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SUMMARY OF ESTIMATES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee recommends a total of $59,839,000,000 in discre-
tionary budget authority for the departments and agencies funded
in this bill. The recommendation is $136,893,000 above the request
and $2,631,000,000 above the amount enacted for the current fiscal
year. The Committee also recommends $354,000,000 for mandatory
programs funded within this bill.

The following table provides a comparison of the new budget au-
thority recommended in the accompanying bill with the amounts
appropriated for fiscal year 2006, and the budget request for fiscal
year 2007.

[In millions of dollars]

FY 2006 Compared with
Enacted in- FY 2007 R d
cluding request tion FY 2006 FY 2007
supplementals enacted request
Discretionary * 57,208 59,702 59,839 +2,631 +137
Mandatory 361 354 354 =7 s
Total 57,569 60,056 60,193 +2,624 +137

*$1 billion of the increase in discretionary budget authority in the request and in the recommendation is the result of a $1 billion reduc-
tion in Security and Exchange Commission offsetting collections.

HIGHLIGHTS OF THE BILL

Major initiatives and highlights contained in the recommenda-
tion follow:

TITLE |.—DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

[In millions of dollars]

FY 2006 Compared with
Enacted in- FY 2007 R d
cluding request tion FY 2006 FY 2007
supplementals enacted request
Discretionary 21,397 21,094 22,116 +719 +1,022

—$22.1 billion in discretionary funding for the Department of
Justice, $724 million above the fiscal year 2006 level and $1.0 bil-
lion above the President’s request;

—$1.7 billion for the United States Attorneys;

—$826 million for United States Marshals Service;
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—3$6.0 billion for the Federal Bureau of Investigation;

—$1.8 billion for the Drug Enforcement Administration; and

—$2.6 billion to assist State and local law enforcement to fight
crime, which is $1.1 billion above the request including: the Ed-
ward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grants program ($368
million), the State Criminal Alien Assistance Program ($405 mil-
lion), juvenile justice and accountability programs ($281 million),
law enforcement technologies and interoperable communications
($100 million), the DNA backlog elimination program ($176 mil-
lion), meth enforcement ($99 million), and violence against women
prevention and prosecution programs ($390 million).

TITLE 1I.—DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND RELATED AGENCIES

[In millions of dollars]

FY 2006 Compared with
Enacted in- FY 2007 R |
cluding request tion FY 2006 FY 2007
supplementals enacted request

Discretionary 6,583 6,288 5,964 —619 —324

—$1.77 billion for the Patent and Trademark Office;

—$533.5 million for the international trade agencies;

—3$3.4 billion for the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Admin-
istrati(zln, including $882.3 million for the National Weather Serv-
ice; an

—$627 million for the National Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology, including full funding for the American Competitiveness
Initiative and $92 million for Manufacturing Extension Partnership
Program.

TITLE II.—SCIENCE

[In millions of dollars]

FY 2006 Compared with

Enacted in- FY 2007 R d

cluding request tion FY 2006 en- FY 2007 re-
supplementals acted quest

Discretionary 22,183 22,818 22,734 +561 -83

—$16.7 billion for the National Aeronautics and Space Adminis-
tration; and

—$6.0 billion for the National Science Foundation, including full
funding for the American Competitiveness Initiative.

TITLE IV.—DEPARTMENT OF STATE AND RELATED AGENCY

[In millions of dollars]

FY 2006 En- Compared with
acted includ-  FY 2007 Re- R |

ing quest tion FY 2006 en- FY 2007 re-
supplementals acted quest

Discretionary 9,433 10,049 9,658 +225 —391

—A 2.2 percent increase over fiscal year 2006 for the basic oper-
ations of the Department, including supplemental appropriations;

—Additional new positions to respond to high priority diplomatic
requirements, including new positions for the Office of the Coordi-
nator for Reconstruction and Stabilization; and new positions for
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critical needs language training, including Arabic, Chinese (Can-
tonese and Mandarin), Dari, Pashto, Korean, and Farsi.

—A total of $351 million specifically for public diplomacy pro-
grams to counter Anti-American sentiments around the world, and
a total of $436 million to enhance efforts to engage foreign audi-
ences through educational and cultural exchanges, especially with
the Arab and Muslim world.

—3$1.7 billion for embassy security programs, an increase of $115
million over fiscal year 2006, including 50 new diplomatic security
personnel. A total of $800.5 million is provided for an overseas cap-
ital security cost sharing program, including $671.1 million from
the State Department, which will result in acceleration of the pro-
gram to construct secure replacement facilities for American per-
sonnel serving overseas;

—$1.15 billion for assessments for U.S. membership in the
United Nations and other international organizations;

—3$1.35 billion for contributions for international peacekeeping
activities, the full amount requested; and

—$659 million for international broadcasting, including increases
for radio and television broadcasting to the Middle East.

TITLE V.—RELATED AGENCIES

[In millions of dollars]

FY 2006 Compared with
Enacted in- FY 2007 R d
cluding request tion FY 2006 FY 2007
supplementals enacted request

Discretionary 3,248 2,292 2,275 —-973 —17

—$213 million for the Federal Trade Commission including the
National Do-Not-Call program,;

—$901 million in total budget authority for the Securities and
Exchange Commission to protect investors and combat corporate
fraud; and

—$643 million in total budget authority for the Small Business
Administration, including $90 million for the Small Business De-
velopment Centers to conduct outreach to the Nation’s small busi-
nesses and a record $17.5 billion 7(a) business loan program, as re-
quested, to help small businesses access capital.

RIGHT-SIZING THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT OVERSEAS
PRESENCE

The Committee strongly supports interagency efforts to right-size
the overseas presence of the United States Government. The Com-
mittee understands the definition of right-sizing to be the system-
atic and thorough review of all overseas missions and staffing lev-
els and the reallocation of resources to achieve a leaner, stream-
lined, more agile, and more secure U.S. Government presence
abroad. The Committee expects agencies funded in this bill to co-
operate fully with all interagency efforts to achieve effective right-
sizing.

The 1998 terrorist attacks on two U.S. Embassies in Africa high-
lighted security deficiencies in diplomatic facilities. Many U.S. per-
sonnel overseas continue to work in locations and facilities that do
not meet security standards. The attacks on the American Embas-
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sies in Africa prompted the creation of the Overseas Presence Advi-
sory Panel, which proposed significant recommendations regarding
right-sizing that have subsequently been embraced by this Com-
mittee, and included in the President’s Management Agenda. In
addition, the Government Accountability Office (GAO) has studied
right-sizing the Nation’s overseas presence. The GAO reports found
that U.S. agencies’ staffing projections for new embassy compounds
are developed without a systematic approach or comprehensive
right-sizing analysis. In response, the GAO developed a framework
of questions designed to link staffing levels to three critical ele-
ments of overseas diplomatic operations: (1) physical/technical se-
curity of facilities and employees; (2) mission priorities and require-
ments; and (3) cost of operations. In light of continuing security
vulnerability, the Committee intends to ensure that such a frame-
work is established and followed.

The Committee expects that the fiscal year 2008 budget request
will continue to reflect the application of a right-sizing method-
ology. Increases or expansions should be justified in terms of mis-
sion priorities both within the agency, and within the specific diplo-
matic mission, and should be, to the maximum extent possible, ac-
companied by offsetting decreases to maximize the allocation of
scarce resources to emerging priorities. A proper plan should in-
clude a systematic analysis to bring about a reconfiguration of
overseas staffing to the minimum level necessary to meet critical
U.S. foreign policy goals. The Committee expects to receive this ad-
ditional analysis prior to the establishment or expansion of any ac-
tivities beyond those currently approved.

AMERICAN COMPETITIVENESS INITIATIVE

America’s advantage in science, math and technology is eroding.
Our systems of basic scientific research and education are in crisis,
while other countries are redoubling their efforts. The United
States can remain the world’s technological leader if it makes the
commitment to do so. The growing innovation capacity of our eco-
nomic competitors makes it increasingly important to make our
own economy more flexible and responsive.

The Committee is pleased that the Administration has heard the
call of the Congress and identified the linkage between funding for
science with maintaining our Nation’s economic health and na-
tional security by including in its request funding for the American
Competitiveness Initiative (ACI). The ACI supports bold invest-
ments in science and innovation, including investments in research
and development, science education, and entrepreneurship. Over
ten years, the Administration has proposed a total commitment of
$50 billion, which will double the Federal investment in basic sci-
entific research.

The recommendations in this bill include $6 billion for the Na-
tional Science Foundation, an increase of eight percent, and $627
million for the National Institute for Standards and Technology, an
increase of 24 percent for core programs, to help keep America’s
economy strong by establishing the groundwork for the develop-
ment of new technologies. The Committee believes there is no more
important investment we can make to ensure the security and eco-
nomic well-being of future generations of Americans.
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REPROGRAMMINGS, REORGANIZATIONS, AND RELOCATIONS

As in previous years, section 605 contains language concerning
the reprogramming of funds between programs and activities.

The Committee expects each department and agency to follow
closely the reprogramming procedures listed below, which are simi-
lar to provisions that applied in statute during fiscal year 2006.
These procedures apply to funds provided under this Act, or pro-
vided under previous Appropriations Acts that remain available for
obligation or expenditure in fiscal year 2007, or provided from any
accounts in the Treasury available to the agencies funded by this
Act.

The Committee expects that the Chairman of the Appropriations
Subcommittee on Science, the Departments of State, Justice and
Commerce, and Related Agencies will be notified by letter a min-
imum of 15 days prior to—

(1) Reprogramming of funds, whether permanent or temporary,
in excess of $750,000 or 10 percent, whichever is less, between pro-
grams or activities. This provision is also applicable in cases where
several activities are involved with each receiving less than
$750,000. In addition, the Committee is to be notified of reprogram-
ming actions which are less than these amounts if such actions
would have the effect of committing the agency to significant fund-
ing requirements in future years.

(2) Increasing funds or personnel by any means for any project
or activity for which funds have been denied or restricted.

(3) Creating new programs, offices, agencies or commissions or
substantially augmenting existing programs, offices, agencies or
commissions.

(4) Relocating offices or employees.

(5) Reorganizing offices, programs, or activities.

In addition, the Committee expects any department or agency
funded in the accompanying bill that is planning to conduct a re-
duction-in-force to notify the Committee by letter 30 days in ad-
vance of the date of the proposed personnel action.

The Committee also expects that any items that are subject to
interpretation will be reported.

The Committee is concerned that, in some instances, the depart-
ments or agencies funded within this Appropriations Act are not
adhering to the Committee’s reprogramming policy and procedures
that are set forth in this report and in section 605 of the accom-
panying bill. The Committee expects that each department and
agency funded in the bill will follow these notification policies pre-
cisely and will not reallocate resources or reorganize activities prior
to submitting the required notifications to the Committee. The
Committee has provided each of the departments, NASA and the
Small Business Administration, with transfer authority, which is
the same as the transfer authority provided in the fiscal year 2006
Appropriations Acts. The Committee believes such authority, to-
gether with the traditional reprogramming policy, gives each de-
partment or agency the needed flexibility to respond to unantici-
pated circumstances and requirements, which may arise through-
out the fiscal year.
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RELATIONSHIP WITH BUDGET AND COMPTROLLER’S OFFICES

Through the years the Appropriations Committee has channeled
most of its inquiries and requests for information and assistance
through the budget offices or comptroller organizations of the var-
ious departments, agencies, and commissions. The Committee has
often pointed out the natural affinity and relationship between
these organizations and the Appropriations Committee that makes
such a relationship imperative. The Committee reiterates its posi-
tion that, while it reserves the right to call upon all organizations
in the departments, agencies, and commissions for information and
assistance, the primary contact between the Committee and these
entities must be through the budget offices and comptroller organi-
zations.

The workload generated in the budget process is large and grow-
ing, and, therefore, a positive, responsive relationship between the
Committee and the budget and/or comptroller offices is absolutely
essential to the appropriations process to ensure that the informa-
tion needs of the Committee are met in order to fulfill the Constitu-
tional responsibilities of the Congress.

FuLL CoMPLIANCE WITH THE TELEWORK DIRECTIVE

Advances in information and computer technology, the develop-
ment of the Internet, and the growth of wireless and digital prod-
ucts have given some Federal employees the ability to telework, or
work anytime from almost any place. Management considerations,
such as productive and satisfied workers; environmental consider-
ations, such as reduced traffic congestion and improved air quality;
and quality of life considerations, such as accommodating the
short- or long-term health needs of employees, require the estab-
lishment of telework programs.

Telecommuting provides Federal agencies with a viable option to
ensure continuity of operations in the event of an emergency. Fol-
lowing Hurricane Katrina, lapses in the Federal government’s per-
formance could have been mitigated by telecommuting. The Com-
mittee is aware of businesses that were able to continue operations
following Hurricane Katrina due to telecommuting programs al-
ready in place. By reducing automobile trips, telecommuting helps
to reduce dependence on foreign oil and to reduce car emissions.

In light of the benefits of telecommuting, the Committee remains
concerned about the lack of progress being made by Federal agen-
cies in this area. The Committee believes that agencies should be
taking extensive measures to certify more Federal employees as eli-
gible to telecommute.

The Committee directs the Departments of Commerce, Justice,
and State, the Securities and Exchange Commission, the Small
Business Administration, the National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration and the National Science Foundation to provide a re-
port to the Committee in no less than six months from enactment
of this legislation detailing plans to increase the eligible number of
telecommuters as well as what major obstacles exist.

The bill includes a provision requiring that the Departments of
Commerce, Justice, and State, the Securities and Exchange Com-
mission, the Small Business Administration, the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration and the National Science Foun-
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dation certify that telecommuting opportunities have increased
over the fiscal year 2006 levels. Language is repeated from fiscal
year 2006 requiring that $5,000,000 be made available only after
certification is made; requiring agencies to designate a Telework
Coordinator. Previous public laws have required the departments
and agencies to each establish a policy under which eligible em-
ployees may participate in telecommuting to the maximum extent
possible without diminished performance.

BUDGET PRESENTATION

The Committee is supportive of budget and performance integra-
tion so that government programs can become more results-ori-
ented. While the amount of performance data included in budget
documents has increased, in many cases it has been at the expense
of programmatic budget data and justifications that are critical to
the work of the Committee. The Committee expects all Depart-
ments and agencies covered under this Act to consult with the
Committee on this issue before submission of the fiscal year 2008
Budget Request and justification materials.



TITLE I—-DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Despite severe funding limitations faced by the Committee in fis-
cal year 2007, the recommendation for the Department of Justice
reflects the Committee’s overriding priority to ensure that Federal,
State and local law enforcement entities have sufficient resources
to combat terrorism while continuing to perform traditional law en-
forcement activities to prevent and investigate crimes. The rec-
ommendation reflects the Committee’s commitment to combat ter-
rorism, espionage, cybercrime, gang-related crime, illegal drugs,
and corporate fraud.

The Committee recommends $22,347,225,000 in new budget au-
thority in the accompanying bill for the Department of Justice for
fiscal year 2007. This amount is $723,144,000 above the current
year and $1,022,222,000 above the budget request. Of the total
amount provided, $22,116,225,000 is derived from general purpose
discretionary funds and $231,000,000 is scored as mandatory
spending.

Once again, the Committee is disappointed in the budget gim-
micks included in the Administration’s request including large new
regulatory fees, proposed rescissions for the Federal Prison System
and the United States Attorneys for programs in which the funds
identified are not available, and irresponsible reductions to State
and local law enforcement. The Committee hopes that future budg-
et requests discontinue the use of disingenuous budget gimmicks
and the Administration submits a more responsible budget pro-
posal for the Department of Justice.

The recommendation continues the Committee’s commitment to
Federal law enforcement efforts to combat terrorism and other
crimes by fully funding the requests for United States Attorneys,
United States Marshals Service, the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion (FBI), and the Federal Prison System, Salaries and Expenses
account. In addition, the recommendation provides $15,000,000
above the budget request for the Drug Enforcement Administration
(DEA) to combat drug trafficking in drugs such as methamphet-
amine. The recommendation proposes reductions to the request for
other lower priority Department of Justice programs.

Finally, the recommendation continues the Committee’s commit-
ment to supporting our nation’s police and sheriffs’ departments by
providing an increase of $1,086,414,000 above the Administration’s
request for State and local law enforcement grants. As Federal law
enforcement agencies continue to divert resources away from tradi-
tional crime fighting to strengthen their counterterrorism capabili-
ties, a void is left that only State and local law enforcement are po-
sitioned to fill. In this context, the Committee finds the Adminis-
tration’s budget request, which proposes to reduce funding for
State and local law enforcement assistance by more than 50 per-
cent, to be woefully inadequate. In order to address State and local

9
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law enforcement requirements, the Committee recommends a total
of $2,634,475,000 in new budget authority for crime fighting grant
programs for fiscal year 2007.

The recommendation provides increases above the request for the
Edward Byrne Justice Assistance Grants program (+$367,852,000),
the State Criminal Alien Assistance Program (+$405,000,000), ju-
venile justice and accountability programs (+$92,138,000), meth hot
spots (+$58,916,000), gang violence reduction (+$40,000,000) and
law  enforcement technologies and interoperability grants
(+$100,000,000).

Gangs.—According to FBI Congressional testimony on the fiscal
year 2006 budget request, “Gangs and other criminal enterprises,
operating in the U.S. and throughout the world, pose increasing
concerns for the international law enforcement and intelligence
communities. Today, gangs are more violent, more organized, and
more widespread than ever before. They pose one of the greatest
threats to the safety and security of all Americans. The Depart-
ment of Justice estimates there are approximately 30,000 gangs,
with 800,000 members, impacting 2,500 communities across the
U.S. The innocent people in these communities face daily exposure
to violence from criminal gangs trafficking in drugs and weapons
and gangs fighting amongst themselves to control or extend their
turf and their various criminal enterprises.” Over the past several
years, the Committee has provided the Department with increased
resources to attack this problem. The Committee has provided
funding increases to establish a National Gang Intelligence Center
in the FBI, established additional FBI Safe Streets Task Forces
and Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives Violent
Crime Impact Teams, provided additional Assistant U.S. Attorneys
and Criminal Division attorneys for gang prosecutions, and pro-
vided grants to State and local governments for enforcement and
prevention efforts.

In addition to continuing funding for previously approved Fed-
eral law enforcement programs, the recommendation includes an
increase of $6,081,000 for 61 additional United States Attorneys
positions, $20,000,000 for the Gang Resistance Education and
Training program, and $40,000,000 for grants for communities to
develop comprehensive gang prevention and enforcement programs
in coordination with local United States Attorneys offices.

The Committee appreciates that the Attorney General has di-
rected the appointment of an Assistant U.S. Attorney in each judi-
cial district to serve as an anti-gang coordinator to prepare com-
prehensive, district-wide strategies—in consultation with partners
from Federal and local law enforcement, social services, and com-
munity and faith-based groups—to coordinate anti-gang activity
across the board. However, the Committee is disappointed that the
budget request proposes reductions in anti-gang programs includ-
ing eliminating the Gang Resistance Education and Training pro-
gram, eliminating grants for communities to develop comprehen-
sive gang prevention and enforcement programs in coordination
with local United States Attorneys offices, and reducing funding for
the FBI’s Safe Streets Task Forces. The recommendation restores
funding for all of these programs and the Committee hopes that fu-
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ture budget requests will propose an appropriate level of resources
to address gang violence.

Child On-Line Protection.—The Committee commends the De-
partment for the development of its Project Safe Childhood Initia-
tive, which calls for U.S. Attorneys to work with Federal, State and
local officials to develop local plans to address the growth of com-
puter-facilitated sexual exploitation crimes committed against chil-
dren. In order to support the Administration’s efforts and reduce
child exploitation, the recommendation funds the Department’s re-
quest for 26 additional U.S. Attorney positions to increase Federal
child exploitation prosecutions and fully funds the requested
$1,984,000 for the continued development of a nationwide sex of-
fender registry system that links State systems together. In addi-
tion, the recommendation provides $1,000,000 above the request for
the National Center for Missing and Exploited Children,
$5,000,000 above the request for Internet Crimes Against Children
Task Forces, and $5,000,000 above the request for the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation’s Innocent Images program to increase law
enforcement’s ability to address these terrible crimes.

The Committee commends the Department and the United
States Marshals Service for Operation Falcon II, which led to the
arrest of 1,102 fugitives wanted for committing sexual offenses and
violent crimes against women, children and the elderly, as well as
unregistered convicted sex offenders. The Committee encourages
the United States Marshals Service to conduct similar operations
in fiscal year 2007.

Methamphetamine (meth).—According to the National Associa-
tion of Counties, 58 percent of counties ranked meth as their num-
ber one drug problem, and it is estimated that there are 583,000
people currently using meth in the United States. However, the
Administration’s budget request proposes dramatic reductions to
Department of Justice programs that assist Federal, State and
local law enforcement in combating meth. The increases provided
in the recommendation should allow the Department to take a
leadership role in addressing this problem. While the Committee is
hopeful that new Federal laws controlling meth precursor chemi-
cals will dramatically reduce the number of small toxic labs oper-
ating in the country, the Committee understands that super labs
operated by international drug trafficking organizations are sup-
plying the majority of meth in America.

In order to help Federal, State and local law enforcement address
the meth epidemic, the recommendation provides $367,852,000 for
the Justice Assistance Grants program, which the Administration
proposed to eliminate; $99,000,000 for meth-specific grants, which
is the authorized level and $58,916,000 above the budget request;
$40,000,000 for Drug Court programs, which is $30,128,000 above
the current year; $5,000,000 for State Prison Drug Treatment pro-
grams, which the Administration proposed to eliminate; and
$15,000,000 above the request for DEA.
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GENERAL ADMINISTRATION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

The Committee recommends $90,136,000 for General Adminis-
tration, which is $32,730,000 below the current year and
$25,369,000 below the request.

This account supports the development of policy objectives and
the overall management of the Department of Justice. The rec-
ommendation adopts the Administration’s proposal to transfer
$31,162,000 for the Office of Intelligence Policy and Review from
this account to the newly authorized National Security Division.
The Committee does not adopt the proposed transfer of $16,000,000
to this account to shutdown the National Drug Intelligence Center.
The recommendation fully funds the Office of Privacy and Civil
Liberties.

Once again, the Committee is extremely disappointed with the
amount of time it takes the Department to respond to hearing
questions submitted for the record by Members of the Sub-
committee. Many of these questions require factual responses and
should not require multiple layers of review or require weeks, and
often months, to submit. The Committee is concerned that this
practice, has resulted in the needless withholding of budgetary and
programmatic information that is necessary to the Committee’s
work. The Committee believes that the open sharing of information
results in a more effective relationship between the branches of
government and improves the quality of legislation.

Budget Models.—In fiscal year 2005, the Committee directed the
Department to report on the impact of hiring new investigative
agents on the workload of other parts of the criminal justice system
including U.S. Attorneys, U.S. Marshals, the Detention Trustee,
and the Federal Prison System. The Committee appreciates the De-
partment’s efforts to complete the report and encourages the Ad-
ministration to continue to develop these budget models. The Com-
mittee remains deeply concerned that the Administration does not
consider the impact on the entire criminal justice system when it
implements new law enforcement initiatives.

General Services Administration (GSA) Rent.—The recommenda-
tion fully funds the request for GSA rent for the Department of
Justice. However, the Committee notes that the budget request in-
cludes substantial GSA rent increases for several accounts includ-
ing an 18 percent increase for General Administration, an 11 per-
cent increase for Administrative Review and Appeals, a 12 percent
increase for General Legal Activities, a 19 percent increase for the
U.S. Trustee System Fund, a 21 percent increase for the U.S. Mar-
shals Service, a 26 percent increase for the Community Relations
Service, a 10 percent increase for the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion, a 27 percent increase for the Drug Enforcement Administra-
tion, and a 39 percent increase for the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco,
Firearms and Explosives. The Committee has been unable to verify
from either GSA or the Department why such significant increases
are necessary or what the correct funding level should be for facili-
ties costs. Therefore, before obligating or expending funds for these
requested GSA rent increases, the Committee directs the Adminis-
tration to submit a reprogramming in accordance with the proce-
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dures outline in section 605 describing why increased payments are
necessary, including a description of increases in facilities’ oper-
ating charges and changes in the amount of space occupied.

JUSTICE INFORMATION SHARING TECHNOLOGY

The recommendation provides $125,000,000 for this account,
which is $50,007,000 below the request and $1,596,000 above the
current year. This account provides funding for several Department
of Justice information sharing programs including the following ini-
tiatives:

Joint Automated Booking System (JABS).—JABS enables Fed-
eral law enforcement components to electronically share criminal
arrest data, which improves criminal identification response times
and avoids duplication of booking data entry.

Justice Consolidated Office Network (JCON).—JCON is the
standard office automation system upon which 16 Department of
Justice components operate their mission-critical applications
which allows attorneys and law enforcement officials the imme-
diate ability to exchange all electronic data with and between com-
ponents on a common platform.

Law Enforcement Information Sharing Program (LEISP).—
LEISP will implement the information technology tools needed to
facilitate timely, appropriate and secure sharing of information
across Federal, State and local law enforcement. Through LEISP,
the Department will develop a comprehensive information sharing
program that can help identify emerging threats and patterns, find
relationships among individual groups, and provide useful tactical
and strategic information to criminal and counterterrorism inves-
tigators. This effort includes the creation of national and regional
data exchange databases to facilitate the sharing of information.
The Committee expects the Department to work cooperatively with
State and local law enforcement on this initiative. In addition, the
Committee expects the Department to ensure that this program
will facilitate the reporting, analysis and dissemination of intel-
ligence related to organized retail theft.

Litigation Case Management System.—Currently, the Depart-
ment’s litigating components’ case management systems are highly
decentralized and information is stored in numerous disconnected
systems. This project will consolidate the 94 U.S. Attorneys Offices
and seven headquarters litigating components into one web-based
common case management system, reducing operating costs, and
improving information sharing among law enforcement and Intel-
ligence Community agencies.

Public Key Infrastructure (PKI) and Secure Communications.—
PKI will provide the Department with enhanced information tech-
nology security services to allow classified information to be shared
across the Department and with the Intelligence Community. The
Committee expects the Department to allocate not less than
$5,000,000 for this project.

Federal Investigation Case Management System (FICMS).—The
Committee understands that the Administration is working to cre-
ate a common information technology case management architec-
ture to facilitate information sharing across all Federal law en-
forcement agencies. The Committee directs that the Department’s
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participation in this effort be managed by the Office of Chief Infor-
mation Officer.

Unified Financial Management System Program.—This program
will improve the Department’s management of its funding and ad-
dress independent auditors concerns regarding the Department’s
current outdated financial systems.

Department IT Investment Review Board (DIRB).—The Com-
mittee appreciates the efforts of the DIRB, which is chaired by the
Deputy Attorney General, to improve oversight of the Department’s
new major information technology programs including the Federal
Bureau of Investigation’s (FBI) SENTINEL program. In order to
ensure accountability in the Department’s information technology
programs and prevent a failure similar to the FBI’s Virtual Case
Files project, the recommendation includes new language under
section 110. Before funding is spent on major information tech-
nology programs, the Deputy Attorney General and DIRB must cer-
tify to the Committees on Appropriations that appropriate program
management and contractor oversight mechanisms are in place,
and that each program is compatible with the Department’s enter-
prise architecture.

TACTICAL WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS FOR FEDERAL LAW
ENFORCEMENT

The Committee recommends $89,000,000 for this account, which
is $149,000 above the current year and $217,000 below the request.
The purpose of this account is to provide radios and wireless com-
munications capabilities for Federal law enforcement and manage
the Department’s efforts to comply with the National Telecommuni-
cations and Information Administration narrowband mandates.
This account funds component legacy network requirements, oper-
ations of the Wireless Management Office, and the acquisition of
new equipment and services.

In addition, this account funds the Integrated Wireless Network,
which is a partnership between the Departments of Justice, Home-
land Security and Treasury to modernize and enhance the existing
stove-piped agency-specific radio systems that support Federal law
enforcement, homeland security and disaster response. The Com-
mittee understands that a successful pilot has been implemented
in Seattle, WA. During fiscal year 2007, the program will be ex-
panded further in the Northwest and will continue efforts in the
Southwest. This program is critical to improve radio communica-
tion interoperability and agent safety.

ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW AND APEALS

The Committee recommends $229,152,000 for this account, which
is $16,222,000 above the current year and $60,000 below the re-
quest.

This appropriation supports the Executive Office of Immigration
Review (EOIR), which includes the Board of Immigration Appeals,
Immigration Judges, and Administrative Law Judges who decide
through administrative hearings on the admission or exclusion of
aliens seeking to enter the country, and the transportation and ad-
justment of status of aliens whose status has been challenged; and
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the Office of the Pardon Attorney, which receives, investigates and
considers petitions for all forms of Executive clemency.

The recommendation fully funds the request for EOIR of
$226,883,000. This includes a program increase of $8,757,000 to
meet additional caseload requirements as a result of increase immi-
gration enforcement. Within the amount provided, the Committee
directs the EOIR to establish courts at three additional locations
based on EOIR’s highest priority needs.

In addition, the recommendation includes $2,269,000 for the Of-
fice of the Pardon Attorney.

DETENTION TRUSTEE
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

The Committee recommends total spending authority of
$1,331,026,000 for the Federal Detention Trustee for fiscal year
2007, which is $124,634,000 above the level provided in fiscal year
2006 and $1,300,000 below the request. The recommendation in-
cludes increases for inflationary adjustments and for the antici-
pated daily cost of an increase in the number of Federal detainees
housed in Federal, State, local, and private detention facilities. The
recommendation includes the requested transfer of $27,935,000 as-
sociated with the cost of transporting prisoners. These funds were
previously appropriated under the United States Marshals Service
account.

The Committee encourages the Department to continue to exam-
ine the entire Federal detention process from arrest to incarcer-
ation to find ways to contain costs. The Committee applauds the
efforts of the Detention Trustee to develop the e-Designate system
and to identify additional systemic improvements to reduce the
time from sentencing to commitment. The Committee expects this
program to be extended to all 94 judicial districts.

The recommendation deletes language, as requested, regarding
oversight of housing related to detention. Language is also deleted
regarding the Detention Trustee’s role in the Justice Prisoner and
Alien Transportation System.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL

The Committee recommends $70,558,000 for the Office of Inspec-
tor General (OIG), which is $2,636,000 above the current year and
equal to the request. The Committee appreciates the OIG’s efforts
to work closely with the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) on
the development of their new case management system, SEN-
TINEL. The Committee directs the OIG to continue this close rela-
tionship with the FBI and to provide regular updates to the Com-
mittee on the financial and programmatic status of SENTINEL.

UNITED STATES PAROLE COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

The Committee recommends $11,500,000 for the United States
Parole Commission, which is $641,000 above the current year and
$451,000 below the request.
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This Commission is an independent body within the Department
of Justice that makes decisions regarding requests for parole of
Federal offenders who committed an offense before November 1,
1987, and District of Columbia Code offenders who committed an
offense before August 5, 2005. In addition, the Commission has ju-
risdiction over the conditions of supervision of District of Columbia
Code offenders who committed an offense after August 5, 2005, and
certain other offenders.

LEGAL ACTIVITIES
SALARIES AND EXPENSES, GENERAL LEGAL ACTIVITIES

The Committee recommends a total of $668,739,000 for General
Legal Activities, which is $15,234,000 above the current year and
$15,585,000 below the request. As requested, the recommendation
transfers 74 FTE and $13,372,000 from this account to the newly
authorized National Security Division.

This appropriation supports the Attorney General through the
establishment of litigation policy, conduct of litigation, and various
other legal responsibilities. The distribution of funding provided is
as follows:

GENERAL LEGAL ACTIVITIES

[In thousands of dollars]

recommendation

Solicitor General $9,134
Tax Division 83,099

Criminal Division 134,578
Civil Division 209,291
Environment and Natural Resources 93,913
Office of Legal Counsel 6,069
Civil Rights Division 111,310
Interpol—USNCB 20,812
Office of Dispute Resolution 533

Total 668,739

Criminal Division.—The recommendation annualizes the
$1,000,000 increase provided in fiscal year 2006 for gang investiga-
tions and the $1,000,000 increase provided in fiscal year 2006 to
target, prosecute, and seize the assets of those who commit crimes
against the youngest and most vulnerable members of society. In
addition, the recommendation provides the requested increase of
$218,000 for intellectual property rights crime enforcement.

Within the level provided for the Criminal Division, $6,781,000
is provided for the Office of Special Investigations (OSI), which is
$500,000 above the level requested. Funds are provided above the
request to increase investigations into naturalized U.S. citizens
who have committed human rights abuses, such as genocide or tor-
ture, outside of the United States.

Civil Rights Division.—The recommendation fully funds the Civil
Rights Division’s efforts to combat human trafficking and the Com-
mittee expects the Department to continue submitting yearly up-
dates regarding its efforts to address this horrific crime.
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Civil Division.—Within the level of funds provided for the Civil
Division, the recommendation includes $46,237,000 for the Office of
Immigration Litigation (OIL), which is equal to the request. The
recommendation provides a program increase of $9,566,000 and
114 positions (86 attorneys) for OIL to address increased workload
associated with enhanced immigration enforcement by the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security.

Within the level of funds provided for the Civil Division, not less
than $250,000 shall be available to enforce subsections (a) and (b)
of section 642 of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant
Responsibility Act of 1996.

THE NATIONAL CHILDHOOD VACCINE INJURY ACT

The Committee recommends $6,292,000 for the Vaccine Injury
Compensation Trust Fund to cover the Department of Justice’s ex-
penses associated with litigating cases under the National Child-
hood Vaccine Injury Act of 1986. This amount is $40,000 above the
enacted level and $41,000 below the request. The Committee ex-
pects the Department to have procedures in place that ensure the
integrity of Vaccine Injury Compensation matters, and that awards
are made to vaccine-injured persons quickly, easily, and with cer-
tainty and generosity.

SALARIES AND EXPENSES, NATIONAL SECURITY DIVISION

The recommendation includes $66,970,000 for the National Secu-
rity Division, as requested. This is a new litigating division author-
ized by the USA Patriot Improvement and Reauthorization Act of
2006. The National Security Division consolidates the Office of In-
telligence Policy and Review, and the Counterterrorism and Coun-
terespionage Sections of the Criminal Division into one litigating
division focused solely on national security. The consolidation of
these components into a new National Security Division is con-
sistent with the recommendation of the Commission on the Intel-
ligence Capabilities of the United States Regarding Weapons of
Mass Destruction.

Foreign Agents Registration Act (FARA) Unit.—The Foreign
Agents Registration Act requires persons lobbying for foreign gov-
ernments to register with the Justice Department and disclose
their lobbying activities. The purpose of this Act is to insure that
the American public and its lawmakers know the source of infor-
mation or propaganda intended to sway public opinion, policy, and
laws. The Committee understands the FARA unit is working to
make its records available to the public on the Internet, which will
dramatically increase the transparency to the public of companies
who are lobbying for foreign governments. The Committee urges
the National Security Division to complete this effort, as quickly as
possible.

SALARIES AND EXPENSES, ANTITRUST DIVISION

The Committee recommendation includes $145,915,000 in budget
authority for the Antitrust Division, $1,827,000 above the current
year and $1,827,000 below the request. This appropriation is offset
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by $129,000,000 in pre-merger filing fee collections, resulting in a
direct appropriation of $16,915,000.

The Division acts on antitrust cases before the Supreme Court,
represents the interests of the United States in cases brought
under Federal antitrust laws, reviews decisions of regulatory com-
missions, and prepares and files amicus briefs. Appopriations for
both the Division and the Federal Trade Commission are offset by
Hart-Scott-Rodino Act pre-merger filing fee collections.

SALARIES AND EXPENSES, UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS

The recommendation provides $1,664,400,000, for U.S. Attorneys,
which is $84,835,000 above the enacted level and the same as the
request. The recommendation does not adopt the Administration’s
proposal to rescind $27,000,000 from this appropriation associated
with Project SeaHawk, a port security program.

This appropriation supports the Executive Office of U.S. Attor-
neys and the 94 U.S. Attorney Offices, which serve as the principal
litigators for the U.S. Government for criminal, civil, and debt col-
lection matters.

In addition to inflationary and other base funding adjustments,
the recommendation includes the following program increases:
$7,737,000 and 4 additional positions for counterterrorism inves-
tigations and prosecutions; $1,430,000 for replacement and up-
graded security equipment; $6,081,000 and 61 additional positions
for gang investigations and prosecutions; $842,000 and nine posi-
tions (five attorneys) for human trafficking investigations and pros-
ecutions in Northern Virginia; and $2,625,000 and 26 additional
positions for child exploitation and obscenity prosecutions. In addi-
tion, the recommendation provides a $4,490,000 increase to address
U.S. Attorneys’ highest priority needs including the prosecution of
human traffickers referred to as “coyotes” and other criminal
aliens, methamphetamine traffickers, and identity thieves. The
Committee expects the Department to reallocate resources, if nec-
essary, to address these priority areas in accordance with the re-
programming procedures outlined in section 605 of this Act.

UNITED STATES TRUSTEE SYSTEM FUND

The recommendation provides $223,447,000 for the U.S. Trustees
Program (USTP), to be entirely funded from offsetting collections.
The amount recommended is $11,783,000 above the current year
and $12,669,000 below the request. The mission of the USTP is to
promote integrity and efficiency in the nation’s bankruptcy system
by enforcing bankruptcy laws, and providing oversight of private
trustees. The Bankruptcy Abuse Prevention and Consumer Protec-
tion Act of 2005 (Public Law 109-8) provides the USTP with impor-
tant new statutory tools to identify and civilly prosecute mis-
conduct by debtors and others who misuse the bankruptcy system.

SALARIES AND EXPENSES, FOREIGN CLAIMS SETTLEMENT COMMISSION

The Committee recommends $1,431,000 for the Foreign Claims
Settlement Commission, which is $128,000 above the enacted level
and $128,000 below the request.
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The Commission settles claims of American citizens arising out
of nationalization, expropriation, or other takings of their prop-
erties and interests by foreign governments.

UNITED STATES MARSHALS SERVICE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

The Committee recommends $825,924,000 for the United States
Marshals Service (USMS). The recommendation is equal to the re-
quest and $25,252,000 above the current year, including supple-
mental and construction funds.

The recommendation adopts the requested transfer of
$27,935,000 from this account to the Office of the Federal Deten-
tion Trustee account and merges the Construction account with the
Salaries and Expenses account, as requested. In addition to infla-
tionary and other base adjustments, the recommendation includes
the following program changes: (1) a $4,612,000 increase and 37
additional positions for protection of the judicial process; (2) a
$6,426,000 increase and 14 additional positions for information
technology improvements; (3) a $1,834,000 increase and 15 addi-
tional positions for improved financial management and oversight;
(4) a $533,000 increase and 5 additional positions for the Witness
Security Program; (5) a $214,000 increase and 2 additional posi-
tions for the Marshals Service Tactical Operations Center—Special
Operations Group; and (5) a decrease of $9,414,000 in requested
program offsets.

FEES AND EXPENSES OF WITNESSES

The recommendation provides such sums as are necessary for
Fees and Expenses of Witnesses account. This appropriation, which
is considered mandatory for scorekeeping purposes, provides for
fees and expenses of witnesses who appear on behalf of the Govern-
ment in cases in which the United States is a party, including fact
and expert witnesses, mental competency examinations, and wit-
ness/informant protection. The Congressional Budget Office esti-
mates this account will require $171,000,000 in new budget author-
ity in fiscal year 2007.

The Committee recommends bill language, which allows: (1) up
to $1,000,000 for the purchase and maintenance of armored vehi-
cles for prisoner transportation; (2) up to $9,000,000 for installa-
tion, operation, and upgrade of a secure automated network and se-
cure telecommunications equipment; and (3) up to $10,000,000 for
construction of protected witness safesites.

SALARIES AND EXPENSES, COMMUNITY RELATIONS SERVICE

The Committee recommends $9,882,000 for the Community Rela-
tions Service, which is $346,000 above the enacted level and
$347,000 below the request. The Community Relations Service was
established by Title X of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 to provide as-
sistance to communities in resolving disagreements arising from
discriminatory practices.

The Committee recommends bill language allowing the Attorney
General to provide additional resources for the Community Rela-
tions Service, if emergent circumstances exist, through the transfer
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of funds from other Department of Justice programs, subject to the
requirements of section 605 of this Act.

ASSETS FORFEITURE FUND

The Committee recommends $21,202,000 for the Assets For-
feiture Fund, which is $8,000 above the enacted level and $9,000
below the request.

This account provides funds for additional investigative expenses
of the FBI, DEA, ATF, and USMS, such as purchase of evidence
and investigative expenses leading to seizure. Funds for these ac-
tivities are provided from receipts in the Assets Forfeiture Fund re-
sulting from the forfeiture of assets. Expenses related to the man-
agement and disposal of assets are also provided from receipts in
the Assets Forfeiture Fund by a permanent indefinite appropria-
tion.

INTERAGENCY LAW ENFORCEMENT
INTERAGENCY CRIME AND DRUG ENFORCEMENT

The recommendation provides $498,457,000 for the Organized
Crime and Drug Enforcement Task Forces (OCDETF) account. This
program was created in 1982 to ensure a coordinated, multi-agency
approach to attacking and dismantling high-level drug enterprises.
Through its nine regional task forces, this program utilizes the
combined resources and expertise of its Federal agency members,
in cooperation with State and local investigators and prosecutors,
to target and destroy major drug trafficking and money laundering
organizations.

The recommendation fully funds the request for participating De-
partment of Justice agencies. The recommendation does not trans-
fer the High Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas program from the
Office of National Drug Control Policy to this account, as proposed
in the budget request.

The recommendation provides the following amounts to reim-
burse agencies for their costs of participating in OCDETF task
forces:

REIMBURSEMENT BY AGENCY

[In thousands of dollars]

Amount

Drug Enforcement Administration $197,451
Federal Bureau of Investigation 136,945
United States Marshals Service 8,452
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives 11,392
United States Attorneys 131,820
Criminal Division 2,701
Tax Division 981
Administrative Office/Fusion Center 8,715

Total 498,457
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

The Committee recommends $5,959,628,000 for the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation’s (FBI) Salaries and Expenses account, which
is $29,030,000 below the request and $259,059,000 above the cur-
rent year.

FBI Transformation.—The Committee appreciates the efforts of
the Director and the men and women of the FBI to transform the
agency from one whose primary mission was investigating crimes
to one whose top priority is preventing terrorism. Since the Sep-
tember 11th attacks, the Committee has called upon the assistance
of the Government Accountability Office (GAO), the National Acad-
emy of Public Administration (NAPA), the Justice Department Of-
fice of Inspector General (OIG), the Congressional Research Service
(CRS), and the Committee’s Surveys and Investigations staff to re-
view FBI operations and make recommendations for improvement.
The Committee appreciates the FBI's willingness to work with
these organizations and expects the FBI to continue to work with
these organizations during fiscal year 2007. The FBI is directed to
continue to provide the Committee with quarterly updates on its
transformation activities in fiscal year 2007.

Chief Operating Officer.—The Committee believes that the FBI
should create a Chief Operating Officer to manage the day-to-day
activities of the FBI, allowing the Director and the Deputy Director
more time to focus on investigations and long-term strategic man-
agement issues. The Committee encourages the FBI to create this
position as soon as possible.

Adjustments to Base.—The recommendation includes all re-
quested adjustments to base except those outlined below. In addi-
tion, the recommendation includes requested transfers with the
National Counterterrorism Center, the Office of the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence, and the Drug Enforcement Administration.

The recommendation rejects the Administration’s proposal to
non-recur the $5,000,000 increase provided in fiscal year 2006 for
additional Safe Streets Task Forces to combat gangs. The Com-
mittee remains concerned about the Administration’s lack of com-
mitment to provide the necessary resources to address gang vio-
lence.

The recommendation rejects the Administration’s proposal to
non-recur the $5,000,000 increase provided in fiscal year 2006 for
intelligence training only to ask for a $5,000,000 program increase
for the same purpose. This is a budget gimmick used to artificially
inflate the amount of program increases requested for intelligence
training without actually providing any additional resources. The
Committee expects the Administration to discontinue the use of
such disingenuous proposals in future budget requests.

The recommendation also rejects the Administration’s proposal to
non-recur a $4,600,000 increase provided in fiscal year 2006 for the
FBI's Sensitive But Unclassified Network (SBUNet). The Com-
mittee finds the Administration’s proposal to reduce funding for
this program bewildering and irresponsible. The Committee be-
lieves that access to the Internet and unclassified e-mail enhances
employees’ ability to obtain, share and disseminate information.
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The Committee understands that by the end of fiscal year 2006
most FBI employees will have access to a SBUNet account but that
less that 20 percent of FBI employees will have Internet and un-
classified e-mail on their desktop. The Committee directs the FBI
to continue to expand employee access to SBUNet.

In addition, the recommendation transfers $29,030,000 requested
in this account for alterations to create additional sensitive com-
partmented information facilities (SCIF) space to the Construction
account. The Committee is puzzled that the Administration’s budg-
et request includes $29,030,000 for build-out costs to expand SCIF
space in this account and $33,191,000 for the same purpose in the
Construction account. The recommendation consolidates all of the
funding provided for additional SCIF space into the Construction
account in order to increase efficiency and accountability.

Program Changes.—The recommendation provides the following
program changes: (1) a $15,078,000 increase for intelligence infra-
structure requirements; (2) a $16,009,000 increase and 57 addi-
tional positions for intelligence operations and production enhance-
ments; (3) a $1,000,000 increase for implementation of an intel-
ligence officer certification program; (4) a $6,666,000 increase for
Law Enforcement Online to enhance information sharing to all lev-
els of law enforcement; (5) a $24,700,000 increase and 15 positions
for enhanced counterterrorism response capabilities including
$15,000,000 for a radiological evidence examination facility; (6) a
$13,799,000 increase for additional headquarters space and facility
infrastructure; (7) a $100,000,000 increase for SENTINEL, the
FBI's new case management system; (8) a $10,000,000 increase and
2 positions for information technology infrastructure; (9) a
$2,572,000 increase and 1 position for information technology pro-
gram management; (10) a $10,000,000 reduction for travel and con-
ferences; (11) a $22,762,000 increase for Next Generation Inte-
grated (NGI) Automated Fingerprint Identification System (IAFIS)
and the integration of this system with the Department of Home-
land Security’s Automated Biometric Identification System
(IDENT); (12) a $22,500,000 increase and 167 positions (100
agents) for field counterterrorism and counterintelligence investiga-
tions to address existing and emerging threats; (13) a $2,000,000
increase and 10 positions for the Center for Operational Innova-
tion; (14) a $1,000,000 increase for organized retail theft enforce-
ment; (15) a $2,000,000 increase for intellectual property rights en-
forcement; (16) a $1,448,000 increase and 20 additional positions
for headquarters administrative support in finance, budget, facili-
ties, and human resources; (17) a $5,000,000 increase for the Inno-
cent Images program; (18) a $5,000,000 increase for retention and
recruitment programs; and (19) a $1,000,000 increase and 5 addi-
tional agents for the Innocence Lost program.

SENTINEL.—A new case management system for the FBI is
critically needed to modernize and transform the FBI. The National
Commission on Terrorist Attacks Upon the United States, the
Commission on the Intelligence Capabilities of the United States
Regarding Weapons of Mass Destruction, the OIG and NAPA have
all identified the FBI’s information technology capabilities as inad-
equate. Therefore, the recommendation includes $100,000,000, as
requested, for SENTINEL, the FBI's new case management sys-
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tem. However, the Committee wants to ensure that the information
technology failures that occurred in the FBI’'s last attempt to de-
velop new case management system are not repeated.

The Committee has been encouraged that the FBI has learned
from its previous failures. In a study released last year, the Com-
mittee’s Surveys and Investigations staff found that the FBI has
strengthened its Office of the Chief Information Officer and has de-
veloped program management initiatives which should enable it to
better manage and oversee its future information technology ef-
forts. In March, the OIG released a report on SENTINEL stating
that “we believe the FBI has adequately planned for the project
and this planning provides reasonable assurance that the FBI can
successfully complete SENTINEL if the processes and controls are
implemented as intended.”

However, the Committee wants to ensure the program stays on
track and directs the OIG to continue to work closely with FBI and
to provide regular updates to the Committee on the financial and
programmatic status of SENTINEL. In addition, the Committee in-
cludes section 110, which requires that before funding is spent on
SENTINEL, the Deputy Attorney General and Department IT In-
vestment Review Board certify to the Committees on Appropria-
tions that appropriate program management and contractor over-
sight mechanisms are in place, and that SENTINEL is compatible
with the Department’s enterprise architecture.

Center for Operational Innovation.—The recommendation in-
cludes a $2,000,000 increase and 10 positions to create a Center for
Operational Innovation to research, develop, and prototype uncon-
ventional and novel methods to collect and analyze intelligence,
and disrupt threats to national security. The Center shall be
staffed with experts on intelligence operations from the FBI, other
government agencies, the private sector, and academia.

Intellectual Property Rights Enforcement.—The recommendation
provides not less than $13,000,000 for intellectual property rights
enforcement. Within the level of funds provided, the FBI is directed
to increase the number of agents supporting U.S. Attorneys’ Com-
puter Hacking and Intellectual Property Rights units in the field,
and increase the number of agents assigned to headquarters to
support the Criminal Division’s Computer Crime and Intellectual
Property section and the National Intellectual Property Rights Co-
ordination Center.

Organized Retail Theft.—The Committee understands that orga-
nized retail theft is estimated to cause approximately $15 billion in
annual loses to the retail market. In order to address these crimes,
the FBI established an Organized Retail Theft Initiative in 2003 to
work with State and local law enforcement and corporate security
entities to address these crimes. The Committee further under-
stands that the FBI and the National Retail Federation have been
working together to create an intelligence network to share and
analyze organized retail theft intelligence. In addition to the re-
sources already dedicated to the Organized Retail Theft Initiative,
the recommendation includes a $1 million increase. The Committee
also directs the FBI to ensure that the Law Enforcement Online
program is maximizing the sharing of organized retail theft intel-
ligence and analysis throughout law enforcement. In addition, the
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Committee directs the Department ensure the maximum sharing of
intelligence and analysis of organized retail theft in the develop-
ment of the N-DEx and R-DEx information sharing systems.

Innocent Images.—The Innocent Images National Initiative is an
intelligence-driven, proactive, multi-agency investigative operation
to combat the proliferation of child pornography and child sexual
exploitation facilitated by an online computer. The program pro-
vides centralized coordination and analysis of case information that
by its very nature is national and international in scope, requiring
unprecedented coordination with State, local, and international
governments, and among FBI field offices and Legal Attachés. The
recommendation provides an increase of $5,000,000 for the FBI’s
highest priority needs to address these horrific crimes.

Innocence Lost.—According to some estimates, as many as 17,000
victims are trafficked into the United States each year, many of
which are women and children who are forced to work in the sex
industry, and in prison-like facilities. In order to begin to address
this issue, the FBI established 14 Innocence Lost task forces. The
recommendation fully funds the continued needs of the 14 existing
task forces and encourages the FBI to continue to expand its efforts
to combat human trafficking, prostitution and sexual exploitation.
In addition, the recommendation includes a $1,000,000 increase
and 5 additional agents to establish a human trafficking task force
in Northern Virginia.

NGI-IAFIS and IDENT /IAFIS Interoperability.—The Committee
supports the FBI’s efforts to improve the speed and accuracy of
TIAFIS, expand the data available in the system, and improve its la-
tent print capabilities. The Committee also supports the FBI's ef-
forts to make the FBI’s IAFIS system and Department of Home-
land Security’s IDENT system fully interoperable. The rec-
ommendation provides a $22,762,000 increase for these projects. In
addition, the Committee directs the FBI to use not less than
$48.376,000 from excess user fee collections for various Criminal
Justice Information Services programs for these initiatives. The
Committee expects the FBI to maintain the fees charged for non-
criminal fingerprint checks at a level that will ensure that fee bal-
ances are available to continue to modernize IAFIS.

National Name Check Program.—In fiscal year 2006, the Com-
mittee included language directing the FBI to conduct a fee review
of background checks for United States Citizenship and Immigra-
tion Service (USCIS). The Committee understands that there re-
mains a significant backlog in the processing of background checks
for USCIS and other organizations. The Committee expects FBI to
work with these agencies to ensure that sufficient resources are
made available to eliminate the backlog as soon as possible. The
Committee expects the FBI to set the name check fee at a level
that adequately covers the cost to conduct requested background
checks, eliminates the backlog and improves the efficiency of the
information technology systems used to conduct the checks.

Retention and Recruitment.—The recommendation includes
$40,000,000 for retention and recruitment programs, which is a
$5,000,000 increase above the current year. This funding is pro-
vided to expand retention and recruitment programs such as: re-
tention, recruitment and relocation bonuses; creation of critical pay
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positions in areas such as intelligence analysts, agents, information
technology experts and other specialized positions; and the Univer-
sity Education Program. The Committee directs the FBI to con-
tinue to work with NAPA during fiscal year 2007 to improve
human resources management, including implementing an effective
organizational structure, successful retention and recruitment pro-
grams, and successful leadership development programs.

Training.—As the Committee has directed in previous years, an-
alysts should have joint training with agents and personnel from
other Intelligence Community agencies. The Committee expects the
FBI to continue to expand the University Education Program, the
Sabbatical Program, the Fellows Program and the use of the For-
eign Service Institute.

The recommendation does not adopt the Administration’s pro-
posal to permanently transfer 300 agents from the criminal pro-
gram to counterterrorism. Counterterrorism is the FBI’s highest
priority and the Committee will continue to support the FBI's use
of criminal agents on counterterrorism and counterintelligence
matters as needed. The Committee believes that if additional
counterterrorism agents are needed the Administration should re-
quest funding for these positions. The Committee’s recommenda-
tion includes funding for 100 additional national security agents
that were not requested.

The Committee understands that mortgage fraud is a growing
problem and expects the FBI to continue its efforts to address it.

CONSTRUCTION

The Committee recommends $80,422,000 for the FBI's Construc-
tion account, which is $43,294,000 above the current year and
$29,030,000 above the request.

Sensitive Compartmented Information Facilities (SCIFs).—The
recommendation includes $62,221,000 to expand available SCIF
space for secure work environments, including all associated build-
out costs. As discussed in the previous section, the recommendation
moves $29,030,000 requested in the Salaries and Expenses account
for this purpose to this account. The Committee is puzzled that the
Administration’s budget request includes $29,030,000 for alter-
ations to expand SCIF space in the Salaries and Expenses account
and $33,191,000 for the same purpose in this account. The rec-
ommendation consolidates all of the funding provided for additional
SCIF space into the Construction account in order to increase effi-
ciency and accountability. This additional space is critically needed
to allow counterterrorism and counterintelligence agents and ana-
lysts to exchange sensitive information throughout the Intelligence
Community.

Center for Intelligence Training.—Most of the FBI Academy’s fa-
cilities were designed in the late 1960s to accommodate small
groups in a traditional classroom setting. However, given the FBI’s
growth and new mission requirements, the Academy’s current fa-
cilities are inadequate to provide comprehensive intelligence train-
ing for agents and analysts. Therefore, the recommendation in-
cludes $6,311,000 for intelligence training facility enhancements.

Critical Incident Response Group (CIRG) Space.—The rec-
ommendation provides $9,890,000 for the improvement of the CIRG
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facilities. With the significant growth in CIRG mission require-
ments and staff since September 11th, improvement to the current
facilities is required.

Central Records Complex.—The recommendation includes
$2,000,000 for equipment and other necessary costs for the estab-
lishment of a modern state-of-the-art records management center.
The Committee understands that consolidation of records and col-
location of records management personnel will achieve business
process efficiencies and personnel savings and will make more
space available in the FBI headquarters building, allowing the FBI
to reduce leased space in the Washington, D.C. metropolitan area,
and making available needed space in the field as the number of
FBI staff continues to increase.

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

The Committee recommends total budget authority of
$1,963,569,000 for the Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA), of
which $212,078,000 is derived from fees deposited in the Diversion
Control Fund, resulting in a direct appropriation of $1,751,491,000.
The recommended appropriation is $76,573,000 above the enacted
level including supplementals and $15,000,000 above the request.

In addition to providing inflationary and other costs to maintain
the current operating level, the recommendation includes the fol-
lowing program increases: (1) $4,000,000 for the Foreign-deployed
Advisory Support Teams (FAST) operating in Afghanistan; (2)
$1,000,000 for international methamphetamine investigations; (3)
$1,000,000 for Operation Panama Express; and (4) $11,981,000 and
57 positions for Intelligence Community support.

Demand Reduction—Mobile Enforcement Teams (MET).—The
recommendation includes $4,649,000 for the Demand Reduction
program instead of eliminating the program as proposed in the
budget request. The Committee is disappointed that the Adminis-
tration continues to propose to eliminate this program that pro-
vides a law enforcement perspective to prevention groups and com-
munity coalitions at the national and local level in the development
and assessment of anti-drug strategies and initiatives.

The recommendation includes $37,746,000 for the MET program,
which is $17,168,000 above the level requested. MET teams are de-
ployed on a temporary basis to assist State and local law enforce-
ment in areas that have been overrun with drug-related violent
crime. The Committee is very disappointed that the Administration
once again proposed a significant reduction to this program to re-
duce drug-related violence throughout the country.

The Committee is discouraged that the Administration does not
support the concept of Federal law enforcement working coopera-
tively with communities to address drug trafficking and abuse, and
hopes that future budget requests will not continue to propose re-
ductions to these important programs.

Methamphetamine (meth).—According to the National Associa-
tion of Counties, 58 percent of counties ranked meth as their num-
ber one drug problem and it is estimated that there are 583,000
people currently using meth. The Committee is hopeful that new
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Federal laws controlling meth precursor chemicals will dramati-
cally reduce the number of small toxic labs operating in the coun-
try. However, the Committee understands that super labs operated
by international drug trafficking organizations are supplying the
majority of meth in America. The Committee is supportive of DEA’s
efforts to partner with the Mexican government to fight meth traf-
ficking, including training Mexican law enforcement to establish
meth enforcement teams, providing clandestine lab equipment to
Mexican law enforcement, exchanging diversion control staff, and
improving intelligence sharing. In addition, the Committee strongly
supports the border task forces DEA has established to specifically
focus on meth trafficking across the Southwest border, and DEA’s
partnership with the Customs and Border Protection Service to tar-
get suspicious cargo that could be related to meth production and
trafficking. The recommendation includes $1,000,000 above the re-
quest to support DEA’s efforts to combat international meth traf-
ficking organizations.

In addition, the recommendation provides $20,000,000 under the
Office of Justice Programs for DEA to assist State and local law en-
forcement with proper removal and disposal of hazardous materials
at clandestine meth labs, including funding for training, technical
assistance, a container program, and purchase of equipment to ade-
quately remove and store hazardous material.

The Committee also supports DEA’s effort to create a web site
of the addresses of properties where meth labs or chemical
dumpsites have been found. The web site will provide owners and
renters with notice that a property may once have been used to
produce meth and that there may be potential toxic hazards within
the property.

Furthermore, the Committee understands that the new clandes-
tine lab training facility at the DEA Academy will be completed in
the fall of 2007. This new facility, funded by the Committee in fis-
cal year 2005, will improve DEA’s ability to train Federal, State,
local and foreign law enforcement on the latest techniques in clan-
destine lab detection, enforcement and safety. Since 1998, DEA has
trained approximately 10,500 law enforcement personnel to conduct
investigations and safely dismantle seized meth labs.

Diversion Control Fee Account.—The recommendation includes
$212,078,000 for this account, which is $10,405,000 above the cur-
rent year. In addition to inflationary and other base adjustments,
the recommendation includes a program increase of $3,363,000 for
33 additional intelligence analysts.

During 2004, an estimated 6 million Americans abused prescrip-
tion drugs. The additional intelligence analysts funded in this rec-
ommendation will improve DEA’s ability to dismantle organizations
trafficking prescription drugs. In addition, the recommendation in-
cludes $10,000,000 for a prescription drug monitoring program
under the Office of Justice Programs.

The Committee remains disappointed in the Administration’s
lack of effort to comprehensively address prescription drug abuse,
especially its continued resistance to allowing law enforcement to
participate in the approval of labeling, promotion and risk manage-
ment plans for new drugs to prevent another drug like OxyContin
from being inappropriately marketed.
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BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, FIREARMS AND EXPLOSIVES
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

The recommendation includes a total of $980,128,000 for the Bu-
reau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF), which is
$48,311,000 above the enacted level including supplements and
equal to the budget request. The recommendation includes author-
ity to collect $30,000,000 in explosives fees instead of $120,000,000
as proposed in the budget request.

In addition to funding inflationary and other base adjustments,
the recommendation includes a $16,000,000 increase to establish
additional Violent Crime Impact Teams (VCITs). The Committee
appreciates ATF’s work to combat gang violence and expects ATF
to continue these efforts.

The Committee directs the ATF to submit a financial plan out-
lining the allocation of funding provided in this Act in accordance
with the procedures outlined in section 605 of this Act. The finan-
cial plan shall describe the level of funding proposed to be used for
the new ATF Headquarters building. In addition, the Committee
directs that the financial plan provide sufficient funding for the ef-
fective operation of the National Integrated Ballistic Information
Network.

The Committee has heard reports that ATF has pursued license
revocations and denials against firearms dealers based on viola-
tions that consist largely of recordkeeping errors of various types
that are unlikely to impede tracing investigations or prosecution of
individuals who use firearms in crime. The Committee encourages
ATF to focus its efforts on cases where licensees commit serious,
material violations of known legal duties. The Committee urges
ATF to examine its regulations, forms and recordkeeping require-
ments to prevent inadvertent violations by licensees.

The Committee understands that the Office of Inspector General
(OIG) is planning a review of ATF’s administration of the National
Firearms Act and its management of the National Firearms Reg-
istration and Transfer Record. The Committee supports the OIG’s
plans to conduct this review.

The Committee has heard concerns that ATF regulations on fire-
arm possession by nonimmigrant aliens, combined with policies of
other Federal agencies, creates unnecessary hardship for legitimate
foreign sport shooters and hunters who wish to travel through the
United States on the way to other destinations. The Committee ex-
pects ATF to work with other relevant agencies to devise a regu-
latory solution to this problem, consistent with legitimate security
and border enforcement concerns.

The Committee understands that during a disaster, ATF agents
do not have authority to temporarily or permanently seize firearms
in the possession of a person who is not prohibited under Federal
or State law from possessing a firearm. The Committee expects
ATF to continue to act only within existing authorities.

The Committee recommends bill language similar to previous
years and the budget request, that: (1) prohibits funding for con-
solidating or centralizing certain records; (2) prohibits funding to
amend the definition of “Curios or relics”; (3) prohibits funding for
investigating or acting upon applications for relief from Federal
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firearms disabilities under 18 U.S.C. 925(c); (4) makes funding
available to investigate and act upon applications filed by corpora-
tions for relief from Federal firearms disabilities under section 18
U.S.C. 925(c); (5) prohibits funding to transfer the functions, mis-
sions or activities of the ATF to other agencies or Departments; (6)
prohibits funds from being used to disclose certain firearms trace
data; (7) prohibits funds to promulgate or implement any rule re-
quiring a physical inventory of any business licensed under 18
U.S.C. 923; (8) prohibits funding to be used to electronically re-
trieve information gathered pursuant to 18 U.S.C. 923(g)(4) by
name or any personal identification code; and (9) prohibits funds to
deny an application for a license under 18 U.S.C. 923 or renewal
of such a license due to a lack of business activity, provided that
the applicant is otherwise eligible to receive such a license and is
eligible to report business income or to claim an income tax deduc-
tion for business expenses under the Internal Revenue Code of
1986.

FEDERAL PRISON SYSTEM
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

The Committee recommends a fiscal year 2007 appropriation of
$4,987,059,000 for the salaries and expenses of the Federal Prison
System, which is the same as the request and $156,898,000 above
the fiscal year 2006 level.

The Committee continues to be concerned about the Administra-
tion’s annual budget requests for the Federal Prison System. Re-
cent requests have been predicated on unreasonable assumptions
and rescissions of previously appropriated construction funds. The
Committee believes that the fiscal year 2007 proposal to rescind
prison construction funds is short-sighted since the inmate popu-
lation is expected to steadily increase and over-crowding is antici-
pated to remain a significant problem. The Committee is concerned
about the safety and morale of staff working in Federal prisons,
and therefore believes that bringing additional bed space on-line in
a timely manner is critical. The Committee encourages the Admin-
istration to look seriously at the needs of the Federal Prison Sys-
tem when it develops its future budget requests.

Activation and Expansion of Prisons.—Within the amount pro-
vided, the Committee expects the Bureau of Prisons (BOP) to acti-
vate the expanded and new facilities in Otisville, NY, and Pollock,
LA. Activating constructed prison facilities remains a priority to
the Committee.

Contract Confinement /Intergovernmental Agreements.—The Bu-
reau of Prisons is directed to continue to meet bedspace needs
using State, local, and private existing and new prison capacity, as
well as renew agreements with local governments housing Federal
criminal aliens, if these facilities meet Bureau of Prisons’ standards
and a fair and reasonable price is offered.

Drug Treatment Programs.—The Committee is aware that more
than half of the Federal prison population is incarcerated because
of illegal drug activity, and the Committee expects that the BOP
will continue the transitional drug treatment program.
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Reimbursable Agreement.—The Committee understands that the
Department of Justice continues to pursue an agreement with the
Department of Homeland Security to reimburse BOP for the costs
of criminal alien inmates awaiting deportation. The Committee en-
courages this action, which would be consistent with reimburse-
ments that are made by States for their inmates who are housed
in BOP facilities.

Faith-based prisons.—The recommendation continues funding for
eight faith-based prison programs. Within the recommended fund-
ing level, the Committee expects that these programs will be fully
operational and that an evaluation of the results of these programs
viflill Re provided to the Committee within 180 days of enactment of
this Act.

National Institute of Corrections (NIC).—To address deficiencies
in corrections reporting identified by the U.S. Census Bureau, the
Committee encourages the NIC to work with State corrections
agencies to develop procedures and systems for collecting and
maintaining corrections records.

The Committee recommends bill language, similar to that in-
cluded in previous Appropriations Acts, which provides: (1) for the
purchase of motor vehicles; (2) for the provision of technical advice
to foreign governments; (3) for transfer of funds to the Health Re-
sources and Services Administration; (4) for the Director to enter
into contracts to furnish health care; (5) up to $6,000 for reception
and representation expenses; (6) up to $20,000,000 for contract con-
finement expenses for the care and security of Cuban and Haitian
entrants; and (7) for the Federal Prison System to accept donated
property and services. The recommendation modifies the number of
new and replacement automobile purchases and includes language,
as requested, designating an amount to remain available for two
fiscal years.

BUILDINGS AND FACILITIES

The Committee recommends $88,961,000 for fiscal year 2007 for
the construction, modernization, maintenance, and repair of prison
and detention facilities housing Federal inmates. This amount is
the same as the fiscal year 2006 level, not including supplemental
appropriations and $28,141,000 below the request for new budget
authority. The recommendation does not include a proposed
$142,000,000 rescission of funds previously appropriated for new
prison construction. The net recommendation for this account is
therefore $113,859,000 above the request.

The Committee remains deeply troubled by claims that inmate-
on-inmate and inmate-on-staff assaults are increasing. The Com-
mittee believes that overcrowding can be a significant contributing
factor to this increase in violent activity, and, for this reason, re-
jects the proposal to rescind balances from prison construction
funds.

The Committee recommends bill language, similar to that in-
cluded in previous Appropriations Acts, which allows: (1) for plan-
ning, acquisition of sites, and construction of facilities; (2) for acqui-
sition, remodeling, and equipping facilities by contract or force ac-
count; (3) up to %14,000,000 to construct inmate work areas; and
(4) for use of prisoner labor.
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LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES, FEDERAL PRISON
INDUSTRIES, INCORPORATED

The Committee recommends a limitation on administrative ex-
penses of $2,477,000 for Federal Prison Industries, Incorporated
(FPI), for fiscal year 2007, which is $845,000 below the amount
designated for fiscal year 2006 and the same as the request. The
Committee believes that those who are repaying their debts to soci-
ety should be provided opportunities to prepare themselves to re-
enter the community as functioning citizens. The Committee notes
that, unfortunately, FPI'’s inmate employment has declined by
2,800 since 2001, a 13 percent decrease. The Committee expects the
Administration to continue to offer meaningful work opportunities
to inmates while respecting the interests of small and medium-
sized businesses.

OFFICE ON VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN

VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN PREVENTION AND PROSECUTION
PROGRAMS

The Committee recommends $390,296,000 to support grants
under the Violence Against Women Act, which is $8,730,000 above
the current year and $43,283,000 above the request. The request
includes funding for certain Violence Against Women Prevention
and Prosecution Programs under the Justice Assistance heading,
but the recommendation continues to include all Violence Against
Women Prevention and Prosecution Programs under this heading.
The table below displays funding for programs recommended under
this heading compared to the level of funds requested for the same
activities under this heading and under the Justice Assistance ac-
count.

[In thousands of dollars]

FY 2007
DI RO

Violence Against Women Programs:

STOP Grants 184,916 172,990 174,500
(National Institute of Justice—R&D) (5,035) (2,477) (2,477)
(Safe Start Program) (9,872) oo
(Transitional Housing Assistance) (14,808) (14,862)

Transitional Housing Assistance

Grants to Encourage Arrest Policies 62,269 55,147

Rural Domestic Violence Assistance Grants 38,666 38,799

Violence on College Campuses 8,938 8,969

Civil Legal Assistance 38,719 45,774

Elder and Disabled Women 4,482 4,459

Safe Haven Project 13,717 13,766

Educ. & Training for Disabled Female Victims 7,064 7,109

Other Violence Against Women Programs:

CASA (Special Advocates) 11,745 11,750

Training for Judicial Personnel 2,258 2,263

Grants for Televised Testimony 973 e e

Training Programs 4,895 4918 4,958

Stalking Database 2,924 2,924 2,962

Total 381,566 o 390,296

1Some programs shown for display purposes only. They were included in the budget request but under other account headings.
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Funding included under this heading will continue to provide re-
sources to expand units of law enforcement officers and prosecutors
specifically targeting crimes against women, to develop and imple-
ment effective arrest and prosecution policies to prevent, identify
and respond to violent crimes against women, and to provide much
needed victim services including specialized domestic violence court
advocates to obtain protection orders.

In response to the authorization contained in The Violence
Against Women and Department of Justice Reauthorization Act of
2005 (Public Law 109-162), the Committee recommends an in-
crease of $16,822,000 above the enacted level for the Services,
Training, Officers, and Prosecutors (STOP) grant program. These
grants are intended to support coordinated community responses to
violent crimes against women.

OFFICE OF JUSTICE PROGRAMS

The recommendation includes $2,244,179,000 for the Office of
Justice Programs (OJP), which is $1,043,131,000 above the request
and $171,932,000 below the current year. The recommended
amount includes $65,000,000 in mandatory appropriations for Pub-
lic Safety Officers Benefits. Again this year, the budget request
proposes merging all programs administered by OJP under the
Justice Assistance heading. The Committee recommendation re-
tains the account structure used in previous fiscal years and funds
State and local law enforcement programs under different appro-
priation accounts.

JUSTICE ASSISTANCE

The Committee recommends $215,575,000 for the Justice Assist-
ance account, which is $14,679,000 below the enacted level and
$818,377,000 below the request. The request proposed merging all
OJP programs under this heading, and the Committee’s rec-
ommendation retains the current year funding structure. The Jus-
tice Assistance program includes assistance to States and localities
in the form of research, evaluation, and statistics; white collar
crime; information sharing; missing children assistance; and Jus-
tice for All Act implementation, including victim notification. In ad-
dition, funding for the management and administration of all
grants provided through OJP is provided under this heading. The
table below compares the fiscal year 2007 recommendation to the
fiscal year 2007 request for those programs recommended under
this account heading.

[In thousands of dollars]

FY 2007
recommenda-
tion

FY 2006 FY 2007

Program enacted request !

National Institute of Justice 54,298 56,241 55,000
Bureau of Justice Statistics 34,553 59,812 36,000
Victim Assistance 8885 e s
Justice for All Act/Victim Notification 1,974 9,960 10,960
National White Collar Crime Center 8885 e 8,000
Regional Info. Sharing System 39,719 39,676 39,676
Management and Administration 34,553 10,466 10,466
Missing Children Program 47,387 50,928 55,473
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[In thousands of dollars]

FY 2007
recommenda-
tion

FY 2006 FY 2007

Program enacted request !

Total 230,254 215,575

1Some programs shown for display purposes only because they were in the budget request but under other account headings.

National Institute of Justice.—The Committee recommendation
provides $55,000,000 for the National Institute of Justice (NIJ). In
addition, NIJ will receive funding under the Byrne Discretionary
program, the Violence Against Women Prevention and Prosecution
program, and the DNA Initiative.

NIJ is the Nation’s primary source of research and development
in the field of criminal justice. NIJ fosters innovation in law en-
forcement technologies and practices, investigates causes and pat-
terns of crime, and informs the public of research and development
findings. The Committee encourages NIJ to work with Federal law
enforcement agencies in the development of law enforcement tech-
nologies to ensure coordination of research and development ef-
forts.

The recommendation continues the current year level of funding
for the NIJ’s National Law Enforcement and Corrections Tech-
nology Centers. The Committee supports the Border Research and
Technology Center and recognizes the important technology assist-
ance and technical information it has provided to Federal, State,
and local law enforcement operations in the border region.

Missing Children.—The Committee recommendation provides
$55,473,000 for the Missing Children Program for fiscal year 2007,
which is $8,086,000 above the enacted level and $4,545,000 above
the request. This program provides funds to combat crimes against
children, particularly kidnapping and sexual exploitation.

The recommendation includes an increase of $5,000,000 over the
request and $6,060,000 over the current year for Internet Crimes
Against Children (ICAC) Task Forces and $1,000,000 over the re-
quest and $1,113,000 over the current year for the National Center
for Missing and Exploited Children (NCMEC) to increase efforts to
prevent child on-line exploitation.

The following table displays the Committee’s funding rec-
ommendation for this program:

MISSING CHILDREN PROGRAM

[In thousands of dollars]

FY 2007
recommenda-
tion

FY 2006 FY 2007
enacted request

NCMEC 23,693 23,806 24,806
Jimmy Ryce Law Enforcement Training Center 2,962 2,976 2,976
ICAC 14,315 15,375 20,375
AMBER Alert 4,936 4,960 4,960

Missing and Exploited Children Office 1,481 1,488 2,356
Management and Administration 1,928 o
Unallocated 395

Total 47,381 50,928 55,473
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Regional Information Sharing System.—The Committee rec-
ommendation provides $39,676,000 for fiscal year 2007 for the Re-
gional Information Sharing System (RISS), which is $43,000 below
the enacted level and the same as the request.

The RISS program maintains six regionally-based information
sharing centers throughout the United States, which are connected
electronically to form a nationwide network for the automated ex-
change of crime and terrorism information between Federal, State,
and local agencies. The Committee is pleased with the Administra-
tion’s efforts to integrate RISS with the Law Enforcement On-Line
(LEO) program and other information sharing programs. The Com-
mittee directs the Department to ensure that other inter-state in-
formation sharing systems funded by OJP and COPS utilize exist-
ing communications infrastructure and are compatible with RISS
and LEO.

Justice for All Act/Victim Notification.—The recommendation in-
cludes a total of $10,960,000 for activities authorized by the Justice
for All Act, Public Law 108-405, to increase enforcement of crime
victims’ rights, including support for the Statewide Automated Vic-
tim Information Notification (SAVIN) program.

White Collar Crime Center.—The Committee recommends
$8,000,000 for the National White Collar Crime Center, which is
$885,000 below the enacted level and $8,000,000 above the request.
This program provides training, technical assistance, and investiga-
tive support to State and local law enforcement to combat white-
collar and economic crimes such as fraud and identity theft.

Management and Administration.—The Committee recommenda-
tion provides $10,466,000 in direct appropriations for the manage-
ment and administration of OJP programs, which is $24,087,000
below the enacted level and the same as the request. In addition,
consistent with prior practice, reimbursable funding for manage-
ment and administration costs will be made available from pro-
grams administered by OJP from the “Community Oriented Polic-
ing Services” account. Further, the Committee notes that remain-
ing management and administration funding will be made avail-
able from the “Juvenile Justice Programs” and the “State and Local
Law Enforcement Assistance” accounts, and that these funds will
be transferred to and merged with the “Justice Assistance” account.

STATE AND LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE

The Committee recommends a total of $1,103,492,000 for State
and Local Law Enforcement Assistance programs. This amount is
$1,103,492,000 above the request and $149,619,000 below the en-
acted level. The Committee does not adopt the Administration’s
proposal to consolidate this appropriation under the Justice Assist-
ance heading.

The table below displays funding for programs recommended
under this heading compared to the level of funding requested
under the Justice Assistance account for the same activities.

[In thousands of dollars]

FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2007
enacted request ! recommendation

Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant A11,159 558,077
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[In thousands of dollars]

FY 2006
enacted

FY 2007 FY 2007
request ! recommendation

(Boys and Girls Clubs) (83,914) 59,512 (75,000)

(National Institute of Justice) (9,872)

(Byrne Discretionary Grants) (115,225)
State Criminal Alien Assistance 399,827 405,000
Southwest Border Prosecutors 29,617 30,000
Byrne Discretionary Grants 189,255
Victims of Trafficking 9,872 21,488
State Prison Drug Treatment 9,872 e 5,000
Drug Courts 9,872 69,186 40,000
Prescription Drug Monitoring 7,404 9,919 10,000
Prison Rape Prevention and Prosecution 17,943 1,984 22,943
Capital Litigation 987 14,879 2,000
Cannabis Eradication 4936
Indian Assistance Programs 21,719
Intelligence State and Local Training 9,872 2,000
Missing Alzheimer's Patients 840
Mentally Il Offender Act 4936 5,000
Sex Offender Registry 1,984 1,984
What Works 992 e
Emergency Supplemental 125,000

Total 1,253,111 e 1,103,492

1Some programs shown for display purposes only. They were in the budget request, but under other account headings.

Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grants Program.—
The Committee recommendation includes $558,077,000 for the Ed-
ward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grants (JAG) program.

Of the amount provided, $367,852,000 is for the JAG formula
grant program authorized by the Violence Against Women and De-
partment of Justice Reauthorization Act of 2005 (Public Law 109—
162). The recommendation for JAG formula grants is $367,852,000
above the budget request and $50,479,000 over the enacted level.

Funding under this program is authorized for (a) law enforce-
ment programs; (b) prosecution and court programs; (c) prevention
and education programs; (d) corrections and community corrections
programs; (e) drug treatment and enforcement programs; (f) plan-
ning, evaluation, and technology improvement programs; and (g)
crime victim and witness programs (other than compensation).
Funding is not available for (a) vehicles, vessels, or aircraft; (b) lux-
ury items; (c) real estate; or (d) construction projects.

The formula used for distributing funds under this program allo-
cates 50 percent of funding based on population, and 50 percent
based on violent crime rates. The formula allocates 60 percent of
funding to States and 40 percent to units of local government.

Of the amount provided, $75,000,000 is for Boys and Girls Clubs,
which is $15,488,000 above the request. The Committee provides
these funds to deter young people from entering gangs and partici-
pating in other criminal activities.

Of the amount provided, $115,225,000 is for discretionary grants
to help to improve the functioning of the criminal justice system
with an emphasis on drugs, violent crime, and serious offenders.
Grants shall be awarded for the same authorized purposes as the
Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant program. Within
the amounts provided, the Committee expects OJP to examine each
of the following proposals, to provide grants if warranted, and to
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subnllit a report to the Committee on its intentions for each pro-
posal:

e Virginia Attorney General’s Office for law enforcement initia-
tives;
Northern Shenandoah Valley Regional Drug Task Force;
The Women’s Center in Vienna, VA;
Polaris Project;
Northern Virginia Regional Gang Task Force;
ChildSafeNet in Fairfax County, VA;
Tahirih Justice Center in Falls Chirch, VA;
William and Mary College’s Courtroom 21 Project;

e Pre-release and post-incarceration services programs for Com-
monwealth of Virginia;

e Court programs in the Commonwealth of Virginia to combat
drugs and drug related crime;

e Virginia State Police for Gang Education and Community
Awareness Program,;

e Virginia Community Policing Institute;

e Securing Emergency Resources Through Volunteer Efforts
(SERVE) for a re-entry program,;

o International Institute for Alcohol Awareness for law enforce-
ment training on liquor law enforcement;

e National Association of Town Watch’s National Night Out
crime prevention program;

e National Citizens Crime Prevention Campaign;

¢ National Institute on State Policy on Trafficking of Women and
Girls;

e Mothers Against Drunk Driving;
Pegasus;
Concordia Parish, LA, Police Jury;
West Carroll Parish, LA, Sheriff’s Office;
Texas Border Sheriffs’ Coalition;
Texas Governor’s Office for Operation Rio Grande;
City of Houston, TX, Violent Criminal Gang Initiative;
Southwest Texas law enforcement initiative;
Rape, Abuse, and Incest National Network;
Operation Blue Ridge Thunder;
Cook County, IL, Cold Case Homicide Unit;
Yancey County, NC, Sheriff's Department;
Tarleton State University for Rural Law Enforcement Informa-
tion Technology and Anti-Terrorism Service Center;
Coryell County, TX, Sheriff’s Department;
Grass Valley, CA, for a law enforcement initiative;
Women’s Center of Tarrant County, TX;
Ohio State Patrol;

o Clark, Greene, Fayette, and Pickaway Counties, OH, for a law
enforcement initiative;

e University of Central Oklahoma for a law enforcement initia-
tive;

e Training Demonstration Program for Oklahoma law enforce-
ment officers;

¢ Enough is Enough;

e Moultrie County, GA, Police Department;

e Birmingham Family Services in Oakland County, MI;
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Michigan Jewish Institute for a law enforcement initiative;
San Bernardino County and Riverside County, CA, Regional

Fingerprint Identification Program;

City of Redlands, CA, East Valley Justice Communications

Center;

ter;

Riverside County, CA, Web Wise Kids Program;

San Bernardino County, CA, for a law enforcement initiative;
City of Redlands, CA, Crime Analysis System,;

Midwest Forensics Center at Iowa State University;

Towa State University for a cyber crime program,;

Drug Abuse Resistance Education;

Parents Anonymous;

Advanced Science and Technology Adjudication Resource Cen-

Operation UNITE for a drug enforcement, treatment and edu-

cation program;

London City, KY, Police Department;
Criminal Information Sharing Alliance Network;
Bannock, Bonneville, Madison, and Oneida Counties, ID, for a

law enforcement initiative;

New York State Center for Security Technologies;

Warren County, NY, District Attorney’s Office;

Saratoga County, NY, District Attorney’s Office;

Phoenix House in Delaware County, NY;

Center for Court Innovation;

University of Tennessee Law Enforcement Innovation Center;
Drug Court Program in Chattanooga, TN;

State Attorney Safe Schools Program, FL;

National Forensic Science Technology Center in Largo, FL;

St. Petersburg College for law enforcement training;

Elder Justice Information Center at Stetson University College

of Law;

National Clearinghouse for Science and the Law at Stetson

University College of Law;

RUSH Task Force in Virginia;

Davis County, UT, for a law enforcement initiative;
Citizens Crime Watch of Florida;

National Association of Court Management;

Inner Harbor, GA, for Children and Families;

Phoenix House, TX;

Kane County, IL, for a mental health court;
Carpentersville, IL, Community Response Team:;

City of Springfield, MO, law enforcement initiative;
National Motor Vehicle Title Information System,;
Ascension Parish, LA, Law Enforcement Training Center;
Will County, IL, Sheriff's Office for a law enforcement initia-

tive;

Pasco County, FL, Sheriff’s Office for a law enforcement initia-

tive;

National Institute of Justice’s Cyberscience Laboratory in

Rome, NY;

Carroll County, NH, for a law enforcement initiative;
Regional Crime Laboratory at Sam Houston State University;
City of Denton, TX, for a law enforcement initiative;
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e Midland County, MI, for a court program,;

e Salt Lake County, UT, Sheriff’s Office;

e Richmond, VA, Police Department for a law enforcement train-
ing program;

e Town of Culpeper and County of Culpeper, VA, for a law en-
forcement and gang violence prevention program;

e Page County, VA, for a law enforcement initiative;

e Cincinnati, OH, Police Department for a law enforcement ini-
tiative;
Laporte County, IN, Sheriff’s Department;
City of South Bend, IN, Police Department;
City of High Point, NC, for a law enforcement initiative;
SEARCH Program,;
City of Chesapeake, VA, for gang suppression activities;
Action in the Community Through Service in Prince William
County, VA,

e Vienna, VA, Police Department;

e Annandale, VA, Christian Community for Action;

e Youth Crime Watch of America;

e Oldham County, KY, Sheriffs Office for a law enforcement ini-
tiative;

o HELP House in Philadelphia, PA;

e Greenville, PA, for a law enforcement initiative;

e Bucks County, PA, for a gang enforcement initiative;

¢ Indian River Community College for a law enforcement initia-
tive;

e New York City, NY, for a law enforcement initiative;

¢ City of Glendale, AZ, for a law enforcement initiative;

e Ventura County, CA, Sheriff’'s Office for a law enforcement ini-
tiative;

o Hackettstown, NJ, for a law enforcement initiative;

e All Kids Count;

e National Council of Juvenile Family Court Judges;

o City of Nacogdoches, TX, for a law enforcement initiative;

¢ Synergy Domestic Violence Program in Parkville, MO;

e American Prosecutors Research Institute;

e Minnesota CrimNet;

e Gang of One in Charlotte, NC;

[ ]
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Richmond County, NC, for law enforcement equipment;

City of Chandler, AZ, for a law enforcement initiative;

Mesa, AZ, for a law enforcement initiative;

Vincennes University Center for Applied Technology for a law
forcement initiative;
Owen County, IN, for a law enforcement initiative;
Vanderburgh County, IN, for a law enforcement initiative;
City of Greenville, SC, for a law enforcement initiative;
City of Oceanside, CA, for a gang prevention program,;
McLean County, IL, for a drug court program,;
Currituck, Duplin, and Tyrell, NC, for a law enforcement ini-
tiative;

e Phoenix House in Westchester County, NY;

e Putnam County, NY, for a law enforcement initiative;

e National Training Center in Sioux City, IA, for law enforce-
ment training;



39

Steuben County, NY, for a law enforcement initiative;
Monroe County, NY, for a law enforcement initiative;
Rural Justice Institute at Alfred University in Alfred, NY;
Horizon House, OH;
Atlantic County, NJ, and Cape May County, NJ, for a law en-
forcement initiative;

e Saline, Smith, Kearney and Meade Counties, KS, for a law en-
forcement initiative;

e Weld County, CO, Gang Task Force;
Eastern Colorado Plains Drug Task Force;
Crossroads Safehouse in Fort Collins, CO;
Mecklenburg County, NC, for a law enforcement initiative;
Schoolcraft College, MI, for a law enforcement initiative;
Rutherford County, NC, for a drug interdiction program,;
SUNY-Canton for a law enforcement training program;
Central Ohio Drug Enforcement Task Force;
City of Henderson, NV, for law enforcement initiatives;

e Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department for law enforce-
ment initiatives;

e Franklin County, OH, for a law enforcement initiative;
Columbus, OH, for a law enforcement initiative;
King County, WA, for law enforcement initiatives;
Broward County, FL, for a law enforcement initiative;
University of Connecticut for a law enforcement initiative;
Dubois County, IN, for a law enforcement initiative;
City of Albuquerque, NM, for a law enforcement initiative;
San Carlos Apache Tribe, AZ, for a law enforcement initiative;
Pinal County, AZ, Sheriff’s Office;

e Delaware County Community College for a law enforcement
initiative;

o Chester, PA, for law enforcement initiatives;

e City of Abilene and Taylor County, TX, for a law enforcement
initiative;

e Lavonia, GA, Police Department for a law enforcement initia-
tive;

o ACTION Project in San Joaquin Valley, CA;

e Buchanan, Jones, and Scott Counties, IA, for a law enforce-
ment initiative;

o Texas State University at San Marcos for a law enforcement
initiative;

e Dona Ana County, NM, for a law enforcement initiative;

e MISSING Program in Indiana;

e Smith County, MS, for a law enforcement initiative;

e Counties of Calhoun and Cleburne, AL, for drug and violent
crime task forces;

e Talladega County, AL, for a drug task force;

e Judicial Education Reference, Information and Technical
Transfer, MI;

o City of Westminster, CA, for a law enforcement initiative;

e Miami Partnership for Action in Communities Task Force for
anti-gang initiatives;

e Law enforcement training activities in Hughesville, PA;

e Eastern Montgomery County, PA, for law enforcement train-
ng;
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A Child Is Missing, WI,;
City of Altoona, PA, Police Department;
Providence House, NdJ, for domestic violence programs;
Howell, NJ, for a law enforcement initiative;
National Center for Audio/Video Forensics, CO;
Kern County, CA, for law enforcement activities;
Bakersfield, CA, for gang violence activities;
Columbus, OH, for an anti-gang initiative;
Deschutes County, OR, drug court initiative;
City of Streator, IL, for a law enforcement initiative;

e Hilton Head Island and Beaufort County, SC, for a law en-
forcement initiative;

¢ Phoenix House, Long Island, NY;

e Town of Amherst, NY, Police Department;

e Town of Greece, NY, Police Department;

e Noble County and DeKalb County, IN, for law enforcement ini-
tiatives;

e Greene County, MO, for law enforcement initiatives;

¢ Honolulu, HI, Youth Challenge Program,;

¢ Greater Portland, ME, program for victims of violent crime;

e Camden County, NdJ, Collaborative Drug Intervention Commit-
tees;

¢ California Western School of Law California Innocence Project;

e Los Angeles City/County, CA, (CLEAR) anti-gang program;

e Calhoun County, GA, Family Connection program for at-risk
teenagers;

e Parents for Megan’s Law, NY;

o Suffolk County, NY, Police Department Computer Crimes Sec-
tion;

e Sac and Fox Tribal Police Force, IA;

e Pat Thomas Law Enforcement Academy;

¢ Ohio DOVE domestic violence program,;

e United Way for Southeastern Michigan for recidivism reduc-
tion program,;

e Davidson County, TN, Mental Health Court;

e Madison County, AL, for adult, juvenile, family drug court and
mental health court;

e Madison, AL, Police Department for domestic violence pro-
gram;

e Urban Criminal Justice Research and Training, MD;
Alabama New Options program,;
F.A.I'T.H. Inc. to reduce recidivism, IL;
IL New Beginning program;
Neighborhood Re-entry Center, Chicago, IL;
A Child is Missing, CT;
New Haven, CT, Court Team,;

e University of Connecticut research on crime prevention pro-
gram;

o Collaborative Network Security Development, MI;

e Travis County, TX, Sheriff’s Office program for at-risk youth;

¢ Duquesne/Carnegie Mellon University cyber crime project;

e Homestead Borough, PA, Police Department drug prevention
programs;

o ALERRT Program;
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Johnson County, TX, Police;
Johnson County, TX, Stop the Offender Program;
Somervell County, TX, Police;
East Palo Alto, CA, for a violence and gang prevention initia-
tive;
Ex-offenders program, PA;
FDRC in PA;
Philadelphia, PA, PSR Program to reduce violence in schools;
San Diego County, CA, SAFE Task Force training;
Illinois Comprehensive Domestic Violence Program,;
Los Angeles, CA, Community Policing Program;
Phoenix Academy of LA for at-risk youth program,;
Children’s Home Society of South Dakota;

e Prince George’s County, MD, State Attorney Office for Reha-
bilitative Project;

¢ Prince George’s County, MD, Victim Advocate program;

¢ Suffolk County, NY, District Attorney Office for Senior Abuse
Unit;

¢ Chicago, IL, metropolitan domestic violence program,;
Chicago, IL, CAPS program for at-risk youth;
Harris County, TX, Special Crime Task Force;
East Stroudsburg, PA, Cyber Crime and Forensics Institute;
Luzerne County, PA, Drug Court Program;
Northwest, OH, program for at-risk youth;
John Jay College Crime Prevention and Control Center;
RI Family Court for Mental Health Court;
Bridges to Success Transitional Project parolees program,;
Safe and Clean Detroit Initiative;
Wayne County, MI, Jail Diversion Assistance Initiative;
East Bay, CA, Community Law Center;
Youth Uprising project for at-risk youth and young adults;
NY Women’s Justice Center;

e Rockland County, NY, Sheriff's Office for law enforcement
equipment;

o Westchester and Rockland County, NY, for crime prevention
programs;

o Westchester County, NY, for criminal intelligence fusion cen-
ter;

e Stoughton, MA, for Community Policing initiative;

o NY Education Outreach for at-risk youth and adults;

e The Doe Fund,;

e Hispanic Counseling Center for Mental Health Domestic Vio-
lence Program;

o Seattle, WA, Police Department for at-risk youth programs;

o MA Tech Mission for at-risk youth programs;

o NY Domestic Violence Legal Connection;

e Unity House of Troy, NY, Victims of Domestic Violence
progam,;

e Solano County, CA, Probation Department;

¢ Fairmont State College program for law enforcement personnel
computational tools;

e Glenville State College program for criminal justice and over-
coming geographical challenges in support of law enforcement com-
munications systems;
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National White Collar Crime Center;
Salvation Army of Wheeling, WV, program for domestic vio-

lence;

Steganography Analysis Research Center;
West Liberty State College program for law enforcement tech-

nology commercialization and corrections training;

West Virginia University programs for law enforcement bio-

metric analysis systems and environments, public safety personnel
protection system, and law enforcement information technology and
analysis program

Kansas City, KS, Police Department for the Victims Services

Unit

Wyandotte County, KS, Neighborhoods NOW program,;
John Jay College of Criminal Justice;

Springfield, MA, for law enforcement equipment;
Westfield, MA, law enforcement training program,;

WI Alliance for Children and Families;

Berkshire, MA, for law enforcement training;

Back on Track program for at-risk youth;

CA Department of Justice crime scene response;

San Francisco, CA, Ex-Offender Re-entry Services;
STP for legal programs;

Willmar, MN, for anti-gang programs;

Native Americans into Law Program at the University of

North Dakota;

Phoenix House, NY;
STRIVE program;
Fairleigh Dickinson University Computer Forensics Labora-

tory;

CA;

Asian Pacific Womens Center for domestic violence programs,

Bienestar programs for at-risk youth, CA;

Resource Center on Workplace Violence, CA,;

Hennepin County, MN, Automated Criminal Charging Project;
City of South Gate, CA;

Anaheim, CA, Family Justice Center;

Eastern Montgomery County, PA, for law enforcement training

activities;

[ ]
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Girls Incorporated for at-risk youth programs, VA;

Citizens Advice Bureau, NY;

CONNECT Domestic Violence Program, NY;

Dominican Women’s Development Center, NY;

The Bronx Coalition, NY;

Urban Justice Center, NY;

Buffalo City, NY, domestic violence program;

Arkansas Criminal Justice Institute for law enforcement train-

Los Angeles, CA, Domestic Abuse Response Team;
Lancaster County, SC, Sheriff's Office for law enforcement

training;

Mahoning County, OH, for anti-drug programs;

Essex County, MA, Sheriff’s Office for anti-drug programs;
State of New Mexico Narcotics Section for anti-drug programs;
Maryland Regional Gang Initiative;
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e Winston-Salem & Forsyth County, NC, for law enforcement
equipment,;

e Center Point, CA, for re-entry services;

Washington County, OR, drug court;

Plymouth County, MA, domestic violence program;
Philadelphia, PA, domestic violence program;
Ready4Work juvenile offender re-entry program; and
Ouachita County, AR, Sheriff's Department.

State Criminal Alien Assistance Program.—The recommendation
provides $405,000,000 for the State Criminal Alien Assistance Pro-
gram (SCAAP) for reimbursement to States for the costs of incar-
ceration of criminal aliens, which was again proposed for elimi-
nation in the budget request. The recommendation provides a
$5,173,000 increase above the fiscal year 2006 level.

Southwest Border Prosecutions.—The Committee recommends
$30,000,000 to provide assistance to State and local law enforce-
ment agencies (including prosecutors, probation officers, courts,
and detention facilities) along the southwest border with the han-
dling and processing of drug and alien cases referred from Federal
arrests. The recommendation is $383,000 above the fiscal year 2006
level.

Victims  of  Trafficking.—The  recommendation includes
$21,488,000 to enhance State and local efforts to combat trafficking
of persons, as authorized by section 204 of the Trafficking Victims
Protection Reauthorization Act of 2005 (Public Law 109-164), and
to conduct comprehensive research and statistical review of sex
trafficking and unlawful commercial sex acts in the United States,
as authorized by section 201 of Public Law 109-164. The amount
provided is $11,616,000 above the enacted level and the same as
the request. The Committee encourages the Department of Justice
to work with the Department of State and the Department of
Health and Human Services to strengthen anti-trafficking training
programs.

State Prison Drug Treatment.—The recommendation includes
$5,000,000 for state prison drug treatment programs, which is
$5,000,000 over the request.

Drug Courts.—The recommendation includes $40,000,000 for the
drug court program, which is $30,128,000 above the current year.

Harold Rogers Prescription Drug Monitoring Program.—The rec-
ommendation includes $10,000,000 for the Harold Rogers Prescrip-
tion Drug Monitoring Program to assist States in building or en-
hancing prescription drug monitoring systems, facilitating the ex-
change of information among States, and providing technical assist-
ance and training on establishing and operating effective prescrip-
tion drug monitoring programs. The Committee expects that OJP
will continue to work with the DEA to implement this program.
This amount is $2,596,000 above the enacted level and $81,000
above the request.

Prison Rape Prevention and Prosecution.—The Committee’s rec-
ommendation provides $22,943,000 to implement the Prison Rape
Elimination Act of 2003 (Public Law 108-79). This amount is
$5,000,000 above the enacted level and $20,959,000 above the re-
quest. The Committee is disappointed that the Administration’s re-
quest significantly reduces funding for the program and fears that
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this action demonstrates a lack of commitment to fully implement
the Prison Rape Elimination Act.

The recommendation provides $14,768,000 for the collection of
statistics, data and research; $1,000,000 for the National Institute
of Corrections for a national clearinghouse, training, and education;
$5,000,000 for grants to States to protect inmates and safeguard
communities; and $2,175,000 to be transferred to the National Pris-
on Rape Elimination Commission.

The Committee understands that experts have conservatively es-
timated that at least 13 percent of the inmates in the United
States have been sexually assaulted in prison and that many in-
mates have suffered repeated assaults. Under this estimate, nearly
200,000 inmates now incarcerated have been, or will be, the victims
of prison rape. The total number of inmates who have been sexu-
ally assaulted in the past twenty years likely exceeds 1,000,000.
The Committee understands that prison rape contributes to the
spread of sexually-transmitted diseases, such as HIV and AIDS.
The Committee also recognizes that mentally ill and juvenile in-
mates are particularly vulnerable to sexual victimization. The
Committee further understands that most prison staff are not ade-
quately trained or prepared to prevent, report, or treat inmate sex-
ual assaults, and that prison rape often goes unreported. The Com-
mittee looks forward to the recommendations of the National Pris-
on Rape Elimination Commission and the data collected by the Bu-
reau of Justice Statistics (BJS) to further illuminate the problem
and identify ways to improve the Nation’s prison system. The Com-
mittee hopes that BJS will work to address the concerns raised by
the Prison Rape Elimination Commission on the question order of
the 2006 National Inmate Survey of Sexual Assault so that the re-
sults will be consistent with the intent of the Congress and will
fully display the prevalence of prison rape.

Capital Litigation.—The recommendation includes $2,000,000 for
capital litigation improvement grants. This amount is $1,013,000
over the enacted level.

Improving State and Local Law Enforcement Intelligence Capa-
bilities.—The recommendation includes $2,000,000 for the imple-
mentation of the National Criminal Intelligence Sharing Plan and
the efforts of the Global Justice Information Sharing Initiative. The
Committee directs that this funding be used to support training for
State and local law enforcement on the intelligence process, includ-
ing planning, collection, analysis, dissemination and reevaluation.
This program should continue to provide support for training in the
use of intelligence as a tool in identifying pre-incident indicators.
It should also include training to ensure that law enforcement offi-
cials are protecting individuals’ privacy, civil rights, civil liberties,
and constitutional rights while gathering intelligence. The Com-
mittee also expects these funds to be available to promote the use
of information technology standards among law enforcement to en-
sure that that data can be exchanged across disparate information
systems.

Mentally-Ill Offenders.—The Committee is concerned about the
effects of the criminal justice system on the mentally-ill. The rec-
ommendation includes $5,000,000 for grants authorized by the
Mentally I11 Offender Act of 2004.
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Sex  Offender  Registry.—The recommendation includes
$1,984,000, as requested, for the training and technical activities of
the Comprehensive Sex Offender Management initiative as well as
the implementation and maintenance of a national citizen access
portal for public State sex offender registries.

COMMUNITY ORIENTED POLICING SERVICES

The Committee recommendation includes $570,545,000 for the
Community Oriented Policing Services (COPS) program for fiscal
year 2007, which is $98,355,000 above the current year and
$468,449,000 above the request. The table below displays funding
for programs recommended under this heading compared to the
funding requested for the same activities under this heading and
under the Justice Assistance account.

FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2007

Program recommenda-
8 enacted request ! tion
Training and Technical Assistance 3,949 3,997 3,997
Tribal Law Enforcement 14,808 31,065 31,065
Methamphetamine Grants 62,778 40,084 99,000
Law Enforcement Technologies and Interoperable Communications ..................... 138,117 100,000
Management and Administration 26,950
Bullet-Proof Vests 29,617 20,000
Criminal Records Upgrade 9,872 4873
DNA Initiative 107,145 175,568
Paul Coverdell Forensic Science 18,264
Crime Identification Technology Act 28,407 .
Project Safe Neighborhoods 14,808 ,808
Anti-Gang Initiative 39,489 [40,000]
Weed and Seed Program 49,348
Offender Re-Entry 4,936 4,936
Total 472,190 570,545

1Some programs shown for display purposes only. They were in the budget request but under other account headings.

Tribal Law  Enforcement.—The recommendation includes
$31,065,000 for tribal law enforcement efforts, which is the same
as the request. The recommendation combines funds in this head-
ing with funds previously appropriated under State and Local Law
Enforcement Assistance. These funds are intended to meet the
most pressing needs of tribes, including law enforcement hiring,
equipment, and training, court improvement projects, and alcohol
and substance abuse reduction programs. Within the funds pro-
vided, tribal special enforcement agencies shall be eligible for fund-
ing.
Methamphetamine Enforcement and Clean-Up.—The Committee
recommends $99,000,000 for grants to address public safety and
methamphetamine manufacturing, sale, and use in “hot spots,” in-
cluding reimbursement of the Drug Enforcement Administration
(DEA) for expenses related to the clean-up of methamphetamine
clandestine labs. This amount is $36,222,000 above the enacted
level and $58,916,000,000 above the request. The Committee is
aware that the production, trafficking, and abuse of methamphet-
amine, an extremely destructive and addictive synthetic drug, con-
tinues to be a serious national problem.

Within the amount provided, the Committee has included
$20,000,000 to reimburse the DEA for assistance to State and local
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law enforcement for proper removal and disposal of hazardous ma-
terials at clandestine methamphetamine labs, including funds for
training, technical assistance, a container program, and purchase
of equipment.

The Committee expects the COPS Program Office, in consulta-
tion with DEA, to examine each of the following proposals, to pro-
vide grants if warranted, and to submit a report to the Committee
on its intentions for each proposal:

e Virginia State Police for the NW Virginia Regional and Harri-
sonburg Drug Task Forces to combat meth;

e Partnership for a Drug Free America;

Louisiana Methamphetamine Task Force;

Macon County, NC, Methamphetamine Initiative;

Lamar County, AL, Sheriff’s Office;

Etowah County, AL, Commission for Drug Enforcement Unit;
South Central Missouri Drug Task Force;

Southeast Missouri Drug Task Force;

Mineral Area, MO, Drug Task Force;

Kentucky MethCheck;

Anti-meth activities in Montana;

e Bradford County, PA, Sheriff's Office for a methamphetamine
initiative;

e Tennessee Statewide Methamphetamine Task Force;

e Metro Drug Task Force, Kanawha County, WV;

e Polk County, FL, Sheriff’s Office Methamphetamine Project;

¢ Hillsborough County, FL, Sheriff's Office for a methamphet-
amine initiative;

e Bibb County, AL, for a methamphetamine eradication pro-
gram;

o Jefferson County, CO, Methamphetamine Response Collabo-
rative;

o Arkansas Meth Hot Spots Initiative;

e Criminal Justice Institute, AR, for Methamphetamine Edu-
cation and Training;

o TEMPEST for on-going anti-meth activities in PA;
Pennsylvania Attorney General for anti-meth activities;
Northern Kentucky Drug Strike Force;

Bucks County, PA, for a methamphetamine initiative;
Nebraska State Patrol for a methamphetamine initiative;

Boys and Girls Home of Nebraska for anti-meth activities;
Partnership Carson City, NV, Anti-Meth Coalition;

Franklin County, MO, for an anti-methamphetamine initiative;
State of Iowa for Community Meth Enforcement Teams;
Daviess County, KY, for Regional Methamphetamine Eradi-
on;

Oklahoma Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous Drug Control;
California Methamphetamine Strategy;

Washington State University for methamphetamine research;
Spokane County, WA, for anti-meth activities;

Washington State Methamphetamine Initiative;

Coconino County, AZ, for a methamphetamine initiative;

State of New Mexico for anti-meth activities;

Hillsdale County, MI, for a drug enforcement team,;

Sangamon County, IL, for anti-meth activities;

ct- o o 06 06 06 0 0 0 0

-

o
&



47

e Indiana Criminal Justice Institute;

¢ Integrating Systems Against Methamphetamine Abuse at the
University of Nebraska;

e Pennyrile Narcotics Task Force, KY;

e Riverside County, CA, Drug Endangered Children;

e University of Nebraska for research on a methamphetamine
vaccine;

e Crittenden County, AR, Sheriffs Office Narcotics Department;

e Second Judicial District, AR, Drug Task Force;

e Grady County, GA, Sheriffs Office Meth program,;

e Multnomah County, OR, Comprehensive Stomp Out Meth
Project;
St. Louis County, MO, meth project;
Franklin County, IL, Sheriffs Department to combat meth;
Union County, IL, Sheriffs Department to combat meth;
Colbert County, AL Sheriffs Office;
Madison-Morgan County, AL, Strateglc Counter Drug Team;
Morgan County, AL, Sheriffs Office special meth response

[ )
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. Scottsboro AL, Police Department,;

e McMullen County TX, for drug hot spots;

e 14th Judicial District TN Drug and Violent Crime Taskforce;
¢ Lane County, OR, Methamphetamine Abatement Initiative;

e South Coast Interagency Narcotics Team (SCINT), OR,;

e Tennessee 13th Judicial District for meth enforcement

e Tennessee meth educational program;

e Lincoln County, OR, Methamphetamine Initiative;

e Marion County, OR Kids First Initiative for children affected
by meth addiction;

e Maine State Police to combat meth abuse;

e Solano County Sheriff's Office multi-jurisdictional meth-
amphetamine enforcement team (Cal-MMET), CA;

e Crystal meth campaign, NY;

e Northeast Law Enforcement Administrator’s Council (NLEAC)
to combat meth, MN;

Northwest WI STOP Meth Project;

White Earth Tribal Nation to combat meth, MN;
Willmar, MN, meth education;

Rural Methamphetamine Enforcement—North Dakota;
Phoenix House, CA, adolescent meth drug treatment;
Grand Junction, CO, Meth Drug Task Force;

Missouri Meth Program;

Jackson County, MS, Sheriff’s Office to fight meth; and

e 18th Judicial District, AR, meth initiative.

Law Enforcement Technologies and Interoperable Communica-
tions Program.—The Committee recommendation provides
$100,000,000 for continued development of technologies and auto-
mated systems to assist State and local law enforcement agencies
in investigating, responding to and preventing crimes, and gath-
ering and analyzing information, and for the continued develop-
ment of interoperable communications systems for State and local
law  enforcement entities. The recommendation restores
$100,000,000 above the request. The Committee recognizes the im-
portance that sharing information among State and local law en-
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forcement agencies can have in preventing crimes and in identi-
fying and apprehending criminals. The Department of Justice shall
continue the interoperable communications grant program to the
maximum extent possible.

In examining all grant applications under this program, the
COPS Office is directed to ensure that proposals meet equipment
standards adopted by the National Institute of Justice and the Bu-
reau of Justice Assistance within the Office of Justice Programs
and the Office of Law Enforcement Standards within the National
Institute of Standards and Technology.

Within the amount provided, the Committee expects the COPS
office to examine each of the following proposals, to provide grants
if warranted, if each application complies with the direction pro-
vided above, and to submit a report to the Committee on its inten-
tions for each proposal:

o Statewide records management system for Virginia law en-
forcement;

o Integrated Criminal Justice Information System for the State
of Virginia;

¢ Law enforcement communications planning in the State of Vir-
ginia;

e Town of Basile, LA, for law enforcement technologies;

e Southside Virginia law enforcement agencies for law enforce-
ment technologies;
¢ Lake County, IL, Integrated Criminal Justice Information Sys-
tem;

e Northwest Chicago, IL, for law enforcement technologies;

o City of Melbourne, FL, for law enforcement technologies;

e Northwest Shoals Community College, AL, for law enforcement
technologies;

e Law enforcement technologies for the Middle Rio Grande Bor-
der Region of Texas;

e City of Jacksonville, FL, Sheriff’s Office for law enforcement
technologies;

e Nevada County, CA, for law enforcement technologies;

e Placer County, CA, for law enforcement technologies;

o Grass Valley, CA, Police Department for law enforcement tech-
nologies;

e Plumas County, CA, for law enforcement technologies;

o Morris County, NJ, Police Department for law enforcement
technologies;

e Sussex County, NJ, Police Department for law enforcement
technologies;

o Somerset County, NJ, Police Department for law enforcement
technologies;

o West Essex Portion of Essex County, NJ, Police Department
for law enforcement technologies;

e Greene County, OH, for law enforcement technologies;

e Pima County, AZ, for law enforcement technologies;

e Cochise County, AZ, and City of Sierra, AZ, for law enforce-
ment technologies;

e Long County, GA, Sheriff's Department for law enforcement
technologies;

e Logan County, IL, for law enforcement technologies;
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e Adams County, IL, for law enforcement technologies;
e Peoria County, IL, for law enforcement technologies;

e City of San Bernardino, CA, for law enforcement technologies;
City of Banning, CA, for interoperable communications for law
enforcement;

e Howard County, IA, Sheriff's Department for law enforcement
technologies;

e Louisville, KY, Metro Police Department for law enforcement
technologies;

e Stark County, OH, for law enforcement technologies;

o Wayne County, OH, for law enforcement technologies;

e Law enforcement initiatives in the State of Montana;

e Sedgwick County, KS, for law enforcement technologies;

e Wichita, KS, Police Department for law enforcement tech-
nologies;

e Onondaga County, NY, for interoperable communications and
law enforcement technologies;

o City of Syracuse, NY, for law enforcement technologies;

e City of Chattanooga, TN, Police Department for law enforce-
ment technologies;

o City of Oak Ridge, TN, Police Department for law enforcement
technologies;

o City of Southaven, MS, for law enforcement technologies;

City of Como, MS, for law enforcement technologies;

Alcorn County, MS, for law enforcement technologies;

Stafford County, VA, for law enforcement technologies;

Weber County, UT, for law enforcement technologies;
Interoperable communications for South Carolina law enforce-
ment;

o Jefferson County, WV, for interoperable communications for
law enforcement;

Upshur County, WV, for law enforcement technologies;

e City of Norman, OK, for law enforcement technologies;

e City of Hialeah, FL, for law enforcement technologies;

o Klickitat County, WA, for law enforcement technologies;

e North Central Texas Regional Interoperability Project;

e Kane County, IL, Sheriff's Office for law enforcement tech-
nologies;
[ )
[ )
[ )
[ )

Webb City, MO, law enforcement technologies;
City of Ozark, MO, law enforcement technologies;
Mt. Vernon, MO, law enforcement technologies;
City of Norwalk, CT, for law enforcement technologies;
Georgetown Special Taxing District, CT, for law enforcement
technologies;

e Stamford, CT, for law enforcement technologies;

e Anderson County, SC, for law enforcement technologies;

e Montgomery County, TN, for law enforcement technologies;

e Huntington County, IL, for interoperable communications for
law enforcement;

o City of Corona, CA, for law enforcement technologies;

e Richmond, VA, Police Department for law enforcement tech-
nologies;

o Automated Fingerprint Identification System for Delaware;
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¢ Cincinnati, OH, Police Department for law enforcement tech-
nologies;

e Automated Fingerprint Identification System for Cincinnati,
OH;

e Midland, TX, for law enforcement technologies;
State of Wyoming for law enforcement technologies;
Chesterfield County, VA, for law enforcement technologies;
City of Suffolk, VA, for law enforcement technologies;
Prince George County, VA, for law enforcement technologies;
Fairfax County, VA, for law enforcement technologies;
Prince William County, VA, for law enforcement technologies;
Fairfax City, VA, for law enforcement technologies;

e Lehigh Valley Regional Initiative, PA, for law enforcement
technologies;

¢ Homestead, FL, for law enforcement technologies;
City of Virginia Beach, VA, for law enforcement technologies;
City of Norfolk, VA, for law enforcement technologies;
Northampton County, VA, for law enforcement technologies;
Accomack County, VA, for law enforcement technologies;
City of Hampton, VA, for law enforcement technologies;
City of Dothan, AL, for law enforcement technologies;
Florida Integrated Network for Data Exchange and Retrieval;
South Plainfield, NJ, for law enforcement technologies;
Clark, NdJ, for law enforcement technologies;
Fanwood, NJ, for law enforcement technologies;
Edison, NJ, for law enforcement technologies;
Montgomery Township, NdJ, for law enforcement technologies;
Springfield Township, NdJ, for law enforcement technologies;
Bucks County, PA, for law enforcement technologies;

e Okeechobee County, FL, Sheriff’s Department for law enforce-
ment technologies;

e Lincoln, NE, for law enforcement technologies;

e Municipality of Arroyo, PR, for law enforcement technologies;

e Municipality of Luquillo, PR, for law enforcement technologies;

e Municipality of Manati, PR, for law enforcement technologies;

e Municipality of Rio Grande, PR, for law enforcement tech-
nologies;

e Ponce Region, PR, for interoperable communications for law
enforcement;

e Iredell County, NC, for law enforcement technologies;

o West Pikeland Township, PA, for law enforcement tech-
nologies;

e Huron County, PA, for law enforcement technologies;

e Center Township, PA, for law enforcement technologies;

¢ Ross Township, PA, for law enforcement technologies;

e Cities of Concord, Kannapolis, and Cabarrus County, NC, for
law enforcement technologies;

e City of Tempe, AZ, for interoperable communications for law
enforcement;

e Terre Haute, IN, for law enforcement technologies;

e San Diego, CA, for law enforcement technologies;

e Sevier County, TN, for interoperable communications for law
enforcement;
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e Tangipahoa Parish, LA, for interoperable communications for
law enforcement;

e Town of Canton, CT, for law enforcement technologies;

o City of New Britain, CT, for law enforcement technologies;

e Town of Southbury, CT, for law enforcement technologies;

e Rockland County, NY, for interoperable communications for
law enforcement;

¢ Osceola County, FL, for law enforcement technologies;

¢ Seminole County, FL, for law enforcement technologies;

e City of St. Cloud, MN, for interoperable communications for
law enforcement;

e Cape May County, NJ, for law enforcement technologies;

e Cumberland County, Nd, for law enforcement technologies;

e Calaveras County, CA, for law enforcement technologies;

e Technology enhancements for law enforcement agencies in
Northwest Illinois;

¢ Putnam County, FL, for law enforcement technologies;

e Shelby Township, Sterling Heights, and Utica, MI, for law en-
forcement technologies;

e City of Chino, CA, for law enforcement technologies;

e Escambia County, FL, for law enforcement technologies;

e Larimer County, CO, for law enforcement technologies;

e Shreveport, LA, Police Department for law enforcement tech-
nologies;

e Palmdale, CA, for law enforcement technologies;

e Spokane, WA, Police Department for law enforcement tech-
nologies;
Allegheny County, PA, for law enforcement technologies;
Penn Township, PA, for law enforcement technologies;
LaPorte County, IN, for law enforcement technologies;
South Bend, IN, for law enforcement technologies;
City of Livermore, CA, for interoperable communications for
law enforcement;

e San Joaquin County, CA, for interoperable communications for
law enforcement;
City of Morgan Hill, CA, for law enforcement technologies;
Pierce County, WA, for law enforcement technologies;
Town of Windham, CT, for law enforcement technologies;
Will County, IL, for law enforcement technologies;
Lancaster County, PA, for law enforcement technologies;
City of York, PA, for law enforcement technologies;
City of Beaumont, TX, for law enforcement technologies;
Fresno, CA, for law enforcement technologies;
City of Rockford, AL, for law enforcement technologies;
City of Key West, FL, for law enforcement technologies;
Neosho County, KS, for law enforcement technologies;
Whitemarsh Township, PA, for law enforcement technologies;
Marion County, FL, for law enforcement technologies;
Town of Oyster Bay, NY, for law enforcement technologies;

e Somerdale, NJ, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

e Colton, CA, Police Department radio interoperability project;

e San Bernadino, CA, District Attorney for investigative up-
grades;
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e Green County, WI, Sheriff’s Department for computer upgrade;

e Sun Prairie, WI, Police Department for an integrated records
management system;

o Athens-Clarke County, GA, Police Department for law enforce-
ment equipment;

e Richmond County, GA, Sheriff's Office for law enforcement
equipment;

¢ Barrington-Inverness, IL, Police Department for law enforce-
ment communications;

e Lake Zurich, IL, Police Department for equipment;

e North Las Vegas, NV, Police Department for records manage-
ment;

¢ Baxter County, AR, for law enforcement interoperable commu-
nications;

Guam Police Department for equipment and continued develop-
ment of technologies to improve forensics investigative capabilities;

e McAlestar, OK, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

e Alleghany, Craig, and Henry Counties, VA, for law enforce-
ment technology upgrades;

e Lorain County, OH, Sheriff's Office for law enforcement equip-
ment;

¢ Baltimore County, MD, Police Department for law enforcement
equipment upgrades;

e Villa Julie College Forensic Studies;

¢ City of Stockton, CA, for law enforcement equipment;

e Stanislaus County and City of Modesto, CA, for law enforce-
ment interoperable communications;

¢ City of Indianapolis, IN, for law enforcement technology;

o Woodford County, KY, for law enforcement equipment,;

e Government of Virgin Islands for law enforcement communica-
tions technology;

e Claflin University Forensic DNA laboratory;

e Trident Technical College Forensics DNA laboratory;

e Ardmore, AL, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

e Decatur, AL, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

o Hartselle, AL, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

e Huntsville, AL, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

o Jackson County, AL, Sheriff’'s Office for law enforcement equip-
ment;

e Lauderdale County, AL, Sheriff's Office for law enforcement
equipment;

e Lawrence County, AL, Sheriffs Office for law enforcement
equipment,;

e Madison County, AL, Sheriffs Office for law enforcement
equipment;

o Moulton, AL, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

e North Courtland, AL, Police Department for law enforcement
equipment;
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e Rogersville, AL, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

e Saint Florian, AL, Police Department for law enforcement
equipment;

o Hillsborough, FL, for law enforcement training equipment;

¢ Roane County, TN, for law enforcement communications;

e San Diego, CA, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

e Tacoma, WA, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

o Washington Association of Sheriffs and Police Chiefs (WASPC)
to implement “30 Day DNA Stranger Rape Program”;

e Downriver Community Conference for law enforcement equip-
ment, MI;

e Monroe County, MI, for law enforcement communications;

o Pittsburgh, PA, for law enforcement equipment;

o Grimes County, TX, Police Department for law enforcement
equipment;

e Waco City, TX, Police for law enforcement technology improve-
ments;

e Chicago, IL, Police Department Citizen and Law Enforcement
Analysis & Reporting project;

o Westchester County, NY, Criminal and Counter Terrorism Fu-
sion Center;

e San Mateo County, CA, forensics lab;

e Cumberland County, NC, law enforcement communications

o Wake County, NC, for law enforcement communications;

o Litchfield, IL, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

e City of Memphis and Shelby County, TN, for law enforcement
interoperable communications;

e Houston, TX, for law enforcement training & equipment;

e West Palm Beach, FL, Police Department for law enforcement
technology;

e Oglala Sioux criminal justice equipment;

e Buffalo, NY, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

e Chautauqua County, NY, Sheriff’s Office for law enforcement
equipment;

e Tompkins County, NY, for law enforcement communications
equipment;

e Cameron County, TX, for law enforcement communications;

e Borough of Steelton, PA, Police Department for law enforce-
ment equipment;

¢ Saint Clair, PA, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

e Franklin Township, NJ, Police Department for law enforce-
ment equipment;

e Marlboro Township, NJ, Police Department;

e Township of Old Bridge, NJ, for law enforcement communica-
tions;

o Gladstone, OR, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;
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e Woodburn, OR, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

e Calvert County, MD, Sheriff's Office for law enforcement
equipment;
Hyattsville, MD, for law enforcement communications;
Laurel, MD, for law enforcement communications;
Prince George’s County, MD, for law enforcement equipment;
Homewood, IL, for law enforcement communications;
Matteson, IL, for law enforcement equipment;
South Suburban Mayors and Managers Association for law en-
forcement equipment, IL;

e New Orleans, LA, Police for law enforcement equipment;

e Dallas, TX, for law enforcement equipment;

e Lucas County, OH, Sheriff's Department for law enforcement
communications;

e Toledo, OH, Sheriff’s Department for law enforcement commu-
nications;

e Middletown, RI, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

¢ Rhode Island State Police for law enforcement equipment;

e Tiverton, RI, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

¢ Woonsocket, RI, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

e Flint, MI, Police Department for law enforcement equipment;

e Narragansett, RI, Police Department for law enforcement
interoperable communications;

¢ Bellingham, WA, Police Department for law enforcement tech-
nology equipment;

e Sultan, WA, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

¢ Southington, CT, Police Department for law enforcement com-
munications;

e Macomb County, MI, for law enforcement interoperable com-
munications;

e MI cities for law enforcement equipment;

¢ Brookfield, IL, Police Department for law enforcement commu-
nications;

o Westchester & Rockland County, NY, for law enforcement
equipment;

e Westchester & Rockland County, NY, for law enforcement com-
munications equipment upgrades;

e Lauren’s County, GA, Sheriff's Office for law enforcement
equipment;

o Tifton, GA, Police Department for law enforcement equipment;

I Turner County, GA, Sheriff Office for law enforcement tech-
nology;

o Twiggs County, GA, Sheriff's Department for law enforcement
equipment;

¢ Wilkinson County, GA, Sheriff's Office law enforcement equip-
ment;

o City of South St. Paul, MN, Police Department for law enforce-
ment communications;

e Holden, MA, Police for law enforcement equipment;
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e Brunswick County, NC, for law enforcement communications;

e Law enforcement equipment, NC;

e North Carolina Forensic Science Education and Training Pro-
gram;

e Haverhill, MA, Police Department for law enforcement commu-
nications;

e Middlesex Community College for Regional Technology Train-
ing Law Enforcement Collaborative;

¢ Opa-Locka, FL, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

e Houma Police, LA, Police Department for law enforcement
communications;

o Lafourche, LA, Sheriff’s Office for law enforcement equipment,;

e Solano County, CA, for law enforcement communications;

o Cities of Wheeling, Morgantown, Parkersburg, Fairmont,
Weirton, Moundsville, and Clarksburg, WV, for law enforcement
technology;

o Fayette, Greene, and Somerset Counties, PA, for law enforce-
ment equipment;

e Southwestern, PA, for law enforcement technologies;

e St. Louis County, MN, for law enforcement communications;

e Bayfield County, WI, for law enforcement technology and
equipment;

e Chippewa Valley, WI, for law enforcement technology and
equipment;

e Oneida County, WI, for law enforcement interoperable commu-
nications;

e Franklin, MA, Regional Council of Governments for law en-
forcement communications;

e Corpus Christi, TX, for law enforcement interoperable commu-
nications;

e Passaic County, NdJ, Sheriff’s Office for law enforcement equip-
ment;

o Cities of Phoenix and Mesa, AZ, for law enforcement interoper-
able communications;

e Cary, NC, Police Department for law enforcement equipment;

e Durham, NC, Police Department and Durham County, NC,
Sheriff’s office for law enforcement equipment;

e Raleigh, NC, for law enforcement interoperable communica-
tions;

o Wake County, NC, for law enforcement communications;

o ATI for law enforcement equipment;

e Cabell County, WV, for law enforcement interoperable commu-
nications;

e El Paso, TX, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

e Fort Lee, NdJ, for law enforcement communications;

e Saddle Brook, NdJ, Police Department for law enforcement
interoperable communications;

e Los Angeles, CA, Central City for law enforcement equipment;

e Anoka County, MN, Criminal Justice Integration Hub;

e Hennepin County, MN, Sheriff's Office for law enforcement
equipment;
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e Minneapolis, MN, Police Department for law enforcement
equipment,;

e Garden Grove, CA, Police Department for law enforcement
equipment;

e Abington Township, PA, Police Department for law enforce-
ment equipment;

o Whitemarsh Township, PA, Police Department for law enforce-
ment technologies;

e Kenmore, NY, Police Department for law enforcement equip-
ment;

o Lewiston, NY, Police Department for law enforcement commu-
nications;

e Monroe County, NY, for law enforcement equipment;

e Auburn, WA, for law enforcement communications;

o Monterey Park, CA, for law enforcement interoperable commu-
nications;

o City of York, SC, for law enforcement technology;

e Rock Hill, SC, Police Department for law enforcement commu-
nications;

e Hayward, CA, for law enforcement equipment;

e CCE Central Dispatch Authority for law enforcement commu-
nications, MI;

e Michigan State Police for law enforcement equipment;

e Fairfield, CA, for law enforcement equipment,;

o Essex County, MA, Sheriff’s Office for law enforcement commu-
nications;

o Gaithersburg, MD, for law enforcement equipment;

e Lake County, IN, Sheriff's Department for interoperable com-
munications;

e North Lake County, IN, for law enforcement equipment;

e Gardena, CA, for law enforcement equipment;

e Burbank, Culver City, Glendale, Montebello, and Torrance,
CA, for law enforcement communications;

e Saginaw, MI, for law enforcement equipment;

e Prince George’s County, MD, Police Department for law en-
forcement equipment; and

e Frio County, TX, Sheriff for law enforcement communication
equipment.

Bulletproof Vests.—The Committee recommendation includes
$20,000,000 for continuation of the Bulletproof Vest program to as-
sist State and local law enforcement in purchasing bullet and stab
resistant vests. The Committee recommendation is $10,180,000
above the request to support this critical safety measure for the
Nation’s law enforcement officers.

Criminal History Record Upgrades.—The Committee rec-
ommendation includes $4,873,000 for the Criminal Records Up-
grade program. The goal of this program is to ensure that accurate
records are available for use in law enforcement and to permit
States to identify ineligible firearm purchasers, persons ineligible
to hold positions involving children, the elderly, or the disabled,
and persons subject to protective orders or wanted, arrested, or
convicted of stalking and/or domestic violence. This program helps
States build their infrastructure to connect to national record check
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s%rlstims both to supply information and to conduct the requisite
checks.

DNA Initiative.—The Committee recommendation is
$175,568,000 for a DNA and forensics initiative, $68,423,000 above
the current year level and the same as the request.

The recommendation fully funds the next investment to elimi-
nate the DNA backlog in five years. The Committee recognizes that
DNA technology will allow law enforcement to identify certain
criminals quickly and accurately, solve additional crimes, especially
violent crimes such as murder and rape, and identify persons mis-
takenly accused or convicted of crimes. Funds are available for the
following activities: (1) reduce the backlog of DNA samples; (2) in-
crease State and local lab capacity; (3) conduct research, develop-
ment, demonstrations, and evaluations; (4) provide training and
technical assistance; (5) identify missing persons and unidentified
remains; and (6) test DNA after convictions. The Committee under-
stands there is a critical need for advanced crime scene investiga-
tion training and education for local law enforcement personnel,
and expects support to be given to forensic science crime scene in-
vestigation for State and local law enforcement, including funds for
training, education, and technical assistance.

Project Safe Neighborhoods/Anti-Gang Initiative.—The Com-
mittee recommends $54,808,000 to combat violent crime through
Project Safe Neighborhoods with a focused effort on areas plagued
by gangs. Of the amount provided, $40,000,000 shall be for areas
of the country experiencing high gang activity. The Committee ap-
preciates and supports the Attorney General’s efforts to strengthen
Department-wide efforts to combat gang violence and the appoint-
ment of an Assistant U.S. Attorney in each judicial district as an
anti-gang coordinator to prepare a comprehensive, district-wide
strategy—in consultation with partners from Federal and local law
enforcement, social services providers, and community and faith-
based groups—to coordinate anti-gang activity. The recommenda-
tion includes $40,000,000 for grants to implement these strategies.
The Committee directs that the remaining $14,808,000 provided for
Project Safe Neighborhoods will be focused on the U.S. cities expe-
riencing a high rate of violent and drug trafficking crime involving
firearms.

Offender Re-entry.—The Committee recommends $4,936,000 for
the law enforcement costs related to establishing offender re-entry
programs, which is the same as the enacted level. Offender re-entry
programs establish partnerships among institutional corrections,
community corrections, faith-based organizations, social services
programs, community policing groups, and civic leaders to prepare
for the successful return of inmates to their home neighborhoods.
The Committee expects that OJP will continue working in collabo-
ration with the Departments of Labor, Health and Human Serv-
ices, Housing and Urban Development, and Education in the execu-
tion of this program.

JUVENILE JUSTICE PROGRAMS

The Committee recommendation provides a total of $280,739,000
for Juvenile Justice Programs for fiscal year 2007. The budget re-
quest proposes to fund juvenile justice programs under the Justice
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Assistance account. The Committee recommendation is $57,622,000
below the current year and $92,138,000 above the request for simi-
lar juvenile justice programs. The table below displays the Commit-
tee’s recommendation compared to the levels requested under the
Justice Assistance heading for the same programs.

[In thousands of dollars]

FY 2006 2007 FY 2007

Program enacted Request ! recon;i?ﬁnda-
Part A—Management and Administration 703 706 706
Part B—State Formula 78,978 93,187 75,000
Part C—Block Grants 33452
Part D—Research and Development 10,034 e
Part E—Demonstration Projects 104,674 6,547 59,872
Title V—Incentive Grants 64,171 32,004 65,000
Juvenile Mentoring 9,872
Secure Our Schools Act 14,808
Victims of Child Abuse Programs 14,808
Juvenile Accountability Block Grant 49,361
Project Childsafe 987
Total 338,361

1Some programs shown for display purposes only. They were in the budget request but under different account headings.

Within the overall amounts recommended under Part E—Dem-
onstration Projects, OJP is directed to review the following pro-
posals, provide a grant if warranted, and submit a report to the
Committee on its intentions regarding:

e ChildSave;

e Learning for Life;

e Virginia Attorney General’s Office for Class Action and other
educational programs in Virginia Schools;

e National Character Education Foundation;

o World Vision,;

e Eisenhower Foundation;

¢ Big Brothers/Big Sisters;

) }Slelf-Reliance Foundation for an anti-gang program for at-risk
youth;

o Law-Related Education;

Virginia Child Advocacy Center, Rocky Mount, VA;
Uhlich Children’s Advantage Network;

Girls and Boys Town USA;

Pace Center for Girls, FL;

I Have a Dream Foundation, 12th District of TX;
A Child is Missing, 12th District of TX;

Wingspan Eon Youth Program, AZ;

Bethesda Home for Boys, GA;

e Oakland County, MI, for juvenile delinquency prevention pro-
grams;

e Brooklawn Child and Family Services, KY;

Maryhurst, KY;

Father Maloney’s Boys Havens, KY;

Buckhorn Children and Family Services, KY;

ACA-NY for an anti-drinking campaign,;

Beaver Springs, PA, for an at-risk youth program,;
Northumberland County, PA, Children and Youth;
Youthville Adoption and Trauma Resource Center, KS;
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e Florida Venture Foundation Youthbuild Outreach;
¢ Douglas County, GA, at-risk youth programs;
¢ Kids Hope United, FL;
e Lighthouse Program, CT;
e Team Focus, Mobile, AL;
City of Indio, CA, for a juvenile delinquency prevention pro-
gram,;
e An Achievable Dream in Newport News, VA;
ENS Foundation, VA;
At-risk youth program in Annandale, VA;
Programs for at-risk youth in Fairfax County, VA;
Child Abuse Center in Norfolk, VA;
Pottstown, PA, Police Athletic League;
Girls, Inc.;
ACA-NY for an anti-gang initiative;
The Marcus Institute in Atlanta, GA,;
Southwest Keys Program, TX;
Youth Pre-Apprenticeship Program of Ohio;
City of Las Vegas, NV, for a youth initiative;
Mystic, CT, for an at-risk youth program;
City Parks of New York for at-risk youth programs;
e OHEL for an at-risk youth and child abuse prevention pro-
grams, NdJ;
e McDuffie County, GA, for an at-risk youth program;
Minnesota Teen Challenge for at-risk youth programs;
Check ’'Em Out, NJ;
Youth Helpline, NJ, for at-risk youth;
The College of New Jersey for at-risk youth initiatives;
Boysville, Inc., San Antonio, TX;
Family and Child Services of Tulsa for at-risk youth;
Youth skills initiative in Dayton, OH;
EXCEL Program, GA, for at-risk youth;
Anchorage, AK, for an at-risk youth program;
Laurinburg, NC, for an at-risk youth program,;
Syracuse, NY, for gang prevention activities;
e Interventions for Juvenile Offenders in New York City and
Nassau County, NY;
o Civic Justice Corps Project for at-risk youth, NJ;
e Delaware Valley Ready4Work juvenile re-entry program;
o City of Fontana, CA, for at-risk youth;
e Rialto, CA, Police Activities League;
San Bernardino, CA, District Attorney Community Prosecutor
Program to reduce youth violence;
o AAFAAC for at-risk youth, CA;
e South Los Angeles, CA, for at-risk youth;
o WII for at-risk teenagers in Los Angeles, CA;
e Las Vegas, NV, Anti-Gang Youth Initiative;
e Youth Entrepreneurial Training (YET) Program for at-risk
youth in CA;
e Albany, GA, Communities in Schools program for at-risk
youth;
e Americus, GA, LEAP/Communities in Schools program for at-
risk youth;
e Dougherty County, GA, Child Felony Program,;
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¢ Family Center of Columbus, GA, for at-risk youth;

e Quitman County, GA, Family Connection Project for at-risk
youth;

e Rainbow program for at-risk youth, GA;

e Terrell County, GA, Family Connection program for at-risk
youth;

e Thomasville, GA, Cultural Center program for at-risk children;

e Creative Visions for at-risk youth in Polk County, IA;

e JTowa Governor’s Office of Drug Control Policy (ODCP) for Drug
Endangered Children Teams;

¢ Juvenile Justice Education Program Model Study, FL;

e Orange County, FL, for law enforcement equipment/for at-risk
youth;

e Akron, OH, program for at-risk youth;

¢ Boston Youth and Gang Strategic Crime Initiative;

e RFB&D New England program for at-risk and incarcerated
youth;

e Baltimore City, MD, for programs to prevent youth violence;
A Better Way for at-risk youth, SC;
Columbia, SC, Urban League for at-risk youth;
Service Over Self for at-risk youth, SC;
South Sumter, SC, Resource Center for at-risk youth;
Team Focus for at-risk youth, SC;
Wayne County, MI, for the Truancy Reduction Initiative;
AL program for child victims of physical and sexual abuse;
Child Abuse Program at National Children’s Advocacy Center;
AL Girls Inc. for at-risk youth programs;

e Baltimore, MD, TWIGS (To Work in Gaining Skills) Program
for at-risk children;

e Alabama Juvenile Delinquency Prevention Initiative;

e Sankofa Safe Child Initiative for at-risk youth, IL;

e Tampa, FL, for delinquency prevention program for at-risk
youth;

e Children’s Initiative to target first-time juvenile, non-violent
offenders, CA,;

e Denver, CO, Road Home Program for at-risk youth;
Mashpee Wampanoag Youth Program for at-risk youth, MA;
AMISTAD program for at-risk youth, CT;
Public Allies program for at-risk youth, CT;
Washington State program for at-risk youth;
Gwen’s Girls program for at-risk youth, PA;
Texas A&M University youth re-entry program,;
Chicago, IL, ASM Program for at-risk youth;
Butler Child Advocacy Center;
Decatur, IL, mentoring program for at-risk youth;

e Martin Luther King Center for youth mentoring for at-risk
youth, IL;
Monterey County, CA, Street Violence and Anti-Gang Project;
Philadelphia, PA, CORE for at-risk youth;
San Antonio, TX, initiative for at-risk girls;
Alief Drug Free program, TX;
Newburgh, NY, Youth Violence and Gang Prevention Program,;
Dauphin County, PA, program for at-risk youth,;



61

o New dJersey Educational Opportunity Fund Most At-Risk Stu-
dent program,;
e San Jose, CA, BEST Program for at-risk youth;
e Family Service League of Suffolk County, NY, to address prob-
lems related to at-risk youth;
¢ Big Brothers of Rhode Island programs for at-risk youth;
Cityyear, RI, programs for at-risk youth;
Kidspeace, RI, programs for at-risk youth;
Providence, RI, Juvenile Justice Program;
United Way of Rhode Island programs for at-risk youth;
Citizen and Youth Police Academies, MI;
WI Stepping Stones Child Advocacy Center;
The Mentoring Center program for young parolees, CA;
GA Girls, Inc. programs for at-risk youth;
GA Realizing the Dream project to mentor at-risk youth;
San Jose, CA, for Youthful Offenders program,;
AMB educational programs for at-risk youth, NY;
NY Young Women’s program for at-risk youth;
RTC NY for at-risk youth;
Sandy City, UT, Police Department for at-risk youth programs;
e Sacramento, CA, Police Department Gang Intervention and
Prevention Program,;
e 5 Towns Community Center for At-Risk Youth Development
and Education Project, NY;
e Eastern Baptist Association for at-risk youth development ini-
tiative;
e Hagedorn Family Resource Center for prevention programs for
at-risk children,;
¢ Freeport Pride/Nassau County, NY, Probation Department,
Family Division;
o Gateway, NY, at-risk youth outreach;
e Albany, NY, Police Athletic League;
e Albany, NY, Teen Challenge for at-risk youth drug prevention
outreach;
o Office of the Queens County, NY, District Attorney Youth Vio-
lence Intervention and Prevention Initiative;
e South Queens, NY, for at-risk youth;
e Shields for Families for at-risk youth, CA;
e Children’s Home of Wheeling, WV, for at risk youth program,;
o Harmony House of Wheeling, WV, for at risk youth programs;
e Kaleidoscope Community Learning Center for at risk youth
programs;
e The Shack Neighborhood House for at risk youth programs;
¢ Vision Appalachia for at risk youth program,;
e Wheeling, WV, Florence Crittendon program for at risk youth;
¢ Rosalie Manor Community & Family Services mentoring pro-
gram for at-risk youth, WI,;
At-risk youth programs in Alexandria, VA;
Arlington, VA, Brigade programs for at-risk youth;
Fairfax Partnership for at-risk youth, VA,
Liberty’s Promise services for at-risk youth, VA;
Challenge Program for at-risk high school students, PA;
Pomona Parents in Action Project for gang prevention pro-
gram, CA;
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Phoenix House, MA, program for at-risk youth;
One-on-One Connecting Cops & Kids, DC;
Fitchburg, MA, Police Department for at-risk youth program;
Franklin Community Action programs for at-risk youth, MA;
Franklin, MA, Community Coalition for Teens for at-risk youth
program;

e Gladys Allen Brigham Community Center programs to reduce
youth violence, MA;
Holyoke, MA, at-risk youth program,;
e Adjudicated Youth Program at Texas A&M Corpus Christi;
¢ Southwest Key Program for at-risk youth, TX;
e College for Teens program for at-risk youth, NJ;
[ )
[ )

AZ Operation Quality Time program for at-risk youth;
Project Avary for at-risk youth, CA,;

e San Francisco, CA, District Attorney’s office for programs to re-
duce youth violence;

e Sheriff's Youth Programs of Minnesota;
ND I-SAFE program,;
Alianza Dominicana program for at-risk youth, NY;
Armory Foundation programs for at-risk youth, NY;
NY I Have A Dream Foundation program for at-risk youth,;
Police Athletic League of New Jersey;
Eastlake, CA, Juvenile Law and Policy Center;
LA Court Appointed Special Advocates (CASA);

¢ Beloved Community Family Services for youth ex-offenders or
at-risk youth programs, IL;

e MN Folwell Neighborhood Association for at-risk youth pro-
grams;

o Willowbrook, CA, Youth Safety Program focusing on gang and
violence prevention,;
Phoenix Academy of Orange County, CA for at-risk youth;
City of Barre, VT, for at-risk youth programs;
Rural VT at-risk youth crime prevention programs;
Vermont Coalition of Teen Centers for at-risk youth programs;
Vermont Development Center for at-risk youth crime preven-
tion programs;

e Vermont youth crime prevention programs;

o IL Restorative Justice program for at-risk youth;

e Asian Youth Center of San Gabriel, CA, at-risk youth program,;

e PMI education program for youth referred by juvenile domestic
courts;

e Richmond, VA, at-risk youth programs;

o Southeastern Tidewater Opportunity Project for at-risk youth,
VA;

e Abraham House programs for at-risk youth, NY;

e Latino Pastoral Action Center programs for at-risk and high-
risk youth, NY;

e Mary Mitchell Family and Youth Center for at-risk youth, NY;

e Mount Hope Project READY for at-risk youth, NY;

e Point Community Development Center programs for at-risk
youth, NY;

e S & B united anti-gang and anti-drug program, NY;

e SF Inc., NY, anti-drug programs;
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e South Bronx, NY, Community Center programs for at-risk
youth;

¢ Youth Ministries for Justice programs for at-risk youth, NY;

e Friends of Child Advocates of Los Angeles County, CA,;

e Project Amiga in South El Monte, CA, for juvenile offenders
program;

e Alameda County, CA, Child Protective Services;

e Bedford-Stuyvesant, NY, Teen Development program for at-
risk youth;

e NY Technology Service Corps program for at-risk youth;

e Cleveland, OH, Eastside Ecumenical Consortium for at-risk
youth program;

e Cleveland, OH, learning program for at-risk youth;

e Northeast Conference for Community and Justice Youth Diver-
sity Program for at-risk youth, OH,;

¢ Brooklyn, NY, Council program for at-risk youth;

e Brooklyn, NY/Red Hook Rise Police Athletic League;

e North Brooklyn, NY, Creative Development Center programs
for at-risk youth;

o Edgewater Systems, IN, at-risk youth programs;

Santa Monica, CA, programs for at-risk youth;

NY Homes With a Heart program for at-risk youth;
Town of Warwick, RI, at-risk youth program;

Baltimore, MD, at-risk youth program,;

Bronx, NY, training program for at-risk youth;
Gaithersburg, MD, Youth Center at-risk youth initiative;
South Bronx, NY, at-risk youth programs;

VIVA Initiative for at-risk youth, FL. and NM;

PA program for at-risk youth;

e Queens, NY, at-risk youth programs; and

e Pelham Parkway ARISE at-risk youth program, NY.

Gang Prevention.—Within the level provided under Title V
grants, the Committee includes $20,000,000, as authorized by Pub-
lic Law 109-162, for OJP to administer a gang resistance and edu-
cation program, known as GREAT. The GREAT program is a
school-based, law enforcement officer-instructed classroom cur-
riculum. The program’s primary objective is prevention and is in-
tended as an immunization against delinquency, youth violence,
and gang membership. The Committee supports the work of this
program as part of an integrated anti-gang strategy of prevention,
enforcement, and interdiction.

Enforcing Underage Drinking Laws.—In order to address the
problem of alcohol abuse by minors and the accessibility of alcohol
to minors, the Committee recommends $25,000,000 within the rec-
ommended level for Title V grants to assist States to develop com-
prehensive and coordinated initiatives to enforce State laws that
prohibit the sale or consumption of alcoholic beverages to minors.
This amount is $334,000 above the enacted level and $25,000,000
above the request.

Secure Our Schools Act.—The recommendation includes
$14,808,000 for expenses authorized by the Secure Our Schools Act
(Public Law 106-386), such as metal detectors, locks, lighting and
other deterrent measures; security assessments; security training
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of personnel and students; and coordination with local law enforce-
ment. The recommendation is the same as the current year level.

Victims of Child Abuse Act.—The Committee recommends a total
of $15,000,000 for the various programs authorized under the Vic-
tims of Child Abuse Act (VOCA), which is $192,000 above the en-
acted level and $3,321,000 above the request. The Committee ex-
pects OJP to allocate the funds as described in the statement of
managers accompanying the Department of Justice Appropriations
Act, 2006.

Juvenile Accountability Block Grants.—The recommendation pro-
vides $49,361,000 for the Juvenile Accountability Block Grants pro-
gram, which is $49,361,000 above the request and the same as the
current year level. The funds provided in this program are avail-
able for the following purposes:

(1) Developing, implementing, and administering graduated
sanctions for juvenile offenders;

(2) Building, expanding, renovating, or operating temporary
or permanent juvenile correction, detention, or community cor-
rections facilities;

(3) Hiring juvenile court judges, probation officers, and court-
appointed defenders and special advocates, and funding pre-
trial services (including mental health screening and assess-
ment) for juvenile offenders, to promote the effective and expe-
ditious administration of the juvenile justice system;

(4) Hiring additional prosecutors, so that more cases involv-
ing violent juvenile offenders can be prosecuted and case back-
logs reduced;

(5) Providing funding to enable prosecutors to address drug,
gang, and youth violence problems more effectively and for
technology, equipment, and training to assist prosecutors in
identifying and expediting the prosecution of violent juvenile
offenders;

(6) Establishing and maintaining training programs for law
enforcement and other court personnel with respect to pre-
venting and controlling juvenile crime;

(7) Establishing juvenile gun courts for the prosecution and
adjudication of juvenile firearms offenders;

(8) Establishing drug court programs for juvenile offenders
that provide continuing judicial supervision over juvenile of-
fenders with substance abuse problems and the integrated ad-
ministration of other sanctions and services for such offenders;

(9) Establishing and maintaining a system of juvenile
records designed to promote public safety;

(10) Establishing and maintaining interagency information-
sharing programs that enable the juvenile and criminal justice
systems, schools, and social services agencies to make more in-
formed decisions regarding the early identification, control, su-
pervision, and treatment of juveniles who repeatedly commit
serious delinquent or criminal acts;

(11) Establishing and maintaining accountability-based pro-
grams designed to reduce recidivism among juveniles who are
referred by law enforcement personnel or agencies;

(12) Establishing and maintaining programs to conduct risk
and need assessments of juvenile offenders that facilitate the
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effective early intervention and the provision of comprehensive
services, including mental health screening and treatment and
substance abuse testing and treatment to such offenders;

(13) Establishing and maintaining accountability-based pro-
grams that are designed to enhance school safety;

(14) Establishing and maintaining restorative justice pro-
grams;

(15) Establishing and maintaining programs to enable juve-
nile courts and juvenile probation officers to be more effective
and efficient in holding juvenile offenders accountable and re-
ducing recidivism; or

(16) Hiring detention and corrections personnel, and estab-
lishing and maintaining training programs for such personnel
to improve facility practices and programming.

Media violence.—The Committee remains concerned about vio-
lent media and its effects on children and thanks the Department
of Justice for its efforts to publicize potential harmful effects on
children of media violence.

PUBLIC SAFETY OFFICERS BENEFITS

The Committee recommendation provides a total of $73,828,000
for the Public Safety Officers Benefits program, the amount re-
quested for these programs. The budget proposed to consolidate
these programs under the Justice Assistance heading. The rec-
ommendation includes $65,000,000, which is the Congressional
Budget Office’s estimate for death benefits to eligible survivors of
Federal, State, and local public safety officers whose death was the
direct and proximate result of traumatic injury sustained in the
line of duty. This program is considered mandatory for
scorekeeping purposes.

The recommendation also includes $4,007,000 for the Public
Safety Officers Educational Assistance Program and $4,821,000 for
disability benefits for fiscal year 2007.

The Committee expects the Department of Justice to work swift-
ly toward full implementation of the Hometown Heroes Survivors
Benefits Act.

GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

The Committee has included the following general provisions for
the Department of Justice in this bill:

Section 101 continues language, making up to $60,000 of the
funds appropriated to the Department of Justice available to the
Attorney General for reception and representation expenses, as re-
quested.

Section 102 provides language, included in previous Appropria-
tions Acts, prohibiting the use of funds to perform abortions in the
Federal Prison System.

Section 103 provides language, included in previous Appropria-
tions Acts, prohibiting the use of the funds in this bill to require
any person to perform, or facilitate the performance of, an abortion.

Section 104 provides language, included in previous Appropria-
tions Acts, stating that nothing in the previous section removes the
obligation of the Director of the Bureau of Prisons to provide escort
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services to female inmates who seek to obtain abortions outside a
Federal facility.

Section 105 provides requested language, modified from the pre-
vious year, allowing the Department of Justice, subject to the Com-
mittee’s reprogramming procedures, to transfer up to 5 percent be-
tween any appropriation, but limits to 10 percent the amount that
can be transferred into any one appropriation.

Section 106 provides for the extension of the Personnel Manage-
ment Demonstration Project for certain positions of the Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives, as requested.

Section 107 continues language prohibiting funds from being
used to transport prisoners classified as a maximum or high secu-
rity prisoner to a facility other than a prison or other facility cer-
tified by the Federal Bureau of Prisons as appropriately secure for
housing such a prisoner.

Section 108 continues language concerning the prohibition of cer-
tain prisoner amenities.

Section 109 provides language regarding the application of re-
programming procedures for e-government initiatives.

Section 110 provides new language prohibiting the use of funds
for SENTINEL or other major new or enhanced information tech-
nology programs unless the Deputy Attorney General and the De-
partment IT Investment Review Board certify to the Committees
on Appropriations that the information technology program has ap-
propriate contractor oversight mechanisms in place, and that the
program is compatible with the enterprise architecture of the De-
partment of Justice.

TITLE II—DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND RELATED
AGENCIES

The Committee recommendation includes a total of
$5,963,786,000 in general purpose discretionary funds for the pro-
grams of the United States Trade Representative, the International
Trade Commission and the Department of Commerce for fiscal year
2007, $619,184,000 below the current year level including supple-
mental appropriations, and $323,733,000 below the request.

TRADE AND INFRASTRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT
RELATED AGENCIES

OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES TRADE REPRESENTATIVE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

The Committee recommendation includes $46,207,000 for the Of-
fice of the United States Trade Representative (USTR) for fiscal
year 2007, which is $2,000,000 above the current year and
$4,010,000 above the request.

The Committee is concerned that the United States trade deficit
with other nations continues to rise. In 2005, the United States im-
ported $202 billion more in goods and services from the People’s
Republic of China (PRC) than the PRC imported in goods and serv-
ices from the United States, an increase of 18 percent from the cur-
rent year. The Committee urges the USTR to take action to ensure
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countries, including the PRC, are fulfilling their commitments to
the World Trade Organization (WTO), including the safeguards de-
lineated under the Trade Act of 1974 to address the disruptions re-
sulting from unbalanced trade with the PRC. Language is included
designating $2,000,000 for negotiating, monitoring, and enforcing
trade agreements with the PRC, as requested.

The Committee directs the US Trade Representative Office to
submit a report by June 30, 2007 outlining the planned USTR’s
presence in China to meet the growing needs of U.S. companies
doing business in China.

Language is included requiring that all negotiations conducted
within the World Trade Organization are consistent with the nego-
tiating objectives contained in the Trade Act of 2002.

Inadequate Budget Requests.—The Committee notes that the
budget requests for the last five fiscal years have been insufficient
to meet the operational requirements of the Office. Given the ex-
pansive trade agenda of the United States, the Committee rec-
ommendation provides an additional $4,010,000 or 9.5 percent over
the request, and 4.5 percent over the current year to maintain cur-
rent operations of the Office and to pay for the increased costs of
ongoing and future trade negotiations and expanded enforcement
efforts. The Committee expects the Administration to ensure re-
sources requested in the fiscal year 2008 request are sufficient to
cover the necessary operations of the USTR.

Intellectual Property Rights (IPR).—Pirating and counterfeiting
has grown to an estimated $200 billion a year problem and the
theft of artistic and scientific creation is draining our economy. The
Committee commends the USTR’s efforts to conduct a comprehen-
sive review of U.S.-China Trade Relations in its “Entering A New
Phase of Greater Accountability and Enforcement” report dated
February 2006. The Committee’s recommendation supports many
of the key action items outlined in the report, including expansion
of USTR enforcement capability, expanding USTR capability to ob-
tain and apply information on the PRC’s trade regime, and expan-
sion of trade policy and negotiating capacity in Beijing, China. The
recommended resource level will also allow for increased coordina-
tion with other trading partners, increase focus on regulatory re-
form in the PRC, and strengthen U.S. Government interagency co-
ordination. Specifically, the Committee has included $900,000 for
the National Intellectual Property Law Enforcement Coordination
Council under the Department of Commerce heading, and nec-
essary funds for USTR to establish an IPR enforcement position in
Beijing, China. In addition, under Title I of this Act, a program in-
crease of $2,218,000 is included for IP investigations and prosecu-
tions by the Justice Department.

Although modest steps have been made to harness U.S. Govern-
ment resources to tackle the problem of IPR piracy by our trading
partners, the United States has not yet taken an intellectual prop-
erty rights enforcement case to the WTO against its trading part-
ners to stem the hemorrhaging of U.S. intellectual property. The
Committee expects the USTR to use all necessary menas to enforce
IPR agreements.

Despite the Committee’s inclusion of bill language establishing a
position of Chief Negotiator for Intellectual Property Enforcement



68

in prior years, the position remains vacant. The Committee expects
the USTR to fill this immediately.

Textiles.—The Committee is aware of concerns about the World
Trade Organization negotiations concerning textiles and apparel.
The Committee believes such negotiations should be consistent
with negotiating objectives contained in the Trade Act of 2002 and
directs the USTR to report to the Committee within 60 days of en-
actment of this Act, regarding adherence to these objectives. Bill
language is included regarding this matter.

Reporting Requirements.—The Committee continues its direction
to the USTR to provide a report to the Committee detailing spend-
ing plans for all funding provided under this heading. This report
should display personnel costs, travel expenses and overhead costs
for the Washington, D.C., operation, overhead costs associated with
USTR presence in Geneva, Switzerland, and the costs associated
with ensuring greater transparency including the timely publica-
tion of reports and trade agreements. Further, this report should
identify costs associated with each programmatic office as outlined
in the 2005 organizational chart. This report and spending plan
should be provided to the Committee no later than 90 days after
the enactment of this Act. Further, the Committee expects this
plan to be updated to reflect the obligation of funds on a monthly
basis, beginning with the second quarter of fiscal year 2007 and
presented to the Committee on a monthly basis. The Committee re-
minds the USTR of the requirements, including reorganizations, as
set forth under section 605 of this Act.

It has been brought to the Committee’s attention that the USTR
may fare better in bringing trade dispute cases to the WTO by
using additional support from private counsel. In-house expertise
in long-term, complex WTO dispute cases is difficult to maintain in
an ever-changing international trade climate. Outside counsel in
countries such as China, Russia, and Brazil could assist with clari-
fication of local laws and regulations, enforcement policies and
practices, and market conditions. The Committee USTR is directed
to report back to the Committee on the desirability of such a new
authority.

International Standards.—The Committee directs the USTR to
ensure that U.S. business interests are fully represented in inter-
national standards negotiations. The Committee directs the USTR
to collaborate with the Department of Commerce, including the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Technology, and the State De-
partment to reduce trade barriers to U.S. exports. The Committee
continues its direction to the USTR to ensure U.S. standards are
adopted in international negotiations.

The Office of the U.S. Trade Representative (USTR) is respon-
sible for developing and coordinating U.S. international trade, com-
modity, and direct investment policy, and overseeing negotiations
on these topics with other countries. The head of USTR is the U.S.
Trade Representative, a Cabinet member who serves as the Presi-
dent’s principal trade advisor, negotiator, and spokesperson on
trade issues.

USTR is part of the Executive Office of the President. Through
an interagency structure, USTR coordinates trade policy, resolves
disagreements, and frames issues for presidential decision. USTR
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also serves as vice chairman of the Overseas Private Investment
Corporation, is a non-voting member of the Export-Import Bank,
and a member of the National Advisory Council on International
Monetary and Financial Policies.

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

The Committee recommends $62,575,000 for the International
Trade Commission (ITC) for fiscal year 2007, which is $625,000
above the amount provided in the current year and $1,625,000
below the request.

The Committee directs the Commission to provide a spending
plan for all funding provided under this heading. Further, the
Committee expects this plan to be updated to reflect the obligation
of funds on a monthly basis, beginning with the second quarter of
fiscal year 2007. The Committee reminds the Commission of the re-
quirements set forth under section 605 of this Act.

The International Trade Commission is an independent, quasi-ju-
dicial agency responsible for conducting trade-related investiga-
tions; providing the Congress and the President with independent,
expert technical advice to assist in the development and implemen-
tation of U.S. international trade policy; responding to the Con-
gress and the President on various matters affecting international
trade; maintaining the Harmonized Commodity Description and
Coding System of internationally accepted product nomenclature;
providing technical assistance to eligible small businesses seeking
remedies and benefits under the trade laws; and performing other
specific statutory responsibilities ranging from research and anal-
ysis to quasi-judicial functions on trade-related matters.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

INTERNATIONAL TRADE ADMINISTRATION
OPERATIONS AND ADMINISTRATION

The Committee recommendation includes $424,782,000 in total
resources for the programs of the International Trade Administra-
tion (ITA) for fiscal year 2007, which is $23,054,000 above the cur-
rent year level and $3,000,000 above the request. Of the amounts
provided, $13,000,000 is to be derived from fee collections.

The Committee understands the difficulties of attempting to bal-
ance both the positive and the negative effects of a free trade agen-
da. The Committee is steadfast in its support of America’s trade
policy to create growth and raise living standards around the globe,
and in return to increase the benefits to U.S. workers, farmers,
consumers, and businesses. The Committee is determined to ensure
that the U.S. Government upholds its responsibility to enforce
trade laws, particularly with China. If trading partners do not
abide by the rules that are set in the global trading system, then
U.S. firms are not competing on a level playing field. The ITA plays
a critical role in creating economic opportunity for U.S. workers
and firms by promoting international trade, opening foreign mar-
kets, ensuring compliance with trade laws and agreements, and
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supporting U.S. commercial interests at home and abroad. The
United States government has an obligation to ensure that Amer-
ican companies are not forced to compete with foreign companies
that are engaged in unfair trading practices.

In light of the vital role ITA has in balancing the U.S. trade
agenda, the Committee believes the fiscal year 2007 request is in-
sufficient to fund overseas ongoing operations. The U.S. has a his-
torically high trade deficit with our trading partners, yet the cur-
rent budget proposal would necessitate the closure of overseas of-
fices that serve U.S. small- and medium-sized companies in their
efforts to compete in a global environment. The requested budget
level requires the absorption of $12,300,000 for adjustments to base
including exchange rate losses and other inflationary pay costs.
The Committee has provided an additional $3,000,000 above the re-
quest to cover the costs of ongoing operations in overseas field of-
fices. In addition, the recommendation does not include an addi-
tional $2,000,000 for increased exports of environmental tech-
nologies. The Committee believes that offsetting the impact to over-
seas offices is a higher priority for fiscal year 2007. Further, the
recommendation includes $10,952,000 for the Capital Cost Sharing
program.

In the 2004 Appropriations Act, the Committee worked with the
International Trade Administration to reorganize the agency to
better respond to U.S. industry concerns. Prior to this reorganiza-
tion, the agency had not reorganized in more than 20 years, when
the U.S. trade deficit was nominal. The Committee took this action
after receiving numerous complaints from small- and medium-sized
manufacturers and growers alleging that ITA actions, particularly
with regard to the People’s Republic of China (PRC), have been det-
rimental to American business interests. Nearly two years later,
the Committee remains skeptical that the budget presentation cap-
tures the reorganization the Committee instructed the agency to
undertake. Therefore, the Committee directs the Department of
Commerce to conduct a comprehensive base review of the Inter-
national Trade Administration’s budget and report to the Com-
mittee no later than December 15, 2006, with a budget structure
that reflects the current operations of the ITA.

Import Administration—The Committee recommendation in-
cludes $61,367,000 for the Import Administration (TA).

The Committee expects the IA to move expeditiously to publish
an enforcement policy on duty drawback and is directed to provide
a report on the status of the policy, including the number and na-
ture of the public comments received in response to the Federal
Register notice. In the interim, the Committee reiterates language
in the statement of the managers accompanying the FY 2006 Ap-
propriations Act that the Department is expected to ensure that
vigorous enforcement of the dumping law at least at the same level
as our trading partners’ is implemented.

The Committee urges the IA to implement proactive trade en-
forcement activities, including textile safeguard actions with re-
spect to China’s World Trade Organization Accession Agreement,
bilateral quotas on non-WTO members, and textile provisions of
the U.S. preferential programs and agreements.
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Office of China Compliance.—In the FY 2004 Appropriations Act,
the Committee included language requiring the ITA to create an
Office of China Compliance to specifically focus on issues affecting
small- and medium-sized businesses. The Committee includes lan-
guage designating $3,000,000 for this Office. The Committee re-
minds the Department that this Office was created to specialize in
anti-dumping (AD) cases involving China, with special attention on
small- and medium-sized domestic businesses. The Committee un-
derstands that only fifteen percent of the analysts in this office
have Chinese language skills. The Committee continues its direc-
tion that the Office should consist of experienced investigators, ac-
countants, trade analysts, and technical experts to aggressively in-
vestigate AD cases. The Committee expects to be notified of any
impediments to hiring or retaining this expertise.

The Committee directs the Department to report to the Com-
mittee, no later than September 25, 2006, the number of new IA
investigations for 2005 and planned for 2006.

Policy and Negotiations.—The Committee continues its direction
to the IA to analyze market trends in order to anticipate unfair
trade practices and consult with foreign governments to pre-empt
the requirement for an unfair trade case, whenever practicable.
The Committee understands that to date the IA has yet to perform
such a trend analysis. Further, the Committee continues its direc-
tion to the ITA to self-initiate investigations, and report back to the
Committee no later than September 25, 2006, on the number and
descriptions of cases the Department has self-initiated.

Tracking of Inquiries from Small- and Medium-sized Compa-
nies.—The Committee directs the Department to track all inquiries
the Department has received from small- and medium-sized busi-
nesses seeking assistance with enforcement of the AD laws against
imports, including imports from China and India, and the resulting
actions by the Department on such inquiries. The Committee ex-
pects the Department to report back to the Committee no later
than September 25, 2006, on the Department’s efforts.

Office of Textiles—The Committee recommendation includes
$4,451,000 for the Office of Textiles, as requested.

Market Access and Compliance.—The Committee recommenda-
tion includes $40,806,000 for this purpose. The Committee con-
tinues to support the efforts of the ITA to aggressively enforce
trade agreements.

Executive  Direction | Administration.—The Committee rec-
ommendation includes $25,490,000 for the administrative and pol-
icy functions of ITA.

In addition, language is included in the bill designating the
amounts available for each unit within ITA. In addition, ITA is di-
rected to submit to the Committee, not later than 60 days after the
enactment of this Act, a spending plan for all ITA units that incor-
porates any carryover balances from prior fiscal years. Further, be-
ginning with the second quarter, the Committee expects this plan
to be updated to reflect the obligation of funds on a monthly basis.

United States and Foreign Commercial Service (US&FCS).—The
Committee recommendation includes $249,791,000 for the United
States and Foreign Commercial Service. The recommendation in-
cludes $10,952,000 for the capital cost sharing program, as re-
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quested. The Committee recommendation has included an increase
of $3,000,000 above the amount requested in the budget to cover
adjustments to base for the overseas presence, including exchange
rate losses, domestic and international price and pay increases. The
Committee is disappointed that such costs were proposed to be ab-
sorbed by the U.S. and Foreign Commercial Service during a time
of historic trade deficits. The Committee expects the Department to
work aggressively to fulfill its mission to “place primary emphasis
on the promotion of goods and services from the United States, par-
ticularly small- and medium-sized enterprises, and on the protec-
tion of U.S. business interests abroad.”

The Committee supports the Department’s efforts to examine
overseas and domestic staffing to address changes in the global
marketplace and has provided sufficient resources to maintain the
existing number of overseas offices. The Committee would enter-
tain changes to the existing field office structure but reminds the
Department that any such changes are subject to section 605 of
this Act.

Right-Sizing the Overseas Presence.—The Committee directs the
ITA to provide a detailed report to the Committee on the right-
sizing methodology followed to determine the appropriate size and
location of the Bureau’s overseas presence anticipated for the next
five to ten years. The Committee expects priority regions of assist-
ance to include in the most productive markets for our U.S. compa-
nies. The Committee expects this plan to be submitted to the Com-
mittee, no later than ninety days after the enactment of this Act.

The Committee is supportive of the Asia-Pacific Partnership for
Clean Development and Climate, announced on July 15, 2005, at
an Association of South East Asia Nations (ASEAN) Regional
Forum Meeting. However, the recommendation does not include
specific funding to expand U.S. export promotion for cleaner energy
technologies as this is a core function of the US&FCS, and main-
taining existing levels of overseas presence is a more urgent re-
quirement for fiscal year 2007 funds.

Trade Missions.—The Committee continues its direction that all
trade missions involving Department of Commerce agencies must
be initiated, coordinated and administered through the ITA.

International Standards.—The Committee directs the Depart-
ment to increase efforts to ensure that U.S. business interests are
represented in international standards negotiations and to collabo-
rate with NIST, the USTR, and the State Department on innova-
tive ways to reduce trade barriers to U.S. business exports to en-
sure U.S. standards are adopted in international negotiations.

Travel Expenditures.—The Committee directs the Department to
increase the number of investigative teams traveling to China and
India, the sources of most trade complaints, to verify documenta-
tion of information provided by foreign companies. The rec-
ommendation provides sufficient resources for this purpose and the
Committee expects the Department to submit quarterly reports to
the Committee regarding the ITA’s travel expenditures, including
separate breakouts of funding, number of trips, and the purposes
of travel to both China and India.

Capital Security Cost Sharing Program.—The Committee re-
mains steadfast in its support of U.S. government-wide efforts to
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ensure personnel assigned overseas to American embassies and
consulates. After the 1998 bombings of two U.S. embassies in East
Africa, the U.S. Congress enacted the Secure Embassy Construc-
tion and Counterterrorism Act of 1999 to require the State Depart-
ment to improve physical security overseas and replace embassies
that did not meet certain security standards. To accelerate this ef-
fort, in 1999, the State Department launched a security upgrade
and construction program to begin addressing requirements in
more than 260 embassies and consulates. In 2005, the Congress
and the Administration codified the Capital Security Cost Sharing
Program initiative to require all Federal agencies with staff over-
seas to contribute annually towards construction of the new facili-
ties based on the number of positions and the type of space occu-
pied. This initiative is a major component of the President’s Man-
agement Agenda initiative on Right-sizing, as well as the Commit-
tee’s significant focus to ensure that agencies assess the real cost
of maintaining staff overseas, and adjust overseas staffing levels to
the highest priority overseas programs. The Committee rec-
ommendation includes the full request for Capital Security Cost
Sharing. Currently, the International Trade Administration has
181 offices in 80 countries around the world. Bill language is in-
cluded regarding this program under Title VI of this Act.

The recommendation provides funding for an international com-
petitiveness program, a rural export program, and two textile-re-
lated programs.

Intellectual Property Rights Protection.—In addition, under Title
I of this Act, a program increase of $2,218,000 is included for IP
investigations and prosecutions for the Justice Department.

Further, the Committee directs the Department, including ITA
and USPTO, to establish programs both domestically and inter-
nationally to provide assistance to small businesses seeking to se-
cure their rights abroad. The Committee continues to support the
new Strategy Targeting Organized Piracy (STOP) initiative to tar-
get the billions of dollars in global trade in pirated and counterfeit
goods that cheat American innovators and manufacturers and hurt
the U.S. economy and endanger consumers worldwide. The Com-
mittee recommendation includes $900,000 for the National Intellec-
tual Property Law Enforcement Coordination Council under the
Salaries and Expenses, Departmental Management heading.

BUREAU OF INDUSTRY AND SECURITY
OPERATIONS AND ADMINISTRATION

The Committee recommendation includes a total operating level
of $76,806,000 for the operations and administration of the Bureau
of Industry and Security (BIS), which includes $62,039,000 for op-
erations and administration and $14,767,000 for national security
related programs. The recommendation is $1,776,000 above the
current year level and the same amount below the request.

Overall, the Committee recommendation addresses the concerns
identified in a number of oversight reports, including the Office of
Inspector General reports, “Improvements are Needed to Better
Enforce Dual-Use Export Control Laws” and “Deemed Export Con-
trols may Not Stop the Transfer of Sensitive Technology to Foreign
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Nations in the U.S.”, and numerous United States Government Ac-
countability Office reports. Further, the Committee notes that the
BIS received accolades, in The Report to the President of the
United States dated March 31, 2005, from the Commission on the
Intelligence Capabilities of the United States Regarding Weapons
of Mass Destruction. The Committee directs BIS to report to the
Committee on efforts to achieve the recommendations in these
oversight reports not later than January 3, 2007.

Concerns have been raised that the processing time required for
export licenses may disadvantage U.S. businesses as they compete
in the global market place. The recommendation will assist the BIS
to process an increased licensing volume. The Committee expects
the BIS to effectively manage the dual-use export control system by
staying abreast of the rapid technological changes that shape goods
and technologies. The Committee urges the BIS to maintain and
develop dedicated expertise to systematically evaluate control lists,
license applications, and other functions against the latest develop-
ments, and prepare for future developments.

In addition, the Committee reminds the BIS of the requirements
of section 605 of this Act.

The Bureau of Industry and Security is responsible for protecting
U.S. national security and economic interests by enhancing the effi-
ciency of the export control system; ensuring U.S. industry com-
plies with the Chemical Weapons Convention agreement and the
Additional Protocol to the International Atomic Energy Safeguards
Agreement; preventing illegal exports and identifying violators of
export prohibitions and restrictions for prosecution; and enhancing
the export and transit controls of nations seeking to improve their
export control systems.

EcoNoMIC DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION

The recommendation includes $260,441,000 for the programs and
administrative expenses of the Economic Development Administra-
tion (EDA) for fiscal year 2007, which is $66,726,000 below the re-
quest, and $19,991,000 below the current year level. The Com-
mittee expects EDA to use all available carryover and prior year
recoveries to the maximum extent possible.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS

The Committee provides $230,741,000 for the Economic Develop-
ment Assistance program and the Trade Adjustment Assistance for
Firms program. The Committee continues funding for the tradi-
tional programs of the EDA to provide needed assistance to com-
munities struggling with long-term economic dislocation, as well as
sudden and severe economic dislocation. Of the amounts provided,
$139,649,000 is for Public Works and Economic Development,
$44,222,000 is for Economic Adjustment Assistance, $26,000,000 is
for planning, $8,000,000 is for technical assistance, including uni-
versity centers, and $12,870,000 is for trade adjustment assistance.

The Committee directs EDA to continue operations and funding
of the planning grant program for existing and designated eco-
nomic districts in a manner that is consistent with the current and
ongoing practices, policies and existing rules and regulations.
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The Committee continues to expect EDA to assist communities
impacted by economic dislocations related to coal industry
downturns due to environmental concerns at no less than the fiscal
year 2006 level.

The Committee directs EDA to provide assistance to an applicant
for planning under this account only if the applicant agrees to
make available to the public on request their audited statements,
annual budgets, and minutes of meetings and agrees to provide the
public reasonable notice of, and an opportunity to attend, their
meetings. The Committee further directs EDA to provide assistance
to an applicant for planning under this account only after the ap-
plicant files appropriate Federal financial disclosure statements.

The Committee continues to direct EDA to ensure that funds pro-
vided under this account are targeted to the most severely dis-
tressed areas, which, absent the assistance provided by the EDA,
would have little or no access to resources for infrastructure devel-
opment and capacity building. This puts the program on firm
ground to carry out its purpose to provide the “seed capital” to dis-
tressed areas to allow local communities to increase their ability to
create new economic opportunities and jobs in accordance with
local priorities.

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

The Committee recommendation includes $29,700,000 for the sal-
aries and expenses of the EDA, the same as the request, and
$9,000 above the current year level. The Committee continues to
direct the EDA to aggressively pursue all opportunities for reim-
bursement, deobligations and use of non-appropriated resources, in-
cluding the care and protection of collateral accounts, to maximize
the operating level.

Although not specified in the Department’s budget request, it is
the understanding of the Committee that EDA is considering the
closure of three of its six regional offices: Philadelphia, Austin, and
Seattle. Regional offices are an important link between head-
quarters in its policymaking role and the Economic Development
Representatives in the field. The Committee believes that these of-
fices are an integral part of regional economic development and dis-
agrees with such a plan, and therefore directs the EDA to maintain
all six regional offices.

In addition, the Committee reminds EDA of the requirements
under section 605 of this Act regarding reorganization proposals.

The recommendation retains language in the bill to provide the
authority to use this appropriation to monitor projects approved
under Title I of the Public Works Employment Act of 1976, Title
II of the Trade Act of 1974, and the Community Emergency
Drought Relief Act of 1977.

MINORITY BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT AGENCY
MINORITY BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT

The Committee recommendation includes $29,641,000 for the Mi-
nority Business Development Agency for fiscal year 2007. The rec-
ommendation is the same as the request and the same as the cur-
rent year level. The Committee recommendation assumes continu-
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ation of the Emerging Minority Business Leaders program at the
fiscal year 2006 level.

EcoNOMIC AND INFORMATION INFRASTRUCTURE

The Committee recommendation includes under this section the
Department of Commerce agencies responsible for the nation’s
basic economic and technical information infrastructure, as well as
the administrative functions to oversee the development of tele-
communications policy.

ECONOMIC AND STATISTICAL ANALYSIS
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

The Committee recommendation includes $79,880,000, which is
$602,000 above the current year and the same amount below the
request, for the economic and statistical analysis programs of the
Department of Commerce, including the Bureau of Economic Anal-
ysis (BEA), for fiscal year 2007. The Committee recommendation
supports accurate and timely economic data on the changing global
economy.

The Committee recognizes the valuable role the Economic and
Statistics Administration plays within the Department of Com-
merce by providing executive direction and oversight to the Bureau
of Economic Analysis and the Census Bureau. The Committee in-
tends that the funding level for the Economics and Statistics Ad-
ministration in fiscal year 2007 will be sufficient to carry out its
mission of providing key statistical information to the Executive
and Legislative branches of the government.

The Economic and Statistics Administration is responsible for
the collection, tabulation and publication of a wide variety of eco-
nomic, demographic and social statistics and provides support to
the Secretary of Commerce and other Government officials in inter-
preting the state of the economy and in developing economic policy.

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

The Committee recommendation includes a total operating level
of $874,159,000 for the Bureau of the Census, which is $4,000,000
below the request and $72,296,000 above the amount provided in
fiscal year 2006.

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

The Committee recommendation includes $190,067,000 for the
salaries and expenses of the Bureau of the Census for fiscal year
2007, which is $6,000,000 above the request, and $5,433,000 below
the current year level. In addition to the discretionary appropria-
tions, $20,000,000 is available in mandatory funding for the survey
of program dynamics and the State children’s health insurance pro-
gram. The Committee recommendation prioritizes funding associ-
ated with the American Community Survey as well as the 2010 de-
cennial census.

The recommendation includes $144,603,000 for current economic
statistics, $41,741,000 for current demographic statistics, and
$3,723,000 for survey development and data services. Within the
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amount provided for current economic statistics, $28,094,000 is for
foreign trade statistics, and $23,126,000 is for manufacturing sta-
tistics.

Current survey and statistics.—Within the amounts provided for
current surveys and statistics, $9,200,000 is included to design a
new collection system on income and wealth dynamics of the coun-
try, which will replace the current Survey of Income and Program
Participation (SIPP). Further, a total of $10,000,000 from manda-
tory funds would be available to disseminate data collected from
the SIPP in support of measuring the impact of welfare provisions.
The Committee directs the Bureau to work with stakeholders to re-
engineer the SIPP to develop a more accurate and timely survey
to capture the economic dynamics of the country. The Committee
understands the importance of having high-quality policy-relevant
data on the economic well-being of the U.S. population, such as is
provided by SIPP. The data gathered by SIPP is important to sta-
tistical researchers. The Committee concurs with the Census Bu-
reau’s prioritization of funding for the 2010 decennial and the
American Community Survey in fiscal year 2007, but concerns re-
main that a data gap may result from the re-engineering of the
SIPP. Therefore, the Committee recommendation includes an addi-
tional $10,000,000 above the request to continue SIPP data collec-
tion while a new survey is designed. The Committee expects the
Bureau to work expeditiously to re-engineer this survey to mini-
mize any gaps in data.

The Committee directs the Bureau to continue to streamline and
prioritize programs to ensure the highest priority core activities are
supported. The Committee expects the Bureau to be fully reim-
bursed for any non-core survey conducted for any other Federal
agency or private organization.

The Committee continues its direction regarding the production
of monthly Export-Import and Trade Balance statistics on a North
American Industry Classification System basis, and the Advanced
Technology Trade Imports, Exports, and Net Balance by Country
in the Bureau’s monthly reports. The Committee understands that
this information will not be seasonally adjusted. Further, the Com-
mittee expects the U.S. Trade in Advanced Technology Products to
be presented in a more useable format for policymakers and the
general public. This information should highlight the European
Union, China, Indonesia, Japan, Malaysia, the Philippines, Singa-
pore, India, and South Korea. In addition, the following Advanced
Technology categories: biotechnology, life science, opto-electronics,
information & communications, electronics, flexible manufacturing,
advanced materials, aerospace, weapons, and nuclear technology
should be continued.

In addition, the Committee expects that key reports on manufac-
turing, general economic and foreign trade statistics, including cur-
rent industrial reports, will be maintained and issued on a timely
basis.

The recommendation provides for the current statistical pro-
grams of the Bureau of the Census, which include measurement of
the Nation’s economy and the demographic characteristics of the
population. These programs are intended to provide a broad base
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of economic, demographic, and social information used for decision-
making by governments, private organizations, and individuals.

PERIODIC CENSUSES AND PROGRAMS

The Committee recommendation includes a total of $694,092,000
for all periodic censuses and related programs in fiscal year 2007,
which is $87,729,000 above the fiscal year 2006 level and the same
as the request.

Re-engineered Design Process for the 2010 Short-Form Census
Program.—The recommendation includes $258,328,000 for the
short-form only Census in 2010, which is the same as the request,
and $57,083,000 above the current year level. The Committee con-
tinues to support the Bureau’s efforts to establish an early design
and planning process to allow sufficient time to test the major ele-
ments of a simplified, streamlined short-form census. This new ap-
proach should allow the Census Bureau to fulfill important con-
stitutional and legal mandates more accurately. Further, this new

rocess should reduce the costs to the American taxpayer by nearly
52,000,000,000, instead of repeating the same process conducted in
the 2000 census. The recommendation includes the following:

[In thousands of dollars]

Decennial Census 2010:
Program Development and Management ...........ccccceeeueenienniieniennieennenn. $3,358

Content, Questionnaires, and Products . 20,123
Field Data Collection & Support ......... 113,188
Automated Data Collection & Support 75,420
Design, Methodology, and Evaluation ....... 37,432
Census Test and Dress Rehearsal .........cccoovvvvviiiiieiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeens 8,807

Total, Decennial Census 2010, Re-engineered Design Process ..... 258,328

American Community Survey (ACS).—The Committee rec-
ommendation includes g179,765,000 for the American Community
Survey, which is the same as the request, and $11,987,000 above
the current year level. The Committee is steadfast in its support
of the Census Bureau and the Administration’s efforts to collect
long-form data on an on-going basis rather than waiting for once-
a-decade decennial long-form data. The recommendation includes
the following:

[In thousands of dollars]

Initial Mail CollECtiON ......c.cceeveeeiieieeeieeieeeeeeeeee ettt $38,319

Telephone Non-Response Follow-up ........ 17,022
Personal Visit Non-Response Follow-up . 68,714
Puerto Rico .....cooovvvvvviiiieeieieeeeeeeeieeee, 3,329
Group Quarters ...... 9,160
IT Infrastructure 5,216
Data Processing, Weighting & Review ... 13,637

Data Dissemination ...........cccccceeerevninnennnn. 7,875

Partnership and Outreach .. 2,192
Project Management ............ 3,423
Methods Panel ...........oooouiiiiiiiiiciieeeceeeeee ettt e vae e eeaaaeeeaes 10,878

Total, American Community SUIVEY ........cccceeevieerrireeeeiveeeniireennveeesenneens 179,765

The Committee recommendation includes the full request for the
methods panel, an increase of $3,379,000 above the current year
level for a total of $10,878,000 for fiscal year 2007. The Committee
expects the methods panel to ensure a more comprehensive and
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streamlined approach to multiple data collection techniques and to
ensure that any change in the language of survey questions will
maximize clarity in order to elicit correct responses.

Master Address File (MAF)/Topologically Integrated Geographic
Encoding and Referencing (TIGER).—The Committee recommenda-
tion includes $73,674,000 for MAF/TIGER Re-engineering, which is
the same as the request, and $5,106,000 below the current year
level. The Committee supports efforts to enhance the MAF/TIGER
to include street and address information from States, localities,
and tribal governments. It is in the best interest of the Federal,
State, local, and tribal communities to make all existing informa-
tion available to the Census Bureau to result in the most accurate
database. The Committee directs the Secretary of Commerce to
take all available measures to reduce the requirement of payment
for information currently available from certain governments. Fur-
ther, the Secretary is directed to utilize global positioning system
technology and aerial photography to update existing information
only if these measures are shown to be a more cost effective alter-
native. The recommendation includes the following:

[In thousands of dollars]

Geographic Partnership Programs ..........cccccceeeeiiiieciiiecciieeeieeeeeeeeiee s 5,686
Evaluations .........ccccceeeeevieeieiieeceiieeeiee e . 5,686
Street Address Location Corrections & GPS . 53,289
Address Updating System ........cccccceeeeiieeccveeenneen. 9,013

Total, MAF/TIGER Re-Engineering .........cccccccevveeviiiencieeecieeeeceeeeeneeenn 73,674

Non-Decennial Programs.—The Committee recommendation in-
cludes $182,325,000 for non-decennial periodic census programs,
the same amount as in the request, and $23,765,000 above the cur-
rent year level.

[In thousands of dollars]

Periodic Censuses:
Other Periodic Programs:

ECONOIMNIC CONSUSES evvvvveeeeeeeeeeeeee e e e e e e s e eesseeseeesaesseessaeesaeesees $82,438
Census of Governments ..................... 7,755

Subtotal, Economic Programs 90,193

Demographic Statistics Programs:

Intercensal Demographic Estimates ........cccccoeeviiiviiiiiniieiiniieeiieeeeinn 9,885
Demographic Survey Sample Design .... e e e e—eea——eeeaeeaaaaaaas 11,042
Geographic Support ........ccccceeeveeninennee. . 40,210
Data Processing Systems ................... . 30,995

Subtotal, Demographic Programs ..... et eeeeereeeri—eear—aeee—aeanraaaanes 92,132

Total, Non-Decennial Programs ...........ccocceevienieinieniennienieeneeeeen 182,325

The recommendation supports the elimination of the Vehicle In-
ventory and Use Survey, as proposed in the budget request.

Language is continued regarding changes to the race category for
collection and dissemination purposes.

Subgroup Enumeration.—The Committee commends the efforts
of the Census Bureau to work with interested parties to ensure
that necessary measures will be taken to ensure accuracy in enu-
merating Hispanic subgroups.

The Committee appreciates the efforts of the Census Bureau to
consider new options for reporting data reflecting all citizens of the
United States, including Puerto Rico.
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NATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS AND INFORMATION
ADMINISTRATION

The Committee recommendation includes a total of $17,837,000
for the National Telecommunications and Information Administra-
tion (NTIA) for fiscal year 2007, which is the same as the request
and the same amount appropriated for the current year for the sal-
aries and expenses account.

NTIA is responsible for developing domestic and international
telecommunications and information policy for the Executive
Branch, ensuring the efficient and effective use of the Federal radio
spectrum, and administering Federal programs that support tele-
communications facilities for public broadcasting.

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

The Committee recommendation includes $17,837,000 for the
Salaries and Expenses appropriation of the NTIA, which is the
same as the request and the same amount appropriated in the cur-
rent year. In addition, a total of $45,000,000 is available in manda-
tory appropriations under the Digital Television Transition and
Public Safety Fund. The Fund includes $15,000,000 for digital to
analog converter box grants, $15,000,000 for public safety inter-
operable communications grants, and $15,000,000 for New York
City digital transition program assistance for fiscal year 2007.

The Committee continues to direct the Administration to aggres-
sively pursue all opportunities for reimbursement, deobligations,
and use of non-appropriated resources, to maximize the operating
level for NTIA mission purposes.

The Committee recommendation and the request assume that at
least an additional $35,116,000 will be available to the NTIA in fis-
cal year 2007 through reimbursements from other agencies for the
costs of providing spectrum management, analysis and research
services.

PUBLIC TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES, PLANNING AND
CONSTRUCTION

The Committee recommendation does not include a new appro-
priation for program management of existing planning and con-
struction (PTFPC) grants for public television, radio, and non-
broadcast facilities.

The Committee notes that as of June 2005, 326 of the 353 public
television stations are now transmitting a digital signal. Only 27
stations are not yet broadcasting a digital signal, and PTFPC
grants have funded the digital conversion of 22 of those remaining
stations. These broadcasting stations serve markets representing
95 percent of American households with television.

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

The Committee recommendation includes $1,771,000,000 for the
United States Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) for fiscal year
2007, which is $87,914,000 above the current year level and the
same as the request, to be derived from offsetting fee collections.
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The Committee includes language regarding the number of posi-
tions and full-time equivalents for the examination of trademarks
and patent applications. Further, language is included designating
the number of positions and full-time equivalents for the pro-
grammatic Office of General Counsel, which includes the Office of
the General Counsel, Office of the Solicitor, Trademark Trial and
Appeal Board, Patent Appeals and Interferences, General Law Of-
fice, and the Office of Enrollment and Discipline; and external af-
fairs.

Within the amount available, the Committee expects that the
PTO will continue its relationships with the National Inventor’s
Hall of Fame and Inventure Place and with the International Intel-
lectual Property Institute at no less than the levels in fiscal year
2006.

The Committee reminds the PTO that any changes from the
funding distribution provided in the bill and accompanying report,
including carryover balances, are subject to the reprogramming
procedures set forth in section 605 of this Act.

In addition, PTO shall submit to the Committee, not later than
three months after the enactment of this Act, a spending plan that
incorporates any carryover balances from previous fiscal years and
any changes to the patent or trademark fee structure. Further, this
spending plan should be updated on a monthly basis and submitted
to the Committees at the end of each month in fiscal year 2007.

Telework.—The Committee commends PTO for its successful
telework program. The Committee understands that by the end of
May 2006, 220 trademark examining attorneys will be working
from home, representing 80 percent of the total trademark exam-
ining corps. Further, the Committee lauds the efforts of the PTO
to increase the number of teleworking patent examining profes-
sionals to 1,038 that are working from home one day per week. In
addition, 255 patent examiners have relinquished their office space
to work from home four days per week.

The PTO is charged with administering the patent and trade-
mark laws of the United States. PTO examines patent applications,
grants patent protection for qualified inventions, and disseminates
technological information disclosed in patents. The PTO also exam-
ines trademark applications and provides Federal registration to
owners of qualified trademarks. The PTO advises the Office of the
United States Trade Representative on enforcement issues in con-
nection with free trade agreements and participates in consulta-
tions with numerous foreign governments on a broad range of
issues related to the enforcement of intellectual property rights.

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY

The Committee recommendation includes $4,019,167,000 in di-
rect discretionary appropriations for the Science and Technology
programs of the Department of Commerce, including the National
Institute of Standards and Technology and the National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration, which is $684,842,000 below the
current year, and $242,785,000 below the request.



82

TECHNOLOGY ADMINISTRATION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

The recommendation includes $2,000,000 for necessary expenses
of the Under Secretary for Technology Policy, which is $515,000
above the request and $3,923,000 below the current year level.

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND TECHNOLOGY

The recommendation includes $627,000,000 for the National In-
stitute of Standards and Technology (NIST) for fiscal year 2007,
which is $118,037,000 below the current year and $45,668,000
above the request.

SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL RESEARCH AND SERVICES

The Committee recommendation includes $467,002,000 for
NIST’s scientific and technical core programs, which is $72,240,000
above the current year and the same as the request.

The Committee recommendation includes $395,002,000 to sup-
port the full base operating costs for core NIST programs, including
the continuation of a critical infrastructure program at the fiscal
year 2006 level. In addition, the Committee recommendation in-
cludes new investments of $72,000,000 to support the American
Competitiveness Initiative, focusing on physical science research
and standards development that will foster innovation. Specifically,
funding is recommended for the following activities: (1) enhancing
NIST’s national research facilities (+$30,000,000), including sup-
port for the Center for Nanoscale Science and Technology and the
Center for Neutron Research; (2) furthering the work of NIST’s lab-
oratories and technical programs (+$28,000,000), including support
for developing a robust hydrogen economy to reduce the Nation’s
dependence on foreign sources of energy, creating manufacturing
innovation through supply chain integration, building the infra-
structure for innovation through quantum information science de-
velopments, furthering structural safety from hurricanes, fires, and
earthquakes, and developing next generation materials; and (3)
opening markets for American workers and exporters through de-
velopment  of international standards and innovation
(+$14,000,000), including support for developments in measure-
ment science and enhancements in bioimaging, cybersecurity, and
biometric identification technologies.

The Committee continues to support efforts to ensure that
United States business interests are represented in international
standards negotiations, and also expects that NIST will collaborate
with the Office of the United States Trade Representative and the
Department of State on innovative ways to reduce trade barriers
to United States exports by ensuring that United States standards
are adopted in international negotiations.

The Committee recommends that NIST continue to work with its
Federal partners to develop, implement, and publish the results of
a Project 25 conformity assessment program for first responder
communications equipment.
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INDUSTRIAL TECHNOLOGY SERVICES

The Committee recommendation includes $92,000,000, which is
$91,624,000 below the current year and $45,668,000 above the re-
quest, and is provided solely for the Hollings Manufacturing Exten-
sion Partnerships (MEP) Program. The Committee adopts the
President’s request to terminate funding for the Advanced Tech-
nology Program.

MEP is a collaborative partnership program that provides United
States manufacturers with access to technologies, resources, and
expertise through a network of manufacturing extension centers.
Federal support for the MEP program, combined with State and
private sector funding, is intended to translate into more jobs, more
tax revenue, more exports, and a more secure supply source of con-
sumer and defense goods. Because the Committee recognizes the
value of the continuation of these valuable partnerships, the rec-
ommendation doubles the Administration’s request for the MEP
program.

CONSTRUCTION OF RESEARCH FACILITIES

The Committee recommendation includes $67,998,000 for con-
struction and major renovations of NIST campuses at Boulder, CO,
and Gaithersburg, MD, and at other facilities. This account sup-
ports the construction, maintenance, and repair of NIST facilities
to meet the Nation’s measurement and research needs.

The recommendation fully supports the requested program in-
creases of $32,100,000 in support of the American Competitiveness
Initiative, including funds for the following: $10,100,000 for renova-
tions of Boulder facilities; $10,000,000 for safety, capacity, mainte-
nance and major repairs; and $12,000,000 for the NIST Center for
Neutron Research.

The Committee directs NIST to submit quarterly reports to the
Committee on the progress of all construction projects during fiscal
year 2007.

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION

The Committee recommendation includes a total of
$3,390,167,000 in discretionary appropriations for the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), which is a de-
crease of $508,282,000 below the current year level not including
supplemental amounts, and $288,968,000 below the request. De-
tailed recommendations for NOAA’s individual appropriations ac-
counts are contained in the following paragraphs.

OPERATIONS, RESEARCH AND FACILITIES
[INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS]

The Committee recommendation includes a total program level of
$2,466,464,000 under this account for the coastal, fisheries, marine,
weather, satellite and other programs of the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration. This total funding level includes
$2,375,464,000 in direct appropriations, a transfer of $77,000,000
from balances in the “Promote and Develop Fishery Products and
Research Pertaining to American Fisheries” account, a transfer of



84

$3,000,000 from the Coastal Zone Management Fund, and
$11,000,000 in deobligated balances from prior year appropriations.
The direct appropriation of $2,375,464,000 is $352,466,000 below
the fiscal year 2006 level not including supplemental amounts, and
$212,379,000 below the request.

Language is included prohibiting the application of any general
administrative charge against assigned activities under NOAA.
Language is also included limiting the amount available for NOAA
corporate services administrative overhead, and the amount avail-
able for transfer to the Department of Commerce Working Capital
Fund. The Committee notes that line office personnel and overhead
costs are funded from the totals provided for each respective line
office. Funding for common corporate services and for a payment
to the Department’s Working Capital Fund has been provided di-
rectly on separate line items in the Program Support budget.

The following narrative descriptions and tables identify the spe-
cific activities and funding levels included in this Act:

National Ocean Service (NOS).—The recommendation provides
$315,140,000 for NOS operations, research and facilities. The rec-
ommendation includes $112,300,000 for base Navigation Services
activities, including $29,000,000 to address the hydrographic sur-
vey backlog detailed in the National Survey Plan. The Committee
expects NOAA to propose a distribution of the $22,000,000 rec-
ommended for Geodesy programs through the reprogramming proc-
ess detailed under section 605 of this Act. Within this amount, the
Committee encourages NOAA to consider the continuation of fund-
ing for high-priority State geodesy and height modernization initia-
tives. The amount provided for Tide and Current Data includes
funding to continue support for the Great Lakes Water Observation
Network.

The recommendation includes $26,000,000 for Coral Reef pro-
grams, including the continuation of program activities in Florida
and Puerto Rico. The amount provided for Response and Restora-
tion includes up to $7,000,000 for requested Pribilof Island cleanup
activities. The Committee is pleased by NOAA’s response and res-
toration efforts on Vieques Island, Puerto Rico, and expects NOAA
to continue to provide assistance, as needed, to the Departments of
Defense and the Interior and the Environmental Protection Agency
in carrying out cleanup responsibilities. The Committee also ex-
pects NOAA to continue to provide funds for the aquatic resources
environmental initiative and encourages the continuation of fund-
ing for a marine wildlife database.

National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS).—The recommenda-
tion provides $539,100,000 for NMFS operations, research and fa-
cilities. The recommendation for Protected Species Research and
Management includes $56,000,000 for Pacific Salmon, a continu-
ation of the fiscal year 2006 lev