 0 l,200 0 
363 SOUJll DMOIA All IAHOfAl GlMllD SICUC fALLS (JOE fOSS FIElO) POWEi Cllltr PN>/SJDIO SUPPRESSOR 0 0 2,500 2,500 
J64 1Elfll£SSH All fOllCI! AllOlD (llGlllEHlllC DEV CElllER llAZAROWS WASll/M1EllAL 5TORAGE FACI llTY 1,900 1,900 1,900 1,900 ~ 

0 
36S IEIUIESSEE AMY IAT ICllAL l'iUAllD CtlAITMOOGA MG A~ IATIOIAL GUUD AYJATIOll WIT • 2,949 0 0 z 
366 TEMSSEE AlflY IA TI OllAL ClMID CM llAIOOGA MG AAttOIY ADO IT IOll NJO REICAllL IJ AJI Oii 0 1,604 0 1,604 ~ 
367 lENllESSEE AIMY IATIOfAl CiUAllD DUil» OllGAlllZAUOllAL MllJEllAllCE SUB SIOP 0 715 715 715 ~ 368 IEllllESSH AIMY llATIOfAl l'iUAllD MMISCll Cl n AOO/AUH JOlllJ A.RHED FORCES RESV CTR 0 6,019 6,019 rJl 
369 IENMHSEE AMT IATIOUL GUAID llleEI AAttOIY 0 1,097 1,097 1,097 rJl 

~ 
370 TEllllEISEE AIMY llA J IOfAl GUAID "ILM AAttOIY 0 ezs 825 825 0 
371 TfMSSEE AJIMY IAI IGIAl GUAID llUllAll CIJY AltHOIY 0 1,742 1,742 1, 742 z 
Jn TEllWHSE'E AIMY IA TICllAl GUAID ClllEIN ARttOIT 0 0 1,230 1,210 > 
373 TUlllESSEE A1MY IA TI OllAL GUA1D IOGHSYJLU AltttOIT 0 0 1,820 1,820 ~ 

374 JfNllESSEE AltltT IATIONAl liUARO SPlllCf IUD AAMOIY 0 1, 100 1, 100 1, 115 ~ 175 lENllESSEE MNY IATIGIAL WARD T1£1lCll ORGANIZATIONAL MllllENANCE SHOP 0 630 6]0 630 ~ 
376 TENNESSEE AltMY IAt IGIAL WAID \MYEIU ARttOIY N>DIHOll MO REHABILITATIOll (PHASE 11) 0 3ZI 321 321 0 
377 lEllllESSH All llATIGIAl GUARD l'E9'lllS VEHICLE MINmlANCE WAAEHWSE 0 0 1,900 1,900 ~ 
171 lENNESSEE A 11 llA TICllAl QIAIO ,.,...IS SIMUl.AlOR FACILllY 0 0 ::5,500 3,500 f 179 TENNESSEE All llATICllAL WARO IASIYlllf VEHICLE MllllENA»CE CXJIPLEX 0 0 2,250 2,250 
lllO TEXAS ARNY fOU Ill$$ HAlllTEllANCE fACILllY 0 11,200 0 11,200 :c: 
ll1 I TEXAS Min' FOIT Ill$$ US SHCiEANIS MJOI ACADEMY ADOJTJOll 0 5,600 0 5,600 0 
ll2 I TEXAS AINY fOIJ lllSS CH I LD 0£VElOPMll CHTEI ' 4,000 0 0 ~ 

rJl 
Jal I TEXAS ARMY fOIT lllOD WOll IAIUCKS UlllWA.l 29,000 29,000 29,000 29,000 t'!1 
J84 1 TEXAS AIMY FOIJ .n LOGISTICS fAClllrY PHASE IV 0 10,000 0 8,800 
l8S I TEXAS Mfn' FOii 8DOD lMO TACTICAL lCIUIPflEllT SllOPS 0 10,000 0 8,000 
386 I TEXAS AlttY FORT SM IQUSlCll SEWAGE TAEAlHElll PLAMT • CAMP BULLIS 4,lOO 4,300 4,300 4,::500 

317' TEXAS AINT' FOllT SM llllSI• Dllll'fG fAC:ILllT teODEllllZATION 0 Z,750 0 0 
3881 · TEXAS NAVY lllGLHIK MVM. STATICll MGllUIC Slllllc::lllCi fAC V/WO ACQUISITION 14, 110 14, 110 14, 110 14, 110 
l89 I TEXAS 'IAVT UNGSVllU MYM. All STAT ION REPAll ' MlllJAlll Dl·AIRIOHE ELCr.t/talt ECIU 0 l,530 0 1,530 

.l90 I TEXAS All ,OltCE IROOl'.S An OlllECTEO ENEIGT FACILl IT 0 6,500 0 6,500 

,_..13 ~ 
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fJSCAL TEAR 1995 MILITARY CONSTRUCTIOM AUTllOlllZATIOM (Ill TllCUSAllOS OF OOllARS) 

BU>GEt CONFERENCE 

I 1/0 LOCATICJI SEIYICE lllSTALLATIOI PROJECT REOUEST H.PASSEO S.PASSED AGrtEEHENT 

391 TEXAS All FOICE DYESS Aft M>O/AL TEil DOIUll TOltT 0 5,400 0 0 
392 I TUAI Alt FOltCE ICEUT Afl UPGRADE HYORAIT FUELING SYSTEMS l,700 l,700 3,700 3,700 

J9J I TEXAS All FOltCE KEUT Ari UPGllAOE SAMITARY SEYER LINES l,000 l,000 l,000 l,000 n 394 I TEXAS Alt FGICE KELL T Afl AOC> TO ANO ALTER OORMITORT Z,ZSO 2,250 2,250 2,250 0 
195 I TEXAS All FOltCE KELLY Ari ALTU DEPOT MAHTEIWfCE IWIGAR, PllASE I 0 7,600 0 0 z 
396 r TEXAS All FOICE LAClLAle AFI 7•LEYEL lltAINING CLAS5aOOHS 1,800 1,800 t,800 1,800 ~ 
397 I TEXAS AJI FOICE LAClLAJIO AFI ALIER REOIUI T OORMl lOU 3,400 3,400 3,400 l,400 g; 
399 I TEXAS All FOICE SllEPPAllO AFI 7·LEVEL TRAINING CLASSROOMS l,300 3,300 l,300 3,lOO fJ) 

J99 I TEXAS AMT llAllCJIAL GUARD El CAfllO AataY ANO OllGAlllZATIOMAL MAlllTEllAICE SHOP 0 Z,086 0 0 fJ) 
t--1 

400 I T!XAS AMY llAflOUl GUAID FOltT UDIJI I SlmMOE ARltOltY RENOVAT ICJI 0 6JI 0 0 0 
401 I TEXAS MIRY lfATIOIAL GUARD fOltT \QtTI I --VIEW M>O I AUU AaltOllY 0 l, 190 0 3,041 z 
4DZ I TEXAS A1MY llAI IOIAL GUARD MAISllAll OllGAlillZAllONAL MlllTEllAHCE SHOP 0 830 0 830 > 
403 T TEXAS Allfn' Ill JICllAL GUARD VYLIE OllGAlllZAHONAL HAllltENAllCE SHOP 0 1,Z61 0 1,261 

~ 

404 T UTAll DffEllSf AGHCIES TOOELE AMT OO'OT CMIOll f IL TRA Tl ON $Y S lEH 0 0 4,000 4,000 g; 
405 I UTAll AMY llAJIOIAL GUARD CMP WILLIMS TROOP SUPPORT ACTIVllY BUILDING (PK 11) 0 0 2,290 2,290 n 
406 I UTAll ARMT llAYIOIAL QIARO SI. GEOltGE ARftOlt Y M>O ITI Oii 0 0 880 0 0 
407 f UTAll All llATIOUL GUARO SALT ua Cln IAP AIACaAFl MASHACK AllO DEICE FACILITY 400 400 400 400 ~ 
408 T YfltfUIT All ltAT IOllAL GUAIO ' IUltllllGfOll ,.,. ttEOICAL lltAlllUKi/OPEllAllOH5 FACILITY 0 4,800 4,800 ei 
409 I YfRGllllA . ...., FotT LEE llP'llAOE ElECTRltAL DISTRl8UTIOH, PHASE 0 16,000 0 11,000 I 
410 I YlltGlllfA ARMT fOltT LEE SOlOIUS OME SlOP CElllEl 5,000 0 4,600 ::c: 
411 I YlltGllllA A""' FORT "'El VllOLE IARRACICS RENEWAL 7,.300 7,300 7,300 7,300 0 c 41Z I VllGllllA NAVY CHESAPEME llAYAl SKUllTY G.aut' ACT 11\1 CNILO DEVELOPttEllt CEllTER 1, 150 1, 150 1, 150 1, 150 fJ) 

413 I VIRGJllTA lfAYY OM NEQC FlfET Clll'IAT TIAlll CTI ATLAllTIC CHILO DEVELOPMENT CUllEl 1,600 1,600 1,600 1,600 t:T1 

"' r 
YTltGllllA llAYY DM llECl FlEtf CllNAT TltAll CIR AJLA•UC GUllLlllE/WUPOllS TRAllllllG FACILITY 0 5,400 0 5,400 

415 I VIRGINIA NAVY LITTLE CltEEK ... lllClJS IA$E WEST SIDE FIRE STATION 0 5,000 0 5,000 

416 J YllGllllA NAVY IAYAL USE -RIUC FMILY SEltYICES CElltU 0 5, 100 0 5, 100 

417 r VIRGINIA IAW -Jou: KQllJ( CDIPS SEC FOllCE IAH lAlfl IACHELOlt Ellll STEO CIUAltTERS 6,480 6,480 6,480 6,480 

418 I · VllGllUA llAVY ... FOllC llAVAl SIAflOll IACllELOll ENLISTED CIUAltTERS 16,4.30 16,430 16,430 16,4)0 

419 I ViltGlllA IAYY UFOUC NAVAL ~UTJOI llAUTICUS 0 1,000 0 0 

-4ZO I VlltGJlllA IAVT OCEAllA llAYAl All SIAI IOll AllCltAfT FIXED START SYSTEM 0 4,700 0 0 

, ... " 



FISCAL. YEAR 1995 "llllMY mlSTIUCllCll MJTllORIZATIOll CIN TllOOSANDS OF DOllAIS> 

B\.OGET COii FERENCE 

' 1/0 lOCAJICll SERVICE lllSTAllAT IOll PIOJECJ REQUEST H.PASSEO S.PASSEO ACREEl'ElfT 

421 I YIRGIHA llAVT CIUQJICO MllH CORPS COM8A! DEV COHfWIO SEWAGE JREA1HENI PLANT 19,900 19.900 19,900 19,900 
4Z2 I VllGllllA All fOICE LAllGLET Afl ClfllO OEVELOPHElll CEMTERS (2) 0 5,500 0 5,500 
4ZJ I YIRGlllJA OEFEllSE AGHCIES DEF FUEL SUPPClll POlllJ CRANEY ISLAllO KAlllTEIWICE & OPERATIONS FACILI T1' 3,652 3,65Z 3,652 3,652 
424 I VllGllUA DEFUSE AGHCIES FORT IELVOll CIULO OEVELOPMEM1 CENTER 4,600 4,600 4,600 4,600 

(") 

0 425 I YllGINIA DEFHSE AGHCIES llAYAl SUIFACE MMFAllE CENTER, DALGlllElll ADD/AUER SiCJION 6 SCllOOL 0 1,300 1,560 1,560 z 
426 I YllGlllA DEFHSE AGHCIH POIT5"'1UTlf UYAl tlOSPI JAL NOSPIJAL IEPLACatENT PHASE IV 120,000 120,000 120,000 120,000 ~ 
427 I YllGlllA ARMY llATICIW. G1MID . DMYlllE EXPM> AMOIY 0 0 1,740 0 g; 
421 I YlllilllA A 11 llA THllAL GIMID llCllOI> .... fUEl StOllMiE aH>LEX 0 0 4,500 4,500 (Fl 

4Z9 I WASllllGTCll Alt"1' fCllT LEWIS WIOlE UUAUS IENEWAl 32,000 32,000 32,000 32,000 (Fl 
~ 

430 I \MSlllGTCll Al"1' FCllT LEWIS WHOLE IMUaS IENEWAl 32,000 32,000 32,000 32,000 0 
431 I WASlllGTCll llAVT IREMEITCll PUGET SClUNO NAVAL SHIPYARD lllOUSlllAl WAS1EWAU:R TREATHENT FACILITY 3,200 3,200 3,200 3,200 z 
432 I UAS11 I llG TCll lllAVY lltMEITOll PUGEi SCMIO NAVAL SHIPTARO UllLll IU NII> sue IMPROVEMENTS 7,340 7,840 7,840 7,840 > 
4Jl I WAS•lllGTCll llAVY EVEIETJ UYAL S1AI IOtl IACllELOR £11LIS1EO ClWITEH 7,450 7,450 7,450 7,450 t""I 

434 I WAH I llG TCll lllAVY EVEHTJ llAYAl STATION CIU LO OEVEUIPMEllT C.EllTER Z,900 Z,900 2,900 Z,900 g; 
435 I WAHi llGTOll llAVY EVEIUT MYAl SlATIOll FLEET IEOl.EATICll C.ENIEI J,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 (") 
416 I WASlllllGTOlf WAVY EVEIETT llAYAl STAflOll PNYSICAl fllltSS FACILITIES 6,340 6,340 6,840 6,840 0 
437 I WASlllGTCll llAVY EftltETT llAYAl STAI IOll WAIOOU5 WliTE STORAGE ANO TRANSFER rAC 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 ~ 
438 I WAS• I llGTOll llAVT WIDIEY ISU• UVAl AIR STATION WASTEWA1El tlEATMEllT PLAIT UPCRAOE 2,400 Z,400 2,400 2,400 ~ 
439 T UAHINliTOll WAVY WlllDIET 1su• UYAl AIR STATION FllE FIGMlllMi IL\UllNCi FACILITY 1,400 1,t.00 1,400 1,400 ~ 440 I UAHlllGTON NAVY WlllDIEY ISlAle UYAl AIR SIATION IMOUSlllAL Wl51EWAIER PllETllEATKENT FAC 1,400 1,400 1,400 1,400 
441 I WASll I llGTON All fOltct fAllClllLD Afl SIOltK OIAlllA5E FACILITIES Z,450 2,450 2,450 2,450 0 
442 ·1 WASll I IGTClt All FORCE fAllClllLD AFI llAlAUOUS MIHIAL SIORAIOE FACILITY 1,400 1,400 1,400 1,400 c 

(Fl 

443 I WAHllGTOll All f(JIC( fAllClllLD Afl SUIYIYM. 11AllllG SCIOOl FACILITY 0 0 S,000 l, 750 trl 
444 I YASlflllCTOll AIR FCllC£ fAllCXILO Afl fllGIH SUIULAICll 0 4,200 0 4,000 
445 I WASlllGTOll -IR FORCE fAllCMILD Afl SGUM>llClll Cll'UAT lmtS/KAINTENANCE 0 6,JOO 0 6,lOO 

446 I WASll I ltGTOlf Al~ FOltC£ "'CJIDIO All IWfit allTIOl l~R 0 Z,700 0 Z,700 

447 I &MS11lllGTOll All ·ro.a MCCllOIO ALIEI llDCi fOl COllSOUDAIEO SUPPORT CENJER 0 7,700 0 7,700 

448 I · UASN lltCTOlf NftVT IESHVE SEATTLE JOlllJ MED fGKES RESERVE CEMTEI 0 0 0 10,400 

449 I ~~llllGTOll Al I IA JI OllAL CiUAltO fAIRCllllO Afl AOO/AltH 5IGUADD OPERATIONS FACILITY 0 0 1,250 1,250 

.450 I .WEST YllGllllA Allt lllAJIOtlAl GUARD E W IEGIOllAL APT (MITlllSIURG) lEPUCE lllDf'Q!OM> JUEL STORAGE TANKS 500 500 soo 500 
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FISCAl YEAR 1995 HILITAIT talSlllUCTIOll AUlllORJlATIOll (II lHOOSANOS OF OOl.LAIS) 

BUDGET COHFEltENCE 

' 1/0 LOCATIGf SERVICE lllSIAl.lAJICll PIOJECT REQUEST ff.PASSED S.PASSEO AGREEMENT 

451 I VISCOllSJI AH IA IUllAL OOAIO llLU MllC11£LL flflD REPLACE CENTRAL NEAT PLANT 800 800 800 800 
452 I VJSQJISll All IAJ IOUL OOAIO IMM flfLD AOAL N.E. SHOP/STORAGE 340 340 340 340 
453 I VISCOISll All IA JICllAL QMID wt.IC fill.I flUMEI TIAllllG FACILITY 700 700 100 700 

~ 
454 I VISCOllSll All IAl ICINAL GUAID wt.It flEll IASl fACILJ HES IHPllOVEMEIHS CPKASE I) 9,900 0 4,900 0 
455 I VJ SCOllS 11 All FOICE IESEIVE llLlY MllCllELl flELD llSTALL AIR EHISSICll CCllTROL DEVICE 750 7~0 1)0 750 z 
456 I VlsallSll All fOICE IESHVE llLLY MllCllUL FIELD FIRE FIClllER lRAllllllG FACILITY 1,450 1,450 1,450 1,450 C'l 
457 I VYOUIG All FOICl f E Ul\llfl Afl UllCiO FUEL SJORAGE TAlllS • MISSILE FAC 2,650 2,650 2,650 2,650 ~ 451 I VYCIMlllG MMT IAT HllAL GUQO CAMP GUHllSU Ullll n UPGIADE 0 0 6,233 0 (.Fl 

459 I VYOllllG Alln' llAT IOllAL GUAID IOIRlllGIC. ARHOltY 0 0 5,300 5,JOO (.Fl -460 0 COllUS CLASS If I ED AllfY ClASSlflED LOCATION CLASSlflED PROJECJ 1,900 1,900 1,900 0 
461 0 COllUS CLASSIFIED IAVY Cl.ASSUIEO LOCATION AllCUH FIRE/RESCUE STA ' YEH HAJNT FAC 2,200 2,200 2,200 2,200 z 
46l 0 allUS CLASSIFIED All FOICE CUSSlflED LOCAHOll SPECIAL IACTICAl UlllT D£TEllHOll FACJLIH 2, 141 Z, 141 z, 141 2, 141 > 

t'-4 
463 0 COllUS ClASSlflED DEFEISE AGENCIES CLASSIFIED LOCAllOll COMIWID 5UPPORT fAClllTY UTILITY UPGRADE 5,300 5,300 5,300 5,300 
464 0 GEIMlfY All fOICE IMSTUI M llAZAIDOUS VASlE STOIAGE FACILITY 1, 150 1, 150 1, 150 : 1, 150 ~ 
465 0 GEIUWl1' All fOICE IMS1Ell M UP4iUD£ SEVAGE COLLECTION STSTEH 11,200 ".zoo 11,ZOO 11,200 ~ 
466 0 GEIUWIY AIR FOICE WMGOAILEJI Al CHILD DEVELOPMENT CEMTEI Z,273 2,273 2,27l 2,zn 0 
467 0 GEIMllT All FOla SNllGOAaEllM UPGO SE\WiE tlEATtCENT PL.Allt ' SEWER SYS 7,ZOO 7,200 7,200 7,200 ~ 
468 0 GaEECE NAVY ~A MY CllllE NAVAL SUPPOllT ACTIVllY AllCIAf1 PARKING APRCll 3,050 J,050 3,050 3,050 

tj 

469 0 GaHILAllO All FOICE 111Ul£ M Fii£ 1UllllG fACILITT 2,450 2,450 2,450 2,450 ~ 470 0 GUM llAYT PUILIC UllllS CEllEI UPGU11E ELECHICAL POWEi PlAllT 0 21,600 0 0 
471 0 11ALT IAVY llAPlES llAYAl SUPPORJ ACTlVI 1Y IACMELOR EllLISJEO QUARJElS 19,360 19,360 19,360 19,360 0 c:: 472 0 11ALT IAVY IW'l.ES MUL UPOIJ ACTJYIJY QUALITY Of LIFE FACILITIES (lllCREKENT 11) 9, 100 9, 100 9, 100 9, 100 (.Fl 

473 0 HALT NAVY Sia.LU MYM. Allt SJAJ ION IACllELCll EILISTED CIUAllTEtS 13,750 13, 750 1.3,750 u. 750 tT1 
'74 0 · KOREA AltlT CNP CAS('f IAUACICS 0 29,200 0 29,200 

475 0 ICOIEA ARNT f.IW COi .. WIACO 0 6,200 0 0 

476 0 KOREA ARMY CAMP IED ClCla IAIL\aS 0 5,400 0 5,400 

4n o ICVAJALEIN A .... Y l\IAJALHI fUEl COllTAlllHEllT FAtlllJY 1,ZOO 1,200 1,200 1,200 

478 0 ICWAJALEIN Al"Y k\IUALHI covtl UU WATER TANKS 5,200 5,200 5,200 5,200 

479 0 PORTUGAL AIR fOICE LAJU nu• REFUSE llC. • 11.:AA TOR 2,850 2,850 2,850 2,850 

. 480 0 PUEUO llCO NAVf SAIAllA $ECA MYAL SlCUR 1 lY GltOUP ACTI YI 1Y <Jr£1All<JIS IUlLDIN<i ADOIT ION 1,650 1,650 1,650 1,650 

, ... 16 



FISCAL TEAi 1995 "llfTAIT COllSYIUCTJOll MITDIZATIOll (IN THOUSAJIDS OF DOllAlS) 

BIJ>GET CONFER ENCE 

' 1/0 LOCATIOI SEIYICE INSlALlATJOI Ptt(JJECl REQUEST H.PASSEO S.PASSEO AGREEKEllT 

411 0 PUEITO llCO All llATIONAL liUAIO PUERJO llCO IW ADD TO AND AUEi AllCIAfT CORROSION fAC 750 no 750 750 
48l 0 PUERTO llCO A I It llA Tl «*Al GUAllD PUERIO llC:O IMJ REPLACE UllOEIGRWllO FUEL SH>RAGE TANU 590 590 590 590 
413 0 WITED ICINGOClt llAYY ST MAUGAN JOl91 MlllJKE COHKUlllCATION CTR CJllLO DEVUOPHENT AND YOUTH CENTER 3,900 3,900 3,900 3,900 

() 
414 0 WI fEO klllGDCll All FOICE IAf LAKHllUH NJO TO NlO AUEi DCJMIJORT 3,700 3,700 3,700 3,700 0 
485 0 Ull I no ICINGDCJt Allt fOICf IAF UICElllUJI UPGIAOE STORll DIAllWiE SISTEK 2,550 2,550 2,550 2,550 z 
486 0 Ull IYEO IC I NCDClt Allt FOICE IAF LAUllttEAI• f·1SE NJO TO IUllHOllS MlllTEllANCE fAC 850 850 850 850 ~ 
417 0 CMltSEAS ClASSIFIED Allt fOICE OVUSEAS ClASSlf IED WAR IEADlllUS MAJllJEIWICl/IWIAGEMEllT FAC 1,300 1,300 1,300 1,300 ~ ,. 0 OVERSEAS CLASSIFIED Allt FORCE OVEISEAS CLASS If IED \IM READINESS MAlEllAL. MEDICAL STORAGE FAC 2, 100 z.100 2, 100 2, 100 rJJ 
489 0 OfEHEAS CLASSIFIED All FORCE OVEltSEAS ClASSlflEO WAI READINESS MATERIAL. OPEN STORAGE FAC 650 650 650 650 rJJ 

~ 

490 01 UOILDVIDE WSPECJFllED AltllY .UllSPECIFIED Wlt.DUIDE LOCAflONS UNSPECIFJED "lllOI allSTIUCHClll 12,000 12,000 12,000 12,000 0 
491 01 UOILDVIDE tMSHCI F IEO AltllY UllSPEClllED UlllUUIDE LOCATIONS CIVILIAN UIDOSTIEllJI 0 0 (14,000) 0 z 
492 01 UOILDWIDE UllSHCIFIEO AMY UllSPEClflE.9 Ulllt.IUIO£ LOCAllONS AllHT - NOST MA TIOll 5UPl'ORT 25,000 25,000 25,000 10,000 > 
493 01 UOILDUIDE tMSPECIFIEO AMT UNSPECI FIE.9 WOllMllOE LOCAllONS PLAlllllllCi N6' 0£$1GI 6Z,9Z6 66, 126 6l,9Z6 66, 126 t-4 

49' 01 \IDILINIDE IJISPfCI FIED llAYY UllSPECIFIEO .......,lDE LOCAflONS UMSPECIF IED MINOR CQllSlllUCTJON 7,000 7,000 7,000 • 7,000 ~ 
495 01 UOILDUIDE UllSPECJFU:O NAVY UllSPECI F IEO UUlllUIDE LOCAi lOltS PLANNING AND DESIGll 43,380 43,380 0,380 43,380 () 
496 01 UOILDVIDE IJISPECIFlfO All fORCE UllSPEC IF I ED UOIUIWIDE LOCA fl CNS PLANNING NlO DESIGll 49,386 49,386 49,386 49, 386 0 
497 01 UOILDUIDE WSPECIFIEO Allt JOICE UllSPECJflEO MUIUlllDE LOCAllONS UNSPECIFIED MINOR COllSllUCTION 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 ~ 
491 01 \IOILDUIDE IJISPECI F IED IASE CLOSURE I IASE HM. IGIMPl1 & CLOSUllE ACC I PARr I IASE lEALICiNMENT & ClOSUIE PAllT 87,600 87,600 87,600 87,600 tj 
499 01 UOILDVIDE tMSPECIFlfD IASE CLOSUIE 11 IASE IEAUGIME•f & CLOSURE ACCI PAlll II IA$E REALIGllHEllT & Cl.OSUIE PAIT II 398, 700 398,700 398, 700 398, 700 I 
500 01 \IOILDUIO£ tMSPECIFIEO IASE CLOSURE 111 IASE ltEAllGIME•t & CLOSURE ACCJ PART 111 IASE REALICillMEllT & ClOSUIE ACCT PART 111 Z, 189,858 Z,005,897 2, 189,858 Z, 189,858 == 
501 01 UOILDVIDf UMSP£CIFIED DEFUSE AGEICIES lJISPEClflED RI- COllSIRUCllON PLAllNJllG ANO OESICll (DIA) 450 450 450 450 0 

C! 502 DI UDILDUIDE UNSPECIFIED OEFEltSE AGENCIES UllSPfClflED UDIUIUIDl lOCAllONS PLANNING ANO DESIGll (lllDO) 530 530 530 530 rJJ 
503 01 UOILDUIDE WSPECHIEO DEFEISE AGENCIES UllSPECIFIED UUllDUIDE LOCAllOlfS PLANNING AHO DESIGll 0 6,000 6, 000 t'T'l 
504 01 · UOILDUIDf UllSPEClflEO DfFEltSE AGENCIES UllSPEClf.IED llllUIUllE LOCATIONS UNSPECIFIED MUKa aJISTIUtllOll COCX>OS) 4,430 4,430 4,430 4,430 

50S 01 UOILDWJDE UllSPEClfllD DEFENSE AGENCIES UNSPECIFIO llllUIUllE LOCATIONS PLUllUIG AND DESIGI (SIOF) 5,713 5,713 5,71l 5,71] 

506 OJ QLDUJDE tMSPECIFIED DEFEllSE AGEllCIES UllSPECIFIEO WDIUIVIDE LOCAJIONS PLANNING ANO OESIGM (QSO) 12,360 12,360 12,360 12,360 

507 01 UOILDUIDE IJISPECIFJU OEFEllSE AGENCIES UISPECIFIED UOll.IVllE LOCATIONS CONTlllGEllCT COllSTIUCTIOI (0$0) 10,411 8,511 8,511 3,511 

soa 01 UDllDUIDE IJISPEClfll:O DEFEQE AGENCIES lJISPEClflEO uan..llDE LOCATIONS UllSPECIF IED HlllOI QllSTltUCTIOtl (OSO) 3,000 3,000 3,000 l,000 

509 01 'lltlDwlDE UMSPlCI FIEO DfltME AGENCIES Ull5'£CIFIED \mt.IUllE LOCAllONS UNSPECIFIED "IQ CClllSTllX:TION (JCS) 5,873 5,87l S,87l 5,873 

510 01 YlaLDWIDE UNSPEtlf1IO OEFEISE AGENCIES UllSP£Clf1EO MUIUllllE lOCAJIOllS UNSPECIFIED HUKJR CClllSTltUCTlON ($Of) 4,0ZO 4,0ZO 1.,020 4,020 
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FISCAL T£Al 1995 IHUfAIT CClllHUCTIOI MITllOllZATIOI (Ill TllOUSAll>S Of DOllMS) 

BU>GET' C~FE~ENCE 

' 1/0 LOCATICll SERVICE llSTALLAT IOll PltOJECT REGUESJ H.PASSED $.PASSED ACREE~NT 

511 01 WORLOVIDE UllSPECIFIED DEFEllSE AfilllCIES UNSPECIFIED WOllLOWIDE LOCATIONS ENEICY CONSEIVATIOll llV'ROVEHEllT PROGRNt 50.000 50,000 50,000 50,000 
51Z 01 WORLOVIDE UNSPECIFIED DEFEllSE KEllCIES UNSPECIFIED WOllLOWIDE LOCATIONS UllSPEClf IEO KllOlt CONSTRUCTION (DKFO) 5,0l5 5,025 5,025 S,025 
SH OI WORLOVIDE UlllSPECI flEO DEffllSE MiEllCIES UNSPECIFIED WOllLDWIO£ LOCATIONS Pl.MUllMCi ANO OESIGH (DHfO) 26.907 26,907 26,907 26, 907 

~ 
514 OI WORLDWIDE UNSP£Clf IED MAIO UNSPECIFIED WOllLOWIOE LOCATIONS NATO lllfWlRUCTURE 219,000 119,000 219,000 119,000 0 
515 OI WORLDWIDE UlllSPECIFIEO AMY IATltllAL GIMllO UNSl'EC:lflED WOllLDWIOE LOCATIONS UllSPEC:lf IEO KlllOR CONSlRUCTION 5, 167 5, 167 5, 167 s, 167 z 
516 01 WORLDWIDE UlllSPEClflED AMY •ATICJIAl GUA10 UlllSf'fClflEI' W.LDWIDE LOCATIONS PLAIUllllCO MIO DESIGH 1,000 2, 157 15, 191 5,900 C") 
517 01 WORLOW I OE UllSPEC: IF I ED AllMY IESUVE UNSPECIFIED WORLOUIDE LOCATIONS PLAPlllG AllO DESIGN 5,l53 5,253 5,253 5,251 ~ 518 01 WORlDWIOE UNSPECIFIED AllMY IESEIVE UllSPECIFIEO WOllLDWIDE LOCATIONS UNSPECIFIED KINC>a CONSTRUCTION Z,657 2,657 2,657 2,657 Cfl 
519 01 W.UKllOE UNSPECIFIED llAYY RESERVE UllSPECIFIEO WOllLDWIDE lOCAT IONS UlllSPECIFIED MINOR COllSlRUCrlOll 158 158 158 1511 Cfl -SlO Of WILDUID£ UllSP£CIFIED llAYJ IESEM UllSl'ECIFIU> WORLDWIDE LOCAi IOllS PUlllUUi ANO DESIGll 1,157 1,357 11,757 1,800 0 
Sl1 CH WOILDVIOE WISPEC If I EO A 11 ltA llOlfAl CilMIO WISKClflEO W.LDWIDE LOCATIONS &llSPEClf IEO HINOA COICStlUCTIOll 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 z 
SlZ or WILDVIOE ~ClflEO All llATIOIAL QJUD lllSPEClf IED UOltlDVIDE lOCAHCllS st•IAL IEDUCI IOI 0 0 (8,000) 0 > re 
5Z3 01 WOllLDVIOE WISPECIFIED All ltAllOMAL GtM10 msffCIFIED WORlOWIDE LOCATIONS Pl.AllllllG AND DESlGll 11.SJZ 11. 532 1'..823 \4,823 

524 01 WOILOVID£ WISPECIFIED All FOICE IESERYl UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE lOCAllONS lllSPEClflEO HINOll CONS1RUCTIOll 4.Dla 4,018 4,018 ·4,018 ~ 
525 01 W.LDVl0£ WISPfCIFIED All FOICE IESEIV£ UllSPEClf IEO \lllllDWIDE lOCATIONS PUlllllllCi AMO DESIGN 1.tn l,438 3, 172 3,438 n 
526 01 W.LDVIDE IMSHCI F &ED AMY UllSPEClflEO WOltlOWIDE LOCAllONS GEllEIAL REDUCllOll 0 0 0 (23,500 0 
527 01 W.LDVl0£ WISPECIFIED llAVT msKClflEO WORLDWIDE LOCAll.ONS fiEJllUl. REDUCT IOll 0 0 0 <Zl, 500 ~ 
521 01 WOILOVIOE lltSPECIFIEO Allt fOICE • UllSHClflED WOftlDWIDE LOCAJIONS GENEIW. IEOUC II Oii 0 0 0 <23,500 ~ 
529 01 WOILDWIDE YMIOUS AMY •ATIGIAL QJAllO YAIJOUS LOCAllOllS MMORT Ullll SlOAAliE 8UllDlllG &40 640 840 1!40 ~ 510 01 WOILDVIOE YAltlOUS AIHJ llAJ IOllAL CiUA110 YMIOUS LOCAi IOllS lmoaR ~ HOOERNIZATION ll9 819 839 839 

5.ll XFM ALAIAM FllC·Alll fOICE MX\ELL Afl JMllLY llWSING (25 UNITS> z, too 2, 100 2, 100 2, 100 0 e 
512 XfM ALASICA flC·AltftY fOll •ICllMOSOll REllOVAIE fl.HILT MOUSING (72 UHITS) 0 0 5,000 S,000 Cfl 
533 XFM AllZCllA fHC·All JOICE DAYIS· ... llWI Afl fAIUU llQJSING REPLACEHEN1 ( 110 UHITS) s.940 10,029 5,940 10,029 ~ 

514 Xfll CAllFOl•IA r11c-uvy IWllltf COIPS IASE CAHP PENOLEIOll IEU CDISIRUCI IOll ( 196 HOt1ES) za.ssz 21!, 552 28,552 za, 552 

5J5 XFM CALlfOINIA fHC·llAYY l'UILIC WOIKS CENIU 5AN OIECO llEY CQISTRUCllOll (1l6 Ha\£$) 18,262 18,262 18,262 18,262 

536 XFM CAllFOlllA FllC·Alll fOICE IEAU Afl fAIUU llWSINli (76 UNl1$) l,&4Z 8,642 8,642 8,842 

Sl7 XFM CAllfOllllA fllC·Allt fOICE EDWAIOS Afl FMllU llWSIMG (l4 UNITS) ,,629 4,629 4,6Z9 4,629 

5ll '"" . 
CALl,OIWIA FllC·Allt fOICE LOS MGELH Afl •v CGIS1RUCT IOll (50 UNI TS) 0 5,000 8,962 8,962 

539 Xfll CALI fOltltl A '"'"AIR FOllCE YAll)(lll(IG Af~ rAHIU llWSING (128 UNltS) ~!,460 16,460 16,460 16,460 

540 xn COLOIADO fllC·AltftY FOil CAaSC. UPLAC£11EMT COMSlRUCT ION ( 145) 16.SOO 16,500 16,500 16.500 

,.,. ta 



FISCAL TEAii 1995 "ILITAH tmSllUCTICll AUTHORIZATION (Ill TllaJSAllOS OF OOU.AU) 

llll>CET CONFERENCE 

' 1/0 lOCATICll SEIYlct l•SJMLATIClt Pla.lltr REQUEST II.PASSED S.PASSED AGllEEHENT 

541 XFI DISTllCT Of COUllllA FllC·Allt FORCE: IOll llli Af I FNUU llWSING ( 100 UNI JS) 9,000 9,000 9,000 9,000 
54Z Xfll FLORIDA FllC·All FORCE: 'Aflla AFI fMIU lllUSING as UIUJS) 7, 14S 7, 145 7, 145 7, 145 

543 XFI GIORGIA FllC·Alln' fCIH SJEUMT UPUCDIUll CONSTRUCJ ION ( 128) 10,600 10,600 10,600 10,600 
544 Xfl llA\Mll FIC·Alln' •LEIWI) FMIU IWSlllG IDAD IMPlOVUtEIT 0 0 3,500 0 n 

0 
545 XFll HAWAII FIC·Allrf SC.of IEU> IMIMXS R£PUCD1Eilt COMSTRUCI IC»I ( 190) 26,000 26,000 26,000 26,000 z 
546 Xfll llAWAI I FIC·llAYT fDllAUM J£11tACE IEPUCSIUT Of (100) fAHILY HWSING WllJS 0 16,000 0 16,000 ~ 
547 Xfll IDAllO FllC•All FORCE l'IUIJAll IOltE All fNllLT llJUSlllG (60 UNI TS) 5,71Z 5,712 s, 712 5. 712 ~ 548 XH IDAllO FllC·Afl FORCE MlUITAll llJNE Afl fMIU llWSlllG (4 UllllS) 881 15151 881 881 CJ) 

549 Xfl llllllOll nlC•Allt FORCE scon Afl *USll5 1£LOCATICll, PllASE Ill (300 UNITS_) 0 0 0 0 CJ) 
~ 

550 XFll l:AISAS fllC•Aaf . fCllJ lllfT IUUUMEllHJ COMSJRUCJ ION ( 126 UNI JS) 0 0 12,600 tZ,600 0 
551 XFll l:AISAS fllC·AIR FORCE NeaJllE.l All JMUU IWSlllG (70 UNITS) 8,lU 8,lZZ 8,3ZZ 8,322 z 
55Z XFI LOUISIAllA Fllt•AIR FClct IMnMl.EAfl fMILT IW511Ki (82 UNITS) a,Zl6 8,Z36 8,236 8,236 > 
553 XFll MlflAle FKC·llAYf llAVM All 1HJ CEITEll PAIUXUI RIVER JIEV CGISllUtllC»I (H$G Off ICE) 86l 863 863 86] r4 

554 XFI MSSACllUSETTS fllt•AaY llATICl llSUlCI CEWIER l~t COMSJRUCTIOll US> 4.150 '· 150 4, 150 , 4, 150 ~ 555 XFI "IHISSIPPI flC•llAYf CIC liUl.fflOIJ . FMlll DJSlllG ( t20 UNI ts) 0 10,370 0 10,)70 n 
556 Xfl "lllOUll fllt·All FORCE WITBWI Afl *llSI• OFFICE 567 567 567 567 0 
557 XFI llEW MEXICO Flt·AIR FORCE ~All FNUU IDUSJllC (1 UNIT) ZJO ZJO Z30 230 ~ 
SSS XFI llf\I MEXICO FIC·All FORCE. ' ... lClllll All FMU.T IW511G (76 UNITS) 7,733 7,733 ' 7,733 7, 733 ~ 
559 xn 11£W MEXICO fllC·All FCllCE IClllLAll> All FMIU aQUSllKi (106 UNITS) t0,058 10,058 10,058 10,058 ~ 560 XFll 11£\I fOR( FllC·AlllY US "ILIJMT KMENT IEIU£61Ht COMSJRUCT ION (56) 8,000 a,ooo 8,000 8,000 

561 XFll llORTll CAIOLlllA FIC·All FClCE '°"'An fMIU IKIUSllG (120 UlllTS) 14,874 14,874 14,874 H,874 0 
562 xn llORlll CAROL I NA FIC·All FORCE SEYllDUI ,..,... Afl fNUll IWSllG (74 UNITS) 6,025 6,025 6,025 6,025 c 

CJ) 

563 XFll llORJI DMOJA FllC·All FClCE GIAm ABS Al8 USlll&GfflCE 709 709 109 709 tTl 
S64 XFll soun CAROL I llA FIC·AlltY ,., nasar fMIU mlSlllG ( 105 WITS) 0 1Z,OOO 0 0 

565 XFN SOUJll CMOLllA FIC•All FORCE SllAll All fMIU IWSlllG (3 UNI IS) 631 631 631 631 

566 XFN TEXAS FIC•AaY FORT lllSS IEPU11181Hl CONSIRUCTIC»I (110) 10,600 10,600 10,600 10,600 

567 xn TEXAS FllC•Aaf FCllf lllSS IULMBIBlt CONStRUCTIOll (105) 10,800 10,800 10,800 10,800 

568 )(fN TE~S flC·ARMY fCllf SM lllUStal HPUiC:UelJ CONSIRUCl IOll ( 100) to,ooo 10,000 10,000 10,000 

569 XFK TEXAS · FIC·llAYf CORPUS C.ISTI llAYAl AIR ST.UlOlf fNUU IOUSIMCi UNITS ( 100) 0 11,t:·.JiJ · o 11,800 

570"-ltfft TEXAS FllC·All FORCE DYESS Afl fNllU ICllllllG (59 UNITS) 1.011 1.011 7,077 7,077 
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FISCAL TEAii 1995 "ILITART catSYIUCTIOll AUTDIZATIOll CUI TllOUSANDS Of DOlLAllS) 

U>Gfl CONFERENCE 

' 1/0 LOCATlm IEIYla I HT AL LAT IOll NO.IECT REQUEST N.PASSEO S.PASSEO ACJIEE"Ellf 

571 XFll UTAll FIC•All FOICE Kill Afl FAMILY llWSlllG REPLACEMENT (138 UNITS) 0 11,400 11,400 11,400 

5n XFK YllGllUA flC·llAYl' II.AVAL SlllPYAIO POaTSftOUlll llEW CDISJIUCTIOll (SELF llELP/IWIEKWSE) 555 555 555 555 

571 XFN YllGIWIA flC•All fOICE LMGlET Afl JMIU NOOSING (143 UNITS) 14,421 14,421 14,421 14,4Z1 

574 XFll WASllllGTC. FIC•llAYY NAVAL STATIC. PUGET SOUlfO, EVUUI NEU COMSTRUCllOll (NSG Off ICE) 740 780 780 780 n 
0 

575 XFll WASllUKiTC. FIC•All FOICE fAllClllLO Afl FMllT NOOSING (6 UMIIS) 1,0l5 1,035 1,035 1,035 z 
576 xn VYOlllllG FIC·All FC•CE F E VAlllH Afl fMILT llWSlllG ( 106 UNITS) 11,JZ1 11,3Z1 11,321 11,3Z1 ~ 
577 XOf'll lf:UO IUC FIC•OEFEllH AGEllCIU IELGllJt OfflCIAl IUIOEllCE PUICNASE JOO JOO JOO 300 ~ 578 XOf'll UOllDVIDf IJfalfCIPUD flC·AlllY UNSP£CIFIED UOllDVIDE LOCAT IOllS COllSlllUCT IOll IKPROVEltEllJS 49, 760 49,760 49,760 49,760 

(J) 
519 JIOFll UORt.DVIDf tlfSPECIFIED FIC•MICI UlfSP£CIFIED 1Dt.DVIO£ LOCATIOH Pla.lllG S,992 5,99Z 5,992 5,992 (J) 

~ 

5IO XOfll WOltllUIDE UNSPECIFIED FB·,..., ·UNSPfCIFIO UlllUUID£ lOCAJIOH CIYILIM UNDEISTIEICiJI 0 0 (6,000) 0 0 
581 XOfll WORLDWIDE UNSPfCIFIED fft·,..., UNSPECIFIED UDllDUID£ LOCATJOllS ... TIME llsmAllCE PIEIUlltS 11 ,, 

" 11 z 
58l XOFll WltlDVIO£ UlfSPfCIFIED FIS•AlllY UNSNC.IFllED WOltt.DUID£ LOCATlc.!S MllllllAllCE Of llEAL PIOPERJY 404,414 404,414 356,914 35Z,514 > 
58J XOFll WltlDWID£ UNSPl:Cl FIED FIS•AlllY UNSPEClflEO '°'lDWIDE LOCAT IOllS Ulllll IH ACWJllT 2aJ,9ll Z83,933 283,933 Z50,433 ~ 

584 XOFM UDILDVID£ UNSNCIFIED fll•AllMT UNSPEClflfD UDllDUIDE LOCAJIOllS twlMilERlllJ ACCWMJ 80,340 80,340 80,340 T7, 140 ~ 58S XOFN WltlDVIOf UNSHCI F IED Fft·AlllY UNSPfCI flED WOltlDUID£ LOCAJIOllS MISCEllMIEWS ACCWllT 1,856 1,856 1,856 1,856 n 
H6 XOFll UDll.DVIDE UllSPfCIFIED Fft·AIMY UNSHCIFIED UDIUUIDE lOCAJIOllS fU .. 15MUIGS ACCOUMT 49 ,083 49,0BJ 49,083 43,683 0 
587 XOFN WltLDVIH UN5"CI FllD f'llS·AIMY UlfSHCI FllD UDIUUIDE LOCATI OllS UASlllG 24l,44Z 243,442 Z43,44Z Z4l,442 ~ 
588 XOFN WltLDWIDf lltSPl:CI FllD FIS·Alttn' 'UISPfCIFllD UOIUIUIDE LOCATIONS SEIVICES ACCOUNT 58, 1Z9 58, 1Z9 ,58, 1Z9 44,629 ~ 
58' XOfN WltlDVIOE UNSPfCI FUD flC·llAYY UNSPECIFIED WDllDVIDE LOCATIONS PUlllllll5 24,681 Z4,681 24,681 24,681 I 
590 XOFN WltlDWIDE UNSHCIFIED flC·MAYY UNSPECIFIED UORt.DVIDE LOCATIONS COUJIUCI IOll IMPROYEHEllTS 155,602 155,602 15S,60Z 155,602 0:: 
591 XOFK WltLDWIOE UllSHCIFIED FllS·MAYY UNSPECIFIED WOltt.OUIDE LOCATIONS MORIGA&E lllSURMICE PREHlll4S 85 85 85 85 0 
59l . XOFN WltlDVIDE UNSflfCl"ED FllS·NAYY UNSPECIFIED UORt.IUIDE LOCATIONS LEASllMt 114,336 114,336 114,336 114, 336 C! 

(J) 
593 JlOfN \DLDUIOE UNSPECIFIED FllS•NAYY UNSPEClfllU UDll.IUIDf LOCAHONS fWIMEHf:lll ACCOUllT 88,827 88,8Z7 88,827 88,827 ~ 

594 JlOfK WltlDUIOf IJllSPfC.,lf:D FIS•NAYY UNSPECIFIED \Dt.DUIDE lOCATIOIS MISClll.AllfWS AtaUIT 1,217 1,217 1,217 1,217 

595 XOFH YDRLDVIOf UlrSP!CTFlfO FllS·WAYY UN5'ECIFIED UDILDUIDE LOCATIONS SHYICH ACCOUllJ 48,793 48, 793 48,793 48,793 

596 XOFN WOltlDVIDf UNSP£CIFIED Fll·NAYY UNSPECIFIED UDllDUID£ lotATIONS fUllllSl111'5 ACCWllT JZ,Z3l JZ,233 3Z,233 32,231 

597 JlOfM WOltlDVl0£ UNSKCJflED FllS•IAYY UNSPECIFIED Ullll.DUIDE LOCATIONS UJllltllS ACQUIT 184,845 184,845 184,845 184,845 

599 XOfM WOltlDVIDf Ulf9'1£CI FtfO FllS·IAVY . UNSPECIF llD WDllDUIDE LOCATIONS MlllTUIAMCE Of REAL PROPERTY laJ,26l 383,261 467,263 467,263 

599 XOfH WltLDvlOE UMSPfCIFltO . FllC•All roaa UNSPEClrlEO WDIUUIOf LOCATIONS CQllHUCI IOll I LllPIOVEHENJS 61,770 61,770 61,770 ~1.770 

600 XOFM UOILDVID£ Ulf5'it1fHO flC·All fCllCE UNSPECIFl£0 WDIUIUIDE LOCATIOllS PlMllllll5 9,275 9,275 9,Z75 9,27S 

hteZO 



rlSCAL TEAii t995 MILl1AllY COllSHUCTIOll AUTllOltlZATIOll (Ill TICIUSAl9S Of DOllAllS) 

BUDGET CONFERENCE 

• 1/0 LOCATIOll SEllVICE INST AL LAT IClf PROJECT REQUEST H.PASSED $.PASSED AGREV.ENT ~ 
0 

601 IOfll WORLDWIDE lllSPEClflED fHS·All FORa lllSPECIFIED WDltll'llDE LOCATIONS MAMACEHEllT .\CCOOllT 45,076 45,076 45,076 45,076 
z 
C') 

602 JIOfll WORLDWIDE UllSPEClflED flS·All FORa UNSHCIFIED WDltll'llOE LOCATIONS Ml SCELLAllEOUS ACCOOllT S,794 S,794 S,794 S,794 ~ 603 IDfl UOllLDVIDE UNSPECIFIED FHS·All FORa UNSPECIFIED WOlll'llDE LOCAi IONS UTILIT IU ACC<UIT 178,472 1711,472 178,472 1715,472 
Vl 

6CK DI UOllLDUIDE lllSPEClflED FHS·All FOUi lllSPEClflED WILl'llOE LOCATIONS MORTGAGE INSUIWICE PREMllltS 26 26 26 26 Vl 
'°5 DH UDILDUIDE lllSPEClflED Flll·All FOita lllSPEClflED WILMllOE LOCATIONS SERVICES ACCOUllT 32,724 32,724 32,724 l2,7Z4 

lo-I 

0 
606 DI UOllLDUIOE llllHClflED flll·All fORCI UNSPECIFIED WILl'llOE LOCAllONS MllHENMICE Of UAL PROPERJY lSl,644 3113,644 407, 144 407, 144 z 
607 JIDfl UDILDUIDE lllSPEClflED flll•Afl FORCI lllSPEClflED WOlll'llOE LOCATIONS LEASING 112,757 112,757 112,757 112,157 > 
a XOfl UDILDUIDE lJt$P£ClflED flS·All FOUi UHPEClflEI> WIUUll>E LOCAllONS FURNISHINGS ACCQJllT 42,852 42,852 lo2,8S2 42,852 r4 
619 DI WILDUIOE llllPEClflED ;IC·DEfllfSI AGEllCIES UlfSPEClflED WIUUIOE LOCAllONS CONSTRUCT ION IMPltCMttENTS 50 50 50 50 ~ 611 JIDfl UDILDUIDE lllSP£ClflED Fll·OEFEISI AGEICIES ·uwsPEC" IED WILl'llOE L OCA II ONS SUVICES ACCQJllJ 341 341 l41 341 

~ 
611 DI UDILDUIDE lllSPECIFIEI> FllS·DEfllfH ACUCIES lllSPEC_IFIO UDllDUIOE LOCAllOIS fUlHISMINGS ACCOOlll 47 47 47 47 0 
612 JIOfl UDILDUIDE lllSPECIFIED FIS·OffElfSE AGEllCIEI UlfSPEClflED UDllDUIDE LOCAllC.S UllLIJIES ACC<UII 460 460 460 460 ~ 
613 DI UDILDUIDE lllSPECIFIED FllS·OEFElfSE MiHCIH UNSPECIFIED UDltt.DUIDE LOCAi IONS MANAGEMENT ACCGUllT 65 65 65 65 r 614 xan UDILDUID£ lllSPECIFIED FllS·DEfllfU AGEllCIES UNSPECIFIED UDILl'llOE LOCAllOHS SUVICES ACCOUllT 50 so 50 so 
615 JIOfl UDllDUIOf lllSP£CI flEI> FllS·DEFEISE AGHCIH UNSP£Clfll0 \allWIOE LOCATIONS lEASIHG 13,272 13,272 13,272 ll,272 ::t 
616 mfl UDILDUIOE lllSPECIFIED FltS·DEFElfSE AGEllCIES UNSPECIFIED WILDUIDE LOCATIONS MAllllEllANCE OF UAL PROPERU 748 748 748 748 0 
617 JIOfl WORLOUIDE l.llSPECIFIEI> FNl·DEFElfSE AGEllCIES lllSPECIFlfO WDIUMllOE LOCATIOIS LEASlllG 10, 779 10,779 10,779 10,779 c:: 

Vl 
611 IOU UDllDU10£ UlfSP£ClflED FIS·DEFEllSE ACEllCIES lllSPEClflED WIUUIOE LOCAllOllS UllLIT IES ACCOOllT 420 420 420 420 ~ 
619 mfl UDILDUIDE l.llSPECIFIED FllS·DEFEllSE AGENCIES UlfSPEClflED UCILDUIOE LOCAllONS MAINTEMANCE OF REAL PROPERU zzz 222 222 222 

'20 JIOfll W.LDUIO£ lllSP£Clf1EO FIS·DEFEllSE AGElfCIES UllSPECIFIED WllUIUIDE LOCATIONS FUllllSMlllGS ACautT 75 75 75 75 
'21 JIDfl UDILDUIDE lllSPEClflED FllS•DEFEllSE MalfCIES UlfSPEClflEO UCILDUIOE LOCATIOllS Ml SCELLAllECllS ACCOJllT 31 31 31 31 

6lZ JIOH UOllLDUIDE UllSPfCIPIEO fllS·OEFElfSE AGEICIH UllSPECIFIEO UDIUIVIDE LOCATIOllS MAIWiEHEllT ACC<UIT 158 158 158 158 

6ZJ DI UDILDUIDE lllSPECI FIED FllS·DEFEISE AGllCIES UNSPECIFIED UDILDUIDE lOCATIOllS FURll I SH I IHiS ACCWIH 2,l6l Z,363 2,363 Z,363 



August 12, 1994 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 22017 
DIVISION C-DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS 
AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS 

TITLE XXXI-DEP ARTMENT OF ENERGY 
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS 

Subtitle A of Title XXXI of Division C of 
the Senate bill would authorize appropria-

tions in the amount of Sl0,325,432,000 for the 
Department of Energy national security pro­
grams. 

Subtitle A of Title XXXI of Division C of 
the House amendment would authorize ap­
propriations in the amount of $10,460,864,000 
for these purposes. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $10,305,847 ,000. 

The DOE budget requests, including the 
amended budget requests, the authorizations 
contained in the Senate bill and the House 
amendment, and the conference agreement 
are presented in the following tables. 
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Fiacal Y•r 1995 Department of Energy National Security Program• 
(Amount in thou .. nd• of dollar•) 

ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES FY 1195 FY 1995 FY 1995 Houae/Senat• 
Amended Req. HASC SASC +/-
to ~ongreaa 

TOTAL, WEAPONS ACTIVITIES 3,300,368 3,203,389 3.309,668 (106.299) 
TOTAL, DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION 

ANO WASTE MANAGEMENT 5,194,424 5, 179,381 5,212.424 . (33,063) 
TOTAL. MATERIALS SUPPO~ ANO OTHER 

DEFENSE PROGRAMS 1,898,910 1,948,704 1.893,910 54.794 
TOTAL, DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL 129,430 129,430 129.430 0 

AEOA General Reduction (220.000) 220,000 
TOTAL.ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES 10,523,132 10.480.864 10,325,432 135,432 

Conference 
Auth. 

3.234,069 

5.092.691 

1,849,657 
129,430 

10,305,847 
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(dollars in thousands) ._ 
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FY 1995 Procurement FY 1995 FY 1995 FY 1995 ._ 
Reques1 to GSA rent Amended' Amended Amended Allq. FY1~ FY 1995 Conference <:o 
Congress Reductions Request #1 Request #2 . to Congress HASC SASC Authorization <:o 

~ 

ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES 

WEAPONS ACTMTIES 
A. Rnewch and development 

1. Rn-ch and development - ca• 
Opsatlng expenses 849,341 0 0 0 849,341 653,341 849,341 849.341 
Capital equipment 69,420 o. 0 0 69,420 69,420 69,420 59,420 
Constuc11on: 
GP0-101 General plant projects, various 
locations 8,500 0 0 0 8,500 8,500 8,500 4,500. n 
95-0-102 CMR upgrades, Los Alamos National 0 
laboratory, NM 3,300 0 0 0 3;300 3,300 3,300 3,300 z 
94-0-102 Nuclffr weapons resesch, ~ 
dewlopment, and testing facHities ~ 
revitalization, Phase V, vsious locations 13,000 0 0 0 13,000 13,000 13,000 13,000 r:Jl 

92-0-102 Nucles weapons resesch, r:Jl -dewlopment, and testing f.cHitles 0 
rwftalkatlon, phase IV, vsloua locations 21,810 0 0 0 21,810 21,810 21,810 21,810 z 
90-0-102 Nucl- WHpOns resffrch, > 
dewlopment, and ... titig facllitles t'-4 

revitalization, phase Ill, v•lous locations 7,700 0 0 0 7,700 4,900 7,700 4,900 ~ 88-D-106Nucl .. weaponsres••ch, . 
development. and testing facllitln n 

0 revtt.llzation, phase II, v•lous locations 22,480 0 0 0 22,480, 20,980 22.480 20,980 :::0 
To1al, Constuction 78.~0 0 0 0 78,790 =f2.490 76,790 68,490 ~ 

Total, An .. ch and development - c.re 795,551 0 0 0 795,551 795,251 795,551 n1.2s1 

~ 2. StockpM• stewsdship - OE 0 0 0 0 0 152.419 0 152,419 0 
3. Inertial fusion e 

r:Jl 
Operating expenses 166,755 0 0 0 188.755 186.755 166,755 16e,755 t'rJ 
Capital equipment 9,718 0 0 0 9.718 9,718 9,718 9,718 

Total, Inertial fusion 176,473 0 0 0 178,473 176,473 176,473 176,473 

4. Technology h1msfer 
Operating expenses 209,794 0 0 0 209,794 209,794 209.794 209.794 
Capital equipment 6,000 0 0 0 8,000 8,000 6,000 8,000 

Total, Technology hnsfer 215,794 0 0 0 215,794 215,794 215,794 215,794 
Total, Rensch and dewlopment . . 187,818 0 o· 0 1,187,818 1,339,937 1,187,818 t,32f,93f 

B.T .. ting 
1. Weapons progam 
r .. ting capabilities and readiness - OE 180,000 0 0 700 188,530 150,000 185,830 165,000 
Experimentation - OE 152,419 0 0 0 152,419 0 1!52,419 0 
CapftaJ equipment 15,000 0 0 0 15,000 15,000 15,470 15,000 
Constuction: 
GP0-101 General Plant projec1s, ~ 
various locations 4,000 0 0 0 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 ~ 

Q 
I-' = 
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FY 1995 Congressional Table 0 
(dollars in thousands) 

FY 1995 Proctxement FY 1995 FY 1995 FY1995 
Request to GSA rent Amended , Amended Amended Req. FY1m FY 1995 · Confwence 
Congress Reductions Aequest#1 Request #2 to Congress HASC SASC Authorization 

93-0-102 Nevada suppat facility, 
North las Vegas, NV 17,000 0 0 0 17,000 17,000 17.000 17,000 

Total, Constuctlon 21,000 0 0 0 21,000 21.000 21,000 21.000· 
Total, Weapons program 368,419 0 0 0 368,419 188,000 374,719 20(000 

2. Msahall lslanda - Dose Reconst'uction 
Operating expenses 5,830 0 0 700 8,530 5,830 0 6,530 
Cepltal equipment 470 0 0 0 470 470 0 470 

Total, Marshall Island 6.300 0 0 700 7,000 8.300 0 -1.000 
3. Sols en•gy dewlopment 0 0 0 0 0 0 10,000 0 

(j 

Total.Testing 374,719 0 0 700 375,419 192,300 384,719 208,000 0 
Total,Aet .. ch,developrnentandtesting 1,582,531 0 0 700 1,563,237 1,532,237 1,!572,537 1;529;937 z 

~ 
C. Stockpile suppat ~ 

Operating expenses 1,399,085 0 83,700 0 1,482,785 1,393,085 1,487,085 1,478.785 Vl 
A9configwatlon - OE 94,271 0 0 0 94,271 94,271 0 94,271 (J) 

~ 

Cmpital equipment 12,880 0 7,300 0 20,180 12,880 15,880 20,180 0 
Constuctlon: z 

Production base: > 
Fdllel capability asstxanc• program: ~ 

88-0-122 Faclllties capabllltles assurance ~ prasr.., (FCAP), various locations 19,620 0 0 0 19,820 14,820 19,620 14,820 
Production auppat facilities: 

(j 
0 GPD-121 General plant projects. various ::z:i 

locations 1,000 0 0 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 Cl 
95-0-123 Reptacement tansportation 

~ aafegusds division aviation facHity, 
Albuquerque, NM 0 0 2.000 0 2.000 0 2,000 2,000 

Total, ProductlOn suppat facilities 1,000 0 2,000 0 S,000 1,000 3,000 3.ooo · 0 
c:: 

Total, Production base 20,620 0 2,000 0 22,820 15,820 22,820 17,820 rJ) 

~ 

Environment, safety and heaHh: 
95-0-122 Sanltsy sews upgrade, Y-12 Plant, 
Oak Ridge, TN 2,200 0 0 0 2.200 2,200 2.200 2.200 
94-0-124 Hydrogen fluoride supply system, ' 
Y-12 Plant. Oak Ridge, TN 8,300 0 0 0 8,300 CS,300 8,300 8,300 
SM-0-125 Upgrade life safety. Kansas City 
Plant. Kans• City, MO 1,000 0 0 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 
94-0-127 Emergency notification system, 
Pentax Plant. AmwHlo, TX 1,000 0 0 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 
94-0-128 EnWorvnental, Safety and Health )... 
.,.ytk:al lab, Pantex Plant. Am•illo, TX 1,000 0 0 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 

~ 93-0-122 Life safety upgrades. Y-12 Plant. 
Oak Ridge, TN 5,000 0 0 0 5,000 5.000 5,000 5,000 ~ 

C'n 
92-0-126 Replace emergency notification ~ 

systems, vsious locations 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 """' 
85-0-113 Plant power and steam dist. system, ,.l\:J 

Pmitex Plant. Am•lllo, TX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 """' ~ 
~ 
~ 
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FY 1995 Procurement FY 1995 
'-

FY 1995 FY 1995 \0 
Request to GSA rent Amended Amended Amended Req. FY1995 FY1995 Conf•enc• \0 
Co~ress Reductions Request #1 Request #2 to Congress HASC SASC Author lzatlon ~ 

85-0-115 Renovate plutonium buildings 
utility systems, Rocky Flats, CO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
85-0-121 Mand watw pollution control 
facllties, Y-12 Plant. Oak Ridge, TN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

To..,, Envfrorwnent, safety and health 16,500 0 0 0 18,500 18,500 16,500 t6,56cf 

Safegu.ds and NC'-' ity: 
88-0-123 Sec1.rity enhancement, Pantex Plant, 
Am•illo, TX 15,000 0 0 0 15,000 15,000 15,000 15,000 

n 
Reconflgtration 0 
93-0-123 Complex- 21, vslous locations 58,000 0 0 0 58,000 58,000 0 58,000 z 

Toe.I, Constuctlon 110,120 0 2,000 0 112,120 105,320 54,120 107,320 ~ 
U.. of prior y .. balances - OE (WAISS) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ Total, Stockpile suppat 1,616,356 0 93,000 0 1,709,358 1,605,556 1,551,085 1,698,558 . rJl 

rJl 
~ 

D. ProSP".m direction 0 
w..pons program dwection - OE 167,498 0 0 0 167,498 152,498 187,498 157,498 z 
Contactor employee hnsltlon - OE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 > 
Capital equipment 2,354 0 0 0 2,354 2.354 2.354 2.354 t-4 

Tolill, Progrmn direction 169,852 0 0 0 189,852 154,852 169,852 -i59,i52" 
~ 

E. Complax reconfigwation n 
Operating expenses 0 0 0 0 0 0 94,271 0 0 

~ Conetuction: 
~ 93-0-123 Complex - 21, vslous locations 0 0 0 0 0 0 58,000 0 

~ Total, Complex reconfiglratlon 0 0 0 0 0 0 152,271 ·a 
Subtotal, WHPQns activities 3,348,745 0 93,000 700 3,442,445 3,292,1545 3,451,745 3,388,345 
Adjustments 0 

U.. of prior yes balances (17,077) 0 (54,000) 0 (131,077) (89,276) (131,077) (143,278) e 
rJl 

Conhctor pay teeze 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 !:Tl 
Procwement retorm/GSA tent reduction 0 (11,000} 0 0 0 0 (11,00Ql .<!!~~> 

Total, Adjustments (ll.07!) {11.000} (54,000} ' O (142,0llJ (89,278) (142.orn 1~.27~) 
TOTAL. WEAPONS ACTIVITIES 3.271.668 (11.000) 89,000 700 3,300,388 3,203,389 3,309,688 3,234.089 

DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION 
AND WASTE MANAGEMENT 
A. Corrective activities 

Operating expensn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Cepltel equipment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Constuction: 
92-0-403 Tank upgrades project. LL.NL 1.012 0 0 0 1,012 512 1,012 512 
89-0-142 Reactor eftluentcoolng watw 
thermal mitigation, Savannah Fiver. SC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total, Carectlve activities 1,012 0 0 0 1.012 512 1,012 512 ~ 
~ 
0 
~ 
1--l 
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FY 1995 Procwement FY 1995 FY 1995 FY 1995 
Request to GSA rent Amended Amended Amended Req. FY 1995 FY'1995 Conf•tnct 
Co!]i!es• Reductions Request #1 Request #2 to Congress HASC SASC Authorlz!{~ 

B. Envirormental restaation 
Operating expenses 1,531,969 0 0 (7,184) 1,524,785 1,527;"469 1,531,969 1,518.549 
Productivity savings Initiative (133,900) 0 0 0 {133,900) (133,900) {133,900) (!~.~.??) 

Total, Environmental restcretlon 1,398,069 0 0 (7,184} 1,390,885 1,393,569 1,398,069 1,384,649 

C. Waste manag9m9nt 
Operating expenses 2,408,029 0 0 (12,783) 2.395.248 2,384,066 2.408.029 2.390.066 
Capltal equipment 104,790 0 0 0 104,790 104,790 104,790 90,790 
Cons•uctlon: 
GP-0-171 General plant projec1s,vsious locations 23,742 0 0 0 23,742 23,542 23,742 16.832 
95-E-800 Haz8rdous materials training center 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,000 (j 

Flchland, WA 0 
95-0-401 Radlologlcal support facilities z 

G') 
Achland, WA 1,585 0 0 0 1,585 1,585 1,585 1.585 

~ 95-0-402 Install permanent elec•k:al service 
WIPP,Al 700 0 0 0 700 700 700 700 rJ) 

rJ) 
95-0-403 Haz•dous waste storage facility, AL 597 0 0 0 597 597 597 597 -95-0-405 lndustial landfill V and constuction/ 0 
demolition landfill VII, Y-12 Plant, Oak Ridge.TN 1.000 0 0 0 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 z 
95-0-408 Road 5-01 reconnuctlon, sea 5, NV 2,338 0 0 0 2,338 2.338 2,338 2.338 > 
95-0-407 219-S Secondsy containment upgrade, 

~ 

Richland, WA 2,000 0 0 0 2,000 2,000 2.000 2.000 ~ 95-0-408 Phme II liquid efflu.nt hatment and (j 
disposal, Rl 7,100 0 0 0 7,100 7,100 7,100 7,100 0 
94-0-400 High explosive wastewat• treatment :;d 
syst.m, l.ANL 1,000 0 0 0 1,000 ·1.000 1.000 1,000 tj 
94-0-402 Liquid waste hatment system, NTS 3,292 0 0 0 3,292 3,292 3,292 3.292 

~ 94-0-404 Melton Valley storage tank capacity 
lnCl' .. e,ORNL 21,373 0 0 0 21,373 21,373 21,373 21,373 0 
94-0-405 c.M'al neutralization faclity c 
pipeline extension project. K- 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 rJ) 

94-0-406 Low-level waste disposal facilities, t'T1 

K-25 6,000 0 0 0 6,000 6,000 6,000 e.ooo 
94-0-407 Initial tank rnieval systems, 
Flchland. WA 17,700 0 0 0 17.700 17,700 17,700 17.700 
94-0-408 Office facHities - 200 East. 
Richland, WA 4,000 0 0 0 4,000 4,000 4,000 4.000 
94-0-411 Solid waste operation complex 
Richland, WA 42,200 0 0 0 42,200 42,200 42,200 42,200 
94-0-414 Site 300 explosive waste storage 
facility, LLNL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
94-0-416 Solvent stcrage tanks Installation, ~ 
Savannah Rivw, SC 1,700 0 0 0 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 ~ 94-0-417 Intermediate-level and low-activity 

~ 
waste vaults, Savannah River. SC 390 0 0 0 300 300 300 300 rJ.) 

93-0-174 Plant drain waste water 
~ 

•utment upgades. Y-12 1,400 0 0 0 1,400 1,400 1,400 1.400 
._ 

93-0-175 lndus\-ial waste compaction 
__ r:-v 

facility, Y-12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
._ 
~ 
~ 
~ 
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93-0-176 Oak Ridge reservation staage 
facHlty, Oak Ridge, TN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
93-0-177 Disposal of K-1515 saniWy 
water •eatment plant waste, K- 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
93-0-178 Buldlng 374 llquld waste hetment 
f.cllty, Rocky Flats Plant, CO 3,300 0 0 0 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 
93-0-181 RadloacM liquid waste line 
repl.cement, Richland, WA 3,300 . o 0 0 3,300 3,300 3,300 3,300 
93-0-182 Repfac.ment of cross-she transfer 
aystem, Richland, WA 18,910 0 0 0 18,910 14,810 18,910 14,810 n 
93-0-183 Multi-function waster.mediation 0 
facility, Richland, WA 95,305 0 0 0 95,305 88,605 95,305 88,805 z 
93-0-187 High level wasteremoval from G°) 

filled waste tanks, Savarvlah Rl\IW, SC 28,525 0 0 0 28,525 28.5~5 26,525 26,525 ~ 
93-0-188 New sanitary landfill, Savannah River.SC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (./) 

92-0-172 Hazsdous waste treatment and 
(./) 
~ 

procHsing facility, PantH Plant 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
92-D-173 NOx abatement facility. ID 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 z 
92-0-177 Tank 101-AZ waste roleval system, > 
Richland, WA 5,000 0 0 0 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000 ~ 

92-0-188 Waste management ES&H, and compliance ~ actvlties, vslous locations 2,&46 0 0 0 2,&48 2,&48 2,&48 2,846 n 
91-0-171 Wast. receiving and processing facility, 0 
module 1, Rlchlwid, WA 3,995 0 0 0 S,995 3,995 3,995 3,995 :;:d 
90-0-172 Aging wast• hnsf• line, ~ 
Richland, WA 3,819 0 0 0 3,819 3,819 3,819 3,819 

~ 90-0-177 RWMC transwanlc (TRU) waste 
chlfacwlzatlon and staage facility, ID 11,747 0 0 0 11,747 1,747 11,747 1,747 0 
90-0-178 TSAre•l.vel •nclosU'e, ID 7,594 0 0 0 7,594 7,594 7,594 7,594 c 
89-0-142 Reactor effluent cooing wat• (./) 

thermal mitigation, Savannah RiYer, SC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 t'TJ 

89-0-172 Hanford environmental complance, 
Richland, WA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
89-0-173 Tank f•m wntlation upgrade, 
Rlchl.nd, WA 800 0 0 0 800 300 800 300 
89-0-174 Replacement high levet waste evaporator, 
Savmineh River, SC 18,000 0 0 0 18,000 18,000 18,000 18,000 
89-0-175 Haz•dous waste/mixed ~te disposal 
facUity, Savannah ~, SC 500 0 0 0 soo 0 500 0 
88-0-173 Hanford waste vitrification plant (HWVP) 
Richland, WA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
87-0-181 Diversion box and pump pit containment 
buildings, Savannah River, SC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
86-0-103 Oecontwnlnation and waste treatment 
facUlty, LLNL Uvwmore, CA 9,500 0 0 0 9,500 5,900 9,500 5,900 
83-0-148 Non-radioactive hazardous waste 

~ 
manag•ment, Savannah RNw, SC 6,000 0 0 0 8,000 6,000 6,000 6,000 ~ 

0 
~ 
~ 
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81 - T -105 Defense waste processing facility 
Savannah River, SC 45,058 0 0 0 45,058 45,058 45,058 45,058 

Total, Construction 400,226 0 0 0 400,226 374,626 400,226 374,916 
Subtotal, Waste management 2,913,045 0 0 (12,783) 2,900,262 2,963,482 2,913,045 2,ess.nz-

Productivity savings Initiative (160,800) 0 0 0 {160,800) (16018002 {160,8QQ.1 Q!Q~~_!)O) 
total, Wute management 2,752,245 0 0 (12,783) 2,739,482 2,702,682 2,752,245 2.694,972 

0. Technology development 
Op•aling expenses 386,974 0 0 0 386,974 388,974 400,974 380.974 
Capital equipment 25,435 0 0 0 25,435 25,435 25,435 24.785 
Conetilction: n 
95- E-600 Hazsdous materials training center. 0 
Richland, Washington 14,000 0 0 0 14,000 14,000 0 0 z 

Total, Technology development 426,409 0 0 0 426,409 426,409 426,409 405.759 " ~ 

~ 
E. Tranapatation management rJJ 

Opsatlng expenses 20,240 0 0 0 20,240 20,240 20,240 20,240 rJJ -Capital equipment 444 0 Q 0 444 4~ 444 444 0 
Total, Transportation management 20,684 0 0 0 20,684 20,684 20,684 20:684 - z 

> 
F. ProSP"am direction ~ 

Operating expenses 83,748 0 0 0 83,748 83,748 83,748 83,748 ~ Capital equipment 1,200 0 0 0 1,200 1,200 1,200 1,200 
Total, Program direction 84,948 0 0 0 84,948 84,948 84,948 94:948 n 

0 
G. Facility tansition & management ~ 

Opsatlng expenses 686,550 0 0 (3,033) 683,517 685,550 681,550 676,884 f Capital equipment 23,947 0 0 0 23,947 23,947 23,947 18.947 
Construction: :I: 

GP-D-171 General plant projects, v•. locations 20,495 0 0 0 20,495 20,495 20,495 15.211 0 
c 95-0-453 Primsy highway route north of 1he Wye rJl 

Blnlcede, Richland, WA 2,500 0 0 0 2.500 2,500 2,500 0 t'!1 
95-0-454 324 Facility compliance/renovation, 
Richland, WA 1,500 0 0 0 1,500 1,500 1,500 1,500 
95-0-455 Idaho natioMl engineering labaratay 
radio comnulications upwede, INEL. Idaho 1,440 0 0 0 1,440 1,440 1,440 0 
95-0-458 Security facHlties uwade, Idaho 
ct.mlcal processing plant. IN EL. ldahO 986 0 0 0 988 988 986 988 
94-0-122 Underground storage tanks, Rocky · 
Flats Plant. CO 2.500 0 0 0 2,500 2,500 2.500 2.500 
94-0-401 Emergency response facility, INEL. ID 5,219 0 0 0 5,219 5,219 5,219 5,219 
94-0-412 300 •ee process seww piping system ~ UPSJade,Rlchland, 'NA 7,800 0 0 0 7,800 7,800 7,800 7,8oo 

~ 94-0-415 Idaho national engineering laboratay 
medical facilities, NEL. ID 4,920 0 0 0 4,920 4,920 4,920 4,920 ~ en 
94-0-451 lntastucture replacement, '-+-

Rocky Flats Plant. CO 10,600 0 0 0 10,600 10,600 10,600 10.600 N 

93-0-172 Idaho national.engineering labaalay --~ 
efectlcal upgrade, NEL.10 7.800 0 0 0 7,800 7,800 7,800 7.800 N 

~ 
~ 
~ 
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~ 93-0-184 325 faclity complance/renovatlon, 
~ 

-9 Pacific Northwest Laboratory, Richland, WA 1,000 0 0 0 1,000 1.000 1,000 1,000 
:; 93-0 -185 Landlad program safety compliance, 

phase II, Richland, WA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
93-0-186 200 lvea unsecured core sea fabrication 
shop, Richland, WA 4.000 0 0 0 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 
92-0-125 Muter aafegu•ds and secLrity 
agreement/meterlels surveillance task force 
sec\l'lty upgrades. Rocky Aats Plant. CO 2,100 0 0 0 2,100 2,100 2.100 2,100 
92-0-181 Idaho national engineering laboratay 
fire and life safwty Improvements, INEL, ID 6,000 0 0 0 6,000 6,000 6,000 6,000 n 
92-D-182 ldtlho national engineering laboratay 0 
sewer systems upgrade, NEL, ID 1,900 0 0 0 1,900 1,900 1,900 1,900 z 
92-0-183 Idaho national engineering labaatay ~ 
Tanspata11on complex. INEL. ID 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 
92-0-184 Hanford infrastructure underground CJ} 

staage tanks, Richland, WA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
CJ} -92-0-188 Ste.n system rehabilitation, phase II 0 

Richland, WA 5,600 0 0 0 5,600 5,600 5,600 5,600 z 
92-0-187 300 •ee electrical distribution > 
convsslon and safety Improvements. phase II, ~ 

Richland, WA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 91 - D -175 300 •ea etectrlcal distribution 
convsslon and safety Improvements, phase I, n 

0 Richland, WA. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 
90-0-175 Landlord program safety compliance, ~ 
phase I, Richland, WA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

~ Total, ConsTuction 86,360 0 0 0 86,360 86,360 86,360 n ;136 
Subtotal, Facility hnaltion and management 796,857 0 0 (3,033) 793,824 795,857 791 ;~--772.967 0 

Productivity aaving1 Initiative {5.000) 0 0 0 ~.000} ~.000} {5.000} {5 •. ~) e 
Total. Feclfty ~..ttion mid management 791,857 0 0 {3.033} 788.824 790,857 786,857 767,967 (./) 

Subtotal. O.t.nse environmental management 5,475,224 0 0 (23,000) 5,452,224 5,419,661 !5,470.224 5,359~491 " t'fj 

Use of priory ... balances (240.300) 0 0 0 (240,300) (240,300) (240,300) (249,300) 
General reduction and other adjustements 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Procwement reform/GSA rent reduction 0 (17,500) 0 0 0 0 (17,500) (17.500) 

TOTAL, DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION 
& WASTE MANAGEMENT s12s.1s24 1171500) . o 123.000J 51194.424 511791361 512121424 s1oe2~8ii 

MATERIALS SUPPORT AND OTHER DEFENSE PROGRAMS 
A. Materials Suppat 

1. Reector opsations 163,634 0 0 0 163,634 163,634 163.834 163,834 
2. Processing of nuclear materials 410,468 0 0 0 410,468 410,468 369,468 410,468 
3. Supporting services 167,776 0 0 0 167,776 167,776 167,776 167.776 
4. Capital equipment 52,427 0 (13,000) 0 39,427 52.427 39,427 39,427 
5. Constuction: 

a. Environment. safety and health: 
95-0-154 Health physics site suppat 
facility. Savannah River, SC 2,000 0 0 0 2,000 2.000 2,000 0 ~ 
95-0-158 Disassembly basin upwede1-K. L, P, ~ 

0 
~ 
Q1 



~ 
~ 

Department of Energy = ~ 
FY 1995 Congressional Table = 

(dollars in thousands) 

FY 1995 Procwement FY 1995 FY 1995 FY 1995 
Request to GSA rent Amended Amended Amended Raq. FY 1995 FY1995 Conf•enc• 
Co~ress Reductions Request #1 Raquest#2 toConar•s HASC SASC Authorization 

Savannah Riwr. SC 0 0 13,000 0 13,000 0 13,000 13.oocf 
93-0-147 Domestic water system upgrade 
Phase I & II, Savannah River I SC 11.300 0 0 0 11,300 11,300 11,300 11.300 
93-0-148 Replace high-level drain lines, 
SavW1Nlh AiYW I SC 2,700 0 0 0 2,700 2.700 2,700 2,700 
93-0-152 EnWonmental modification for 
production facllties, Savannah River, SC 2,900 0 0 0 2,900 2,900 2.900 2,900 
92-0-140 F&H canyon exhaust upgrades, 
SavanrWi Rlwr, SC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
92-0-142 Nucl .. maleri.i procnsing 

n hinlng center, Savwinah River, SC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
92-0-143 Health protection Instrument 0 
calibration facllty. Savannah River, SC 3,000 0 0 0 3,000 3,000 3,000 3,000 z 
90-0-149 Plantwlde fire protection, Phases ~ 
I and II, Savannah Rivw, SC 21,000 0 0 0 21,000 5,000 21,000 5,000 ~ 

Total, EntA-onment, safety and health 42,900 0 13,000 0 55,900 28,900 55,900 37.900 Vl 
Vl 
~ 

b. Progemmatic projects: 0 
GP0-146 General plant projects, vsious z 
locations 21,000 0 0 0 21,000 21,000 21,000 15,000 > 
95-0-155 Upgrade site road lnfrastrucue, re 
Savannah River. SC 750 0 0 0 750 750 750 750 ~ 95-0-158 Rmlo trunking system, Savannah 
Aver.SC 2,100 0 0 0 2,100 2,100 2,100 2,100 n 

0 95-0-157 0-•H powerhouse life extension, 

~ Savannah River, SC 4,000 0 0 0 4,000 4,000 4,000 4,000 
92-0-150 Operations suppat feclities, I Savannah Riwr, SC 2,000 0 0 0 2,000 2,000 2,000 2.000 

:I: 92-0-153 Englnffrlng suppat facility, 
0 Savemeh Riwr Site, SC 3,200 0 0 0 3,200 3.200 3,200 3.200 c 86-0-149 Producl¥ty rnmtion progam. Vl 

Phases I, II, Ill, IV, V, and VI, t"r1 
vwlous locations 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total, PrC9emmatic projects 33,050 0 0 0 33,050 33,050 33,050 27.056 
Total, Corwtructlon 75,950 0 13,000 0 88,950 59,950 88,950 64.950 

8. Program di'ection 58,000 0 0 0 58,000 56,000 58,000 56,000 
Total, Mat.ials support 928,255 0 0, 0 928,255 910,255 887.255 902.255 

B. Other national seclllty programs 
1. V•lficadon and con.-ol technology 

a. Nonprotifsatlon and wrification R&O 
~ Op•atlng expenses 224,547 0 0 0 224,547 218,547 224,547 215,000 

~ Capital equipment 13,500 0 0 0 13,500 13,500 13.!500 13,500 
Constuctlon: ~ 

('.I;) 
90-0-188 Centar far national secwlty and ~ 

•ms con\'ol, Sandia National LabOf'atorles ...... 
Albuquerque, NM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ,_t\j 

Tola!, Nonproliferation & wrlflcation R&O 238,047 0 0 0 2'38,047 232.047 238,047 - 228.500 ...... 
~ 
~ 
~ 



b. Arma con•ol 
Operating expenses 
Capital equipment 

Total, Arma contol 

c. Intelligence 
Operating expenses 
Capital.equipment 

Total, lntlllligence 
Total, V•lftcatlon and con•ol tecmology 

2. Nucl .. 1afeguerd1 and security 
Opsatlng up9nle9 
Capital equipment 

Total, Nucles ufeguards and secwlty 

3. Security iwestigations - OE 
4. Security .valuations - OE 
5. Otlce of nucles safety 

Oper811ng expenses 
Capital equipment 

Total, otllce of nuc1 .. safety 

8. Work• end comm~ transition 
7. Filale rn.a.ials contol and dlspoeltlon 

Total, Other nallonal secwlty progams 

C. Naval reactors 
1. Naval reactor• development 

a. PW1t development - OE 
b. A9ector development - OE 
c. Reactor operation and evaluation - OE 
d. Capital equipment 
•· Construction: 

GPN-101 General plan1 projects, vslous 
locations 
95-0-200 t.eborlltory systems and ho1 cell 
upgrades, vslous locations 
95-0-201 ·Advmiced test reactor radioactive 
waste aysa.m upgrad ... Idaho National 
Engir..lng Labaratcfy, 10 
93-0-200 Engineering ••vices facllties 
Knolls Atomic PoWll' L.abaratcry, Niskayuna. NY 
92-0-200 Laboratories facilties upgrades, 
vslous locations 

Total, Constuction 

f. Progain direction - OE 
Total, Naval reactors development 

FY 1995 
Request to 
Congress 

78,251 
673 

76,924 

Department of Energy 
FY 1995 Congressional Table 

(dollars In thousands) 

Procurement 
GSA rent 

Reductions 

0 
0 
0 

FY1995 
Amended ' 
R!quest #1 

0 
0 
0 

FY 1995 
Amended 

Request #2 

0 
0 
0 

FY 1995 
Amended Aeq. 

to Congress 

78,251 
673 

76,924 

FY1~ 
HASC 

76,251 
673 

76,924 

FY 1995 
SASC 

78,251 
673 

76,924 

Conference 
Authorization 

78.251 
873 

-76,924" 

41,431 0 0 0 41,431 41,431 41,431 4t,43t 
1,700 0 0 0 1,700 . 1,700 1,700 -1.700 --. 43....,......, 1_3_1 _____ 0 _____ 0 _____ 0 _____ 43_;."--13_1 ___ 43__,_,1_3_1 --43--'-.131 _ ___ 43.131 

358, 102 0 0 0 358, 102 352, 102 358, 102 348.555 

82,421 
3,395 

85,816 

38,827 
14,780 

24,629 
50 

24,679 

125,000 
0 

647,204 

146,700 
348,951 
136,000 
28,200 

6,200 

2,400 

700 

7,900 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
9,000 
9,000 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

o· 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

82,421 
3,395 

85,816 

38,827 
14,780 

24,829 
50 

24,679 

125,000 
9,000 

858,204 

146,700 
348,9!51 
136,000 

28,200 

6,200 

2.400 

700 

7,900 

82,421 
3,395 

85,818 

38.827 
14,780 

24,829 
50 

24,879 

125,000 
50,000 

691,204 

146,700 
348,951 
138,000 
28,200 

6,200 

2,400 

700 

7,900 

82,421 
3,395 

85,816 

38,827 
14,780 

24,629 
50 

24.879 

120,000 
50,000 

692,204 

146,700 
348,951 
136,000 
28,200 

8,200 

2,400 

700 

7,900 

82,421 
3,395 

85,816 

33.827 
14,780 

2U29 
!50 

21,679 

115,000 
50,000 

869,857. 

146,700 
348,951 
131,000 
28.200 

6,200 

2.400 

700 

7,900 

18,800 0 0 0 18,800 18,800 18,800 18.800 
---=698~.e=s,...,..1----....,..0-----0.,,._ ___ --=o----:698=,'""e=s.;;.....1 --698=""::,s=-=5,...,..1 ---=698=.&51---693.651 

n 
0 z 
C) 

~ 
(/) 
(/) -0 
z 
> 
t"-1 



Department of Energy 
FY 1995 Congressional Table 

(dollars in thousands) 
~ 

FY 1995 Procurement FY 1995 FY 1995 FY 1995 0 
Request to GSA rent Amended Amended Amended Aeq. FY 1995 FY 1995 Cont.enc• z 
Cor?Ar•• Reductions ~uest#1 Request #2 to Co!31res1 HASC SASC Authorization ~ 

2. ErwlChment materials - OE 32,000 0 0 0 32,000 32,000 32,000 32,000 
~ 
CJ) 

Total,Navalr..:tors 730,651 0 0 0 730,851 730,851 730.851 12s.es1 · CJ) 
1-4 

Subtotal, Matwials suppat & oth• defense programs 2.306,110 0 9,000 0 2.315,110 2.332,110 2,310.110 2,297,563- 0 
AdJ&-tmenes: z 

Sa\WVUlh riv• pension rehn:I (40,000) 0 0 0 (40.000) (40,000) (40.000) (40.000) > 
Use of prior ye« balanc::es (321,700) 0 (48,JOO) 0 (389,700) (343,-406) (389,700) (401,406) ~ 

Contector pey heze 0 0 0 0 .o 0 0 0 ~ General reduction (Materials support) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Procurement r.torm/GSA rent reduction 0 {6.500} 0 0 (8,500} 0 (6.500} ~!~ ~ 

0 Total, Adjus'"9nts {361,700} ,6,500} {48.00Q} 0 {418,200! '383!4Q!l {418.200) __ 14_4]~~ ~ 
TOTAL. MATERIALS SUPPORT AND OTHER DEFENSE PROGRAMS 1,944,410 -(8,500) (39,000) 0 1,898,910 1,948,704 1,893,910 1,149,857 et 

0 ~ DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL 
· Defense nuclew waste disposal 129,430 0 0 0 129,430 129;430 129,430 129,430 0 e General reduction 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 CJ) 

TOTAL. DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL 129,430 0 0 0 129,430 129,430 129,430 129,430 tT.I 

AEDA General Reduction 220,!)00) 0 
TOTAL. ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES 10.580.432 13510001 0 1221soo1 1015231132 1014801184 1013251432 10130s;i41 
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LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Weapons activities (sec. 3101) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3101) that would authorize $3.310 blllion for 
operating expenses, plant projects, and cap­
ital equipment for weapons activities nec­
essary to carry out the Department of En­
ergy national security programs. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 3101) that would authorize $3.203 
billion. 

The conferees recommend $3.234 bllllon for 
weapons activities, a reduction of $66.0 mil­
lion to the requested amount of $3.300 bil­
lion. This reduction is necessary due to 
budgetary constraints; however, it is offset 
in part by the availab111ty of prior-year 
funds that have not been obligated, prlor­
year funds that, although obligated, have 
not been spent and will probably not be need­
ed for the projects for which they were obli­
gated, and unnecessary prefinancing ex­
penses. 
Environmental restoration and waste manage­

ment (sec. 3102) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3102) that would authorize $5.212 billion for 
operating expenses, plant projects, and cap­
ital equipment for defense environmental 
restoration and waste management activi­
ties. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 3102) that would authorize $5.179 
billion. 

The conferees recommend $5.093 bllllon for 
defense environmental restoration and waste 
management activities, a reduction of $101.0 
mlllion to the requested amount of $5.194 bil­
lion. This reduction ls necessary due to 
budgetary constraints; however, it ls offset 
in part by the availab111ty of prior-year 
funds that have not been obligated, prior­
year funds that, although obligated, have 
not been spent and will probably not be need­
ed for the projects for which they were obli­
gated, and unnecessary prefinanclng ex­
penses. 
Nuclear materials support and other defense 

programs (sec. 3103) 
The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 

3103) that would authorize Sl.894 bllllon for 
operating expenses, plant projects, and cap­
ital equipment for nuclear materials support 
and other defense programs. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 3103) that would authorize Sl.949 
blllion. 

The conferees recommend Sl.850 blllion for 
nuclear materials support and other defense 
programs, a reduction of $49.0 million to the 
requested amount of Sl.899 blllion. This re­
duction is necessary due to budgetary con­
straints; however, it is offset in part by the 
availab111ty of prior-year funds that have not 
been obligated, prior-year funds that, al­
though obligated, have not been spent and 
will probably not be needed for the projects 
for which they were obligated, and unneces­
sary prefinancing expenses. 
Defense nuclear waste disposal (sec. 3104) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
3104) that would authorize $129.4 mlllion as 
the Department of Energy defense contribu­
tion to the nuclear waste fund. 

The House amendment contained a iden­
tical provision (sec. 3104) that would author­
ize $129.4 million for payment to the fund. 

The conferees recommend $129.4 million as 
the Department of Energy defense contribu­
tion to the nuclear waste fund. 
Reprogramming (sec. 3121) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
3121) that would set forth requirements and 

limitations on Department of Energy re­
programming actions. The provision would 
prevent the Department of Energy from re­
programming funds that would cause a pro­
gram to exceed the lesser of 105 percent of 
the funds authorized for any program, or 
$10.0 mllllon more than the amount author­
ized for any program, until 30 legislative 
days following submittal of a report to the 
Armed Services Committees of the Senate 
and House of Representatives and to the En­
ergy and Water Appropriations Subcommit­
tees of the Senate and House of Representa­
tives, describing the funding adjustments. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 3121) that would prevent the 
Department of Energy from reprogramming 
funds that would cause a program to exceed 
the lesser of 102 percent of the funds author­
ized for t'l,ny program for Sl.O mlllion more 
than the amount authorized for any pro­
gram. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment. 
To ensure a uniform approach to re­
programming actions, the conferees rec­
ommend a provision that w.ould prevent the 
Department of Energy from reprogramming 
funds that would cause a program to exceed, 
during any fiscal year, 110 percent of the 
funds authorized for any program, or Sl,O 
million more than the amount authorized for 
any program, until 30 legislative days follow­
ing the submittal of a report to the congres­
sional defense committees. 
Limits on general plant projects (sec. 3122) 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
3122) that would allow the Secretary of En­
ergy to carry out construction projects 
under the general plant projects authorized 
by title XXXI of the Senate blll if the total 
estimated cost of the project did not exceed 
$2.0 mllllon. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 3122). 

The House recedes. 
Limits on construction projects (sec. 3123) 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
3123) that would prohibit the Secretary of 
Energy from beginning or incurring addi­
tional obligations for an ongoing construc­
tion project, if they would exceed by 25 per­
cent or more the amount authorized for the 
project, or the total estimated cost of the 
project as shown in the most recent budget 
justlflcatlon data submitted to Congress. 
The Secretary may undertake the prohibited 
actions if the Secretary notlfles the congres­
sional defense committees of the overage and 
explains the necessity for the overage. 

The House amendment contained an iden­
tical provision (sec. 3123). 

The conferees agree to include this provi­
sion. 
Transfer authority (sec. 3124) 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
3124) that would allow the Secretary of En­
ergy to transfer funds to other agencies for 
the performance of the work for which the 
funds were appropriated. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 3124). 

The Senate recedes. 
Construction design and conceptual design for 

construction projects (sec. 3125) 
The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 

3125) that would allow the Secretary of En­
ergy to use funds appropriated to the Depart­
ment of Energy to carry out advance plan­
ning and design for construction projects if 
the total cost for advance planning and de­
sign does not exceed $3.0 million. If the total 
cost of the advance planning and design ex-

ceeds $600,000, the Secretary would be re­
quired to notify the congressional defense 
committees. The provision would also re­
quire speclflc congressional authorization if 
the total estimated cost of the advance plan­
ning and design activities exceeds $3.0 mil­
lion. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 3125) that would limit the cost 
of advance planning and design to S2.0 mil­
lion and would require notlflcation of the ap­
propriate congressional committees if the 
cost of the advance planning and design ac­
tivities exceeds $300,000. 

The Senate bill contained another provi­
sion (sec. 3126) that would require the Sec­
retary of Energy to complete a conceptual 
design for a construction project before sub­
mitting the request for funds to begin the 
construction project, unless the request is 
for an emergency construction project. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 3126). 

The conferees agree to combine the provi­
sions into one provision that would require 
the Secretary of Energy to complete a con­
ceptual design report before submitting an 
authorization request for a construction 
project which is estimated to cost more than 
$2.0 million. In addition, the provision would 
allow the Secretary to use available funds to 
complete the conceptual designs unless the 
cost of the conceptual design will exceed S3.0 
million. When the cost of the conceptual de­
sign is estimated to exceed $3.0 mlllion, the 
Secretary must submit a specific request for 
authorization to prepare the conceptual de­
sign. 
Authority for emergency planning, design, and 

construction activities (sec. 3126) 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
3127) that would allow the Secretary of En­
ergy to use funds appropriated to the Depart­
ment of Energy for emergency planning, de­
sign, and construction activities if the activ­
ity is necessary to protect public health and 
safety, meet the needs of national defense, or 
protect property. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 3127). 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would allow the Secretary of Energy to 
use funds appropriated to the Department of 
Energy for emergency construction activi­
ties and that would clarify that completion 
of a conceptual design is not a prerequisite 
to initiating an emergency construction 
project. 
Funds available for all national security pro­

grams of the Department of Energy (sec. 
3127) 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
3128) that would provide, subject to the pro­
visions of appropriations acts, that funds 
made available for DOE management and 
support activities and for general plant 
projects are available for use in connection 
with all national security programs of DOE. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 3128). 

The House recedes. 
Availability of funds (sec. 3128) 

The Senate blll contained a provision (sec. 
3129) that would, subject to appropriations 
acts, provide that funds appropriated for the 
Department of Energy remain available 
until expended. 

The House amendment contained an iden­
tical provision (sec. 3129). 

The conferees agree to include this provi­
sion. 
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Stockpile stewardship recruitment and training 

program (sec. 3131) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3131) that would direct the Secretary of En­
ergy, in conjunction with the Chairman of 
the Joint Nuclear Weapons Council, to estab­
lish a program that would provide DOE and 
its three laboratories that have been tradi­
tionally involved in the nuclear weapons pro­
grams, a continuing source of highly-trained, 
highly-educated scientists, engineers, and 
other individuals. These three laboratories 
are the Lawrence Livermore National Lab­
oratory, the Los Alamos National Labora­
tory, and the Sandia National Laboratory. 
The provision would authorize $4.0 million 
for the program and would require DOE to 
submit a report on laboratory personnel de­
mographics. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 3131) but would provide $5.0 
million for the program. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees are deeply concerned about 

the adverse demographic trends at the nu­
clear weapons laboratories. Notwithstanding 
statutory direction to the Secretary " to en­
courage the preservation of core intellectual 
and technical competencies of the U.S. in nu­
clear weapons, " the Department has not 
taken measures to develop an inventory of 
the skills required to support the enduring 
nuclear weapons mission , nor the skills 
available within the laboratories to fulfill 
those requirements. At the same time, two 
disturbing trends continue to erode the 
skills base: (1) early retirement incentives 
offered at several laboratories have caused a 
disproportionate number of retirements of 
senior science professionals in the labora­
tories' weapons program; and (2) budget cuts 
and the perception of national ambivalence 
about the nuclear weapons program have 
hindered the laboratories' ability to recruit 
new professionals. 

To address the problem of retention and re­
cruitment within the weapons programs at 
the laboratories, the conferees agree to a 
provision that would direct the Secretary of 
Energy to establish a stockpile stewardship 
recruitment and training program. 

The program would have three elements. 
First, the program would ensure a continu­
ing supply of new scientists through im­
proved recruitment and training. A special­
ized training program is necessary to develop 
the skills of new scientists and to maintain 
the skills of the current scientists. Second, 
the program would encourage the labora­
tories to work with graduate and under­
graduate students in dual-use programs re­
lated to the nuclear weapons programs. This 
would help to bring into the laboratories a 
broad variety of new scientists who have 
wide-ranging skills applicable to both de­
fense and non-defense work. 

Third, the Secretary would be directed to 
establish a retiree corps. This corps could 
provide unique insight to new scientists by 
sharing and archiving their years of knowl­
edge of the weapons program, including 
weapons testing. In addition, the members of 
the corps would be available to assist in the 
event any problems arise in the enduring 
stockpile. The conferees agree that nothing 
in this provision should be interpreted to 
amend, abrogate, or affect any retirement 
system or agreement. 

The provision would also require the Sec­
retary to prepare a report, in conjunction 
with the Nuclear Weapons Council, on the 
personnel demographics of the weapons lab­
oratories. The report should identify the var­
ious tasks and skills necessary for the lab-

oratories to meet their nuclear weapons obli­
gations and to provide a breakdown, by age 
and skill, of the number of scientists avail­
able at each laboratory to meet its require­
ments. In addition, the report should iden­
tify any shortfalls, by skill and by labora­
tory, either existing now or anticipated over 
the next five years. In the report, the Sec­
retary must identify the alternatives avail­
able to prevent any shortfalls and to main­
tain a highly competent staff at the labora­
tories. The conferees expect the data in­
cluded in the report to be aggregated into 
statistical categories. 
Defense inertial confinement fusion program 

(sec. 3132) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3132) that would provide $176.473 million to 
the Department of Energy for the defense in­
ertial confinement fusion program. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 3132). 

The House recedes. 
In September 1990, the National Academy 

of Sciences completed a review of the iner­
tial confinement fusion program. The review 
set out a series of milestones and priorities 
that the Department of Energy has begun to 
implement. The conferees urge the DOE to 
implement fully the recommendations of the 
Academy. The conferees provide $176.473 mil­
lion for inertial confinement fusion, of which 
$166.755 million is for operating expenses and 
$9.718 million is for capital equipment. This 
is the same level as the requested amount. 

This funding would provide $20.765 million 
to continue the upgrade of the OMEGA laser, 
$78.650 million for the upgrade of the NOV A 
laser, and $8.750 for the Naval Research Lab­
oratory. The conferees note that no funds 
were requested for any litigation expenses or 
other expenses associated with the close-out 
or termination of any prior-year contracts. 
Therefore, the conferees prohibit the use of 
any of the funds authorized and appropriated 
for the !CF program for such purposes unless 
DOE submits a formal reprogramming re­
quest prior to obligating funds for litigation, 
close-out, termination, or related costs con­
nected with prior-year contracts. 

The !CF program is an important part of 
the new science-based stockpile stewardship 
program. The conferees remain committed 
to supporting the program. 
Payment of penalties (sec. 3133) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
3133) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Energy to pay two civil penalties, each in 
the amount of $50,000, assessed under the 
consent agreements and compliance orders 
for the Fernald and Portsmouth, Ohio facili­
ties, to the Hazardous Substances Response 
Trust. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 3133). 

The House recedes. 
Water management programs (sec. 3134) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
3134) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Energy to reimburse the cities of West­
minster, Broomfield, Thornton, and 
Northglenn, Colorado, in the amount of 
$11.415 million from funds authorized for en­
vironmental restoration and waste manage­
ment. 

The House amendment contained an iden­
tical provision (sec. 3134). 

The conferees agree to include this provi­
sion. This represents the fifth and final pay­
ment to the communities to allow them to 
complete a project, known as the "option B 
project," that will protect Standley Lake 
from runoff from the Rocky Flats Plant and 

replace the Great Western Reservoir system 
with a new water supply and treatment sys­
tem. 
Worker protection at nuclear weapons facilities 

(sec. 3135) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3136) that would authorize $11.0 million to 
continue the training program for workers 
at the DOE defense nuclear complex facili­
ties established by section 3131 of the Na­
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Years 1992 and 1993. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 3135). 

The House recedes with a technical amend­
ment that would clarify that the program 
will use funds authorized to be appropriated 
for environmental restoration and waste 
management in section 3102. 
Limitation on use of program direction funds 

(sec. 3136) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 3137) that would prohibit the obli­
gation of 50 percent of the funds appro­
priated for program direction for environ­
mental restoration and waste management 
activities until the Secretary submits the 
first report required by section 3153 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis­
cal Year 1994. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would prohibit obligation of 20 percent 
of the funds appropriated for program direc­
tion until the required report is submitted. 
National security programs (sec. 3137) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
3137) that would prohibit obligation of more 
than 90 percent of the funds authorized to be 
appropriated under this title until the Sec­
retary of Energy submits to the Congress the 
five-year budget plan for fiscal year 1996 re­
quired by section 3144 of the National De­
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 
and 1991. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would prohibit obligation of more than 
80 percent of the funds available until the 
plan was submitted. 
Programs for persons who may have been ex­

posed to radiation released from Hanford 
nuclear reservation (sec. 3138) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
3140) that would provide $3.296 million for the 
first of three additional years to continue 
the work of the Hanford health information 
network. Funds for the network were origi­
nally authorized in the National Defense Au­
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991. In addi­
tion, the provision would prohibit the unau­
thorized use of information gathered by the 
network. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 3136) that would provide $2.5 
million to continue the network. The House 
amendment also contained a provision (sec. 
3158) that would prevent unauthorized disclo­
sure of the information gathered by the net­
work. 

The Senate recedes to the House section 
3136. The Senate recedes with an amendment 
to the House section 3158 that would prevent 
unauthorized disclosure of the information 
gathered by the network and that would re­
quire the States of Washington, Oregon, and 
Idaho to agree on a uniform procedure for 
authorized disclosure of the information 
gathered. The Secretary could obligate no 
more than half of the funds to the network 
until such a procedure is established. 
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The States of Oregon, Washington, and 

Idaho submitted a proposal to continue the 
network originally started in 1992 for three 
years, beginning in fiscal year 1995. The total 
cost would be $8.9 million. The conferees sup­
port continuation of the network for the ad­
ditional time, but urge the network to begin 
planning for the three States to assume re­
sponsibility for the network at the end of fis­
cal year 1997. 
Limitation on study or relocation of tritium-re­

lated activities and operations (sec. 3139) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 3142) that would prohibit the relo­
cation of tritium-related facilities in a man­
ner contrary to the recommendations ana­
lyzed in the Department of Energy's non-nu­
clear reconfiguration environmental assess­
ment. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Hazardous materials management and hazard­

ous materials emergency response training 
program (sec. 3140) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
3139) that would provide an additional S14.0 
million in operating expenses, from the 
funds authorized to be appropriate for envi­
ronmental restoration and waste manage­
ment, to continue training activities at the 
Department of Energy Hanford, Washington 
site. The Senate bill would not authorize 
construction funding requested for a training 
facility. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision but would authorize $14.0 mil­
lion for construction of a training facility 
(project 95-E-000) and $6.0 million in operat­
ing expenses. 

The Senate recedes to the House construc­
tion authorization with an amendment that 
would authorize $7.0 million in construction 
funding. The House recedes to the Senate 
provision with an amendment that would 
provide S6.0 million in operating expenses, 
and transfer the funding for both construc­
tion and operating expenses from section 
3102(d), technology development, to section 
3102(c), waste management. The conferees 
believe that funding for hazardous materials 
management and emergency response train­
ing is not a research and development activ­
ity, and is thus more appropriately included 
under waste management activities. The pro­
vision would also prohibit the obligation of 
funds for project 95-~00 until the Secretary 
of Energy completes a conceptual design for 
the project. 

The conferees are concerned about the 
training available to workers at the Hanford 
site. The nuclear materials processing and 
production facilities at the site, including 
nuclear reactors, have to be decontaminated 
and decommissioned but are old and in a 
poor state of repair. Clearly, much of the fu­
ture workload at the site will pose both radi­
ological and physical hazards to the workers, 
and there is a pressing need for training at 
the site. 

How the Department plans to utilize the 
training facility, however, is unclear to the 
conferees, particularly the extent to which 
the facility will be utilized by Department of 
Energy employees and contractor employees 
from other DOE defense complex sites, or by 
others outside of DOE. This facility should 
be designed primarily to meet the needs of 
DOE and contractor employees at Hanford. 
The DOE mission is not to develop or to pro­
vide broad-based hazardous materials train­
ing for the general public. 

The conferees direct the Secretary to per­
form a needs assessment for worker training 

at DOE defense nuclear facilities, and pro­
pose a strategy to ensure that all hazardous 
material management and emergency re­
sponse workers receive proper training. The 
report should also define the role of the Han­
ford training facility within the overall de­
partmental strategy and discuss the extent 
to which this facility would be utilized by 
non-departmental employees. This assess­
ment and strategy report should be delivered 
to Congress within 30 days of the President's 
budget submission for fiscal year 1996. 
International Center for Applied Research (sec. 

3141) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 3141) that would direct the Sec­
retary of Energy to establish an inter­
national center for applied research which 
would be operated by a specific non-profit 
entity. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would ensure that selection of an opera­
tor for the center will be done on a competi­
tive basis and that the center will run for the 
economic benefit of the Georgia-South Caro­
lina regional area. This area will be affected 
by the anticipated downsizing of the 
workforce at the Savannah River Site. 

The funding provided for operating of the 
center is the first of three annual funding al­
locations. The conferees agree that this 
three-year funding will serve as the total 
amount of operating funds provided for the 
center, and that the center should be self­
sustaining by the time those funds are ex­
pended. 
Accounting procedures for Department of En­

ergy funds (sec. 3151) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3151) that would require the Department of 
Energy to account more fully for the use of 
its funds. This accounting would be done on 
a fiscal year basis, notwithstanding that the 
funds appropriated to the Department of En­
ergy, pursuant to title XXXI for national se­
curity programs, are available for obligation 
until expended. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 3151). 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would clarify that this provision would 
apply to the funds authorized to be appro­
priated pursuant to title XXXI only and not 
to other funds of the Department. 

DOE continues to have large uncosted bal­
ances in all national security programs and 
continues to retain funds in excess of those 
required to complete close-out of construc­
tion projects in construction project line 
items. The conferees are concerned that in 
the current constrained defense budget envi­
ronment, the Department may not be mak­
ing maximum use of its funds, or is request­
ing more funds than are necessary to meet 
its obligations. This provisions would assist 
the conferees and the Department in track­
ing the use of funds for national security 
programs. 
Approval for certain nuclear weapons activities 

(sec. 3152) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3152) that would amend section 179 of title 10, 
United States Code, to include, as an addi­
tional responsibility of the Nuclear Weapons 
Council, coordination and approval of activi­
ties conducted by the Department of Energy 
associated with the study, development, pro­
duction, and retirement of nuclear warheads. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 3152). The House provision 
would also require the Nuclear Weapons 

Council to conduct an annual review of oper­
ations of the Council, the projects approved 
by the Council, and the activities carried out 
by the Department of Energy. The results of 
the review would be discussed in an annual 
report to the Secretary of Energy, a copy of 
which would be provided to the congressional 
defense committees. The report would cover 
the preceding fiscal year and would be sub­
mitted prior to the preparation of the budget 
request for the next fiscal year. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would clarify that the report is required 
to be submitted to the congressional defense 
committees at the same time the President's 
budget request is submitted to Congress. 
Study off easibility of conducting certain activi-

ties at the Nevada Test Site, Nevada (sec. 
3153) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
3153) that would require the Secretary of En­
ergy to study a wide range of alternative 
uses for the Nevada Test Site. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 3153). 

The House recedes. 
Report on waste streams generated by nuclear 

weapons production cycle (sec. 3154) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 3154) that would direct the Sec­
retary of Energy to analyze and describe all 
waste streams generated during each step of 
the complete cycle of production and disposi­
tion of nuclear weapons components. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would direct the Secretary to analyze 
the waste streams that were generated be­
fore 1992 when the Department of Energy was 
actually producing nuclear weapons. The 
DOE has not produced any nuclear weapons 
for several years, has no plans to resume pro­
duction of any existing nuclear weapons, and 
has no plans to design or produce any new 
weapon. Thus, such a review can only con­
sider past production activities. The report 
must be submitted no later than March 31, 
1996. 
Communication of restricted data and formerly 

restricted data (sec. 3155) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 3155) that would amend subsection 
(f) of section 142 of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954 to clarify that restricted data which are 
exchanged with a member state of the Com­
monwealth of Independent States, pursuant 
to a bilateral agreement, need not also be re­
leased publicly. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would repeal subsection 142 f. of the 
Atomic Energy Act and allow the Depart­
ment of Energy and the Department of De­
fense to release restricted data or formerly 
restricted data pursuant to cooperative 
agreements. The provision would amend sec­
tion 144 of the Atomic Energy Act to allow 
DOE and DOD to release the data, as nec­
essary, to further fissile material and other 
weapons material control and accountability 
programs; to support atomic weapons con­
trol and accountability; for treaty verifica­
tion; and to assist in establishing a uniform 
international system of classification. 

All releases of restricted or formerly re­
stricted data would be made through agree­
ments for cooperation entered into pursuant 
to section 123 of the Atomic Energy Act. In 
addition, the provision would waive the pe­
riod of notice to Congress required by sec­
tion 123 d. of the Atomic Energy Act, until 
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December 31, 1995, for agreements entered 
into pursuant to the new authority. 

The conferees note that, in the past, agree­
ments for cooperation under the Atomic En­
ergy Act have been managed by the execu­
tive branch in a cumbersome fashion so that 
they take an extraordinarily long time to 
complete. The conferees provide for a 
streamlined section 123 process with the in­
clusion of procedural waivers. In turn, the 
conferees urge DOE and DOD to shorten the 
length of time necessary to enter into these 
agreements. The conferees hope that most of 
the time needed to enter into these agree­
ments would be spent on actual negotiations 
with the country involved and not on pro­
tracted reviews. Close coordination among 
all parties concerned should help alleviate 
some of the long bureaucratic delays that 
section 123 agreements have suffered in the 
past. 

The conferees understand that situations 
involving the release of restricted or for­
merly restricted data may require fast ac­
tion. These new agreements could be very 
valuable, particularly in areas such as emer­
gency response actions dealing with uncon­
trolled nuclear weapons or materials, or ac­
cident response . The conferees hope that sit­
uations in which fast action is required 
would be contemplated and addressed in 
these new agreements. 
Designation of Marilyn Lloyd Scholarship and 

Fellowship Program (sec. 3156) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3138) that would authorize $1.0 million for 
the Department of Energy environmental 
scholarship program established by section 
3132 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 3156) that would designate the 
scholarship program the "Marilyn Lloyd 
Scholarship and Fellowship Program" in 
honor of the congresswoman from the third 
district of Tennessee, who was the original 
sponsor of the scholarship and fellowship 
program, and her enduring commitment to 
higher education in the scientific and tech­
nical fields . 

The conferees agree to include both provi­
sions. 
Report on economic redevelopment and conver­

sion activities resulting from reconfiguration 
of Department of Energy nuclear weapons 
complex (sec. 3157) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 3157) that would require the Sec­
retary of Energy to submit to Congress in­
formation regarding economic redevelop­
ment and conversion activities that may re­
sult from reconfiguration of the Depart­
ment's nuclear weapons complex. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 
Office of Fissile Materials Disposition (sec. 3158) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
3155) that would amend the Department of 
Energy Organization Act to establish, within 
DOE, an Office of Fissile Materials Disposi­
tion. This provision would make permanent 
the fissile materials project office estab­
lished by the Secretary of Energy. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Extension of authority to loan personnel and fa­

cilities at Idaho National Engineering Lab­
oratory (sec. 3159) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
3156) that would amend section 3133 of the 

National Defense Authorization Act for Fis­
cal Year 1993 to extend the loaned executive 
program at the Idaho National Engineering 
Laboratory until 1997, at which time the pro­
gram will terminate. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Elimination of requirement for five-year plan for 

defense nuclear facilities (sec. 3160) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3157) that would amend section 3135 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis­
cal Years 1992 and 1993 by eliminating De­
partment of Energy defense nuclear fac111ties 
from the annual five-year planning require­
ment. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would amend section 3153 of the Na­
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1994, which directs the Secretary of En­
ergy, for public participation, to prepare an­
nual environmental management reports. 
The amendment would require the Secretary 
of Energy to provide for public participation 
generally in planning the activities of the 
Office of Environmental Restoration and 
Waste Management. 

The five-year plan included an opportunity 
for public participation in environmental 
program planning and preparation of the 
plan. This element of the five-year plan will 
now be included in the annual environmental 
management reports. 

The new report will supersede the five-year 
plan for Department of Energy defense fac1l1-
ties beginning in fiscal year 1995. The provi­
sion would not terminate the requirement to 
submit an annual five-year plan at DOE fa­
cllities other than defense facllities. Those 
facillties would not be included in the new 
reporting requirement. 
Authority for appointment of certain scientific, 

engineering, and technical personnel (sec. 
3161) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
3158) that would allow the Secretary of En­
ergy to hire and pay, without regard to civil 
service laws, up to 200 scientific, engineer­
ing, and technical personnel whose duties 
would relate to safety at Department of En­
ergy defense nuclear facilities. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar facilities. 

The House recedes with an amendment. 
The amendment would expand the scope of 
the review conducted by the Office of Person­
nel Management (OPM) to include whether 
the rate of pay is appropriate to the quali­
fications and responsibilities of the individ­
uals hired. In addition, the provision would 
require the Department to reimburse the Of­
fice of Personnel Management for the costs 
incurred by OPM in performing the required 
periodic reviews. The amendment would also 
limit the number of people that the Depart­
ment may hire during the first year to 100. 

The amendment would also require the Ad­
ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) to consult with the Secretary 
and to issue a report to Congress after the 
fiftieth person is hired under this authority. 
The conferees are concerned that some of the 
people hired under this new authority may 
be already employed at a site listed on the 
national priorities list (NPL), which is estab­
lished pursuant to the Comprehensive Envi­
ronmental Response, Compensation, and Li­
ability Act. Some conferees are concerned 
about the effect of such hiring on such sites. 
They expressed concern that the Secretary, 

in using this authority, might delay the 
work at NPL sites. Therefore, the conferees 
would require the Administrator of EPA and 
the Secretary to assess in this report wheth­
er the appointments made under this author­
ity have caused serious problems at any NPL 
site, including: 

(a) significant delay or disruption of an en­
vironmental remedial action project; 

(b) significant cost escalation of personnel 
for the remediation project; or 

(c) significantly increased shortages or 
critical personnel. 

If the Secretary and the Administrator 
find that these problems have indeed arisen 
as a result of this authority, they would be 
required to report jointly to Congress their 
plan to: 

(a) reduce the rate of hiring under the au­
thority provided under this section; 

(b) solicit personnel from sources other 
than NPL sites; or 

(c) provide any other effective alternative. 
The report must be submitted to the Con­

gress no later than 30 days after appoint­
ment of the fiftieth person under the author­
ity provided by this section. The Secretary 
would be prohibited from making additional 
appointments under the authority of this 
section until the report is issued. In order to 
comply with the time constraints required 
by this section, the Secretary shall continu­
ously monitor all persons appointed under 
this authority, record their previous places 
of employment and any NPL sites on which 
they were engaged at the time of their ap­
pointment under this authority, and provide 
this information to the Administrator on an 
ongoing basis. 

The conferees direct the Secretary of En­
ergy to submit a second report to Congress 
describing the use of the authority in fiscal 
year 1995. In this report, the Secretary 
should set forth the number of persons hired 
using the authority, their rates of pay, a 
general description of their duties and re­
sponsibllities including responsibllities asso­
ciated with overseeing the DOE contractors, 
any problems associated with finding quali­
fied individuals or with exercising the au­
thority, and plans for use of the authority in 
fiscal years 1996 and 1997. 
Use of funds for computer declassification sys­

tem (sec. 3162) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3159) that would provide funds to assist the 
Department of Energy in supporting the De­
partment's declassification productivity ini­
tiative. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with a technical amend­
ment that would specify that the funds are 
to support the initiation of a computer-as­
sisted declassification process. 
Safety and oversight and enforcement at defense 

nuclear facilities (sec. 3163) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3160) that would direct the Secretary of En­
ergy to take appropriate actions to maintain 
the integrity and independence of the inter­
nal nuclear safety oversight function at the 
Department of Energy. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would delete the findings in the Senate 
provision. 
Budget justification documents 

The conferees are dismayed with the poor 
quality of the Department of Energy's budg­
et justification documents. In many in­
stances, the information is inaccurate or in­
complete. In other instances, the descriptive 
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summaries are so general that it is difficult 
or impossible to identify the true nature of 
the program. There are also instances in 
which a number of projects are combined in 
the descriptive summary and a large total 
amount ls displayed so that it is not possible 
to identify the funds requested for any of the 
individual projects. Finally, descriptions of 
projects are sometimes combined in ways 
that make it impossible to understand the 
project or where the project will be carried 
out. The conferees believe that it is impera­
tive that the Department improve the qual­
ity of the budget documents and are willing 
to work with the Department to achieve that 
goal. 
Nevada Test Site 

The DOE amended budget request con­
tained $338.9 million for operating expenses 
for weapons testing. This amount included 
$180.0 million for infrastructure at the Ne­
vada Test Site (NTS), S6.5 million for Mar­
shall Islands/dose reconstruction, and $152.4 
million for experimentation. The experimen­
tation request was to support activities re­
lated to stockpile stewardship. 

The conferees agree to transfer the funds 
requested for experimentation from the 
weapons testing program to the core re­
search and development account. These 
funds are shown on the funding tables as 
stockpile stewardship. This transfer is con­
sistent with the directions to DOE in the Na­
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1994. This funding supports experimen­
tation conducted under the stockpile stew­
ardship, and does not support underground 
nuclear tests. Of the $152.4 million in the 
stockpile stewardship line, approximately 
$39.0 million will be allocated to the NTS to 
allow it to carry out activities in support of 
the stockpile stewardship program. The bal­
ance will be allocated to the laboratories to 
support their activities in support of the 
stockpile stewardship program. 

The conferees agree to provide $165.0 mil­
lion for operating expenses for infrastructure 
activities related to the NTS. This reduction 
is due to the availability of prior-year funds. 

The conferees note that the NTS is a large 
and unique federal facility for which the con­
ferees believe there are many possible alter­
native uses. Elsewhere in this act, the con­
ferees recommend S4 .5 million for the De­
partment of Defense to use the NTS as a 
demonstration site for the environmentally­
sound demilitarization of large rocket mo­
tors and other high-energetic explosives. 

The National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 directed the 
Secretary of Energy to study the solar en­
ergy potential of the NTS. The "Nevada Test 
Site Solar Feasibility Study" is now com­
plete. DOE found the NTS to be " a signifi­
cant solar resource that can, in turn, provide 
important employment, local economic de­
velopment and even export potential if de­
veloped." The Nevada Solar Enterprise Zone 
Task Force was created to implement the 
study. According to the study, as little as 
seven percent of the land area of the NTS 
would be necessary to generate the power 
equivalent of 10 large coal or nuclear power 
plants. Thus, the bulk of the NTS would re­
main available for any of the potential uses 
that might be identified in the alternative 
use study required by section 3153 of this act. 
The conferees agree that the Department of 
Energy may use SlO.O million from funds 
available for worker and community transi­
tion activities to begin to implement the 
work of the task force and the recommenda­
tions contained in the solar energy study. 

Section 3153 of this act would require a 
study of other possible uses for and activities 

at the NTS. Alternative missions will enable 
NTS to maintain, at reduced cost, the infra­
structure and personnel necessary to main­
tain a capability to resume testing, if nec­
essary, in advance of a Comprehensive Test 
Ban Treaty (CTBT). Presumably, even under 
a CTBT, some level of readiness to test 
would be maintained at the NTS. Thus, DOE 
must focus on dual-use initiatives if this ca­
pability is to be maintained. The future of 
the NTS clearly lies in its potential for 
many and diverse uses, not just those fo­
cused on maintaining a nuclear weapons 
testing capability. 
Funding for stockpile stewardship 

The conferees are troubled that the De­
partment of Energy did not request suffi­
cient funds for fiscal year 1995 to support the 
stockpile stewardship plan developed by the 
Administration. This underfunding cannot 
continue without seriously undermining the 
Department's ability to fulfill its ongoing 
stewardship responsibilities. Therefore, the 
conferees direct the Department to request 
funds for fiscal year 1996 that are consistent 
with the stockpile stewardship program plan 
developed by the Administration and that 
will reverse the loss of nuclear competence 
at the labo~atories. 
Technology development 

The conferees urge the Department of En­
ergy to ensure that the funds allocated for 
research and development activities in sup­
port of the environmental restoration and 
waste management program are actually 
spent on needed research. More needs to be 
done to ensure that the scarce environ­
mental research and development funds are 
used first, for research and, second, for re­
search that addresses a priority need of the 
Department. 

The conferees are particularly pleased with 
the newly-created joint research and devel­
opment efforts that the DOE and the Depart­
ment of Defense have initiated. The con­
ferees look forward to more coordination in 
research and development between the two 
agencies. 

Because the defense budget is decreasing, 
the environmental restoration and waste 
management programs will come under in­
creasing budgetary constraints. The con­
ferees believe that many dollars could be 
saved through the research, development, 
and demonstration of pollution prevention 
strategies, new waste characterization and 
treatment technologies, and remediation 
methodologies. The conferees urge the Sec­
retary to fund the research and development 
program consistent with the Department's 
stated goal of dedicating 10 percent of the 
environmental budget to research and devel­
opment. 
Fissile material disposition 

Disposition of excess weapons-grade fissile 
materials will continue to be a major chal­
lenge to the Department of Energy for the 
foreseeable future. Although all of the mate­
rials must be stored in a safe and secure 
manner for many years, the disposition of 
excess plutonium presents the most signifi­
cant challenge. The conferees are dis­
appointed that the Department did not in­
clude in its budget request a request for 
funding to deal with the many issues associ­
ated with the storage and disposition of 
these materials. The conferees recommend 
SSO.O million for fissile materials disposition. 

The conferees urge DOE to begin assessing 
in earnest the broad range of technologies, 
including reactor, advanced reactor, and 
non-reactor technologies, potentially avail­
able for the disposition of plutonium. The as-

sessments should focus on the safe, perma­
nent disposition of surplus weapons material 
independent of the disposition of civilian 
plutonium. Each of the possible disposition 
options present significant challenges. 

The conferees also expect the Secretary to 
use such funds as are available and required 
to identify the Department's near-term re­
quirements for the storage of fissile mate­
rials until the nation has determined a final 
disposition strategy. The conferees recognize 
that in fiscal year 1995, the Secretary must 
also devote significant resources from the 
fissile materials disposition budget to pre­
pare and issue the environmental impact 
statement (EIS) necessary for compliance 
with the National Environmental Policy 
Act. The conferees urge the Secretary to pre­
pare the EIS in as cost-efficient a manner as 
possible. 

Russia too faces a challenge, similar to 
that of the United States, in storing and ul­
timately reducing its excess weapons mate­
rials. The conferees believe that to the maxi­
mum extent practicable, DOE should work 
with its Russian counterparts to ensure that 
the Russian weapons-grade fissile materials 
are stored in a safe, secure, and accountable 
manner. Recent news reports about small 
quantities of weapons-grade plutonium, ap­
parently from Russia, being available for 
sale in Germany are most troublesome. The 
conferees urge the Office of Fissile Materials 
Disposition to coordinate its activities with 
the DOE Office of Nonproliferation and Na­
tional Security and other relevant offices 
and agencies in addressing areas of mutual 
concern with Russia. 

The conferees note that the DOE weapons 
laboratories have established very successful 
and productive relationships with various 
Russian laboratories and urge DOE to ex­
pand on this success. 
Material control and accounting 

The conferees have consistently urged both 
the Department of Energy and the Depart­
ment of Defense to develop an accurate ac­
counting of all weapons-grade fissile and spe­
cial nuclear materials in Russia and the 
other nations of the Commonwealth of Inde­
pendent States (CIS). The conferees strongly 
believe that obtaining an accurate inventory 
of such materials in the CIS is a fundamen­
tal step in establishing an effective non­
proliferation regime. The conferees recognize 
that a bilateral exchange of nuclear weapons 
stockpile data, including restricted data and 
formerly restricted data, between the United 
States and the nuclear states of the CIS will 
likely be necessary to establish such an ac­
counting. The conferees agree to clarify and 
expand the authority of the President to pro­
vide such data in section 3155 of this act. 

Elsewhere in this statement of the man­
agers, the conferees direct the Department of 
Energy to work with Russia to explore op­
tions for excess weapons-grade fissile mate­
rial disposition and to ensure that Russian 
weapons-grade fissile materials are stored in 
a safe, secure; and accountable manner. 
After discussions with DOE officials, the 
conferees understand that the Office of Non­
proliferation and National Security will 
manage the Department's activities with 
Russia in these areas. 

The conferees urge the Secretary to make 
available to the Office of Nonproliferation 
and National Security funds and resources 
required to ensure rapid progress in estab­
lishing a complete and accurate accounting 
of all weapons-grade fissile and special nu­
clear materials in the CIS. The conferees 
note that the DOE weapons laboratories 
have established very successful and produc­
tive relationships with various Russian lab­
oratories and urge DOE to expand on this 



22034 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE August 12, 1994 
success. The conferees also encourage DOE 
to consider reprogramming actions, as ap­
propriate, to support these efforts. The Of­
fice of Nonproliferation and National Secu­
rity should coordinate its activities with the 
Department's Office of Fissile Materials Dis­
position, other DOE offices, the DOE labora­
tories, and relevant federal agencies 

Finally, the conferees note that title XII of 
this act authorizes funds for the cooperative 
threat reduction program that could be used 
to support the control and accounting of 
fissile materials in the CIS. The conferees di­
rect the Secretary of Energy to consult with 
the Secretaries of State and Defense to de­
termine the most effective use of the funds 
provided in title XII for fiscal year 1995 and 
prior years to advance material control and 
accounting objectives. 
Naval nuclear propulsion program 

The U.S. naval nuclear propulsion pro­
gram, a joint program of the Department of 
Energy and the Department of the Navy, has 
recently achieved a major milestone-nu­
clear-powered surface ships and submarines 
have just steamed their 100 millionth mile on 
nuclear power without a single nuclear acci­
dent or harm to the public or the environ­
ment. This is a remarkable achievement, and 
the conferees congratulate the men and 
women of the naval reactors program for 
their dedication and exemplary work. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

General reduction in authorization of appro­
priations 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
3105) that would generally reduce the 
amount authorized to be appropriated for na­
tional security programs at the Department 
of Energy by S220.0 million. This reduction 
was offset by the use of prior-year funds that 
were available because DOE failed to submit 
the five-year budget plan required by section 
3144 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991. Section 
3139 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1994 prohibited the De­
partment of Energy from obligating more 
than 95 percent of the funds authorized to be 
appropriated for fiscal year 1994 until the 
five-year plan was submitted. The plan was 
due with the President's budget request for 
fiscal year 1995 in January 1994. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. The conferees agree 
that this general reduction is no longer nec­
essary. On July 21, 1994, the Secretary of En­
ergy transmitted the five-year budget plan 
for fiscal year 1995 and beyond. 
Limitation on use of funds for special access 

programs 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3135) that would prohibit 80 percent of the 
funds authorized to be appropriated to the 
Department of Energy for fiscal year 1995 
from being obligated for special or limited 
access programs until the Secretary submit­
ted to Congress the report required by sec­
tion 93 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 
U.S.C. 2122a). 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision (sec. 3139) that would prevent obli­
gation of any funds for special or limited ac­
cess programs until the required report was 
submitted. 

The conferees agree to delete both provi­
sions because the Secretary of Energy has 
submitted the required report. 
Solar energy activities at Nevada Test Site, Ne­

vada 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3141) that would authorize SlO.O million for 

use at the Nevada Test Site for solar energy 
activities. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Nuclear Weapons Council membership 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
3154) that would add an additional senior rep­
resentative of the Department of Energy to 
the membership of the Nuclear Weapons 
Council. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
The Senate provision was intended to rein­

force the role of. the Under Secretary of En­
ergy in ensuring a strong defense program at 
the Department of Energy. The Senate was 
concerned that the DOE nuclear weapons 
program has suffered from lack of attention 
and planning by senior Department man­
agers. The Senate conferees hoped that the 
Under Secretary, by his senior position with­
in the Department and with expanded au­
thority, would become an advocate of the de­
fense programs within DOE. The Senate con­
ferees believed that his membership on the 
Nuclear Weapons Council would serve to 
both reinforce the role of the defense pro­
grams within the Department of Energy and 
enable greater participation with the De­
partment of Energy and enable greater par­
ticipation with the Department of Defense 
and the Joint Chiefs of Staff in maintaining 
a safe and strong nuclear deterrent. 

The Secretary of Energy has recently re­
affirmed her commitment to the defense pro­
grams at the Department of Energy and to 
the overall role of the Department in mat­
ters relating to national security, such as 
non-proliferation and fissile materials con­
trol and disposition. The conferees look for­
ward to working with the Secretary in . en­
suring that the Department has a robust de­
fense program in a reduced budget environ­
ment. The conferees believe that, while more 
difficult to achieve, maintaining defense 
competencies using fewer resources than 
were available in the past is necessary and 
possible. 
Conditions on contracts between the Federal 

Government and certain lessees and trans­
ferees of Department of Energy property 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
3161) that would prevent the Department of 
Energy management and operating contrac­
tors from taking unfair advantage of com­
mercial information gained through their re­
lationships with subcontractors when the 
management and operating contractors are 
engaging in a commercial venture utilizing 
former DOE fac111ties. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
The Senate provision originated in the 

contractual relationship between a DOE 
management and operating contractor 
(M&O) at a DOE facility and one of its sub­
contractors. Because the M&O contractor 
performed audit, inspection, and quality con­
trol functions for DOE on the subcontrac­
tor's products, the M&O contractor was 
given access to the subcontractor's plant and 
to proprietary and technical data, trade se­
crets, and commercial and financial informa­
tion that it would not have had except for its 
status as an M&O contractor. 

DOE is closing the particular facility be­
cause it no longer needs it. DOE anticipates 
that when it stops using the facility, it will 
be leased, pursuant to sections 3154 and 3155 
of the National Defense Authorization Act 

for Fiscal Year 1994, to the local community, 
which will then sublet the facility to the 
M&O contractor. The former M&O contrac­
tor proposes to manufacture the same type 
of product as the subcontractor and compete 
with the subcontractor. The M&O would 
lease and use equipment at the former DOE 
facility that was used in developing the man­
ufacturing process for the product made by 
the subcontractor. The product is manufac­
tured at facilities owned by the subcontrac­
tor. 

The Senate conferees were concerned that 
the former M&O contractor might unfairly 
use information acquired from the sub­
contractor to compete against the sub­
contractor. The Senate provision would per­
mit federal agencies to require former M&O 
contractors who propose or bid on federal 
agency procurement to certify that they 
have not used, in the preparation of their 
proposal or bid; any information or data of 
the federal government or another entity 
that have not been released or otherwise 
made generally available for the preparation 
of bids or proposals. 

Based on the representations made to the 
conferees that the Secretary of Energy al­
ready has the necessary statutory and regu­
latory authority to protect appropriately the 
rights and interests of subcontractors, the 
conferees agree that the Senate provision is 
no longer necessary. The conferees rely 
equally on the assurance made to the con­
ferees by the Secretary of Energy that DOE 
will continue to work with the M&O contrac­
tor and the subcontractor to develop mutu­
ally acceptable and appropriate protective 
mechanisms. The conferees believe that the 
Secretary should secure an agreement be­
tween the subcontractor and the M&O con­
tractor, substantially equal in force to con­
fidentiality agreements commonly used else­
where in industry, that the contractor and 
each of the managers and employees of the 
contractor will not use, in any manner, pro­
prietary information, trade secrets, or other 
cost, commercial, or financial information 
acquired from the subcontractor solely as a 
result of the relationship between the M&O 
contractor and the subcontractor. These 
agreements should also specifically prevent 
the use of such information in the prepara­
tion, submission, or negotiation of a bid or 
offer to any federal agency for similar prod­
ucts. The conferees believe that the agree­
ment should endure for a term sufficiently 
long to protect the subcontractor. The con­
ferees direct the Secretary to work with the 
M&O contractor and the subcontractor to 
reach the agreement before closure of the 
DOE fac111ty. 

The conferees will follow the situation 
closely. The conferees remain concerned 
about the potential for unfair use of govern­
ment and third-party information that was 
obtained by a former M&O contractor solely 
by virtue of that special status, and will con- . 
tinue to evaluate the need for legislation. 
The conferees believe that the principles of 
procurement integrity and fairness are gen­
erally adequate to prevent the M&O contrac­
tor from gaining unfair competitive advan­
tage when bidding to supply similar or relat­
ed products to DOE or to any other federal 
agency. 

The conferees direct the Secretary to re­
port to the congressional defense commit­
tees by January 1, 1995, on the resolution of 
this issue. 
Limitation on use of funds for new construction 

projects 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 3138) that would prohibit the Sec­
retary of Energy from obligating or expend­
ing funds appropriated for a construction 
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project for which funds were requested for 
the first time in fiscal year 1995, until the 
Secretary has completed a conceptual design 
for that project. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. Of the two projects to 
which this provision would have applied, the 
conferees have indicated elsewhere within 
this statement of the managers that the De­
partment may not expend funds authorized 
to be appropriated on one of them until the 
Secretary has completed the conceptual de­
sign, and the conferees did not agree to au­
thorize funds for the other project. 
Prohibition on prefinancing 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 3140) that would prohibit the Sec­
retary of Energy from budgeting funds to re­
tain Department personnel in the event that 
Congress allows a lapse in funding authority 
between fiscal years. The Department refers 
to this practice as " prefinancing." 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees note , however, that while all 

government agencies can retain essential 
personnel in the event of a lapse in funding 
authority, only the Department of Energy 
actually budgets for such a contingency. The 
conferees agree that the merits of prefinanc­
ing need to be re-examined, and that the 
Armed Services Committees of the Senate 
and House of Representatives will address 
this issue in hearings next year. 

The conferees are further concerned that 
there does not appear to be a consistent ra­
tionale or methodology for budgeting for 
prefinancing Prefinancing should not be a 
"catch-all" category for otherwise 
unexplainable uncosted obligations. The con­
ferees urge the Department to review its pre­
financing policy while preparing the fiscal 
year 1996 budget request. 

TITLE XXXII-DEFENSE NUCLEAR 
F AGILITIES SAFETY BOARD 

Authorization (sec. 3201) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3201) that would provide $17.933 million for 
the Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 3201) that would provide $18.0 mil­
lion for the Board. 

The House recedes. 
TITLE XXXIII-NATIONAL DEFENSE 

STOCKPILE 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Authorized uses of stockpile funds (sec. 3301) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3302) that would authorize the stockpile 
manager to obligate S54.2 million from the 
National Defense Stockpile Transaction 
Fund during fiscal year 1995 for the author­
ized uses of funds under section 9(b)(2) of the 
Strategic and Critical Materials Stock Pil­
ing Act. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Rotation of materials to prevent technological 

obsolescence (sec. 3302) 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3304) that would amend s~ction 6(a)(4) of the · 
Stock Piling Act to allow for modernization 
and rotation of materials in the stockpile to 
prevent technological obsolescence. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

Extension of limitation on authority to dispose 
of chromium ferro and manganese ferro (sec. 
3303) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 3301) that would prohibit the dis­
posal of chromium ferro and manganese ferro 
from the National Defense Stockpile until 
the President certifies to Congress that 
there is a reliable domestic source for the 
adequate and timely production of these ma­
terials, and such source can be called upon in 
times of a national emergency or a signifi­
cant mobilization of the armed forces. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would delay the current authority to 
dispose of chromium ferro and manganese 
ferro from the stockpile until October 1, 1995. 
Limitations on authority to dispose of zinc (sec. 

3304) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 3304) that would prohibit the dis­
posal of zinc from the National Defense 
Stockpile unless the President certifies to 
Congress that any such proposal would not 
cause any undue disruption of the usual mar­
kets of producers, processors, and consumers 
of zinc. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would prohibit the disposal of zinc from 
the National Defense Stockpile to anyone 
outside the federal government prior to April 
1, 1995. In order for the Stockpile manager to 
dispose of zinc after April 1, 1995, the Stock­
pile manager would have to submit a revised 
Annual Materials Plan for fiscal year 1995 to 
the Congress not later than February 15, 1995 
that describes any such proposed disposal. 
This revised Annual Materials Plan would 
have to include the views of the Market Im­
pact Committee regarding the market im­
pact of any such disposal. 
Limitations on the disposal of chromite and . 

manganese ores (sec. 3305) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 3303) that would require the Stock­
pile manager to give a right of first refusal 
to domestic ferroalloy upgraders on any dis­
posals of chromite and manganese ores of 
metallurgical grade from the stockpile dur­
ing fiscal year 1995. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Report on domestic production of high purity 

electrolytic chromium metal (sec. 3306) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 3305) that would require the con­
version of low carbon ferro chromium held in 
the National Defense Stockpile into high pu­
rity electrolytic chromium metal. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 
to enter into an agreement with the Presi­
dent of the National Academy of Sciences 
under which the Academy would prepare a 
report regarding the production of high pu­
rity electrolytic chromium metal in the 
United States. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Trans! er from National Defense Stockpile 
Transaction Fund 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
305) that would authorize, to the extent pro­
vided in appropriations acts, the transfer of 
not more than S250.0 million from the Na­
tional Defense Stockpile Transaction Fund 

to the operation and maintenance accounts 
for fiscal year 19~5. This figure represents an 
increase of SlOO.O million above the amount 
proposed for transfer in the budget request. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. The conferees con­
clude that authorizing the transfer of funds 
from the National Defense Stockpile Trans­
action Fund in anticipation of sales of mate­
rials could create pressure on the Stockpile 
manager to sell excess materials in order to 
generate revenues for such transfers. The 
conferees agree that the decision to sell ex­
cess materials from the stockpile should be 
based on market and stockpile management 
considerations and not on the need to gen­
erate revenues. 
Disposal of obsolete and excess materials con­

tained in the National Defense Stockpile 
The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 

3301) that would authorize disposal of two 
materials (aluminum and tungsten) from the 
National Defense Stockpile that were deter­
mined to be excess to the stockpile require­
ments recommended by the Department of 
Defense in the 1992 Report on National Defense 
Stockpile Requirements. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Rejection of change in stockpiling principles 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 3302) that would repeal sections 
3311 and 3314 of the National Defense Author­
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 concerning 
stockpiling principles. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The House recedes. The conferees expect 
the next stockpile requirements report, to be 
submitted to the Congress by January 15, 
1995 under section 14 of the Stock Piling Act, 
to contain a complete and thorough discus­
sion of the stockpiling principles proposed 
by the Department of Defense, and to cover 
the full range of conflict scenarios on which 
the stockpile requirements are based. In ad­
dition, the conferees request that the next 
stockpile requirements report also contain 
an analysis of the capabilities of the U.S. do­
mestic sources of strategic and critical ma­
terials and a current analysis of the U.S. de­
pendence on, and reliability of, foreign 
sources for strategic and critical materials. 
Repeal of advisory committee requirement 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
3303) that would repeal the requirement to 
establish an Advisory Committee Regarding 
Operation and Modernization of the Stock­
pile contained in section 3306 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1993. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
TITLE XXXIV-CIVIL DEFENSE 

Authorization of appropriations (sec. 3401) 
The budget request contained $129.658 mil­

lion to carry out the Federal Civil Defense 
Act of 1950. 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
3401) that would authorize the requested 
amount. 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 3401) that would authorize Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act. 

The Senate recedes. 
Restatement of federal civil defense authorities 

in Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act (secs. 3411 and 
3412) 

The House amendment contained a provi­
sion (sec. 3402) that would repeal the Civil 
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Defense Act of 1950 (section 2251 et seq. of 
title 50 App., United States Code) and place 
its authorities into the Robert T . Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act (section 5121 et seq. of . title 42, United 
States Code). 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi-
~on. · 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 

The conferees understand that the Office of 
Management and Budget will transfer the 
civil defense program (i.e., the emergency 
preparedness program) and other portions of 
the Federal Emergency Management Agency 
budget now included in the 050 budget func­
tion to a domestic discretionary budget ac­
count because these programs no longer have 
a defense emphasis. This transfer will be in­
corporated into the President's fiscal year 
1996 budget request. 

TITLE XXX:V-NAVAL PETROLEUM 
RESERVES 

Authorization of appropriations (sec. 3501) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 3501) that would authorize funds 
for activities at the Naval Petroleum Re­
serves for fiscal year 1995. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Price requirement on sale of certain petroleum 

during fiscal year 1995 (sec. 3502) 
The House amendment contained a provi­

sion (sec. 3502) that would establish pricing 
for sale of products from the Naval Petro­
leum Reserve. 

The Senate bill contained no similar provi­
sion. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment that would clarify that 10 U.S.C. 
7430(b)(2)(B), the minimum price for Naval 
Petroleum Reserves 1, 2, and 3 petroleum 
sold during fiscal year 1995, does not apply. 
The only statutory minimum price in fiscal 
year 1995 will be 90 percent of the local mar­
ket price of comparable petroleum pre­
scribed in section 7430(b)(2)(A). 
Extension of existing contract at Naval 

Pretroleum Reserves (sec. 3503) 
The conferees agree to a provision that 

would allow the Department of Energy to ex­
tend the current operating contract at the 
Naval Petroleum Reserve Number 1 at Elk 
Hills, California for an additional two years. 
The conferees are very concerned about the 
future of this facility , the Department of En­
ergy's plans for management of the facility, 
and opportunities for reducing its operating 
costs. 

In the statement of the managers accom­
panying the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (H. Rept. 103-357), 
the conferees requested a report by May 1, 
1994, that would analyze a variety of man­
agement options for Elk Hills. The Depart­
ment of Energy only submitted the re­
quested report on August 2, 1994. In the 
meantime, the Department has also em­
barked on an effort to substantially change 
the management of the Elk Hills facility 
without analyzing other possible options and 
without considering the possibility of com­
petition. 

The conferees believe there are several po­
tential management options that would re­
duce costs and achieve maximum value and 
benefit to the government. While the con­
ferees do not recommend a particular option 
for the operation and management of the Elk 
Hills facility, they strongly believe that the 
Department should fully analyze all possible 
options before making a change in current 

operations. The conferees also strongly be­
lieve that any change in the operation or 
management of the Elk Hills facility should 
be accomplished using competitive proce­
dures, to the extent practical. 

This provision would allow the Department 
of Em~rgy additional time to review fully all 
possible options before entering into any new 
management contract for the Elk Hills facil­
ity. The Armed Services Committees of the 
Senate and House of Representatives plan to 
hold hearings in 1995 on the DOE manage­
ment options under consideration and the 
recommendations of the National Academy 
of Public Administration to ensure that the 
best interests of the government are fully 
protected. 

TITLE XXXVI-PANAMA CANAL 
COMMISSION 

Panama Canal Commission (secs. 3601-3605) 
The Senate bill contained provisions (secs. 

3501-3505) that would authorize expenditures 
from the Panama Canal Revolving Fund for 
the operations and maintenance of the Pan­
ama Canal. They would also authorize the 
Panama Canal Commission to reimburse eli­
gible employees for the cost of dependent 
schooling at facilities in the United States in 
the same manner as is now authorized for 
the cost of dependent students attending 
non-Department of Defense dependent 
schools in Panama. Finally, the provisions 
would authorize Panamanian U.S. govern­
ment employees, who are eligible under cur­
rent law for special immigration benefits, to 
apply for immigration prior to the effective 
date of their retirement. 

The House amendment contained no simi­
lar provisions. A separate House bill con­
tained provisions essentially identical to 
those in the Senate bill. 

The House recedes. The Panama Canal 
operates on a self-sustaining basis, utilizing 
tolls and revenues paid by canal users. Ap­
propriated funds for not utilized for the oper­
ation and maintenance of the canal. 

From the Committee on Armed Services, for 
consideration of the entire Senate bill and 
the entire House amendment, and modifica­
tions committed to conference. 

RONALD V. DELLUMS, 
G.V. MONTGOMERY, 
PAT SCHROEDER, 
EARL HUTTO, 
IKE SKELTON, 
DAVE MCCURDY, 
MARILYN LLOYD, 
NORMAN SISISKY, 
JOHN M. SPRATT, 
SOLOMON P. ORTIZ, 
H. MARTIN LANCASTER, 
LANE EVANS, 
JAMES H. BILBRAY, 
JOHN S. TANNER, 
GLEN BROWDER, 
MARTIN T. MEEHAN, 
FLOYD SPENCE, 
DUNCAN HUNTER, 
JOHN R. KASICH, 
HERBERT H. BATEMAN, 
CURT WELDON, 
JON KYL, 
RONALD K. MACHTLEY, 
JIM SAXTON, 

As additional conferees from the Labor Com­
mittee on Education and Labor, for consider­
ation of sections 337, 34~7. 643, 924, 1051, and 
1082 of the Senate bill and sections 351- 54, 
1133, 1136, 1138, and 1151 of the House amend­
ment, and modifications committed to con­
ference : 

WILLIAM D. FORD, 
WILLIAM L. CLAY, 

PAT WILLIAMS, 
WILLIAM F . GOODLING, 
STEVE GUNDERSON, 

As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, for consideration 
of sections 142, 324, 708, 2821(e)(3), 2849, 3151 , 
3155, 3157-58, 3160, and 3201 of the Senate bill 
and sections 1055, 3201 , and 3502 of the House 
amendment, and modifications committed to 
conference: 

JOHN D. DINGELL, 
PHIL SHARP, 
AL SWIFT, 
CARLOS J. MOORHEAD, 
MIKE BILIRAKIS, 

Provided, Mr. Waxman is appointed in lieu of 
Mr. Swift and Mr. Bliley is appointed in lieu 
of Mr. Bilirakis solely for the consideration 
of section 708 of the Senate bill: 

HENRY A. WAXMAN, 
TOM BLILEY, 

As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, for consideration of sec­
tions 221-22, 225, 241 , 251, 354, 823, 1012, 1013(b), 
1014, 1015(a), 1016-18, 1021(a), 1021(b), 1022-23, 
1024(c), 1031-32, 1041, 1065, 1070, 1074, 1078-79, 
1088, 1092, and 1097 of the Senate bill and sec­
tions lOll(a), 1022-25, 1038, 1041, 1043, 104~9. 
1052, 1054, 1058-60, 1201- 14, and 1401--04 of the 
House amendment, and modifications com­
mitted to conference: 

LEE H. HAMILTON, 
SAM GEJDENSON, 
TOM LANTOS, 
BILL GoODLING, 

As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Government Operations, for consideration 
of sections 824, 2812(c), 2827, and 3161 of the 
Senate bill and modifications committed to 
conference: 

JOHN CONYERS, JR., 
E. TOWNS, 
MIKE SYNAR, 
BILL CLINGER, 

As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, for con­
sideration of sections 357, 601, 654, 2206, 2825, 
3134, and 3501-05 of the Senate bill and sec­
tions 522-23, 527, 531, 601-02, 1137, and 3134 of 
the House amendment, and modifications 
committed to conference: 

GERRY E. STUDDS, 
WILLIAM J. HUGHES, 
BILLY TAUZIN, 

As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Natural Resources, for consideration of 
sections 2853 of the House amendments, and 
modifications committed to conference: 

GEORGE MILLER, 
BRUCE F. VENTO, 
NEIL ABERCROMBIE, 

As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Post Office and Civil Service, for consid­
eration of sections 331-334, 346, · 636, 901, 1080, 
1087, 1090, and 3158 of the Senate bill and sec­
tions 165, 351, 375, 1031, and 2816 of the House 
amendments, and modifications committed 
to conference: 

WILLIAM CLAY, 
FRANK MCCLOSKEY, 
ELEANOR H. NORTON, 
JOHN MYERS, 
CONSTANCE A. MORELLA, 

As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Public Works and Transportation, for 
consideration of sections 324, 1086, and 2827 of 
the Senate bill and section 3402 of the House 
amendment, and modifications committed to 
conference: 

NORMAN Y. MINETA, 
DOUGLAS APPLEGATE, 
JAMES A. TRAFICANT, Jr., 
BUD SHUSTER, 
BILL CLINGER, 
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Provided that Mr. Duncan is appointed in 
lieu of Mr. Clinger solely for the consider­
ation of section 2827 of the Senate bill : 

JOHN J. DUNCAN, Jr., 
As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology, for con­
sideration of sections 232-33, 243, 249, and 3141 
of the Senate bill and sections 211(a), 211(b), 
216(a), 216(b), 216(c), 216(e), 217-18, 223(a), 1112-
15, and 3141 of the House amendment, and 
modifications committed to conference: 

GEORGE E. BROWN, Jr., 
TIM VALENTINE, 
BOBBY SCOTT, 

As additional conferees from the Committee 
on Veterans' Affairs, for consideration of 
section 641 of the Senate bill and modifica­
tions committed to conference: 

G.V. MONTGOMERY, 
JIM SLATTERY, 
DOUGLAS APPLEGATE, 
BOB STUMP, 
MIKE BILIRAKIS, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 
SAM NUNN, 
JIM EXON, 
CARL LEVIN, 
TED KENNEDY, 
JEFF BINGAMAN, 
JOHN GLENN, 
RICHARD SHELBY, 
ROBERT C. BYRD, 
BOB GRAHAM, 
CHUCK ROBB, 
JOSEPH I. LIEBERMAN, 
RICHARD H. BRYAN, 
STROM THURMOND, 
JOHN WARNER, 
WILLIAM S. COHEN, 
TRENT LOTT, 
DAN COATS, 
BOB SMITH, 
LAUCH FAIRCLOTH, 
KAY BAILEY HUTCHISON, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab­

sence was granted to: 
Mr. FIELDS of Louisiana (at the re­

quest of Mr. GEPHARDT), for today, on 
account of official business. 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA (at the request of 
Mr. GEPHARDT), for today, on account 
of official business. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas (at the request 
of Mr. MICHEL), for today, on account 
of attending a funeral. 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis­
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re­
quest of Mr. HORN) to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material:) 

Mr. GINGRICH, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DREIER, for 5 minutes today. 
(The following Members (at the re­

quest of Mr. NADLER) to revise and ex­
tend their remarks and include extra­
neous material:) 

Mr. DERRICK, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. COOPER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. HOAGLAND, for 5 minutes, today. 

Mr. OWENS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. HOYER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. NEAL of North Carolina, for 5 

minutes, today. 
The following Member (at his own re­

quest) to revise and extend his remarks 
and include extraneous material:) 

Mr. LAROCCO, for 5 minutes, today. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
revise and extend remarks was granted 
to: 

(The following Members (at the re­
quest of Mr. HORN) and to include ex­
traneous matter:) 

Mr. CALLAHAN. 
Mr. GooDLING. 
Mr. DELAY. 
Mr. FAWELL. 
Mr. KING. 
Mr. SAXON. 
Mr. GRAMS. 
(The following Members (at the re­

quest of Mr. NADLER) and to include ex­
traneous matter:) 

Mr. GEJDENSON. 
Mr. JACOBS. 
Mr. BONIOR. 
Mr. LEVIN. 
Mr. ROSE. 
Mrs. CLAYTON. 
Mr. DURBIN. 
Mr. RAHALL in two instances. 
Mr. ANDREWS of New Jersey. 
(The following Members (at the re­

quest of Mr. COLLINS of Georgia) and to 
include extraneous matter:) 

Mr. TAUZIN. 
Mr. MEEHAN. 
Mr. McDERMOTT. 
Mr. CAMP. 
Mr. BILBRA Y. 
Mr. BERMAN. 
Mr. PACKARD. 
Mr. SOLOMON. 
Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. 
Mr. WYDEN. 
Ms. BROWN of Florida. 
Ms. DELAURO. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. 
Mr. SHAW. 
Mr. TORRES. 
Mr. RANGEL. 
Mr. STARK. 
Mr. EVERETT. 
Mr. BURTON in three instances. 
Mrs. MALONEY. 
Ms. VELAZQUEZ. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT 
RESOLUTIONS SIGNED 

Mr. ROSE, from the Committee on 
House Administration, reported that 
that committee had examined and 
found truly enrolled bills and joint res­
olutions of the House of the following 
titles, which were thereupon signed by 
the Speaker: 

H.R. 1426. An act to provide for the mainte­
nance of dams located on Indian lands by the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs or through con­
tracts with Indian tribes; 

H.R. 1933. An act to authorize appropria­
tions for the Martin Luther King, Jr. Federal 
Holiday Commission, to extend such Com­
mission, and to support the planning and 
performance of national service opportuni­
tles in conjunction with the Federal legal 
holiday honoring the birthday of Martin Lu­
ther King, Jr.; 

H.R. 2243. An act to amend the Federal 
Trade Commission Act to extend the author­
ization .of appropriations in such act, and for 
other purposes; 

H.R. 4277. An act to establish the Social 
Security Administration as an independent 
agency and to make other improvements in 
the Old-Age, Survivor, and Disability Insur­
ance Program; 

H.R. 4426. An act making appropriations 
for foreign operations, export financing, and 
related programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 1995, and making supplemental 
appropriations for such programs for the fis­
cal year ending September 30, 1994, and for 
other purposes; 

H.R. 4453. An act making appropriations 
for military construction for the Department 
of Defense for the fiscal year ending Septem­
ber 30, 1995, and for other purposes; 

H.R. 4506. An act making appropriations 
for energy and water development for the fis­
cal year ending September 30, 1995, and for 
other purposes; 

H.J. Res. 131. Joint resolution designating 
December 7 of each year as " National Pearl 
Harbor Remembrance Day"; and 

H.J. Res. 175. Joint resolution designating 
October 1994 as "Italian-American Heritage 
and Culture Month." 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

Mr. ROSE, from the Committee on 
House Administration, reported that 
that committee did on this day present 
to the President, for his approval, bills 
of the House of the following titles: 

H.R. 1631. An act to amend title 11, District 
of Columbia Code, to increase the maximum 
amount in controversy permitted for cases 
under the jurisdiction of the Small Claims 
and Conciliation Branch of the Superior 
Court of the District of Columbia. 

H.R. 2739. An act to amend the Airport and 
Airway Improvement Act of 1982 to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal years 1994, 1995, and 
1996, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 4429. An act to authorize the transfer 
of naval vessels to certain foreign countries. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam 

Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord­
ingly (at 5 o'clock and 6 minutes p.m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad­
journed until Tuesday, August 16, 1994, 
at 10:30 a.m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu­
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred as fol­
lows: 

3684. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
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transmitting a report on military expendi­
tures for countries receiving U.S. assistance; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

3685. A letter from the Comptroller Gen­
eral, General Accounting Office, transmit­
ting a compilation of historical information 
and statistics regarding rescissions proposed 
by the executive branch and rescissions en­
acted by the Congress; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

3686. A letter from the President and 
Chairman, Export-Import Bank of the United 
States, transmitting a report involving U.S. 
exports to the People's Republic of China, 
pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 635(b)(3)(1); to the Com­
mittee on Banking, Finance and Urban Af­
fairs. 

3687. A letter from the Acting Director, De­
fense Security Assistance Agency, transmit­
ting notice concerning the Department of 
the Army's proposed Letter(s) of Offer and 
Acceptance [LOA] to Korea for defense arti­
cles and services (Transmittal No. 94-47), 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to the Commit­
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

3688. A letter from the Acting director, De­
fense Security Assistance Agency, transmit­
ting notice concerning the Department of 
the Army's proposed Letter(s) of Offer and 
Acceptance [LOA] to Thailand for defense ar­
ticles and services (Transmittal No. 94-46), 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to the Commit­
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

3689. A letter from the Acting Director, De­
fense Security Assistance Agency, transmit­
ting notice concerning the Department of 
the Army's proposed Letter(s) of Offer and 
Acceptance [LOA] to Turkey for defense arti­
cles and services (Transmittal No. 94-44), 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to the Commit­
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

3690. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a copy of the Secretary's deter­
mination and justification to exercise the 
authority granted him under section 451 of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as 
amended, authorizing funds to support the 
Tanzanian participation in peacekeeping in 
Liberia and conflict resolution in Rwanda, 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2261(a)(2); to the Com­
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

3691. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the texts of the International 
Labor Organization Convention No. 174 and 
Recommendation No. 181 adopted at its 80th 
session at Geneva; to the Committee on For­
eign Affairs. 

3692. A letter from the Chairman, U.S. 
International Trade Commission, transmit­
ting the 45th report on the operation of the 
U.S. trade agreements program during 1993, 
pursuant to 19 U.S.C. 2213(b); to the Commit­
tee on Ways and Means. 

3693. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Assistance Agency, transmitting 
notification of the obligation of certain 
funds; jointly, to the Committees on Appro­
priations and Foreign Affairs. 

3694. A letter from the Secretary of the In­
terior, transmitting his views regarding H.R. 
3433; jointly, to the Committee on Natural 
Resources, Ways and Means, and Govern­
ment Operations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. CONYERS: Committee on Government 
Operations. H.R. 3600. A bill to ensure indi­
vidual and family security through health 
care coverage for all Americans in a manner 
that contains the rate of growth in health 
care costs and promotes responsible health 
insurance practices, to promote choice in 
health care, and to ensure and protect the 
health care of all Americans; with amend­
ments (Rept. 103--601, Pt. 5). Ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DE LA GARZA: Committee on Agri­
culture. H.R. 2927. A bill to amend the Plan 
Variety Protection Act to make such Act 
consistent with the International Conven­
tion for the Protection of New Varieties of 
Plants of March 19, 1991 , to which the United 
States is a signatory, and for other purposes; 
with an amendment (Rept. 103--699). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. DE LA GARZA: Committee on Agri­
culture. S. 2099. An act to establish the 
Northern Great Plains Rural Development 
Commission, and for other purposes (Rept. 
10~700). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. DELLUMS: Committee of Conference. 
Conference report on S. 2182. An act to au­
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 1995 for 
military activities of the Department of De­
fense, for military construction, and for de­
fense programs of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe personnel strengths for such fis­
cal year for the Armed Forces, and for other 
purposes (Rept. 10~701). Ordered to be print­
ed. 

SUBSEQUENT ACTION ON A RE­
PORTED BILL SEQUENTIALLY 
REFERRED 
Under clause 5 of rule X the following 

action was taken by the Speaker: 
Referral to the Committee on Government 

Operations of H.R. 2680 extended for a period 
ending not later than August 16, 1994. 

The Committee on Government Operations 
discharged from further consideration of 
H.R. 4263; H.R. 4263 referred to the Commit­
tee of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 5 of rule X and clause 4 

of rule XXII, public bills and resolu­
tions were introduced and severally re­
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. ROSE: 
H.R. 4945. A bill to establish the Library of 

Congress Revolving Fund, and for other pur­
poses; to the Committee on House Adminis­
tration. 

By Mr. SANGMEISTER: 
H.R. 4946. A bill to establish the Midewin 

National Tallgrass Prairie in the State of Il­
linois, and for other purposes; jointly, to the 
Committees on Armed Services, Agriculture, 
and Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. BRYANT: 
H.R. 4947. A bill to amend title 28, United 

States Code, to establish additional require­
ments regarding appointment of an inde­
pendent counsel; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BACHUS of Alabama (for him­
self, Mr. BEVILL, Mr. BROWDER, Mr. 
CALLAHAN' Mr. CRAMER, Mr. EVER­
ETT, Mr. HILLIARD, Mr. MONTGOMERY, 
Mr. ROWLAND, and Mr. HUTTO): 

H.R. 4948. A bill to designate Building No. 
137 of the Tuscaloosa Veterans ' Medical Cen-

ter in Tuscaloosa, AL, as the " Claude Harris, 
Jr. Building" ; to the Committee on Veter­
ans' Affairs. 

By Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey (for 
himself, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. GALLO, and 
Mr. DELAY): 

H.R. 4949. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to reform Federal administra­
tive procedures and improve the regulatory 
process; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GEJDENSON (for himself, Mr. 
ROTH, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. JOHNSTON 
of Florida, Mr. BEREUTER, Mrs. MEY­
ERS of Kansas, Mr. FINGERHUT, Mr. 
ENGEL, Mr. WYNN, Mr. OBERSTAR, and 
Mr. SCHUMER): 

H.R. 4950. A bill to extend the authorities 
of the Overseas Private Investment Corpora­
tion, and for other purposes; to the Commit­
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KIM: 
H.R. 4951. A bill to amend the Clean Air 

Act to provide that no Federal implementa­
tion plan need be promulgated by the Envi­
ronmental Protection Agency upon the fail­
ure of a State implementation plan to attain 
certain attainment deadlines which have 
been superseded by the 1990 amendments to 
the Clean Air Act, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

H.R. 4952. A bill to amend the Clean Air 
Act to provide that certain requirements in 
effect prior to the 1990 amendments to the 
Clean Air Act shall cease to apply, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

H.R. 4953. A bill to amend the Clean Air 
Act to prohibit the Environmental Protec­
tion Agency from promulgating a Federal 
implementation plan prior to the dis­
approval of State implementation plan revi­
sions required pursuant to the Clean Air Act 
Amendments of 1990, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. MALONEY: 
H.R. 4954. A bill to amend the Fair Housing 

Act to provide sanctions for the filing of cer­
tain complaints; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mrs. MALONEY (for herself, Mrs. 
LOWEY, Mr. NADLER, Mr. WAXMAN, 
Mr. SAXTON, Mr. PASTOR, and Mr. 
COOPER): 

H.R. 4955. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, and the National Security Act 
of 1947 to require disclosure under the Free­
dom of Information Act of information re­
garding certain individuals who participated 
in Nazi war crimes during the period in 
which the United States was involved in 
World War II; jointly, to the Committees on 
Government Operations, the Judiciary, and 
Intelligence (Permanent Select). 

By Mr. NEAL of North Carolina (for 
himself, Mr. MCCOLLUM, Mr. LA­
FALCE, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, 
Mr. LAROCCO, Mr. DOOLEY, Mr. 
RIDGE, Mr. BAKER of Louisiana, and 
Mr. KING): 

H.R. 4956. A bill to create an open and com­
petitive marketplace for financial services 
which ensures the safety and soundness of 
the Nation's financial system as well as the 
availability of innovative financial products 
and services for consumers, business, and 
government at the lowest possible cost, and 
for other purposes; jointly, to the Commit­
tees on Banking, and Finance and Urban Af­
fairs, and Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. RAHALL (for himself, Mr. BOR­
SKI, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. COPPERSMITH, 
Mr. COSTELLO, and Mr. DE LUGO): 

H.R. 4957. A bill to amend the Rail way 
Labor Act concerning the applicability of re­
quirements of that act to U.S. air carriers 
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and flight crews engaged in flight operations 
outside the United States; to the Committee 
on Public Works and Transportation. 

By Mr. ROSE: 
H.R. 4958. A bill to amend title 3 of the 

United States Code to provide immunity 
from suit for the President of the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Com­
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAUZIN (for himself, Mr. 
STUDDS, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. FIELDS of 
Texas, and Mr. COBLE) (all by re­
quest): 

H.R. 4959. A bill to reduce the economic 
burden on U.S.-flagged merchant vessels by 
streamlining certain regulatory require­
ments, by expanding the delegation of the 
performance of marine safety functions to 
third parties, and by broadening the Coast 
Guard's marine safety authority, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Mer­
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WYDEN: 
H.R. 4960. A bill to provide health care 

quality safeguards for consumers of health 
care insurance and health care products and 
services; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LAROCCO: 
H.R. 4961. A bill to establish the Coeur 

d'Alene Basin Restoration Corporation and 
authorize the Corporation to undertake all 
actions necessary for the cleanup of mining 
wastes and the restoration of natural re­
sources in the watershed encompassing the 
Coeur d'Alene River, Coeur d'Alene Lake, 
and its tributaries, and the Spokane River in 
northern Idaho and western Washington; 
jointly, to the Committees on Natural Re­
sources, Energy and Commerce, and Public 
Works and Transportation. 

H.R. 4962. A bill to amend the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act relating to the 
Coeur d'Alene Basin Management Con­
ference; jointly, to the Committees on Pub­
lic Works and Transportation, Natural Re­
sources, Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. MARGOLIES-MEZVINSKY: 
H.R. 4963. A bill to clarify that the ex­

penses of administering the Old Age, Survi­
vors, and Disability Insurance Programs are 
not included in the budget of the U.S. Gov­
ernment, and for other purposes; jointly, to 
the Committees on Ways and Means, Govern­
ment Operations, and Rules. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 
FROST, Mr. FOGLIETTA, Mr. HASTINGS, 
Mrs. MEEK of Florida, Mr. EHLERS, 
Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. DE LUGO' Mr. FARR, 
Mr. ENGEL, and Ms. WOOLSEY): 

H.R. 4964. A bill to provide grants for dem­
onstration projects to coordinate the admin­
istration of services to needy families with 
children; jointly, to the Committees on Ways 
and Means, Agriculture, Education and 
Labor, Energy and Commerce, and Banking, 
Finance and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. OWENS: 
H.R. 4965. A bill to encourage serious nego­

tiations between the major league baseball 
players and the owners of major league base­
ball in order to prevent a strike by the play­
ers or a lockout by the owners so that the 
fans will be able to enjoy the remainder of 
the baseball season, the playoffs, and the 
World Series; to the Committee on the Judi­
ciary. 

By Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey (for him­
self, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. GALLO, Mr. 
QUINN' Mr. OLVER, Mr. ACKERMAN' 
Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. 
TORKILDSEN, Mrs. KENNELLY, Mr. 
MCNULTY, Mr. BLUTE, Mr. MACHTLEY, 

Mr. REED, Mr. EVANS, Mr. KLINK, Mr. 
KASICH, Mr. FINGERHUT, Mrs. JOHN­
SON of Connecticut, Mr. SWETT, and 
Mr. COYNE): 

H.J. Res. 402. Joint resolution to designate 
the week beginning March 12, 1995, as "Na­
tional Manufacturing Week"; to the Com­
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. RAHALL (for himself, Mr. DIN­
GELL, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. KAPTUR, Mrs. 
BYRNE, Mr. MICHEL, Ms. DANNER, Mr. 
HOKE, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. FINGERHUT, 
Mr. cox, Ms. MCKINNEY, and Mr. 
KNOLLENBERG): 

H. Con. Res. 282. Concurrent resolution ex­
pressing the sense of the Congress concern­
ing the ban on the use of United States pass­
ports in Lebanon; to the Committee on For­
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBBONS: 
H. Res. 518. Resolution returning to the 

Senate the Senate amendments to the bill 
H.R. 4554; considered and agreed to. 

l3y Mr. DORNAN (for himself, Mr. DOO­
LITTLE, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey' Mr. 
GINGRICH, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. HYDE, 
Mr. DELAY, Mr. ARMEY, Mr. MCCOL­
LUM, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland, Mr. 
Goss, Mr. PACKARD, Mr. CRANE, Mr. 
FIELDS of Texas, Mr. BALLENGER, Mr. 
KIM, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. SOL­
OMON, Mr. BUNNING, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. 
GOODLATTE, Mr. STUMP, Mr. LIVING­
STON, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. MCKEON, Mr. 
TALENT, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. HANSEN, and 
Mr. SUNDQUIST): 

H. Res. 519. Resolution expressing the sense 
of the House of Representatives regarding re­
ligious intolerance; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

MEMORIALS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, memori­

als were presented and referred as fol­
lows: 

458. By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of California, rel­
ative to the Main San Gabriel Groundwater 
Basin; to the Committee on Natural Re­
sources. 

459. Also, memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of California, relative to COBRA 
benefits; jointly, to the Committees on En­
ergy and Commerce, Ways and Means, and 
Education and Labor. 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu­
tions as follows: 

H.R. 127: Mr. GEJDENSON, Mr. PASTOR, Mr. 
FORD of Michigan, Mr. SABO, Mr. GALLEGLY, 
Mr. YATES, and Mr. DIXON. 

H.R. 193: Mr. BONILLA, Mr. BUYER, Mr. 
CHAPMAN, Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, Mr. DICK­
EY, Ms. DUNN, Mr. EHLERS, Mr. GINGRICH, Mr. 
GOODLING, Mr. GUNDERSON, Mr. HALL of 
Texas, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. INGLIS of South 
Carolina, Mr. ISTOOK, Mr. SAM JOHNSON, Mr. 
KASICH, Mr. MCCOLLUM, Mr. MCKEON, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Mr. SHAYS, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. STEN­
HOLM, Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina, Mr. 
THOMAS of California, Mr. VOLKMER, . Mr. 
HOKE, Mr. HOUGHTON, Mr. SCHAEFER, Mr. 
TALENT, and Mr. ZELIFF. 

H.R. 291: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. JOHN­
SON of Georgia, and Mr. GINGRICH. 

H.R. 326: Mr. WASHINGTON, Ms. WATERS, 
and Mr. EDWARDS of California. 

H.R. 654: Mr. MATSUI and Mr. EHLERS. 

H.R. 1172: Mr. EVANS. 
H.R. 1737: Mr. WAXMAN. 
H.R. 2019: Mr. BROWN of California. 
H.R. 2043: Mr. MARTINEZ. 
H.R. 2059: Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
H.R. 2424: Mr. BROWN of Ohio. 
H.R. 3062: Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
H.R. 3064: Mr. MINGE and Mr. PACKARD. 
H.R. 3251: Mr. SHAYS and Mr. ZELIFF. 
H.R. 3407: Mr. TORKILDSEN. 
H.R. 3705: Mr. BAESLER and Mrs. UNSOELD. 
H.R. 3990: Ms. MARGOLIES-MEZVINSKY. 
H.R. 4051: Mr. MEEHAN. 
H.R. 4056: Mr. SARPALIUS, Mr. BACHUS of 

Alabama, and Mr. LEVIN. 
H.R. 4095: Mr. HAYES. 
H.R. 4118: Mr. HALL of Texas. 
H.R. 4316: Mr. HINCHEY. 
H.R. 4345: Mr. SANTORUM. 
H.R. 4412: Mr. HAYES. 
H.R. 4413: Mr. SKELTON. 
H.R. 4474: Mr. ANDREWS of New Jersey, Mr. 

HOLDEN, Mr. cox, Mr. RAMSTAD, and Mr. 
TALENT. 

H.R. 4477: Mr. HAYES, Mr. MAZZOLI, Mr. JA­
COBS, Mr. BLUTE, Mr. SMITH of Oregon, Mr. 
CLAY, Mr. DARDEN, Mrs. LLOYD, Mr. 
UNDERWOOD, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. CLEMENT, Mr. 
ROTH, Mr. HUTCHINSON, Mr. MORAN, and Mr. 
BAKER of Louisiana. 

H.R. 4610: Mr. EVANS, Mr. PARKER, Mr. 
BOUCHER, Mr. DICKEY' Mr. CRAMER, AND MR. 
BACHUS of Alabama. 

H.R. 4702: Mr. MORAN, Mrs. MORELLA, and 
Mrs. ROUKEMA. 

H.R. 4708: Mr. FOGLIETTA. 
H.R. 4791: Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey, Mr. 

PACKARD, and Mr. FIELDS of Texas. 
H.R. 4826: Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. EMERSON, Mr. 

HANSEN, Mr. KOLBE, and Mr. LEVY. 
H.R. 4828: Mr. BARRETT of Wisconsin, Mr. 

BLUTE, Ms. LOWEY, Mr. DEUTSCH, Mr. FRANK 
of Massachusetts, Ms. SCHENK, and Mr. 
THORNTON. 

H.R. 4831: Mr. GINGRICH. 
H.R. 4841: Mr. OLVER and Mr. YATES. 
H.J. Res. 365: Mr. CONYERS, Mr. BLILEY, 

and Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 
H.J. Res. 369: Mr. HEFNER, Mr. GORDON, and 

Mr. HOBSON. 
H.J. Res. 385: Mr. LANTOS, Ms. DELAURO, 

and Mr. SMITH of Oregon. 
H.J. Res. 397: Mr. DE LUGO, Mr. DIAZ­

BALART, Mr. ORTIZ, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr. 
RICHARDSON, Mr. LAFALCE, Mr. ROMERO­
BARCELO, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. NEAL of 
Massachusetts, Mr. FAZIO, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. 
KOPETSKI, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. SARPALIUS, Mr. 
FILNER, Mr. BERMAN, Mrs. MINK of Hawaii, 
Mr. DE LA GARZA, and Mr. MCDERMOTT. 

H. Con. Res. 249: Mr. GILMAN, Mr. HAST­
INGS, Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota, Mr. 
PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. GUNDERSON, Mr. 
PORTER, Mr. ROSE, Ms. FURSE, Mr. 
MACHTLEY, and Mr. LIPINSKI. 

H. Con. Res. 254: Mr. WAXMAN. 
H. Con. Res. 274: Mr. TOWNS and Mr. DIN­

GELL. 
H. Con . . Res. 276: Mr. JOHNSON of South Da­

kota, Mr. WALKER, Mr. MEEHAN, Mrs. JOHN­
SON of Connecticut, Mrs. MINK of Hawaii, Mr. 
FIELDS of Texas, Mr. PRICE of North Caro­
lina, Mr. BEILENSON, Mr. LAROCCO, Mr. 
LIGHTFOOT, Mr. MCHUGH, Mrs. ROUKEMA, Mr. 
BEREUTER, Mr. CAMP, Mr. KLECZKA, Mr. KIL­
DEE, Mr. WALSH, Mr. WAXM..'.\N, Mr. MINGE, 
Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. LEACH, 
Mrs. LLOYD, Ms. PELOSI, Ms. FURSE, Mr. 
STENHOLM, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. LEVY, Mr. 
BROWN of California, and Mr. SCHUMER. 

H. Res. 424: Mr. HUTTO and Mr. LIPINSKI. 
H. Res. 473: Mr. BARRETT of Wisconsin. 
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DISCHARGE PETITIONS­

ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS 
The following Members added their 

names to the following discharge peti­
tions: 

Petition 12 by Mr. TRAFICANT on H.R. 
3261; Andrew Jacobs, Jr. 

Petition 22 by Mr. INHOFE on House Reso­
lution 409: Bob Stump. 

Petition 23 by Mr. TAUZIN on H.R. 3875: 
Chet Edwards. 

Petition 25 by Mr. CONDIT on House Reso­
lution 489: Ernest J. Istook, Jr., Richard K. 
Armey, Jack Quinn, Howard Coble, Karen L. 
Thurman, Thomas E. Petri, Richard H. 
Baker, Tim Valentine, David Minge, Bill 
Barrett, James T. Walsh, Dean A. Gallo, 
James C. Greenwood, Thomas J. Bliley, Jr., 
Jerry Lewis, Blll McCollum, C.W. Blll 
Young, James A. Leach, Peter T. King, Nick 
Smith, John Linder, Wllliam F. Goodling, 
Edward R. Royce, Jim McCrery, Floyd 
Spence, Dave Camp, Jack Fields, Rick Lazio, 

Curt Weldon, Jim Saxton, Robert K. Dornan, 
Newt Gingrich, and Helen Dellch Bentley. 

Petition 26 by Mrs. FOWLER on House 
Resolution 472: Bob Goodlatte, Hamilton 
Fish, Jr., Jim McCrery, Peter G. Torkildsen, 
Craig Thomas, Michael D. Crapo, Roscoe G. 
Bartlett, Curt Weldon, John L. Mica, Joe 
Knollenberg, Dana Rohrabacher, Stephen E. 
Buyer, Thomas W. Ewing, Dan Schaefer, 
Cass Ballenger, Arthur Ravenel, Jr., John 
Boehner, Thomas J. Bliley, Jr., Jim Kolbe, 
Jim Saxton, and Vernon J. Ehlers. 
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