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will actually reduce the availability of
new positions.

Congress has spent the better part of
2 years developing and refining welfare
reform legislation. All of the major
bills include tough work participation
programs. And most would require the
States to have 50 percent of their wel-
fare recipients off of the rolls in the
next 6 years. Even if another 15 to 20
percent are granted hardship excep-
tions, the States will still be hard
pressed to find enough jobs to meet the
strict work requirements imposed by
this legislation.

In my State of Rhode Island, approxi-
mately 20,000 families are now on pub-
lic assistance. If 20 percent of these
families are exempt from the work re-
quirement, that leaves 16,000 families
who must find their way off of welfare
in the next 6 years. Even if Rhode Is-
land must find jobs for only half of
these families, we are talking about
8,000 entry-level jobs. Given the stag-
nant economy within my State, that
could prove a very difficult require-
ment to meet.

Despite the fact that these new work-
ers will undergo intensive job training
and must also learn important life
skills, such as being punctual for work,
most former welfare recipients will
qualify for no more than entry-level
positions. While there may be a few ex-
ceptions, most will have to prove them-
selves before they will be given greater
opportunities in the workplace.

To retain some incentive for employ-
ers to hire and train welfare recipients,
I believe a strong and effective training
wage at the current minimum of $4.25
per hour should be included in H.R.
3448.

Despite my concern that the Bond
amendment contained a 6-month train-
ing wage, which in my view is too long,
I voted for it. In contrast, the Kennedy
alternative would have provided only a
30-day training wage, limited to those
under 20 years of age. This provision
would not have given employers the
needed incentive to take a chance on
hiring a welfare recipient.

As passed by the Senate, the training
wage included in H.R. 3448 has a dura-
tion of 3 months, but unfortunately is
limited to those under 20 years old. |
would have preferred no age limitation
on the provision to ensure its full util-
ity in moving people from welfare to
work.

Third, in my view, small businesses
should have some form of exemption
from the minimum wage increases pro-
posed in H.R. 3448. Very few employers
who own small businesses qualify for
the current exemption, which is flawed
and unworkable.

For this reason, | voted for the Bond
amendment. This amendment would
have enabled employers with gross in-
comes of less than $500,000 to continue
paying the current minimum wage of
$4.25 per hour, while larger businesses
would have been required to comply
with the increase.

Regrettably, as approved by the Sen-
ate, the final version of H.R. 3448 con-
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tained no change in current law with
respect to the treatment of small busi-
nesses. And hurting America’s small
businesses, Mr. President, places big
hurdles on the road to economic recov-
ery.

In summary, | am hopeful that some
of these problems can be reviewed and
corrected before H.R. 3448 becomes law.

RIGHT TO WORK FOR LESS

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, today the
Senate will take up the Right to Work
Act. This legislation hurts union mem-
bers by giving nonmembers a free ride
to get union-negotiated benefits with-
out contributing their fair share—or
any money at all—to defray the costs.
By repealing parts of the National
Labor Relations Act and the Railway
Labor Act which give each State the
right to determine whether union secu-
rity agreements should be permissible
in that State, this bill would make
such agreements unlawful in all States.
Mr. President, this is bad public policy.

Currently, the National Labor Rela-
tions Act allows States to prohibit
union security clauses but does not
preempt State law if a State chooses to
allow such agreements. That permits
employers and unions to agree, if they
wish, that employees will be required
to give financial support to the union.
My State of Massachusetts has chosen
to permit such agreements, and work-
ers are the beneficiaries. What the
workers in my State of Massachusetts
get from this is higher wages, greater
benefits which protect them and their
families, and a higher standard of liv-
ing.

This bill unfairly tilts the playing
field in favor of employers and against
labor unions. Under Federal law, the
union is responsible for representing
employees in the bargaining unit even
if they pay nothing toward the union’s
expenses. Under right-to-work legisla-
tion, these employees get union-nego-
tiated higher wages and benefits as
well as union representation during
grievance proceedings without contrib-
uting a dime. Giving nonmembers a
free ride to get union-negotiated bene-
fits without contributing to defray the
costs is unfair, and in the long run will
weaken the ability of unions to obtain
favorable wages and benefits for all
workers in a unionized company.

Republicans are insisting on pre-
empting State law despite the fact that
only 21 States have seen fit to enact
right-to-work laws since they were
deemed lawful, 18 of these prior to 1959.
And just last year legislatures in six
States, Colorado, Maryland, Montana,
New Hampshire, New Mexico, and
Oklahoma, defeated statewide right-to-
work bills. It is noteworthy that three
of these are Republican-controlled leg-
islatures.

Mr. President, my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle want to force
their sense of judgment and propriety
on my State of Massachusetts and take
away a free choice that my State ought
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to have and has always had. Simply
speaking, if a State does not want
right-to-work laws then these laws
should not be imposed on it because
some people here in the Senate more
greatly value their own judgment on
this issue than they do the judgment of
the people of Massachusetts. I might
point out that most of the Senators
voting to do this voted against raising
the minimum wage yesterday. This
goes too far, Mr. President.

The Republicans’ decision to couple
the right-to-work bill—which has never
been subject to hearings or markup—
with the TEAM Act underscores their
true disinterest in helping working
Americans. And as they decry the role
of big government in the lives of work-
ing Americans, the Republicans go
ahead and tell the people of Massachu-
setts that they know better, that they
know what the people of Lowell or
Lawrence or Springfield or Boston or
Hyannis want.

Right-to-work laws have not brought
economic bonanzas to States that have
adopted them. Not 1 of the 21 right-to-
work States has a pay level above the
national average and not 1 ranks in the
top 15 States for annual workers’ pay.
This bill ought to be called the right-
to-work-for-less bill.

Union security clauses are negotiated
by a democratically elected union and
the employer. Coming on the heels of
Independence Day, opposing this bill is
the right thing to do for the American
worker, and | urge my colleagues to
vote against this bill.

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 1997

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the hour of 11:30
a.m. having arrived, the Senate will
now resume consideration of S. 1745,
which the clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A bill (S. 1745) to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 1997 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe person-
nel strengths for such fiscal year for the
Armed Forces, and for other purposes.

The Senate resumed consideration of
the bill.

Mr. THURMOND addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
FRIST). The Senator from South Caro-
lina is recognized.

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, the
Senate has completed many long hours
of debate on S. 1745, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for fiscal year
1997.

I would like to thank the distin-
guished ranking member of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, my good
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friend Senator NuUNN, for his insight,
wisdom, and devotion to our Nation.
He and | have always worked to pro-
vide our Armed Forces with the direc-
tion and resources they need to carry
out their difficult responsibilities. Our
future collective efforts will be dimin-
ished by his absence.

Senator NUNN was named chairman
of the ad hoc Subcommittee on Man-
power and Personnel in 1974 and he
served in that capacity until 1981. In
1983, he became the ranking minority
member and in 1987 he became the
chairman of the committee. He served
with distinction in that capacity for 8
years, and earned the respect of leaders
around the globe for his wisdom,
statesmanship, and insight. A hall-
mark of his tenure, and a basis for his
effectiveness, was the trustworthy and
bipartisan manner in which he con-
ducted the committee’s business. Our
Nation owes Senator NUNN its deepest
appreciation for his truly distinguished
service.

I would also like to recognize the
outstanding contributions of Senators
CoOHEN and EXON, who are departing the
Senate. They have worked and fought
hard to preserve our national security,
and provide for the well-being of our
men and women in uniform.

Mr. President, 1 want to extend my
deep appreciation also to the distin-
guished majority leader, Senator LOTT,
who has been most helpful in every
way in bringing this bill to final pas-
sage. He is a fine and able leader of
whom the Senate can be proud.

I also want to thank all the members
from both sides of the committee, and
particularly Senator WARNER and Sen-
ator McCaIN, for their leadership and
assistance on the floor.

In addition, | would like to commend
the entire staff of the Committee on
Armed Services for their dedication
and support. 1 would like to recognize
each of them individually for their ef-
fort on this bill. I will soon ask unani-
mous consent that a list of the com-
mittee staff be printed in the RECORD.

I also want to recognize and thank
Greg Scott and Charlie Armstrong, the
legislative counsels who crafted the
language of this bill.

We have achieved a number of impor-
tant successes in this bill, and 1 com-
mend my colleagues for their good
judgment. Among these successes are:

Increasing the budget request by
$11.2 billion to revitalize the procure-
ment, and research and development
accounts, which form the core of future
readiness;

Significantly improving quality of
life programs for our troops and their
families, including funds for housing,
facilities, and real property mainte-
nance;

Authorizing a 3-percent pay raise for
military members and a 4-percent in-
crease in the basic allowance for quar-
ters, to arrest part of the decline in
compensation;
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Establishing a dental health care in-
surance program for military retirees
and their families, to keep faith with
those who have kept faith with our Na-
tion;

Increasing the level of funding re-
quested in the President’s budget for
Department of Defense
counternarcotics activities, to combat
the flow of illegal drugs;

Authorizing increases for the Space
and Missile Tracking System, cruise
missile defense programs, and ballistic
missile defense advanced technologies;

Accelerating the Department of En-
ergy’s phased approach to tritium pro-
duction, and upgrading tritium recy-
cling facilities; and

Providing funding for essential
equipment for the Active, Guard, and
Reserve components.

These are important achievements
that reflect significant bipartisan ef-
fort, both within the committee and on
the Senate floor. | urge my colleagues
to endorse this bill with a solid vote of
approval, to support our men and
women in uniform who go in harm’s
way every day to protect our Nation.

I ask unanimous consent that the list
of staff | referred to earlier be printed
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the list was
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE STAFF
MAJORITY

Les Brownlee, Staff Director. Charles S.
Abell; Patricia L. Banks; John R. Barnes;
Lucia M. Chavez; Christine K. Cimko; Kathie
S. Connor; Donald A. Deline; Marie Fabrizio
Dickinson; Shawn H. Edwards; Jonathan L.

Etherton; Pamela L. Farrell; Cristina W.
Fiori; Larry J. Hoag; Melinda M.
Koutsoumpas; Lawrence J. Lanzillotta;

George W. Lauffer; Paul M. Longsworth; Ste-
phen L. Madey; John Reaves MclLeod; John
H. Miller; Ann Mary Mittermeyer; Bert K.
Mizusawa; Lind B. Morris; Joseph G.
Pallone; Cindy Pearson; Sharen E. Reaves;
Steven C. Saulnier; Cord Sterling; Eric H.
Thoemmes; Roslyne D. Turner; Mary Deas
Boykin Wagner; Jennifer Lynn Wallace.
MINORITY

Arnold L. Punaro, Staff Director for the
Minority. Christine E. Cowart; Richard D.
DeBobes; Andrew S. Effron; Andrew B.
Fulford; Daniel B. Ginsberg; Mickie Jan Gor-
don; Creighton Greene; Patrick T. Henry;
William E. Hoehn, Jr.; Maurice Hutchinson;
Jennifer Lambert; Michael J. McCord; Frank
Norton, Jr.; Julie K. Rief; James R. Thomp-
son I11; DeNeige V. Watson.

Mr. NUNN addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia.

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, | thank
Chairman THURMOND very much for his
gracious remarks concerning my par-
ticipation in this bill and also my par-
ticipation over the last 24 years in the
Defense authorization process and mat-
ters affecting our national security.

I also say to my friend from South
Carolina that | identify with and com-
pletely support his remarks about two
outstanding members of our commit-
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tee, Senator EXON on the Democratic
side and Senator COHEN on the Repub-
lican side. These two individuals have
made truly enormous contributions to
our Nation’s security.

I have worked with Senator EXoN on
many different matters over the years.
He has been a stalwart on strategic
matters, and really has made immense
contributions to our overall security.

Senator CoHEN and | have joined to-
gether time after time in working on
matters of great importance, including
the special operating forces where he
truly has been an expert and a leader.
Senator COHEN is an expert on Asia and
also has all sorts of legislative inter-
ests beyond the Defense Committee.
But he has made tremendous contribu-
tions to the men and women who serve
our Nation and to the taxpayers of our
Nation. These two individuals, Senator
COHEN and Senator EXON, truly will be
missed.

In the brief time allotted to us today,
I will defer my detailed expression of
appreciation to members of the com-
mittee and staff for their dedicated
service in securing passage of this leg-
islation until we act on the conference
report.

But | would like to summarize my
thoughts at this time.

First and foremost, | would like to
thank our distinguished chairman,
Senator THURMOND. Through his lead-
ership, his strength, and his steadfast
and dedicated commitment to the na-
tional defense, this bill is about to
pass. It is my honor and privilege to
work with him on all of the committee
matters, and indeed have had the great
pleasure of working with him over the
years. | know that his service will con-
tinue with the strength and leadership
that he has had in the past.

I am also grateful to all of the other
committee members on both sides of
the aisle who have dedicated them-
selves to this important bill. Our sub-
committee staff have done yeomen
service on this bill. They deserve much
credit for the passage of the bill. We
brought a sound, good defense bill to
the floor.

There were a number of concerns
that have now been ironed out. | think
of such as demarcation, as in the bal-
listic missile and theater missile de-
fense area, and also regarding the ABM
Treaty; the multilateral provision that
was in the bill. Both of those have been
greatly improved on the floor. It is my
strong impression that this bill will be
acceptable to the administration.

We have a real challenge in the
House-Senate conference because there
are a number of provisions that clearly
would not be acceptable to the admin-
istration. In the House bill, we have to
prevail upon those issues if we are
going to have a Defense bill signed into
law this year.

The Senate also adopted a provision
sponsored by Senator LUGAR, Senator
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DoMENICI, and myself to bolster our de-
fenses against weapons of mass de-
struction, including nuclear, chemical,
and biological weapons, both at home
and abroad. We need no reminder that
we are in an era of terrorism now. We
spent all day yesterday in the hearing
regarding the tragedy that took place
in Saudi Arabia. Of course, our heart
goes out to all of the families and to
the men and women involved in that
who were serving our Nation.

The provision that passed the Senate
in this bill improved existing pro-
grams, such as the Nunn-Lugar pro-
gram designed to stop proliferation of
nuclear, chemical, and biological weap-
ons at its source, primarily the former
Soviet Union. But the primary new
threat is on domestic preparedness
against terrorist use of weapons of
mass destruction, such as chemical, bi-
ological, and nuclear.

It is very, very clear by the hearings
that we have had in the Permanent
Subcommittee on Investigations, as
well as other hearings, that we are not
prepared as a nation to deal with chem-
ical or biological attack. We have a
long way to go in the overall area of
getting our policemen, our firemen,
and our health officials able to handle
one of these threats, if it ever comes.
But primarily our effort must continue
to be to stop the sources of this pro-
liferation at the very beginning before
they leave the country where the weap-
ons are, where the scientists are, and
where the technology is; and also to
make sure, if that does happen, that we
stop those weapons at our own borders
before we have to deal with the at-
tacks. But we have to have a tiered de-
fense against this growing threat.

I think we will have an even stronger
bill in conference since the Senate has
taken action on the floor. | urge my
colleagues to support this important
defense measure.

The cooperation and help exhibited
by all Senators, floor staff, par-
liamentarians, clerks, the Reporters of
Debates, attorneys, and the Legislative
Counsel’s Office is very much appre-
ciated by this manager of the bill. I am
sure the chairman feels likewise.

Finally, Mr. President, | have to ex-
press my appreciation to the superb
committee staff on both sides of the
aisle, and to our two staff directors,
Les Brownlee with the majority and
Arnold Punaro with the minority.
They have done a magnificent job of
managing and motivating in order to
keep this bill on track and moving.

| particularly want to express my ap-
preciation to Les Brownlee, who has
just become the staff director, al-
though he has been a stalwart both in
his service to our Nation in the Army
as well as his service on this commit-
tee. But he has truly done a tremen-
dous job as staff director on this bill.
We have enjoyed very much working
with him in his new capacity, as we did
in his former capacity.

| appreciate the hard work of both of
the staffs. | will have more to say
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about them when we get the conference
report back. They are not through
working yet. So | do not want to over-
congratulate them until we get
through with the bill and we actually
have it ready for conference.

I thank the chairman for his dedica-
tion.

I thank all of the members of our
staff for their sacrifices which they
have endured, and their families, in
order to bring this bill to the floor.

Mr. President, as we conclude the de-
bate on the national Defense authoriza-
tion bill for fiscal year 1997 | would like
to take a moment to bring to the Sen-
ate’s attention recent remarks made
by a former Senate colleague and a val-
ued friend, Alan Dixon.

Last year, Alan Dixon had the dif-
ficult task of chairing the 1995 Base
Closure Commission. While some may
not agree with various aspects of the
Commission’s findings, the Commis-
sion, under the tremendous leadership
of Alan Dixon, fulfilled its obligation
to make fair assessments of Depart-
ment of Defense recommendations for
base closures and realignments, to re-
view additional closure and realign-
ment options, and to make final rec-
ommendations to the President on
ways in which the Department of De-
fense must reduce its excess infrastruc-
ture.

DOD and the military services are
executing these final BRAC decisions
and affected local communities are
making, plans for reuse and economic
development. Mr. President, there is no
easy part to base closure—the final rec-
ommendations were not easy for the
Commission, implementation of the
final decisions by the services is not
easy, and base reuse by local commu-
nities is not easy. Not easy, but a nec-
essary part of the Department’s ability
to afford modernization and readiness
in the future.

Mr. President, Alan Dixon made a
speech before the American Logistics
Association Conference on June 18
where he summarized the 1995 Base
Closure Commission’s actions and com-
mented on what should be considered
in terms of a future round of base clo-
sure. In his remarks, he pointed out, as
senior military and civilian defense
leaders have also indicated, that excess
capacity and infrastructure will re-
main even after all base realignment
and closure actions from the 1988, 1991,
1993, and 1995 rounds have been com-
pleted. In order to address this excess
infrastructure using the same Commis-
sion-type framework, Senator Dixon
recommends that Congress authorize
another Commission. | believe it is im-
portant that Alan Dixon’s remarks be
made part of the RECORD for all to read
and consider.

Mr. President, | commend our former
colleague, Alan Dixon, on his leader-
ship and dedicated service on issues of
great importance to our national secu-
rity.

I ask unanimous consent that Sen-
ator Dixon’s remarks be printed in the
RECORD.
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There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

PERSPECTIVE ON FUTURE BASE CLOSINGS

Thank you for the opportunity to speak to
your convention today. Throughout my ca-
reer of public service | was a strong advocate
for the readiness of our military services and
the quality of life for our military members
and their families, so it is a real pleasure for
me to be addressing a group that contributes
so much to these important goals.

Today | am going to talk a little bit about
the base closure process—both the work of
the 1995 Base Closure Commission which |
chaired and what | see as the future of the
base closure process.

Let me start just by giving a quick sum-
mary of the work of the 1995 Commission.

The 1995 Commission was actually the
fourth—and under current law—the final
round of base closing authorized by the Con-
gress to operate under special expedited pro-
cedures. The first base closing round was in
1988. In my view this first round was seri-
ously flawed from a procedural point of view.
I was one of the principal authors of the 1990
Base Closure legislation that set up the suc-
ceeding three base closure rounds, and |
think we corrected most of the procedural
shortcomings of the 1988 rounds.

Altogether, the 1995 Commission rec-
ommended the closure of 79 military instal-
lations; the realignment of 26 others; and ap-
proved 27 requests from the Defense Depart-
ment to change recommendations of pre-
vious Commissions.

The 1995 Commission rejected only 19 of
the 146 closures or realignments proposed by
DOD, and we closed or realigned 9 installa-
tions not requested by the Pentagon.

Like previous Commissions, the 1995 Com-
mission made changes to the list of closures
and realignments proposed by DOD only in
those cases where we found that the Sec-
retary of Defense deviated substantially
from the force structure plan or the selec-
tion criteria. Of the 147 recommendations on
Secretary’s original list, we approved 123, or
84 percent. This is almost identical to pre-
vious Commissions. The 1993 Commission ac-
cepted 83 percent of DOD’s recommenda-
tions, and the 1991 Commission accepted 83
percent.

The 1990 Base Closure Act anticipated that
the Commission would give great deference
to the Secretary of Defenses’s recommenda-
tions, and you can see that all three Com-
missions did that.

I am particularly proud of the fact that the
estimated 20-year savings from the 1995 Com-
mission recommendations of just over $19.3
billion were $323 million higher than the re-
vised savings baseline of $19.0 billion pro-
jected by DOD. This was the only time in the
three closure rounds that the Commission
achieved greater savings than contemplated
by the Defense Department.

The 1995 Commission also included in our
report a set of 20 recommendations for the
President, Congress and local communities
that suggested ways to improve the process
of helping local communities recover from
the economic consequences of a base closure.

Finally, and we will talk a little more
about this in a moment, the 1995 Commission
recommended that Congress authorize an-
other round of base closures in the year 2001.

I think most of you are aware that Presi-
dent Clinton was a little upset with a couple
of our recommendations—particularly the
ones to close the Air Force Logistics Centers
in Sacramento, California and San Antonio,
Texas—but ultimately forwarded our rec-
ommendations to the Congress.

The Resolution of Disapproval introduced
in the House of Representatives was defeated
by a vote of 343 to 75 on last September 8.
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AFTER FOUR SEPARATE BASE CLOSURE ROUNDS,
DO WE NEED TO CLOSE MORE BASES?

In my view, the answer is yes.

In the last 10 years, the defense budget has
declined in real terms by almost 40 percent,
and current plans call for the defense budget
to remain essentially stable through the end
of the century. Overall, DOD has reduced the
size of the military services by about 30 per-
cent—and some are saying that further re-
ductions in force levels are likely before the
end of the decade.

The cumulative reduction in our domestic
base structure from the 4 base closures
rounds is approximately 21 percent.

I am not saying that there should be a di-
rect correlation between reductions in force
levels and reductions in basing structure,
but I think we can and should reduce more
base structure.

The senior DOD leadership also thinks we
need to close more bases.

Secretary of Defense Bill Perry told the
Commission last year that DOD would still
have excess infrastructure after the 1995
round, and suggested the need for an addi-
tional round of closures and realignments in
3 to 4 years.

General Shalikashvili, the Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs, agreed with Secretary Perry on
the need for additional base closing author-
ity in the future. He told us that opportuni-
ties remain in DOD to increase cross-servic-
ing, particularly in the area of joint-use
bases and training facilities.

Josh Gotbaum, who at the time was Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense for Economic Secu-
rity and oversaw the base closure process for
OSD, told the Commission that “Even after
BRAC 95 has been implemented we will con-
tinue to have excess infrastructure. Future
base closure authority will be necessary.”

HOW MANY ADDITIONAL BASES SHOULD BE
CLOSED, AND IN WHICH MILITARY SERVICES?

It was painful enough last year to vote to
close specific bases, so | am not about to get
in the business of suggesting which ones
ought to be closed in a future round. Those
decisions can only be made after a thorough
review and analysis by the military services
and some future Commission.

I will suggest some functional areas that
should be looked at, based on the work that
the 1995 Commission did.

In general, | would put a premium on re-
taining operational bases that have unique
strategic value or that have good training
ranges and airspace that provide opportuni-
ties for realistic training. One of the keys to
maintaining our qualitative edge over future
potential adversaries is to provide our forces
frequent, realistic opportunities to train as
they would have to fight. So where we have
large bases with operational units with ac-
cess to good training airspace or extensive
land for training ground forces, we should
think long and hard before closing them.

| think the greatest opportunities for fu-
ture closures lie in the support infrastruc-
ture.

The Defense Department’s industrial fa-
cilities represent one area where | think fur-
ther reductions are possible.

Secretary of the Army Togo West told the
Commission last year that ‘‘our analysis
tells us that the Department of Defense is
bleeding depot money. We are just spending
money on capacity that we simply do not
need now.”

The Commission on Roles and Missions,
chaired by my friend John White who subse-
quently became the Deputy Secretary of De-
fense, reached the same conclusion. Their
Report in May of last year said that “With
proper oversight, private contractors could
provide essentially all of the depot-level
maintenance services now conducted in gov-
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ernment facilities within the United
States. . . . We recommend that the Depart-
ment make the transition to a depot mainte-
nance system relying mostly on the private
sector. DOD should retain organic depot ca-
pability only where private-sector alter-
natives are not available and cannot be de-
veloped reasonably.””

So | think the military services can look
at their industrial activities for more clo-
sures.

We also found in the 1995 Commission that
there was a great deal of overlap and dupli-
cation in the area of R&D labs and test and
evaluation facilities. In preparing the 1995
recommendations, OSD set up 6 cross-service
groups to look at functions across the mili-
tary services, and we heard testimony from
the directors of each of those cross service
groups. The leaders of the Labs and Test and
Evaluation Facilities Cross Service Group
told us that they were frustrated by their in-
ability to achieve any meaningful cross serv-
icing in this area and felt that much more
could be done.

Military medical facilities are another
area where | think the military services can
make some savings without compromising
care to military members and their families
or to military retirees. Some of the members
of the 1995 Commission looked into this, and
the Commission concluded in our Report
that many opportunities remain for consoli-
dating military medical facilities across
service lines and with civilian sector medical
resources.

WHAT SHOULD A FUTURE BASE CLOSURE
PROCESS LOOK LIKE?

I have never seen a process that can’t be
improved on, but the fact is that the base
closure process set up under the 1990 Base
Closure Act worked pretty well. My friend
Jim Courter, who chaired the 1991 and 1993
Commissions, deserves a lot of credit for put-
ting in place the policies and procedures that
ensured that the process was open, fair and
objective.

Communities might disagree with the final
recommendations of the Commission, but I
don’t think any community ever said that
they were not given an opportunity to make
their case and did not receive a fair hearing.

By the end of the 1995 process, President
Clinton was not a big fan of the base closure
process, but he said in a letter to me that
“The BRAC process is the only way that the
Congress and the executive branch have
found to make closure decisions with reason-
able objectivity and finality.”” | think the
President was right.

Our Commission recommended that Con-
gress authorize another Base Closure Com-
mission for the year 2001 similar to the 1991,
1993 and 1995 Commissions—after the Presi-
dential election in the year 2000. We realized
that the Defense Department would have a
lot of work to do to implement the closures
from the 1995 and prior Commissions through
the end of this decade. Since the 1990 Base
Closure Act gives DOD 6 years to complete
closures, the closures from the 1995 round
will not be completed until 2001.

IS CONGRESS LIKELY TO ENACT LEGISLATION

SETTING UP ANOTHER BASE CLOSURE ROUND?

When | was Deputy Majority Whip of the
United States Senate | had a hard time pre-
dicting from one day to the next whether |
would be able to have dinner that night with
my wife, so | hesitate to predict what Con-
gress is likely to do on this sensitive subject.

There are some who say that Congress will
not set up another Base Closure Commission
because it is too painful a process to go
through. There is no doubt that it was a
painful process for members of Congress. We
wrote the 1990 Base Closure Act to insulate
the process from political and parochial in-
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fluences as much as possible, and | think we
succeeded to a large extent. Our 1995 Com-
mission listened carefully to the view of
members of Congress, but these members did
not have any more influence on the votes of
our Commission and the outcome of the
process than the state and local officials and
even the individual citizens in the commu-
nities affected by our decisions.

I was a member of the United States Sen-
ate for 12 years, and | know that members of
Congress don’t like to be put in the position
that reduces their influence over the out-
come of a process that could affect the eco-
nomic well-being of their constituents. In
this case, however, | think history shows
that the process of closing bases is so politi-
cally charged that it has to be put in the
hands of an independent Commission that is
insulated as much as possible from partisan
and parochial influences.

In my view, the defense budget is not like-
ly to get much larger in the next five years,
and we still have a requirement to maintain
a ready, capable military. | am still con-
vinced that closing military bases is one of
the keys to the future readiness and mod-
ernization of our military forces.

Ultimately, | think members of Congress
realize this. As painful as it is, we need to
close more military bases, and | think and
hope that Congress will realize this and au-
thorize another Base Closure Commission in
the future.

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, | know
Senator PELL is on the floor. | believe
Senator HELMS is on the floor. So at
this point | yield and reserve any time
I have remaining.

Mr. PELL addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island.

Mr. PELL. Mr. President, | share
with the chairman of the Committee
on Foreign Relations, the Senator from
North Carolina [Mr. HELMS], and the
Senator from Maryland [Mr. SARBANES]
concerns with regard to section 1005 of
the Defense authorization bill. Senator
HeELMS and | had planned to offer an
amendment to delete that section, but,
as recess approached, were not able to
find an opportunity to do so.

This section of the bill would author-
ize spending under the Military-to-
Military Program for military edu-
cation and training for military per-
sonnel of foreign countries. The pro-
gram would be in addition to the Inter-
national Military Education and Train-
ing Program now in operation and
overseen by the Committee on Foreign
Relations, the Committee on Appro-
priations, and their appropriate sub-
committees. This new program would
not have the same congressional over-
sight.

Oversight of the International Mili-
tary Education and Training [IMET]
Program has proved generally valuable
in ensuring that the Congress is com-
fortable with the activities undertaken
pursuant to the program. Just this
year, for instance, the Department of
Defense proposed a program for a trou-
bled country that was not consistent
with its needs. In consultation with
two members of the Committee on For-
eign Relations, | requested that the De-
fense Security Assistance Agency mod-
ify the program. They were quite pre-
pared to consider our views and to
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meet our request that the program be
modified. | would point out that, in
that particular case, there has been a
continuing and productive dialog to en-
sure that the program for that nation
does not conflict with congressional
concerns, but meets the reasonable ob-
jectives of the Department of Defense.

There is no reason to conclude that
the IMET Program is not supported by
the committees of jurisdiction. | would
point out that the foreign operations
appropriations bill just reported by the
Senate Appropriations Committee pro-
vides a full $40 million for the IMET
Program in the next fiscal year. This
sum represents an increase in funding
and reflects congressional willingness
to back that well-established program.

It makes no sense to create a dupli-
cative military education and training
program under the Military-to-Mili-
tary Contacts Program. The IMET Pro-
gram and the contacts program have
different purposes and goals. The Con-
gress has been very careful to separate
the programs to ensure that the Mili-
tary-to-Military Contacts Program
would not be used to circumvent the
restrictions of the IMET Program and
to prevent duplication and overlaps.

Three provisions were added to pro-
hibit funding for the Military-to-Mili-
tary Program from being used in coun-
tries that are ineligible for IMET to re-
quire coordination with the Secretary
of State and to prevent the authorities
from being used to transfer weapons. It
is not at all in the interests of the Con-
gress or the country for the distinction
between these two programs to be
blurred.

Mr. President, it is not at all clear
why this provision is being sought. It
was not requested by the Department
of Defense and it is opposed by the De-
partment of Defense and it is opposed
by the Department of State.

I believe very much that section 1005
has no place in this bill. I hope that,
with an eye both to comity and to good
sense, it will be dropped in conference.

Thank you, Mr. President.

Mr. HELMS addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Carolina.

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, | believe
there are 7%2 minutes set aside for me.
Is that correct?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is
correct.

Mr. HELMS. We are supposed to
begin voting at 12?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Correct.

Mr. HELMS. How many votes in tan-
dem, three?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. We will
have a series of five votes beginning at
12 o’clock.

Mr. HELMS. | thank the Chair.

Mr. President, 1 have been around
this place for almost 24 years now, and
I have never participated in the occa-
sional turf battles that occur, and | do
not particularly enjoy making the
comments | am about to make but I
feel obliged to make them for the
record.
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Mr. President, S. 1745, as introduced
and reported by the Armed Services
Committee, contains, in my judgment,
several significant provisions falling
clearly within the primary jurisdiction
of the Foreign Relations Committee.
And | have disclosed now my interest
in that because | am chairman of the
Foreign Relations Committee. | do not
think there can be a clearer case of im-
posing upon the jurisdiction of the For-
eign Relations Committee than section
1005 of the bill, entitled ‘““Use of Mili-
tary-to-Military Contacts Funds for
Professional Military Education and
Training.”

That is a lot of gobbledygook per-
haps, but it is a provision that rep-
resents an obvious effort by some to
commandeer a longstanding foreign
policy instrument of the Department of
State, that being the International
Military Education and Training pro-
gram known familiarly as IMET.

Section 1005 of this bill does not even
pretend to differ substantively from
the existing IMET program. The pro-
posed authority would allow the De-
partment of Defense to engage in a
back-door foreign assistance program
without the supervision of the State
Department or the oversight of the
Foreign Relations Committee by con-
ducting ‘“military education and train-
ing for military and civilian personnel
of foreign countries.”

Mr. President, why should the United
States establish this duplicative pro-
gram as identical authority already ex-
ists under chapter 5 of the Foreign As-
sistance Act which authorizes the
President of the United States to fur-
nish “military education and training
to military and related civilian person-
nel of foreign countries.”

Now, again, | am not going to get
into any fight about the turf, but I
must point out that this is the second
year that an attempt has been made to
seize foreign policy tools belonging
solely to the Secretary of State. At a
time when we should be considering
consolidating the foreign affairs appa-
ratus of the of the United States into
the Department of State, it makes no
sense to me to proliferate the number
of foreign assistance programs outside
the control of the Secretary of State.
It makes even less sense in light of the
drastic budget cuts undergone by the
Department of Defense to pay for for-
eign aid in the defense budget and from
defense funds. The result will be more
nondefense spending in the 050 account.

This authority—and | have checked
on this—was not requested by the ad-
ministration. It has not been agreed to
in the administration’s interagency
process, and | daresay that it likely is
not supported by the Secretary of
State. However, | have not talked with
or to Warren Christopher about that.
Because this provision falls within the
jurisdiction of the Foreign Relations
Committee, | respectfully request that
this provision be removed from the bill
during conference. That action | be-
lieve would recognize appropriately the
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jurisdictional responsibilities of both
of our committees.

I thank the Chair, and | yield the
floor.

Mr. SARBANES addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maryland.

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Rhode Island yield
me the remainder of his time?

Mr. PELL. | yield the remainder of
my time to the Senator from Mary-
land.

Mr. HELMS. And if | have any time
I yield it to the Senator from Mary-
land.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has 3% minutes.

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. President, | join
in the concerns expressed by Chairman
HELMS and by the ranking member of
the Foreign Relations Committee, Sen-
ator PELL, about section 1005 of this
bill. This section would have the effect
of creating a second IMET Program, a
new aid program for foreign militaries.

IMET, the International Military
Education and Training Program,
funds tuition for foreign military offi-
cers in U.S. professional military train-
ing courses, and related activities. It
has traditionally been funded through
the foreign aid bill.

In fact, the foreign operations appro-
priations bill reported by the Senate
Appropriations Committee provides a
full $40 million for IMET in fiscal year
1997. It is one of the only programs in
the entire foreign aid budget that is
slated to get more money in fiscal year
1997 than in fiscal year 1996 or 1995.

When the Military-to-Military Con-
tacts Program was established in the
Defense Department, the justification
was used that this would not—would
not—be another IMET Program. It was
to be something entirely separate. It
was not going to duplicate IMET ac-
tivities.

For that reason it was spelled out ex-
actly what the new Military-to-Mili-
tary Contact Program was going to be.
In the law, there are listed eight spe-
cific activities, such as exchanges of
personnel, transportation for contact
and liaison teams, seminars and con-
ferences, and distribution of publica-
tions, all distinct from the IMET ac-
tivities.

To further ensure that the new Mili-
tary-to-Military Program would not be
used to circumvent the restrictions of
the IMET Program, several conditions
were added to ensure coordination and
prevent overlap.

Because of concerns about the poten-
tial for duplication in the two pro-
grams, the fiscal year 1995 foreign oper-
ations appropriations bill required a re-
port from the Secretary of Defense ad-
dressing the future of military training
of foreign armed forces. In that report,
which was issued with the concurrence
of the Secretary of State, the Defense
Department concluded:

The IMET Program and the traditional
CINC military-to-military activities are dis-
tinct efforts contributing to the achievement
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of common goals. From the beginning, both
programs have commanded close coordina-
tion between the Defense and State Depart-
ments. Coordination between both depart-
ments ensures program uniqueness and the
effective utilization of scarce resources in
support of broad U.S. foreign policy and na-
tional security goals.

Unfortunately, what the bill now be-
fore us would do is eliminate all dis-
tinctions between the two programs. It
would create, in effect, a second IMET
Program under different jurisdiction
and separate funding.

The Military-to-Military Contacts
Program is expected to receive funding
of $60 million in each of the fiscal years
1996 and 1997, out of the Services’ oper-
ations and maintenance accounts. That
is on top of the $40 million already
going to IMET.

I wish to stress, as have my col-
leagues, that this authority was not re-
quested by the Defense Department. It
is not something they believe is need-
ed. Furthermore, it is opposed by the
State Department as well as by the
committees of jurisdiction over foreign
aid funding.

I very much regret that section 1005
has not been stricken from the bill. |
make the observation that it plants
the seeds for continuing controversy,
which | think is something that is
highly undesirable. | very strongly
urge that it be dropped in conference.

Mr. NUNN addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia.

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, | am puz-
zled concerning the objections to the
use of Military-to-Military Contacts
Program funds for international mili-
tary education and training [IMET].

The Armed Services Committee is
told each year by the commanders in
chief of the combatant commands that
IMET is the United States’ most cost
effective program in terms of fostering
friendly relations with the foreign
militaries. The combatant commanders
routinely point out that foreign mili-
tary officers who have received IMET
training come to appreciate American
values and the American way of life
and that these foreign officers often
rise to assume senior positions of lead-
ership within their military and civil-
ian hierarchies.

Pursuant to this testimony, the
Armed Services Committee in the De-
partment of Defense Authorization Act
for fiscal years 1992 and 1993 specifi-
cally authorized the creation of a CINC
Initiative Fund to carry out eight
types of activities, including military
education and training to military and
related civilian personnel of foreign
countries. The CINC Initiative Fund is
designed to provide funding for activi-
ties that were not foreseen when the
budget request was submitted to Con-
gress and that would enhance the war
fighting capability, readiness, and sus-
tainability of the forces assigned to the
commander requesting the funds. In
the years since this authority was cre-
ated, the CINC Initiative Fund has
only been used to provide IMET on a
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few occasions. Incidentally, the use of
this authority for IMET is limited to $2
million per fiscal year.

The committee’s initiative this year
seeks to build upon an existing pro-
gram—the Military-to-Military Con-
tacts Program which is designed to en-
courage a democratic orientation of de-
fense establishments and military
forces of other countries. Under exist-
ing law, this program is primarily
aimed at in-theater activities and gen-
erally involves the establishment of
military liaison teams and traveling
contact teams in engaging democracies
to seek to identify those countries’
needs and then seek to design programs
that are carried out by visiting ex-
perts, seminars, conferences, or ex-
changes of personnel. When a larger
need is identified that would exceed
the limited funding for this program,
the in-country liaison teams seek to
identify programs under the Foreign
Assistance Act that can satisfy the
need. When it comes to IMET, however,
we have found that existing funding for
the IMET Program has already been
programmed and the traditional IMET
Program is unable to meet the need.
We have also found that the needs of
emerging democracies in Eastern Eu-
rope have caused legitimate IMET
needs of countries in Latin America,
Africa, and Asia to go unfunded. Thus,
by adding IMET as one of the activities
that can be carried out under the Mili-
tary-to-Military Contacts Program, we
are merely seeking to provide a modest
supplement to the traditional IMET
Program when a truly pressing need
arises. We are, of course, amenable to
put funding limits on the use of the
military-to-military  contacts pro-
grams for IMET and that has been
communicated to the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee.

I hasten to point out that the Sec-
retary of State must approve the con-
duct of any activity—not just IMET—
authorized under this program and
that funds cannot be provided for any
country that is not eligible for assist-
ance under the Foreign Assistance Act.

In summary, Mr. President, this is a
very modest supplement to the tradi-
tional IMET Program, it has a prece-
dent in prior congressional action re-
lating to the CINC Initiative Fund, and
we are amenable to including reason-
able funding limitations to its use for
IMET. | urge my colleagues to support
S. 1745.

Mr. President, | would simply say
that the IMET Program is one of the
highest priorities of the commanders in
chief we hear from every year around
the world. The newly emerging democ-
racies in the former Soviet Union and
Eastern Europe have consumed a great
deal of those funds, leaving almost
nothing for Asia, Africa, and Latin
America.

We also take note of the fact that
these IMET funds have been cut each
and every year, so they do not seem to
have a high priority by the Foreign Re-
lations Committee but they do have an
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enormous priority for our military. So
we will be glad to work with our
friends on the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee to iron out jurisdictional prob-
lems with the hope that we can unite
behind one of the most important pro-
grams we have to have contacts and in-
fluence all over the world through
military-to-military contacts that can
end up bringing peace in areas that
otherwise would be in conflict.

So | would take into account what
my colleagues have said, but we do
have a very high priority on this pro-
gram and that has been exemplified in
testimony year after year after year by
all of our military commanders.

Mr. GLENN. Mr. President, | regret
that the Senate again has produced a
bill that is gravely flawed. It suffers
from many of the defects associated
with last year’s bill. | voted to favor-
ably report the bill out of committee in
the hope that the bill would be im-
proved when it was considered on the
floor. While agreement was reached to
eliminate unacceptable missile defense
provisions from the bill, the bill re-
mains fundamentally flawed. As a con-
sequence, | will vote against its final
passage.

With respect to missile defense, | am
pleased with the agreement announced
by the majority leader on June 28th to
drop sections 231 and 232 from the bill.
These sections related to U.S. compli-
ance policy for the development, test-
ing, and deployment of theater missile
defense systems, and to the demarca-
tion between theater and strategic mis-
sile systems. | am also grateful to see
that the language in the bill in section
233 with respect to the
mutilateralization of the ABM Treaty
has been dropped and converted into a
sense of the Senate.

I understand full well, however, that
we will soon be back on the floor debat-
ing many of these same ill-advised pro-
posals placed in another bill. I intend
to speak in more detail about those
proposals at the appropriate time. For
now, | would just like to restate my
conviction that it would ill serve the
interests of our country—and surely
not the interests of our taxpayers—to
follow the misguided missile defense
plan that the majority appears deter-
mined to pursue in the weeks ahead. As
far as | am concerned, the missile de-
fense language | cited above would
have made for bad law if enacted on
this bill—simply moving this language
into another bill will not change this
basic quality of the proposal.

The bill contains more than $11 bil-
lion in unrequested funding with huge
increases in the procurement and re-
search and development accounts. For
the most part, these additions are
based on the Services’ so-called wish
list—lists of programs the Services
would like to see funded if additional
funding were made available. | agree
with some of the spending decisions,
but | do not support this approach to
defense budgeting. It undermines the
objectives of Goldwater-Nichols by en-
couraging the submission of separate
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spending priorities for each service
that are set without regard to our uni-
fied command structure’s warfighting
needs. Moreover, | cannot support the
magnitude of the increase in funding
especially when we are spending bil-
lions of dollars on programs we do not
need now and some we may not need
ever.

The additions in procurement include
$750 million for the DDG-51 destroyer
program, $701 million for the new at-
tack submarine program, $351 million
for the V-22 program, $249 million for
the C-17 program, $240 million for the
E8-B program, $234 million for the F/A-
18 C/D program, $204 million for the C-
1303 program, $183 million for the
Apache longbow program, $158.4 mil-
lion for the Kiowa warrior program,
$147 million for the MLRS program and
$107 million for the F-16 program.

The additions in research and devel-
opment include the $885 million for
missile defense programs to which I al-
ready alluded, $100 million plus-ups for
the Comanche Program and Army
Force XXI, $305 million for the na-
tional defense sealift fund, $147 million
for the Arsenal Ship and $116 for ad-
vanced submarine technology.

The bill contains more than $600 mil-
lion in unrequested military construc-
tion projects, an annual temptation
that Members cannot seem to resist,
even though there is no compelling rea-
son to move these projects forward. |
think it is particularly damning that
at least $200 million of these projects
not only did not make the initial cut of
the budget request but also did not
make the second cut of the services’
wish lists. We are authorizing an addi-
tional $600 million in military con-
struction projects just so Members can
say that they have brought home the
bacon.

Another rite of spring, the addition
of hundreds of millions of dollars in
Guard and Reserve equipment warrants
mention. Some progress has been made
in avoiding the earmarking problem we
had last year. Only about $485 million
of the $760 million in funding is ear-
marked. Unfortunately, no real
progress has been made in eliciting a
realistic budget request from the De-
fense Department for Guard and Re-
serve equipment. This failure invites
earmarking funds for programs in
Members’ districts and as a con-
sequence, the funding decisions that
become law only bear relation to the
Guard and Reserves’ requirements by
happenstance. We should not be spend-
ing the taxpayers’ money in this way.

Several amendments to eliminate
some or all of this unrequested funding
were offered. Unfortunately, Mr. Presi-
dent, these efforts were defeated.

On other matters, | am concerned
about the criteria used in allocating an
additional $200 million for DOE’s envi-
ronmental restoration and waste man-
agement program. | could support, and,
fact, have long advocated increased
funding for this program. However,
rather than accept the recommenda-
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tions provided by the Department of
Energy which listed projects that, if
given increased funding in the near
term, could save substantial dollars in
the out-years, the bill factors in addi-
tional criteria concerning site employ-
ment. | have grave concerns that the
credibility of the entire DOE cleanup
operation will be undermined if it is
treated merely as a jobs program. A
number of factors should be assessed
when deciding to increase funding for
cleanup projects such as: reducing the
risk to the public, workers and the en-
vironment, lessening the long term
mortgage costs of the program; man-
dates and the environment; lessening
the long term mortgage costs of the
program; mandates from Federal and
State laws; and stakeholder input. | do
not believe that the effect on a given
site’s employment should be among
these factors.

| disagree with the committee’s re-
port language concerning the external
regulation of the Department of En-
ergy. | believe Secretary O’Leary’s Ad-
visory Committee on External Regula-
tion established credible reasons for
moving to external regulation, and |
believe that this goal can be accom-
plished without significant increased
costs to the taxpayer and without any
detrimental impact on our Nation’s se-
curity. In my view, the Defense Nu-
clear Facilities Safety Board will con-
tinue to play a key role in ensuring the
safe operation of the defense nuclear
facilities. Since January of this year,
the Department has been carefully re-
viewing the options available for
transitioning to external regulation. A
preferred option should be presented to
the Secretary within the next several
weeks. | believe that the Department
should continue planning to move to
external regulation for nuclear safety.
It is my hope that the plan presented
to the Secretary will outline the steps
necessary for such a transition, rec-
ognizing that such a transition may
take several years.

During consideration on the floor,
the committee accepted an amendment
| offered regarding worker safety and
health at DOE’s Mound. For too long
Congress has done too little to ensure
that the workers in our nuclear weap-
ons complex were adequately protected
from the many hazards they face on a
daily basis. While the situation has im-
proved at many sites, it is unfortu-
nately the case that the Mound facility
is still not up to the standards of other
DOE facilities, not to mention com-
mercial nuclear facilities. This amend-
ment requires DOE to report to Con-
gress on progress to improve worker
health and safety at the facility.

On June 21, 1996, | received a letter
from DOE Under Secretary Tom
Grumbly. This letter clearly estab-
lishes the Department’s intent and
commitment to seriously and forth-
rightly address worker safety issues at
Mound. The letter lists a series of dis-
crete program improvements that will
be taken at the mound site beginning
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immediately and continuing through
1997. These important upgrades should
begin at the earliest possible oppor-
tunity. | remain concerned though that
we may be forcing a trade off between
worker safety and health improve-
ments and the pace of cleanup at the
Mound site. In order to avoid such a
trade off, it may be necessary to seek
an authorization for these activities
during conference.

Finally, | would like to mention a
special retirement provision for Fed-
eral employees who happen to work at
military bases where the work will be
privatized as part of base closure. The
Committee on Armed Services voted 11
to 9 to add nongermane legislation to
the bill that appropriately is in the ju-
risdiction of the Senate Governmental
Affairs Committee. This amendment
also was recently introduced as a bill,
S. 1686, which is pending before the
Subcommittee on Post Office and Civil
Service of the Governmental Affairs
Committee.

Its stated purpose is to make privat-
ization more likely to succeed by giv-
ing employees an incentive to stay at
the base when a private employer takes
over the workload. Under the terms of
the amendment, 30 percent of the Fed-
eral civilian employees at two DOD
bases, one in Indianapolis and one in
Louisville, would enjoy civil service re-
tirement system [CSRS] benefits that
no other Federal employee enjoys
today. | believe the authors of the
amendment intended for it to apply to
a third base in Newark, OH, but it is
unclear whether the workers at the
Ohio base will be eligible for the bene-
fit. In addition, it is unclear whether
bases in Texas and California will also
be covered by the amendment.

Under the terms of the amendment,
additional retirement system credits
would be given to employees in the
civil service retirement system [CSRS]
whose jobs are being privatized, and
who are not eligible for immediate re-
tirement benefits. The amendment
would allow these employees to count
their time as a private contract em-
ployee as qualifying service toward
meeting the eligibility requirements
under CSRS. In addition, their current
high-3 years of salary would be indexed
to general increases in Federal sala-
ries. These benefits are independent of
additional subsequent retirement bene-
fits earned by the employees following
privatization.

Under current law, the affected em-
ployees would be eligible for a CSRS
pension at age 62 with the high 3 years
based on current employment by the
Federal Government. Under the terms
of the amendment, these employees
could retire at an earlier age and their
high-3 years of salary would be at a
level indexed during the years of pri-
vatization. Of course, they would not
even be required to contribute toward
the cost of these extra benefits, al-
though Federal employees in CSRS
must contribute toward system costs.
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While the stated purpose of the
amendment is to encourage Navy em-
ployees to accept contractor employ-
ment in Indianapolis and Louisville,
the proposed retirement incentives do
not apply to 70 percent of the work
force at the two facilities. Nineteen
percent of the employees at the two fa-
cilities are now eligible to retire under
CSRS and therefore, are ineligible for
the proposed retirement incentives.
Fifty-one percent of the employees are
covered under the Federal employees
retirement system [FERS] and there-
fore, are also ineligible for the pro-
posed retirement incentives. Therefore,
in terms of increasing their Federal re-
tirement benefits, it would be to the
advantage of 70 percent of the work
force at the two facilities, to relocate
and seek other Federal employment.

Newark Air Force Base in Ohio is
privatizing in the same way that the
bases in Louisville and Indianapolis are
scheduled to proceed, although it is not
clear from the legislation whether the
employees at Newark would be in-
cluded in the pilot program. The pri-
vatization at Newark has been working
because employees want to remain em-
ployed and many want to stay in the
Newark area. Based upon Newark’s ex-
perience, it is my view that the amend-
ment, offered by Senator COATS, pro-
poses a solution to a problem that does
not really exist. Regrettably, given the
nature of the proposed solution, | be-
lieve that this legislation will create a
host of problems. Problems of equity
and fairness that will fall straight into
the lap of the Committee on Govern-
mental Affairs, the committee with ju-

risdiction over Federal employment
benefits.

We are in the process of downsizing
the Federal Government. | note that

through the efforts of the Armed Serv-
ices and Governmental Affairs Com-
mittee and the administration, we have
240,000 fewer Federal employees than
when President Clinton took office.
Many Federal jobs are being privatized
in place. Numerous Federal jobs are
also being eliminated. One Ohio con-
stituent recently wrote to me and ex-
plained that his job was being elimi-
nated in July. He said that if we could
provide him with 4 additional months
of service credit, he could apply and be
eligible for early retirement under the
civil service retirement system. | can-
not explain to this constituent why he
should not be eligible for an additional
4 months of credit if we are providing
years of service credit to other employ-
ees who are not even losing their jobs.
They have the opportunity to continue
working. They will be eligible to ac-
crue private employer pension benefits
in addition to the Federal benefits they
will have already earned.

Perhaps, the Congress should con-
sider retirement inducements for all
employees affected by privatization
and downsizing. However, if this is to
be done, it should be done in a studied
fashion. Changing a system of univer-
sal retirement benefits—where every-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE

one previously had participated under
the same benefit rules—should be the
subject of hearings in a bright light,
where we understand exactly what eq-
uity problems are created as well as
the long-term cost of providing such
retirement credits.

My problem with the amendment
adopted by the Armed Service Commit-
tee is that it is not generous enough to
discourage employees from seeking
other Federal employment and this is
the purported purpose of the legisla-
tion. The assumption that a majority
of these employees will move onto
other Federal employment also as-
sumes that these employees will want
to relocate and that they will find jobs
through the priority placement pro-
gram. These are two assumptions that
I question. To repeat, the amendment
is not generous enough to fulfill its
stated purpose, while at the same time
it is too generous when one considers
that the Government is proposing to do
nothing along these lines for other em-
ployees being separated from Govern-
ment employment. It is these sorts of
contradictions which should be the
subject of congressional hearings be-
fore we act.

WESTERN KENTUCKY TRAINING SITE

Mr. FORD. Mr. President, the fiscal
year 1997 Department of Defense au-
thorization bill we will pass today con-
tains $10.8 million in authorized fund-
ing for phase 3 construction of the
Western Kentucky Training Site in
Muhlenburg County, KY.

| appreciated the willingness of my
colleagues to secure this funding for
phase 3 construction at the site and
wanted to share with them a recent ar-
ticles from Soldiers magazine.

This article gives an excellent review
of the center’s training activities and
its importance to our Nation’s defense,
calling it the training site of choice of
units stationed in the Eastern United
States.

Again, | would like to thank my col-
leagues for their support of this mili-
tary site, and | ask unanimous consent
that the article be printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From Soldiers magazine, July 1996]
KENTUCKY’S NTC EAST
(By SSgt. David Altom)

Camouflaged soldiers bustle around the
airstrip while, in the distance, a formation of
helicopters moves slowly across the overcast
sky, slingloads of vehicles and equipment
swinging beneath them.

A C-130H Hercules transport lands and
kicks up a cloud of dust as it taxis to the end
of the strip. Turning around in preparation
for takeoff, the aircraft is immediately sur-
rounded by a team of soldiers emerging from
the nearby tree line.

A Humvee pulling a trailer is quickly off-
loaded, the soldiers move back into the
woods. The C-130 stirs up another dust storm
as it roars back down the runway toward
home base. The entire operation take less
than five minutes.

Welcome to the Western Kentucky Train-
ing Site.
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Owned and operated by the Kentucky Na-
tional Guard, the WKYTS is proving popular
with active and Reserve soldiers and airmen,
making it the training site of choice for
units stationed in the eastern United States.

The greatest appeal of the training site is
the open terrain. Occupying more than
700,000 acres of reclaimed strip mine property
near the western tip of Kentucky, the facil-
ity has enough flat and rolling land to give
commanders plenty of training options.
While nearby Fort Campbell and Fort Knox
have live-fire ranges, accommodating every-
thing from M1 Abrams main battle tanks to

Multiple Launch Rocket System, the
WKYTS has shown itself to be ideal for
movement-to-contact exercises and large-

scale maneuvers.

The expanse of the WKYTS is a tanker’s
dream come true, said Lt. Col. Norman
Arflack, commander of the Kentucky Army
Guard’s 1st Battalion, 123rd Armor.

““As a maneuver unit we need to conduct
force-on-force training, especially when we
go to battalion-on-company tactics,” he
said. “That’s hard to do unless you go some
place like Fort Hood. We feel fortunate to
have a facility like this so close, especially
with training dollars so tight.”

Arflack cited last summer’s Advanced
Warfighter Experiment as an example of the
value of the WKYTS. Called Focused Dis-
patch, the experiment employed the latest
developments in satellite communications,
global positioning systems and computer
technology to link armored vehicles at the
Kentucky site to simulations in Fort Knox,
Ky., Fort Rucker, Ala., and Fort Bliss,
Texas. The result was a series of battles in-
volving both real and simulated tanks, at-
tack helicopters and air defense units.

“This was a great experience for us,” said
Arflack, whose unit acted as the opposition
force during the experiment. ““In addition to
movement-to-contact missions, we found we
were able to complete a tank crew pro-
ficiency course during our training period
without having to leave the compound. | saw
our battalion grow in experience, and we
didn’t have to travel a great distance or
worry about overextending our training
budget.”

Col. Pat Ritter, director of the Fort Knox
Battle Lab, which oversaw Focused Dis-
patch, held a similar opinion. “If this isn’t
NTC east,” he said, referring to the National
Training Center in California. ““‘I don’t know
what is.”

Following the pattern of modernization es-
tablished at the WKYTS is the recent addi-
tion of a new moving target system using a
laser interface device, similar to the familiar
MILES systems that most crews are already
trained to use. Along with various station-
ary popup targets and a wash rack designed
to accommodate the largest military hard-
ware, the training center possesses features
of a fully equipped battle training site.

There are plans to station a battalion of
M1ls at the site this summer for year-round
use. Visiting units will have access to this
equipment, making it unnecessary to ship
their own tanks, increasing training cost-ef-
fectiveness.

CWO 4 Joe Wilkins, WKYTS manager, is
especially proud of the expansion taking
place at the site. Most recent is a $6.5 mil-
lion project that will house 175 soldiers. In-
cluded is a 400-seat dining hall, a drill hall
and classrooms for simulator training. Fu-
ture construction will include additional ad-
ministration and storage buildings, a phys-
ical fitness center and a dispensary.

“It’s our goal to create the best military
training facility possible,” said Wilkins,
“not just for the Kentucky Guard, but for
anyone who has a need for quality training.
We don’t like to think of ourselves as being
limited in our vision.”

’



S7522

The versatility of the WKYTS already pays
off. Last fall’s Operation Mega Gold, for ex-
ample, brought together elements of the
101st Airborne Division with assets of the
Kentucky Air National Guard’s 123rd Airlift
Wing. More than 5,000 soldiers and airmen
took part in the two-week exercise, cul-
minating in the simulated capture of an air-
field behind enemy lines.

Teamwork and high technology are also
playing an important part in preserving the
ecological stance of the WKYTS. In addition
to implementing Army’s Integrated Training
Area Management Program, site managers
have begun working with local universities
in creating a comprehensive database listing
complete inventories of everything from en-
dangered species to the different types of
soils. The goal is to create a complete pic-
ture of the natural resources of the WKYTS
and, in turn, ensure more efficient manage-
ment of the site’s training environment.

““We want our soldiers to train in a natural
environment, not a wasteland,” said Faith
Fiene, state environmental manager for the
Kentucky Department of Military Affairs.
“With better identification of training areas
and areas of avoidance by our soldiers today,
we intend to preserve this training area for
future soldiers as well.”

In 1994 the site received the Kentucky Gov-
ernor’s Environmental Excellence Awards in
Soil Conservation. And an agreement with
the state’s Department of Fish and Wildlife
Resources promises to dramatically expand
the training assets that will be available to
the military, as well as the recreational as-
sets available to the public.

With its beginnings in 1969 as a 29-acre
weekend training site, the WKYTS has
grown considerably during its development
into what many in the Kentucky Guard hope
will prove to be the state-of-the-art battle
training center for the 21st century.

Just as the nature of battle is one of con-
stant change, the WKYTS is constantly im-
proving itself, mixing computer simulation
technology, satellite positioning systems,
and targeting with the mud and the dust of
field training—all to prepare today’s soldier
for tomorrow.

Mrs. FRAHM. Mr. President, | rise
today in support of the fiscal year 1997
Defense authorization bill. Through
the able guidance of the distinguished
chairman, Senator THURMOND, the
committee has worked out a strong
bill, which not only ensures the readi-
ness of our forces today, but also,
through the addition of funds for the
procurement and research and develop-
ment accounts, takes significant steps
toward ensuring the future readiness of
our military.

The bill currently before us rep-
resents the second straight year of Re-
publican leadership on defense—com-
monsense conservatism correcting the
drastic cuts to our defenses imposed by
the current administration. Had we
simply rubberstamped the administra-
tions request, we would have again
placed our military on the path back to
a hollow force. Once again, the Repub-
lican led congress has taken the leader-
ship in maintaining our Armed Forces
preeminence. With additional funding
in the so-called investment accounts,
increased funding for military con-
struction, and the fully funded pay
raise, the Senate has taken steps which
will ensure that the men and women of
the U.S. military are not only the best
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trained and equipped, but also that
they are provided with an adequate
quality of life.

Mr. President, | am also pleased that
the bill contains a number of provi-
sions which are important to my State
of Kansas. Whether in Wichita, Par-
sons, or Junction City, this bill has
great effects on Kansas. For example,
the bill includes funding for construc-
tion projects at Fort Riley, McConnell
AFB, and the Kansas National Guard.
Additionally, it also ensures the effi-
cient procurement of the joint primary
aircraft training system, manufactured
in Wichita, and the sensor fuzed weap-
ons, a program important to the Kan-
sas Army Ammunition plant.

In closing, Mr. President, as the new-
est member of the Armed Services
Committee, | look forward to working
with my colleagues in conference to
craft a bill which will pass both Cham-
bers and be presented to the President
for his signature. In so doing, we will
invite the President to join with us in
restoring the U.S. military and ensur-
ing their future preparedness.

Ms. MOSELEY-BRAUN. Mr. Presi-
dent, after much thought and careful
consideration of our military obliga-
tions and needs, | have, reluctantly, to
vote against the National Defense Au-
thorization Act. My decision has been
made all the more difficult because the
bill two amendments—protection of a
woman’s marital property rights if a
spouse rolls the military pension into a
civil service pension and the continu-
ation of funding for the Computer
Aided Education and Training Insti-
tute —which | authored. This fact not-
withstanding, | cannot, in good con-
science, vote in favor of the fiscal year
1997 National Defense Authorization
Act as reported out by the Armed Serv-
ices Committee and amended by the
Senate.

Mr. President, my reasons for voting
against S. 1745 are threefold.

First, and most important, the
present bill still exceeds the President
and Pentagon’s request by $11.3 billion.
This includes  $7.1 billion for
unrequested procurement items—for
some unexplained reason, the bill does
not provide $1.2 billion for requested
procurement projects—and $3.3 billion
for weapons and weapon systems that
are not a part of the Department of De-
fense’s long-range modernization plans.

Second, the bill includes $3.4 billion
for unrequested research and develop-
ment items, while failing to provide
$900 million for research and develop-
ment projects requested by the Presi-
dent.

These unrequested increases add to
the budget deficit and our national
debt.

Third, many of the requested weap-
ons and weapons systems, at best, only
marginally add to the national secu-
rity of our Nation. In any case, their
cost do not justify their manufacture
and implementation.

Mr. President, | believe in a strong
defense. | also believe that defense ex-
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penditures must be consistent with our
military need and obligations and that
whatever we purchase it must be af-
fordable. Sadly, the fiscal year 1997 Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act does
not meet either of those criteria.

USUHS

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. President, |
want to express my strong support for
provisions in this legislation which en-
sure that our Nation’s only military
medical school, the Uniformed Services
University of the Health Sciences
[USUHS] will continue its important
military medicine training programs
into the 21st century.

Since it was established in 1972,
USUHS has played a vital role in pro-
viding top-quality medical care to the
men and women of our armed services.
The institution has consistently pro-
duced first-rate career medical officers
who excel in meeting the needs of mili-
tary medicine and military readiness.

USUHS provides a unique curriculum
that contributes greatly to our mili-
tary preparedness by providing knowl-
edge that is vastly different from that
taught in a civilian medical practice.
This training includes such areas as
trauma, mass casualties, combat sur-
gery, medical logistics, nuclear medi-
cine, tropical infectious diseases, and
medical responses to terrorism.

Over the years, the university’s grad-
uates have consistently demonstrated
a high level of performance during
their various deployments in combat
areas and in support missions from
Desert Storm to Bosnia and Somalia.
This performance based upon their ex-
tensive military training has been vali-
dated by three Surgeons General, the
Assistant Secretary of Defense for
Health Affairs, the American Medical
Association and the Military Coalition,
the Retired Officers Association, the
National Association for Uniformed
Services and the American Legion,
among others. | ask that letters from
these organizations attesting to the
critical importance of the university
be printed in the RECORD immediately
following my statement.

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

(See exhibit 1.)

Mr. SARBANES. | also want to un-
derscore the long-term commitment
made by the majority of USUHS grad-
uates to our armed services. Although
USUHS graduates are required to serve
7 years of active duty beyond the time
they devote to internships and
residencies, the average time they
serve is actually 18.5 years. Of the 2,304
USUHS graduates-to-date, more than
94 percent are still serving in the Air
Force, the Army, the Navy, or the Pub-
lic Health Service. Even more incred-
ible is the fact that, even those who
have completed their required obliga-
tion and could leave for private prac-
tice, 85 percent continue to serve our
Nation.

Mr. President, the continued oper-
ation of the Uniformed Services Uni-
versity of the Health Sciences remains
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critical to our ability to provide a con-
tinuous, experienced cadre of military
physicians to meet our Nation’s special
needs of military medicine and medical
readiness in the future. | appreciate my
colleagues’ continued support and com-
mitment in this very important mat-
ter.
EXHIBIT 1

AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION,
Chicago, IL, June 18, 1996.
Hon. PAUL S. SARBANES,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR SARBANES: The American
Medical Association (AMA) is writing to re-
quest that the Senate oppose Senator
Feingold’s anticipated amendment to the FY
1997 Department of Defense Authorization
bill (S. 1745) which would phase out the Uni-
formed Services University of the Health
Sciences (USUHS). We urge you to join with
your colleagues in the House of Representa-
tives who, on May 15, voted overwhelmingly
(343-82) not to close the USUHS.

Our Nation’s only military medical school
is a national asset which contributes greatly
to our military preparedness as a cost effec-
tive source of physicians for the Uniformed
Services. Military physicians require special
training to equip them in handling peace and
war time situations that are not taught in
traditional medical schools. For example,
during recent military deployments in
Bosnia, Somalia and the Gulf, the effects of
modern weapons, the stress of continuous op-
erations, as well as the noise, toxins and
other battlefield hazards were adroitly han-
dled by USUHS-trained physicians. The
knowledge imparted to these highly-
equipped physicians is vastly different from
that taught in a civilian medical practice.

Many are unaware that the USUHS not
only educates its own graduates, it also pro-
vides special continuing medical education
courses for other physicians. Such education
includes courses in combat casualty care,
tropical medicine, combat stress, disaster
medicine, and medical responses to terror-
ismm—courses not available through civilian
medical schools.

A 1995 GAO study concluded that the
USUHS is cost effective to the federal gov-
ernment by producing medical graduates
who consistently meet the special needs of
military medicine. This same study ac-
knowledged another telling advantage of
USUHS-trained physicians: 43 out of 44 com-
manders of major military medical units
perceived that physicians from the USUHS
have a greater overall understanding of the
military, greater commitment to the mili-
tary, better preparation for operational as-
signments, and better preparation for leader-
ship roles.

The AMA believes that the USUHS’s mis-
sion and goals are consistent with our na-
tional interests and should be allowed to
continue. It exemplifies the best in the fed-
eral government, and should be identified for
recognition and support rather than closure.

We thank you for your consideration of the
truly notable contributions that USUHS
makes to our military and ultimately to our
Nation.

Sincerely,
P. JOHN SEWARD, MD.

THE AMERICAN LEGION,
Washington, DC, June 18, 1996.

DEAR SENATOR: The American Legion urges
opposition to any efforts to eliminate the
Uniformed Services University of the Health
Sciences (USUHS).

This very special institution continues to
serve as a valuable source of military physi-
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cians for the armed forces of the United
States and the Public Health Service. It pro-
vides the military with a corps of dedicated
career medical officers instilled with a
unique degree of commitment and selfless-
ness found in doctors who are trained and
skilled in providing combat casualty care.
This facility offers a full range of instruction
and care in those maladies typically suffered
primarily by military personnel. These in-
clude tropical, epidemiological and parasitic
ailments.

A recent GAO report concluded the total
monetary cost for USUHS compared to the
Armed Forces Health Professional Scholar-
ship Program (AFHPSP) for civilian institu-
tions are merely identical. However, unlike
civilian medical programs, the USUHS pro-
vides military doctors well trained in pri-
mary care medicine, as well as combat cas-
ualty care, tropical medicine, combat stress
and other conditions unique to military de-
ployments and combat conditions. According
to DoD, the retention rate in the armed
forces is eighty-six percent for USUHS grad-
uates compared to fourteen percent for
AFHPSP.

Military medical officers serve beside and
in support of U.S. service personnel when
forces are deployed to a conflict. This envi-
ronment is harsh, chaotic and demanding.
The graduates of USUHS are trained to deal
with these extremes and difficult conditions
and in fact, work and improvise in some of
the most deplorable circumstances where
U.S. military forces are stationed.

To eliminate USUHS would be a great dis-
service to the men and women in the armed
forces. We must do everything we can to pro-
vide the armed forces with the best health
and battle casualty services available.

Once again, The American Legion urges
you to oppose any efforts, especially in the
FY 1997 DoD Authorization bill, which would
eliminate the USUHS. We appreciate your
continued support and commitment on im-
portant veterans’ issues.

Sincerely,
STEVE A. ROBERTSON,
Director, National Legislative Commission.

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR
UNIFORMED SERVICES,
Springfield, VA, June 17, 1996.

DEAR SENATOR: As a result of misleading
and incomplete information several at-
tempts have been made to close the Uni-
formed Services University of the Health
Sciences (USUHS). The National Association
for Uniformed Services once again urges you
to support USUHS.

The General Accounting Office (GAO) re-
cently confirmed what we and other military
associations have been asserting during the
past four consecutive attempts at
closure . . . there is NO DIFFERENCE to
the federal government in the cost per year
of service between USUHS and the scholar-
ship physicians (GAO/HEHS-95-244, page
33 . .. $181,575/USUHS vs. $181,169/Scholar-
ship).

F[L)rther, there is a difference between med-
icine practiced in civilian and military set-
tings. During military deployments to
Bosnia, Somalia, Haiti and the Gulf, the ef-
fects of modern weapons, the stress of con-
tinuous operations, and the noise, toxins,
and other hazards of the battlefield were en-
countered and anticipated. Military physi-
cians had to deal with realities of risk as-
sessment, prevention, medical evacuation,
and the clinical management of diseases and
injuries; the outstanding performance of de-
ployed USUHS physicians has been recog-
nized and verified by the Surgeons General
during Congressional Hearings and by the
medical commanders in response to the GAO.
It is a fact that ‘“‘the militarily unique
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courses provided by USUHS are NOT avail-
able through civilian medical schools”

(American Medical Association letter of en-
dorsement to the Congress dated May 14,
1996).

USUHS has consistently met, or exceeded,
its mission. This excellence in service was
recognized in the House of Representatives
on May 15, 1996, with 343 votes for the reten-
tion of USUHS vs. 82 votes for closure.

We believe that the Senate should reaffirm
its decision for the continuation of USUHS
as a cost effective source of militarily
trained physicians for the Armed Forces. We
believe that we owe it to those who serve our
Nation in the Uniformed Services to provide
them with the best medical support that is
available.

Sincerely,
J.C. PENNINGTON,
Major General, USA, Retired,
President.

Mr. PELL. Mr. President, | would
like to draw the attention of my fellow
Members to a significant nonprolifera-
tion amendment now in the defense au-
thorization bill. I am pleased to have
joined with the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
GLENN] in the provision that would
withhold for a period of 1 year Export-
Import Bank credits for any entity
that knowingly assists a nonnuclear-
weapon state to acquire a nuclear ex-
plosive device or the special nuclear
materials for such a device. | am
pleased that the Senator from North
Carolina [Mr. HELMS] is joining us as a
COSpoNsor.

This amendment, which has been
adopted, represents a significant ad-
vance in our efforts to target compa-
nies that are profiting from nuclear
proliferation. It will strengthen the
President’s hand in showing U.S. deter-
mination to do all that it can to pre-
vent illicit trafficking in nuclear weap-
ons and the materials needed to make
them.

Under current law, and subject to a
national interest waiver, Eximbank
credits are denied to: First, any coun-
try that has violated an international
nuclear safeguards agreement; second,
any country that has violated an
agreement for nuclear cooperation
with the United States; third, any non-
nuclear weapons state that has deto-
nated a nuclear weapon, or fourth, any
country that has willfully aided or
abetted a nonnuclear weapons state to
get nuclear weapons.

This amendment requires the Presi-
dent to apply sanctions against per-
sons, including government-owned en-
tities operating as commercial enter-
prises, that knowingly aid or abet ef-
forts by a country to acquire a nuclear
explosive device or the nuclear mate-
rial for such a device. The amendment
also authorizes the President to termi-
nate sanctions upon receipt of reliable
assurances that the effort to aid or
abet has ceased and that such country
or person will not in the future aid or
abet any nonnuclear-weapons state in
efforts to acquire nuclear explosives or
unsafeguarded materials.

Mr. President, in May the State De-
partment announced that a firm owned
by the Chinese Government—CNEIC,
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China Nuclear Energy Industry Cor-
poration—had sent ring magnets to an
unsafeguarded Pakistani nuclear en-
richment facility and it had engaged in
other undisclosed nuclear cooperation.
The law provides for sanctions in such
a case against China if the transfer was
the result of a willful action by the
Government of China. Under this
amendment, CNEIC could be sanc-
tioned specifically for its activities for
a period of 1 year. With this amend-
ment the United States would move
away from a situation in which Exim
financing denial must be applied
against a whole country, or not at all,
which has presented very difficult
choices. With this amendment, the de-
nial of Exim financing can be focused
on the wrongdoer. This will help us
avoid charades in which we desperately
avoid facing up to proliferation prob-
lems. As a result, companies and coun-
tries tempted to misbehave in the pro-
liferation area will know that there is
a much more real prospect of penalties
that are both painful and appropriate.

This amendment represents a further
refinement of an expanding array of
sanctions legislation that is steadily
evolving in order to make it a more ef-
fective instrument of U.S. foreign pol-
icy in a bipartisan effort to end the
spread of nuclear weapons.

This has included the Glenn and Sy-
mington amendments of the mid-1970’s,
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Act of
1978, the Chemical and Biological
Weapons Control and Warfare Elimi-
nation Act of 1991, and the Nuclear
Proliferation Prevention Act of 1994 as
well as a number of other legislative
initiatives.

The Senate has been in the lead of ef-
forts to develop a coherent and effec-
tive nonproliferation policy for the
United States. At times, those of us
most involved have worked closely
with the executive branch. At other
times we have been at odds, but we
have been able to reach reasonable
compromises. As a result, the United
States has set an example for the rest
of the world and has brought other na-
tions along with us. In addition, some
of the nations most concerned about
proliferation have taken their own ini-
tiatives and the result is a world stead-
ily more attuned to the problems posed
by nonproliferation and better willing
and able to deal with those problems.

DOE NUCLEAR SAFETY

Mr. GLENN. Would the distinguished
Senator from the State of Idaho care to
engage me in a colloquy concerning the
Department of Energy’s compliance
with its nuclear safety regulations?

Mr. KEMPTHORNE. | would be de-
lighted to. The ldaho National Engi-
neering Laboratory is a key DOE facil-
ity located in my State, and | am very
concerned that it be operated in as safe
a manner as possible with regard to nu-
clear safety. As a fellow member of the
Strategic Forces Subcommittee who
has DOE facilities in his own State, |
know that the Senator from Ohio
shares these concerns.
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Mr. GLENN. | certainly do. As the
Senator knows, DOE has recently is-
sued regulations pursuant to the Price
Anderson Act/Atomic Energy Act.
These regulations are entitled Nuclear
Safety Management, 10 CFR 830, and
Occupational Radiation Protection, 10
CFR 835. A primary purpose of these
regulations is to strengthen line man-
agement accountability for nuclear
safety. These regulations are enforce-
able with sanctions, such as fines and
penalties, as appropriate. The strength
of the regulations is enhanced by pub-
lic accountability, primarily of the
DOE contractors, through self-report-
ing, as well as through DOE inspec-
tions. Does the distinguished Senator
from ldaho agree that these regula-
tions will enhance the DOE’s goal of
improving nuclear safety?

Mr. KEMPTHORNE. Absolutely. A
key factor in improving nuclear safety
at DOE defense nuclear facilities is line
management accountability. The Sec-
retary of Energy and Defense Nuclear
Facilities Safety Board have repeat-
edly highlighted this point. In order for
Congress to be assured that such ac-
countability is occurring, we should
encourage the Department of Energy
to provide Congress with regular brief-
ings on the status of its compliance
with the important nuclear safety reg-
ulations which we have discussed here
today.

Mr. GLENN. | agree. Such briefings
could include: First, a list of defense
nuclear facilities evaluated and a dis-
cussion of progress made in meeting
the compliance requirements set forth
in the Price Anderson nuclear safety
regulations; second, a list of non-
compliance events and violations of
the regulations identified by line man-
agement and headquarters oversight;
third, improvements in public safety
and worker protection as a result of
these regulations; and fourth, any
other information which the Depart-
ment deems important.

Mr. KEMPTHORNE. | believe this is
important information for Congress to
have as it carries out its responsibil-
ities. | look forward to continuing to
work with the Senator from Ohio on
this important issue.

Mr. GLENN. | thank the Senator and
congratulate him on his leadership on
these issues on the Strategic Forces
Subcommittee.

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, al-
though | support many provisions of
the bill, I will vote against the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act of
1997.

This bill authorizes more than $10

billion above the funding level re-
quested by the administration and the
Joint Chiefs of Staff. This level of
funding is simply unwarranted.

The United States spends more on its
military than the next five countries
combined, most of which are our NATO
allies. The Soviet Union is no more and
the cold war has been won. Our mili-
tary must focus on the very real
threats of today, not the ghost of the
Warsaw Pact.
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Furthermore, more than $2 billion of
the congressional add-on is earmarked
for programs that are not in the Penta-
gon’s 5-year defense plan. These are
programs that the Pentagon says it
does not need now and will not need for
the foreseeable future. Funneling bil-
lions of dollars into programs the mili-
tary has made clear it does not need is
bad policy in the extreme.

| am pleased that the managers have
agreed to remove objectionable lan-
guage concerning the ABM Treaty
from the bill. While the removal of
these legislative riders improves the
bill, it still includes an unjustifiable
authorization level for ballistic missile
defense programs. | vigorously support
funding for theater missile defense sys-
tems, but oppose the shift in emphasis
contained to national missile defense
systems. To deploy a national missile
defense system as envisioned by the
sponsors of this bill could cost up to $60
billion while contributing little to our
national security.

The bill contains three amendments
that | offered. An amendment offered
by Senator GRASSLEY and myself would
cap the amount of reimbursable com-
pensation for government contractors
at $200,000. This amendment will put an
end to the multimillion dollar bonuses
that defense executives regularly pay
themselves, and then pass the bill to
the American taxpayer.

Another amendment | offered would
make it easier for civilians to take ad-
vantage of the tremendous resources
available at the Defense Language In-
stitute. Also, the managers accepted an
amendment | offered to extend a pilot
program for the purchase of municipal
services at the closing Fort Ord. | hope
that the managers will work to retain
these amendments in conference.

Mr. GORTON. Mr. President, | ask
unanimous consent for 1 minute to ask
a question of the managers of the bill.

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

Mr. GORTON. Mr. President, I, too,
have an amendment that | would like
considered in this bill. I have discussed
it with the staff and with the prin-
cipals. Because they do not want to go
back to second reading, they did not
want to do it at the present time. But
in an amendment which Senator MuR-
RAY and | sponsored with relation to
USTF’s and medical care, we have a
portion of section 722 that the two of us
would like deleted. | simply wanted the
assurances, which | am sure are there,
of the Senators that they will work to
do the job right for Seattle and the
State of Washington in the course of
the conference.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Carolina.

Mr. THURMOND. | assure the Sen-
ator we will be glad to discuss this
matter in conference.

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, | respond
to our friend from Washington that we
will be glad to work with him in con-
ference to look at this. We have just
not had time to completely diagnose
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and understand the effects of the
amendment at this point, but we will
be glad to work with him in con-
ference.

Mr. GORTON. | thank the managers
of the bill.

Mr. THURMOND addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Carolina.

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, |
ask unanimous consent that all re-
maining votes following the vote on
passage of the DOD appropriations bill
be limited to 10 minutes in length, and
there be 1 minute for explanation to be
provided prior to the votes with respect
to the Dorgan amendment and the
Kassebaum amendment.

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

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President,
going back to the defense bill, | just
want to take this opportunity, al-
though | have had printed the name of
every staff member of the Armed Serv-
ices Committee following my earlier
remarks in the RECORD—they all did a
fine job—I just want to especially com-
mend the director, Les Brownlee, for
the outstanding job he has done. He has
done one of the best jobs since | have
been in the Senate in connection with
a defense bill.

I also would like to commend Arnold
Punaro, the director on the minority
side, for doing such a fine job. He has
been in the Senate since 1973. We have
been very fortunate to have Les
Brownlee and Arnold Punaro to work
with us on this defense bill.

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, have the
yeas and nays been ordered on the bill?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They
have not.

Mr. NUNN. Mr. President, | ask for
the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There is a sufficient second.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question now occurs on the passage of
S. 1745, as amended.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. NICKLES. | announce that the
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. CocH-
RAN] is necessarily absent.

The result was announced, yeas 68,
nays 31, as follows:

[Rollcall VVote No. 187 Leg.]

YEAS—68
Abraham Dodd Inouye
Akaka Domenici Jeffords
Ashcroft Faircloth Johnston
Bennett Feinstein Kassebaum
Bingaman Ford Kempthorne
Bond Frahm Kyl
Breaux Frist Lieberman
Brown Gorton Lott
Burns Graham Lugar
Campbell Gramm Mack
Chafee Grams McCain
Coats Grassley McConnell
Cohen Gregg Mikulski
Conrad Hatch Murkowski
Coverdell Heflin Nickles
Craig Helms Nunn
D’Amato Hollings Pressler
Daschle Hutchison Reid
DeWine Inhofe Robb

Roth Smith Thompson
Santorum Snowe Thurmond
Shelby Stevens Warner
Simpson Thomas
NAYS—31
Baucus Harkin Murray
Biden Hatfield Pell
Boxer Kennedy Pryor
Bradley Kerrey Rockefeller
Bryan Kerry Sarbanes
Bumpers Kohl Simon
Byrd Lautenberg Specter
Dorgan Leahy Wellstone
Exon Levin Wyden
Feingold Moseley-Braun
Glenn Moynihan
NOT VOTING—1
Cochran

The bill (S. 1745), as amended, was
passed as follows:
S. 1745

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘““National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
19977,

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

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

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

(2) Division B—Military Construction Au-
thorizations.

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

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

Sec. 1. Short title.

Sec. 2. Organization of Act into divisions;
table of contents.

Sec. 3. Congressional defense
defined.

Sec. 4. General limitation.
DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 101. Army.

Sec. 102. Navy and Marine Corps.

Sec. 103. Air Force.

Sec. 104. Defense-wide activities.

Sec. 105. Reserve components.

Sec. 106. Defense Inspector General.

Sec. 107. Chemical demilitarization
gram.

Defense health program.

Defense Nuclear Agency.

Subtitle B—Army Programs

Multiyear procurement of Javelin
missile system.

Army assistance for Chemical De-
militarization Citizens’ Advi-
sory Commissions.

Study regarding neutralization of
the chemical weapons stock-
pile.

Permanent authority to carry out
arms initiative.

Type classification of Electro Optic
Augmentation (EOA) system.
Bradley TOW 2 Test Program sets.
Demilitarization of assembled

chemical munitions.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs

EA-6B aircraft reactive jammer
program.

Penguin missile program.

Nuclear attack submarine
grams.

Arleigh Burke class destroyer pro-
gram.

committees

pro-

108.
109.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 111.

Sec. 112.

Sec. 113.

Sec. 114.

Sec. 115.

116.
117.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 121.

122.
123.

Sec.
Sec. pro-

Sec. 124.

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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. 125,

126.

127.
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Maritime prepositioning ship pro-
gram enhancement.

Additional exception from cost lim-
itation for Seawolf submarine
program.

Radar modernization.

Subtitle D—AIir Force Programs

131.

Multiyear contracting authority
for the C-17 aircraft program.

Subtitle E—Reserve Components

141.

Assessments of modernization pri-
orities of the reserve compo-
nents.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,

TEST, AND EVALUATION

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

. 201.
202.

203.
204.

Authorization of appropriations.

Amount for basic research and ex-
ploratory development.

Defense Nuclear Agency.

Funds for research, development,
test, and evaluation relating to
humanitarian demining tech-
nologies.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,

211.
212.

213.

214.

215.

216.

217.

218.

219.
220.

221.

222.

223.

224.

225.
226.

227.

228.

229.

230.

Restrictions, and Limitations

Space launch modernization.

Department of Defense Space Ar-
chitect.

Space-based
gram.

Research for advanced submarine
technology.

Clementine 2 micro-satellite devel-
opment program.

Tier Il minus unmanned aerial ve-

infrared system pro-

hicle.

Defense airborne reconnaissance
program.

Cost analysis of F-22 aircraft pro-
gram.

F-22 aircraft program reports.

Nonlethal weapons and
nologies programs.

Counterproliferation support pro-
gram.

Federally funded research and de-
velopment centers and univer-
sity-affiliated research centers.

Advanced submarine technologies.

Funding for basic research in nu-
clear seismic monitoring.

Cyclone class craft self-defense.

Computer-assisted education and
training.

Seamless High
Connectivity.

Cost-benefit analysis of F/A-18E/F
aircraft program.

tech-

Off-Chip

National Polar-Orbiting Oper-
ational Environmental Sat-
ellite System.

Surgical strike vehicle for use

against hardened and deeply
buried targets.

Subtitle C—Ballistic Missile Defense

231.

232.

233.

234.
235.

236.
237.

238.

Conversion of ABM treaty to multi-
lateral treaty.

Funding for upper tier theater mis-
sile defense systems.

Elimination of requirements for
certain items to be included in
the annual report on the ballis-
tic missile defense program.

ABM treaty defined.

Scorpius space launch technology
program.

Corps SAM/MEADS program.

Annual report on threat of attack
by ballistic missiles carrying
nuclear, chemical, or biological
warheads.

Air Force national missile defense
plan.



S7526

Sec. 239. Extension of prohibition on use of
funds to implement an inter-
national agreement concerning
theater missile defense sys-
tems.

Subtitle D—Other Matters

Sec. 241. Live-fire survivability testing of F-
22 aircraft.

Sec. 242. Live-fire survivability testing of V-
22 aircraft.

Sec. 243. Amendment to University Research
Initiative Support Program.

Sec. 244. Desalting technologies.

Subtitle E—National Oceanographic
Partnership
251. Short title.
252. National Oceanographic Partner-
ship Program.
TITLE 11I—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 301. Operation and maintenance fund-
ing.

Sec. 302. Working capital funds.

Sec. 303. Defense Nuclear Agency.

Sec. 304. Transfer from National Defense
Stockpile Transaction Fund.

Sec. 305. Civil Air Patrol.

Sec. 306. SR-71 contingency reconnaissance

force.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations

311. Funding for second and third mari-
time prepositioning ships out of
National Defense Sealift Fund.

National Defense Sealift Fund.

Nonlethal weapons capabilities.

Restriction on Coast Guard fund-
ing.

Ocenographic ship operations and
data analysis.

Subtitle C—Depot-Level Activities

321. Department of Defense perform-
ance of core logistics functions.

322. Increase in percentage limitation
on contractor performance of
depot-level maintenance and re-
pair workloads.

323. Report on depot-level maintenance
and repair.

324. Depot-level maintenance and repair
workload defined.

325. Strategic plan relating to depot-
level maintenance and repair.

326. Annual report on competitive pro-
cedures.

327. Annual risk assessments regarding
private performance of depot-
level maintenance work.

328. Extension of authority for naval
shipyards and aviation depots
to engage in defense-related
production and services.

329. Limitation on use of funds for F-18
aircraft depot maintenance.

Sec. 330. Depot maintenance and repair at

facilities closed by BRAC.

Subtitle D—Environmental Provisions

Sec. 341. Establishment of separate environ-
mental restoration accounts for
each military department.

Sec. 342. Defense contractors covered by re-
quirement for reports on con-
tractor reimbursement costs
for response actions.

Sec. 343. Repeal of redundant notification
and consultation requirements
regarding remedial investiga-
tions and feasibility studies at
certain installations to be
closed under the base closure
laws.

Sec. 344. Payment of certain stipulated civil
penalties.

Sec.

312.
313.
314.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 315.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 345. Authority to withhold listing of
Federal facilities on National
Priorities List.

Authority to transfer contami-
nated Federal property before
completion of required reme-
dial actions.

Clarification of meaning of
uncontaminated property for
purposes of transfer by the
United States.

Shipboard solid waste control.

Cooperative agreements for the
management of cultural re-
sources on military installa-
tions.

Report on withdrawal
lands at El Centro Naval
Facility, California.

Use of hunting and fishing permit
fees collected at closed military
reservations.

Authority for agreements with In-
dian tribes for services under
Environmental Restoration
Program.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

Firefighting and security-guard
functions at facilities leased by
the Government.

Authorized use of recruiting funds.

Noncompetitive procurement of
brand-name commercial items
for resale in commissary stores.

Administration of midshipmen’s
store and other Naval Academy
support activities as nonappro-
priated fund instrumentalities.

Assistance to committees involved
in inauguration of the Presi-
dent.

Department of Defense support for
sporting events.

Renovation of building for Defense
Finance and Accounting Serv-
ice Center, Fort Benjamin Har-
rison, Indiana.

Computer Emergency Response
Team at Software Engineering
Institute.

Reimbursement under agreement
for instruction of civilian stu-
dents at Foreign Language In-
stitute of the Defense Language
Institute.

Authority of Air National Guard to
provide certain services at Lin-
coln Municipal Airport, Lincoln
Nebraska.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL

AUTHORIZATIONS

Subtitle A—Active Forces

End strengths for active forces.

Temporary flexibility relating to
permanent end strength levels.

Authorized strengths for commis-
sioned officers in grades O-4, O-
5, and O-6.

Extension of requirement for rec-
ommendations regarding ap-
pointments to joint 4-star offi-
cer positions.

Increase in authorized number of
general officers on active duty
in the Marine Corps.

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces

End strengths for Selected Reserve.

End strengths for Reserves on ac-
tive duty in support of the re-
serves.

Personnel management relating to
assignment to service in the Se-
lective Service System.

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 421. Authorization of appropriations for

military personnel.

Sec. 346.

347.

Sec.

348.
349.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 350. of public

Air

Sec. 351.

Sec. 352.

Sec. 361.

362.
363.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 364.

Sec. 365.

Sec. 366.

Sec. 367.

Sec. 368.

Sec. 369.

Sec. 370.

401.
402.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 403.

Sec. 404.

Sec. 405.

411.
412.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 413.
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TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY
Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy

Sec. 501. Extension of authority for tem-
porary promotions for certain
Navy lieutenants with critical
skills.

Exception to baccalaureate degree
requirement for appointment in
the Naval Reserve in grades
above O-2.

Time for award of degrees by
unaccredited educational insti-
tutions for graduates to be con-
sidered educationally qualified
for appointment as Reserve of-
ficers in grade O-3.

Chief Warrant Officer promotions.

Frequency of periodic report on
promotion rates of officers cur-
rently or formerly serving in
joint duty assignments.

Grade of Chief of Naval Research.

Service credit for senior ROTC ca-
dets and midshipmen in simul-
taneous membership program.

Subtitle B—Matters Relating to Reserve
Components

Sec. 511. Clarification of definition of active
status.

Amendments to Reserve Officer
Personnel Management Act
provisions.

Repeal of requirement for physical
examinations of members of
National Guard called into Fed-
eral service.

Authority for a Reserve on active
duty to waive retirement sanc-
tuary.

Retirement of Reserves disabled by
injury or disease incurred or
aggravated during overnight
stay between inactive duty
training periods.

Reserve credit for participation in
the Health Professions Scholar-
ship and Financial Assistance
Program.

Report on Guard and Reserve force
structure.

Modified end strength authoriza-
tion for military technicians
for the Air National Guard for
fiscal year 1997.

Subtitle C—Officer Education Programs

Sec. 521. Increased age limit on appointment
as a cadet or midshipman in the
Senior Reserve Officers’ Train-
ing Corps and the service acad-
emies.

Demonstration project for instruc-
tion and support of Army ROTC
units by members of the Army
Reserve and National Guard.

Prohibition on reorganization of
Army ROTC Cadet Command of
termination of Senior ROTC
units pending report on ROTC.

Subtitle D—Other Matters

Retirement at grade to which se-
lected for promotion when a
physical disability is found at
any physical examination.

Limitations on recall of retired
members to active duty.

Disability coverage for officers
granted excess leave for edu-
cational purposes.

Uniform policy regarding retention
of members who are perma-
nently nonworldwide assign-
able.

Authority to extend period for en-
listment in regular component
under the delayed entry pro-
gram.

Sec. 502.

Sec. 503.

504.
505.

Sec.
Sec.

506.
507.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 512.

Sec. 513.

Sec. 514.

Sec. 515.

Sec. 516.

Sec. 517.

Sec. 518.

Sec. 522.

Sec. 523.

Sec. 531.

532.

Sec.

Sec. 533.

Sec. 534.

Sec. 535.
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Sec. 536. Career service reenlistments for
members with at least 10 years
of service.

Revisions to missing persons au-
thorities.

Inapplicability of Soldiers’ and
Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of 1940
to the period of limitations for
filing claims for corrections of
military records.

Medal of Honor for certain African-
American soldiers who served
in World War I1.

Chief and assistant chief of Army
Nurse Corps.

Chief and assistant chief of Air
Force Nurse Corps.

Waiver of time Ilimitations for
award of certain decorations to
specified persons.

Military Personnel Stalking Pun-
ishment and Prevention Act of
1996.

Subtitle E—Commissioned Corps of the
Public Health Service
Sec. 561. Applicability to Public Health
Service of prohibition on cred-
iting cadet or midshipmen serv-
ice at the service academies.
Sec. 562. Exception to grade limitations for
Public Health Service officers
assigned to the Department of
Defense.

Subtitle F—Defense Economic Adjustment,
Diversification, Conversion, and Stabilization
Sec. 571. Authority to expand law enforce-

ment placement program to in-

clude firefighters.
Sec. 572. Troops-to-teachers

provements.
Subtitle G—Armed Forces Retirement Home

Sec. 581. References to Armed Forces Retire-
ment Home Act of 1991.

Acceptance of uncompensated serv-
ices.

Disposal of real property.

Matters concerning personnel.

Sec. 585. Fees for residents.

Sec. 586. Authorization of appropriations.

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER
PERSONNEL BENEFITS
Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances

601. Military pay raise for fiscal year
1997.

Rate of cadet and midshipman pay.

Pay of senior noncommissioned of-
ficers while hospitalized.

Basic allowance for quarters for
members assigned to sea duty.

Uniform applicability of discretion
to deny an election not to oc-
cupy Government quarters.

Family separation allowance for
members separated by military
orders from spouses who are
members.

607. Waiver of time Ilimitations for

claim for pay and allowances.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and

Incentive Pays

Extension of certain bonuses for re-
serve forces.

Extension of certain bonuses and
special pay for nurse officer
candidates, registered nurses,
and nurse anesthetists.

Extension of authority relating to
payment of other bonuses and
special pays.

Increased special pay for dental of-
ficers of the Armed Forces.

Retention special pay for Public
Health Service optometrists.

Special pay for nonphysician
health care providers in the
Public Health Service.

Sec. 537.

Sec. 538.

Sec. 539.

Sec. 540.

Sec. 541.

Sec. 542.

Sec. 543.

program im-

Sec. 582.

583.
584.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 602.
Sec. 603.
Sec. 604.

Sec. 605.

Sec. 606.

Sec.

Sec. 611.

Sec. 612.

Sec. 613.

Sec. 614.

Sec. 615.

Sec. 616.
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Sec. 617. Foreign language proficiency pay
for Public Health Service and
National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration officers.

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation
Allowances

Sec. 621. Round trip travel allowances for
shipping motor vehicles at Gov-
ernment expense.

Sec. 622. Option to store instead of transport
a privately owned vehicle at
the expense of the United
States.

Sec. 623. Deferral of travel with travel and
transportation allowances in
connection with leave between
consecutive overseas tours.

Sec. 624. Funding for transportation of
household effects of Public
Health Service officers.

Subtitle D—Retired Pay, Survivor Benefits,
and Related Matters

Sec. 631. Effective date for military retiree
cost-of-living adjustment for
fiscal year 1998.

Allotment of retired or retainer
pay.

Cost-of-living increases in SBP
contributions to be effective
concurrently with payment of
related retired pay cost-of-liv-
ing increases.

Annuities for certain military sur-
viving spouses.

Adjusted annual income limitation
applicable to eligibility for in-
come supplement for certain
widows of members of the uni-
formed services.

Prevention of circumvention of
court order by waiver of retired
pay to enhance civil service re-
tirement annuity.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

Reimbursement for adoption ex-
penses incurred in adoptions
through private placements.

Waiver of recoupment of amounts
withheld for tax purposes from
certain separation pay received
by involuntarily  separated
members and former members
of the Armed Forces.

Payment to Vietnamese comman-
dos captured and interned by
North Vietnam.

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—General

Sec. 632.

Sec. 633.

Sec. 634.

Sec. 635.

Sec. 636.

Sec. 641.

Sec. 642.

Sec. 643.

Sec. 701. Implementation of requirement for
Selected Reserve dental insur-
ance plan.

Sec. 702. Dental insurance plan for military

retirees and certain dependents.

Uniform composite health care sys-
tem software.

Enhancement of third-party collec-
tion and secondary payer au-
thorities under CHAMPUS.

Codification of authority to credit
CHAMPUS collections to pro-
gram accounts.

Comptroller General review of
health care activities of the De-
partment of Defense relating to
Persian Gulf illnesses.

Restoration of previous policy re-
garding restrictions on use of
Department of Defense Medical
Facilities.

Plans for medicare subvention
demonstration programs.

Research and benefits relating to
Gulf War service.

Preventive health care screening
for colon and prostate cancer.

Sec. 703.

Sec. 704.

Sec. 705.

Sec. 706.

Sec. 707.

Sec. 708.

Sec. 709.

Sec. 710.
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Subtitle B—Uniformed Services Treatment

Facilities

Sec. 721. Definitions.

Sec. 722. Inclusion of designated providers in
uniformed services health care
delivery system.

Sec. 723. Provision of uniform benefit by
designated providers.

Sec. 724. Enrollment of covered bene-
ficiaries.

Sec. 725. Application of CHAMPUS payment
rules.

Sec. 726. Payments for services.

Sec. 727. Repeal of superseded authorities.

TITLE VIHII—ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUI-
SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED
MATTERS

Sec. 801. Procurement technical
programs.

Extension of pilot mentor-protege
program.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain prototype projects.

Revisions to the program for the
assessment of the national de-
fense technology and industrial
base.

Procurements to be made from
small arms industrial base
firms.

Exception to prohibition on pro-
curement of foreign goods.

Treatment of Department of De-
fense cable television franchise
agreements.

Remedies for reprisals against con-
tractor employee whistle-
blowers.

Implementation of information
technology management re-
form.

Research under transactions other
than contracts and grants.

Reporting requirement under dem-
onstration project for purchase
of fire, security, police, public
works, and utility services from
local Government agencies.

Test programs for modernization-
through-spares.

Pilot program for transfer of de-
fense technology information
to private industry.

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT

Subtitle A—General Matters

Repeal of reorganization of Office
of Secretary of Defense.

902. Codification of requirements relat-
ing to continued operation of
the Uniformed Services Univer-
sity of the Health Sciences.

Codification of requirement for
United States Army Reserve
Command.

Transfer of authority to control
transportation systems in time
of war.

Redesignation of Office of Naval
Records and History Fund and
correction of related references.

Role of Director of Central Intel-
ligence in appointment and
evaluation of certain intel-
ligence officials.

Matters to be considered in next as-
sessment of current missions,
responsibilities, and force
structure of the unified com-
batant commands.

Actions to limit adverse effects of
establishment of National Mis-
sile Defense Joint Program Of-
fice on private sector employ-
ment.

assistance
Sec. 802.
Sec. 803.
Sec. 804.

Sec. 805.

Sec. 806.

Sec. 807.

Sec. 808.

Sec. 809.

Sec. 810.

Sec. 811.

Sec. 812.

Sec. 813.

Sec. 901.

Sec.

Sec. 903.

Sec. 904.
905.

Sec.

Sec. 906.

Sec. 907.

Sec. 908.
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Subtitle B—National Imagery and Mapping
Agency

Sec. 911. Short title.

Sec. 912. Findings.

PART |—ESTABLISHMENT

Establishment, missions, and au-
thority.

922. Transfers.

Sec. 921.

Sec.

Sec. 923. Compatibility with authority under
the National Security Act of
1947.

Sec. 924. Other personnel management au-
thorities.

Sec. 925. Creditable civilian service for ca-

reer conditional employees of
the Defense Mapping Agency.

Sec. 926. Saving provisions.

Sec. 927. Definitions.

Sec. 928. Authorization of appropriations.
PART |I—CONFORMING AMENDMENTS AND

EFFECTIVE DATES

931. Redesignation and repeals.

932. References.

933. Headings and clerical amendments.

934. Effective dates.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial Matters

1001. Transfer authority.

1002. Authority for obligation of certain
unauthorized fiscal year 1996
defense appropriations.

Authorization of prior emergency
supplemental appropriations
for fiscal year 1996.

Use of funds transferred
Coast Guard.

Use of military-to-military con-
tacts funds for professional
military education and train-
ing.

Payment of certain expenses relat-
ing to humanitarian and civic
assistance.

Reimbursement of Department of
Defense for costs of disaster as-
sistance provided outside the
United States.

Fisher House Trust Fund for the
Navy.

Designation and liability of dis-
bursing and certifying officials
for the Coast Guard.

Authority to suspend or terminate
collection actions against de-
ceased members of the Coast
Guard.

Sec. 1011. Check cashing and exchange
transactions with credit unions
outside the United States.

Subtitle B—Naval Vessels and Shipyards

Sec. 1021. Authority to transfer naval ves-
sels.

Sec. 1022. Transfer of certain obsolete tug-

boats of the Navy.

1023. Repeal of requirement for continu-
ous applicability of contracts
for phased maintenance of AE
class ships.

1024. Contract options for LMSR ves-
sels.

1025. Sense of the Senate concerning
USS LCS 102 (LSSL 102).

Subtitle C—Counter-Drug Activities

1031. Authority to provide additional
support for counter-drug activi-
ties of Mexico.

1032. Limitation on defense funding of
the National Drug Intelligence
Center.

Sec. 1033. Investigation of the National Drug

Intelligence Center.
Subtitle D—Matters Relating to Foreign
Countries

Sec. 1041. Agreements for exchange of de-
fense personnel between the
United States and foreign coun-
tries.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1003.

Sec. 1004. to the

Sec. 1005.

Sec. 1006.

Sec. 1007.

Sec. 1008.

Sec. 1009.

Sec. 1010.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1042. Authority for reciprocal exchange
of personnel between the Unit-
ed States and foreign countries
for flight training.

Extension of counterproliferation
authorities.

1044. Prohibition on collection and re-
lease of detailed satellite im-
agery relating to Israel and
other countries and areas.

1045. Defense burdensharing.

1046. Sense of the Senate concerning ex-
port controls.

1047. Report on NATO enlargement.

Subtitle E—Miscellaneous Reporting

Requirements

1051. Annual report on emerging oper-
ational concepts.

1052. Annual joint warfighting science
and technology plan.

1053. Report on military readiness re-
quirements of the Armed
Forces.

1054. Annual report of reserve forces

policy board.

Information on proposed funding
for the Guard and Reserve com-
ponents in future-years Defense
programs.

Report on facilities used for test-
ing launch vehicle engines.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

1061. Uniform Code of Military Justice
amendments.

Limitation on retirement or dis-
mantlement of strategic nu-
clear delivery systems.

1063. Correction of references to Depart-

ment of Defense organizations.

1064. Authority of certain members of
the Armed Forces to perform
notarial or consular acts.

1065. Training of members of the uni-
formed services at non-Govern-
ment facilities.

1066. Third-party liability to United
States for tortious infliction of
injury or disease on members of
the uniformed services.

Display of State flags at installa-
tions and facilities of the De-
partment of Defense.

1068. George C. Marshall European Cen-
ter for Strategic Security Stud-
ies.

1069. Authority to award to civilian
participants in the defense of
Pearl Harbor the Congressional
medal previously authorized
only for military participants
in the defense of Pearl Harbor.

Michael O’Callaghan Federal Hos-
pital, Las Vegas, Nevada.

Naming of building at the Uni-
formed Services University of
the Health Sciences.

1072. Sense of the Senate regarding the

United States-Japan  semi-
conductor trade agreement.

1043.

1055.

1056.

1062.

1067.

1070.

1071.

1073. Food donation pilot program at
the service academies.

1074. Designation of memorial as Na-
tional D-Day Memorial.

1075. Improvements to National Secu-
rity Education Program.

1076. Reimbursement for excessive com-

pensation of contractor person-
nel prohibited.

1077. Sense of the Senate on Depart-
ment of Defense sharing of ex-
periences under military youth
programs.

1078. Sense of the Senate on Depart-
ment of Defense sharing of ex-
periences with military child
care.

Increase in penalties for certain
traffic offenses on military in-
stallations.

1079.
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Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1080.

1081.

1082.

1083.

1084.

1085.

1086.

1087.

1088.

1089.

July 10, 1996

Pharmaceutical industry special
equity.

Clarification of national security
systems to which the Informa-
tion Technology Management
Reform Act of 1996 applies.

Sale of chemicals wused to
namufacture controlled sub-
stances by Federal departments
or agencies.

Operational support airlift air-
craft.

Sense of Senate regarding Bosnia
and Herzegovina.

Strengthening certain sanctions
against nuclear proliferation
activities.

Technical amendment.

Facility for military dependent

children with disabilities,
Lackland Air Force Base,
Texas.

Prohibition on the distribution of
information relating to explo-
sive materials for a criminal
purpose.

Exemption for savings institutions
serving military personnel.

Subtitle G—Review of Armed Forces Force

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

1091.
1092.
1093.
1094.
1095.
1096.

Structures

Short title.

Findings.

Quadrennial Defense Review
National Defense Panel.
Postponement of deadlines.
Definitions.

TITLE XI—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

CIVILIAN PERSONNEL

Subtitle A—Personnel Management, Pay, and

Allowances

Sec. 1101. Scope of requirement for conver-

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1102.

1103.

1104.

1105.

1106.

1107.

1108.

1109.

1110.

1111.

1112.

sion of military positions to ci-
vilian positions.

Retention of civilian employee po-
sitions at military training
bases transferred to National
Guard.

Clarification of limitation on fur-
nishing clothing or paying a
uniform allowance to enlisted
National Guard technicians.

Travel expenses and health care
for civilian employees of the
Department of Defense abroad.

Travel, transportation, and reloca-

tion allowances for certain
former nonappropriated fund
employees.

Employment and salary practices
applicable to Department of De-
fense overseas teachers.

Employment and compensation of
civilian faculty members at
certain Department of Defense
schools.

Reimbursement of Department of
Defense domestic dependent
school board members for cer-
tain expenses.

Extension of authority for civilian
employees of Department of De-
fense to participate voluntarily
in reductions in force.

Compensatory time off for over-
time work performed by wage-
board employees.

Liquidation of restored annual
leave that remains unused upon
transfer of employee from in-
stallation being closed or re-
aligned.

Waiver of requirement for repay-
ment of voluntary separation
incentive pay by former De-
partment of Defense employees
reemployed by the Government
without pay.
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Sec. 1113. Federal holiday observance rules
for Department of Defense em-
ployees.

Sec. 1114. Revision of certain travel manage-
ment authorities.

Subtitle B—Defense Economic Adjustment,
Diversification, Conversion, and Stabilization

Sec. 1121. Pilot programs for defense em-
ployees converted to contractor
employees due to privatization
at closed military installations.

Sec. 1122. Troops-to-teachers program im-
provements applied to civilian
personnel.

Subtitle C—Defense Intelligence Personnel

Sec. 1131. Short title.

Sec. 1132. Civilian intelligence
management.

Sec. 1133. Repeals.

Sec. 1134. Clerical amendments.

TITLE XII—FEDERAL CHARTER FOR THE
FLEET RESERVE ASSOCIATION

1201. Recognition and grant of Federal
charter.

1202. Powers.

1203. Purposes.

1204. Service of process.

1205. Membership.

1206. Board of directors.

1207. Officers.

1208. Restrictions.

1209. Liability.

1210. Maintenance and inspection of
books and records.

1211. Audit of financial transactions.

1212. Annual report.

1213. Reservation of right to amend or
repeal charter.

1214. Tax-exempt status.

Sec. 1215. Termination.

Sec. 1216. Definition.

TITLE XI11I—DEFENSE AGAINST WEAPONS
OF MASS DESTRUCTION

1301. Short title.
1302. Findings.
1303. Definitions.

Subtitle A—Domestic Preparedness

1311. Emergency response assistance
program.

1312. Nuclear, chemical, and biological
emergency response.

1313. Military assistance to civilian law
enforcement officials in emer-
gency situations involving bio-
logical or chemical weapons.

1314. Testing of preparedness for emer-
gencies involving nuclear, radi-
ological, chemical, and biologi-
cal weapons.

Subtitle B—Interdiction of Weapons of Mass

Destruction and Related Materials

1321. United States border security.

1322. Nonproliferation and counter-pro-
liferation research and develop-
ment.

personnel

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1323. International Emergency Eco-
nomic Powers Act.
Sec. 1324. Criminal penalties.

Sec. 1325. International border security.

Subtitle C—Control and Disposition of Weap-
ons of Mass Destruction and Related Mate-
rials Threatening the United States

Sec. 1331. Protection and control of mate-
rials constituting a threat to
the United States.

Sec. 1332. Verification of dismantlement and
conversion of weapons and ma-
terials.

Sec. 1333. Elimination of plutonium produc-
tion.

Sec. 1334. Industrial partnership programs
to demilitarize weapons of mass
destruction production facili-
ties.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE

Sec. 1335. Lab-to-lab program to improve the
safety and security of nuclear
materials.

Sec. 1336. Cooperative activities on security
of highly enriched uranium
used for propulsion of Russian
ships.

Sec. 1337. Military-to-military relations.

Sec. 1338. Transfer authority.

Subtitle D—Coordination of Policy and Coun-
termeasures Against Proliferation of Weap-
ons of Mass Destruction

Sec. 1341. National coordinator on

proliferation.

National Security Council Com-

mittee on Nonproliferation.

Comprehensive preparedness pro-

gram.

non-

Sec. 1342.

Sec. 1343.

Sec. 1344. Termination.

Subtitle E—Miscellaneous

Sec. 1351. Contracting policy.

Sec. 1352. Transfers of allocations among co-
operative threat reduction pro-
grams.

Sec. 1353. Additional certifications.

Sec. 1354. Purchase of low-enriched uranium
derived from Russian highly en-
riched uranium.

Sec. 1355. Purchase, packaging, and trans-
portation of fissile materials at
risk of theft.

Sec. 1356. Reductions in authorization of ap-

propriations.
TITLE XIV—FEDERAL EMPLOYEE TRAVEL
REFORM
Sec. 1401. Short title.
Subtitle A—Relocation Benefits

1411. Modification of allowance for
seeking permanent residence
quarters.

Modification of temporary quar-
ters subsistence expenses allow-
ance.

Modification of residence trans-
action expenses allowance.

Authority to pay for property
management services.

Authority to transport a privately
owned motor vehicle within the
continental United States

Authority to pay limited reloca-
tion allowances to an employee
who is performing an extended
assignment.

Sec. 1417. Authority to pay a home market-

ing incentive.

Sec. 1418. Conforming amendments.

Subtitle B—Miscellaneous Provisions

Sec. 1431. Repeal of the long-distance tele-
phone call certification require-
ment.

Sec. 1432. Transfer of authority to issue reg-
ulations.

Sec. 1433. Report on assessment of cost sav-
ings.

Sec. 1434. Effective date; issuance of regula-
tions.

DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec. 2001. Short title.
TITLE XXI—ARMY

Sec.

Sec. 1412.

Sec. 1413.

Sec. 1414.

Sec. 1415.

Sec. 1416.

Sec. 2101. Authorized Army construction
and land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2102. Family housing.

Sec. 2103. Improvements to military family
housing units.

Sec. 2104. Authorization of appropriations,
Army.

Sec. 2105. Plan for repairs and stabilization
of the historic district at the
Forest Glen Annex of Walter
Reed Medical Center, Maryland.
TITLE XXII—NAVY

Sec. 2201. Authorized Navy construction and

land acquisition projects.
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Sec.
Sec.

2202. Family housing.
2203. Improvements to military family
housing units.
2204. Defense access roads.
2205. Authorization of appropriations,
Navy.
TITLE XXIII—AIR FORCE

2301. Authorized Air Force construction
and land acquisition projects.

2302. Family housing.

2303. Improvements to military family
housing units.

2304. Authorization of appropriations,
Air Force.

TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES

2401. Authorized Defense Agencies con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Military housing planning and de-
sign.

Improvements to military family
housing units.
Military housing

program.

Energy conservation projects.

Authorization of appropriations,
Defense Agencies.

TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY
ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT
PROGRAM

Sec. 2501. Authorized NATO construction
and land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2502. Authorization of appropriations,
NATO.

Sec. 2503. Redesignation of North Atlantic
Treaty Organization Infrastruc-
ture program.

TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE
FORCES FACILITIES

Sec. 2601. Authorized Guard and Reserve
construction and land acquisi-
tion projects.

2602. Funding for construction and im-
provement of reserve centers in
the State of Washington.

TITLE XXVII—EXPIRATION AND
EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS

2701. Expiration of authorizations and
amounts required to be speci-
fied by law.

2702. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 1994 projects.

2703. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 1993 projects.

2704. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 1992 projects.

2705. Prohibition on use of funds for
certain projects.

Sec. 2706. Effective date.

TITLE XXVIII—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—Military Construction Program
and Military Family Housing Changes

Sec. 2801. Increase in certain thresholds for
unspecified minor construction
projects.

Sec. 2802. Clarification of authority to im-
prove military family housing.

Sec. 2803. Authority to grant easements for

rights-of-way.

B—Defense Base

Realignment

Sec. 2811. Restoration of authority under
1988 base closure law to transfer
property and facilities to other
entities in the Department of
Defense.

Sec. 2812. Agreements for services at instal-
lations after closure.

Subtitle C—Land Conveyances

Sec. 2821. Transfer of lands, Arlington Na-
tional Cemetery, Arlington,
Virginia.

Sec. 2822. Land transfer, Potomac Annex,
District of Columbia.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 2402.

Sec. 2403.

Sec. 2404. improvement
2405.

2406.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Subtitle Closure

and
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Sec. 2823. Land conveyance, Army Reserve
Center, Montpelier, Vermont.
Land conveyance, former Naval
Reserve Facility, Lewes, Dela-

ware.

Land conveyance,
Scoring Site,
South Dakota.

Conveyance of primate research
complex, Holloman Air Force
Base, New Mexico.

Demonstration project for instal-
lation and operation of electric
power distribution system at
Youngstown Air Reserve Sta-
tion, Ohio.

Transfer of jurisdiction and land
conveyance, Fort Sill, Okla-
homa.

Renovation of the Pentagon Res-
ervation.

Land conveyance, William Langer
Jewel Bearing Plant, Rolla,
North Dakota.

Reaffirmation of land convey-
ances, Fort Sheridan, Illinois.
Land conveyance, Crafts Brothers
Reserve Training Center, Man-

chester, New Hampshire.

Land transfer, Vernon Ranger Dis-
trict, Kisatchie National For-
est, Louisiana.

Land conveyance, Air Force Plant
No. 85, Columbus, Ohio.

Land conveyance, Pine Bluff Arse-
nal, Arkansas.

Modification of boundaries of
White Sands National Monu-
ment and White Sands Missile
Range.

Sec. 2837. Bandelier National Monument.

DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS
AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS
Subtitle A—National Security Programs

Authorizations

Sec. 3101. Weapons activities.

Sec. 3102. Environmental restoration

waste management.

Sec. 3103. Other defense activities.

Sec. 3104. Defense nuclear waste disposal.
Subtitle B—Recurring General Provisions

Sec. 3121. Reprogramming.

Sec. 3122. Limits on general plant projects.

Sec. 3123. Limits on construction projects.

Sec. 3124. Fund transfer authority.

Sec. 3125. Authority for conceptual and con-

struction design.

Sec. 3126. Authority for emergency plan-
ning, design, and construction
activities.

Funds available for all national
security programs of the De-
partment of Energy.

Sec. 3128. Availability of funds.

Subtitle C—Program Authorizations,
Restrictions, and Limitations

Sec. 3131. Tritium production.

Sec. 3132. Modernization and consolidation
of tritium recycling facilities.
Modification of requirements for
manufacturing infrastructure
for refabrication and certifi-
cation of nuclear weapons

stockpile.

Limitation on use of funds for cer-
tain research and development
purposes.

Sec. 3135. Accelerated schedule for isolating
high-level nuclear waste at the
Defense Waste Processing Fa-
cility, Savannah River Site.

Processing of high-level nuclear
waste and spent nuclear fuel
rods.

Sec. 2824.

2825. Radar Bomb

Belle Fourche,

Sec.

Sec. 2826.

Sec. 2827.

Sec. 2828.

Sec. 2829.

Sec. 2830.

Sec. 2831.

Sec. 2832.

Sec. 2833.

Sec. 2834.

Sec. 2835.

Sec. 2836.

and

Sec. 3127.

Sec. 3133.

Sec. 3134.

Sec. 3136.
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Sec. 3137. Fellowship program for develop-
ment of skills critical to De-
partment of Energy nuclear
weapons complex.

Sec. 3138. Payment of costs of operation and
maintenance of infrastructure
at Nevada Test Site.

Subtitle D—Other Matters

Requirement for annual five-year
budget for the national security
programs of the Department of

Sec. 3151.

Energy.

Sec. 3152. Requirements for Department of
Energy  weapons activities
budgets for fiscal years after
fiscal year 1997.

Sec. 3153. Repeal of requirement relating to

accounting procedures for De-
partment of Energy funds.

Plans for activities to process nu-
clear materials and clean up
nuclear waste at the Savannah
River Site.

Update of report on nuclear test
readiness postures.

Reports on critical difficulties at
nuclear weapons laboratories
and nuclear weapons produc-
tion plants.

Extension of applicability of no-
tice-and-wait requirement re-
garding proposed cooperation
agreements.

Sense of Congress relating to re-
designation of Defense Environ-
mental Restoration and Waste
Management Program.

Commission on Maintaining Unit-
ed States Nuclear Weapons Ex-
pertise.

Sense of Senate regarding reliabil-
ity and safety of remaining nu-
clear forces.

Report on Department of Energy
liability at Department
superfund sites.

Fiscal year 1998 funding for Green-
ville Road Improvement
Project, Livermore, California.

Opportunity for review and com-
ment by State of Oregon re-
garding certain remedial ac-
tions at Hanford Reservation,
Washington.

Sense of Senate on Hanford memo-
randum of understanding.

Foreign environmental
nology.

Study on worker protection at the
Mound Facility.

Subtitle E—Environmental Restoration at
Defense Nuclear Facilities

Sec. 3171. Short title.

Sec. 3172. Applicability.

Sec. 3173. Designation of covered facilities
as environmental cleanup dem-
onstration areas.

Site managers.

Department of Energy orders.

Demonstrations of technology for
remediation of defense nuclear
waste.

Reports to Congress.

Sec. 3178. Termination.

Sec. 3179. Definitions.

Subtitle F—Waste Isolation Pilot Plant Land
Withdrawal Act Amendments.

3181. Short title and reference.

3182. Definitions.

3183. Test phase and retrieval plans.

3184. Management plan.

3185. Test phase activities.

3186. Disposal operations.

3187. Environmental Protection Agency
disposal regulations.

Compliance with environmental
laws and regulations.

Sec. 3154.

Sec. 3155.

Sec. 3156.

Sec. 3157.

Sec. 3158.

Sec. 3159.

Sec. 3160.

Sec. 3161.

Sec. 3162.

Sec. 3163.

Sec. 3164.

Sec. 3165. tech-

Sec. 3166.

Sec. 3174.
Sec. 3175.
Sec. 3176.

Sec. 3177.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 3188.
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3189. Retrievability.
3190. Decommissioning of WIPP
3191. Economic assistance and mis-
cellaneous payments.
TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD
3201. Authorization.
TITLE XXXI1I—NATIONAL DEFENSE
STOCKPILE
Sec. 3301. Authorized uses of stockpile funds.
Sec. 3302. Disposal of certain materials in
National Defense Stockpile.
Sec. 3303. Additional authority to dispose of

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

materials in National Defense
Stockpile.
TITLE XXXIV—NAVAL PETROLEUM
RESERVES

Sec. 3401. Authorization of appropriations.
TITLE XXXV—PANAMA CANAL
COMMISSION
Short title.
Authorization of expenditures.
Purchase of vehicles.
Expenditures in accordance with
other laws.
TITLE XXXVI—MISCELLANEOUS
PROVISION
3601. Sense of the Senate regarding the
reopening of Pennsylvania Ave-
nue.
SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES
DEFINED.

For purposes of this Act, the term ‘‘con-
gressional defense committees’”” means—

(1) the Committee on Armed Services and
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen-
ate; and

(2) the Committee on National Security
and the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives.

SEC. 4. GENERAL LIMITATION.

Notwithstanding any other provision of
this Act, the total amount authorized to be
appropriated for fiscal year 1997 for the na-
tional defense function under the provisions
of this Act is $265,583,000,000.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 101. ARMY.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1997 for procurement
for the Army as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $1,508,515,000.

(2) For missiles, $1,160,829,000.

(3) For weapons and tracked combat vehi-
cles, $1,460,115,000.

(4) For ammunition, $1,156,728,000.

(5) For other procurement, $3,298,940,000.
SEC. 102. NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.

(a) NAvY.—Funds are hereby authorized to
be appropriated for fiscal year 1997 for pro-
curement for the Navy as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $6,911,352,000.

(2) For weapons, including missiles and
torpedoes, $1,513,263,000.

(3) For shipbuilding
$6,567,330,000.

(4) For other procurement, $3,005,040,000.

(b) MARINE CORPS.—Funds are hereby au-
thorized to be appropriated for fiscal year
1997 for procurement for the Marine Corps in
the amount of $816,107,000.

SEC. 103. AIR FORCE.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1997 for procurement
for the Air Force as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $7,003,528,000.

(2) For missiles, $2,847,177,000.

(3) For other procurement, $5,889,519,000.
SEC. 104. DEFENSE-WIDE ACTIVITIES.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1997 for Defense-wide
procurement in the amount of $1,908,012,000.

3501.
3502.
3503.
3504.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

and conversion,
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SEC. 105. RESERVE COMPONENTS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1997 for procurement
of aircraft, vehicles, communications equip-
ment, and other equipment for the reserve
components of the Armed Forces as follows:

(1) For the Army National Guard,
$224,000,000.

(2) For the Air National Guard, $305,800,000.

(3) For the Army Reserve, $90,000,000.

(4) For the Naval Reserve, $40,000,000.

(5) For the Air Force Reserve, $40,000,000.

(6) For the Marine Corps Reserve,
$60,000,000.

SEC. 106. DEFENSE INSPECTOR GENERAL.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1997 for procurement
for the Inspector General of the Department
of Defense in the amount of $2,000,000.

SEC. 107. CHEMICAL DEMILITARIZATION PRO-
GRAM.

There is hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1997 the amount of
$802,847,000 for—

(1) the destruction of lethal chemical
agents and munitions in accordance with
section 1412 of the Department of Defense
Authorization Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C. 1521); and

(2) the destruction of chemical warfare ma-
teriel of the United States that is not cov-
ered by section 1412 of such Act.

SEC. 108. DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1997 for the Depart-
ment of Defense for procurement for carry-
ing out health care programs, projects, and
activities of the Department of Defense in
the total amount of $269,470,000.

SEC. 109. DEFENSE NUCLEAR AGENCY.

Of the amounts authorized to be appro-
priated for the Department of Defense under
section 104, $7,900,000 shall be available for
the Defense Nuclear Agency.

Subtitle B—Army Programs

SEC. 111. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT OF JAVE-
LIN MISSILE SYSTEM.

The Secretary of the Army may, in accord-
ance with section 2306b of title 10, United
States Code, enter into multiyear procure-
ment contracts for the procurement of the
Javelin missile system.

SEC. 112. ARMY ASSISTANCE FOR CHEMICAL DE-
MILITARIZATION CITIZENS' ADVI-
SORY COMMISSIONS.

Subsections (b) and (f) of section 172 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484; 106 Stat.
2341; 50 U.S.C. 1521 note) are each amended by
striking out ‘“‘Assistant Secretary of the
Army (Installations, Logistics and Environ-
ment)’” and inserting in lieu thereof “‘Assist-
ant Secretary of the Army (Research, Devel-
opment and Acquisition)™.

SEC. 113. STUDY REGARDING NEUTRALIZATION
OF THE CHEMICAL WEAPONS
STOCKPILE.

(a) STuDY.—The Secretary of Defense shall
conduct a study to determine the cost of in-
cineration of the current chemical muni-
tions stockpile by building incinerators at
each existing facility compared to the pro-
posed cost of dismantling those same muni-
tions, neutralizing them at each storage site
and transporting the neutralized remains
and all munitions parts to a centrally lo-
cated incinerator within the United States
for incineration.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall submit to the appropriate
committees of the Congress a report on the
study carried out under subsection (a).

SEC. 114. PERMANENT AUTHORITY TO CARRY
OUT ARMS INITIATIVE.

Section 193(a) of the Armament Retooling
and Manufacturing Support Initiative Act of
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1992 (subtitle H of title | of Public Law 102-

484; 10 U.S.C. 2501 note) is amended by strik-

ing out “During fiscal years 1993 through

1996, and inserting in lieu thereof “‘During

fiscal years 1993 through 1998"".

SEC. 115. TYPE CLASSIFICATION OF ELECTRO
OPTIC AUGMENTATION (EOA) SYS-
TEM.

(a) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary of the
Army shall type classify the Electro Optic
Augmentation (EOA) system.

(b) FUNDING.—Of the amounts authorized
to be appropriated for the Army by this divi-
sion, $100,000 shall made be available to the
Armored Systems Modernization Program
manager for the type classification required
by subsection (a).

SEC. 116. BRADLEY TOW 2 TEST PROGRAM SETS.

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated
under section 101(3) of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (110
Stat. 204), $6,000,000 is available for the pro-
curement of Bradley TOW 2 Test Program
sets.

SEC. 117. DEMILITARIZATION OF ASSEMBLED
CHEMICAL MUNITIONS.

(a) PiLoT PROGRAM.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall conduct a pilot program to
identify and demonstrate feasible alter-
natives to incineration for the demilitariza-
tion of assembled chemical munitions.

(b) PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS.—(1) The Sec-
retary of Defense shall designate an execu-
tive agent to carry out the pilot program re-
quired to be conducted under subsection (a).

(2) The executive agent shall—

(A) be an officer or executive of the United
States Government;

(B) be accountable to the Secretary of De-
fense; and

(C) not be, or have been, in direct or imme-
diate control of the chemical weapon stock-
pile demilitarization program established by
1412 of the Department of Defense Authoriza-
tion Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C. 1521) or the alter-
native disposal process program carried out
under sections 174 and 175 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993
(Public Law 102-484; 50 U.S.C. 1521 note).

(3) The executive agent may—

(A) carry out the pilot program directly;

(B) enter into a contract with a private en-
tity to carry out the pilot program; or

(C) transfer funds to another department
or agency of the Federal Government in
order to provide for such department or
agency to carry out the pilot program.

(4) A department or agency that carries
out the pilot program under paragraph (3)(C)
may not, for purposes of the pilot program,
contract with or competitively select the or-
ganization within the Army that exercises
direct or immediate management control
over either program referred to in paragraph
@©. _

(5) The pilot program shall terminate not
later than September 30, 2000.

(c) ANNUAL REePORT.—Not later than De-
cember 15 of each year in which the Sec-
retary carries out the pilot program, the
Secretary shall submit to Congress a report
on the activities under the pilot program
during the preceding fiscal year.

(d) EVALUATION AND REPORT.—Not later
than December 31, 2000, the Secretary of De-
fense shall—

(1) evaluate each demilitarization alter-
native identified and demonstrated under the
pilot program to determine whether that al-
ternative—

(A) is as safe and cost efficient as inciner-
ation for disposing of assembled chemical
munitions; and

(B) meets the requirements of section 1412
of the Department of Defense Authorization
Act, 1986; and

(2) submit to Congress a report containing
the evaluation.
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(e) LIMITATION ON LONG LEAD CONTRACT-
ING.—(1) Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law and except as provided in para-
graph (2), the Secretary may not enter into
any contract for the purchase of long lead
materials considered to be baseline inciner-
ation specific materials for the construction
of an incinerator at any site in Kentucky or
Colorado, within one year of the date of en-
actment of this Act or, thereafter until the
executive agent designated for the pilot pro-
gram submits an application for such per-
mits as are necessary under the law of the
State of Kentucky or the law of the State of
Colorado, as the case may be, for the con-
struction at that site of a plant for demili-
tarization of assembled chemical munitions
by means of an alternative to incineration.

(2) Provided, however, That the Secretary
may enter into a contract described in para-
graph (1) beginning 60 days after the date on
which the Secretary submits to Congress—

(A) the report required by subsection (d)(2);
and

(B) the certification of the executive agent
that there exists no alternative technology
as safe and cost efficient as incineration for
demilitarizing chemical munitions at non-
bulk sites that can meet the requirements of
section 1412 of the Department of Defense
Authorization Act, 1986.

(f) ASSEMBLED CHEMICAL MUNITION DE-
FINED.—For the purpose of this section, the
term ‘“‘assembled chemical munition” means
an entire chemical munition, including com-
ponent parts, chemical agent, propellant,
and explosive.

(g) FUNDING.—(1) Of the amount authorized
to be appropriated under section 107,
$60,000,000 shall be available for the pilot pro-
gram under this section. Such funds may not
be derived from funds to be made available
under the chemical demilitarization program
for the alternative technologies research and
development program at bulk sites.

(2) Funds made available for the pilot pro-
gram pursuant to paragraph (1) shall be
made available to the executive agent for
use for the pilot program.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs

SEC. 121. EA-6B AIRCRAFT REACTIVE JAMMER
PROGRAM.

(a) LimITATION.—None of the funds appro-
priated pursuant to section 102(a)(1) for
modifications or upgrades of EA-6B aircraft
may be obligated, other than for a reactive
jammer program for such aircraft, until 30
days after the date on which the Secretary of
the Navy submits to the congressional de-
fense committees in writing—

(1) a certification that some or all of such
funds have been obligated for a reactive
jammer program for EA-6B aircraft; and

(2) a report that sets forth a detailed, well-
defined program for—

(A) developing a reactive jamming capabil-
ity for EA-6B aircraft; and

(B) upgrading the EA-6B aircraft of the
Navy to incorporate the reactive jamming
capability.

(b) CONTINGENT TRANSFER OF FUNDS TO AIR
FORCE.—(1) If the Secretary of the Navy has
not submitted the certification and report
described in subsection (a) to the congres-
sional defense committees before June 1,
1997, then, on that date, the Secretary of De-
fense shall transfer to Air Force, out of ap-
propriations available to the Navy for fiscal
year 1997 for procurement of aircraft, the
amount equal to the amount appropriated to
the Navy for fiscal year 1997 for modifica-
tions and upgrades of EA-6B aircraft.

(2) Funds transferred to the Air Force pur-
suant to paragraph (1) shall be available for
maintaining and upgrading the jamming ca-
pability of EF-111 aircraft.
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SEC. 122. PENGUIN MISSILE PROGRAM.

(@) MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY.—
The Secretary of the Navy may, in accord-
ance with section 2306b of title 10, United
States Code, enter into multiyear procure-
ment contracts for the procurement of not
more than 106 Penguin missile systems.

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL CosT.—The total
amount obligated or expended for procure-
ment of Penguin missile systems under con-
tracts under subsection (a) may not exceed
$84,800,000.

SEC. 123. NUCLEAR ATTACK SUBMARINE PRO-
GRAMS.

(&) AMOUNTS AUTHORIZED.—(1) Of the
amount authorized to be appropriated by
section 102(a)(3)—

(A) $804,100,000 shall be available for con-
struction of the third vessel (designated
SSN-23) in the Seawolf attack submarine
class;

(B) $296,200,000 shall be available for long-
lead and advance construction and procure-
ment of components for construction of a
submarine (previously designated by the
Navy as the New Attack Submarine) begin-
ning in fiscal year 1998 to be built by Electric
Boat Division; and

(C) $701,000,000 shall be available for long-
lead and advance construction and procure-
ment of components for construction of a
second submarine (previously designated by
the Navy as the New Attack Submarine) be-
ginning in fiscal year 1999 to be built by
Newport News Shipbuilding.

(2) In addition to the purposes for which
the amount authorized to be appropriated by
section 102(a)(3) is available under subpara-
graphs (B) and (C) of paragraph (1), the
amounts available under such subparagraphs
are also available for contracts with Electric
Boat Division and Newport News Shipbuild-
ing to carry out the provisions of the
“Memorandum of Agreement Among the De-
partment of the Navy, Electric Boat Cor-
poration (EB) and Newport News Shipbuild-
ing and Drydock Company (NNS) Concerning
the New Attack Submarine’’, dated April 5,
1996, relating to design data transfer, design
improvements, integrated process teams, and
updated design base.

(b) CONTRACTS AUTHORIZED.—(1) The Sec-
retary of the Navy is authorized, using funds
available pursuant to subparagraphs (B) and
(C) of subsection (a)(1), to enter into con-
tracts with Electric Boat Division and New-
port News Shipbuilding, and suppliers of
components, during fiscal year 1997 for—

(A) the procurement of long-lead compo-
nents for the submarines referred to in such
subparagraphs; and

(B) advance construction of such compo-
nents and other components for such sub-
marines.

(2) The Secretary of the Navy may enter
into a contract or contracts under this sec-
tion with the shipbuilder of the submarine
referred to in subsection (a)(1)(B) only if the
Secretary enters into a contract or contracts
under this section with the shipbuilder of the
submarine referred to in subsection (a)(1)(C).

(c) COMPETITION AND LIMITATIONS ON OBLI-
GATIONS.—(1)(A) Of the amounts made avail-
able pursuant to subsection (a)(1), not more
than $100,000,000 may be obligated or ex-
pended until the Secretary of Defense cer-
tifies in writing to the Committee on Armed
Services of the Senate and the Committee on
National Security of the House of Represent-
atives that procurement of nuclear attack
submarines described in subparagraph (B)
will be provided for under one or more con-
tracts that are entered into after a competi-
tion between Electric Boat Division and
Newport News Shipbuilding in which the
Secretary of the Navy solicits competitive
proposals and awards the contract or con-
tracts on the basis of price.
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(B) The submarines referred to in subpara-
graph (A) are nuclear attack submarines
that are to be constructed beginning—

(i) after fiscal year 1999; or

(i) if four submarines are to be procured as
provided for in the plan required under sec-
tion 131(c) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public Law
104-106; 110 Stat. 209), after fiscal year 2001.

(2) Of the amounts made available pursu-
ant to subsection (a)(1), not more than
$100,000,000 may be obligated or expended
until the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac-
quisition and Technology submits to the
committees referred to in paragraph (1) a
written report that describes in detail—

(A) the oversight activities undertaken by
the Under Secretary up to the date of the re-
port pursuant to section 131(b)(2)(C) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 1996 (Public Law 104-106; 110 Stat.
207), and the plans for the future develop-
ment and improvement of the nuclear attack
submarine program of the Navy;

(B) the implementation of, and activities
conducted under, the program required to be
established by the Director of the Defense
Advanced Research Projects Agency by sec-
tion 131(i) of such Act (110 Stat. 210) for the
development and demonstration of advanced
submarine technologies and a rapid proto-
type acquisition strategy for both land-based
and at-sea subsystem and system demonstra-
tions of such technologies; and

(C) all research, development, test, and
evaluation programs, projects, or activities
within the Department of Defense which, in
the opinion of the Under Secretary, are de-
signed to contribute to the development and
demonstration of advanced submarine tech-
nologies leading to a more capable, more af-
fordable nuclear attack submarine, together
with a specific identification of ongoing in-
volvement, and plans for future involvement,
in any such program, project, or activity by
Electric Boat Division, Newport News Ship-
building, or both.

(d) REFERENCES TO SHIPBUILDERS.—For
purposes of this section—

(1) the shipbuilder referred to as “Electric
Boat Division™ is the Electric Boat Division
of the General Dynamics Corporation; and

(2) the shipbuilder referred to as ‘“Newport
News Shipbuilding” is the Newport News
Shipbuilding and Drydock Company.

(e) NEXT ATTACK SUBMARINE AFTER NEW
ATTACK SUBMARINE.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall modify the plan (relating to de-
velopment of a program leading to produc-
tion of a more capable and less expensive
submarine than the New Attack Submarine)
that was submitted to Congress pursuant to
section 131(c) of Public Law 104-106 (110 Stat.
208) in order to provide in such plan for selec-
tion of a design for a next submarine for se-
rial production not earlier than fiscal year
2000 (rather than fiscal year 2003, as provided
in paragraph (3)(B) of such section 131(c)).
SEC. 124. ARLEIGH BURKE CLASS DESTROYER

PROGRAM.

(a) FUNDING.—(1) Subject to paragraph (3),
funds authorized to be appropriated by sec-
tion 102(a)(3) may be made available for con-
tracts entered into in fiscal year 1996 under
subsection (b)(1) of section 135 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1996 (Public Law 104-106; 110 Stat. 211)
for construction for the third of the three
Arleigh Burke class destroyers covered by
that subsection. Such funds are in addition
to amounts made available for such con-
tracts by the second sentence of subsection
(a) of that section.

(2) Subject to paragraph (3), funds author-
ized to be appropriated by section 102(a)(3)
may be made available for contracts entered
into in fiscal year 1997 under subsection
(b)(2) of such section 135 for construction (in-
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cluding advance procurement) for the
Arleigh Burke class destroyers covered by
such subsection (b)(2).

(3) The aggregate amount of funds avail-
able under paragraphs (1) and (2) for con-
tracts referred to in such paragraphs may
not exceed $3,483,030,000.

(4) Within the amount authorized to be ap-
propriated by section 102(a)(3), $750,000,000 is
authorized to be appropriated for advance
procurement for construction for the Arleigh
Burke class destroyers authorized by sub-
section (b).

(b) AUTHORITY FOR MULTIYEAR PROCURE-
MENT OF TWELVE VESSELS.—The Secretary of
the Navy is authorized, pursuant to section
2306b of title 10, United States Code, to enter
into multiyear contracts for the procure-
ment of a total of 12 Arleigh Burke class de-
stroyers at a procurement rate of three ships
in each of fiscal years, 1998, 1999, 2000, and
2001 in accordance with this subsection and
subsections (a)(4) and (c), subject to the
availability of appropriations for such de-
stroyers. A contract for construction of one
or more vessels that is entered into in ac-
cordance with this subsection shall include a
clause that limits the liability of the Gov-
ernment to the contractor for any termi-
nation of the contract.

SEC. 125. MARITIME PREPOSITIONING SHIP PRO-
GRAM ENHANCEMENT.

Section 2218(f) of title 10, United States
Code, shall not apply in the case of the pur-
chase of three ships for the purpose of en-
hancing Marine Corps prepositioning ship
squadrons.

SEC. 126. ADDITIONAL EXCEPTION FROM COST
LIMITATION FOR SEAWOLF SUB-
MARINE PROGRAM.

Section 133 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public
Law 104-106; 110 Stat. 211) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking out ‘‘sub-
section (b)” and inserting in lieu thereof
“‘subsections (b) and (c)”’; and

(2) by striking out subsection (c) and in-
serting in lieu thereof the following:

““(c) CosTs NOT INCLUDED.—The previous
obligations of $745,700,000 for the SSN-23,
SSN-24, and SSN-25 submarines, out of funds
appropriated for fiscal years 1990, 1991, and
1992, that were subsequently canceled (as a
result of a cancellation of such submarines)
shall not be taken into account in the appli-
cation of the limitation in subsection (a).”.
SEC. 127. RADAR MODERNIZATION.

Funds appropriated for the Navy for fiscal
years before fiscal year 1997 may not be used
for development and procurement of the
Pulse Doppler Upgrade modification to the
AN/SPS-48E radar system.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs
SEC. 131. MULTIYEAR CONTRACTING AUTHORITY
FOR THE C-17 AIRCRAFT PROGRAM.

(@) MULTIYEAR CONTRACTS AUTHORIZED.—
The Secretary of the Air Force may, pursu-
ant to section 2306b of title 10, United States
Code (except as provided in subsection
(b)(1)), enter into one or more multiyear con-
tracts for the procurement of not more than
a total of 80 C-17 aircraft.

(b) CoNTRACT PERIOD.—(1) Notwithstanding
section 2306b(k) of title 10, United States
Code, the period covered by a contract en-
tered into on a multiyear basis under the au-
thority of subsection (a) may exceed five
years, but may not exceed seven years.

(2) Paragraph (1) shall not be construed as
prohibiting the Secretary of the Air Force
from entering into a multiyear contract for
a period of less than seven years. In deter-
mining to do so, the Secretary shall consider
whether—

(A) sufficient funding is provided for in the
future-years defense program for procure-
ment, within the shorter period, of the total
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number of aircraft to be procured (within the
number set forth in subsection (a)); and

(B) the contractor is capable of delivering
that total number of aircraft within the
shorter period.

(c) OPTION TO CONVERT TO ONE-YEAR PRO-
CUREMENTS.—Each multiyear contract for
the procurement of C-17 aircraft authorized
by subsection (a) shall include a clause that
permits the Secretary of the Air Force—

(1) to terminate the contract as of Septem-
ber 30, 1998, without a modification in the
price of each aircraft and without incurring
any obligation to pay the contractor termi-
nation costs; and

(2) to then enter into follow-on one-year
contracts with the contractor for the pro-
curement of C-17 aircraft (within the total
number of aircraft authorized under sub-
section (a)) at a negotiated price that is not
to exceed the price that is negotiated before
September 30, 1998, for the annual production
contract for the C-17 aircraft in lot VIII and
subsequent lots.

Subtitle E—Reserve Components
SEC. 141. ASSESSMENTS OF MODERNIZATION PRI-
ORITIES OF THE RESERVE COMPO-
NENTS.

(&) ASSESSMENTS REQUIRED.—Not later
than December 1, 1996, each officer referred
to in subsection (b) shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees an assessment
of the modernization priorities established
for the reserve component or reserve compo-
nents for which that officer is responsible.

(b) REsSPONSIBLE OFFICERS.—The officers
required to submit a report under subsection
(a) are as follows:

(1) The Chief of the National Guard Bu-
reau.

(2) The Chief of Army Reserve.

(3) The Chief of Air Force Reserve.

(4) The Director of Naval Reserve.

(5) The Commanding General,
Forces Reserve.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,

TEST, AND EVALUATION
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1997 for the use of the
Department of Defense for research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation as follows:

(1) For the Army, $4,958,140,000.

(2) For the Navy, $9,041,534,000.

(3) For the Air Force, $14,786,356,000.

4) For Defense-wide activities,
$9,699,542,000, of which—

(A) $252,038,000 is authorized for the activi-
ties of the Director, Test and Evaluation;
and

(B) $21,968,000 is authorized for the Director
of Operational Test and Evaluation.

SEC. 202. AMOUNT FOR BASIC RESEARCH AND EX-
PLORATORY DEVELOPMENT.

(a) FI1scAL YEAR 1997.—Of the amounts au-
thorized to be appropriated by section 201,
$4,005,787,000 shall be available for basic re-
search and exploratory development
projects.

(b) BASIC RESEARCH AND EXPLORATORY DE-
VELOPMENT DEFINED.—For purposes of this
section, the term “‘basic research and explor-
atory development” means work funded in
program elements for defense research and
development under Department of Defense
category 6.1 or 6.2.

SEC. 203. DEFENSE NUCLEAR AGENCY.

Of the amounts authorized to be appro-
priated for the Department of Defense under
section 201, $221,330,000 shall be available for
the Defense Nuclear Agency.

SEC. 204. FUNDS FOR RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION RELATING
TO HUMANITARIAN DEMINING
TECHNOLOGIES.

Of the amounts authorized to be appro-
priated by section 201(4), $18,000,000 shall be

Marine
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available for research, development, test,
and evaluation activities relating to human-
itarian demining technologies (PE0603120D),
to be administered by the Assistant Sec-
retary of Defense for Special Operations and
Low Intensity Conflict.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,

Restrictions, and Limitations

SEC. 211. SPACE LAUNCH MODERNIZATION.

(a) FUNDING.—Funds appropriated pursuant
to the authorization of appropriations in sec-
tion 201(3) are authorized to be made avail-
able for space launch modernization for pur-
poses and in amounts as follows:

(1) For the Evolved Expendable Launch Ve-
hicle program, $44,457,000.

(2) For a competitive reusable launch vehi-
cle technology program, $25,000,000.

(b) LIMITATIONS.—(1) Of the funds made
available for the reusable launch vehicle
technology program pursuant to subsection
(a)(2), the total amount obligated for such
purpose may not exceed the total amount al-
located in the fiscal year 1997 current operat-
ing plan of the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration for the Reusable
Space Launch program of the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration.

(2) None of the funds made available for
the Evolved Expendable Launch Vehicle pro-
gram pursuant to subsection (a)(1) may be
obligated until the Secretary of Defense cer-
tifies to Congress that the Secretary has
made available for obligation the funds, if
any, that are made available for the reusable
launch vehicle technology program pursuant
to subsection (a)(2).

SEC. 212. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE SPACE AR-
CHITECT.

(a) REQUIRED PROGRAM ELEMENT.—The
Secretary of Defense shall include the Kki-
netic energy tactical anti-satellite program
of the Department of Defense as an element
of the space control architecture being de-
veloped by the Department of Defense Space
Architect.

(b) LIMITATION ON USe oF FuNDs.—None of
the funds authorized to be appropriated pur-
suant to this Act, or otherwise made avail-
able to the Department of Defense for fiscal
year 1997, may be obligated or expended for
the Department of Defense Space Architect
until the Secretary of Defense certifies to
Congress that—

(1) the Secretary is complying with the re-
quirement in subsection (a);

(2) funds appropriated for the kinetic en-
ergy tactical anti-satellite program for fiscal
year 1996 have been obligated in accordance
with section 218 of Public Law 104-106 and
the Joint Explanatory Statement of the
Committee of Conference accompanying S.
1124 (House Report 104-450 (104th Congress,
second session)); and

(3) the Secretary has made available for
obligation the funds appropriated for the Ki-
netic energy tactical anti-satellite program
for fiscal year 1997 in accordance with this
Act.

SEC. 213. SPACE-BASED INFRARED SYSTEM PRO-
GRAM.

(a) FUNDING.—Funds appropriated pursuant
to the authorization of appropriations in sec-
tion 201(3) are authorized to be made avail-
able for the Space-Based Infrared System
program for purposes and in amounts as fol-
lows:

(1) For Space Segment High, $192,390,000.

(2) For Space Segment Low (the Space and
Missile Tracking System), $247,221,000.

(3) For Cobra Brass, $6,930,000.

(b) CONDITIONAL TRANSFER OF MANAGEMENT
OVERSIGHT.—Not later than 30 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall transfer the manage-
ment oversight responsibilities for the Space
and Missile Tracking System from the Sec-
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retary of the Air Force to the Director of the
Ballistic Missile Defense Organization.

(c) CEeRTIFICATION.—If, within the 30-day
period described in subsection (b), the Sec-
retary of Defense submits to Congress a cer-
tification that the Secretary has established
a program baseline for the Space-Based In-
frared System that satisfies the require-
ments of section 216(a) of Public Law 104-106
(110 Stat. 220), then subsection (b) of this sec-
tion shall cease to be effective on the date on
which the Secretary submits the certifi-
cation.

SEC. 214. RESEARCH FOR ADVANCED SUBMARINE
TECHNOLOGY.

Section 132 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public
Law 104-106; 110 Stat. 210) is repealed.

SEC. 215. CLEMENTINE 2 MICRO-SATELLITE DE-
VELOPMENT PROGRAM.

(&) AMOUNT FOR PROGRAM.—Of the amount
authorized to be appropriated under section
201(3), $50,000,000 shall be available for the
Clementine 2 micro-satellite near-Earth as-
teroid interception mission.

(b) LiMmITATION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated pursuant to this Act
for the global positioning system (GPS)
Block Il F Satellite system may be obligated
until the Secretary of Defense certifies to
Congress that—

(1) funds appropriated for fiscal year 1996
for the Clementine 2 Micro-Satellite develop-
ment program have been obligated in accord-
ance with Public Law 104-106 and the Joint
Explanatory Statement of the Committee of
Conference accompanying S. 1124 (House Re-
port 104-450 (104th Congress, second session));
and

(2) the Secretary has made available for
obligation the funds appropriated for fiscal
year 1997 for the Clementine 2 micro-sat-
ellite development program in accordance
with this section.

SEC. 216. TIER 111 MINUS UNMANNED AERIAL VE-
HICLE.

No official of the Department of Defense
may enter into a contract for the procure-
ment of (including advance procurement for)
a higher number of Dark Star (tier I1l) low
observable, high altitude endurance un-
manned aerial vehicles than is necessary to
complete procurement of a total of three
such vehicles until flight testing has been
completed.

SEC. 217. DEFENSE AIRBORNE RECONNAISSANCE
PROGRAM.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—The Secretary of
Defense shall submit to Congress a report
comparing the Predator unmanned aerial ve-
hicle program with the Dark Star (tier IIl)
low observable, high altitude endurance un-
manned aerial vehicle program. The report
shall contain the following:

(1) A comparison of the capabilities of the
Predator unmanned aerial vehicle with the
capabilities of the Dark Star unmanned aer-
ial vehicle.

(2) A comparison of the costs of the Preda-
tor program with the costs of the Dark Star
program.

(3) A recommendation on which program
should be funded in the event that funds are
authorized to be appropriated, and are appro-
priated, for only one of the two programs in
the future.

(b) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS PENDING
SUBMISSION OF REPORT.—Funds appropriated
pursuant to section 104 may not be obligated
for any contract to be entered into after the
date of the enactment of this Act for the pro-
curement of Predator unmanned aerial vehi-
cles until the date that is 60 days after the
date on which the Secretary of Defense sub-
mits the report required by subsection (a).
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SEC. 218. COST ANALYSIS OF F-22 AIRCRAFT PRO-
GRAM.

(a) REVIEW OF PROGRAM.—The Secretary of
Defense shall direct the Cost Analysis Im-
provement Group in the Office of the Sec-
retary of Defense to review the F-22 aircraft
program, analyze and estimate the produc-
tion costs of the program, and submit to the
Secretary a report on the results of the re-
view. The report shall include—

(1) a comparison of—

(A) the results of the review, with

(B) the results of the last independent esti-
mate of production costs of the program that
was prepared by the Cost Analysis Improve-
ment Group in July 1991; and

(2) a description of any major changes in
programmatic assumptions that have oc-
curred since the estimate referred to in para-
graph (1)(B) was made, including any major
change in assumptions regarding the pro-
gram schedule, the quantity of aircraft to be
developed and acquired, and the annual rates
of production, together with an assessment
of the effects of such changes on the pro-
gram.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than March 30, 1997,
the Secretary shall transmit to the congres-
sional defense committees the report pre-
pared under paragraph (1), together with the
Secretary’s views on the matters covered by
the report.

(c) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS PENDING
SUBMISSION OF REPORT.—Not more than 92
percent of the funds appropriated for the F-
22 aircraft program pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 103(1)
may be expended until the Secretary of De-
fense submits the report required by sub-
section (b).

SEC. 219. F-22 AIRCRAFT PROGRAM REPORTS.

(a) ANNUAL REPORT.—(1) At the same time
as the President submits the budget for a fis-
cal year to Congress pursuant to section
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, the
Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con-
gress a report on event-based decisionmak-
ing for the F-22 aircraft program for that fis-
cal year. The Secretary shall submit the re-
port for fiscal year 1997 not later than Octo-
ber 1, 1996.

(2) The report for a fiscal year shall include
the following:

(A) A discussion of each decision (known as
an ‘“‘event-based decision’’) that is expected
to be made during that fiscal year regarding
whether the F-22 program is to proceed into
a new phase or into a new administrative
subdivision of a phase.

(B) The criteria (known as “‘exit criteria’’)
to be applied, for purposes of making the
event-based decision, in determining wheth-
er the F-22 aircraft program has dem-
onstrated the specific progress necessary for
proceeding into the new phase or administra-
tive subdivision of a phase.

(b) REPORT ON EVENT-BASED DECISIONS.—
Not later than 30 days after an event-based
decision has been made for the F-22 aircraft
program, the Secretary of Defense shall sub-
mit to Congress a report on the decision. The
report shall include the following:

(1) A discussion of the commitments made,
and the commitments to be made, under the
program as a result of the decision.

(2) The exit criteria applied for purposes of
the decision.

(3) How, in terms of the exit criteria, the
program demonstrated the specific progress
justifying the decision.

SEC. 220. NONLETHAL WEAPONS AND TECH-
NOLOGIES PROGRAMS.

(a) FUNDING.—Of the amount authorized to
be appropriated under section 201(2),
$15,000,000 shall be available for joint service
research, development, test, and evaluation
of nonlethal weapons and nonlethal tech-
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nologies under the program element estab-
lished pursuant to subsection (b).

(b) NEw PROGRAM ELEMENT REQUIRED.—
The Secretary of Defense shall establish a
new program element for the funds author-
ized to be appropriated under subsection (a).
The funds within that program element shall
be administered by the executive agent des-
ignated for joint service research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation of nonlethal
weapons and nonlethal technologies.

() LIMITATION PENDING RELEASE OF
FUNDS.—(1) None of the funds authorized to
be appropriated for the Department of De-
fense for fiscal year 1997 for foreign compara-
tive testing (program element 605130D) may
be obligated until the funds authorized to be
appropriated in section 219(d) of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
1996 (Public Law 104-106; 110 Stat. 223) are re-
leased for obligation by the executive agent
referred to in subsection (b).

(2) Not more than 50 percent of the funds
authorized to be appropriated for the Depart-
ment of Defense for fiscal year 1997 for NATO
research and development (program element
603790D) may be obligated until the funds au-
thorized to be appropriated in subsection (a)
are released for obligation by the executive
agent referred to in subsection (b).

SEC. 221. COUNTERPROLIFERATION SUPPORT
PROGRAM.

(a) FUNDING.—Of the funds authorized to be
appropriated to the Department of Defense
under section 201(4), $176,200,000 shall be
available for the Counterproliferation Sup-
port Program, of which $75,000,000 shall be
available for a tactical antisatellite tech-
nologies program.

(b) ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER
AUTHORIZATIONS.—(1) In addition to the
transfer authority provided in section 1001,
upon determination by the Secretary of De-
fense that such action is necessary in the na-
tional interest, the Secretary may transfer
amounts of authorizations made available to
the Department of Defense in this division
for fiscal year 1997 to counterproliferation
programs, projects, and activities identified
as areas for progress by the
Counterproliferation Program Review Com-
mittee established by section 1605 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1994 (22 U.S.C. 2751 note). Amounts of
authorizations so transferred shall be
merged with and be available for the same
purposes as the authorization to which
transferred.

(2) The total amount of authorizations
transferred under the authority of this sub-
section may not exceed $50,000,000.

(3) The authority provided by this sub-
section to transfer authorizations—

(A) may only be used to provide authority
for items that have a higher priority than
the items from which authority is trans-
ferred; and

(B) may not be used to provide authority
for an item that has been denied authoriza-
tion by Congress.

(4) A transfer made from one account to
another under the authority of this sub-
section shall be deemed to increase the
amount authorized for the account to which
the amount is transferred by an amount
equal to the amount transferred.

(5) The Secretary of Defense shall prompt-
ly notify Congress of transfers made under
the authority of this subsection.

(c) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR TECH-
NICAL STUDIES AND ANALYSES PENDING RE-
LEASE OF FUNDS.—(1) None of the funds au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Defense for fiscal year 1997 for pro-
gram element 605104D, relating to technical
studies and analyses, may be obligated or ex-
pended until the funds referred to in para-
graph (2) have been released to the program
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manager of the tactical anti-satellite tech-

nology program for implementation of that

program.

(2) The funds for release referred to in
paragraph (1) are as follows:

(A) Funds authorized to be appropriated by
section 218(a) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public
Law 104-106; 110 Stat. 222) that are available
for the program referred to in paragraph (1).

(B) Funds authorized to be appropriated to
the Department for fiscal year 1997 by this
Act for the Counterproliferation Support
Program that are to be made available for
that program.

SEC. 222. FEDERALLY FUNDED RESEARCH AND
DEVELOPMENT CENTERS AND UNI-
VERSITY-AFFILIATED RESEARCH
CENTERS.

(a) CENTERS COVERED.—Funds authorized
to be appropriated for the Department of De-
fense for fiscal year 1997 under section 201
may be obligated to procure work from a fed-
erally funded research and development cen-
ter (in this section referred to as an
“FFRDC”’) or a university-affiliated research
center (in this section referred to as a
“UARC”’) only in the case of a center named
in the report required by subsection (b) and,
in the case of such a center, only in an
amount not in excess of the amount of the
proposed funding level set forth for that cen-
ter in such report.

(b) REPORT ON ALLOCATIONS FOR CENTERS.—
(1) Not later than 30 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of
Defense shall submit to the Committee on
Armed Services of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on National Security of the House of
Representatives a report containing—

(A) the name of each FFRDC and UARC
from which work is proposed to be procured
for the Department of Defense for fiscal year
1997; and

(B) for each such center, the proposed fund-
ing level and the estimated personnel level
for fiscal year 1997.

(2) The total of the proposed funding levels
set forth in the report for all FFRDCs and
UARCs may not exceed the amount set forth
in subsection (d).

(c) LIMITATION PENDING SUBMISSION OF RE-
PORT.—Not more than 15 percent of the funds
authorized to be appropriated for the Depart-
ment of Defense for fiscal year 1997 for
FFRDCs and UARCs under section 201 may
be obligated to procure work from an FFRDC
or UARC until the Secretary of Defense sub-
mits the report required by subsection (b).

(d) FuNDING.—Of the amounts authorized
to be appropriated by section 201, not more
than a total of $1,668,850,000 may be obligated
to procure services from the FFRDCs and
UARCs named in the report required by sub-
section (b).

(e) AUTHORITY TO WAIVE FUNDING LIMITA-
TION.—The Secretary of Defense may waive
the limitation regarding the maximum fund-
ing amount that applies under subsection (a)
to an FFRDC or UARC. Whenever the Sec-
retary proposes to make such a waiver, the
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on
Armed Services of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on National Security of the House of
Representatives notice of the proposed waiv-
er and the reasons for the waiver. The waiver
may then be made only after the end of the
60-day period that begins on the date on
which the notice is submitted to those com-
mittees, unless the Secretary determines
that it is essential to the national security
that funds be obligated for work at that cen-
ter in excess of that limitation before the
end of such period and notifies those com-
mittees of that determination and the rea-
sons for the determination.



July 10, 1996
SEC. 223. ADVANCED SUBMARINE TECH-
NOLOGIES.

(@) AMOUNTS AUTHORIZED FROM NAvY
RDT&E AccouNT.—Of the amount authorized
to be appropriated by section 201(2)—

(1) $489,443,000 is available for the design of
the submarine previously designated by the
Navy as the New Attack Submarine; and

(2) $100,000,000 is available to address the
inclusion on future nuclear attack sub-
marines of core advanced technologies, cat-
egory | advanced technologies, and category
Il advanced technologies, as such advanced
technologies are identified by the Secretary
of Defense in Appendix C of the report of the
Secretary entitled “Report on Nuclear At-
tack Submarine Procurement and Sub-
marine Technology”, submitted to Congress
on March 26, 1996.

(b) CERTAIN TECHNOLOGIES TO BE EMPHA-
SIZED.—In using funds made available in ac-
cordance with subsection (a)(2), the Sec-
retary of the Navy shall emphasize research,
development, test, and evaluation of the
technologies identified by the Submarine
Technology Assessment Panel (in the final
report of the panel to the Assistant Sec-
retary of the Navy for Research, Develop-
ment, and Acquisition, dated March 15, 1996)
as having the highest priority for initial in-
vestment.

(c) SHIPYARDS INVOLVED IN TECHNOLOGY
DEVELOPMENT.—To0 further implement the
recommendations of the Submarine Tech-
nology Assessment Panel, the Secretary of
the Navy shall ensure that the shipyards in-
volved in the construction of nuclear attack
submarines are also principal participants in
the process of developing advanced sub-
marine technologies and including the tech-
nologies in future submarine designs. The
Secretary shall ensure that those shipyards
have access for such purpose (under proce-
dures prescribed by the Secretary) to the
Navy laboratories and the Office of Naval In-
telligence and (in accordance with arrange-
ments to be made by the Secretary) to the
Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency.

(d) FUNDING FOR CONTRACTS UNDER 1996
AGREEMENT AMONG THE NAVY AND SHIP-
YARDS.—In addition to the purposes of which
the amount authorized to be appropriated by
section 201(2) are available under paragraphs
(1) and (2) of subsection (a), the amounts
available under such paragraphs are also
available for contracts with Electric Boat
Division and Newport News Shipbuilding to
carry out the provisions of the ‘“Memoran-
dum of Agreement Among the Department of
the Navy, Electric Boat Corporation (EB),
and Newport News Shipbuilding and Drydock
Company (NNS) Concerning the New Attack
Submarine”, dated April 5, 1996, for research
and development activities under that
memorandum of agreement.

SEC. 224. FUNDING FOR BASIC RESEARCH IN NU-
CLEAR SEISMIC MONITORING.

Of the amount authorized to be appro-
priated by section 201(3) and made available
for arms control implementation for the Air
Force (account PE0305145F), $6,500,000 shall
be available for basic research in nuclear
seismic monitoring.

SEC. 225. CYCLONE CLASS CRAFT SELF-DEFENSE.

(a) STubDY REQUIRED.—Not later than
March 31, 1997, the Secretary of Defense
shall—

(1) carry out a study of vessel self-defense
options for the Cyclone class patrol craft;
and

(2) submit to the Committee on Armed
Services of the Senate and the Committee on
National Security of the House of Represent-
atives a report on the results of the study.

(b) SOCOM INVOLVEMENT.—The Secretary
shall carry out the study through the Com-
mander of the Special Operations Command.
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(c) SPECIFIC SYSTEM TO BE EVALUATED.—
The study under subsection (a) shall include
an evaluation of the BARAK ship self-de-
fense missile system.

SEC. 226. COMPUTER-ASSISTED EDUCATION AND
TRAINING.

Of the amount authorized to be appro-
priated under section 201(4), $10,000,000 shall
be available under program element 0601103D
for computer-assisted education and training
at the Defense Advanced Research Projects
Agency.
SEC. 227. SEAMLESS
CONNECTIVITY.

Of the amount authorized to be appro-
priated by this Act, $7,000,000 shall be avail-
able for the Defense Advanced Research
Projects Agency for research and develop-

HIGH  OFF-CHIP

ment on Seamless High Off-Chip
Connectivity (SHOCC) under the materials
and electronic technology program

(PE 0602712E).
SEC. 228. COST-BENEFIT ANALYSIS OF F/A-18E/F
AIRCRAFT PROGRAM.

(a) REPORT ON PROGRAM.—Not later than
March 30, 1997, the Secretary of Defense shall
submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees a report on the F/A-18E/F air-
craft program.

(b) CONTENT OF REPORT.—The report shall
contain the following:

(1) A review of the F/A-18E/F aircraft pro-
gram.

(2) An analysis and estimate of the produc-
tion costs of the program for the total num-
ber of aircraft realistically expected to be
procured at each of three annual production
rates as follows:

(A) 18 aircraft.

(B) 24 aircraft.

(C) 36 aircraft.

(3) A comparison of the costs and benefits
of the program with the costs and benefits
of the F/A-18C/D aircraft program taking
into account the operational combat effec-
tiveness of the aircraft.

(c) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS PENDING
TRANSMITTAL OF REPORT.—No more than 90
percent of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated by this Act may be obligated or ex-
pended for the procurement of F/A-18E/F air-
craft before the date that is 30 days after the
date on which the congressional defense
committees receive the report required
under subsection (a).

SEC. 229. NATIONAL POLAR-ORBITING OPER-
ATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL  SAT-
ELLITE SYSTEM.

(a) FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR POLAR-ORBITING
OPERATIONAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  SATELLITE
SYSTEM.—Of the amount authorized to be ap-
propriated under section 201(3), $29,024,000 is
available for the National Polar-Orbiting
Operational Environmental Satellite System
(Space) program (PE 0603434F).

(b) FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR INTERCONTI-
NENTAL BALLISTIC MissiLE.—Of the amount
authorized to be appropriated under section
201(3), $212,895,000 is available for the Inter-
continental Ballistic Missile—EMD program
(PE 0604851F).

SEC. 230. SURGICAL STRIKE VEHICLE FOR USE
AGAINST HARDENED AND DEEPLY
BURIED TARGETS.

(a) AMOUNT AUTHORIZED.—Of the amount
authorized to be appropriated by section
201(4) for counterproliferation support pro-
gram $3,000,000 shall be made available to the
Air Combat Command for research and de-
velopment into the near-term development
of a capability to defeat hardened and deeply
buried targets, including tunnels and deeply
buried facilities for the production and stor-
age of chemical, biological, and nuclear
weapons and their delivery systems.

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—Nothing in this section
shall be construed as precluding the applica-
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tion of the requirements of the Competition
in Contracting Act.
Subtitle C—Ballistic Missile Defense
SEC. 231. CONVERSION OF ABM TREATY TO MUL-
TILATERAL TREATY.

(a) FIsCAL YEAR 1997.—It is the sense of the
Senate that during fiscal year 1997, the Unit-
ed States shall not be bound by any inter-
national agreement entered into by the
President that would substantively modify
the ABM Treaty, including any agreement
that would add one or more countries as sig-
natories to the treaty or would otherwise
convert the treaty from a bilateral treaty to
a multilateral treaty, unless the agreement
is entered pursuant to the treaty making
power of the President under the Constitu-
tion.

(b) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER LAW.—This sec-
tion shall not be construed as superseding
section 232 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (Public Law
103-337; 108 Stat. 2701) for any fiscal year
other than fiscal year 1997, including any fis-
cal year after fiscal year 1997.

SEC. 232. FUNDING FOR UPPER TIER THEATER
MISSILE DEFENSE SYSTEMS.

(a) FUNDING.—Funds authorized to be ap-
propriated under section 201(4) shall be avail-
able for purposes and in amounts as follows:

(1) For the Theater High Altitude Area De-
fense (THAAD) System, $621,798,000.

(2) For the Navy Upper Tier (Theater Wide)
system, $304,171,000.

(b) LimITATION.—None of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available for the
Department of Defense pursuant to this or
any other Act may be obligated or expended
by the Office of the Under Secretary of De-
fense for Acquisition and Technology for of-
ficial representation activities, or related ac-
tivities, until the Secretary of Defense cer-
tifies to Congress that—

(1) the Secretary has made available for
obligation the funds provided under sub-
section (a) for the purposes specified in that
subsection and in the amounts appropriated
pursuant to that subsection; and

(2) the Secretary has included the Navy
Upper Tier theater missile defense system in
the theater missile defense core program.
SEC. 233. ELIMINATION OF REQUIREMENTS FOR

CERTAIN ITEMS TO BE INCLUDED IN
THE ANNUAL REPORT ON THE BAL-
LISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE PROGRAM.

Section 224(b) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991
(10 U.S.C. 2431 note), is amended—

(1) by striking out paragraphs (3), (4), (7),
(9), and (10); and

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (5), (6), and
(8), as paragraphs (3), (4), and (5), respec-
tively.

SEC. 234. ABM TREATY DEFINED.

In this subtitle, the term “ABM Treaty”’
means the Treaty Between the United States
of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics on the Limitation of Anti-Ballis-
tic Missile Systems, signed in Moscow on
May 26, 1972, with related protocol, signed in
Moscow on July 3, 1974.

SEC. 235. SCORPIUS SPACE LAUNCH TECH-
NOLOGY PROGRAM.

Of the amount authorized to be appro-
priated under section 201(4) for the Ballistic
Missile Defense Organization for Support
Technologies/Follow-On Technologies (PE
63173C), up to $7,500,000 is available for the
Scorpius space launch technology program.
SEC. 236. CORPS SAM/MEADS PROGRAM.

(a) FUNDING.—Of the amount authorized to
be appropriated under section 201(4)—

(1) $56,200,000 is available for the Corps sur-
face-to-air missile (SAM)/Medium Extended
Air Defense System (MEADS) program
(PE63869C); and

(2) $515,711,000 is available for Other Thea-
ter Missile Defense programs, projects, and
activities (PE63872C).
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(b) INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION.—The Sec-
retary of Defense may carry out the program
referred to in subsection (a) in accordance
with the memorandum of understanding en-
tered into on May 25, 1996 by the govern-
ments of the United States, Germany, and
Italy regarding international cooperation on
such program (including any amendments to
the memorandum of understanding).

(c) LimITATIONS.—Not more than $15,000,000
of the amount available for the Corps SAM/
MEADS program under subsection (a) may
be obligated until the Secretary of Defense
submits to the congressional defense com-
mittees the following:

(1) An initial program estimate for the
Corps SAM/MEADS program, including a
tentative schedule of major milestones and
an estimate of the total program cost
through initial operational capability.

(2) A report on the options associated with
the use of existing systems, technologies,
and program management mechanisms to
satisfy the requirement for the Corps sur-
face-to-air missile, including an assessment
of cost and schedule implications in relation
to the program estimate submitted under
paragraph (1).

(3) A certification that there will be no in-
crease in overall United States funding com-
mitment to the project definition and valida-
tion phase of the Corps SAM/MEADS pro-
gram as a result of the withdrawal of France
from participation in the program.

SEC. 237. ANNUAL REPORT ON THREAT OF AT-
TACK BY BALLISTIC MISSILES CAR-
RYING NUCLEAR, CHEMICAL, OR BI-
OLOGICAL WARHEADS.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the follow-
ing findings:

(1) The worldwide proliferation of ballistic
missiles is a potential threat to the United
States national interests overseas and chal-
lenges United States defense planning.

(2) In the absence of a national missile de-
fense, the United States remains vulnerable
to long-range missile threats.

(3) Russia has a ground-based missile de-
fense system deployed around Moscow.

(4) Several countries, including Irag, Iran,
and North Korea may soon be techno-
logically capable of threatening the United
States and Russia with ballistic missile at-
tack.

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—(1) Each year, the
President shall submit to Congress a report
on the threats to the United States of attack
by ballistic missiles carrying nuclear, bio-
logical, or chemical warheads.

(2) The President shall submit the first re-
port not later than 180 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act.

(c) COoNTENT OF REPORT.—The report shall
contain the following:

(1) A list of all countries thought to have
nuclear, chemical, or biological weapons, the
estimated numbers of such weapons that
each country has, and the destructive poten-
tial of the weapons.

(2) A list of all countries thought to have
ballistic missiles, the estimated number of
such missiles that each country has, and an
assessment of the ability of those countries
to integrate their ballistic missile capabili-
ties with their nuclear, chemical, or biologi-
cal weapons technologies.

(3) A comparison of the United States civil
defense capabilities with the civil defense ca-
pabilities of each country that has nuclear,
chemical, or biological weapons and ballistic
missiles capable of delivering such weapons.

(4) An estimate of the number of American
fatalities and injuries that could result, and
an estimate of the value of property that
could be lost, from an attack on the United
States by ballistic missiles carrying nuclear,
chemical, or biological weapons if the United
States were left undefended by a national
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missile defense

States.

(5) Assuming the use of any existing thea-
ter ballistic missile defense system for de-
fense of the United States, a list of the
States that would be left exposed to nuclear
ballistic missile attacks and the criteria
used to determine which States would be left
exposed.

(6) The means by which the United States
is preparing to defend itself against the po-
tential threat of ballistic missile attacks by
North Korea, Iran, Iraq, and other countries
obtaining ballistic missiles capable of deliv-
ering nuclear, chemical, and biological weap-
ons in the near future.

(7) For each country that is capable of at-
tacking the United States with ballistic mis-
siles carrying a nuclear, biological, or chem-
ical weapon, a comparison of—

(A) the vulnerability of the United States
to such an attack if theater missile defenses
were used to defend against the attack; and

(B) the vulnerability of the United States
to such an attack if a national missile de-
fense were in place to defend against the at-
tack.

SEC. 238. AIR FORCE NATIONAL MISSILE DE-
FENSE PLAN.

(&) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense
of the Senate that—

(1) the Air Force proposal for a Minuteman
based national missile defense system is an
important national missile defense option
and is worthy of serious consideration; and

(2) the Secretary of Defense should give the
Air Force National Missile Defense Proposal
full consideration.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 120 days after
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of
Defense shall provide the congressional de-
fense committees a report on the following
matters in relation to the Air Force Na-
tional Missile Defense Proposal:

(1) The cost and operational effectiveness
of a system that could be developed pursuant
to the Air Forces’ plan.

(2) The Arms Control implications of such
system.

(3) Growth potential
threats.

(4) The Secretary’s recommendation for
improvements to the Air Force’s plan.

SEC. 239. EXTENSION OF PROHIBITION ON USE
OF FUNDS TO IMPLEMENT AN
INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENT CON-
CERNING THEATER MISSILE DE-
FENSE SYSTEMS.

Section 235(c) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public
Law 104-106; 110 Stat. 232) is amended in the
matter preceding paragraph (1) by inserting
“‘or 1997 after “‘fiscal year 1996”".

Subtitle D—Other Matters

SEC. 241. LIVE-FIRE SURVIVABILITY TESTING OF
F-22 AIRCRAFT.

(a) AUTHORITY FOR RETROACTIVE WAIVER.—
The Secretary of Defense may, in accordance
with section 2366(c) of title 10, United States
Code, waive for the F-22 aircraft program the
survivability tests required by that section,
notwithstanding that such program has en-
tered full-scale engineering development.

(b) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—(1) If the
Secretary of Defense submits in accordance
with section 2366(c)(1) of title 10, United
States Code, a certification that live-fire
testing of the F-22 aircraft would be unrea-
sonably expensive and impractical, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall require that F-22 air-
craft components and subsystems be made
available for any alternative live-fire test
program.

(2) The components and subsystem re-
quired by the Secretary to be made available
for such a program shall be components
that—

system covering all 50
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(A) could affect the survivability of the F-
22 aircraft; and

(B) are sufficiently large and realistic that
meaningful conclusions about the surviv-
ability of F-22 aircraft can be drawn from
the test results.

(c) FUNDING.—Funds available for the F-22
aircraft program may be used for carrying
out any alternative live-fire testing program
for F-22 aircraft.

SEC. 242. LIVE-FIRE SURVIVABILITY TESTING OF
V-22 AIRCRAFT.

(a) AUTHORITY FOR RETROACTIVE WAIVER.—
The Secretary of Defense may, in accordance
with section 2366(c) of title 10, United States
Code, waive for the V-22 aircraft program
the survivability tests required by that sec-
tion, notwithstanding that such program has
entered engineering and manufacturing de-
velopment.

(b) ALTERNATIVE SURVIVABILITY TEST RE-
QUIREMENTS.—If the Secretary of Defense
submits in accordance with section 2366(c)(1)
of title 10, United States Code, a certifi-
cation that live-fire testing of the V-22 air-
craft would be unreasonably expensive and
impractical, the Secretary of Defense shall
require that a sufficient number of compo-
nents critical to the survivability of the V-
22 aircraft be tested in an alternative live-
fire test program involving realistic threat
environments that meaningful conclusions
about the survivability of V-22 aircraft can
be drawn from the test results.

(c) FUNDING.—Funds available for the V-22
aircraft program may be used for carrying
out any alternative live-fire testing program
for V-22 aircraft.

SEC. 243. AMENDMENT TO UNIVERSITY RE-
SEARCH INITIATIVE SUPPORT PRO-
GRAM.

Section 802(c) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public
Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1701; 10 U.S.C. 2358
note) is amended by striking out ‘“‘fiscal
years before the fiscal year in which the in-
stitution submits a proposal’ and inserting
in lieu thereof ‘“‘most recent fiscal years for
which complete statistics are available when
proposals are requested’’.

SEC. 244. DESALTING TECHNOLOGIES.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the follow-
ing findings:

(1) Access to scarce fresh water is likely to
be a cause of future military conflicts in the
Middle East and has a direct impact on sta-
bility and security in the region.

(2) The Middle East is an area of vital and
strategic importance to the United States.

(3) The United States has played a military
role in the Middle East, most recently in the
Persian Gulf War, and may likely be called
upon again to deter aggression in the region.

(4) United States troops have used
desalting technologies to guarantee the
availability of fresh water in past deploy-
ments in the Middle East.

(5) Adequate, efficient, and cheap access to
high-quality fresh water will be vital to
maintaining the readiness and sustainability
of United States troops, and those of our al-
lies.

(b) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the
Senate that, as improved access to fresh
water will be an important factor in helping
prevent future conflicts in the Middle East,
the United States should, in cooperation
with its allies, promote and invest in tech-
nologies to reduce the costs of converting sa-
line water into fresh water.

(c) FUNDING FOR RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-
MENT.—Of the amounts authorized to be ap-
propriated by this title, the Secretary shall
place greater emphasis on making funds
available for research and development into
efficient and economical processes and meth-
ods for converting saline water into fresh
water.
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Subtitle E—National Oceanographic
Partnership
SEC. 251. SHORT TITLE.
This subtitle may be cited as the ‘“Na-
tional Oceanographic Partnership Act’.
SEC. 252. NATIONAL OCEANOGRAPHIC PARTNER-
SHIP PROGRAM.
(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.—(1) Subtitle C of
title 10, United States Code, is amended by
inserting after chapter 663 the following new

chapter:
“CHAPTER 665—NATIONAL OCEANO-
GRAPHIC PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM

““Sec.

““7901. National Oceanographic Partnership
Program.

‘“7902. National Ocean Research Leadership
Council.

*“7903. Partnership program projects.
“8§7901. National Oceanographic Partnership

Program

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of the
Navy shall establish a program to be known
as the ‘National Oceanographic Partnership
Program’.

““(b) PUrRPOSES.—The purposes of the pro-
gram are as follows:

‘(1) To promote the national goals of as-
suring national security, advancing eco-
nomic development, protecting quality of
life, and strengthening science education and
communication through improved knowl-
edge of the ocean.

““(2) To coordinate and strengthen oceano-
graphic efforts in support of those goals by—

“(A) identifying and carrying out partner-
ships among Federal agencies, institutions of
higher education, industry, and other mem-
bers of the oceanographic scientific commu-
nity in the areas of data, resources, edu-
cation, and communication; and

““(B) reporting annually to Congress on the
program.

““(c) NATIONAL COASTAL DATA CENTER.—(1)
The Secretary of the Navy shall establish a
National Coastal Data Center at each of two
educational institutions that are either well-
established oceanographic institutes or grad-
uate schools of oceanography. The Secretary
shall select for the center one institution lo-
cated at or near the east coast of the con-
tinental United States and one institution
located at or near the west coast of the con-
tinental United States.

““(2) The purpose of the center is to collect,
maintain, and make available for research
and educational purposes information on
coastal oceanographic phenomena.

““(3) The Secretary shall complete the es-
tablishment of the National Coastal Data
Center not later than one year after the date
of the enactment of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997.

“8§7902. National Ocean Research Leadership

Council

““‘(a) CouNciL.—There is a National Ocean
Research Leadership Council (hereinafter in
this chapter referred to as the ““Council’’).

“(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The Council is com-
posed of the following members:

““(1) The Secretary of the Navy who shall
be the chairman of the Council.

“(2) The Administrator of the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
who shall be the vice chairman of the Coun-
cil.

““(3) The Director of the National Science
Foundation.

““(4) The Administrator of the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration.

“(5) The Commandant of the Coast Guard.

““(6) With their consent, the President of
the National Academy of Sciences, the Presi-
dent of the National Academy of Engineer-
ing, and the President of the Institute of
Medicine.
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“(7) Up to five members appointed by the
Chairman from among individuals who will
represent the views of ocean industries, in-
stitutions of higher education, and State
governments.

*“(c) TERM OF OFFICE.—The term of office of
a member of the Council appointed under
paragraph (7) of subsection (b) shall be two
years, except that any person appointed to
fill a vacancy occurring before the expira-
tion of the term for which his predecessor
was appointed shall be appointed for the re-
mainder of such term.

‘“(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than
March 1 of each year, the Council shall sub-
mit to Congress a report on the National
Oceanographic Partnership Program. The re-
port shall contain the following:

““(1) A description of activities of the pro-
gram carried out during the fiscal year be-
fore the fiscal year in which the report is
prepared. The description also shall include
a list of the members of the Ocean Research
Partnership Coordinating Group (established
pursuant to subsection (e)), the Ocean Re-
search Advisory Panel (established pursuant
to subsection (f)), and any working groups in
existence during the fiscal year covered.

“(2) A general outline of the activities
planned for the program during the fiscal
year in which the report is prepared.

““(3) A summary of projects continued from
the fiscal year before the fiscal year in which
the report is prepared and projects expected
to be started during the fiscal year in which
the report is prepared and during the follow-
ing fiscal year.

““(4) A description of the involvement of
the program with Federal interagency co-
ordinating entities.

““(5) The amounts requested, in the budget
submitted to Congress pursuant to section
1105(a) of title 31 for the fiscal year following
the fiscal year in which the report is pre-
pared, for the programs, projects, and activi-
ties of the program and the estimated ex-
penditures under such programs, projects,
and activities during such following fiscal
year.

‘‘(e) OCEAN RESEARCH PARTNERSHIP COORDI-
NATING GROUP.—(1) The Council shall estab-
lish an Ocean Research Partnership Coordi-
nating Group consisting of not more than 10
members appointed by the Council from
among officers and employees of the Govern-
ment, persons employed in the maritime in-
dustry, educators at institutions of higher
education, and officers and employees of
State governments.

*“(2) The Council shall designate a member
of the Coordinating Group to serve as Chair-
man of the group.

““(3) The Council shall assign to the Coordi-
nating Group responsibilities that the Coun-
cil considers appropriate. The Coordinating
Group shall be subject to the authority, di-
rection, and control of the Council in the
performance the assigned responsibilities.

““(f) OCEAN RESEARCH ADVISORY PANEL.—(1)
The Council shall establish an Ocean Re-
search Advisory Panel consisting of members
appointed by the Council from among per-
sons eminent in the fields of oceanography,
ocean sciences, or marine policy (or related
fields) who are representative of the inter-
ests of governments, institutions of higher
education, and industry in the matters cov-
ered by the purposes of the National Oceano-
graphic Partnership Program (as set forth in
section 7901(b) of this title).

““(2) The Council shall assign to the Advi-
sory Panel responsibilities that the Council
consider appropriate. The Coordinating
Group shall be subject the authority, direc-
tion, and control of the Council to in the per-
formance of the assigned responsibilities.
“§7903. Partnership program projects

“(a) SELECTION OF PARTNERSHIP
PROJECTS.—The National Ocean Research
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Leadership Council shall select the partner-
ship projects that are to be considered eligi-
ble for support under the National Oceano-
graphic Partnership Program. A project
partnership may be established by any in-
strument that the Council considers appro-
priate, including a memorandum of under-
standing, a cooperative research and devel-
opment agreement, and any similar instru-
ment.

““(b) CONTRACT AND GRANT AUTHORITY.—(1)
The Council may authorize one or more of
the departments and agencies of the Federal
Government represented on the Council to
enter into contracts or to make grants for
the support of partnership projects selected
under subsection (a).

““(2) Funds appropriated or otherwise made
available for the National Oceanographic
Partnership Program may be used for con-
tracts entered into or grants awarded under
authority provided pursuant to paragraph
@..

(2) The table of chapters at the beginning
of subtitle C of title 10, United States Code,
and at the beginning of part IV of such sub-
title, are each amended by inserting after
the item relating to chapter 663 the follow-
ing:

“665. National Oceanographic Part-
nership Program .........c...ccoeeeuneenns 7901".

(b) INITIAL APPOINTMENTS OF COUNCIL MEM-
BERS.—The Chairman of the National Ocean
Research Leadership Council established
under section 7902 of title 10, United States
Code, as added by subsection (a)(1), shall
make the appointments required by sub-
section (b)(7) of such section not later than
December 1, 1996.

() FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OF NATIONAL
OCEAN RESEARCH LEADERSHIP COUNCIL.—The
first annual report required by section
7902(d) of title 10, United States Code, as
added by subsection (a)(1), shall be submit-
ted to Congress not later than March 1, 1997.
The first report shall include, in addition to
the information required by such section, in-
formation about the terms of office, proce-
dures, and responsibilities of the Ocean Re-
search Advisory Panel established by the
Council.

(d) FUNDING.—Of the funds authorized to be
appropriated by section 201(2), $13,000,000
shall be available for the National Oceano-
graphic Partnership Program.

TITLE 11I—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 301. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE FUND-
ING.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1997 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agen-
cies of the Department of Defense for ex-
penses, not otherwise provided for, for oper-
ation and maintenance, in amounts as fol-
lows:

(1) For the Army, $18,147,623,000.

(2) For the Navy, $20,298,339,000.

(3) For the Marine Corps, $2,279,477,000.

(4) For the Air Force, $17,949,339,000.

(5) For Defense-wide activities,
$9,863,942,000.

(6) For the Army Reserve, $1,094,436,000.

(7) For the Naval Reserve, $851,027,000.

(8) For the Marine Corps Reserve,
$110,367,000.

(9) For the Air Force Reserve, $1,493,553,000.

(10) For the Army National Guard,
$2,218,477,000.
(11) For the Air National Guard,

$2,699,173,000.

(12) For the Defense
$136,501,000.

(13) For the United States Court of Appeals
for the Armed Forces, $6,797,000.

Inspector General,
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(14) For Environmental Restoration, Army,
$356,916,000.

(15) For Environmental Restoration, Navy,
$302,900,000.

(16) For Environmental Restoration, Air
Force, $414,700,000.

(17) For Environmental Restoration, De-
fense-wide, $258,500,000.

(18) For Drug Interdiction and Counter-
drug Activities, Defense-wide, $793,824,000.

(19) For Medical Programs, Defense,
$9,375,988,000.

(20) For Cooperative Threat Reduction pro-
grams, $327,900,000.

(21) For Overseas Humanitarian, Disaster,
and Civic Aid programs, $49,000,000.

SEC. 302. WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 1997 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agen-
cies of the Department of Defense for provid-
ing capital for working capital and revolving
funds in amounts as follows:

(1) For the Defense Business Operations
Fund, $947,900,000.

(2) For the National Defense Sealift Fund,
$1,268,002,000.

SEC. 303. DEFENSE NUCLEAR AGENCY.

Of the amounts authorized to be appro-
priated for the Department of Defense under
section 301(5), $88,083,000 shall be available
for the Defense Nuclear Agency.

SEC. 304. TRANSFER FROM NATIONAL DEFENSE
STOCKPILE TRANSACTION FUND.

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—To0 the extent
provided in appropriations Acts, not more
than $150,000,000 is authorized to be trans-
ferred from the National Defense Stockpile
Transaction Fund to operation and mainte-
nance accounts for fiscal year 1997 in
amounts as follows:

(1) For the Army, $50,000,000.

(2) For the Navy, $50,000,000.

(3) For the Air Force, $50,000,000.

(b) TREATMENT OF TRANSFERS.—Amounts
transferred under this section—

(1) shall be merged with, and be available
for the same purposes and the same period
as, the amounts in the accounts to which
transferred; and

(2) may not be expended for an item that
has been denied authorization of appropria-
tions by Congress.

(c) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER TRANSFER AU-
THORITY.—The transfer authority provided in
this section is in addition to the transfer au-
thority provided in section 1001.

SEC. 305. CIVIL AIR PATROL.

(a) FUNDING.—Of the amounts authorized
to be appropriated pursuant to this Act,
$14,526,000 may be made available to the Civil
Air Patrol Corporation.

(b) AMOUNT FOR SEARCH AND RESCUE OPER-
ATIONS.—Of the amount made available pur-
suant to subsection (a), not more than 75
percent of such amount may be available for
costs other than the costs of search and res-
cue missions.

SEC. 306. SR-71 CONTINGENCY RECONNAISSANCE
FORCE.

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated
by section 301(4), $30,000,000 is authorized to
be made available for the SR-71 contingency
reconnaissance force.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations
SEC. 311. FUNDING FOR SECOND AND THIRD
MARITIME PREPOSITIONING SHIPS
OUT OF NATIONAL DEFENSE SEA-
LIFT FUND.

(a) NATIONAL DEFENSE SEALIFT FUND.—To
the extent provided in appropriations Acts,
funds in the National Defense Sealift Fund
may be obligated and expended for the pur-
chase and conversion, or construction, of a
total of three ships for the purpose of en-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE

hancing Marine Corps prepositioning ship
squadrons.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Of
the amount authorized to be appropriated
under section 302(2), $240,000,000 is authorized
to be appropriated for the purpose stated in
subsection (a).

SEC. 312. NATIONAL DEFENSE SEALIFT FUND.

Section 2218 of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in subsection (c)(1)(E), by striking out
*“, but only for vessels built in United States
shipyards’’;

(2) in subsection (f)—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) by striking out “‘five’”” and inserting in
lieu thereof “‘ten’’; and

(ii) by striking out ““(c)(1)”” and inserting in
lieu thereof “(c)(1)(A)”’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking out
“(c)(1)” and inserting in lieu thereof
“(©)@)(A)”; and

(3) in subsection (j), by striking out ““(c)(1)
(A), (B), (C), and (D) and inserting in lieu
thereof *““(c)(1) (A), (B), (C), (D), and (E)”".

SEC. 313. NONLETHAL WEAPONS CAPABILITIES.

Of the amount authorized to be appro-
priated under section 301, $5,000,000 shall be
available for the immediate procurement of
nonlethal weapons capabilities to meet ex-
isting deficiencies in inventories of such ca-
pabilities, of which—

(1) $2,000,000 shall
Army; and

(2) $3,000,000 shall be available for the Ma-
rine Corps.

SEC. 314. RESTRICTION ON COAST GUARD FUND-

be available for the

No funds are authorized by this Act to be
appropriated to the Department of Defense
for the Coast Guard within budget subfunc-
tion 054.

SEC. 315. OCEANOGRAPHIC SHIP OPERATIONS
AND DATA ANALYSIS.

(a) FunDs AUTHORIZED.—Of the funds pro-
vided by section 301(2), an additional
$6,200,000 may be authorized for the reduc-
tion, storage, modeling and conversion of
oceanographic data for use by the Navy, con-
sistent with Navy’s requirements.

(b) PURPOSE.—Such funds identified in sub-
section (a) shall be in addition to such
amounts already provided for this purpose in
the budget request.

Subtitle C—Depot-Level Activities
SEC. 321. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PERFORM-
ANCE OF CORE LOGISTICS FUNC-
TIONS.

Section 2464(a) of title 10, United States
Code is amended by striking out paragraph
(2) and inserting in lieu thereof the follow-
ing:
9(2) The Secretary of Defense shall main-
tain within the Department of Defense those
logistics activities and capabilities that are
necessary to provide the logistics capability
described in paragraph (1). The logistics ac-
tivities and capabilities maintained under
this paragraph shall include all personnel,
equipment, and facilities that are necessary
to maintain and repair the weapon systems
and other military equipment identified
under paragraph (3).

““(3) The Secretary of Defense, in consulta-
tion with the Joint Chiefs of Staff, shall
identify the weapon systems and other mili-
tary equipment that it is necessary to main-
tain and repair within the Department of De-
fense in order to maintain within the depart-
ment the capability described in paragraph
(2).

‘“(4) The Secretary shall require that the
core logistics functions identified pursuant
to paragraph (3) be performed in Govern-
ment-owned, Government-operated facilities
of the Department of Defense by Department
of Defense personnel using Department of
Defense equipment.”.
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SEC. 322. INCREASE IN PERCENTAGE LIMITATION
ON CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE OF
DEPOT-LEVEL MAINTENANCE AND
REPAIR WORKLOADS.

(@) FIFTY PERCENT LIMITATION.—Section
2466(a) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by striking out ‘40 percent’ in the
first sentence and inserting in lieu thereof
‘50 percent’’.

(b) INCREASE DELAYED PENDING RECEIPT OF
STRATEGIC PLAN FOR THE PERFORMANCE OF
DEPOT-LEVEL MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR.—(1)
Notwithstanding the first sentence of section
2466(a) of title 10, United States Code (as
amended by subsection (a)), until the strate-
gic plan for the performance of depot-level
maintenance and repair is submitted under
section 325, not more than 40 percent of the
funds made available in a fiscal year to a
military department or a Defense Agency for
depot-level maintenance and repair workload
may be used to contract for the performance
by non-Federal Government personnel of
such workload for the military department
or the Defense Agency.

(2) In paragraph (1), the term ‘‘depot-level
maintenance and repair workload” has the
meaning given such term in section 2466(f) of
title 10, United States Code.

SEC. 323. REPORT ON DEPOT-LEVEL MAINTE-
NANCE AND REPAIR.

Subsection (e) of section 2466 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended to read as
follows:

“‘(e) REPORT.—(1) Not later than February 1
of each year, the Secretary of Defense shall
submit to Congress a report identifying, for
each military department and Defense Agen-
cy—

““(A) the percentage of the funds referred to
in subsection (a) that were used during the
preceding fiscal year for performance of
depot-level maintenance and repair work-
loads by Federal Government personnel; and

““(B) the percentage of the funds referred to
in subsection (a) that were used during the
preceding fiscal year to contract for the per-
formance of depot-level maintenance and re-
pair workloads by non-Federal Government
personnel.

““(2) Not later than 90 days after the date
on which the Secretary submits the annual
report under paragraph (1), the Comptroller
General shall submit to the Committees on
Armed Services and on Appropriations of the
Senate and the Committees on National Se-
curity and on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives the Comptroller’s views on
whether the Department of Defense has com-
plied with the requirements of subsection (a)
for the fiscal year covered by the report.”.
SEC. 324. DEPOT-LEVEL MAINTENANCE AND RE-

PAIR WORKLOAD DEFINED.

Section 2466 of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the follow-
ing:

“(f) DEPOT-LEVEL MAINTENANCE AND RE-
PAIR WORKLOAD DEFINED.—In this section,
the term ‘depot-level maintenance and re-
pair workload—

““(1) means material maintenance requiring
major overhaul or complete rebuilding of
parts, assemblies, or subassemblies, and test-
ing and reclamation of equipment as nec-
essary, including all aspects of software
maintenance;

““(2) includes those portions of interim con-
tractor support, contractor logistics support,
or any similar contractor support for the
performance of services described in para-
graph (1); and

““(3) does not include ship modernization
and other repair activities that—

“(A) are funded out of appropriations
available to the Department of Defense for
procurement; and

““(B) were not considered to be depot-level
maintenance and repair workload activities -
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under regulations of the Department of De-

fense in effect on February 10, 1996.”".

SEC. 325. STRATEGIC PLAN RELATING TO DEPOT-
LEVEL MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR.

(a) STRATEGIC PLAN REQUIRED.—(1) As soon
as possible after the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate
and the Committee on National Security of
the House of Representatives a strategic
plan for the performance of depot-level
maintenance and repair.

(2) The strategic plan shall cover the per-
formance of depot-level maintenance and re-
pair for the Department of Defense in fiscal
years 1998 through 2007. The plan shall pro-
vide for maintaining the capability described
in section 2464 of title 10, United States
Code.

(b) ADDITIONAL MATTERS COVERED.—The
Secretary of Defense shall include in the
strategic plan submitted under subsection
(a) a detailed discussion of the following
matters:

(1) For each military department, as deter-
mined after consultation with the Secretary
of that military department and the Chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the depot-
level maintenance and repair activities and
workloads that are necessary to perform
within the Department of Defense in order to
maintain the core logistics capability re-
quired by section 2464 of title 10, United
States Code.

(2) For each military department, as deter-
mined after consultation with the Secretary
of that military department and the Chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the depot-
level maintenance and repair activities and
workloads that the Secretary of Defense
plans to perform within the Department of
Defense in order to satisfy the requirements
of section 2466 of title 10, United States Code.

(3) For the activities identified pursuant to
paragraphs (1) and (2), a discussion of which
specific existing weapon systems or other ex-
isting equipment, and which specific planned
weapon systems or other planned equipment,
are weapon systems or equipment for which
it Is necessary to maintain a core depot-level
maintenance and repair capability within
the Department of Defense.

(4) The core capabilities, including suffi-
cient skilled personnel, equipment, and fa-
cilities, that—

(A) are of sufficient size—

(i) to ensure a ready and controlled source
of the technical competencies, and the main-
tenance and repair capabilities, that are nec-
essary to meet the requirements of the na-
tional military strategy and other require-
ments for responding to mobilizations and
military contingencies; and

(ii) to provide for rapid augmentation in
time of emergency; and

(B) are assigned a sufficient workload to
ensure cost efficiency and technical pro-
ficiency in peacetime.

(5) The environmental liability issues asso-
ciated with any projected privatization of
the performance of depot-level maintenance
and repair, together with detailed projec-
tions of the cost to the United States of sat-
isfying environmental liabilities associated
with such privatized performance.

(6) Any significant issues and risks con-
cerning exchange of technical data on depot-
level maintenance and repair between the
Federal Government and the private sector.

(7) Any deficiencies in Department of De-
fense financial systems that hinder effective
evaluation of competitions (whether among
private-sector sources or among depot-level
activities owned and operated by the Depart-
ment of Defense and private-sector sources),
and merit-based selections (among depot-
level activities owned and operated by the
Department of Defense), for a depot-level
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maintenance and repair workload, together
with plans to correct such deficiencies.

(9) The type of facility (whether a private
sector facility or a Government owned and
operated facility) in which depot-level main-
tenance and repair of any new weapon sys-
tems that will reach full scale development
is to be performed.

(10) The workloads necessary to maintain
Government owned and operated depots at 50
percent, 70 percent, and 85 percent of operat-
ing capacity.

(11) A plan for improving the productivity
of the Government owned and operated depot
maintenance and repair facilities, together
with management plans for changing admin-
istrative and missions processes to achieve
productivity gains, a discussion of any bar-
riers to achieving desired productivity gains
at the depots, and any necessary changes in
civilian personnel policies that are necessary
to improve productivity.

(12) The criteria used to make decisions on
whether to convert to contractor perform-
ance of depot-level maintenance and repair,
the officials responsible for making the deci-
sion to convert, and any depot-level mainte-
nance and repair workloads that are pro-
posed to be converted to contractor perform-
ance before the end of fiscal year 2001.

(13) A detailed analysis of savings proposed
to be achieved by contracting for the per-
formance of depot-level maintenance and re-
pair workload by private sector sources, to-
gether with the report on the review of the
analysis (and the assumptions underlying
the analysis) provided for under subsection
(©).

(c) INDEPENDENT REVIEW OF SAVINGS ANAL-
Ysis.—The Secretary shall provide for a pub-
lic accounting firm (independent of Depart-
ment of Defense influence) to review the
analysis referred to in subsection (b)(13) and
the assumptions underlying the analysis for
submission to the committees referred to in
subsection (a) and to the Comptroller Gen-
eral.

(d) REVIEW BY COMPTROLLER GENERAL.—(1)
At the same time that the Secretary of De-
fense transmits the strategic plan under sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall transmit a
copy of the plan (including the report of the
public accounting firm provided for under
subsection (c)) to the Comptroller General of
the United States and make available to the
Comptroller General all information used by
the Department of Defense in preparing the
plan and analysis.

(2) Not later than 60 days after the date on
which the Secretary submits the strategic
plan required by subsection (a), the Comp-
troller General shall transmit to Congress a
report containing a detailed analysis of the
strategic plan.

(e) ADDITIONAL REPORTING REQUIREMENT
FOR COMPTROLLER GENERAL.—Not later than
February 1, 1997, the Comptroller General
shall submit to the committees referred to in
subsection (a) a report on the effectiveness of
the oversight by the Department of Defense
of the management of existing contracts
with private sector sources of depot-level
maintenance and repair of weapon systems,
the adequacy of Department of Defense fi-
nancial and information systems to support
effective decisions to contract for private
sector performance of depot-level mainte-
nance and repair workloads that are being or
have been performed by Government person-
nel, the status of reengineering efforts at de-
pots owned and operated by the United
States, and any overall management weak-
nesses within the Department of Defense
that would hinder effective use of contract-
ing for the performance of depot-level main-
tenance and repair.
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SEC. 326. ANNUAL REPORT ON COMPETITIVE
PROCEDURES.

(a) ANNUAL REPORT.—Section 2469 of title
10, United States Code, is amended by adding
at the end the following:

“(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than
March 31 of each year, the Secretary of De-
fense shall submit to the Committee on
Armed Services of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on National Security of the House of
Representatives a report describing the com-
petitive procedures used during the preced-
ing fiscal year for competitions referred to
in subsection (a).”.

(b) FIRST REPORT.—The first report under
subsection (d) of section 2469 of title 10, Unit-
ed States Code (as added by subsection (a)),
shall be submitted not later than March 31,
1997.

SEC. 327. ANNUAL RISK ASSESSMENTS REGARD-
ING PRIVATE PERFORMANCE OF
DEPOT-LEVEL MAINTENANCE WORK.

(a) REPORTS.—Chapter 146 of title 10, Unit-
ed States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following:

“§2473. Reports on privatization of depot-

level maintenance work

““(@) ANNUAL RISK ASSESSMENTS.—(1) Not
later than January 1 of each year, the Joint
Chiefs of Staff shall submit to the Secretary
of Defense a report on the privatization of
the performance of the various depot-level
maintenance workloads of the Department of
Defense.

“(2) The report shall include with respect
to each depot-level maintenance workload
the following:

“(A) An assessment of the risk to the read-
iness, sustainability, and technology of the
Armed Forces in a full range of anticipated
scenarios for peacetime and for wartime of—

‘(i) using public entities to perform the
workload;

““(ii) using private entities to perform the
workload; and

“(iif) using a combination of public enti-
ties and private entities to perform the
workload.

“(B) The recommendation of the Joint
Chiefs as to whether public entities, private
entities, or a combination of public entities
and private entities could perform the work-
load without jeopardizing military readiness.

“(3) Not later than 30 days after receiving
the report under paragraph (2)(B), the Sec-
retary shall transmit the report to Congress.
If the Secretary does not concur in the rec-
ommendation made by the Joint Chiefs pur-
suant to paragraph (2)(B), the Secretary
shall include in the report under this para-
graph—

““(A) the recommendation of the Secretary;
and

““(B) a justification for the differences be-
tween the recommendation of the Joint
Chiefs and the recommendation of the Sec-
retary.

““(b) ANNUAL REPORT ON PROPOSED PRIVAT-
1ZATION.—(1) Not later than February 28 of
each year, the Joint Chiefs of Staff shall sub-
mit to the Secretary of Defense a report on
each depot-level maintenance workload of
the Department of Defense that the Joint
Chiefs believe could be converted to perform-
ance by private entities during the next fis-
cal year without jeopardizing military readi-
ness.

““(2) Not later than 30 days after receiving
a report under paragraph (1), the Secretary
shall transmit the report to Congress. If the
Secretary does not concur in the proposal of
the Joint Chiefs in the report, the Secretary
shall include in the report under this para-
graph—

“(A) each depot-level maintenance work-
load of the Department that the Secretary
proposes to be performed by private entities
during the fiscal year concerned; and
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“(B) a justification for the differences be-
tween the proposal of the Joint Chiefs and
the proposal of the Secretary.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of such chapter is
amended by adding at the end the following:
““2473. Reports on privatization of depot-level

maintenance work.”.
SEC. 328. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR NAVAL
SHIPYARDS AND AVIATION DEPOTS
TO ENGAGE IN DEFENSE-RELATED
PRODUCTION AND SERVICES.

(a) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.—Section
1425(e) of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law 101-510)
is amended by striking out ‘“‘expires on Sep-
tember 30, 1995 and inserting in lieu thereof
‘““may not be exercised after September 30,
19977,

(b) REVIVAL OF EXPIRED AUTHORITY.—The
authority provided in section 1425 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1991 may be exercised after September
30, 1995, subject to the limitation in sub-
section (e) of such section as amended by
subsection (a) of this section.

SEC. 329. LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR F-
18 AIRCRAFT DEPOT MAINTENANCE.

Of the amounts authorized to be appro-
priated by section 301(2), not more than
$5,000,000 may be used for the performance of
depot maintenance on F-18 aircraft until 30
days after the date on which the Secretary of
Defense submits to the congressional defense
committees a report on aviation depot main-
tenance. The report shall contain the follow-
ing:

(1) The results of a competition which the
Secretary shall conduct between all Depart-
ment of Defense aviation depots for selection
for the performance of depot maintenance on
F-18 aircraft.

(2) An analysis of the total cost of transfer-
ring the F-18 aircraft depot maintenance
workload to an aviation depot not perform-
ing such workload as of the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

SEC. 330. DEPOT MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR AT
FACILITIES CLOSED BY BRAC.

The Secretary may not contract for the
performance by a private sector source of
any of the depot maintenance workload per-
formed as of the date of the enactment of
this Act at Sacramento Air Logistics Center
or the San Antonio Air Logistics Center
until the Secretary—

(1) publishes criteria for the evaluation of
bids and proposals to perform such workload;

(2) conducts a competition for the work-
load between public and private entities;

(3) pursuant to the competition, deter-
mines in accordance with the criteria pub-
lished under paragraph (1) that an offer sub-
mitted by a private sector source to perform
the workload is the best value for the United
States; and

(4) submits to Congress the following—

(A) a detailed comparison of the cost of the
performance of the workload by civilian em-
ployees of the Department of Defense with
the cost of the performance of the workload
by that source; and

(B) an analysis which demonstrates that
the performance of the workload by that
source will provide the best value for the
United States over the life of the contract.

Subtitle D—Environmental Provisions
SEC. 341. ESTABLISHMENT OF SEPARATE ENVI-
RONMENTAL  RESTORATION  AC-
COUNTS FOR EACH MILITARY DE-
PARTMENT.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—(1) Section 2703 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended to
read as follows:

“§2703. Environmental restoration accounts

‘““(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF ACCOUNTS.—There
are hereby established in the Department of
Defense the following accounts:
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“(1) An account to be known as the ‘De-
fense Environmental Restoration Account’.

““(2) An account to be known as the ‘Army
Environmental Restoration Account’.

““(3) An account to be known as the ‘Navy
Environmental Restoration Account’.

“(4) An account to be known as the ‘Air
Force Environmental Restoration Account’.

“(b) OBLIGATION OF AUTHORIZED
AMOUNTS.—Funds authorized for deposit in
an account under subsection (a) may be obli-
gated or expended from the account only in
order to carry out the environmental res-
toration functions of the Secretary of De-
fense and the Secretaries of the military de-
partments under this chapter and under any
other provision of law. Funds so authorized
shall remain available until expended.

‘“(c) BUDGET REPORTS.—In proposing the
budget for any fiscal year pursuant to sec-
tion 1105 of title 31, the President shall set
forth separately the amounts requested for
environmental restoration programs of the
Department of Defense and of each of the
military departments under this chapter and
under any other Act.

““(d) AMOUNTS RECOVERED.—The following
amounts shall be credited to the appropriate
environmental restoration account:

‘(1) Amounts recovered under CERCLA for
response actions.

““(2) Any other amounts recovered from a
contractor, insurer, surety, or other person
to reimburse the Department of Defense or a
military department for any expenditure for
environmental response activities.

‘“(e) PAYMENTS OF FINES AND PENALTIES.—
None of the funds appropriated to the De-
fense Environmental Restoration Account
for fiscal years 1995 through 1999, or to any
environmental restoration account of a mili-
tary department for fiscal years 1997 through
1999, may be used for the payment of a fine
or penalty (including any supplemental envi-
ronmental project carried out as part of such
penalty) imposed against the Department of
Defense or a military department unless the
act or omission for which the fine or penalty
is imposed arises out of an activity funded
by the environmental restoration account
concerned and the payment of the fine or
penalty has been specifically authorized by
law.”.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
chapter 160 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by striking out the item relating to
section 2703 and inserting in lieu thereof the
following new item:

‘2703. Environmental restoration accounts.”.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNYy reference to the De-
fense Environmental Restoration Account in
any Federal law, Executive Order, regula-
tion, delegation of authority, or document of
or pertaining to the Department of Defense
shall be deemed to refer to the appropriate
environmental restoration account estab-
lished under section 2703(a)(1) of title 10,
United States Code (as amended by sub-
section (a)(1)).

(c) CONFORMING  AMENDMENT.—Section
2705(g)(1) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by striking out ‘‘the Defense Envi-
ronmental Restoration Account’ and insert-
ing in lieu thereof ‘‘the environmental res-
toration account concerned”.

(d) TREATMENT OF UNOBLIGATED BAL-
ANCES.—AnNy unobligated balances that re-
main in the Defense Environmental Restora-
tion Account under section 2703(a) of title 10,
United States Code, as of the effective date
specified in subsection (e) shall be trans-
ferred on such date to the Defense Environ-
mental Restoration Account established
under section 2703(a)(1) of title 10, United
States Code (as amended by subsection
(@(1))-

(e) EFFeCTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect on the
later of—

July 10, 1996

(1) October 1, 1996; or

(2) the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 342. DEFENSE CONTRACTORS COVERED BY

REQUIREMENT FOR REPORTS ON
CONTRACTOR REIMBURSEMENT
COSTS FOR RESPONSE ACTIONS.

Section 2706(d)(1)(A) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking out
““100”” and inserting in lieu thereof ““20”’.

SEC. 343. REPEAL OF REDUNDANT NOTIFICATION
AND  CONSULTATION  REQUIRE-
MENTS REGARDING REMEDIAL IN-
VESTIGATIONS AND FEASIBILITY
STUDIES AT CERTAIN INSTALLA-
TIONS TO BE CLOSED UNDER THE
BASE CLOSURE LAWS.

Section 334 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993
(Public Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1340; 10 U.S.C.
2687 note) is repealed.

SEC. 344. PAYMENT OF CERTAIN STIPULATED
CIVIL PENALTIES.

(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Defense
may pay to the Hazardous Substance
Superfund established under section 9507 of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C.
9507) stipulated civil penalties assessed under
CERCLA in amounts, and using funds, as fol-
lows:

(1) Using funds authorized to be appro-
priated to the Army Environmental Restora-
tion Account established under section
2703(a)(1)(B) of title 10, United States Code,
as amended by section 341 of this Act, $34,000
assessed against Fort Riley, Kansas, under
CERCLA.

(2) Using funds authorized to be appro-
priated to the Navy Environmental Restora-
tion Account established under section
2703(a)(1)(C) of that title, as so amended,
$30,000 assessed against the Naval Education
and Training Center, Newport, Rhode Island,
under CERCLA.

(3) Using funds authorized to be appro-
priated to the Air Force Environmental Res-
toration Account established under section
2703(a)(1)(D) of that title, as so amended—

(A) $550,000 assessed against the Massachu-
setts Military Reservation, Massachusetts,
under CERCLA, of which $500,000 shall be for
the supplemental environmental project for
a groundwater modeling project that con-
stitutes a part of the negotiated settlement
of a penalty against the reservation; and

(B) $10,000 assessed against F.E. Warren Air
Force Base, Wyoming, under CERCLA.

(4) Using funds authorized to be appro-
priated to the Department of Defense Base
Closure Account 1990 by section 2406(a)(13) of
this Act, $50,000 assessed against Loring Air
Force Base, Maine, under CERCLA.

(b) CERCLA DEFINED.—InN this section, the
term “CERCLA’ means the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.).
SEC. 345. AUTHORITY TO WITHHOLD LISTING OF

FEDERAL FACILITIES ON NATIONAL
PRIORITIES LIST.

Section 120(d) of the Comprehensive Envi-
ronmental Response, Compensation, and Li-
ability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9620(d)) is
amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2)
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively;

(2) by striking ‘“Not later than 18 months
after the enactment of the Superfund
Amendments and Reauthorization Act of
1986, the Administrator’” and inserting the
following:

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator’’; and

(3) by striking ‘““Such criteria’’ and all that
follows through the end of the subsection
and inserting the following:

““(2) APPLICATION OF CRITERIA.—

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph
(B), the criteria referred to in paragraph (1)
shall be applied in the same manner as the
criteria are applied to facilities that are
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owned or operated by persons other than the
United States.

‘“(B) RESPONSE UNDER OTHER LAW.—That
the head of the department, agency, or in-
strumentality that owns or operates a facil-
ity has arranged with the Administrator or
appropriate State authorities to respond ap-
propriately, under authority of a law other
than this Act, to a release or threatened re-
lease of a hazardous substance shall be an
appropriate factor to be taken into consider-
ation for the purposes of section 105(a)(8)(A).

““(3) ComPLETION.—Evaluation and listing
under this subsection shall be completed in
accordance with a reasonable schedule estab-
lished by the Administrator.”’.

SEC. 346. AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER CONTAMI-
NATED FEDERAL PROPERTY BE-
FORE COMPLETION OF REQUIRED
REMEDIAL ACTIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 120(h)(3) of the
Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42
U.S.C. 9620(h)(3)) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (A) as
clause (i) and clauses (i), (ii), and (iii) of that
subparagraph as subclauses (1), (I11), and (111),
respectively;

(2) by striking ‘“After the last day’’ and in-
serting the following:

“(A) IN GENERAL.—ATfter the last day’’;

(3) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as
clause (ii) and clauses (i) and (ii) of that sub-
paragraph as subclauses (1) and (I1), respec-
tively;

(4) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as
clause (iii);

(5) by striking ‘““For purposes of subpara-
graph (B)(i)”’ and inserting the following:

“(B) COVENANT REQUIREMENTS.—For pur-
poses of subparagraphs (A)(ii)(1) and (C)(iii)"’;

(6) in subparagraph (B), as designated by
paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘subparagraph
(B)”” each place it appears and inserting
“‘subparagraph (A)(ii)’; and

(7) by adding at the end the following:

““(C) DEFERRAL.—

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator (in
the case of real property at a Federal facility
that is listed on the National Priorities List)
or the Governor of the State in which the fa-
cility is located (in the case of real property
at a Federal facility not listed on the Na-
tional Priorities List) may defer the require-
ment of subparagraph (A)(ii)(1) with respect
to the property if the Administrator or the
Governor, as the case may be, determines
that—

“(1) the property is suitable for transfer for
the use intended by the transferee;

“(11) the deed or other agreement proposed
to govern the transfer between the United
States and the transferee of the property
contains the assurances set forth in clause
(ii); and

“(111) the Federal agency requesting defer-
ral has provided notice, by publication in a
newspaper of general circulation in the vi-
cinity of the property, of the proposed trans-
fer and of the opportunity for the public to
submit, within a period of not less than 30
days after the date of the notice, written
comments on the finding by the agency that
the property is suitable for transfer.

““(il) REMEDIAL ACTION ASSURANCES.—With
regard to a release or threatened release of a
hazardous substance for which a Federal
agency is potentially responsible under this
section, the deed or other agreement pro-
posed to govern the transfer shall contain as-
surances that—

“(1) provide for any necessary restrictions
to ensure the protection of human health
and the environment;

“(11) provide that there will be restrictions
on use necessary to ensure required remedial
investigations, remedial actions, and over-
sight activities will not be disrupted;
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“(111) provide that all appropriate remedial
action will be taken and identify the sched-
ules for investigation and completion of all
necessary remedial action; and

“(IV) provide that the Federal agency re-
sponsible for the property subject to transfer
will submit a budget request to the Director
of the Office of Management and Budget that
adequately addresses schedules, subject to
congressional authorizations and appropria-
tions.

“(iii) WARRANTY.—When all remedial ac-
tion necessary to protect human health and
the environment with respect to any sub-
stance remaining on the property on the
date of transfer has been taken, the United
States shall execute and deliver to the trans-
feree an appropriate document containing a
warranty that all such remedial action has
been completed, and the making of the war-
ranty shall be considered to satisfy the re-
quirement of subparagraph (A)(ii)(l).

‘“(iv) FEDERAL RESPONSIBILITY.—A deferral
under this subparagraph shall not increase,
diminish, or affect in any manner any rights
or obligations of a Federal agency with re-
spect to a property transferred under this
subparagraph.”.

(b) CONTINUED APPLICATION OF STATE
LAaw.—The first sentence of section 120(a)(4)
of the Comprehensive Environmental Re-
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9620(a)(4)) is amended by in-
serting ‘‘or facilities that are the subject of
a deferral under subsection (h)(3)(C)” after
“United States”.

SEC. 347. CLARIFICATION OF MEANING OF
UNCONTAMINATED PROPERTY FOR
PURPOSES OF TRANSFER BY THE
UNITED STATES.

Section 120(h)(4)(A) of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9620(h)(4)(A))
is amended in the first sentence by striking
‘‘stored for one year or more, known to have
been released,” and inserting ‘‘known to
have been released”.

SEC. 348. SHIPBOARD SOLID WASTE CONTROL.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3(c) of the Act to
Prevent Pollution from Ships (33 U.S.C.
1902(c)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘““Not later
than’ and inserting ‘““Except as provided in
paragraphs (2) and (3), not later than’’; and

(2) by striking paragraphs (2), (3), and (4)
and inserting the following:

“(2)(A) Subject to subparagraph (B), any
ship described in subparagraph (C) may dis-
charge, without regard to the special area re-
quirements of Regulation 5 of Annex V to
the Convention, the following non-plastic,
non-floating garbage:

“(i) A slurry of seawater, paper, cardboard,
or food waste that is capable of passing
through a screen with openings no larger
than 12 millimeters in diameter.

““(if) Metal and glass that have been shred-
ded and bagged so as to ensure negative
buoyancy.

“(B)(i) Garbage described subparagraph
(A)(i) may not be discharged within 3 nau-
tical miles of land.

‘“(ii) Garbage described in subparagraph
(A)(ii) may not be discharged within 12 nau-
tical miles of land.

“(C) This paragraph applies to any ship
that is owned or operated by the Department
of the Navy that, as determined by the Sec-
retary of the Navy—

(i) has unique military design, construc-
tion, manning, or operating requirements;
and

“(ii) cannot fully comply with the special
area requirements of Regulation 5 of Annex
V to the Convention because compliance is
not technologically feasible or would impair
the operations or operational capability of
the ship.
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“(3)(A) Not later than December 31, 2000,
the Secretary of the Navy shall prescribe and
publish in the Federal Register standards to
ensure that each ship described in subpara-
graph (B) is, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable without impairing the operations or
operational capabilities of the ship, operated
in a manner that is consistent with the spe-
cial area requirements of Regulation 5 of
Annex V to the Convention.

““(B) Subparagraph (A) applies to surface
ships that are owned or operated by the De-
partment of the Navy that the Secretary
plans to decommission during the period be-
ginning on January 1, 2001, and ending on De-
cember 31, 2005.

“(C) At the same time that the Secretary
publishes standards under subparagraph (A),
the Secretary shall publish in the Federal
Register a list of the ships covered by sub-
paragraph (B).”.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—

(1) COMPLIANCE WITH ANNEX V.—It is the
sense of Congress that it should be an objec-
tive of the Navy to achieve full compliance
with Annex V to the Convention as part of
the Navy’s development of ships that are en-
vironmentally sound.

(2) DEFINITION.—INn this subsection, the
terms ‘“‘Convention” and ‘‘ship” have the
meanings provided in section 2(a) of the Act
to Prevent Pollution from Ships (33 U.S.C.
1901(a)).

(c) REPORT ON COMPLIANCE WITH ANNEX V
TO THE CONVENTION.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall include in each report on environ-
mental compliance activities submitted to
Congress under section 2706(b) of title 10,
United States Code, the following informa-
tion:

(1) A list of the ships types, if any, for
which the Secretary of the Navy has made
the determination referred to in paragraph
(2)(C) of section 3(c) of the Act to Prevent
Pollution from Ships, as amended by sub-
section (a)(2) of this section.

(2) A list of ship types which the Secretary
of the Navy has determined can comply with
Regulation 5 of Annex V to the Convention.

(3) A summary of the progress made by the
Navy in implementing the requirements of
paragraphs (2) and (3) such section 3(c), as so
amended.

(4) A description of any emerging tech-
nologies offering the potential to achieve
full compliance with Regulation 5 of Annex
V to the Convention.

(d) PUBLICATION REGARDING SPECIAL AREA
DISCHARGES.—Section 3(e)(4) of the Act to
Prevent Pollution from Ships (33 U.S.C.
1902(e)(4)) is amended by striking out sub-
paragraph (A) and inserting in lieu thereof
the following:

“(A) The amount and nature of the dis-
charges in special areas, not otherwise au-
thorized under this title, during the preced-
ing year from ships referred to in subsection
(b)(1)(A) of this section owned or operated by
the Department of the Navy.”.

SEC. 349. COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS FOR THE
MANAGEMENT OF CULTURAL RE-
SOURCES ON MILITARY INSTALLA-
TIONS.

(@) AUTHORITY To ENTER INTO AGREE-
MENTS.—Chapter 159 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the
following new section:

“§2694. Cooperative agreements for manage-
ment of cultural resources on military in-
stallations

““(a@) AUTHORITY To ENTER INTO AGREE-
MENTS.—The Secretary of Defense and the
Secretaries of the military departments may
enter into cooperative agreements with
States, local governments, and appropriate
public and private entities in order to pro-
vide for the preservation, management,
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maintenance, and rehabilitation of cultural
resources on military installations.

““(b) INAPPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN FEDERAL
FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT LAwS.—A coopera-
tive agreement under subsection (a) shall not
be treated as a cooperative agreement for
purposes of chapter 63 of title 31.

““(c) LIMITATION ON AUTHORITY TO CARRY
OUT AGREEMENTS.—The authority of the Sec-
retary of Defense or the Secretary of a mili-
tary department to carry out an agreement
entered into under subsection (a) shall be
subject to the availability of funds for that
purpose.

““(d) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘cultural resource’ means any
of the following:

“(1) A building, structure, site, district, or
object eligible for or included in the Na-
tional Register of Historic Places main-
tained under section 101(a) of the National
Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470a(a)).

““(2) A cultural item as that term is defined
in section 2(3) of the Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act (25 U.S.C.
3001(3)).

“(3) An archaeological resource as that
term is defined in section 3(1) of the Archae-
ological Resources Protection Act of 1979 (16
U.S.C. 470bb(1)).

““(4) An archaeological artifact collection
and associated records covered by section 79
of title 36, Code of Federal Regulations.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of such chapter is
amended by adding at the end the following
new item:

‘“2694. Cooperative agreements for manage-
ment of cultural resources on
military installations.”.

SEC. 350. REPORT ON WITHDRAWAL OF PUBLIC

LANDS AT EL CENTRO NAVAL AIR
FACILITY, CALIFORNIA.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than March 15, 1997,
the Secretary of Defense, acting through the
Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for Envi-
ronmental Security, shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report that
assesses the effects of the proposed with-
drawal of public lands at El Centro Naval Air
Facility, California, on the operational and
training requirements of the Department of
Defense at that facility.

(b) REPORT ELEMENTS.—The report under
subsection (a) shall—

(1) describe in detail the operational and
training requirements of the Department of
Defense at El Centro Naval Air Facility;

(2) assess the effects of the proposed with-
drawal on such operational and training re-
quirements;

(3) describe the relationship, if any, of the
proposed withdrawal to the withdrawal of
other public lands under the California
Desert Protection Act of 1994 (Public Law
103-433);

(4) assess the additional responsibilities, if
any, of the Navy for land management at the
facility as a result of the proposed with-
drawal; and

(5) assess the costs, if any, to the Navy re-
sulting from the proposed withdrawal.

SEC. 351. USE OF HUNTING AND FISHING PERMIT

FEES COLLECTED AT CLOSED MILI-
TARY RESERVATIONS.

Subparagraph (B) of section 101(b)(4) of the
Act of September 15, 1960 (commonly known
as the ““Sikes Act’’; 16 U.S.C. 670a(b)(4)), is
amended to read as follows:

“(B) the fees collected under this para-
graph—

“(i) shall be expended at the military res-
ervation with respect to which collected; or

“(ii) if collected with respect to a military
reservation that is closed, shall be available
for expenditure at any other military res-
ervation for purposes of the protection, con-
servation, and management of fish and wild-
life at such reservation.”.
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SEC. 352. AUTHORITY FOR AGREEMENTS WITH
INDIAN TRIBES FOR SERVICES
UNDER ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORA-
TION PROGRAM.

Section 2701(d) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in the first sentence of paragraph (1), by
striking out ‘‘, or with any State or local
government agency,” and inserting in lieu
thereof *“, with any State or local govern-
ment agency, or with any Indian tribe,”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

““(3) DEFINITION.—INn this subsection, the
term ‘Indian tribe’ has the meaning given
such term in section 101(36) of the Com-
prehensive Environmental Response, Com-
pensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42
U.S.C. 9601(36))."".

Subtitle E—Other Matters
SEC. 361. FIREFIGHTING AND SECURITY-GUARD
FUNCTIONS AT FACILITIES LEASED
BY THE GOVERNMENT.

Section 2465(b) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking out “‘or’” at the end of para-
graph (2);

(2) by striking out the period at the end of
paragraph (3) and inserting in lieu thereof **;
or’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(4) to a contract to be carried out at a pri-
vate facility at which a Federal Government
activity is located pursuant to a lease of the
facility to the Government.””.

SEC. 362. AUTHORIZED USE OF RECRUITING
FUNDS.

(@) AUTHORITY.—Chapter 31 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following new section:

“§520c. Authorized use of recruiting funds

‘““(@) MEALS AND REFRESHMENTS.—Under
regulations prescribed by the Secretary con-
cerned, funds appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Defense for recruitment of military
personnel may be expended for small meals
and refreshments that are provided in the
performance of personnel recruiting func-
tions of the armed forces to—

““(1) persons who have enlisted under the
Delayed Entry Program authorized by sec-
tion 513 of this title;

‘“(2) persons who are objects of armed
forces recruiting efforts;

“(3) influential persons in communities
when assisting the military departments in
recruiting efforts;

““(4) members of the armed forces and Fed-
eral Government employees when attending
recruiting events in accordance with a re-
quirement to do so; and

“(5) other persons when contributing to re-
cruiting efforts by attending recruiting
events.

““(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than Feb-
ruary 1 of each year, the Secretary of De-
fense shall submit to Congress a report on
the extent to which the authority under sub-
section (a) was exercised during the fiscal
year ending in the preceding year.

““(c) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—(1) The
authority in subsection (a) may not be exer-
cised after September 30, 2001.

““(2) No report is required under subsection
(b) after 2002.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of such chapter is
amended by adding at the end the following
new item:

““520c. Authorized use of recruiting funds.”.

SEC. 363. NONCOMPETITIVE PROCUREMENT OF
BRAND-NAME COMMERCIAL ITEMS
FOR RESALE IN COMMISSARY
STORES.

(a) CLARIFICATION OF EXCEPTION TO COM-
PETITIVE PROCUREMENT.—Section 2486 of title
10, United States Code, is amended by adding
at the end the following:
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‘““(e) The Secretary of Defense may not,
under the exception provided in section
2304(c)(5) of this title, use procedures other
than competitive procedures for the procure-
ment of a brand-name commercial item for
resale in commissary stores unless the com-
mercial item is regularly sold outside of
commissary stores under the same brand
name as the commercial item will be sold in
commissary stores.”.

(b) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS.—The
amendment made by subsection (a) shall not
affect the terms, conditions, or duration of
any contract entered into by the Secretary
of Defense before the date of the enactment
of this Act for the procurement of commer-
cial items for resale in commissary stores.
SEC. 364. ADMINISTRATION OF MIDSHIPMEN'S

STORE AND OTHER NAVAL ACADEMY
SUPPORT ACTIVITIES AS NON-
APPROPRIATED FUND INSTRUMEN-
TALITIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 603 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by striking
out sections 6970 and 6971 and inserting in
lieu thereof the following new section:

“8§6970. Midshipmen’s store and Naval Acad-
emy shops, laundry, and dairy: nonappro-
priated fund accounts

“(a) IN GENERAL.—Under regulations pre-
scribed by the Secretary of the Navy, the Su-
perintendent of the Naval Academy shall ad-
minister a nonappropriated fund account for
each of the Academy activities referred to in
subsection (b).

“(b) AcTIVITIES.—Subsection (a) applies to
the following Academy activities:

““(1) The midshipmen’s store.

““(2) The barber shop.

““(3) The cobbler shop.

““(4) The tailor shop.

““(5) The dairy.

““(6) The laundry.

““(c) CREDITING OF REVENUE.—The Super-
intendent shall credit to each account ad-
ministered with respect to an activity under
subsection (a) all revenue received from the
activity.”.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by striking out the
items relating to sections 6970 and 6971 and
inserting in lieu thereof the following new
item:

““6970. Midshipmen’s store and Naval Acad-
emy shops, laundry, and dairy:
nonappropriated fund ac-
counts.”.

(b) EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF EMPLOYEES OF
ACTIVITIES.—Section 2105 of title 5, United
States Code, is amended by striking out sub-
section (b).

SEC. 365. ASSISTANCE TO COMMITTEES IN-
VOLVED IN INAUGURATION OF THE
PRESIDENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2543 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended to read to
read as follows:

“§2543. Equipment and services: Presidential
inaugural committees

““(a) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-
retary of Defense may provide the assistance
referred to in subsection (b) to the following
committees:

“(1) An Inaugural Committee established
under the first section of the Presidential In-
augural Ceremonies Act (36 U.S.C. 721).

“(2) A joint committee of the Senate and
House of Representatives appointed under
section 9 of that Act (36 U.S.C. 729).

““(b) AssisTANCE.—The following assistance
may be provided under subsection (a):

“(1) Planning and carrying out activities
relating to security and safety.

““(2) Planning and carrying out ceremonial
activities.
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““(3) Loan of property.

“(4) Any other assistance that the Sec-
retary considers appropriate.

““(c) REIMBURSEMENT.—(1) An inaugural
committee referred to in subsection (a)(1)
shall reimburse the Secretary for any costs
incurred in connection with the provision to
the committee of assistance referred to in
subsection (b)(4).

““(2) Costs reimbursed under paragraph (1)
shall be credited to the appropriations from
which the costs were paid. The amount cred-
ited to an appropriation shall be propor-
tionate to the amount of the costs charged
to that appropriation.

“(d) LOANED PROPERTY.—(1) Property
loaned for a presidential inauguration under
subsection (b)(3) shall be returned within
nine days after the date of the ceremony in-
augurating the President.

““(2) An inaugural committee referred to in
subsection (a)(1) shall give good and suffi-
cient bond for the return in good order and
condition of property loaned to the commit-
tee under subsection (b)(3).

“(3) An inaugural committee referred to in
subsection (a)(1) shall—

“(A) indemnify the United States for any
loss of, or damage to, property loaned to the
committee under subsection (b)(3); and

“(B) defray any expense incurred for the
delivery, return, rehabilitation, replace-
ment, or operation of the property.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of subchapter 11 of
chapter 152 of such title is amended by strik-
ing out the item relating to section 2543 and
inserting in lieu thereof the following:

*‘2543. Equipment and services: Presidential
inaugural committees.”.

SEC. 366. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE SUPPORT
FOR SPORTING EVENTS.

(a) SECURITY AND SAFETY ASSISTANCE.—At
the request of a Federal, State, or local gov-
ernment agency responsible for providing
law enforcement services, security services,
or safety services, the Secretary of Defense
may authorize the commander of a military
installation or other facility of the Depart-
ment of Defense or the commander of a spec-
ified or unified combatant command to pro-
vide assistance for the World Cup Soccer
Games, the Goodwill Games, the Olympics,
and any other civilian sporting event in sup-
port of essential security and safety at such
event, but only if the Attorney General cer-
tifies that such assistance is necessary to
meet essential security and safety needs.

(b) OTHER ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary
may authorize a commander referred to in
subsection (a) to provide assistance for a
sporting event referred to in that subsection
in support of other needs relating to such
event, but only—

(1) to the extent that such needs cannot
reasonably be met by a source other than the
Department;

(2) to the extent that the provision of such
assistance does not adversely affect the mili-
tary preparedness of the Armed Forces; and

(3) if the organization requesting such as-
sistance agrees to reimburse the Department
for amounts expended by the Department in
providing the assistance in accordance with
the provisions of section 377 of title 10, Unit-
ed States Code, and other applicable provi-
sions of law.

(c) INAPPLICABILITY TO CERTAIN EVENTS.—
Subsections (a) and (b) do not apply to the
following sporting events:

(1) Sporting events for which funds have
been appropriated before the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(2) The Special Olympics.

(3) The Paralympics.

(d) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The Secretary
may require such terms and conditions in
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connection with the provision of assistance
under this section as the Secretary considers
necessary and appropriate to protect the in-
terests of the United States.

(e) REPORT ON ASSISTANCE.—Not later than
January 30 of each year following a year in
which the Secretary provides assistance
under this section, the Secretary shall sub-
mit to the congressional defense committees
a report on the assistance provided. The re-
port shall set forth—

(1) a description of the assistance provided;

(2) the amount expended by the Depart-
ment in providing the assistance;

(3) if the assistance was provided under
subsection (a), the certification of the Attor-
ney General with respect to the assistance
under that subsection; and

(4) if the assistance was provided under
subsection (b)—

(A) an explanation why the assistance
could not reasonably be met by a source
other than the Department; and

(B) the amount the Department was reim-
bursed under that subsection.

(f) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER LAwWS.—Assist-
ance provided under this section shall be
subject to the provisions of sections 375 and
376 of title 10, United States Code.

SEC. 367. RENOVATION OF BUILDING FOR DE-
FENSE FINANCE AND ACCOUNTING
SERVICE CENTER, FORT BENJAMIN
HARRISON, INDIANA.

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—Subject to sub-
section (b), the Secretary of Defense may
transfer funds available to the Department
of Defense for the Defense Finance and Ac-
counting Service for a fiscal year for oper-
ation and maintenance to the Administrator
of General Services for paying the costs of
planning, design, and renovation of Building
One, Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indiana, for
use as a Defense Finance and Accounting
Service Center.

(b) AUTHORITY SUBJECT TO AUTHORIZATIONS
AND APPROPRIATIONS.—To the extent pro-
vided in appropriations Acts—

(1) of funds appropriated for fiscal year
1997, $9,000,000 may be transferred pursuant
to subsection (a); and

(2) of funds appropriated for fiscal years
1998, 1999, 2000, and 2001, funds may be trans-
ferred pursuant to subsection (a) in such
amounts as are authorized to be transferred
in an Act enacted after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

SEC. 368. COMPUTER EMERGENCY RESPONSE
TEAM AT SOFTWARE ENGINEERING
INSTITUTE.

(a) FUNDING.—Of the amounts authorized
to be appropriated under this Act, $2,000,000
shall be available to the Software Engineer-
ing Institute only for use by the Computer
Emergency Response Team.

(b) CHALLENGE ATHENA PROGRAM.—Funds
authorized by section 301(2) for the Challenge
Athena program shall be reduced by
$2,000,000.

SEC. 369. REIMBURSEMENT UNDER AGREEMENT
FOR INSTRUCTION OF CIVILIAN STU-
DENTS AT FOREIGN LANGUAGE IN-
STITUTE OF THE DEFENSE LAN-
GUAGE INSTITUTE.

Section 559(a)(1) of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (Pub-
lic Law 103-337; 108 Stat. 2776; 10 U.S.C. 4411
note) is amended by striking out ‘““‘on a cost-
reimbursable, space-available basis’” and in-
serting in lieu thereof ‘‘on a space-available
basis and for such reimbursement (whether
in whole or in part) as the Secretary consid-
ers appropriate’.

SEC. 370. AUTHORITY OF AIR NATIONAL GUARD
TO PROVIDE CERTAIN SERVICES AT
LINCOLN MUNICIPAL AIRPORT, LIN-
COLN, NEBRASKA.

(a) AUTHORITY.—Subject to subsections (b)
and (c), the Nebraska Air National Guard
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may provide fire protection services and res-
cue services relating to aircraft at Lincoln
Municipal Airport, Lincoln, Nebraska, on be-
half of the Lincoln Municipal Airport Au-
thority, Lincoln, Nebraska.

(b) AGREEMENT.—The Nebraska Air Na-
tional Guard may not provide services under
subsection (a) until the Nebraska Air Na-
tional Guard and the authority enter into an
agreement under which the authority reim-
burses the Nebraska Air National Guard for
the cost of the services provided.

(c) CONDITIONS.—These services may only
be provided to the extent that the provision
of such services does not adversely affect the
military preparedness of the Armed Forces.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS
Subtitle A—Active Forces
SEC. 401. END STRENGTHS FOR ACTIVE FORCES.

The Armed Forces are authorized
strengths for active duty personnel as of
September 30, 1997, as follows:

(1) The Army, 495,000, of which not more
than 80,300 may be commissioned officers.

(2) The Navy, 407,318, of which not more
than 56,165 may be commissioned officers.

(3) The Marine Corps, 174,000, of which not
more than 17,978 may be commissioned offi-
cers.

(4) The Air Force, 381,222, of which not
more than 74,445 may be commissioned offi-
cers.

SEC. 402. TEMPORARY FLEXIBILITY RELATING TO
PERMANENT END STRENGTH LEV-
ELS.

Section 691(d) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking out ‘“‘not more
than 0.5 percent’” and inserting in lieu there-
of “‘not more than 5 percent’.

SEC. 403. AUTHORIZED STRENGTHS FOR COMMIS-
SIONED OFFICERS IN GRADES 0-4,
0O-5, AND O-6.

(a) ARMY, AIR FORCE, AND MARINE CORPS.—
The table in section 523(a)(1) of title 10, Unit-
ed States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“Total number of
commissioned officers
(excluding officers in
categories specified

Number of officers who may be serving on ac-
tive duty in the grade of:

Lieutenant

in Su:cstei\%l%nut(;b:)) on Major Colonel Colonel

Army:
20,000 ..o 6,848 5,253 1,613
25,000 .... 7,539 5,642 1,796
30,000 8,231 6,030 1,980
35,000 .... 8,922 6,419 2,163
40,000 .... 9,614 6,807 2,347
45,000 10,305 7,196 2,530
50,000 .... 10,997 7,584 2,713
55,000 ... 11,688 7,973 2,897
60,000 12,380 8,361 3,080
65,000 .... 13,071 8,750 3,264
70,000 .... 13,763 9,138 3,447
75,000 14,454 9,527 3,631
80,000 .... 15,146 9,915 3,814
85,000 .... 15,837 10,304 3,997
90,000 16,529 10,692 4,181
95,000 .... 17,220 11,081 4,364
100,000 .. 17,912 11,469 4,548
110,000 .. 19,295 12,246 4,915
120,000 .. 20,678 13,023 5,281
130,000 .. 22,061 13,800 5,648
170,000 .. 27,593 16,908 7,116

Air Force:
35,000 .... 9,216 7,090 2,125
40,000 10,025 7478 2,306
45,000 .... 10,835 7,866 2,487
50,000 .... 11,645 8,253 2,668
55,000 12,454 8,641 2,849
60,000 .... 13,264 9,029 3,030
65,000 .... 14,073 9,417 3,211
70,000 14,883 9,805 3,392
75,000 .... 15,693 10,193 3,573
80,000 .....ccoouvne 16,502 10,582 3,754
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“Total number of
commissioned officers
(excluding officers in
categories specified

Number of officers who may be serving on ac-
tive duty in the grade of:

Lieutenant

in su:ggsél%nut(ﬁ)) on Major Colonel Colonel
85,000 .... 17,312 10,971 3,935
90,000 18,121 11,360 4,115
95,000 18,931 11,749 4,296
100,000 .. 19,741 12,138 4,477
105,000 .. 20,550 12,527 4,658
110,000 .. 21,360 12,915 4,838
115,000 .. 22,169 13,304 5,019
120,000 .. 22,979 13,692 5,200
125,000 .. 23,789 14,081 5,381

Marine Corps:
10,000 .... 2,525 1,480 571
12,500 2,900 1,600 592
15,000 3,275 1,720 613
17,500 3,650 1,840 633
20,000 4,025 1,960 654
22,500 4,400 2,080 675
25,000 .... 4,775 2,200 695"

(b) NAvVY.—The table in section 523(a)(2) of
title 10, United States Code, is amended to
read as follows:

“Total number of
commissioned offi-
cers (excluding offi-
cers in categories

specified in sub-

Number of officers who may be serving on ac-
tive duty in grade of:

Lieutenant

section (b)) on ac- Commander Commander Captain
tive duty:

Navy:
30,000 .... 7,331 5,018 2,116
33,000 7,799 5,239 2,223
36,000 8,267 5,460 2,330
39,000 8,735 5,681 2,437
42,000 9,203 5,902 2,544
45,000 9,671 6,123 2,651
48,000 10,139 6,343 2,758
51,000 10,606 6,561 2,864
54,000 11,074 6,782 2,971
57,000 11,541 7,002 3,078
60,000 12,009 7,222 3,185
63,000 12,476 7441 3,292
66,000 12,944 7,661 3,398
70,000 13,567 7,954 3,541
90,000 .... 16,683 9,419 4,254",

(c) REPEAL OF TEMPORARY AUTHORITY FOR
VARIATIONS IN END STRENGTHS.—The follow-
ing provisions of law are repealed:

(1) Section 402 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public
Law 103-160; 107 Stat. 1639; 10 U.S.C. 523
note).

(2) Section 402 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (Public
Law 103-337; 108 Stat. 2743; 10 U.S.C. 523
note).

(3) Section 402 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public
Law 104-106; 110 Stat. 286; 10 U.S.C. 523 note).

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by subsections (a), (b), and (c) shall
take effect on September 1, 1997.

SEC. 404. EXTENSION OF REQUIREMENT FOR
RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING
APPOINTMENTS TO JOINT 4-STAR
OFFICER POSITIONS.

Section 604(c) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking out ‘‘Septem-
ber 30, 1997’ and inserting in lieu thereof
““‘September 30, 2000°".

SEC. 405. INCREASE IN AUTHORIZED NUMBER OF
GENERAL OFFICERS ON ACTIVE
DUTY IN THE MARINE CORPS.

Section 526(a)(4) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking out ‘68’ and
inserting in lieu thereof ““80"".

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces

SEC. 411. END STRENGTHS FOR SELECTED RE-
SERVE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Armed Forces are au-
thorized strengths for Selected Reserve per-
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sonnel of the reserve components as of Sep-
tember 30, 1997, as follows:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 366,758.

(2) The Army Reserve, 214,925.

(3) The Naval Reserve, 96,304.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 42,000.

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 108,904.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 73,281.

(7) The Coast Guard Reserve, 8,000.

(b) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of
Defense may vary the end strength author-
ized by subsection (a) by not more than 2
percent.

(c) ADJUSTMENTS.—The end strengths pre-
scribed by subsection (a) for the Selected Re-
serve of any reserve component for a fiscal
year shall be proportionately reduced by—

(1) the total authorized strength of units
organized to serve as units of the Selected
Reserve of such component which are on ac-
tive duty (other than for training) at the end
of the fiscal year, and

(2) the total number of individual members
not in units organized to serve as units of
the Selected Reserve of such component who
are on active duty (other than for training or
for unsatisfactory participation in training)
without their consent at the end of the fiscal
year.

Whenever such units or such individual
members are released from active duty dur-
ing any fiscal year, the end strength pre-
scribed for such fiscal year for the Selected
Reserve of such reserve component shall be
proportionately increased by the total au-
thorized strengths of such units and by the
total number of such individual members.
SEC. 412. END STRENGTHS FOR RESERVES ON AC-
TIVE DUTY IN SUPPORT OF THE RE-
SERVES.

Within the end strengths prescribed in sec-
tion 411(a), the reserve components of the
Armed Forces are authorized, as of Septem-
ber 30, 1997, the following number of Reserves
to be serving on full-time active duty or full-
time duty, in the case of members of the Na-
tional Guard, for the purpose of organizing,
administering, recruiting, instructing, or
training the reserve components:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 22,798.

(2) The Army Reserve, 11,475.

(3) The Naval Reserve, 16,603.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 2,559.

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 10,403.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 655.

SEC. 413. PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT RELATING
TO ASSIGNMENT TO SERVICE IN THE
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM.

Section 10 of the Military Selective Serv-
ice Act (50 U.S.C. App. 460) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(2), by inserting “‘, sub-
ject to subsection (e),”” after ‘“to employ such
number of civilians, and”’; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing:

““(e)(1) The number of armed forces person-
nel assigned to the Selective Service System
under subsection (b)(2) may not exceed 745,
except in a time of war declared by Congress
or national emergency declared by Congress
or the President.

““(2) Members of the Selected Reserve as-
signed to the Selective Service System under
subsection (b)(2) shall not be counted for pur-
poses of any limitation on the authorized
strength of Selected Reserve personnel of the
reserve components under any law authoriz-
ing the end strength of such personnel.”.

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations

SEC. 421. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS
FOR MILITARY PERSONNEL.

There is hereby authorized to be appro-

priated to the Department of Defense for
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military personnel for fiscal year 1997 a total

of $69,880,430,000. The authorization in the

preceding sentence supersedes any other au-
thorization of appropriations (definite or in-

definite) for such purpose for fiscal year 1997.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY

Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy

SEC. 501. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR TEM-
PORARY PROMOTIONS FOR CERTAIN
NAVY LIEUTENANTS WITH CRITICAL
SKILLS.

Section 5721(g) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking out ‘“‘Septem-
ber 30, 1996” and inserting in lieu thereof
““‘September 30, 1997°".

SEC. 502. EXCEPTION TO BACCALAUREATE DE-
GREE REQUIREMENT FOR APPOINT-
MENT IN THE NAVAL RESERVE IN
GRADES ABOVE 0-2.

Section 12205(b)(3) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by inserting ‘“or the Sea-
man to Admiral program’ after ‘“‘(NAVCAD)
program’.

SEC. 503. TIME FOR AWARD OF DEGREES BY
UNACCREDITED EDUCATIONAL IN-
STITUTIONS FOR GRADUATES TO BE
CONSIDERED EDUCATIONALLY
QUALIFIED FOR APPOINTMENT AS
RESERVE OFFICERS IN GRADE O-3.

Section 12205(c)(2)(C) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking out
“three years’” and inserting in lieu thereof
“‘eight years”’.

SEC. 504. CHIEF WARRANT OFFICER PRO-
MOTIONS.

(a) REDUCTION OF MINIMUM TIME IN GRADE
REQUIRED FOR CONSIDERATION FOR PRO-
MOTION.—Section 574(e) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking out
“three years of service’” and inserting in lieu
thereof “‘two years of service”’.

(b) BELOW-ZONE SELECTION.—Section
575(b)(1) of such title is amended by inserting
“‘chief warrant officer, W-3,”” in the first sen-
tence after “‘to consider warrant officers for
selection for promotion to the grade of”.

SEC. 505. FREQUENCY OF PERIODIC REPORT ON
PROMOTION RATES OF OFFICERS
CURRENTLY OR FORMERLY SERV-
ING IN JOINT DUTY ASSIGNMENTS.

Section 662(b) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking out ‘‘not less
often than every six months’” in the par-
enthetical in the first sentence and inserting
in lieu thereof ‘““not less often than every
twelve months”.

SEC. 506. GRADE OF CHIEF OF NAVAL RESEARCH.

Section 5022(a) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘(1) after ““(a)”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

““(2) Unless appointed to higher grade
under another provision of law, an officer,
while serving in the Office of Naval Research
as Chief of Naval Research, has the rank of
rear admiral (upper half).”.

SEC. 507. SERVICE CREDIT FOR SENIOR ROTC CA-
DETS AND MIDSHIPMEN IN SIMUL-
TANEOUS MEMBERSHIP PROGRAM.

(a) AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 10.—(1) Section
2106(c) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by striking out ‘“‘while serving on
active duty other than for training after
July 31, 1990, while a member of the Selected
Reserve’ and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘per-
formed on or after August 1, 1979, as a mem-
ber of the Selected Reserve’’.

(2) Section 2107(g) of such title is amended
by striking out ‘‘while serving on active
duty other than for training after July 31,
1990, while a member of the Selected Re-
serve’” and inserting in lieu thereof ‘“‘per-
formed on or after August 1, 1979, as a mem-
ber of the Selected Reserve’’.

(3) Section 2107a(g) of such title is amended
by inserting ‘*, other than enlisted service
performed after August 1, 1979, as a member
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of Selected Reserve’ after ‘‘service as a
cadet or with concurrent enlisted service”.

(b) AMENDMENT TO TITLE 37.—Section 205(d)
of title 37, United States Code, is amended by
striking out ‘“‘that service after July 31, 1990,
that the officer performed while serving on
active duty’ and inserting in lieu thereof
“for service that the officer performed on or
after August 1, 1979.”".

(c) BENEFITS NOT To ACCRUE FOR PRIOR PE-
R1I0DS.—No increase in pay or retired or re-
tainer pay shall accrue for periods before the
date of the enactment of this Act by reason
of the amendments made by this section.

Subtitle B—Matters Relating to Reserve
Components

SEC. 511. CLARIFICATION OF DEFINITION OF AC-
TIVE STATUS.

Section 101(d)(4) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking out “‘a reserve
commissioned officer, other than a commis-
sioned warrant officer,”” and inserting in lieu
thereof the following: ‘“a member of a re-
serve component’’.

SEC. 512. AMENDMENTS TO RESERVE OFFICER
PERSONNEL  MANAGEMENT  ACT
PROVISIONS.

(a) SERVICE REQUIREMENT FOR RETIREMENT
IN HIGHEST GRADE HELD.—Section 1370(d) of
title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (4);

(2) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking out
“(AY

(3) by redesignating paragraph (2)(B) as
paragraph (3); and

(4) in paragraph (3), as so redesignated—

(A) by designating the first sentence as
subparagraph (A);

(B) by designating the second sentence as
subparagraph (B) and realigning such sub-
paragraph, as so redesignated, flush to the
left margin;

(C) in subparagraph (B), as so redesignated,
by striking out ‘‘the preceding sentence’ and
inserting in lieu thereof “‘subparagraph (A)”’;
and

(D) by adding at the end the following:

“(C) If a person covered by subparagraph
(A) has completed at least six months of sat-
isfactory service in grade, the person was
serving in that grade while serving in a posi-
tion of adjutant general required under sec-
tion 314 of title 32 or while serving in a posi-
tion of assistant adjutant general subordi-
nate to such a position of adjutant general,
and the person has failed to complete three
years of service in that grade solely because
the person’s appointment to such position
has been terminated or vacated as described
in section 324(b) of such title, then such per-
son may be credited with satisfactory service
in that grade, notwithstanding the failure to
complete three years of service in that
grade.

“(D) To the extent authorized by the Sec-
retary of the military department concerned,
a person who, after having been rec-
ommended for promotion in a report of a
promotion board but before being promoted
to the recommended grade, served in a posi-
tion for which that grade is the minimum
authorized grade may be credited for pur-
poses of subparagraph (A) as having served in
that grade for the period for which the per-
son served in that position while in the next
lower grade. The period credited may not in-
clude any period before the date on which
the Senate provides advice and consent for
the appointment of that person in the rec-
ommended grade.

“(E) To the extent authorized by the Sec-
retary of the military department concerned,
a person who, after having been extended
temporary Federal recognition as a reserve
officer of the Army National Guard in a par-
ticular grade under section 308 of title 32 or
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temporary Federal recognition as a reserve

officer of the Air National Guard in a par-

ticular grade under such section, served in a

position for which that grade is the mini-

mum authorized grade may be credited for
purposes of subparagraph (A) as having
served in that grade for the period for which
the person served in that position while ex-
tended the temporary Federal recognition,
but only if the person was subsequently ex-

tended permanent Federal recognition as a

reserve officer in that grade and also served

in that position after being extended the per-
manent Federal recognition.”.

(b) EXCEPTION TO REQUIREMENT FOR RETEN-
TION OF RESERVE OFFICERS UNTIL COMPLE-
TION OF REQUIRED SERVICE.—Section
12645(b)(2) of such title is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘or a reserve active-status list”’ after
“‘active-duty list”’.

(©) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—Section
14314(b)(2)(B) of such title is amended by
striking out “‘of the Air Force”.

SEC. 513. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR PHYS-
ICAL EXAMINATIONS OF MEMBERS
OF NATIONAL GUARD CALLED INTO
FEDERAL SERVICE.

(a) REPEAL.—Section 12408 of title 10, Unit-
ed States Code, is repealed.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 1209 is
amended by striking out the item relating to
section 12408.

SEC. 514. AUTHORITY FOR A RESERVE ON ACTIVE
DUTY TO WAIVE RETIREMENT SANC-
TUARY.

Section 12686 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ““(a) LIMITATION.—"" before
““Under regulations’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

““(b) WAIVER.—(1) The Secretary concerned
may authorize a member described in para-
graph (2) to waive the applicability of the
limitation under subsection (a) to the mem-
ber for the period of active duty described in
that paragraph. A member shall exercise any
such waiver option, if at all, before the pe-
riod of active duty begins.

‘“(2) The authority provided in paragraph
(1) applies to a member of a reserve compo-
nent who is on active duty (other than for
training) pursuant to an order to active duty
under section 12301 of this title that specifies
a period of less than 180 days.”.

SEC. 515. RETIREMENT OF RESERVES DISABLED
BY INJURY OR DISEASE INCURRED
OR AGGRAVATED DURING OVER-
NIGHT STAY BETWEEN INACTIVE
DUTY TRAINING PERIODS.

Paragraph (2) of section 1204 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended to read as
follows:

““(2) the disability is a result of—

“(A) performing active duty or inactive-
duty training;

““(B) traveling directly to or from the place
at which such duty is performed; or

“(C) an injury, illness, or disease incurred
or aggravated while remaining overnight, be-
tween successive periods of inactive-duty
training, at or in the vicinity of the site of
the inactive duty training, if the site is out-
side reasonable commuting distance of the
member’s residence;”.

SEC. 516. RESERVE CREDIT FOR PARTICIPATION
IN THE HEALTH PROFESSIONS
SCHOLARSHIP AND FINANCIAL AS-
SISTANCE PROGRAM.

(a) CREDIT AUTHORIZED.—Section 2126 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking out ‘‘Service performed”’
and inserting in lieu thereof ‘“‘(a) SERVICE
NoOT CREDITABLE.—EXcept as provided in sub-
section (b), service performed’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

“(b) EXCEPTION.—(1) The Secretary con-
cerned may authorize service performed by a
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member of the program in pursuit of a
course of study under this subchapter to be
counted in accordance with this subsection if
the member—

““(A) completes the course of study;

““(B) completes the active duty obligation
imposed under section 2123(a) of this title;
and

““(C) possesses a specialty designated by
the Secretary concerned as critically needed
in wartime.

““(2) Service credited under paragraph (1)
counts only for the following purposes:

“(A) Award of retirement points for com-
putation of years of service under section
12732 of this title and for computation of re-
tired pay under section 12733 of this title.

““(B) Computation of years of service cred-
itable under section 205 of title 37.

“(3) For purposes of paragraph (2)(A), a
member may be credited in accordance with
paragraph (1) with not more than 50 points
for each year of participation in a course of
study that the member satisfactorily com-
pletes as a member of the program.

““(4) Service may not be counted under
paragraph (1) for more than four years of
participation in a course of study as a mem-
ber of the program.

“(5) A member who is dropped from the
program under section 2123(c) of this title
may not receive any credit under paragraph
(1) for participation in a course of study as a
member of the program. Any credit awarded
for participation in the program before the
member is dropped shall be rescinded.

““(6) A member is not entitled to any retro-
active award of, or increase in, pay or allow-
ances under title 37 by reason of an award of
service credit under paragraph (1).”.

(b) AWARD OF RETIREMENT POINTS.—(1) Sec-
tion 12732(a)(2) of such title is amended—

(A) by inserting after clause (C) the follow-
ing:

‘“(D) Points credited for the year under sec-
tion 2126(b) of this title.”’; and

(B) in the matter following clause (D), as
inserted by paragraph (1), by striking out
““and (C)”” and inserting in lieu thereof ““(C),
and (D).

(2) Section 12733(3) of such title is amended
by striking out ‘‘or (C)” and inserting in lieu
thereof ““(C), or (D)”".

SEC. 517. REPORT ON GUARD AND RESERVE
FORCE STRUCTURE.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than March 1, 1997,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
Congress a report on the current force struc-
ture and the projected force structure of the
National Guard and the other reserve compo-
nents.

(b) REPORT ELEMENTS.—The report re-
quired by subsection (a) shall address the fol-
lowing:

(1) The role of specific guard and reserve
units in the current force structure of the
guard and reserves.

(2) The projected role of specific guard
units and reserve units in a major regional
contingency.

(3) Whether or not the current force struc-
ture of the guard and reserves is excess to
the combat readiness requirements of the
Armed Forces and, if so, to what extent.

(4) The effect of decisions relating to the
force structure of the guard and reserves on
combat readiness within the tiered structure
of combat readiness applied to the Armed
Forces.

SEC. 518. MODIFIED END STRENGTH AUTHORIZA-
TION FOR MILITARY TECHNICIANS
FOR THE AIR NATIONAL GUARD FOR
FISCAL YEAR 1997.

Section 513(b)(3) of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Pub-
lic Law 104-106; 110 Stat. 305; 10 U.S.C. 115
note) is amended to read as follows:

““(3) Air National Guard:
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“(A) For fiscal year 1996, 22,906.

““(B) For fiscal year 1997, 22,956."".

Subtitle C—Officer Education Programs
SEC. 521. INCREASED AGE LIMIT ON APPOINT-

MENT AS A CADET OR MIDSHIPMAN
IN THE SENIOR RESERVE OFFICERS’
TRAINING CORPS AND THE SERVICE
ACADEMIES.

(a) SENIOR RESERVE OFFICERS’ TRAINING
CoRPs.—Section 2107(a) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking out ‘25
years of age’” and inserting in lieu thereof
‘27 years of age’.

(b) UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY.—
Section 4346(a) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking out ‘“‘twenty-
second birthday’’ and inserting in lieu there-
of ““twenty-third birthday”’.

(c) UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY.—Sec-
tion 6958(a)(1) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by striking out ‘‘twenty-second
birthday”” and inserting in lieu thereof
“twenty-third birthday.

(d) UNITED STATES AIR FORCE ACADEMY.—
Section 9346(a) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking out ‘‘twenty-
second birthday’ and inserting in lieu there-
of ““‘twenty-third birthday”’.

SEC. 522. DEMONSTRATION PROJECT FOR IN-
STRUCTION AND SUPPORT OF ARMY
ROTC UNITS BY MEMBERS OF THE
ARMY RESERVE AND NATIONAL
GUARD.

(@) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the
Army shall carry out a demonstration
project in order to assess the feasibility and
advisability of providing instruction and
similar support to units of the Reserve Offi-
cers Training Corps of the Army through
members of the Army Reserve (including
members of the Individual Ready Reserve)
and members of the Army National Guard.

(b) PROJECT REQUIREMENTS.—(1) The Sec-
retary shall carry out the demonstration
project at least one institution.

(2) In order to enhance the value of the
project, the Secretary may take actions to
ensure that members of the Army Reserve
and the Army National Guard provide in-
struction and support under the project in a
variety of innovative ways.

(c) INAPPLICABILITY OF LIMITATION ON RE-
SERVES IN SUPPORT OF ROTC.—The assign-
ment of a member of the Army Reserve or
the Army National Guard to provide instruc-
tion or support under the demonstration
project shall not be treated as an assignment
of the member to duty with a unit of a Re-
serve Officer Training Corps program for
purposes of section 12321 of title 10, United
States Code.

(d) REPORTS.—Not later than February 1 in
each of 1998, 1999, 2000, and 2001, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report as-
sessing the activities under the project dur-
ing the preceding year. The report submitted
in 2000 shall include the Secretary’s rec-
ommendation as to the advisability of con-
tinuing or expanding the authority for the
project.

(e) TERMINATION.—The authority of the
Secretary to carry out the demonstration
project shall expire four years after the date
of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 523. PROHIBITION ON REORGANIZATION OF
ARMY ROTC CADET COMMAND OR
TERMINATION OF SENIOR ROTC
UNITS PENDING REPORT ON ROTC.

(a) PRroHiBITION.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, the Secretary of the
Army may not reorganize or restructure the
Reserve Officers Training Corps Cadet Com-
mand or terminate any Senior Reserve Offi-
cer Training Corps units identified in the In-
formation for Members of Congress concern-
ing Senior Reserve Officer Training Corps
(ROTC) Unit Closures dated May 20, 1996,
until 180 days after the date on which the
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Secretary submits to the congressional de-
fense committees the report described in
subsection (b).

(b) REPORT.—The report referred to in sub-
section (a) shall—

(1) describe the selection process used to
identify the Reserve Officer Training Corps
units of the Army to be terminated;

(2) list the criteria used by the Army to se-
lect Reserve Officer Training Corps units for
termination;

(3) set forth the specific ranking of each
unit of the Reserve Officer Training Corps of
the Army to be terminated as against all
other such units;

(4) set forth the authorized and actual
cadre staffing of each such unit to be termi-
nation for each fiscal year of the 10-fiscal
year period ending with fiscal year 1996;

(5) set forth the production goals and per-
formance evaluations of each Reserve Officer
Training Corps unit of the Army on the clo-
sure list for each fiscal year of the 10-fiscal
year period ending with fiscal year 1996;

(6) describe how cadets currently enrolled
in the units referred to in paragraph (5) will
be accommodated after the closure of such
units;

(7) describe the incentives to enhance the
Reserve Officer Training Corps program that
are provided by each of the colleges on the
closure list;

(8) include the projected officer accession
plan by source of commission for the active-
duty Army, the Army Reserve, and the Army
National Guard; and

(9) describe whether the closure of any
ROTC unit will adversely effect the recruit-
ment of minority officer candidates.

Subtitle D—Other Matters
SEC. 531. RETIREMENT AT GRADE TO WHICH SE-
LECTED FOR PROMOTION WHEN A
PHYSICAL DISABILITY IS FOUND AT
ANY PHYSICAL EXAMINATION.

Section 1372(3) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking out ‘‘his phys-
ical examination for promotion’ and insert-
ing in lieu thereof ‘‘a physical examination™.
SEC. 532. LIMITATIONS ON RECALL OF RETIRED

MEMBERS TO ACTIVE DUTY.

(@) NuMBER ON ACTIVE Duty CONCUR-
RENTLY.—Subsection (c) of section 688 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking out ‘‘(c) Except in time of
war, or of national emergency declared by
Congress or the President after November 30,
1980, not’’ and inserting in lieu thereof “*(c)(1)
Not’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

“(2)(A) Not more than 25 officers of any
one armed force may be serving on active
duty concurrently pursuant to orders to ac-
tive duty issued under this section.

““(B) In the administration of subparagraph
(A), the following officers shall not be count-
ed:

““(i) A chaplain who is assigned to duty as
a chaplain for the period of active duty to
which ordered.

““(ii) A health care professional (as charac-
terized by the Secretary concerned) who is
assigned to duty as a health care profes-
sional for the period of the active duty to
which ordered.

“(iii) Any officer assigned to duty with the
American Battle Monuments Commission for
the period of active duty to which ordered.”.

(b) OFFICERS RETIRED ON SELECTIVE EARLY
RETIREMENT BAsIs.—Such section is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following:

‘“(e) The following officers may not be or-
dered to active duty under this section:

““(1) An officer who retired under section
638 of this title.

““(2) An officer who—

““(A) after having been notified that the of-
ficer was to be considered for early retire-
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ment under section 638 of this title by a
board convened under section 611(b) of this
title and before being considered by that
board, requested retirement under section
3911, 6323, or 8911 of this title; and

“(B) was retired pursuant to that re-
quest.”.

(c) LIMITATION OF PERIOD OF RECALL SERV-
ICE.—Such section, as amended by subsection
(b), is further amended by adding at the end
the following:

“(f) A member ordered to active duty
under subsection (a) may not serve on active
duty pursuant to orders under such sub-
section for more than 12 months within the
24 months following the first day of the ac-
tive duty to which ordered under this sec-
tion.”.

(d) WAIVER FOR PERIODS OF WAR OR NA-
TIONAL EMERGENCY.—Such section, as
amended by subsection (c), is further amend-
ed by adding at the end the following:

“(9)(1) Subsection (c)(1) does not apply in
time of war or of national emergency de-
clared by Congress or the President after No-
vember 30, 1980.

““(2) Subsections (c)(2), (e), and (f) do not
apply in time of war or of national emer-
gency declared by Congress or the Presi-
dent.”.

SEC. 533. DISABILITY COVERAGE FOR OFFICERS
GRANTED EXCESS LEAVE FOR EDU-
CATIONAL PURPOSES.

(a) ELIGIBILITY FOR RETIREMENT.—Section
1201 of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed—

(1) by inserting ‘““(a) RETIREMENT.—"’ before
“Upon a determination’’;

(2) by striking out ‘““a member of a regular
component of the armed forces entitled to
basic pay, or any other member of the armed
forces entitled to basic pay who has been
called or ordered to active duty (other than
for training under section 10148(a) of this
title) for a period of more than 30 days,”” and
inserting in lieu thereof ‘““a member de-
scribed in subsection (b)’;

(3) by inserting after “‘incurred while enti-
tled to basic pay’’ the following: “‘or incurred
while absent as described in section 502(b) of
title 37 to participate in an educational pro-
gram (even though not entitled to basic pay
by operation of such section)’’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:

“(b) ELIGIBLE MEMBERS.—This section ap-
plies to the following members:

“(1) A member of a regular component of
the armed forces entitled to basic pay.

““(2) Any other member of the armed forces
entitled to basic pay who has been called or
ordered to active duty (other than for train-
ing under section 10148(a) of this title) for a
period of more than 30 days.

“(3) A member of a regular component of
the armed forces who is on active duty but is
absent as described in section 502(b) of title
37 to participate in an educational pro-
gram.”.

(b) ELIGIBILITY FOR PLACEMENT ON TEM-
PORARY DISABILITY RETIREMENT LIST.—Sec-
tion 1202 of title 10, Unit