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OPPOSING THE PRIVATIZATION OF 

SOCIAL SECURITY 

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas asked and was given permission 
to address the House for 1 minute and 
to revise and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise to reiterate 
my emphatic opposition to the privat-
ization of Social Security. This pro-
gram would not only hurt millions of 
elderly Americans but, ultimately, the 
whole country. For women and work-
ing families especially, Social Security 
is a lifeline, and they need to know 
that they can rely on a guaranteed 
benefit. 

Social Security was never intended 
to be a roll-the-dice stock market gam-
bit. Social Security was never meant 
to be an elaborate investment scheme 
geared to maximizing returns. Social 
Security was designed as a simple, 
straightforward social insurance pro-
gram that ensures all of us to spend 
our golden years in a basic level of dig-
nity, independence, and security. 

Mr. Speaker, privatization is also not 
good for young workers. A 30-year-old 
worker making $40,000 a year will lose 
27 percent of their benefits under this 
plan. That is almost $6,000 a year. 

I urge all of my colleagues, let us 
work together and solve a manageable 
problem. 

f 

PARENTS DESERVE THE RIGHT TO 
KNOW 

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, a woman 
from my district came to Washington 
last month to tell Congress about how 
her daughter was taken to New Jersey 
for an abortion without her knowledge. 
This mom knew about her 14-year-old 
daughter’s pregnancy. Her daughter 
had chosen to keep the baby and was 
attending prenatal classes. 

But the boyfriend’s family, according 
to her testimony, ‘‘planned, paid for, 
coerced, harassed, and threatened her 
into having an abortion. They left her 
alone during the abortion and went to 
eat lunch.’’ 

About 80 percent of the public favors 
parental notification laws. Over 30 
States have enacted such laws. As in 
the case of my constituent, these laws 
are often evaded by interstate trans-
portation of minors, and it is often 
openly encouraged in advertising by 
abortion providers. 

This week, the House will consider 
legislation that merely says that in 
States that protect a parent’s right to 
know, taking a young girl across State 
lines will not keep the parent in the 
dark. The bill would make it a Federal 
offense to transport a minor across 
State lines to circumvent that State’s 
abortion parental notification laws. In 
addition, the bill requires that in a 
State without parental notification, 

abortion providers are required to no-
tify a parent. 

I urge support of the bill. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FORBES). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule 
XX, the Chair will postpone further 
proceedings today on motions to sus-
pend the rules on which a recorded vote 
or the yeas and nays are ordered, or on 
which the vote is objected to under 
clause 6 of rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today. 

f 

REAUTHORIZING THE STEEL AND 
ALUMINUM ENERGY CONSERVA-
TION AND TECHNOLOGY ACT OF 
1988 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1158) to reauthorize the Steel and 
Aluminum Energy Conservation and 
Technology Competitiveness Act of 
1988, as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 1158 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. AMENDMENTS. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 9 of the Steel and Aluminum Energy 
Conservation and Technology Competitive-
ness Act of 1988 (15 U.S.C. 5108) is amended to 
read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 9. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

‘‘There are authorized to be appropriated 
to the Secretary to carry out this Act 
$12,000,000 for each of the fiscal years 2006 
through 2010.’’. 

(b) STEEL PROJECT PRIORITIES.—Section 
4(c)(1) of the Steel and Aluminum Energy 
Conservation and Technology Competitive-
ness Act of 1988 (15 U.S.C. 5103(c)(1)) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (H), by striking ‘‘coat-
ings for sheet steels’’ and inserting ‘‘sheet 
and bar steels’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(K) The development of technologies 
which reduce greenhouse gas emissions.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The Steel 
and Aluminum Energy Conservation and 
Technology Competitiveness Act of 1988 is 
further amended— 

(1) by striking section 7 (15 U.S.C. 5106); 
and 

(2) in section 8 (15 U.S.C. 5107), by inserting 
‘‘, beginning with fiscal year 2006,’’ after 
‘‘close of each fiscal year’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT). 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 1158, as amended, the 
bill now under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 

of H.R. 1158, the Steel and Aluminum 
Energy Conservation and Technology 
Competitiveness Act. I would like to 
commend my colleague, the gentle-
woman from Pennsylvania (Ms. HART), 
for reintroducing this important legis-
lation which she originally introduced 
and which passed the House in the 
108th Congress. 

There are many reasons why we 
should pass this legislation today. 

First of all, the metals industry is 
highly energy-intensive. Taken to-
gether, the steel, aluminum, and cop-
per industries account for more than 10 
percent of industrial usage in the 
United States. President Bush’s na-
tional energy plan recognized that im-
proving energy efficiency in our most 
energy-intensive industries could yield 
large improvements in productivity, 
product quality, safety, and pollution 
prevention. 

Second, we have a strategic national 
interest in helping our metals industry 
remain competitive. For any industry, 
energy efficiency means increased pro-
duction without increased energy con-
sumption or costs. Improving energy 
efficiency helps the bottom line, mak-
ing American metal products more 
competitive on the global market. 
That means more jobs here at home. 

But energy efficiency is more than 
that. Reducing energy use means re-
ducing our emissions of pollutants and 
greenhouse gases, and increasing our 
energy security. In this way, energy ef-
ficiency just makes sense, dollars and 
cents, for the Nation. 

H.R. 1158 recognizes this fact and 
puts in place a new requirement that 
program managers consider the poten-
tial for technologies to reduce green-
house gas emissions when developing 
their research plans. In this way the 
bill updates the plan to address current 
concerns about the impact of energy- 
intensive industries. 

For these reasons, both the Com-
mittee on Science and the full House 
passed a similar bill by voice vote in 
the 108th Congress, and the Committee 
on Science approved H.R. 1158 by voice 
vote in March. 

I encourage my colleagues to dem-
onstrate support for this bill again 
today. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to join the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT) 
in support of H.R. 1158, the Steel and 
Aluminum Energy Conservation and 
Technology Competitiveness Act. I 
commend her for her support today, 
and I also commend the gentlewoman 
from Pennsylvania (Ms. HART) for tak-
ing a leadership role in pursuing this 
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legislation dating back to the last Con-
gress. 

This bill will benefit our constitu-
ents, Democrat and Republican alike. 
It has been a pleasure to have this op-
portunity to work in a bipartisan effort 
to bring this measure to the floor 
today. 

Today, almost one-quarter of the 
steel production in the United States is 
in the Chicago, northern Indiana re-
gion. But, unfortunately, our country 
no longer hails as the world’s leading 
producer. My constituents in the Third 
District of Illinois have been especially 
impacted by the changes that have 
come from increased foreign competi-
tion. In my area, families and commu-
nities have been badly hurt by job 
losses. But the impact has also been 
felt in other places around the country. 

My father-in-law in Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania lost his job as a steel-
worker when his plant was forced to 
close. This bill will help prevent fur-
ther losses of good American jobs by 
increasing the competitiveness of our 
domestic manufacturing. 

I also strongly believe that the over-
all prospects for the American steel in-
dustry have an important bearing on 
our future economic security as well as 
our national security. For these rea-
sons, I strongly support this bill, which 
has become known as the metals initia-
tive. 

This bill, improving upon a program 
which was originally passed by the 
108th Congress, authorizes Federal 
cost-sharing of research. The goals of 
this research are threefold: increased 
competitiveness for the U.S. metals in-
dustry, energy efficiency, and a cleaner 
environment. 

The development of technologies that 
will increase energy efficiency as well 
as improve our international competi-
tiveness is key to maintaining our na-
tional security, both from an economic 
and a military perspective. Likewise, 
the implementation of more environ-
mentally friendly technologies that re-
duce emissions or reduce demand for 
petroleum will result in both a public 
benefit, a cleaner environment; and a 
private benefit, a cut in the cost of pro-
duction. 

The metals initiative has three very 
important provisions that make it a 
commonsense vehicle for pursuing co-
operation between government and in-
dustry. First, there is a payback provi-
sion which requires that the Federal 
investment be repaid out of net pro-
ceeds of commercialization once the 
technology is developed. This provision 
prevents the program from taking on 
the negative connotations of a mere 
Federal subsidy. Instead, it provides a 
framework for these domestic compa-
nies, their employees, and the commu-
nities that rely upon the revenue bases 
to benefit from the new technologies 
that are made possible through this 
public-private partnership. 

The second provision that makes this 
partnership work is the 70 percent/30 
percent government-industry cost- 

share. When industry puts their own 
money at risk, the projects get senior 
management attention. Historically, 
these types of steel research and devel-
opment projects have yielded results 
that meet national needs and are high-
ly marketable, producing a win-win sit-
uation. 

b 1415 

The third provision calls for industry 
ownership of intellectual property pro-
duced from the research. Twenty-five 
years of experience under the Bayh- 
Dole Act has shown that when owner-
ship of patents is left with inventors, 
the likelihood that patents will be put 
to commercial use dramatically in-
creases. This factor creates opportuni-
ties for economic growth and better job 
security for hard-working Americans. 

The Metals Initiative is simply a 
great example of how public private 
partnerships can benefit both tax-
payers and share holders. It will help 
enrich the overall economy, offer much 
needed stimulation for the growth of 
technology in key industries, and pro-
tect the environment. With recent 
changes in trade laws and other inter-
national forces at work, we owe it espe-
cially to the people who work in these 
industries. All Americans benefit from 
such commonsense programs. I urge 
my colleagues to support H.R. 1158 
today and vote ‘‘yes’’ on this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as she may consume to the 
gentlewoman from Pennsylvania (Ms. 
HART), who is the sponsor of this legis-
lation. 

Ms. HART. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentlewoman from Illinois (Chair-
woman Biggert) and ranking member 
(Mr. HONDA) of the Energy Sub-
committee for working together to 
make sure that this bill moved for-
ward. I am pleased for their support 
and also for the support of the Science 
Committee chairman, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. BOEHLERT), and 
ranking member, the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. GORDON), for moving 
the bill through committee and also for 
their support. I especially thank the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI), 
who just spoke, for working with me on 
this legislation, H.R. 1158, the bill to 
reauthorize the Steel and Aluminum 
Energy Conservation and Technology 
Competitiveness Act. 

The steel industry is one of the most 
energy-intensive industries with en-
ergy accounting for a major portion of 
the cost of production. Improvement in 
energy efficiency is therefore an impor-
tant component to reducing the cost of 
steel and thereby making us more com-
petitive. 

Recent experiences have shown that 
energy costs per unit of output of steel 
can be reduced significantly through 
more intelligent capital-intensive in-
vestments in modifications to existing 
plants and equipment and conversion 
to more energy-efficient processes. 

Investment made at the government 
level in partnerships with industry to 
stimulate achievement of this in-
creased energy efficiency has shown 
great results over the years. 

This legislation would reauthorize 
the steel and aluminum competitive-
ness act, which established a public 
private partnership, a research initia-
tive. It is cost sharing with govern-
ment and industry, focused on improv-
ing industrial energy efficiency in the 
steel and aluminum and fabrication in-
dustries. 

The bill will result in improved en-
ergy efficiency in the domestic metals 
industries, thereby improving our com-
petitiveness and also improving the 
cost and quality of the actual product. 
This efficiency offers environmental 
benefits through reduced emissions per 
unit of steel and aluminum produced. 
It can also help reduce the future de-
mand for energy in this industrial sec-
tor. 

The steel industry and the Depart-
ment of Energy continue this partner-
ship under the Metals Initiative and its 
predecessor, the Steel Initiative, even 
after the authorization expired; so, 
therefore, it is something that is suc-
cessful enough to have provided with 
its funding. 

For fiscal year 2006, the administra-
tion has only recommended $6.5 mil-
lion. That is $3.8 million for steel and 
$2.7 million for aluminum, which is 
slightly more than half of the $11.1 mil-
lion provided in 2004. 

This legislation would reauthorize 
the 1988 act through 2010. Over the 
years, 58 steel companies and 23 re-
search organizations participated in 
and benefited from this program. Two 
of those companies, INTEG Process 
Group and U.S. Steel from my area, 
participated in a subcommittee hear-
ing on this bill last year and testified 
regarding the benefits this initiative 
has produced; the jobs it has obviously 
preserved and provided; the oppor-
tunity that it has provided in those in-
dustries as well. 

The bill authorizes $12 million for 
this program for fiscal years 2006 
through 2010, for a total of $60 million 
over 5 years. It is an investment that is 
well worth it to preserve and grow an 
industry that is so important to our 
country. 

This bill is right for this industry, it 
is right for energy security, and it is 
right for our competitiveness, and it is 
good for the environment. 

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
support of H.R. 1158, the Steel and Aluminum 
Energy Conservation and Technology Com-
petitiveness Act. I want to thank my friend and 
colleague from Illinois, Representative 
BIGGERT for her leadership, as well as Rep-
resentative MELISSA HART, for her persistence 
in introducing this legislation in the 108th Con-
gress and again in the 109th Congress. 

I am pleased Chairman BOEHLERT and 
Ranking Member GORDON acted quickly in the 
House Science Committee to mark-up this bill 
and bring it to the floor today because it helps 
our steel, aluminum, copper, and other metal 
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industries stay competitive in today’s global 
marketplace. 

H.R. 1158, the Steel and Aluminum Energy 
Conservation and Technology Competitive-
ness bill before us today authorizes the De-
partment of Energy to develop a public and 
private partnership to build upon important re-
search goals, such as energy efficiency, in-
creasing competitiveness of the U.S. metals 
industries, and improving the environment. By 
working together, both the taxpayers and 
share holders can benefit from this federal 
cost share between the government and the 
metals industries. 

The domestic steel industry alone has come 
a long way since the steel crisis began in 
1988. In my home state of Illinois, the crisis 
has resulted in four steel companies filing for 
bankruptcy, including Laclede Steel and the 
parent company for Granite City Steel, which 
are in my Congressional District. Approxi-
mately 5,000 steel workers lost their jobs in Il-
linois alone. 

Now, prices are stabilizing and the industry 
is restructuring and consolidating. All of this 
has happened without hampering the avail-
ability of competitively priced steel products. 
However, aggressive trade laws and other 
international pressures can damage the 
progress that was made. Therefore, it is im-
portant we continue down the path of success-
ful recovery because the overall prospects for 
our steel industry can affect our future eco-
nomic and national security. 

As a member of the Congressional Steel 
Caucus, I am deeply committed to making 
sure the metals industries stay competitive 
and for these reasons, I support to this bill and 
urge my colleagues to do the same. 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, we have 
no more speakers. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no further requests for time, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FORBES). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Mrs. BIGGERT) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 
1158, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the bill, 
as amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

HIGH-PERFORMANCE COMPUTING 
REVITALIZATION ACT OF 2005 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 28) to amend the High-Perform-
ance Computing Act of 1991, as amend-
ed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 28 

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 ‘‘High-Perform-
ance Computing Revitalization Act of 2005’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Section 2 of the High-Performance Computing 
Act of 1991 (15 U.S.C. 5501) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(10) Commercial application of the results of 
Federal investment in basic and computing 
science is consistent with longstanding United 
States technology transfer policy and is a crit-
ical national priority, particularly with regard 
to cybersecurity and other homeland security 
applications, because of the urgent needs of 
commercial, academic, and individual users as 
well as the Federal and State Governments.’’. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 4 of the High-Performance Computing 
Act of 1991 (15 U.S.C. 5503) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘and multi-
disciplinary teams of researchers’’ after ‘‘high- 
performance computing resources’’; 

(2) in paragraph (3)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘scientific workstations,’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘(including vector supercom-

puters and large scale parallel systems)’’; 
(C) by striking ‘‘and applications’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘applications’’; and 
(D) by inserting ‘‘, and the management of 

large data sets’’ after ‘‘systems software’’; 
(3) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘packet 

switched’’; and 
(4) by amending paragraphs (5) and (6) to 

read as follows: 
‘‘(5) ‘Program’ means the High-Performance 

Computing Research and Development Program 
described in section 101; and 

‘‘(6) ‘Program Component Areas’ means the 
major subject areas under which are grouped re-
lated individual projects and activities carried 
out under the Program.’’. 
SEC. 4. HIGH-PERFORMANCE COMPUTING RE-

SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PRO-
GRAM. 

Title I of the High-Performance Computing 
Act of 1991 (15 U.S.C. 5511 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in the title heading, by striking ‘‘AND 
THE NATIONAL RESEARCH AND EDU-
CATION NETWORK’’ and inserting ‘‘RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT’’; 

(2) in section 101— 
(A) the section heading, by striking ‘‘NA-

TIONAL HIGH-PERFORMANCE COM-
PUTING’’ and inserting ‘‘HIGH-PERFORM-
ANCE COMPUTING RESEARCH AND DEVEL-
OPMENT’’; 

(B) in subsection (a)— 
(i) in the subsection heading, by striking ‘‘NA-

TIONAL HIGH-PERFORMANCE COMPUTING’’ and 
inserting ‘‘HIGH-PERFORMANCE COMPUTING RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT’’; 

(ii) by striking paragraphs (1) and (2) and in-
serting the following: ‘‘(1) The President shall 
implement a High-Performance Computing Re-
search and Development Program, which shall— 

‘‘(A) provide for long-term basic and applied 
research on high-performance computing; 

‘‘(B) provide for research and development on, 
and demonstration of, technologies to advance 
the capacity and capabilities of high-perform-
ance computing and networking systems; 

‘‘(C) provide for sustained access by the re-
search community in the United States to high- 
performance computing systems that are among 
the most advanced in the world in terms of per-
formance in solving scientific and engineering 
problems, including provision for technical sup-
port for users of such systems; 

‘‘(D) provide for efforts to increase software 
availability, productivity, capability, security, 
portability, and reliability; 

‘‘(E) provide for high-performance networks, 
including experimental testbed networks, to en-
able research and development on, and dem-
onstration of, advanced applications enabled by 
such networks; 

‘‘(F) provide for computational science and 
engineering research on mathematical modeling 
and algorithms for applications in all fields of 
science and engineering; 

‘‘(G) provide for the technical support of, and 
research and development on, high-performance 
computing systems and software required to ad-
dress Grand Challenges; 

‘‘(H) provide for educating and training addi-
tional undergraduate and graduate students in 
software engineering, computer science, com-
puter and network security, applied mathe-
matics, library and information science, and 
computational science; and 

‘‘(I) provide for improving the security of com-
puting and networking systems, including Fed-
eral systems, including research required to es-
tablish security standards and practices for 
these systems.’’; 

(iii) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; 

(iv) in paragraph (2), as so redesignated by 
clause (iii) of this subparagraph— 

(I) by striking subparagraph (B); 
(II) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 

(C) as subparagraphs (D) and (F), respectively; 
(III) by inserting before subparagraph (D), as 

so redesignated by subclause (II) of this clause, 
the following new subparagraphs: 

‘‘(A) establish the goals and priorities for Fed-
eral high-performance computing research, de-
velopment, networking, and other activities; 

‘‘(B) establish Program Component Areas that 
implement the goals established under subpara-
graph (A), and identify the Grand Challenges 
that the Program should address; 

‘‘(C) provide for interagency coordination of 
Federal high-performance computing research, 
development, networking, and other activities 
undertaken pursuant to the Program;’’; and 

(IV) by inserting after subparagraph (D), as 
so redesignated by subclause (II) of this clause, 
the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(E) develop and maintain a research, devel-
opment, and deployment roadmap for the provi-
sion of high-performance computing systems 
under paragraph (1)(C); and’’; and 

(v) in paragraph (3), as so redesignated by 
clause (iii) of this subparagraph— 

(I) by striking ‘‘paragraph (3)(A)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘paragraph (2)(D)’’; 

(II) by amending subparagraph (A) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(A) provide a detailed description of the Pro-
gram Component Areas, including a description 
of any changes in the definition of or activities 
under the Program Component Areas from the 
preceding report, and the reasons for such 
changes, and a description of Grand Challenges 
supported under the Program;’’; 

(III) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘spe-
cific activities’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘the Network’’ and inserting ‘‘each Program 
Component Area’’; 

(IV) in subparagraph (D), by inserting ‘‘and 
for each Program Component Area’’ after ‘‘par-
ticipating in the Program’’; 

(V) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘ap-
plies;’’ and inserting ‘‘applies; and’’; 

(VI) by striking subparagraph (E) and redes-
ignating subparagraph (F) as subparagraph (E); 
and 

(VII) in subparagraph (E), as so redesignated 
by subclause (VI) of this clause, by inserting 
‘‘and the extent to which the Program incor-
porates the recommendations of the advisory 
committee established under subsection (b)’’ 
after ‘‘for the Program’’; 

(C) in subsection (b)— 
(i) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 

(5) as subparagraphs (A) through (E), respec-
tively; 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘ADVISORY COM-
MITTEE.—’’; 

(iii) in paragraph (1)(C), as so redesignated by 
clauses (i) and (ii) of this subparagraph, by in-
serting ‘‘, including funding levels for the Pro-
gram Component Areas’’ after ‘‘of the Pro-
gram’’; 

(iv) in paragraph (1)(D), as so redesignated by 
clauses (i) and (ii) of this subparagraph, by 
striking ‘‘computing’’ and inserting ‘‘high-per-
formance computing and networking’’; and 

(v) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 
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