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Wicker Wilson (SC) Young (AK)
Wilson (NM) Wolf Young (FL)
NOES—198

Abercrombie Green, Al Oberstar
Ackerman Green, Gene Obey
Allen Grijalva Olver
Baca Gutierrez Ortiz
Baird Harman Owens
Baldwin Hastings (FL) Pallone
Barrow Herseth Pascrell
Bean Higgins Pastor
Becerra Hinchey Payne
Berkley Hinojosa Pelosi
Berman Holden Peterson (MN)
Berry Holt Pomeroy
Bishop (GA) Honda Price (NC)
Bishop (NY) Hooley Rahall
Blumenauer Hoyer Rangel
Boren Inslee Reyes
Boswell Israel Ross
Boucher Jackson-Lee Rothman
Boyd (TX) Roybal-Allard
Brady (PA) Jefferson Ruppersberger
Brown (OH) Johnson, E. B. Rush
Brown, Corrine Jones (OH) Ryan (OH)
Butterfield Kanjorski Sabo
Capps Kaptur Salazar
Capuano Kennedy (RI) Sanchez, Linda
Cardin Kildee T.
Cardoza Kilpatrick (MI) Sanchez, Loretta
Carnahan Kind Sanders
Carson Kucinich Schakowsky
Case Langevin Schiff
Chandler Lantos Schwartz (PA)
Cleaver Larsen (WA) Scott (GA)
Clyburn Larson (CT) Scott (VA)
Conyers Lee Serrano
Cooper Levin Sherman
Costa Lewis (GA) Skelton
Costello Lipinski Slaughter
Cramer Lofgren, Zoe Smith (WA)
Crowley Lowey Snyder
Cuellar Lynch Solis
Cummings Maloney Spratt
Davis (AL) Markey Stark
Davis (CA) Marshall Strickland
Davis (FL) Matheson Stupak
Davis (IL) Matsui Tanner
Davis (TN) McCarthy Tauscher
DeFazio McCollum (MN) Taylor (MS)
DeGette McDermott Thompson (CA)
Delahunt McGovern Thompson (MS)
DeLauro McIntyre Tierney
Dicks McKinney Towns
Dingell McNulty Udall (CO)
Doggett Meehan Udall (NM)
Doyle Meek (FL) Van Hollen
Edwards Meeks (NY) Velazquez
Emanuel Melancon Visclosky
Engel Menendez Wasserman
Eshoo Michaud Schultz
Etheridge Miller (NC) Waters
Evans Miller, George Watson
Farr Mollohan Watt
Fattah Moore (KS) Waxman
Filner Moore (WI) Weiner
Ford Moran (VA) Wexler
Frank (MA) Nadler Woolsey
Gonzalez Napolitano Wu
Gordon Neal (MA) Wynn

NOT VOTING—10
Clay Issa Murtha
Emerson Jones (NC) Musgrave
Gingrey Millender- Pickering
Hastings (WA) McDonald

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members are advised that 2
minutes remain in this vote.
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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NOTICE OF OUT OF ORDER CON-
SIDERATION OF CERTAIN
AMENDMENTS ON H.R. 1815, NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2006

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to section 4 of House Resolution 293, I
am providing the requisite notice and
request that the following amendments
as printed in House Report 109-96 be
considered out of order: Goode No. 20,
Jo Ann Davis of Virginia No. 24, Davis
of California No. 12, Hunter No. 1,
Stearns No. 6, Bradley of New Hamp-
shire No. 29, Woolsey No. 26.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s notice has been received.

————

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2006

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 293 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1815.

The Chair designates the gentleman
from Idaho (Mr. SIMPSON) as chairman
of the Committee of the Whole, and re-
quests the gentleman from Arkansas
(Mr. BOOZMAN) to assume the chair
temporarily.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1815) to
authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2006 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for fiscal year
2006, and for other purposes, with Mr.
B00ZMAN (Acting Chairman) in the
chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
the rule, the bill is considered as hav-
ing been read the first time.

Under the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. HUNTER) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON)
each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER).

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

This year, the Committee on Armed
Services has put together a bill that is
a true example of bipartisan coopera-
tion, providing the men and women of
the armed services with the best equip-
ment, best training, and a benefit
package that is worthy of their service
and their sacrifice.

The National Defense Authorization
Act For Fiscal Year 2006 provides $441
billion for the Department of Defense
and the Department of Energy. The bill
was voted out of committee by a vote
of 61 to 1 and contains significant im-
provements in areas of military per-
sonnel, acquisition reform, responsible
defense procurement strategies, and
addresses a need for continuity in fund-
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ing for our ongoing efforts in the global
war on terror.

But before I get into any details, Mr.
Chairman, I would like to thank the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON), who has been my partner on this
committee, for all the great work that
he has done. I would also like to praise
our subcommittee chairmen and rank-
ing members. This bill is a culmination
of their many hearings and oversight
reviews.

Almost every member of this full
committee has been to the war fighting
theaters in Iraq and Afghanistan and
gathered firsthand important informa-
tion that has ultimately been reflected
in this bill that we have put together.
I want to thank all the members of the
committee and all our great leaders on
both the Democrat and Republican
side, the chairmen of the subcommit-
tees and the ranking members, for
their work.

This year, Mr. Chairman, we have
made taking care of our troops, both
now and in the future, one of our top
priorities. We can do all of these things
in developing great weapons systems
and facilities, but the only thing that
really is important, the element that
drives the security apparatus of the
United States, is people. It is the men
and women in uniform. To recognize
these sacrifices, the committee has in-
cluded a number of very well-deserved
changes in our MILPER system, and it
starts with this 3.1 percent pay raise
across the board.

Incidentally, that pulls down this dif-
ference in pay on the outside in the do-
mestic world and military pay. There
has always been a differential. If you
were a military technician in a certain
area, you have historically made less
money than your counterpart in the
private world.
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But we have pulled down that dif-
ferential now to a very low rate, which
is now about 4.6 percent. We have in-
creased, in fact, military pay 25 per-
cent over the last 4 years, and that has
been the result of the great work of
members of our committee, Mr. Chair-
man.

We have also increased the death gra-
tuity to $100,000, and understanding
that there is no way we can repay
those who have lost their loved ones,
this helps to bridge those very difficult
times when that man or woman does
not come back from the warfighting
theaters.

We also provide additional increases
in end strength. With this bill we have
completed our end strength increase
plan of 30,000 more soldiers for the
Army and 4,000 for the Marine Corps.

But we also realize that there are a
lot of other things we need to do, espe-
cially in the warfighting theaters. We
have increased by $572 million our in-
ventory of Humvees, $183 million for
counter-rocket and mortar systems.
Those are the systems that can take
down those mortars and rockets that
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are coming into the fire bases in Iraq
and Afghanistan, inflicting in some
cases egregious wounds on our per-
sonnel.

And we have put in an additional $45
million for these jamming devices to
jam improvised explosive devices that
the insurgents are using in the
warfighting theaters. That is a place
where the insurgents can stand back
300 or 400 yards from a roadway, wait
for that Marine or Army convoy to line
up on a lamppost, and by using a low-
power device like a garage door opener,
detonate an improvised explosive de-
vice, which may be an artillery shell
next to that road, hurting the Ameri-
cans. Jamming that capability, defeat-
ing that capability, is an important
thing, and we have put a lot of money
into that, Mr. Chairman.

These are a couple of examples I
wanted to go over.

But I wanted to go to another area
that is very important for our Nation’s
future and the future of our defense ap-
paratus. We are paying a ton of money
now for single systems. The future
combat system for the Army is now
projected to cost almost twice what we
originally projected. The cost of the
new destroyer, the DD(X), is going to
be, according to projections, well over
$3 billion.

So we see these escalating prices
threatening our ability to buy enough
systems, enough trucks, tanks, ships,
planes, to provide the coverage that we
need in power projection around the
world. We are putting some very im-
portant disciplines into the acquisition
process to make it more difficult for
the private sector to increase these
prices dramatically and for this com-
bination of our own bureaucracy and
the private sector to inadvertently
allow their program costs to rise. So
we are working to instill some fiscal
discipline, Mr. Chairman, and that is
manifested in this particular mark.

Finally, Mr. Chairman, let me just
say that we have extraordinary people
in the warfighting theaters today.
These young men and women went in
initially thinking they would see poi-
son gas on the battlefield. They did not
see that poison gas, but they have
come up against things like IEDs, new
ways of attacking that we did not an-
ticipate, and that will continue to
evolve as the insurgents search for new
ways to attack Americans. And we
have to have the flexibility and the
agility to provide new systems and new
types of operations to counter what we
are going to see not only in Iraq and
Afghanistan, but around the world in
this global war against terrorism.

So we have given the tools to our
troops today, and this is just part of
the process, but we have initiated, with
this bill, giving to our troops the tools
that they need to get the job done. It
has been a bipartisan effort, and the
gentleman from Missouri has been a
real partner in putting this bill to-
gether.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.
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Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

First let me thank the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER), my
friend and colleague, the chairman, for
his leadership on this committee, for
the by and large strong bipartisanship
that we have had on this bill. I thank
him and all the members on both sides
of the aisle, the chairman, the sub-
committee chairmen and ranking
members. They have all worked so well
and so hard.

This is a $440 billion bill, and it
means so very much for the national
security of our country.

So we again thank the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER) for his
participation, for his friendship and for
being a strong colleague in national de-
fense.

I am pleased that this year’s defense
budget represents a real increase in de-
fense spending over last year’s level.
The committee made good use of the
money in recommending vital readi-
ness, modernization, infrastructure im-
provements, which will keep our forces
the best trained and best equipped in
the world.

At this point, Mr. Chairman, I feel
that I must say that I am so very proud
of every man and every woman who
wears the uniform of the TUnited
States. It is up to us, in the Constitu-
tion, to provide and maintain them,
and, that is, from all of us who serve on
this committee, it is a labor of love.
Those young men and young women
putting their hearts and souls, their
bodies, their careers on the line for our
country. So the least we can do at this
moment is say a special thanks to
them by passing an excellent bill which
does help them in their duties.

I want to commend the gentleman
from Arkansas (Mr. SNYDER), ranking
member, and the gentleman from New
York (Chairman Mr. McHUGH) for in-
creasing the Army and Marine Corps
end-strength. I have been saying since
1995, Mr. Chairman, that we needed
40,000 more troops in the United States
Army, and this year we are authorizing
an additional 30,000 for the Army and
an additional 4,000 for the United
States Marines.

However, they are paid for out of the
supplemental that we are authorizing.
Nevertheless, it is happening. It should
be paid for out of the base bill, but it
is  happening because they are
stretched, they are strained.

I also want to commend the efforts to
reform the purchase of Navy ships. If
we are ever going to get to the point
where we can afford to buy more than
just a few ships a year, we are going to
have to do things differently, and I
think that buying the number of ships
that we are doing, the additional three
ships, is a major step in the right direc-
tion.

I do, however, want to raise two mat-
ters of concern. The bill authorizes al-
most $50 billion in fiscal year 2006 sup-
plemental appropriations for the wars
in Iraq and Afghanistan. These funds
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are separate and apart from the $440-
plus billion we are authorizing. My
concern is that the conflicts for which
we are authorizing this additional
money are mature enough that their
costs are foreseeable and could and
should be included in the base bill. In
my view, budgeting in this fashion has
adverse consequences.

Secondly, the ‘‘emergency’ designa-
tion that goes along with supplemental
appropriations hides the true extent of
the Federal deficit. Although we may
disagree on the practice of funding op-
erations in the Iraq war and the Af-
ghanistan conflict through supple-
mental appropriations, if we are going
to go down this road, then we should
not short-circuit the authorization
process. And that is what we are doing.
We are authorizing, as we should, rath-
er than leave it up to the Committee
on Appropriations; and I think that is
a move in the right direction.

Finally, Mr. Chairman, let me say a
word about the Hunter amendment.
This deals with the women in uniform.
At the outset I must say I am proud of
every man and woman who wears the
uniform and the duty that they per-
form.

In the Military Personnel Sub-
committee, the amendment was adopt-
ed on a party-line vote, which had the
effect of freezing out and causing to be
closed some 21,950 positions. That was
not a good move. That would be disrup-
tive, not just to women; it would be
disruptive to our national defense be-
cause so many of them are serving all
over the globe in such superb fashion.

In the full committee, another
amendment was adopted that was an
attempt to codify Secretary Les As-
pin’s 1994 women issue language. It was
not full and complete, and there were
some serious problems with that, and
the United States Army opposed that.
That is the way the bill is at this mo-
ment.

I understand there is an amendment
by the gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER) that will wipe that out and
that will call for a special way of
counting notification to Congress and
call for a study. Should that pass, it
will wipe out the onerous language
that is there that is causing a great
deal of concern not just with women in
the uniform, but those others who
work with them and for them.

The process in this regard has been, 1
think, unfair to Democrats. So as a
matter of fact, we have come out on
the issue regarding women. If the new
Hunter amendment is adopted, possibly
those two amendments are behind us
and we do not have to worry about
their being concerned; and that is the
major victory in this issue of per-
sonnel.

I feel constrained to mention that
the committee adopted an amendment
that would have extended TRICARE
coverage to Reservists. Unfortunately,
the provision was technically defec-
tive, and the Committee on Rules had
the opportunity to right that wrong,
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and they did not do so. So we look for-
ward to discussing that at a later time.
The gentleman from Mississippi (Mr.
TAYLOR), I am sure, will address that
situation.

By and large, this is a good bill. We
have worked hard on it. The sub-
committees have worked hard on it.
And so often we have serious problems,
as we have with the issue regarding the
women in uniform, but I do not want
those issues to detract from the fact
that this is a solid piece of legislation
that helps fight the war against ter-
rorism and helps fight against the in-
surgency in Iraq and also funds the
men and women in the performance of
their duties all over this globe.

So I will say that we have a tremen-
dous military that we should be very
proud of.

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

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
4 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. WELDON), who is the vice
chairman of the full committee and the
chairman of the Tactical Air and Land
Forces Subcommittee, and who has
done a great job in putting his package
together in terms of modernizing our
forces.

(Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, I, first of all, want to thank
my distinguished chairman and the
ranking member for their work.

Let me say this at the outset. I can-
not tell the Members how proud I am
to serve on this committee. Every day
that I serve in this institution, I am
happy that we work so well together.
But this committee, I think, sets the
entire example for the entire Congress.
Democrats and Republicans, we work
together.

I think the best evidence of that is,
we had a vote out of committee of 61 of
the 62 members coming together, and
where we had areas of disagreement,
we have been able to work those out.
What a real credit and testimony to
this Congress and those 62 members
who are on this committee and to our
leader.

The chairman has done a fantastic
job. He has done what many said was
the impossible, and I applaud him for
that, under extremely difficult -cir-
cumstances.

The gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON) has been a tireless advocate
for what is right for our military, and
I applaud him for that. To the gen-
tleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE), my ranking member, I thank
him. He is a great American and it is
great to work with him.

And I want to add a special amount
of praise to our new staff director, who
is sitting here for the first time at the
table. I look forward to what I know is
going to be an extremely productive re-
lationship with a real professional who
is going help us in our job.

Mr. Chairman, in my part of the bill
in the Tactical Air and Land Forces
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Subcommittee, we had some difficult
decisions to make. I had $10 billion of
requests for plus-ups that I could not
meet, that the services wanted, that
Members came to me for. It was impos-
sible. We did the best that we could.

And again this committee did what
we did last year. It was this committee
that called for additional funding to
up-armor our Humvees and take care of
the troops that were in harm’s way. It
was this committee that led the White
House last year in getting that first $25
billion supplemental.

This weekend, I will take a bipar-
tisan delegation back to Iraq, and we
will spend Memorial Day in theater
with the troops seeing the visible ex-
amples that we have helped provide to
allow our military to be so capable and
so successful. And that was our pri-
mary focus in the defense bill this
year, how best to support our military
and civilian personnel in the war
against terrorism.

The second thing that we did, and it
was difficult, was accountability for
DOD programs. And that is not easy.
We have services each wanting their
own individual platforms while accom-
plishing the same objective. We put
language in this that says they cannot
do that. We cannot afford to have the
exact same helicopter for the Army
that meets the exact same need of the
Marine Corps. Why do we not come to-
gether with one platform for both?
This committee took that action, and I
am proud to say that is a part of our
recommendation.

We also said that in the case of new
technology and new programs, we want
to see the technology before we buy it.
What disappointed me was that some of
the contractors and some of my good
friends in this body ‘tried to
mischaracterize the language we put in
the bill on the Presidential helicopter.
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Our language on the Presidential hel-
icopter was not to score a point against
or for any contractor or any region of
the country. I fully support the deci-
sion of the Navy and the Marine Corps
and the down-select that they made.
And it is not about “Buy America’ or
not buying America. It is about what is
the best helicopter to meet the needs of
our President. But I would say we have
to have closer control over the dollar
amount going into this program.

We also had to make a difficult deci-
sion, as my chairman outlined, on Fu-
ture Combat Systems. We cut the pro-
gram by $400 million; but it was the
right decision to make financially, to
make sure that we are protecting the
taxpayers’ interest as well as giving
the warfighter the best technology. We
made a number of other changes in
terms of the overall purchasing of our
major platforms. I will not go into
them. I will submit them all for the
RECORD.

In closing, I want to say again how
proud I am to serve with a Democrat
and Republican who truly understand
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how to lead, to work together, and in
the end to do what is best for our
warfighters. I thank my distinguished
chairman and ranking member and the
gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE), as my own subcommittee
ranking member, for their cooperation
on this final product. It is deserving of
a ‘‘yes” vote from every Member of
this body.

Jurisdiction includes $67 billion in DOD pro-
curement and research and development.

Bill increases the requested authorization for
programs within the jurisdiction of the Tactical
Air and Land Forces Subcommittee by $4.5
billion.

Focus: First, how best to support our mili-
tary and civilian personnel serving in the glob-
al war on terrorism; and second, accountability
in DOD programs.

Legislative initiatives that seek to redress
several unfavorable trends in the Department
of Defense:

Programs being called joint programs with
only one service participating in the program.
This results in large, single service and pro-
gram research and development expenditures
for service unique programs followed by short
production runs and inefficient use of taxpayer
dollars.

Each service would like its 100 percent so-
lution to every requirement, but that simply
cannot be afforded. We want to make sure
valid needs of the services are met, but afford-
ability and unique solutions to requirements
have to be balanced. We cannot afford to con-
tinue to have individual, service solutions with-
in our ground forces for helicopters, tactical
wheeled vehicles, blue force tracking, body
armor, armored vehicle upgrades, vehicle add-
on armor kits, and unmanned aerial vehicle
systems, as well as other programs.

Also, programs cannot continue to be al-
lowed to enter pre-production R&D, with im-
mature technologies and ill-defined or unreal-
istic requirements.

Further, the Office of the Secretary of De-
fense is there for a purpose, to exercise over-
sight and reconcile differing service require-
ments. OSD needs to start exercising its re-
sponsibility in programs like unmanned aerial
vehicles and helicopter development.

We must stop the trend toward excessive
research and development and procurement
concurrency in acquisition programs, resulting
in not “flying before buying,” potential exten-
sive post production modifications, and the as-
sociated increased acquisition costs. An ex-
ample is in the action we have taken on the
VXX—the presidential helicopter replacement
program. The companies involved have tried
to portray the action we have taken as a win
for their particular marketing strategy when all
that our legislation requires is flying the VXX
before buying. It is not a Buy American provi-
sion. It is not trying to reverse the source se-
lection. It is simply telling the Pentagon to test
and fly the R&D aircraft before you buy pro-
duction aircraft, so we don’t have to go back
and spend millions of dollars on already pro-
duced aircraft because the test results were
not available in time to incorporate fixes into
production aircraft. The Pentagon request to
us would have us authorize procurement of 15
of the required 23 VXX aircraft before any
testing has been done—likely resulting in ex-
pensive retrofits to production aircraft.

Other legislation includes:
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Multiyear
copters;

Multiyear Procurement for the Apache heli-
copter Target Acquisition/Pilot Night Vision
Sensor;

Multiyear Procurement for Apache Heli-
copter Block Il conversion;

A Requirement for an Acquisition Strategy
for Tactical Wheeled Vehicle programs;

A Requirement for Full and Open competi-
tion for the Objective Individual Combat Weap-
on;

A Requirement for use of the Tactical Com-
mon Data Link by all services for tactical un-
manned aerial vehicles;

A Requirement for the Office of the Sec-
retary of Defense to approve all new UAV pro-
grams;

An annual Government Accountability Office
review of the Future Combat Systems pro-
gram;

A Requirement to maintain the lethality and
survivability requirement of the Non Line of
Sight Cannon as established in the operational
requirements document;

A Requirement for an independent analysis
of the FCS manned ground vehicle weight re-
quirement; and

A Requirement for a single, joint heavy lift
rotorcraft program.

In addition adjustments have been made to
the following programs:

The C-130J multiyear procurement is rein-
stated to the levels projected in the fiscal year
2005 budget, resulting in an authorization for
9 C-130Js and 4 KC-130Js, with advance
procurement for those same quantities in-
cluded for fiscal year 2007. [This program has
been poorly managed by the Pentagon, but
we need the tactical airlift that these aircraft
will provide and termination costs were esti-
mated to exceed the one year procurement
value of these aircraft.]

The Future Combat Systems’ budget re-
quest is reduced by $400 million.

The Joint Strike Fighter program is reduced
by $150 million, the amount requested for ad-
vance procurement—again to require flying
test aircraft before procuring production air-
craft.

The Heavy Lift Rotorcraft replacement pro-
gram is restructured and combined with the
Joint Heavy Lift rotorcraft program.

The Global Hawk unmanned aerial vehicle
program is reduced by $30 million, as the re-
quested amount is early to need.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
12 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. ORTIZ).

(Mr. ORTIZ asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of this bill. I thank the gen-
tleman from California (Chairman
HUNTER); my ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON);
and all the subcommittee chairmen
and subcommittee members for their
skill and leadership in addressing the
military issues before us.

This bill provides for the needs of our
troops and their families. While we are
at war, we must always see that they
are given the equipment and supplies
that they need to do the mission that
we ask them to perform.

Like many other things now, this bill
is not perfect. In fact, there are a num-

Procurement for UH-60 heli-
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ber of challenges still unaddressed by
the bill, particularly relating to our re-
tention and recruitment problems. The
war in Iraq and the global war on Ter-
ror, coupled with the uncertainties of
Base Realignment and Closure, the
overseas base changing and the accom-
panying QDR, Quadrennial Defense Re-
view, present many challenges to our
readiness posture.

As the ranking member of the Sub-
committee on Readiness, I remain
deeply concerned about the shortfalls
in our recruiting and retention across
the board. For example, in March, the
Army missed its recruiting goal by 27
percent. We do need soldiers for our all-
volunteer Army.

Our Armed Forces have many, many
pressing needs, including basic equip-
ment, body armor, Humvee armor,
other vehicles, tanks and more; and
our troops are doing a great job. We
need to continue to support them, to
give what they need.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
4 minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SAXTON), the chairman of
the Subcommittee on Terrorism, Un-
conventional Threats and Capabilities,
and oversees those wonderful people in
our Special Operations Command.

(Mr. SAXTON asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

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

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 1815, the National Defense
Authorization Act for the next fiscal
year. Last week, the Committee on
Armed Services approved this bill by
an overwhelming vote, as was noted by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
WELDON), 61 to 1. This demonstrates
once again the committee’s long tradi-
tion of bipartisanship in addressing the
defense needs of our Nation.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to com-
mend the chairman and the ranking
member for leading us through this
process this year in a bipartisan basis.

Mr. Chairman, the war on terror re-
quires the determination of this Na-
tion. This bill demonstrates that deter-
mination.

The war on terror requires flexibility
to be able to change to meet the
threat. This bill demonstrates our abil-
ity to change to meet the threat.

The war on terror requires the use of
new technology, information tech-
nology, robotics, detection equipment.
This bill demonstrates our ability to do
that.

The members of the Committee on
Armed Services never forget that we
are a Nation at war. Our young people
in uniform face danger daily, while
bringing peace and prosperity to be-
nighted areas around the world. More-
over, they are taking the fight to the
terrorists on their home ground, keep-
ing the terrorists on the run and fear-
ing for their very lives.

The highest responsibility of those of
us privileged to serve on the Com-
mittee on Armed Services is to do
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whatever we can to help our troops. We
make the point of visiting the troops in
the theater to better appreciate the
conditions they live and operate under
and the needs they have.

My subcommittee and I have been
diligent in that regard and have tried
our best to include measures that help
our soldiers. We have taken several ac-
tions in the bill that will provide the
resources and direction to better pro-
tect our men and women who are self-
lessly serving in dangerous conditions
overseas.

We have not forgotten our valiant
warriors in the Special Operations
Command in particular. We have au-
thorized funds for several items in the
SOCOM commander’s unfunded re-
quirements list and have authorized
additional funding that would provide
some necessary operational flexibility
for special operations forces on the
ground.

The bill provides increased funding to
accelerate the development and field-
ing of advanced technologies that I
mentioned earlier for emerging critical
operational needs, including protection
of our forces against improvised explo-
sive devices and rocket and mortar at-
tack and to provide real-time surveil-
lance of suspected enemy activities.

The bill also provides increased fund-
ing for combating terrorism tech-
nology support to accelerate the devel-
opment and fielding of advanced tech-
nologies in the war on terror. We con-
tinue our successful initiative to de-
velop chemical and biological defense
countermeasures and start a new ini-
tiative for medical defensive counter-
measures.

The bill recommended by the com-
mittee recognizes that we remain a na-
tion at war. The asymmetrical threat
that I have warned of since the middle
1980s has indeed grown to be a world-
wide menace. Our successes in meeting
this new world threat are measured by
our ability to evolve our warfighting
strategies and tactics more quickly
than the enemy. While we certainly
have the initiative, we do not have a
monopoly on all of the ideas. The
enemy is clever, growing desperate and
must be taken seriously by the people
of our country. This bill will help our
soldiers keep the enemy on the defen-
sive.

In closing, Mr. Chairman, I want to
express my appreciation again to you
and to the ranking member, as well as
to the ranking member on our sub-
committee, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MEEHAN), with whom I
have worked closely over the years and
particularly this year. This is an excel-
lent bill, and I urge all Members to
support it.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. EVANS).

(Mr. EVANS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong support of the fiscal year 2006



H3916

Defense authorization bill. I believe it
is a fair bill. I am pleased it has been
handled in a bipartisan manner. It is a
rare practice in this House, and I com-
mend the gentleman from California
(Chairman HUNTER) for avoiding the
politics of ‘‘divide and conquer.”

I want to take this opportunity to ex-
press my great disappointment with
the BRAC process. Rock Island Arsenal
in my district was negatively affected
by these recommendations. After fur-
ther research, it seems that there are
numerous errors in the Secretary’s rec-
ommendations. For example, the re-
port recommends a shift of 181 depot-
level jobs in my district amounting to
a savings of $13,000 over 20 years. That
is $13,000 over the current expenditure.

BRAC also recommends the closing
of DFAS and C-POC, which both are
rated number one above their peers.
This Secretary of Defense wants to
close the number one C-POC and num-
ber one DFAS, knowing full well that
only 20 percent of the civilian employ-
ees will follow such recommendation.

| am very disappointed at these rec-
ommendations and will work to hard fight
them. | will be voting for amendments that
would scrap or delay the BRAC process.

Furthermore, | am disappointed that the
BRAC commissioners do not seem interested
in meeting with community leaders during their
visit to installations. This is completely unprec-
edented and | call upon my friend, Chairman
Tony Principi, to request that commissioners
meet with the local communities to discuss
these recommendations.

Finally, 1 would like to express my dis-
appointment at the Rules Committee for being
grossly unfair in preventing important Demo-
cratic amendments. They should be ashamed
for their sheer partisanship on an issue that
should not be Democratic or Republican and
that is the defense of our Nation.

Chairman HUNTER and Ranking Member
SKELTON, | thank you and your staff for their
hard work.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
HEFLEY), who chairs the Subcommittee
on Readiness and does a wonderful job
making sure our men and women have
the facilities that they need.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the chairman for yielding me time. The
gentleman and our ranking member
have done a wonderful job in pulling all
of these committees together to make
this thing work.

The ranking member mentioned that
this is a good bill. It is a good bill, and
I will probably not belabor that point.
But I am pleased to come to the floor
today in support of H.R. 1815, the fiscal
year 2006 National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act.

The gentleman from Texas (Mr.
ORTIZ) and the subcommittee and I
worked very closely together to exam-
ine the Department’s funding for mili-
tary readiness, which includes $108 bil-
lion in operation and maintenance
funds, as well as another $12 billion for
military construction, family housing,
and base realignment and closure.
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The actions we took this year ad-
dressed the needs of our Armed Forces,
both on the battlefield and on the
home front. We looked at the readiness
levels of our military units, the ability
of the military services to maintain
equipment in theater and to reset and
reconstitute equipment that returns
from war; and we confirmed what we
already knew, war is expensive and
funding is needed.

This is why the bill contains a
“bridge fund,” which is intended to
provide the resources necessary up
front to allow our military to continue
to fight the war against terrorism. I
believe this to be the proper approach
and eventually one way to move away
from the annual supplemental appro-
priations bills.

On the home front, we examined
funding for the upkeep and mainte-
nance of military installations. While
the readiness needs of our forward de-
ployed military personnel are our top
priority, we cannot forget the families
at home, the servicemembers preparing
for deployment, and the personnel just
returning.

The committee is well aware of the
Department’s long-standing practice of

utilizing infrastructure budgets as
billpayers for operational require-
ments. Unfortunately, the con-

sequences of taking this approach are
reductions to basic services such as
child care, dining hall operations, or
facility management activities. H.R.
1815 will alleviate the Department’s
need to raid infrastructure budgets for
operational needs and includes the
tools we need to improve oversight of
infrastructure accounts.

On a final note, we are well aware
that the Secretary of Defense recently
sent over a list of bases that he is rec-
ommending to be closed or realigned.
For the past several years, I have
fought for a delay in the base closure
process. I do not think this is the right
time to do it. But, unfortunately, we
win that battle in the committee, in
the subcommittee, on the House floor,
and then we lose it over in the con-
ference because the other body and the
President did not go along with our
thinking on that. Now I think it is not
a fun time, BRAC is never a fun time;
but I think it is probably a little too
late to get that process reversed.

But we are going to get an oppor-
tunity to debate it today and get an
opportunity to vote on it, and I would
encourage all of us to not support that
effort and to support the bill. It is a
good bill.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Ar-
kansas (Mr. SNYDER).

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I want
to thank the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON), the gentleman from
California (Chairman HUNTER), and the
gentleman from New York (Mr.
MCHUGH), my subcommittee chairman,
for the work they have done on this
bill.

I rise in support of this bill. There
are a lot of good things in here, a 3.1
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percent pay raise for the troops, which
is ¥4 percent over the employment cost
index. The bill continues the efforts to
eliminate out-of-pocket housing costs
for servicemembers and their families
and eliminates the two-tier housing al-
lowance, or BAH-2, for Reservists and
National Guardsmen who are called to
duty for more than 30 days and serve
less than 140 days.

The bill also has some issues to ad-
dress health and dental readiness,
which Members heard was a problem
during the Reserve mobilization.

I also want to thank the gentleman
from New York (Mr. MCHUGH) for
working with the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ) and
others to include provisions that will
update the UCMJ with regard to sexual
assault crimes. These proposed changes
will send a clear signal from Congress
that this type of behavior is unaccept-
able.

The bill also includes provisions that
will speed up concurrent receipt pay-
ments for unemployables.

I want to say a word about the
women-in-combat issue. I am pleased
that the amendment to be proposed by
the gentleman from California (Chair-
man HUNTER) here shortly today will
eliminate the terrible language that is
in the underlying bill, language that
sends such a bad message to our women
in uniform. But that language should
never have been in the bill to begin
with.

This last Saturday we had a big
homecoming ceremony for a lot of our
troops coming back from Iraq that are
in the National Guard. These are some
of the troops that I met with, amongst
others, some women that had served in
Iraq.

Some of the comments I heard from
some of these women, they thought we
were ‘‘returning to the Stone Age,”
were one woman’s words; ‘‘an insult to
the job that they had done in Iraq,”
was another woman’s words. They al-
leged that we ‘‘do not know what is
going on in Iraq,” was the words of an-
other woman officer.

The original subcommittee language
was terrible. It would have impacted on
tens of thousands of women. The lan-
guage at the full committee level
eliminated the bad subcommittee lan-
guage, but it also was terrible.
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We now have thousands of women in
the military confused by these 3 weeks
of discussions, and I am pleased that
the Hunter amendment today will
eliminate it, but it should not have
been in there to begin with.

I support the bill.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. MCcHUGH), who does such an
able job of presiding over the Sub-
committee on Military Personnel and
who takes care of all of our folks in
uniform, men and women, active,
Guard, and Reserve.

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the distinguished chairman, the gen-
tleman from California, for yielding me



May 25, 2005

this time, and I give my compliments
both to both him and the ranking
member, the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON) for always working to-
gether to bring us a good bill.

The gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
SNYDER), my distinguished ranking
member, pretty much gave my speech,
except for perhaps the closing com-
ments that he made, and I am looking
forward later, at the appropriate time,
to making some comments about the
path that we traveled to get to the
issue of women in combat.

But without trying to be too redun-
dant, Mr. Chairman, let me just say
that the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
SNYDER) indeed spoke about the 3.1 per-
cent pay increase, and that reduces the
gap in civilian and military pay from
5.1 to 4.6 percent. Importantly, this is
the seventh year in a row that the sub-
committee has recommended a pay
raise that is larger than the level that
is granted for private-sector pay raises.

We also very importantly recommend
continued growth in the Army and the
Marine Corps end strength. The House
has long advocated those kinds of in-
creases. We supported increases of
10,300 in fiscal year 2003, 6,200 in fiscal
year 2004, and in fiscal year 2005, Con-
gress authorized manpower increases of
20,000 in the Army and 3,000 in the Ma-
rine Corps.

Under the bill today, we propose ad-
ditional growth of 10,000 in the Army
and 1,000 in the Marine Corps, and that
would bring Army end strength to
512,400 and the Marine Corps to 179,000.
I think this is critical to alleviating
the stress on the operations and per-
sonnel tempo that has been so negative
upon our troops.

This bill also provides very impor-
tant recruiting and retention and pay
initiatives that increase the maximum
amounts that may be paid for active
duty enlistments from $20,000 to $30,000,
and Reserve enlistments from $10,000 to
$15,000, and active duty enlistments
and reenlistments from $60,000 to
$90,000.

As the gentleman from Arkansas
(Mr. SNYDER) said, it would eliminate
BAH II, which is an irritant within the
Reserve component. With this mark,
Reserve rates for the basic allowance
for housing will be the same as active
duty rates when Reservists are mobi-
lized for more than 30 days, and on and
on and on.

In essence, Mr. Chairman, this is a
very, very good bill. It continues this
House’s very remarkable and, I think,
very admirable record toward trying to
respond to the efforts of those brave
men and women, men and women who
do such an amazingly incredible, fan-
tastic job for us as they go about the
hard work of defending freedom across
this globe.

Let me say, Mr. Chairman, I would
urge all of our Members to support this
initiative, and I look forward to its
passage.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. MEEHAN).
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(Mr. MEEHAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of the 2006 National
Defense Authorization Act. The bill
contains many provisions to protect
our troops and give them the services
that they need.

Although it is largely a product of
the committee’s bipartisan work, I am
highly concerned by several aspects of
the bill. I am extremely troubled by
the new restriction against women
serving in the military. While the com-
mittee-passed bill included far worse
language, preventing women from serv-
ing in forward-deployed units, the cur-
rent provision is also not worthy of the
brave women who make up 15 percent
of the active duty Army, 23 percent of
the Army Reserve, and 13 percent of
the Guard. And it dishonors the service
of women soldiers who are fighting the
global war on terror and hurts readi-
ness at a time when our military is fac-
ing a recruitment and retention crisis.

I am also deeply concerned that the
Committee on Rules did not allow a
vote on my amendment stating that it
is United States policy not to have a
permanent presence in Iraq. My amend-
ment simply codified what the admin-
istration has been saying all along,
that U.S. troops will stay in Iraq as
long as necessary, but not 1 day more.
It would have made clear and unambig-
uous statements that the TUnited
States does not intend to maintain a
permanent presence.

While this bill takes many small
steps towards improving benefits for
our Nation’s servicemembers, it does
not recognize the urgency in respond-
ing to the needs of a whole new genera-
tion of combat veterans.

I introduced two amendments in
committee to improve transition as-
sistance services and preseparation
counseling to separating servicemem-
bers. These programs are critical to
providing servicemembers with the
tools they need to succeed in civilian
life. As we prepare to take on thou-
sands of new veterans who have served
in Iraqg and Afghanistan, many of
whom have been critically injured and
will need long-term support, we must
expand these programs. The committee
did a disservice to our troops when it
failed to adopt these amendments.

Finally, I am also troubled by the
chairman’s decision to ignore the views
of his fellow committee members and
strike bipartisan language. The com-
mittee recognized the need to extend
TRICARE to nonactive-duty Reservists
by adopting the Taylor amendment.

Our chairman later struck the provision, and
the Rules Committee has denied Mr. TAYLOR
the opportunity to bring an amendment to the
floor.

| also want to extend a special word of
thanks to Lauren Briggerman, my Military Leg-
islative Aide, who is leaving my office in June
to attend law school.

In the nearly 2 years Lauren has been with
my office, she has proven to be tremendously
talented and dedicated.
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Lauren has contributed immeasurably to my
work on the Armed Services Committee, par-
ticularly on Iraq exit strategies, repeal of the
military’s unjust “don’t ask, don’t tell” policy,
transition assistance for returning veterans,
weapons non-proliferation, and defense issues
affecting Massachusetts.

| wish her the best.

| thank the ranking member for providing me
time to speak on this bill.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
an additional 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. MCHUGH).

Mr. McCHUGH. Mr. Chairman, let me
just say with respect to what the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. SNYDER)
said, never has so much been written
and said about one issue in such a short
period that has been so wrong, and I
wanted to clarify the record.

The amendment that was introduced,
and the second amendment that the
gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. SNY-
DER) described as terrible and that the
manager’s amendment will replace, has
been described as antiwoman, has been
described as disruptive to current oper-
ations, and has been described as con-
fusing to commanders.

I just want to be clear, Mr. Chair-
man. The language that was inserted
would not have resulted in one woman
losing her job or risk being shut out
from any position for which she was
qualified or that was open to her, not
one, not now, not at any time in the fu-
ture, despite what some of the oppo-
nents have said.

That was the entire intent, to make
it clear for the first time in law that
the women who are doing a fantastic
job on behalf of the military could not
be excluded from any job for which
they are operating and were qualified
at that moment, not from forward sup-
port companies, not from any other po-
sition which they had, just because the
traditional, linear battlefield had
changed.

As to the confusion that some say oc-
curred, let me just say to my friends in
the military and to my friends who
have questioned this amendment, and
particularly my friends in the Army,
does it not trouble you when you say
that it would be confusing to your
commanders when, for the first time
ever, they are handed something that
just embodies what you say is your pol-
icy? The policy that was developed and
placed into that amendment, the mili-
tary wrote and now you claim that you
are following.

Congress did not make that up. Poli-
ticians did not define it; the military
did. Now you say it is confusing. I
would ask my friends in the military
particularly, when did you plan on
making it clear?

The amendment today will clarify
matters even further. I fully support it.
But I really think the characteriza-
tions that have been made against the
text that is replacing it have been un-
fair and simply inaccurate as to what
the position would be with respect to
the honorable men and women in mili-
tary uniform.
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Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
24 minutes to the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. HOYER), the distin-
guished whip.

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

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of
this Defense Authorization Act because
I believe it provides the critical items
necessary for our forces arrayed in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq and around the
world. I also support the recognition of
the pay necessities that confront our
people and gives them a raise.

In addition, it provides increases in
enlistment bonuses obviously nec-
essary, hazardous duty, and other spe-
cial pay to improve recruiting and re-
tention, and funding for a number of
key modernization priorities that will
ensure that our military remains the
best-equipped fighting force in the
world for decades to come.

I believe many Democrats will vote
for this legislation because we are com-
mitted to providing our troops with
every resource necessary to succeed in
Iraqg and Afghanistan and anywhere
else the call to defend freedom takes
our men and women in the military.

However, this measure is by no
means perfect. First, I would say I was
disturbed by the rule. I was particu-
larly disturbed, Mr. Chairman, that the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. SPRATT), one
of the most substantive amendments
that was offered, was not allowed by
the Committee on Rules. I think it is a
shame that we did not have a full de-
bate on the Spratt amendment dealing
with proliferation. In fact, Mr. Chair-
man, it highlights the Republican Par-
ty’s inability to move past the threats
of the Cold War to the threats posed by
global terrorism and have a full debate
on the ramifications of that.

Specifically, this bill underfunds the
Cooperative Threat Reduction pro-
gram, which has helped to keep unse-
cured weapons of mass destruction in
the former Soviet Union out of the
hands of terrorists. This is the gravest
threat that our Nation faces; yet, fund-
ing for the Cooperative Threat Reduc-
tion program barely keeps pace with
inflation, even though the 9/11 Commis-
sion urged that it be expanded. At the
very same time, this bill provides bil-
lions of dollars for a national missile
system that moves forward the process
of developing new nuclear weapons.
Neither of these priorities helps to pro-
tect the American people from a future
terrorist attack.

As I said, Mr. Chairman, I will vote
for this bill, but it is a shame that we
will not have a fuller, effective debate
on the grave policies that this bill
deals with or fails to deal with.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. REYES).

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

Mr. Chairman, as the ranking mem-
ber of the Subcommittee on Strategic
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Forces, I rise today in strong support
of this bill. The Subcommittee on Stra-
tegic Forces has jurisdiction over sev-
eral of the most complex and conten-
tious programs, which include ballistic
missile defense and nuclear weapons.

I want to recognize and I want to
thank our subcommittee chairman, the
gentleman from Alabama (Chairman
EVERETT), my good friend, for his lead-
ership and all the effort that he put
into forging a Dbipartisan mark. I
should tell my colleagues that we often
do not see eye-to-eye on every single
matter, but I am pleased to report that
our subcommittee reached bipartisan
accord on several major issues that are
important to our Nation.

In the short time that I have here
this morning, I want to highlight two
areas of bipartisan agreement: satellite
programs and the Department of Ener-
gy’s Reliable Replacement Warhead
program.

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 1815 restructures
two high-profile satellite development
programs, TSAT and Space Radar. Re-
structuring these programs was a bi-
partisan decision, an effort that I think
will save both programs from experi-
encing cost overruns and schedule slips
that have plagued them in the past.

Turning to the Department of En-
ergy, I am also pleased that we were
able to set a reasonable, bipartisan ob-
jective for the Reliable Replacement
Warhead program. The RRW program
has the potential to significantly lower
the number of weapons in the U.S. nu-
clear arsenal and to ensure that our
Nation never resumes nuclear testing.

Of course, as always, the devil is in
the details. The mark contains a de-
tailed reporting requirement on the
RRW, and in truth, only when we re-
ceive the report will we likely know
whether or not that program can live
up to its full potential. Still, setting a
bipartisan charter for this program and
others in our subcommittee is a signifi-
cant accomplishment of this mark.
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With that, Mr. Chairman, time does
not permit me to go into the other
areas that are of concern to our great
Nation, only to say that I urge all
Members to support this bill. It is im-
portant to our Nation. It is important
to those that are in harm’s way today
keeping us free.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. BARTLETT), the gentleman
who chairs the Projection Forces Sub-
committee.

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr.
Chairman, before proceeding as chair-
man of the Subcommittee on Projec-
tion Forces, I believe it appropriate to
underscore the magnificent service
rendered the Nation by the men and
women serving in our Armed Forces
around the world who so steadfastly
meet every challenge with true dedica-
tion and commitment. We thank each
and every one of them for their service.
And we thank all Americans, specifi-
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cally the families of servicemembers,
for their unwavering support of our
servicemen and -women.

History has repeatedly taught us
that peace is only achieved through
strength. We have sought to apply the
lessons learned from the ongoing global
operations to the committee markup of
the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2006 in order to
strengthen our Armed Forces.

Oceans cover three-quarters of the
Earth’s surface. The vast majority of
the world’s population lives within a
few miles of a sea coast. Seventy per-
cent of our trade moves by sea. Thus,
maintaining America’s naval superi-
ority is an imperative. I am pleased to
report that the National Defense Au-
thorization Act that we will consider
initiates a program to infuse our ship-
yards with leading-edge manufacturing
technology and management systems
that reduce shipbuilding costs and to
return our shipyards to global competi-
tiveness.

We have also taken steps to confront
excessive shipbuilding cost growth by
capping costs on specific ship types,
recognizing that both the Navy and in-
dustry must work together to design
and build affordable ships with ade-
quate capability.

Authorization for Department of De-
fense programs within the jurisdiction
of the Projection Forces Subcommittee
are increased by $2.3 billion above the
budget request. $5638 million of the ad-
ditional authorization is for programs
on the military service chiefs’ un-
funded requirements list.

Authorization is included for two ad-
ditional Arleigh Burke-class guided
missile destroyers, an additional T-
AKE ship, and to accelerate fielding of
the new amphibious assault ship. This
is three more ships than the budget re-
quested. Also included is a rec-
ommendation to authorize a multi-
year procurement for the C-17.

We have also taken several initia-
tives to begin to address shortfalls in
important requirements to the Depart-
ment of Defense. These programs in-
clude:

$418 million to accelerate the devel-
opment of the amphibious assault ship
replacement;

$20 million to upgrade the fleet of B-
2 bombers;

$60 million to complete development
and evaluation of the Affordable Weap-
on System, a low-cost cruise missile,
and increased authorization for several
procurement, research and develop-
ment programs of the services.

While there is much more to do, the
National Defense Authorization Act of
2006 is an important step in making our
country more secure. I urge all of my
colleagues to support the bill.

I would like to thank the gentleman
from Mississippi (Mr. TAYLOR), ranking
member of our subcommittee, for his
extraordinary partnership, dedication,
and support. I would like to thank all
my colleagues on the subcommittee for
their diligence, commitment, and hard
work.



May 25, 2005

I would like to also thank our chair-
man, the gentleman from California
(Mr. HUNTER), for his leadership, and
our ranking member, the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON).

In conclusion, I would like to recog-
nize the contributions and thank the
many staff members for their invalu-
able assistance in preparing H.R. 1815.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I want
to thank the previous speaker.

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCKEON)
for a unanimous consent request.

(Mr. MCKEON asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. McKEON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong support of this legislation and
commend the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Chairman HUNTER) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON),
the ranking member, for their leader-
ship.

| rise today in strong support of H.R. 1815,
the National Defense Authorization Act.

Mr. Chairman, our nation is entering its fifth
year in the global war on terrorism. Since the
tragic events of 9/11, thanks to the heroic ef-
forts of our men and women of the armed
services, the United States has had important
victories around the world. Just in the past few
months alone, we have witnessed democrat-
ically elected governments taking power in
Irag and Afghanistan, and we have captured
some of al Qaeda’s top leadership, including
the third most senior member of that evil orga-
nization.

Mr. Chairman, these outstanding develop-
ments will only carry forward if we provide our
men and women of uniform with the tools and
resources they need to do their jobs.

This legislation includes the necessary fund-
ing to pay for our troops in Irag and Afghani-
stan, whether it's for protective gear, clothing,
fuel, parts, or maintenance of equipment. It
also includes funding to take care of the fami-
lies of our troops, who make so many sac-
rifices for our freedom.

Mr. Chairman, this legislation will undoubt-
edly strengthen and enhance our military, and
help us root our terror around the world. | ap-
plaud Chairman DUNCAN HUNTER and ranking
member IKE SKELTON for their bipartisan work
on this important bill and urge all of my col-
leagues to vote “yes.”

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. TAYLOR).

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, I first want to compliment
my chairman, the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. BARTLETT). I want to
wish him a happy 79th birthday. Many
more to come. And I think the gen-
tleman set the proper tone by saying
that everything we do is to support the
troops.

By and large, this is a very good bill.
It could have been better if one amend-
ment had stayed in. But by and large
this is a very good bill. And I want to
compliment the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. BARTLETT) on taking what
was dealt in the beginning of the year,
a pretty bad hand, just asking for four
ships, and through his good work,
through our chairman’s good work,
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through our ranking member’s good
work, we were able to add, as he said,
2 DDG-51s.

And as far as the taxpayers are con-
cerned, the last ships you get of any
run are not only the best ships of that
run, but also the most affordable be-
cause all of the learning that has gone
into building the previous 50 ships go
into these, and so these will be the
most affordable, most technologically
advanced of the DDG-51s.

The first of the LHARSs, the replace-
ment for the LHAs, is in this bill.
Again, that is very good news for the
United States Marine Corps. This is an
aviation variant of an existing hull.
Again, the savings that we have
learned from the first seven hulls will
go into this one and make it an out-
standing addition to the fleet.

A T-AKE ammunition ship, in addi-
tion to the LCS, one Virginia-class sub-
marine, one LPD-17 rounds out what
started off to be a pretty bad Navy
shipbuilding year and made it consider-
ably better. So I do want to com-
pliment our chairman on this.

Also, I want to compliment the Air
Force. You recall at the beginning of
the year the Air Force was talking
about canceling the C-130J program.
That was a very bad mistake on the
part of the Air Force. With this com-
mittee’s prodding, a number of Mem-
bers, the Air Force has reversed that
decision. That is an excellent platform
that will continue to be built and is
very much needed by our forces. So let
me compliment the men and women
who serve our Nation.

As I have said before, just today, four
notices will be delivered in south Mis-
sissippi alone today on the lives of
Guardsmen and Reservists who died
just yesterday in Iraq. They deserve
the very best. And I want to com-
pliment this committee for bringing
many of the platforms that they de-
serve to fruition.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I want
to thank the gentleman who just
spoke.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to
the gentleman from Alabama (Mr.
EVERETT), the chairman of the Stra-
tegic Forces Subcommittee.

(Mr. EVERETT asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the full committee chairman,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER), and our ranking member, the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON). And I would be remiss for not
saying thank you to my ranking sub-
committee chairman, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. REYES), for the kind
remarks that he has made. And with-
out question, we do have some of the
most complex and controversial issues
in the mark. And I appreciate the hard
work of all the members in trying to
reach agreement on this. We did not al-
ways agree, but we did reach a bipar-
tisan mark; and I again thank all the
members and the hard work done by
the staff.
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The subcommittee’s portion of the
bill makes some very hard decisions
containing appropriate development of
transformational capabilities while im-
posing reductions in certain areas
where the technology is not yet ma-
ture.

In the Missile Defense Agency, the
bill before you adds $150 million for ad-
ditional testing of the ground-based
midcourse defense system.

While we fund both the boost phase
defense programs and the budget re-
quest, the bill does call for a cost-and-
capability comparison between the Air-
borne Laser and Kinetic Energy Inter-
ceptor programs.

In the area of military space, the bill
addresses concerns with space acquisi-
tion programs. In particular, we slow
the pace and provide direction on two
programs: Transformational Satellite
Communications, or TSAT; and the
space radar program. The bill also calls
for development of a strategy for space
situation awareness, and takes steps to
move forward with operational respon-
sive space.

Within Atomic Energy Defense Ac-
tivities, the bill funds the Department
of Energy programs at the budget re-
quest. The report includes minor reduc-
tions in direct stockpile work, while
adding just under $50 million for badly
needed infrastructure upgrades.

The bill includes a provision that es-
tablishes the objectives for the Reli-
able Replacement Warhead program, a
critical step towards ensuring our nu-
clear arsenal remains reliable, safe,
and secure. The bill includes funding
for penetrator study to explore all op-
tions for holding Hard and Deeply Bur-
ied Targets at risk. The bill also adds
$122 million for environmental cleanup
activities at Hanford site in Wash-
ington State.

Mr. Chairman, the committee’s work
addresses the administration’s objec-
tives on funding military requirements
and military member priorities. I cer-
tainly urge all Members to support this
mark.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2% minutes to the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY).

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from Missouri for this
time. I made a request to the Rules
Committee that we be able, on this
House floor, to debate a very important
issue, but permission was denied, even
though this subject goes to the core of
who we are as Americans.

The issue is a concept called ‘‘ex-
traordinary rendition.” That is a situa-
tion where the United States has a
prisoner in its possession. We have
him. We control that prisoner. And,
yet, because we receive diplomatic as-
surances from another country, a coun-
try that does not abide by the conven-
tion against torture, we send the pris-
oner to that country. Now, these are
just not ordinary countries that we
send these prisoners too. These are
countries like Syria; these are coun-
tries like Uzbekistan.
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The United States, in other words,
has captured someone. We believe that
they are a terrorist. We believe that
they are a threat to our country. We
have them in our own possession. By
receiving these diplomatic assurances,
we send these prisoners to other coun-
tries, knowing that there is a high
likelihood that these people will be
tortured. If Syria, for example, a coun-
try that Secretary Rice says we cannot
trust, says that they will not torture
someone who we have sent to them,
can we really trust them?

Just this week, Syria broke off all re-
lations with the United States military
and the CIA. What does this mean for
the diplomatic assurances that we re-
ceived from Syria? Did we really need
these additional lessons to know that
they do not abide by the convention
against torture?

Just this week in the New York
Times there was a story about a case in
which hooded operatives, in the middle
of the night, took two Swedish pris-
oners to Egypt in a CIA-operated Gulf-
stream. Here is what the story said:
one agent quickly slit their clothes
with a pair of scissors. Another agent
checked the suspects’ hair, mouth and
lips, while a third agent took photo-
graphs from behind. As prisoners stood
there, naked and motionless, they were
zipped into gray track suits and their
heads were covered with hoods. The
suspects were then marched in chains
to the plane where they were strapped
to mattresses on the floor of the cabin.

The two Egyptians later told law-
yers, relatives, and Swedish diplomats
that they were subjected to electric
shocks and other forms of torture.

This is wrong. We should have had a
vote here on the floor of Congress on
this practice to prohibit it. And I re-
gret that we will not. And I think it is
a great deficiency in the debate we are
having over the conduct of the war.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, how
much time do we have?

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr.
Bo0zZMAN). The gentleman from Cali-
fornia has 1%2 minutes.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2% minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ).

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Chairman, I rise today to
speak about our Nation’s military
space programs. But first I would like
to offer my sincere thanks to the gen-
tleman from California (Chairman
HUNTER) and to the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SKELTON), the ranking
member, and particularly the gen-
tleman from New York (Chairman
McHugh) and the gentleman from Ar-
kansas (Mr. SNYDER), ranking member
of the HASC Military Personnel Sub-
committee, for their hard work and
support on another issue, that of revis-
ing the sexual assault statute in the
Uniform Code of Military Justice, the
UCMJ, language included in this bill
adopting a modern complete sexual as-
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sault statute that protects victims,
empowers commanders and prosecu-
tors, and improves the good order and
the discipline of the Armed Forces. It
offers military prosecutors a clear defi-
nition of sexual assault and refined
tools for effectively prosecuting sexual
offenses. It also affords increased pro-
tection for victims by emphasizing acts
of the perpetrator rather than the reac-
tion of the victim during the assault.

As I said several months ago, we are
at a critical juncture in dealing with
sexual assault in the military. And I
am thrilled to see that Congress is tak-
ing a major step to help with these
problems in the military.

[ 1315

Mr. Chairman, I would like to discuss
our Nation’s military space program.
Last year, I offered an amendment in
committee regarding the Near-Field
Infrared Experiment, or what we know
as NFIRE. NFIRE would have fired a
kill vehicle from its host satellite at
an incoming intercontinental-range
ballistic missile. The Missile Defense
Agency would have tried to narrowly
avoid a collision only through split-
second timing, but admitted there was
a nontrivial chance of intercept.

I objected to the use of a kill vehicle
flying from a host satellite because it
basically would have been a de facto
test of space interceptor technology. I
felt strongly then, and I still do today,
that we should have a coherent policy
in place before we start conducting
tests of weapons in space. Congress
needs to be an active participant in the
shaping of that policy.

I am pleased that the Missile Defense
Agency decided against including a kill
vehicle on the NFIRE satellite, and I
appreciate their reconsideration of the
NFIRE test.

I draw the NFIRE matter to the at-
tention of this body because I think
MDA'’s reconsideration was at least
partly due to the recognition that this
Nation needs to have a space policy in
place prior to making decisions about
testing or placing weapons in space.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Georgia (Ms. MCKINNEY).

Ms. MCKINNEY. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
time.

Mr. Chairman, where do I begin? I
rise to oppose this bill for all that it
represents about an America that has
lost its way.

The snows are melting on Mount
Kilimanjaro. Polar ice caps are con-
tracting. In Africa, wars stoked by the
United States contribute to the deaths
of millions. Millions more die from
hunger and disease. More Americans
than ever do not have health insur-
ance. Joblessness in some areas is at an
all-time high. And this Congress is cut-
ting Medicaid.

You might hear some talk up here
about deficit spending, but there is pre-
cious little about the deficit so obvious
as our values.
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Dr. King told us that we all live in a
world house, that we have the re-
sources and the know-how to provide
everyone everywhere with the basic ne-
cessities of life and that we must learn
to live together as brothers or perish
together as fools.

He reminded us that there is no def-
icit in human resources, but a deficit
in human will. Nowhere is that more
evident than in this half-trillion au-
thorization for more fraud, waste,
abuse and war.

At some point, Mr. Chairman, we
ought to have a serious talk in this
body about peace. The American people
have been blunted with the horrors of
hate and just like we rejected the out-
rageous behavior of Southern dema-
gogues during the Civil Rights era, the
American people reject the outrageous
behavior at our detention centers like
Abu Ghraib. But such is the collateral
damage of war.

Today, courageous young men and
women who joined the military to get
a college education and not to go to
war are taking a stand in their own
way to reject war and hate. I urge my
colleagues to find a new way and to do
it today.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
12 minutes to the gentlewoman from
New Mexico (Mrs. WILSON) who worked
very hard on putting together the com-
promise amendment on women in com-
bat.

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. Mr.
Chairman, I appreciate the opportunity
to speak.

We will have a manager’s amend-
ments later on this afternoon that will
strike the language limiting the as-
signment of women in the military. I
believe that those provisions were un-
necessary and unhelpful, and I appre-
ciate the willingness of the chairman
to remove them from the bill.

I also wanted to thank the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) and the
gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. SNY-
DER) and the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. SHIMKUS), the leadership and the
staffs of the various committees in
their efforts to craft an alternative
that I think is worthy of support.

It strikes all of the language with re-
spect to the women on assignment in
the military, and increases from 30
days to 60 days the amount of time
that the Defense Department would
have to give us notice that they are
changing policy. That seems, to me, to
be the appropriate thing to do.

In the history of this country, there
has never been a law limiting the as-
signment of women in the Army, and
we will not do so this year. Throughout
the history of this country, 2 million
women have served in the uniform of
this country. Every single one of them
has been a volunteer. We thank them
for their service and we honor them
today.

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr.
B00ZMAN). The gentleman from Califor-
nia’s (Mr. HUNTER) time has expired.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
30 seconds to the gentlewoman from
Virginia (Mrs. DRAKE).
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(Mrs. DRAKE asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. DRAKE. Mr. Chairman, I cer-
tainly would like to thank the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER)
and the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON) for their leadership on this
amendment.

I think the important issue before us
today is that if women were to serve in
direct ground combat positions, if that
be the decision of the Congress, then I
think the amendment before us today
does that.

The important thing to remember is
that this amendment, as was just ex-
plained, will provide a 60-day notice,
time so Congress can act as necessary.
It also provides for a report to Con-
gress by the end of March of 2006. No
women will lose their positions, nor
would that be acceptable.

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

Mr. Chairman, in reference to the
gentlewoman from New Mexico’s (Mrs.
WILSON) remarks, the women in the
military issue is past. There were some
trying moments, there were two
amendments, one quite onerous and
the other just onerous. I thank the
gentlewoman.

I thank the gentleman from Arkan-
sas (Mr. SNYDER), I thank the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS), for
their work, along with the chairman
and the gentlewoman from Virginia
(Mrs. DRAKE) for gluing together a
piece of legislation that replaces the
onerous language.

Mr. Chairman, we have a remarkable
military. History will prove that we
have the finest young men and young
women who are in uniform ever. As it
was pointed out a few moments ago,
they are all volunteers. They are all
dedicated. They understand duties.
They understand service. They under-
stand professionalism.

And today when we pass this bill, and
I know the gentleman from California
(Mr. HUNTER) joins me, we hope this
will be a tribute to them and their hard
work, their dedication and their patri-
otism. For without them, without the
young men and women who wear the
uniform of all the services today, our
country would not be safe and secure.

Mr. Chairman, I admire and appre-
ciate those who serve in our military
today.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to yield for the
purpose of making a unanimous con-
sent request to the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. WILSON).

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. BASS).
Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I support the National De-
fense Authorization Act.
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Mr. Chairman, as our troops continue to risk
their lives to defend our country, Congress is
acting today to ensure that these brave men
and women have the necessary training and
equipment to win the war on terror.

As a father of three sons who are currently
serving in the military, | am personally in-
vested in the war on terror and the safety of
our troops. In February, my son Alan returned
after serving for one year in Iraq. | am proud
of his Army National Guard service, and | am
dedicated to ensuring a safe return for all of
the brave soldiers who selflessly serve in the
United States Armed Forces.

Today, | am honored to vote for the National
Defense Authorization Act, legislation that will
ensure American troops receive the best
equipment, weapons systems, training, and
support.

During my visits to both Irag and Afghani-
stan, | have seen firsthand the challenges fac-
ing our soldiers. H.R. 1815 addresses these
challenges by authorizing additional funding
for force protection, including up-armored
Humvees, tactical wheeled vehicle programs,
night vision devices, and improvised explosive
device jammers.

As our soldiers continue to sacrifice their
lives for our freedom, they should be able to
provide for their families. By including a 3.1%
pay raise for members of the Armed Forces,
and increasing the maximum amount of hard-
ship pay, this legislation rewards the tremen-
dous sacrifices of our soldiers.

Finally, H.R. 1815 contains several meas-
ures that will provide for military families who
have lost ones in the war on terror. It perma-
nently increases the death gratuity to
$100,000, and also extends the amount of
time dependents of deceased service mem-
bers can stay in housing or receive housing
allowances. Although we can never fully com-
pensate for the sacrifices of our soldiers,
these measures will help express our heartfelt
appreciation to military families.

The terrorists fighting against us are a cow-
ardly and brutal enemy, inspired by hatred and
evil. Their agenda of evil will fail against the
thousands of men and women of the United
States Armed Forces who serve a greater
cause of freedom.

| would like to thank Chairman HUNTER and
other members of the House Armed Services
Committee for their leadership and continued
efforts to provide for the men and women of
the United States Armed Forces.

In conclusion, God bless our troops and we
will never forget September 11.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Chairman, | rise in
support of the Department of Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2006. This bill pro-
vides $441 billion in budget authority for the
Department of Defense, as well as an addi-
tional $49 billion funding bridge for Fiscal Year
2006 costs associated with Operation Iraqi
Freedom and Operation Enduring Freedom.
Overall | am pleased with the funding author-
ization level and the major initiatives outlined
in this bill, though | do harbor reservations
over several more minor provisions which |
believe should be more thoroughly reviewed in
conference. However, after working diligently
with my colleagues on the Armed Services
Committee, | am confident that we have pro-
duced a Defense Authorization bill that will
support the mission of our men and women in
uniform who are currently deployed in Iraq and
Afghanistan and provide adequate direction for
our armed forces to meet future challenges.
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One issue that | hope will be revisited in
conference is that of allowing members of the
National Guard and Reserves to access health
benefits under the military’s TRICARE pro-
gram. Despite bi-partisan support for extend-
ing this benefit to National Guardsmen and
Reservists, this provision was stripped from
the Defense Authorization bill without the full
consent of members of the Armed Services
Committee due to a budget technicality. My
colleague, Congressman GENE TAYLOR of Mis-
sissippi, had hoped to offer an amendment to
the Defense Authorization bill to restore this
provision. Unfortunately, however, the House
Rules Committee did not make his amend-
ment in order for consideration, therefore
House members were deprived of the oppor-
tunity to vote to restore this important initiative.

It is important that we recognize the hard-
ship encountered by National Guardsmen and
Reservists when they are called up for duty. In
addition to placing their lives in the line of fire
and separating themselves from their families
for extended periods of time, these individuals
must bear additional personal financial costs.
One way to recognize their courage and sac-
rifice and to mitigate against the economic
hardships that they must endure is to allow
these men and women to enroll in TRICARE.
TRICARE offers high quality coverage at a
reasonable cost to members of the armed
forces and their families. Allowing National
Guardsmen and Reservists to enroll in
TRICARE would serve as an additional incen-
tive and help strengthen morale.

At a time when the military is facing unprec-
edented difficulties insofar as personnel re-
cruitment and retention, it is important that we
do everything we can to demonstrate to our
men and women of the National Guard and
Reserves that we recognize their sacrifice and
the hardship that they and their families en-
dure. National Guardsmen and Reservists
have played a vital and integral role as sol-
diers on the front lines of Operation Iraqi Free-
dom and Operation Enduring Freedom. Na-
tional Guardsmen and Reservists have been
required to extend their tours of duty in Iraq
and Afghanistan to a point where their level of
involvement in this conflict is virtually indistin-
guishable from that of active duty members of
the armed services. It is also clear that their
efforts will be required indefinitely.

We must take this opportunity to recognize
the heroic efforts and the vital role played by
our National Guardsmen and Reservists in se-
curing freedom for the people of Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. We must also recognize the evolv-
ing nature of the role of National Guardsmen
and Reservists and how much our armed
services now depend upon their service, a
trend that one can only assume will continue
in the future. These men and women have la-
bored well beyond traditional tours of duty in
order to help maintain security for the new de-
mocracies. They are soldiers and they de-
serve to be treated as such. | hope that con-
ferees will revisit this bi-partisan proposal and
that it will ultimately be included in the final
version of the Defense Authorization Act.

Mr. HOLDEN. Mr. Chairman, | rise today in
support of the Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2006. | am pleased Chairman
HUNTER and Ranking Member SKELTON were
agreeable in adding my legislation to create
the Combat Medevac Badge in the bill. |
would also like to thank Congressman GEOFF
DAvis for his support in offering my legislation
as an amendment during mark-up.
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Two years ago | was approached by the
Vietnam Veterans of America Chapter 542 in
Central Pennsylvania, who told me great sto-
ries of heroism performed by DUSTOFF pilots
and crews during the Vietnam War. But de-
spite their heroic acts, the Vietham Veterans
of America continued to struggle to establish a
combat badge in honor of these brave pilots
and medics.

Upon my meeting with the Vietnam Vet-
erans of America Chapter 542, | introduced
legislation to establish the Combat Medevac
Badge to recognize these Medevac pilots and
crews. Simply stated, my legislation would
make any person who served in combat as a
pilot or crewmember of a Medevac unit begin-
ning June 25, 1950 eligible for the Combat
Medevac Badge.

Current law provides for two honor recogni-
tions, the Combat Medical Badge and the
Combat Infantryman Badge. The basic eligi-
bility standards for both of these awards were
crafted during World War I, a time before heli-
copters entered the field of battle for rescue
and medical evacuation purposes.

Non-Medevac pilots and co-pilots, who flew
aircraft during the Korean War, and every war
since then, have long been recognized with a
Combat Badge. However, because of an
omission in the statute, Medevac crews that
operate rescue helicopters have never been
eligible for the same recognition.

Last week, this omission was corrected dur-
ing the Defense Authorization mark-up, when
Congressman DAVIS offered an amendment to
establish the Combat Medevac Badge, which
was passed en bloc. | commend Congress-
man DAvis for taking the lead in committee
and bringing this long overdue award one step
closer to fruition.

Mr. Chairman, | would again like to com-
mend Chairman HUNTER, Ranking Member
SKELTON, and Congressman DAvis for their
leadership in bringing forth this very good bill
and including the establishment of the Combat
Medevac Badge. | would also like to thank my
colleague from Pennsylvania, JOE PITTS, for all
of his assistance and hard work. Lastly, |
would like to recognize John Travers and Mike
McLaughlin of the Vietnam Veterans of Amer-
ica Chapter 542 for brining this to my attention
and for all of their time and dedication to the
effort.

Medevac pilots and crews have performed
heroically during times of military conflict. This
long overdue award will acknowledge their
service to our country.

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, | rise to express
my support for two amendments to H.R. 1815,
the Department of Defense Authorization Bill,
which are critical to improving the health and
welfare of our servicewomen at home and
overseas. The Slaughter amendment would
authorize funding for the DOD to provide bet-
ter care to military victims of sexual assault.
The Davis amendment would allow service-
women overseas to use their own funds to ob-
tain a safe abortion in military hospitals. | urge
my colleagues to support both of these
amendments.

Incidents of sexual assault in the military are
unfortunately all too common and, despite this
fact, DOD does not currently provide adequate
training in evidence gathering and preserva-
tion for first responders to sexual assaults. In
addition, many military healthcare providers
are not familiar with the gathering and proc-
essing of rape kits and some facilities are not
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even equipped with rape kits. It is unaccept-
able that DOD has not provided more com-
prehensive resources for dealing with the
problem of sexual assault in the military. The
Slaughter amendment would authorize $25
million annually for training and resources for
the DOD to improve the response to incidents
of sexual assault. The amendment would also
require the Secretary of Defense to develop a
plan to enhance accessibility and availability of
supplies, trained personnel, and transportation
resources in response to sexual assaults oc-
curring in deployed units.

In light of DOD’s inability to protect service-
women from sexual assault, and to provide
comprehensive health care after a sexual as-
sault, it is even more important that we sup-
port the Davis amendment to ensure that serv-
icewomen stationed overseas could receive a
safe abortion, paid for with their own private
funds, in a military hospital. Currently, service-
women and female military dependents are
prohibited from using their own funds for abor-
tions at overseas military hospitals. Military
women should be able to depend on their
base hospitals for all their health care serv-
ices, but instead they are forced to com-
promise their medical privacy and wait for
space on a military transport, or to seek an
abortion in a foreign hospital. It is unaccept-
able to endanger the health of our service-
women by denying them safe and timely med-
ical care. This amendment would not require
the government to pay for abortions, and it
would not force medical providers to perform
abortions, but it would allow military women
and military dependents stationed overseas to
exercise the reproductive rights they are enti-
tled to as Americans.

American servicewomen dedicate them-
selves to defending our constitutional rights
and civil liberties; they should not have to
worry about receiving inadequate healthcare
for sexual assault, or sacrificing their constitu-
tional rights and civil liberties simply because
they have chosen to serve their country. | urge
my colleagues to support both the Slaughter
amendment and the Davis amendment.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman,
| rise today in support of the Defense Author-
ization Bill. 1 want to specifically express my
support for the “Contractors on the Battlefield”
section of the bill, which takes a number of
positive steps toward improving federal over-
sight of contractors providing security services
in war zones.

Several major incidents last year brought to
light the problems and dangers inherent in the
federal government’'s use of security contrac-
tors, including the Abu Ghraib scandal and the
brutal murder of four Blackwater contractors in
Fallujah.

A year ago, more than 100 members of
Congress joined me in writing to the GAO to
request an investigation into the use of secu-
rity contractors in combat zones. Last month,
GAO confirmed many of our fears, releasing a
report that found substantial confusion sur-
rounding these contracts and how they fit into
larger military operations.

I have been working with Congressmen
SPRATT, WAXMAN, CRAMER, and SNYDER—and
with the various security contractor groups—to
develop legislation that would address these
problems and help rationalize the security con-
tracting system.

Last month, we introduced a bill based on
those efforts, the Transparency and Account-
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ability in Security Contracting Act, and we
have been working with the Armed Services
Committee to incorporate the major elements
of our bill into the Defense Reauthorization
legislation we are considering today. | am
grateful for the support that Representatives
HUNTER and SKELTON have provided in ad-
dressing these issues.

There were some items in our bill that |
would have preferred be included in the meas-
ure now before us, but | understand there are
some jurisdictional issues that would have
complicated that. Nevertheless, the provisions
that are part of the Defense Authorization bill
are a solid first step, and | am pleased with
this bipartisan accomplishment.

To date, the federal government has had no
precise estimate of the number of armed con-
tractors working in Iraq and, as a result, the
Defense Department has had no systematic
way to communicate with them, putting both
contractors and troops at risk.

The Defense Authorization bill would ad-
dress that problem by requiring DoD contrac-
tors to provide information on their personnel
who carry weapons, including the exact loca-
tion where they are working. They would also
be required to certify that those personnel
have received the necessary training to do
their jobs safely and effectively.

The bill also would require combat com-
manders to establish protocols to improve
communication between military personnel
and contractor personnel. And it would require
the Pentagon to establish guidelines for con-
tractors as to the type of weapons they may
use and the amount of training required to use
them.

These provisions would help keep our
troops and contractors safe, and they should
improve the effectiveness of contractors in
Irag and other areas of conflict. And after two
years of being in the dark, this bill would also
provide us with the information we need to
provide appropriate oversight of contractors in
war zones. | urge my colleagues to support
this bill.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, | rise today
to speak in support of the Defense Authoriza-
tion bill. 1 would like to commend the distin-
guished Chairman of the Armed Services
Committee DUNCAN HUNTER and his counter-
part IKE SKELTON, a man who | greatly re-
spect, for crafting a bipartisan bill.

While this is not a perfect bill, in today’s en-
vironment on Capitol Hill it is a testament to
both of these men and their staff that they are
able to work so well together to put a bill for-
ward that so many of us can support. | would
also like to thank the Rules Committee for
making my amendment in order for debate
today.

My amendment is a Sense of Congress
honoring the diversity of the men and women
who have given their lives in defense of our
country. Diversity is an essential part of the
strength of the Armed Forces, in which mem-
bers having different ethnic backgrounds and
faiths share the same goal of defending the
cause of freedom, democracy, and liberty.
These brave men and women who come from
such diverse backgrounds are one of the best
foreign policy tools we have.

When we have a broad mosaic of the diver-
sity of our country all working together, like Af-
rican Americans, Arab Americans, Asian
Americans, Hindu Americans, Jewish Ameri-
cans, Latino Americans, Muslim Americans,
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and Sikh Americans all working together fight-
ing for the same cause, it says something to
the rest of the world.

| know a lot about diversity because | have
the privilege of representing one of the most
diverse Congressional districts and I'm proud
to say that my constituents are members of
the Armed Forces and unfortunately, several
have lost their lives fighting to defend the
cause of freedom, democracy, and liberty.

As the former co-chair of the Caucus on
India and Indian Americans, | read with inter-
est about a young Sikh American, Specialist
Uday Singh, who died fighting in Iraq. He was
the first Sikh to die in combat operations dur-
ing Operation Iragi Freedom. As | read on, it
told the story of how Specialist Singh joined
the military—Singh joined because he be-
lieved in what the United States represents
and felt the strong desire to fight for the free-
doms we have here. | would like to commend
the family of this young man for his sacrifice
for our freedom.

| also represent a large Latino community
and have had the privilege of meeting with the
Latino members of the Armed Forces. They've
told me stories about what made them join,
whether it was to defend the cause of free-
dom, democracy, and liberty or to make a bet-
ter life for themselves through the military, re-
gardless of the reasons their actions are com-
mendable.

A constituent of mine, Sergeant Christian
Engeldrum was killed during service in lIraq.
This patriot was a Firefighter in New York City
and was one of the first people to raise an
American flag over Ground Zero after Sep-
tember 11, 2001. The events he witnessed
that horrible day spurred him to re-enlist into
the Army to fight for our nation overseas and
ensure our protection here at home. While he
left his pregnant wife and two growing sons
behind, he volunteered so they could live in a
safer country, and a better world. Tragically,
on November 30, he paid the ultimate price for
his love of family and country when a roadside
bomb exploded near his convoy outside of
Baghdad.

Sergeant Engeldrum was the flrst New York
City firefighter to die in service to his nation in
Irag. My heart and sincerest condolences go
out to his family and all the other families who
have lost loved ones, but we also need to
focus our attention on those who have lost
their lives but also the ones who have come
back with injuries and unexplained ailments.

| also have some veterans who are still
struggling with the effects of serving in the
military, both mentally and physically. One
such veteran had gone undiagnosed and re-
cently had a child born with birth defects. The
military doesn’t know why this happened but |
believe it had to do with the large amount of
depleted uranium found in his body. | would
like to thank the committee for including lan-
guage in the bill for the Department of De-
fense which addresses and acknowledges the
widespread problem of exposure to depleted
uranium by military personnel.

The language, which | authored, was in
honor of my constituent Gerard Mathew and
his family. This language will require the De-
partment of Defense to rework its strategy re-
garding depleted uranium, require the Depart-
ment of Defense to update their testing meth-
odology to the most modern standards and
provide testing to all who request it and pro-
vide better protections and coverage for mem-
bers of the military.
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This language is an important issue that all
the members of our Armed Forces face and |
want to thank the Committee for their willing-
ness to address this concern. No piece of leg-
islation is perfect but | would like to commend
the chairman and the ranking member and
their incredible staff for working hard to craft
such a bipartisan bill that | hope many of the
members of this House will support.

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Chairman, | rise in support
of the National Defense Authorization Act, and
the inclusion of my language that extends hir-
ing preferences for federal jobs to more vet-
erans.

| want to thank armed services Chairman
DUNCAN HUNTER for including this language in
his  managers amendment.  Chairman
HUNTER’s concern for our men and women in
uniform is second to none.

Currently, only veterans who have spent 30
consecutive days in a combat area are eligible
for federal hiring preference.

Thousands of regular military, reserve and
national guard forces who have served in the
war on terror, both in this country and abroad,
don’t qualify because they don’t meet the 30
day standard.

That's wrong. They've sacrificed and faced
the same hardships. They deserve the same
benefits.

My language extends the hiring preference
to any honorably discharged vet who has
spent 180 days on active duty in the war on
terror. This is very similar to language ap-
proved by Congress for veterans of the gulf
war.

This problem was brought to my attention
by reservists in my district. On their behalf,
and on behalf of all our veterans, | want to
thank Chairman HUNTER and my colleagues in
the House for accepting my language.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, |
rise in support of this bill. It is deficient in
many ways, but it includes critical provisions
that | think are necessary. So | will vote for it.

As a new Member of the Armed Services
Committee, | am grateful to Chairman HUNTER
for working with me on a number of provisions
in the bill that are important to me and my
state of Colorado.

The bill incorporates an amendment | of-
fered to reauthorize for one year the Welcome
Home Warrior and Freedom Salute programs
for the Army Reserve and Army and Air Na-
tional Guard. Both programs are first and fore-
most recruiting and retention programs. They
help reintroduce returning soldiers to civilian
life and honor them with gifts of flags, lapel
pins and other items honoring their service.
Especially given the amount of strain our cit-
izen soldiers are under, it's all the more impor-
tant that we take the time to let them know
how much their service and sacrifices mean to
their communities and to the nation.

The bill also includes language directing the
Secretary of the Army to evaluate the type of
aircraft available in the Army’s inventory that
can replace aging equipment currently in use
at High-Altitude Aviation Training Site
(HAATS) in Eagle, CO. HAATS, which is oper-
ated by the Colorado Army National Guard, is
the primary site for training military pilots on
operations in hostile and high-altitude environ-
ments under all weather conditions. The train-
ing that is done at HAATS is essential to re-
duce the number of accidents our forces have
recently experienced when operating in high
mountainous areas, such as Afghanistan and
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Northern Iraq. But the training site currently
uses aircraft that are being phased out this
year, and no replacement aircraft have been
programmed. So I'm glad that the Chairman
has pledged to work with me to help HAATS
continue to provide its important training.

| was pleased that the bill includes favorable
language on the Pueblo Chemical Depot, a
former chemical weapons site located in
southeastern Colorado. Coloradans were
alarmed last year when the demilitarization
project was put on hold, so they want to see
that DoD is committed to using the neutraliza-
tion technology to destroy the 2,600 tons of
mustard agent stored at Pueblo—not trans-
porting the weapons to a different site for de-
struction. The Colorado delegation has worked
hard to put the project back on the right track,
so | am grateful for language in the bill direct-
ing the Secretary of the Army to continue to
implement fully the neutralization technology
at Pueblo.

| also want to call attention to language that
would transfer program responsibility from the
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition,
Technology, and Logistics to the Secretary of
the Army. | understand that objection to this
transfer in the past was due to the preference
of the Program Manager for Chemical De-
struction under the Department of the Army for
baseline incineration. Now that DoD is com-
mitted to the neutralization approach, and
given the numerous GAO reports and testi-
mony to Congress stating that effective man-
agement of the chemical demilitarization pro-
gram has been hindered by the complexity of
its management structure, it appears to make
sense to pursue the transfer. Still, I've asked
the Chairman to follow this move closely to
ensure that this proposed change in oversight
of the project doesn’t change the path forward
for the development of the neutralization tech-
nology.

Finally, I'm pleased that the bill includes
$6.4 million for the Air National Guard Station
at Greeley for the Space Warning Squadron
Support Facility as well as $5.5 million for the
Network Information and Space Security Cen-
ter (NISSC) at the University of Colorado at
Colorado Springs. These funds will enable
Colorado’s Air National Guard to replace its
outdated facility and allow NISSC to expand
its programs and services through a multidisci-
plinary homeland security lab environment.

There are also many broad provisions in the
bill that benefit our troops. An important one
increases the active duty Army and Marine
Corp by 10,000 and 1,000 respectively, there-
by helping to ease the strain on our troops.
I'm also glad that the bill includes provisions to
increase recruiting and retention incentives, in-
crease the death gratuity to $100,000, and
provide a 3.1 percent pay raise for members
of the armed forces. The bill also provides bet-
ter force protection for our troops, including
nearly doubled funding for up-armored
Humvees.

Also important—especially at this time of
budget tightening—is the bill’s focus on reining
in costs of major procurement programs, par-
ticularly the Future Combat Systems and other
programs that have relied on immature tech-
nology.

On a less positive note, | am concerned that
the bill authorizes nearly $50 billion in a
“bridge fund”—over and above the $440 bil-
lion in the regular bill—for FY06 supplemental
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appropriations for the wars in Iraq and Afghan-
istan and the global war on terror. While inclu-
sion in the bill does mean that the authorizing
process has been followed to an extent, still,
the additional money in this bridge fund should
be included in the regular budget request,
since there is nothing unexpected about the
need for these funds. The “emergency” label
that these funds bear hides the fact that they
do increase the size of the budget deficit. |
don’t believe this is a responsible way for us
to pay for our military operations.

I’'m also disappointed that the leadership
and the Rules Committee did not provide for
adequate debate on issues of importance to
the nation and to the prosecution of the war in
Iraq and Afghanistan.

Last week the Armed Services Committee
voted for Representative TAYLOR’s amendment
to provide TRICARE to all Reservists on a
permanent basis. But Chairman HUNTER took
the language out due to budget constraints,
and the Rules Committee refused to make Mr.
TAYLOR’s amendment in order. | agree with my
colleague Representative TAYLOR that as long
as our nation continues to use our reserve
components in the same capacities as active
duty troops, they deserve similar benefits for
similar service. The needs of our Reservists
will continue to grow as we continue to call
them to service in the war in Irag and Afghani-
stan. But the Republicans put off this decision
on TRICARE to another day.

The Rules Committee also precluded de-
bate on Representative SPRATT's amendment
to increase spending on nonproliferation pro-
grams. As Mr. SPRATT pointed out, we are cur-
rently spending less on the cooperative threat
reduction program than we did before Sep-
tember 11th. President Bush agreed with Sen-
ator KERRY in one of the presidential debates
that the biggest danger we face is the threat
of nuclear weapons and other weapons of
mass destruction in the hands of terrorists. Yet
this bill doesn’t provide funding for our non-
proliferation programs commensurate with this
threat.

| am disappointed that debate was not al-
lowed on Representative TAUSCHER’s excellent
amendment on sharing reports on detainee
treatment with Congress or on an amendment
| offered with my colleague Representative
BEAUPREZ to help former nuclear weapons
workers in Colorado who are suffering from
cancer and other conditions related to their ex-
posure to radiation and other hazards.

I'm very relieved that the majority saw fit to
scale back for the second time language that
was first proposed two weeks ago in the Per-
sonnel Subcommittee on which | serve. That
language would have removed women from
Army combat support and combat service sup-
port units in which they currently serve, a
move that would have affected many thou-
sands of women in Iraq and Afghanistan.

Last week’s amendment watered down the
initial language, codifying the status quo with
regard to positions women currently hold in
the military. Along with my colleagues in the
Armed Services Committee, | objected to this
revised language because it would take flexi-
bility away from our commanders who need to
make their own decisions about battlefield
needs. So last week’'s amendment meant that
if one of the services wanted to expand or
change positions open to women, this could
only be done through a change in the law.
Ranking Member SKELTON said it best: “By
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limiting women to only those jobs they perform
today, it will be more difficult for commanders
to adapt their forces to the changing needs of
current operations around the world.”

Given the current difficulties our military is
facing with recruitment and retention, it doesn’t
make sense to tie the hands of our com-
manders, discourage women from joining the
armed forces, or create confusion among our
troops. So I'm glad that Chairman HUNTER re-
vised his language yet again in the manager’s
amendment today. This final provision requires
the Defense Department to provide more de-
tailed reporting if the services want to expand
the role of women, and establishes a longer
waiting period following notice to Congress be-
fore those changes can go into effect.

Finally, 1 want to discuss an amendment
brought to the floor by our colleague from
California, Ms. WOOLSEY.

This is an annual authorization bill, but its
provisions will have lasting effects beyond the
next fiscal year. So, | sympathized with those
who supported the amendment calling for the
Administration to tell us how they intend to
complete the work we have undertaken to do
in Iraq. But, after careful consideration, | de-
cided that | could not support the Woolsey
amendment.

That does not mean | am confident that the
Administration has a clear blueprint—in fact,
just the opposite. | opposed the resolution au-
thorizing the use of force in Irag because |
thought other alternatives had not been ex-
hausted. And events since then have made
clear that while the Administration planned for
invasion, they lacked a plan for what would
follow.

But just as rushing into Iraq was a mistake,
rushing to get out would also be a mistake.
Ms. WOOLSEY’s amendment may be helpful in
sending an important signal to the Muslim
world that America has no desire to stay in
Iraq, but it fails to address the necessary link-
age between an exit strategy and security.
Moreover, | am persuaded that this is not the
moment for Congress to cast what the insur-
gents predictably would describe as a vote of
no confidence in our efforts to assist the new
Iragi government to draft a constitution and to
develop the police and military forces needed
to maintain order so that the Iragi people can
decide in free and fair elections whether to rat-
ify that document.

Mr. Chairman, this is not a perfect bill. And
the process under which it was debated was
not all that it should have been. But, overall,
the bill deserves to pass and | urge its ap-
proval.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, | voted
against this bill because, at its core, it gives
too much money to the wrong people to do
the wrong things, while missing out on impor-
tant priorities for the safety and wellbeing of
our troops and our nation. This budget pro-
vides $3.4 billion—$170 million more than the
President’s request—for an untested and
unproven national missile defense system and
continues to fund the unnecessary FA/22
Raptor and the C-130J cargo plane, which
even Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld
has tried to kill. At a time when we are at war,
the United States can hardly afford to waste
billions of our defense dollars on programs
that don’t work or address the new threats we
face.

I'm disappointed that an amendment | in-
tended to offer was not allowed to be debated,
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which would have delayed the 2005 BRAC
round until the Pentagon had a strategy, in-
cluding expected funding, to cleanup the
bases closed in the 1988 BRAC round. At the
same time, in addition to missing the oppor-
tunity to deal with issues of unexploded ord-
nance and environmental cleanup at BRAC
sites, this bill doesn’t include TRICARE for our
reservists or address the threat of nuclear pro-
liferation by sufficiently funding the Nunn-
Lugar Cooperative Threat Reduction program,
as recommended by the 9/11 Commission.

A glaring omission is the lack of any mean-
ingful provisions dealing with torture and pris-
on abuse by our country. The failure to hold
anyone up the chain of command responsible
for documented gross violations of human
rights is appalling. Placing the blame entirely
on a few low-level enlisted personnel is
shameful. It sends the wrong message to our
fighting forces and to the rest of the world,
with dangerous consequences for the United
States.

| opposed the War in Iraq from the begin-
ning because this administration had inad-
equate preparation for the war and never had
a plan for winning the peace. Nothing in this
bill solves this most pressing problem for our
troops. We still lack a plan to win the peace
in Iraq.

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chairman, | rise in sup-
port of H.R. 1815, and thank Chairman
HUNTER and Ranking Member SKELTON for
their hard work. This bill supports our men and
women serving in the armed forces and make-
investments to keep our military strong in the
future.

H.R. 1815 is committed to a strong Navy
through shipbuilding increases. With cost con-
trols and investments in our industrial base,
we can ensure that our future navy will be ro-
bust, innovative and effective. | am pleased
that the bill directs the Navy to begin design
work on a next-generation submarine that will
incorporate emerging technologies. Currently
our Navy has no plans for the submarine to
follow the Virginia-class, which threatens to
cause our design and engineering base to dis-
appear. If we lose design capability, we will do
irreparable harm to our shipbuilding industry.
Given certain nations’ investments in their
navy and undersea capabilities, | appreciate
the commitment in this bill to guaranteeing our
nation’s undersea dominance.

However, | am concerned by the rec-
ommended cuts to DD(X), the Navy’s future
destroyer that will serve as the model for our
naval surface combatant transformation.
DD(X) is the cornerstone of our future fleet,
and | fear that the cuts in this bill could endan-
ger the project. | look forward to working with
my colleagues to address any existing con-
cerns with DD(X) and to continue this pro-

ram.

This bill also contains important language to
ensure that civilian employees at the Depart-
ment of Defense do not lose their jobs to pri-
vate contractors without first having the oppor-
tunity to compete for the work. It closes loop-
holes that have permitted DOD to outsource
work without proving that the private sector
can do it more cost-effectively. Finally, it ex-
presses the sense of Congress that civilian
employees should have the same rights as
private contractors during contract competi-
tions. | thank the chairman of the Readiness
Subcommittee, Mr. HEFLEY, for working with
me to craft the language and Chairman Hunter
for his commitment to defend our provisions.
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Furthermore, the committee report encour-
ages the President to update the National Se-
curity Strategy so that we incorporate all in-
struments of national power into a comprehen-
sive approach to security. We need a vision of
national security that complements our military
might with enhanced soft power capabilities
such as communications and diplomacy, eco-
nomic cooperation and foreign aid, cultural ex-
changes, and investments in educational dis-
ciplines such as science, engineering and for-
eign language skills. Joseph Nye, the former
dean of the Kennedy School of Government
and Assistant Secretary of Defense for Inter-
national Security Affairs, has written exten-
sively about the need to supplement our mili-
tary might with efforts to win the world’s hearts
and minds with our values and culture. As the
9/11 Commission so eloquently put it: “If the
U.S. does not act aggressively to define itself
[. . .], the extremists will gladly do the job for
us.” | thank the committee leadership for ad-
dressing my concerns in this area.

Again, | commend the Chairman HUNTER,
Ranking Member SKELTON and my colleagues
on the committee for a well-balanced bill, and
| urge its adoption.

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. Chairman, | rise in op-
position to H.R. 1815, the Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2006. This legislation
reflects misplaced priorities, wrong choices,
excessive spending, and a failure to make
hard choices. This bill also fails to assert any
meaningful Congressional oversight over the
war in Irag which has been mismanaged from
the very beginning.

Passage of this bill today will set our annual
defense spending in Fiscal Year 2006 at
$490.7 billion, including additional funding for
the war in Iraq. This will account for 55 per-
cent of all discretionary spending. In real
terms, it will be 20 percent higher than the av-
erage defense budget during the Cold War.
We will spend just shy of a million dollars a
minute, 24 hours a day, for all 365 days next
year.

Mr. Chairman, in the past, | have supported
many defense authorization and defense ap-
propriations bills. As a Member of this House,
| take extremely seriously my oath of office
that obligates me to provide for the protection
of the American people. Providing for our
common defense is critical, but like other fed-
eral government programs, we are bound to
ensure that each dollar that we spend is nec-
essary and used wisely.

Not only will this be a record defense budg-
et, it will also be nearly as large as every
other country in the world combined. Let me
repeat that, this defense budget will nearly
equal all other military spending in the world,
including nations that are our allies and na-
tions that are potential adversaries. According
to estimates by the Center for Arms Control
and Nonproliferation, all nations except for the
United States are spending a total of $527 bil-
lion. This includes our NATO allies like Britain
at $49 billion and France at $40 billion, and
Japan at $45 billion. Our spending dwarfs
those of countries that are considered possible
threats to our security: Iran at $3.5 billion,
North Korea at $5.5 billion, Syria at $1.6 bil-
lion, and Sudan at $500 million.

We have already appropriated approxi-
mately $250 billion for the wars in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan since 2003. The day after we
passed our latest FY 2005 supplemental, the
Administration signaled that we should expect
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another supplemental request in the $50 bil-
lion range. It is clear that the Administration
has no idea what the costs of the Irag oper-
ations will be or is withholding that information
from the Congress and the American people.

In March 2003, before the war began, |
wrote to the President with 22 of our col-
leagues to ask him to specifically define our
objectives and to provide an exit strategy. We
asked the President a number of questions in-
cluding: “Under what circumstances will our
military occupation of (and financial commit-
ment to) Irag end? And how will we know
when these circumstances are present.” We,
and the American people, never received an
answer to these crucial questions. Even today,
the Administration is unwilling or unable to an-
swer. This is simply unacceptable.

Time and again, the President has re-
quested money to fund the war in Iraq while
refusing to answer our questions about this
war and provide a comprehensive strategy for
bringing our troops home. We must insist that
the administration articulate the conditions
necessary to bring our troops home, and push
them to do that as soon as possible. The ad-
ministration’s refusal to address these is quite
astounding to me and should be of great con-
cern to all Americans who believe in principles
of accountability and checks and balances.

It is absolutely essential that President Bush
formulate an exit strategy. This strategy must
specify our objectives clearly, benchmarks to
measure our success, or lack of success, and
a realistic time line for withdrawing our troops.
| know that many argue that a timeline for
withdrawal would encourage insurgents to
“run out the clock.” | disagree. A timeline
would establish deadlines for us and the Iraqgis
to achieve our objectives. It gives us deadlines
with which to hold ourselves accountable. For
example, we set a date for elections, and de-
spite the violence, we were successful in hold-
ing them on time.

My colleague from California, LYNN WoOL-
SEY, offered an amendment today to ask the
President to develop a plan for withdrawing
U.S. forces from Irag. This amendment did not
set a date for withdrawal, nor did it require
that any plan developed by the President have
a fixed timeline for withdrawal. It simply said
that the President should put together a plan
and share it with Congress and the American
people. Yet, the House leadership only allo-
cated 30 minutes for this crucial debate.

This legislation fails to make tough choices
about our military priorities. | support trans-
formation of our armed forces into a more mo-
bile, flexible force that can take on a wide vari-
ety of missions, from combat to peacekeeping,
from hurricane relief to securing weapons of
mass destruction. Our country cannot afford to
maintain our current Cold War structure and
legacy weapons systems while fully trans-
forming into the modern force we need in this
century. Yet this bill fails to make the tough
choices and instead tries to fund both. And it
fails to fully succeed at either.

| want to focus on some of the weapons
systems we are funding in this bill.

Since 1983, we have spent $100 billion on
missile defense. President Bush decided to
move forward with deployment of a system
that has been inadequately tested. As the
Government Accountability Office (GAO) noted
last year, the system is “largely unproven.”
The GAO went on to state that tests so far
have been “repetitive and scripted” and that
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“decision makers in the Defense Department
and Congress do not have a full under-
standing of the overall cost of developing and
fielding the Ballistic Missile System and what
the system’s true capabilities will be.” Each
year we put more and more resources into
this unproven technology that does not ad-
dress the most likely threats from weapons of
mass destruction. Is a nuclear weapon likely
to arrive on an intercontinental ballistic mis-
sile? Homeland security experts don’'t believe
so. Moving forward with another $7.9 billion
this year and plans for at least $50 billion
more in coming years does not make military
or fiscal sense.

| am pleased that the committee report on
this bill raises serious questions about the fu-
ture of the Future Combat System (FCS) pro-
gram. The GAO found in March 2005 that “the
FCS program faces significant challenges in
setting requirements, developing systems, fi-
nancing development, and managing the ef-
fort.” Let me quote from the report:

The FCS has demonstrated a level of
knowledge far below that suggested by best
practices or DOD policy. Nearly 2 years after
program launch and about $4.6 billion in-
vested to date, requirements are not firm
and only 1 of over 50 technologies are ma-
ture—activities that should have been done
before the start of system development and
demonstration.

If everything goes as planned, the program
will attain the level of knowledge in 2008
that it should have had before it started in
2003. But things are not going as planned.
Progress in critical areas, such as the net-
work, software, and requirements has been
slower than planned. Proceeding with such
low levels of knowledge makes it likely that
FCS will encounter problems late in develop-
ment, when they are costly to correct. The
relatively immature state of program knowl-
edge at this point provides an insufficient
basis for making a good cost estimate.

Despite the clear concern of the committee
expressed in the committee report, FCS is
funded at $3.4 billion, only $400 million less
than the President’s request.

The F/A-22 Raptor is the most expensive
fighter ever built. Originally budgeted at $96
billion for 648 planes, it is now going to cost
us $68 billion for 178 planes. Because of
changing capabilities, the planes are now esti-
mated to cost $258 million each, five times the
cost of the F—15 and F-16 that they are re-
placing. This year, we are going to spend $3.8
billion for 24 planes while spending another
$480 million for research and development.
We have a plane that is way over budget and
whose mission is unclear. The answer to this
dilemma is to end the program, not spend
more.

In December, the Defense Department pro-
posed cutting the C-130J cargo plane, which
would have saved $30 billion over the next
five years. This made a lot of sense since the
plane cannot complete its intended mission.
Most of the planes have design flaws that pre-
vent them from dropping paratroopers or
heavy equipment. The chief weapons inspec-
tor at the Pentagon reported that it is “neither
operationally effective nor operationally suit-
able.” Unfortunately, DOD has backed off can-
cellation and this bill will authorize more than
$1 billion for procurement in FY 2006.

| do want to mention some positive features
of this legislation. | am pleased that it contains
a 3.1 percent increase in military pay. Our
men and women in uniform deserve our admi-
ration and respect for their dedication and
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commitment. They have demonstrated again
and again their professionalism when faced
with incredibly difficult challenges. They truly
are the best in the world. This legislation con-
tains improvements to benefits and facilities
that will help members of our armed forces
and their families. It also increases hazardous
duty pay, raises the caps on enlistment and
reenlistment bonuses, and enhances the
TRICARE Reserve Select Program (TRS). |
support those provisions.

| was disappointed that expanded eligibility
for TRICARE for our guard and reserve that
the committee added to the bill was dropped
by Chairman HUNTER. This bill should also
have included full concurrent receipt and
ended taxation of survivor benefits.

This bill fails to make the tough choices
necessary to transform our military force for
the 21st Century. This bill fails to account for
the real costs of war in Irag and fails to press
the President to put together a realistic exit
strategy. | therefore must vote against this leg-
islation.

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. Chairman, | rise today in
support of H.R. 1815, the Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2006. | commend the
Committee for their hard work in crafting this
bill. 1 do wish to express my concern over a
certain section of the bill that directly impacts
a facility in my district.

Since 1997, the Assembled Chemical
Weapons Alternatives (ACWA) program has
overseen the development of new tech-
nologies for the destruction of chemical weap-
ons at the Pueblo Chemical Depot in my con-
gressional district and the Blue Grass Army
Depot in Lexington, Kentucky. The ACWA pro-
gram has been highly successful and con-
struction activities are now set to commence
in the very near future. Congress intentionally
gave oversight authority to the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Acquisition, Technology,
and Logistics in an effort to develop alternative
destruction techniques from the incineration
process that existed at the time. This year’s
Defense Authorization gives that authority to
the Secretary of the Army.

In a letter dated May 2, 2005, my colleague
Mr. CHANDLER of Kentucky, and | asked Under
Secretary Mike Wynne to answer several
questions about a change of authority of this
nature. | still look forward to Under Secretary
Wynne’s response. The ACWA program’s suc-
cess has been due to the unique interaction
between the Federal, State and local govern-
ment representatives, regulators and the com-
munity; | encourage the Secretary of the Army
to foster these relationships and ensure that a
transparent and open decision making process
remains intact. | also urge the Secretary of the
Army to make this transition in a way that
does not negatively affect the program
timelines at either facility or increase the cost
of completing this important work.

Mr. Chairman, we are already at risk of not
meeting our treaty obligations laid forth in the
Chemical Weapons Convention. | fear that if
an inefficient and closed organizational struc-
ture is established for the two ACWA facilities,
the progress we have already made will be
lost. This Congress must expect and ensure
efficiency in the effort to destroy our chemical
weapons stockpiles.

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Chairman, | rise today
in support of H.R. 1815, the “National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2006.” | am
pleased that the bill includes provisions to pro-
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vide retirement credit to the members of the
National guard serving on State duty who re-
sponded to the 9/11 attacks in New York and
at the Pentagon. | along with my friend and
colleague, Representative KING, and other
members of the New York delegation, have in-
troduced legislation, H.R. 2499, which would
accomplish the same goal, and | am thankful
that the Committee has worked with us to cor-
rect this inequity.

In the aftermath of 9/11, the National Guard
responded to the call of duty heroically. While
others were moving toward safety, the guard
moved into unknown dangers around Ground
Zero. They did not know if another attack was
coming, but they did not hesitate to respond.
All they did was their selfless duty.

They secured lower Manhattan, they pro-
tected against a possible second attack, and
they stood up for our Nation, knowing their
lives may be in danger. For almost a year
after 9/11, these National Guard heroes
streamlined the movement of rescue per-
sonnel during the critical first phases of the re-
sponse and they endured the toxic air condi-
tions of Ground Zero with thousands of re-
sponders.

What we face now is a question of fairness.
Last year, | visited the units of the Manhattan
based 69th National Guard Regiment—known
as the Fighting 69th—just days before they
were to leave for Iraq. | asked if there was
anything | could do on their behalf. And the
had only one request. It was to seek fair fed-
eral retirement credit for their 9/11 service to
the country.

We, in Congress, now have a chance to ex-
press the Nation’s gratitude to these soldiers,
not just through words of praise but through
action.

The problem is a simple one: The national
Guard units that served in the disaster zones
of New York after 9/11 are not receiving Fed-
eral retirement credit, while the National Guard
units that protected Federal sites like West
Point are receiving Federal retirement credit.
We all agree that protecting Federal sites was
an important duty after 9/11, and that soldiers
who served in that capacity deserve Federal
retirement credit. But those who risked their
lives at Ground Zero, in the most dangerous
conditions anywhere in the country, deserve
the same fair treatment.

Right now, many of the same soldiers who
protected New York after 9/11 from the Fight-
ing 69th are serving courageously in Irag. Six-
teen members of the Manhattan-based 69th
National Guard Regiment have died in the Iraq
war—8 in the past year. In April, 6 members
of the 69th were Awarded Purple Hearts after
being wounded in Iraq from roadside bombs.
We can honor the service of our National
Guard, by providing them with fair Federal re-
tirement credit for their 9/11 service.

| would like to thank Chairman HUNTER,
Ranking Member SKELTON, Representative
SNYDER, and especially Representative
MCHUGH, who were so instrumental in this
process, and | commend them for their com-
mitment to the men and women serving this
country all over the world. | also would like to
acknowledge both the majority and minority
staff of the committee for their assistance.

The terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001,
were an unprecedented event in American his-
tory. The provisions included in this bill will
show our gratitude to the brave men and
women who responded on that day by giving
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them the retirement benefits to which they are
entitled.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. All time for
general debate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the committee
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute printed in the bill is considered
as an original bill for the purpose of
amendment and is considered read.

The text of the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is as
follows:

H.R. 1815

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 2006°°.
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 Author-
ieations.

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

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

Sec. 1. Short title.
Sec. 2. Organization of Act into divisions; table
of contents.

Sec. 3. Congressional defense committees.
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.
Subtitle B—Army Programs

Multiyear procurement authority for
UH-60/MH-60 helicopters.

Multiyear procurement authority for
Apache Modernized Target Acqui-
sition  Designation  Sight/Pilot
Night Vision Sensor.

Multiyear procurement authority for
Apache Block II conversion.

Acquisition  strategy  for  tactical
wheeled vehicle programs.

Limitation on Army Modular Force
Initiative.

Contract requirement for Objective In-
dividual Combat Weapon - Incre-
ment 1.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs

Virginia-class submarine program.

LHA Replacement amphibious assault
ship program.

Future major surface combatant, de-
stroyer type.

Littoral Combat Ship (LCS) program.
Authorication of two additional
Arleigh Burke class destroyers.
Refueling and complex overhaul of the

U.S.S. Carl Vinson.

Report on propulsion system alter-
natives for surface combatants.

Aircraft carrier force structure.

Contingent transfer of additional
funds for CVN-21 Carrier Re-
placement Program.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs

Sec. 131. Multiyear procurement authority for
C-17 aircraft.
Subtitle E—Joint and Multiservice Matters
Sec. 141. Requirement that all tactical un-
manned aerial vehicles use speci-
fied standard data link.

Sec. 111.

Sec. 112.

Sec. 113.
Sec. 114.
Sec. 115.

Sec. 116.

121.
122.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 123.

124.
125.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 126.
Sec. 127.

Sec.
Sec.

128.
129.
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Sec. 142. Limitation on initiation of new un-
manned aerial vehicle systems.
TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations.
Sec. 202. Amount for defense science and tech-
nology.
Subtitle B—Program Requirements,

Restrictions, and Limitations

Annual Comptroller General report on
Future Combat Systems program.

Objective requirements for non-line-of-
sight cannon system not to be di-
minished to meet weight require-
ments.

Independent analysis of Future Com-
bat Systems manned ground vehi-
cle transportability requirement.

Amounts for Armored Systems Mod-
ernization program.

Limitation on systems development
and demonstration of manned
ground wvehicles under Armored
Systems Modernization program.

Testing of Internet Protocol version 6
by Naval Research Laboratory.

Program to design and develop next-
generation nuclear submarine.

Extension of requirements relating to
management  responsibility  for
naval mine countermeasures pro-
grams.

Single joint requirement for heavy lift
rotorcraft.

Requirements for development of tac-
tical radio communications sys-
tems.

Limitation on systems development
and demonstration of Personnel
Recovery Vehicle.

Separate program element required for
each significant research, devel-
opment, test, and evaluation
project.

Small Business Innovation Research
Phase III Acceleration Pilot Pro-
gram.

Revised requirements relating to sub-
mission of Joint Warfighting
Science and Technology Plan.

Shipbuilding Industrial Base Improve-
ment Program for development of
innovative  shipbuilding  tech-
nologies, processes, and facilities.

Renewal of University National
Oceanographic Laboratory Sys-
tem fleet.

227. Limitation on VXX helicopter pro-

gram.

Subtitle C—Missile Defense Programs

231. Report on capabilities and costs for
operational boost/ascent-phase
missile defense systems.

232. Required flight-intercept test of bal-
listic missile defense groundbased
midcourse system.

TITLE II[—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 301. Operation and maintenance funding.

Sec. 302. Working capital funds.

Sec. 303. Other Department of Defense pro-
grams.

Subtitle B—Environmental Provisions

311. Revision of required content of envi-
ronmental quality annual report.

312. Pilot project on compatible use buffers
on real property bordering Fort
Carson, Colorado.

313. Repeal of Air Force report on military
installation encroachment issues.

314. Payment of certain private cleanup
costs in connection with Defense
Environmental Restoration Pro-
gram.

Sec. 211.

Sec. 212.

Sec. 213.

Sec. 214.

Sec. 215.
Sec. 216.
Sec. 217.
Sec. 218.
Sec. 219.

Sec. 220.

Sec. 221.

Sec. 222.

Sec. 223.

Sec. 224.

Sec. 225.

Sec. 226.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Subtitle C—Workplace and Depot Issues

Sec. 321. Proceeds from cooperative activities
with non-Army entities.

Sec. 322. Public-private competition.

Sec. 323. Public-private competition pilot pro-
gram.

Sec. 324. Sense of Congress on equitable legal
standing for civilian employees.

Subtitle D—Extension of Program Authorities

Sec. 331. Extension of authority to provide lo-
gistics support and services for
weapons systems contractors.

Sec. 332. Extension and revision of temporary
authority for contractor perform-
ance of security guard functions.

Subtitle E—Utah Test and Training Range

Sec. 341. Definitions.

Sec. 342. Military operations and overflights,
Utah Test and Training Range.

Planning process for Federal lands in
Utah Test and Training Range.

Designation and management of Cedar
Mountain Wilderness, Utah.

Identification of additional Bureau of
Land Management land in Utah
as trust land for Skull Valley
Band of Goshutes.

Relation to other lands and laws.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

Codification and revision of limitation
on modification of major items of
equipment scheduled for retire-
ment or disposal.

Limitation on purchase of investment
items with operation and mainte-
nance funds.

Provision of Department of Defense
support for certain paralympic
sporting events.

Development and explanation of budg-
et models for base operations sup-
port, sustainment, and facilities
recapitalization.

Report on Department of Army pro-
grams for prepositioning of equip-
ment and other materiel.

Report regarding effect on military
readiness of undocumented immi-
grants trespassing upon oper-
ational ranges.

Congressional notification require-
ments regarding placement of lig-
uefied natural gas facilities, pipe-
lines, and related structures on
defense lands.

Report regarding army and air force
erchange system management of
army lodging.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL

AUTHORIZATIONS

Subtitle A—Active Forces

401. End strengths for active forces.
402. Revision in permanent active duty end
strength minimum levels.

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces

End strengths for Selected Reserve.

End strengths for Reserves on active
duty in support of the Reserves.

End strengths for military technicians
(dual status).

Fiscal year 2006 limitation on number
of non-dual status technicians.
Mazximum number of reserve personnel
authorized to be on active duty

for operational support.

Subtitle C—Authorizations of Appropriations
Sec. 421. Military personnel.

Sec. 422. Armed Forces Retirement Home.
TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY
Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy
Sec. 501. Temporary increase in percentage lim-
its on reduction of time-in-grade
requirements for retirement in

grade upon voluntary retirement.

Sec. 343.

Sec. 344.

Sec. 345.

Sec. 346.

Sec. 351.

Sec. 352.

353.

Sec.

Sec. 354.

Sec. 355.

Sec. 356.

Sec. 357.

Sec. 358.

Sec.
Sec.

411.
412.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 413.
Sec. 414.

Sec. 415.
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Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

502

503

504

505

506

507,
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509
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. Two-year renewal of authority to re-
duce minimum commissioned serv-
ice requirement for voluntary re-
tirement as an officer.

. Separation at age 64 for reserve com-
ponent senior officers.

. Improved administration of transitions
involving officers in senior gen-
eral and flag officer positions.

. Consolidation of grade limitations on
officer assignment and insignia
practice known as frocking.

. Authority for designation of a general/
flag officer position on the Joint
Staff to be held by reserve compo-
nent general or flag officer on ac-
tive duty.

. Authority to retain permanent profes-
sors at the Naval Academy be-
yond 30 years of active commis-
sioned service.

. Authority for appointment of Coast
Guard flag officer as Chief of
Staff to the President.

. Clarification of time for receipt of stat-
utory selection board communica-
tions.

. Standardization of grade of senior
dental officer of the Air Force
with that of senior dental officer
of the Army.

Subtitle B—Reserve Component Management
Sec. 511. Use of Reserve Montgomery GI Bill

Sec

Sec

Sec

Sec

Sec

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

. 512

. 613

. 514

. 515

benefits and benefits for mobilized
members of the Selected Reserve
and National Guard for payments
for licensing or certification tests.

. Modifications to mnew Reserve edu-
cational benefit for certain active
service in support of contingency
operations.

. Military technicians (dual
mandatory separation.

. Military retirement credit for certain
service by National Guard mem-
bers performed while in a State
duty status immediately after the
terrorist attacks of September 11,
2001.

. Use of National Guard to provide mili-
tary support to civilian law en-
forcement agencies for domestic
counter-terrorism activities.

status)

Subtitle C—Education and Training

. 521

. 522

523.

524.

525.

526.

527.

528.

529.

. Repeal of limitation on amount of fi-
nancial assistance under ROTC
scholarship programs.

. Increased enrollment for eligible de-
fense industry employees in the
defense product development pro-
gram at Naval Postgraduate
School.

Payment of expenses to obtain profes-
sional credentials.

Authority for National Defense Uni-
versity award of degree of Master
of Science in Joint Campaign
Planning and Strategy.

One-year extension of authority to use
appropriated funds to provide rec-
ognition items for recruitment and
retention of certain reserve com-
ponent personnel.

Report on rationale and plans of the
Navy to provide enlisted members
an opportunity to obtain graduate
degrees.

Increase in annual limit on number of
ROTC scholarships under Army
Reserve and National Guard pro-
gram.

Capstone overseas field studies trips to
People’s Republic of China and
Republic of China on Taiwan.

Sense of Congress concerning estab-
lishment of National College of
Homeland Security.
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Subtitle D—General Service Requirements

Sec. 531. Uniform enlistment standards for the
Armed Forces.

Sec. 532. Increase in maximum term of original
enlistment in regular component.

Sec. 533. Members completing statutory initial
military service obligation.

Sec. 534. Extension of qualifying service for ini-
tial military service under Na-
tional Call to Service program.

Subtitle E—Matters Relating to Casualties

Sec. 541. Requirement for members of the Armed
Forces to designate a person to be
authoriced to direct the disposi-
tion of the member’s remains.

542. Enhanced program of Casualty Assist-
ance Officers and Seriously In-
Jured/Ill Assistance Officers.

543. Standards and guidelines for Depart-
ment of Defense programs to as-
sist wounded and injured mem-
bers.

544. Authority for members on active duty
with disabilities to participate in
Paralympic Games.

Subtitle F—Military Justice and Legal
Assistance Matters

551. Clarification of authority of military

legal assistance counsel to provide
military legal assistance without
regard to licensing requirements.

Use of teleconferencing in administra-

tive sessions of courts-martial.

553. Extension of statute of limitations for
murder, rape, and child abuse of-
fenses under the Uniform Code of
Military Justice.

554. Offense of stalking under the Uniform
Code of Military Justice.

555. Rape, sexual assault, and other sexual
misconduct under Uniform Code
of Military Justice.

Subtitle G—Assistance to Local Educational
Agencies for Defense Dependents Education
Sec. 561. Enrollment in overseas schools of De-
fense Dependents’ Education Sys-
tem of children of citizens or na-
tionals of the United States hired
in overseas areas as full-time De-

partment of Defense employees.

562. Assistance to local educational agen-
cies that benefit dependents of
members of the Armed Forces and
Department of Defense civilian
employees.

563. Continuation of impact aid assistance
on behalf of dependents of certain
members despite change in status
of member.

Subtitle H—Decorations and Awards

565. Cold War Victory Medal.

566. Establishment of Combat

Badge.
Eligibility for Operation Enduring
Freedom campaign medal.
Subtitle I—Other Matters

Ezxtension of waiver authority of Sec-
retary of Education with respect
to student financial assistance
during a war or other military op-
eration or national emergency.

Adoption leave for members of the
Armed Forces adopting children.

Report on need for a personnel plan
for linguists in the Armed Forces.

Ground combat and other exclusion
policies.

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER
PERSONNEL BENEFITS
Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances
Sec. 601. Increase in basic pay for fiscal year
2006.

Sec. 602. Additional pay for permanent military

professors at United States Naval

Academy with over 36 years of

service.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec. 552.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec. Medevac

Sec. 567.

Sec. 571.

Sec. 572.

Sec. 573.

Sec. 574.
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Sec. 603. Basic pay rates for reserve component
members selected to attend mili-
tary service academy preparatory
schools.

Clarification of restriction on com-
pensation  for  correspondence
courses.

Permanent authority for supplemental
subsistence allowance for low-in-
come members with dependents.

Basic allowance for housing for Re-
serve members.

Overseas cost of living allowance.

Income replacement payments for Re-
serves experiencing extended and
frequent mobilication for active
duty service.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and Incentive

Pays

Extension or resumption of certain
bonus and special pay authorities
for reserve forces.

Ezxtension of certain bonus and special
pay authorities for certain health
care professionals.

Extension of special pay and bonus
authorities for nuclear officers.
One-year extension of other bonus and

special pay authorities.

Expansion of eligibility of dental offi-
cers for additional special pay.

Increase in maximum monthly rate au-
thorized for hardship duty pay.

Flexible payment of assignment incen-
tive pay.

Active-duty reenlistment bonus.

Reenlistment bonus for members of Se-
lected Reserve.

Combination of affiliation and acces-
sion bonuses for service in the Se-
lected Reserve.

Eligibility requirements for prior serv-
ice enlistment bonus.

Increase in  authorized maximum
amount of enlistment bonus.

Discretion of Secretary of Defense to
authorize retroactive hostile fire
and imminent danger pay.

Increase in maximum bonus amount
for nuclear-qualified officers ex-
tending period of active duty.

Increase in maximum amount of nu-
clear career annual incentive
bonus for nuclear-qualified offi-
cers trained while serving as en-
listed members.

Uniform payment of foreign language
proficiency pay to eligible reserve
component members and regular
component members.

Retention bonus for members qualified
in certain critical skills or satis-
fying other eligibility criteria.

Availability of critical-skills accession
bonus for persons enrolled in Sen-
ior Reserve Officers’ Training
Corps who are obtaining nursing
degrees.

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation

Allowances

641. Authoriced absences of members for
which lodging expenses at tem-
porary duty location may be paid.

642. Extended period for selection of home
for travel and transportation al-
lowances for dependents of de-
ceased member.

643. Transportation of family members in-
cident to repatriation of members
held captive.

644. Increased weight allowances for ship-
ment of household goods of senior
noncommissioned officers.

Subtitle D—Retired Pay and Survivor Benefits

Sec. 651. Monthly disbursement to States of
State income taxr withheld from
retired or retainer pay.

Sec. 604.

Sec. 605.

Sec. 606.

607.
608.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 611.

Sec. 612.

Sec. 613.

Sec. 614.
Sec. 615.
Sec. 616.

Sec. 617.

618.
619.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 620.

Sec. 621.

Sec. 622.

Sec. 623.

Sec. 624.

Sec. 625.

Sec. 626.

Sec. 627.

Sec. 628.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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652. Revision to eligibility for nonregular
service retirement after estab-
lishing eligibility for regular re-
tirement.

653. Denial of military funeral honors in
certain cases.

654. Child support for certain minor chil-
dren of retirement-eligible mem-
bers convicted of domestic vio-
lence resulting in death of child’s
other parent.

655. Concurrent receipt of wveterans dis-
ability compensation and military
retired pay.

Sec. 656. Military Survivor Benefit Plan bene-
ficiaries under insurable interest
coverage.

Subtitle E—Commissary and Nonappropriated

Fund Instrumentality Benefits

Sec. 661. Increase in authorized level of supplies
and services procurement from
overseas exchange stores.

Requirements for private operation of
commissary store functions.

Provision of information technology
services for accommodations pro-
vided by nonappropriated fund
instrumentalities for wounded
members of the Armed Forces and
their families.

Provision of and payment for overseas
transportation services for com-
missary and exchange supplies.

Compensatory time off for certain non-
appropriated fund employees.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

Inclusion of Senior Enlisted Advisor
for the Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff among senior en-
listed members of the Armed
Forces.

Special and incentive pays considered
for saved pay upon appointment
of members as officers.

Repayment of unearned portion of bo-
nuses, special pays, and edu-
cational benefits.

Leave accrual for members assigned to
deployable ships or mobile units
or to other designated duty.

Army recruiting pilot program to en-
courage members of the Army to
refer other persons for enlistment.

Special compensation for reserve com-
ponent members who are also to-
bacco farmers adversely affected
by terms of tobacco quota buyout.

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Tricare Program Improvements

Sec. 701. Services of mental health counselors.

Sec. 702. Additional information required by

surveys on TRICARE standard.

703. Enhancement of TRICARE coverage
for members who commit to con-
tinued service in the selected re-
serve.

Study and plan relating to chiro-
practic health care services.

Surviving-dependent eligibility under
TRICARE dental plan for sur-
viving spouses who were on active
duty at time of death of military
spouse.

Exceptional eligibility for TRICARE
prime remote.

Subtitle B—Other Matters

Authority to relocate patient safety
center; renaming MedTeams Pro-
gram.

Modification of health care quality in-
formation and technology en-
hancement reporting requirement.

Correction to eligibility of certain Re-
serve officers for military health
care pending active duty fol-
lowing commissioning.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 662.

Sec. 663.

Sec. 664.

Sec. 665.

Sec. 671.

Sec. 672.

Sec. 673.

Sec. 674.

Sec. 675.

Sec. 676.

Sec.

704.

Sec.

Sec. 705.

Sec. 706.

Sec. 711.

Sec. 712.

Sec. 713.
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Sec. 714. Prohibition on conversions of military
medical positions to civilian med-
ical positions until submission of
certification.

Sec. 715. Clarification of inclusion of dental
care in medical readiness tracking
and health surveillance program.

Sec. 716. Cooperative outreach to members and
former members of the naval serv-
ice exposed to environmental fac-
tors related to sarcoidosis.

Sec. 717. Early identification and treatment of
mental health and substance
abuse disorders.

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

Subtitle A—Provisions Relating to Major
Defense Acquisition Programs

Sec. 801. Requirement for certification by Sec-
retary of Defense before major de-
fense acquisition program may
proceed to Milestone B.

Sec. 802. Requirement for analysis of alter-
natives to major defense acquisi-
tion programs.

Sec. 803. Authority for Secretary of Defense to
revise baseline for major defense
acquisition programs.

Subtitle B—Acquisition Policy and Management

Sec. 811. Applicability of statutory executive
compensation cap made prospec-
tive.

Use of commercially available online
services for Federal procurement
of commercial items.

Contingency contracting corps.

Requirement for contracting oper-
ations to be included in inter-
agency planning related to sta-
bilization and reconstruction.

Statement of policy and report relating
to contracting with employers of
persons with disabilities.

Study on Department of Defense con-
tracting with small business con-
cerns owned and controlled by
service-disabled veterans.

Sec. 817. Prohibition on procurement from bene-

ficiaries of foreign subsidies.

Subtitle C—Amendments to General Contracting
Authorities, Procedures, and Limitations

Sec. 821. Increased flexibility for designation of
critical acquisition positions in
defense acquisition workforce.

Sec. 822. Participation by Department of De-
fense in acquisition workforce
training fund.

Sec. 823. Increase in cost accounting standard
threshold.

Sec. 824. Amendments to domestic source re-
quirements relating to clothing
materials and components cov-
ered.

Sec. 825. Rapid acquisition authority to respond
to defense intelligence community
emergencies.

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT

Subtitle A—Department of Defense
Management

Restoration of parity in pay levels
among Under Secretary positions.

Eligibility criteria for Director of De-
partment of Defense Test Re-
source Management Center.

Consolidation and standardization of
authorities relating to Department
of Defense Regional Centers for
Security Studies.

Redesignation of the Department of
the Navy as the Department of
the Navy and Marine Corps.

Subtitle B—Space Activities
Space Situational Awareness Strategy.

Sec. 812.

Sec.
Sec.

813.
814.

Sec. 815.

Sec. 816.

Sec. 901.

Sec. 902.

Sec. 903.

Sec. 904.

Sec. 911.
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Sec. 912. Military satellite communications.
Sec. 913. Operationally responsive space.

Subtitle C—Chemical Demilitarization Program

Sec. 921. Transfer to Secretary of the Army of
responsibility for assembled chem-
ical weapons alternatives pro-
gram.

Sec. 922. Clarification of Cooperative Agreement
Authority under Chemical Demili-
tarization Program.

Subtitle D—Intelligence-Related Matters

Sec. 931. Department of Defense Strategy for
Open-Source intelligence.

Sec. 932. Comprehensive inventory of Depart-
ment of Defense intelligence and
intelligence-related programs and
projects.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial matters

1001. Transfer authority.

1002. Authorization of supplemental appro-
priations for fiscal year 2005.

Increase in fiscal year 2005 general
transfer authority.

Reports on feasibility and desirability
of capital budgeting for major de-
fense acquisition programs.

Subtitle B—Naval Vessels and Shipyards

Sec. 1011. Conveyance, Navy drydock, Seattle,
Washington.

Conveyance, Navy drydock, Jackson-
ville, Florida.

Conveyance, Navy drydock, Port Ar-
thur, Texas.

Transfer of U.S.S. IOWA.

Transfer of ex-U.S.S. Forrest Sher-
man.

Limitation on leasing of foreign-built
vessels.

Subtitle C—Counter-Drug Activities

1021. Extension of Department of Defense
authority to support counter-drug
activities.

1022. Resumption of reporting requirement
regarding Department of Defense
exrpenditures to support foreign
counter-drug activities.

1023. Clarification of authority for joint
task forces to support law en-
forcement agencies conducting
counter-terrorism activities.

Subtitle D—Matters Related to Homeland

Security

Sec. 1031. Responsibilities of Assistant Secretary
of Defense for Homeland Defense
relating to nuclear, chemical, and
biological emergency response.

Testing of preparedness for emer-
gencies involving nuclear, radio-
logical, chemical, biological, and
high-yield explosives weapons.

Department of Defense chemical, bio-
logical, radiological, nuclear, and
high-yield explosives response
teams.

Repeal of Department of Defense
emergency response  assistance
program.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

Commission on the Long-Term Imple-
mentation of the New Strategic
Posture of the United States.

Reestablishment of EMP Commission.

Modernization of authority relating
to security of defense property
and facilities.

Revision of Department of Defense
counterintelligence polygraph
program.

Repeal of requirement for report to
Congress regarding global strike
capability.

Technical and clerical amendments.

Deletion of obsolete definitions in ti-
tles 10 and 32, United States Code.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1003.

Sec. 1004.

Sec. 1012.

Sec. 1013.

1014.
1015.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1016.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1032.

Sec. 1033.

Sec. 1034.

Sec. 1041.

1042.
1043.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1044.
Sec. 1045.

1046.
1047.

Sec.
Sec.
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TITLE XI—CIVILIAN PERSONNEL
MATTERS

Extension of eligibility to continue
Federal employee health benefits.

Extension of Department of Defense
voluntary reduction in force au-
thority.

Extension of authority to make lump
sum severence payments.

Authority for heads of agencies to
allow shorter length of required
service by Federal employees after
completion of training.

Authority to waive annual limitation
on total compensation paid to
Federal civilian employees.

Transportation of family members in-
cident to repatriation of Federal
employees held captive.

Permanent extension of Science,
Mathematics, and Research for
Transformation (SMART) Defense
Scholarship Program.

TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO
FOREIGN NATIONS

Subtitle A—Assistance and Training

Sec. 1201. Extension of humanitarian and civic
assistance provided to host na-
tions in conjunction with military
operations.

Commanders’
Program.

Military educational exchanges be-
tween senior officers and officials
of the United States and Taiwan.

Modification of geographic restriction
under bilateral and regional co-
operation programs for payment
of certain expenses of defense per-
sonnel of developing countries.

Authority for Department of Defense
to enter into acquisition and
cross-servicing agreements with
regional organizations of which
the United States is not a member.

Two-year extension of authority for
payment of certain administrative
services and support for coalition
liaison officers.

Subtitle B—Nonproliferation Matters and
Countries of Concern

Report on acquisition by Iran of nu-
clear weapons.

Procurement sanctions against for-
eign persons that transfer certain
defense articles and services to the
People’s Republic of China.

Prohibition on procurements from
Communist Chinese military com-
panies.

Subtitle C—Other Matters

Purchase of weapons overseas for
force protection purposes.

Requirement for establishment of cer-
tain criteria applicable to on-
going Global Posture Review.

TITLE XIII—COOPERATIVE THREAT RE-
DUCTION WITH STATES OF THE FORMER
SOVIET UNION

Sec. 1301. Specification of Cooperative Threat
Reduction programs and funds.

Sec. 1302. Funding allocations.

Sec. 1303. Authority to obligate weapons of
mass destruction  proliferation
prevention funds for nuclear
weapons storage security.

Sec. 1304. Extension of limited waiver of restric-
tions on use of funds for threat
reduction in states of the former
Soviet Union.

Report on elimination of impedi-
ments to nuclear threat-reduction
and nonproliferation programs in
the Russian Federation.

Sec. 1101.

Sec. 1102.

Sec. 1103.

Sec. 1104.

Sec. 1105.

Sec. 1106.

Sec. 1107.

Sec. 1202. Emergency Response

Sec. 1203.

Sec. 1204.

Sec. 1205.

Sec. 1206.

Sec. 1211.

Sec. 1212.

Sec. 1213.

Sec. 1221.

Sec. 1222.

Sec. 1305.
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TITLE XIV—CONTRACT DISPUTE
ENHANCEMENT
Subtitle A—General provisions
Sec. 1411. Definitions.
Subtitle B—Establishment of civilian and
defense Boards of contract appeals
1421. Establishment.
1422. Membership.
1423. Chairmen.
Sec. 1424. Rulemaking authority.
Sec. 1425. Authorization of appropriations.
Subtitle C—Functions of defense and civilian
Boards of contract appeals
Contract disputes.
Sec. 1432. Enhanced access for small business.
Sec. 1433. Applicability to certain contracts.
Subtitle D—Transfers and transition, savings,
and conforming provisions

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1431.

Sec. 1441. Transfer and allocation of appropria-
tions and personnel.

Sec. 1442. Terminations and savings provisions.

Sec. 1443. Contract disputes authority of
Boards.

Sec. 1444. References to agency Boards of con-
tract appeals.

Sec. 1445. Conforming amendments.

Subtitle E—Effective Date; Regulations and
Appointment of Chairmen
Sec. 1451. Effective date.
Sec. 1452. Regulations.
Sec. 1453. Appointment of Chairmen of Defense
Board and Civilian Board.

TITLE XV—AUTHORIZATION FOR IN-
CREASED COSTS DUE TO OPERATION
IRAQI FREEDOM AND OPERATION EN-
DURING FREEDOM

Subtitle A—General Increases

1501. Purpose.

1502. Army procurement.

1503. Navy and Marine Corps procurement.

1504. Defense-wide activities procurement.

1505. Research, development, test, and

evaluation, defense-wide activi-
ties.

Operation and maintenance.

Defense working capital funds.

Defense Health Program.

Military personnel.

Iraq Freedom Fund.

Classified programs.

Treatment as additional authoriza-

tions.

1513. Transfer authority.

1514. Availability of funds.

Subtitle B—Personnel Provisions

1521. Increase in active Army and Marine
Corps strength levels.

1522. Additional authority for increases of
Army and Marine Corps active
duty end strengths for fiscal years
2007 through 2009.

Military death gratuity enhance-
ment.

Permanent prohibition against re-
quiring certain injured members to
pay for meals provided by military
treatment facilities.

Permanent authority to provide trav-
el and transportation allowances
for dependents to wvisit hospital-
ized members injured in combat
operation or combat zone.

Permanent increase in length of time
dependents of certain deceased
members may continue to occupy
military family housing or receive
basic allowance for housing.

Availability of special pay for mem-
bers during rehabilitation from
combat-related injuries.

Allowance to cover monthly deduc-
tion from basic pay for
Servicemembers’ Group Life In-
surance coverage for members
serving in Operation Enduring
Freedom or Operation Iraqi Free-
dom.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

1506.
1507.
1508.
1509.
1510.
1511.
1512.

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

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 1523.
1524.

Sec.

Sec. 1525.

Sec. 1526.

Sec. 1527.

Sec. 1528.
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Subtitle C—Matters Involving Support Provided
by Foreign Nations

Sec. 1531. Reimbursement of certain coalition
nations for support provided to
United States military operations.
TITLE XVI—CONTRACTORS ON THE
BATTLEFIELD

Short title.

Findings.

Definitions.

Requirements for commanders of com-
batant commands relating to con-
tractors accompanying and not
accompanying the force.

Requirements for contractors relating
to possession of weapons.

1606. Battlefield accountability.

DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
AUTHORIZATIONS

Short title.
TITLE I—ARMY

Authorized Army construction and
land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to
housing units.

Authorization  of
Army.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2004
project.
TITLE II—NAVY

Authorized Navy construction and
land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to
housing units.

Authorication  of
Navy.

Modification of authority to
out certain fiscal year
project.

Modifications of authority to
out certain fiscal year
projects.

TITLE III—AIR FORCE

Authorized Air Force construction
and land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to
housing units.

Authorization of appropriations, Air
Force.

TITLE IV—DEFENSE AGENCIES

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

2402. Emergy conservation projects.

2403. Authorization of appropriations, De-
fense Agencies.

TITLE V—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY OR-
GANIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT
PROGRAM

Sec. 2501. Authorized NATO construction and

land acquisition projects.

1601.
1602.
1603.
1604.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

1605.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 2001.

Sec. 2101.

2102.
2103.

Sec.
Sec. military  family

Sec. 2104. appropriations,

Sec. 2105.

Sec. 2201.

2202.
2203.

Sec.
Sec. military  family

Sec. 2204. appropriations,

Sec. 2205. carry

2004
2206.

Sec. carry

2005

Sec. 2301.

2302.
2303.

Sec.

Sec. military  family

Sec. 2304.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 2502. Authorization of  appropriations,
NATO.
TITLE VI—GUARD AND RESERVE FORCES
FACILITIES

Sec. 2601. Authorized Guard and Reserve con-
struction and land acquisition

projects.

TITLE VII—EXPIRATION AND EXTENSION

OF AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec. 2701. Ezxpiration of authorizations and
amounts required to be specified
by law.

Sec. 2702. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2003 projects.

Sec. 2703. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2002 projects.

Sec. 2704. Effective date.

May 25, 2005

TITLE VIII—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—Military Construction Program and

Military Family Housing Changes

2801. Modification of congressional notifi-
cation requirements for certain
military construction activities.

Improve availability and timeliness of
Department of Defense informa-
tion regarding military construc-
tion and family housing accounts
and activities.

Erpansion of authority to convey
property at military installations
to support military construction.

Effect of failure to submit required
report on mneed for general and
flag officers quarters in National
Capital Region.

One-year extension of temporary,
limited authority to use operation
and maintenance funds for con-
struction projects outside the
United States.

Sec. 2806. Clarification of moratorium on cer-
tain improvements at Fort Bu-
chanan, Puerto Rico.

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities
Administration

Sec. 2811. Consolidation of Department of De-
fense land acquisition authorities
and limitations on use of such au-
thorities.

Sec. 2812. Report on use of utility system con-
veyance authority and temporary
suspension of authority pending
report.

Sec. 2813. Authorized military uses of Papago
Park Military Reservation, Phoe-
nix, Arizona.

Subtitle C—Base Closure and Realignment

Sec. 2821. Additional reporting requirements re-
garding base closure process and
use of Department of Defense base
closure accounts.

2822. Termination of project authorizations
for military installations approved
for closure in 2005 round of base
realignments and closures.

2823. Expanded availability of adjustment
and diversification assistance for
communities adversely affected by
mission realignments in base clo-
sure process.

2824. Sense of Congress regarding consider-
ation of mational defense indus-
trial base interests during Base
Closure and Realignment Commis-
sion review of Department of De-
fense base closure and realign-
ment recommendations.

Subtitle D—Land Conveyances
PART 1—ARMY CONVEYANCES

2831. Modification of land conveyance, En-
gineer Proving Ground, Fort
Belvoir, Virginia.
2832. Land conveyance, Army Reserve Cen-
ter, Bothell, Washington.
PART 2—NAVY CONVEYANCES

2841. Land conveyance, Marine Corps Air
Station, Miramar, San Diego,
California.

PART 3—AIR FORCE CONVEYANCES

2851. Purchase of build-to-lease family
housing, Eielson Air Force Base,
Alaska.

Land conveyance, Air Force prop-
erty, Jacksonville, Arkansas.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

Lease authority, Army Heritage and
Education Center, Carlisle, Penn-
sylvania.

Redesignation of McEntire Air Na-
tional Guard Station, South Caro-
lina, as McEntire Joint National
Guard Base.

Sec.

Sec. 2802.

Sec. 2803.

Sec. 2804.

Sec. 2805.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 2852.

Sec. 2861.

Sec. 2862.
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Sec. 2863. Assessment of water needs for Pre-
sidio of Monterey and Ord Mili-
tary Community.

DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY NATIONAL
SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS AND OTHER AU-
THORIZATIONS
TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS

Subtitle A—National Security Programs
Authorizations

National Nuclear Security Adminis-

tration.

Defense environmental management.

3103. Other defense activities.

3104. Defense nuclear waste disposal.

Subtitle B—Program Authorizations,
Restrictions, and Limitations

3111. Reliable Replacement Warhead pro-
gram.

3112. Report on assistance for a com-
prehensive inventory of Russian
nonstrategic nuclear weapons.

TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR

FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

Sec. 3201. Authorization.

TITLE XXXIII—NATIONAL DEFENSE
STOCKPILE

Sec. 3301. Authorized uses of National Defense
Stockpile funds.

Sec. 3302. Revision of fiscal year 1999 authority
to dispose of certain materials in
the National Defense Stockpile.

Sec. 3303. Revision of fiscal year 2000 authority
to dispose of certain materials in
the National Defense Stockpile.

TITLE XXXIV—NAVAL PETROLEUM
RESERVES

Sec. 3401. Authorization of appropriations.

TITLE XXXV—MARITIME
ADMINISTRATION

Sec. 3501. Authorization of appropriations for
fiscal year 2006.
Sec. 3502. Payments for State and regional mar-
itime academies.
Sec. 3503. Maintenance and repair reimburse-
ment pilot program.
Sec. 3504. Tank vessel construction assistance.
Sec. 3505. Improvements to the Maritime Ad-
ministration vessel disposal pro-
gram.
SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES.
For purposes of this Act, the term ‘‘congres-
sional defense committees’” has the meaning
given that term in section 101(a)(16) of title 10,
United States Code.
DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE —PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 3101.

Sec. 3102.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 101. Army.

Sec. 102. Navy and Marine Corps.

Sec. 103. Air Force.

Sec. 104. Defense-wide activities.

Subtitle B—Army Programs

Sec. 111. Multiyear procurement authority for
UH-60/MH-60 helicopters.

Sec. 112. Multiyear procurement authority for
Apache Moderniced Target Acqui-
sition  Designation  Sight/Pilot
Night Vision Sensor.

Sec. 113. Multiyear procurement authority for
Apache Block II conversion.

Sec. 114. Acquisition strategy  for tactical
wheeled vehicle programs.

Sec. 115. Limitation on Army Modular Force
Initiative.

Sec. 116. Contract requirement for Objective In-
dividual Combat Weapon - Incre-
ment 1.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs
Sec. 121. Virginia-class submarine program.
Sec. 122. LHA Replacement amphibious assault

ship program.
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Sec. 123. Future major surface combatant, de-
stroyer type.

Littoral Combat Ship (LCS) program.
Authorization of two additional
Arleigh Burke class destroyers.
Refueling and complex overhaul of the

U.S.S. Carl Vinson.
Report on propulsion system alter-
natives for surface combatants.
Aircraft carrier force structure.
Contingent transfer of additional
funds for CVN-21 Carrier Re-
placement Program.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs
Sec. 131. Multiyear procurement authority for
C-17 aircraft.
Subtitle E—Joint and Multiservice Matters

Sec. 141. Requirement that all tactical un-
manned aerial vehicles use speci-
fied standard data link.

Sec. 142. Limitation on initiation of new un-
manned aerial vehicle systems.

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

SEC. 101. ARMY.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2006 for procurement for
the Army as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $2,861,380,000.

(2) For missiles, $1,242,919,000.

(3) For weapons and tracked combat vehicles,
$1,601,978,000.

(4) For ammunition, $1,750,772,000.

(5) For other procurement, $4,043,289,000.

SEC. 102. NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.

(a) NAVY.—Funds are hereby authorized to be
appropriated for fiscal year 2006 for procure-
ment for the Navy as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $10,042,526,000.

(2) For weapons, including missiles and tor-
pedoes, 32,775,041,000.

(3) For ammunition, $869,770,000.

(4) For shipbuilding and
$10,779,773,000.

(5) For other procurement, $5,634,318,000.

(b) MARINE CORPS.—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 2006 for
procurement for the Marine Corps in the
amount of $1,407,605,000.

SEC. 103. AIR FORCE.

Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2006 for procurement for
the Air Force as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $12,793,756,000.

(2) For ammunition, $1,031,207,000.

(3) For missiles, $5,490,287,000.

(4) For other procurement, $14,068,789,000.
SEC. 104. DEFENSE-WIDE ACTIVITIES.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2006 for Defense-wide pro-
curement in the amount of $2,715,446,000.

Subtitle B—Army Programs

SEC. 111. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY
FOR UH-60/MH-60 HELICOPTERS.

The Secretary of the Army may, in accordance
with section 2306b of title 10, United States
Code, enter into a multiyear contract, beginning
with the fiscal year 2007 program year, for pro-
curement of up to 461 helicopters in the UH-60M
configuration and, acting as executive agent for
the Department of the Navy, in the MH-60S
configuration.

SEC. 112. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY
FOR APACHE MODERNIZED TARGET
ACQUISITION DESIGNATION SIGHT/
PILOT NIGHT VISION SENSOR.

The Secretary of the Army may, in accordance
with section 2306b of title 10, United States
Code, enter into a multiyear contract, beginning
with the fiscal year 2006 program year and for
four program years, for procurement of 612
Apache Modernized Target Acquisition Designa-
tion Sights/Pilot Night Vision Sensors.

SEC. 113. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY
FOR APACHE BLOCK II CONVERSION.

The Secretary of the Army may, in accordance
with section 2306b of title 10, United States

124.
125.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 126.

Sec. 127.

128.
129.

Sec.
Sec.

conversion,
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Code, enter into a multiyear contract, beginning

with the fiscal year 2006 program year and for

four program years, for procurement of conver-

sion of 96 Apache helicopters to the Block II

configuration.

SEC. 114. ACQUISITION STRATEGY FOR TACTICAL
WHEELED VEHICLE PROGRAMS.

(a) ARMY.—If, in carrying out a program for
modernization and recapitalization of the fleet
of tactical wheeled vehicles of the Army, the
Secretary of the Army determines to award a
contract for procurement of a new vehicle class
for the next-generation tactical wheeled vehicle
(other than a contract for modifications, up-
grades, or product improvements to the existing
fleet of vehicles), the Secretary shall award and
erecute the acquisition program under that con-
tract as a joint service program with the Marine
Corps.

(b) MARINE CORPS.—If, in carrying out a pro-
gram for modernization and recapitalization of
the fleet of tactical wheeled vehicles of the Ma-
rine Corps, the Secretary of the Navy determines
to award a contract for procurement of a new
vehicle class for the next-generation tactical
wheeled vehicle (other than a contract for modi-
fications, upgrades, or product improvements to
the existing fleet of vehicles), the Secretary shall
award and execute the acquisition program
under that contract as a joint service program
with the Army.

SEC. 115. LIMITATION ON ARMY MODULAR FORCE
INITIATIVE.

(a) LIMITATION.—From funds available to the
Army for fiscal year 2006, not more than
$3,000,000,000 may be obligated or expended for
acquisition programs for the Army Modular
Force Initiative until the Secretary of the Army
submits to the congressional defense committees
a report described in subsection (b).

(b) REPORT.—A report under subsection (a)
shall set forth the following:

(1) An outline of the full scope of acquisition
programs that are considered part of the Mod-
ular Force Initiative and the acquisition objec-
tives for each such program.

(2) An outline of the funding levels provided
in the fiscal year 2007 Future Years Defense
Program for each program specified under para-
graph (1) and, for each such program, the ade-
quacy of that funding for achieving the acquisi-
tion objectives referred to in paragraph (1).

(3) A detailed accounting of the use of funds
provided for the Modular Force Initiative in
title I of division A of the Emergency Supple-
mental Appropriations Act for Defense, the
Global War on Terrorism, and Tsunami Relief
Act, 2005.

SEC. 116. CONTRACT REQUIREMENT FOR OBJEC-
TIVE INDIVIDUAL COMBAT WEAPON -
INCREMENT 1.

In awarding a contract for procurement of the
Objective Individual Combat Weapon - Incre-
ment 1, the Secretary of the Army shall ensure
that the contractor is selected through a full
and open competition process that allows poten-
tial offerors adequate time to prepare and sub-
mit qualifying proposals.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs

SEC. 121. VIRGINIA-CLASS SUBMARINE PROGRAM.

(a) LIMITATION OF COSTS.—Except as provided
in subsection (b), the total amount obligated or
expended for procurement of the five Virginia-
class submarines designated as SSN-779, SSN-
780, SSN-781, SSN-782, and SSN-783 may not ex-
ceed the following amounts (such amounts being
the estimated total procurement end cost of
those vessels in the fiscal year 2006 budget):

(1) For the SSN-779 submarine, $2,143,700,000.

(2) For the SSN-780 submarine, $2,238,800,000.

(3) For the SSN-781 submarine, $2,402,000,000.

(4) For the SSN-782 submarine, $2,581,300,000.

(5) For the SSN-783 submarine, $2,690,000,000.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF LIMITATION AMOUNTS.—
The Secretary of the Navy may adjust the
amount set forth in subsection (a) for any Vir-
ginia-class submarine specified in that sub-
section by the following:
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(1) The amounts of increases or decreases in
costs attributable to economic inflation after
September 30, 2005.

(2) The amounts of increases or decreases in
costs attributable to compliance with changes in
Federal, State, or local laws enacted after Sep-
tember 30, 2005.

(¢c) NOTICE TO CONGRESS OF PROGRAM
CHANGES.—The Secretary of the Navy shall an-
nually submit to Congress, at the same time as
the budget is submitted under section 1105(a) of
title 31, United States Code, written notice of
any change in any of the amounts set forth in
subsection (a) during the preceding fiscal year
that the Secretary has determined to be associ-
ated with a cost referred to in subsection (b).
SEC. 122. LHA REPLACEMENT AMPHIBIOUS AS-

SAULT SHIP PROGRAM.

(a) LIMITATION OF COSTS.—Except as provided
in subsection (b), the total amount obligated or
erpended for procurement of each ship of the
LHA Replacement (LHA(R)) amphibious assault
ship program may not exceed $2,000,000,000.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF LIMITATION AMOUNT.—
The Secretary of the Navy may adjust the
amount set forth in subsection (a) for the pro-
gram referred to in that subsection by the fol-
lowing:

(1) The amounts of increases or decreases in
costs attributable to economic inflation after
September 30, 2005.

(2) The amounts of increases or decreases in
costs attributable to compliance with changes in
Federal, State, or local laws enacted after Sep-
tember 30, 2005.

(c) WRITTEN NOTICE OF CHANGE IN AMOUNT.—
The Secretary of the Navy shall annually sub-
mit to Congress, at the same time as the budget
is submitted under section 1105(a) of title 31,
United States Code, written mnotice of any
change in the amount set forth in subsection (a)
during the preceding fiscal year that the Sec-
retary has determined to be associated with a
cost referred to in subsection (b).

(d) LIMITATION ON PROCUREMENT FUNDS.—
Funds available to the Navy for Shipbuilding
and Conversion, Navy, may be obligated or ex-
pended for procurement for the LHA Replace-
ment ship program only after the Secretary of
Defense certifies in writing to the congressional
defense committees that—

(1) the Joint Requirements Oversight Council
has approved a detailed Operational Require-
ments Document for the program; and

(2) there exists a stable design for the LHA(R)
class of vessels.

(e) STABLE DESIGN.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the design of a class of vessels shall be con-
sidered to be stable when no substantial change
to the design is anticipated.

SEC. 123. FUTURE MAJOR SURFACE COMBATANT,
DESTROYER TYPE.

(a) LIMITATION OF COSTS.—Ezxcept as provided
in subsection (b), the total amount obligated or
exrpended for procurement of each ship for the
future major surface combatant, destroyer type,
may mnot exceed $1,700,000,000 (such amount
being the estimated total procurement end cost
of that ship in the fiscal year 2006 budget).

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF LIMITATION AMOUNT.—
The Secretary of the Navy may adjust the
amount set forth in subsection (a) for the ship
type referred to in that subsection by the fol-
lowing:

(1) The amounts of increases or decreases in
costs attributable to economic inflation after
September 30, 2005.

(2) The amounts of increases or decreases in
costs attributable to compliance with changes in
Federal, State, or local laws enacted after Sep-
tember 30, 2005.

(c¢) WRITTEN NOTICE OF CHANGE IN AMOUNT.—
The Secretary of the Navy shall annually sub-
mit to Congress, at the same time as the budget
is submitted under section 1105(a) of title 31,
United States Code, written mnotice of any
change in the amount set forth in subsection (a)
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during the preceding fiscal year that the Sec-
retary has determined to be associated with a
cost referred to in subsection (b).

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Of
the amount provided in section 201(2) for Re-
search and Development, Navy, for fiscal year
2006, $700,000,000 is available for technology de-
velopment and demonstration for the ship re-
ferred to in subsection (a).

(e) ACQUISITION PLAN.—In developing the ac-
quisition plan for the future major surface com-
batant, destroyer type, the Secretary shall en-
sure that the resulting acquisition program—

(1) uses technologies from the DD(X) and
CG(X) programs, as well as any other tech-
nology the Secretary considers appropriate;

(2) has an overall capability not less than that
of the Flight IIA version of the Arleigh Burke
(DDG-51) class destroyer; and

(3) would be ready for lead-ship procurement
not later than fiscal year 2011.

SEC. 124. LITTORAL COMBAT SHIP (LCS) PRO-
GRAM.

(a) LIMITATION OF COSTS.—Except as provided
in subsection (b), the total amount obligated or
expended for procurement of each ship for the
Littoral Combat Ship (LCS) program, including
amounts for mission modules, may not exceed
$400,000,000 (such amount being the estimated
total procurement end cost of that ship in the
fiscal year 2006 budget).

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF LIMITATION AMOUNT.—
The Secretary of the Navy may adjust the
amount set forth in subsection (a) for the ships
referred to in that subsection by the following:

(1) The amounts of increases or decreases in
costs attributable to economic inflation after
September 30, 2005.

(2) The amounts of increases or decreases in
costs attributable to compliance with changes in
Federal, State, or local laws enacted after Sep-
tember 30, 2005.

(¢) WRITTEN NOTICE OF CHANGE IN AMOUNT.—
The Secretary of the Navy shall annually sub-
mit to Congress, at the same time as the budget
is submitted under section 1105(a) of title 31,
United States Code, written notice of any
change in the amount set forth in subsection (a)
during the preceding fiscal year that the Sec-
retary has determined to be associated with a
cost referred to in subsection (b).

(d) LIMITATION ON SHIPS AND MISSION MOD-
ULES.—No funds available to the Navy may be
used for the acquisition of Littoral Combat
Ships, or Littoral Combat Ship mission modules
until the Secretary of Defense submits to the
congressional defense committees—

(1) the results of an operational evaluation of
the first four Littoral Combat Ships conducted
by the Director of Operational Test and Evalua-
tion Force of the Department of Defense; and

(2) the Secretary’s certification in writing that
there exists a stable design for the Littoral Com-
bat Ship class of vessels.

(e) STABLE DESIGN.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the design of a class of vessels shall be con-
sidered to be stable when no substantial change
to the design is anticipated.

SEC. 125. AUTHORIZATION OF TWO ADDITIONAL
ARLEIGH BURKE CLASS DESTROY-
ERS.

Of the amount provided in section 102(a)(4)
for Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy, for fis-
cal year 2006, the amount of $2,500,000,000 is
available for construction of two additional
Arleigh Burke class destroyers, to be constructed
under a single contract which shall be competi-
tively awarded.

SEC. 126. REFUELING AND COMPLEX OVERHAUL
OF THE U.S.S. CARL VINSON.

(a) AMOUNT AUTHORIZED FROM SCN Ac-
COUNT.—Of the amount authorized to be appro-
priated by section 102(a)(4), for fiscal year 2006,
31,493,563,000 is available for the commencement
of the nuclear refueling and complex overhaul
of the U.S.S. Carl Vinson (CVN-70). The
amount made available in the preceding sen-
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tence is the first increment in the incremental

funding planned for the nuclear refueling and

complex overhaul of that vessel.

(b) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of
the Navy may enter into a contract during fiscal
year 2006 for the nuclear refueling and complex
overhaul of the U.S.S. Carl Vinson.

(c) CONDITION FOR OUT-YEAR CONTRACT PAY-
MENTS.—A contract entered into wunder sub-
section (b) shall provide that any obligation of
the United States to make a payment under the
contract for a fiscal year after fiscal year 2006
is subject to the availability of appropriations
for that purpose for that later fiscal year.

SEC. 127. REPORT ON PROPULSION SYSTEM AL-
TERNATIVES FOR SURFACE COMBAT-
ANTS.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—The Secretary of the
Navy shall submit to the congressional defense
committees a report on the results of the study
directed by the Chief of Naval Operations and
in progress in mid-2005 on alternative propul-
sion methods for surface combatant vessels of
the Navy. The report shall be submitted not
later than the date of the President’s submission
of the budget of the United States Government
for fiscal year 2007.

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The report of
the Secretary of the Navy under subsection (a)
shall include the following:

(1) The objectives and scope of the study re-
ferred to in subsection (a) and the timeframes
for analysis under the study and the key as-
sumptions used in carrying out the study.

(2) The methodology and analysis techniques
used to conduct the study.

(3) A description of current and future tech-
nology relating to propulsion that has been in-
corporated in recently-designed surface combat-
ants or is expected to be available within the
next 10-to-20 years.

(4) The propulsion alternatives for surface
combatants considered under the study and the
analysis and evaluation under the study of each
of those alternatives from an operational and
cost-effectiveness standpoint.

(5) The conclusions and recommendations of
the study, including those conclusions and rec-
ommendations that could impact the design of
future ships or lead to modifications of existing
ships.

(6) The Secretary’s intended actions and time-
frames for implementation, if any, of the find-
ings and conclusions of the study.

SEC. 128. AIRCRAFT CARRIER FORCE STRUCTURE.

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR 12 OPERATIONAL AIR-
CRAFT CARRIERS WITHIN THE NAVY.—Section
5062 of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed—

(1) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) as
subsections (c) and (d), respectively; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection (b):

‘“(b) The maval combat forces of the Navy
shall include not less than 12 operational air-
craft carriers. For purposes of this subsection,
an operational aircraft carrier includes an air-
craft carrier that is temporarily unavailable for
worldwide deployment due to routine or sched-
uled maintenance or repair.’’.

(b) U.S.S. JOHN F. KENNEDY.—

(1) FULLY MISSION CAPABLE STATUS.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall take all necessary ac-
tions to ensure that the U.S.S. John F. Kennedy
(CVN-67) is maintained in a fully mission capa-
ble status.

(2) MAINTENANCE.—From the amounts pro-
vided under section 301 for operation and main-
tenance of the Navy for fiscal year 2006,
$60,000,000 is authorized for the operation and
routine maintenance of the U.S.S. John F. Ken-
nedy.

SEC. 129. CONTINGENT TRANSFER OF ADDI-
TIONAL FUNDS FOR CVN-21 CARRIER
REPLACEMENT PROGRAM.

If the Director of Program Analysis and Eval-
uation of the Office of the Secretary of Defense
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certifies to Congress that an additional amount
of $86,700,000 for fiscal year 2006 for advance
procurement for the CVN-21 Carrier Replace-
ment Program would allow construction of the
CVN-21 vessel to begin in fiscal year 2007, then
upon  such certification the amount of
$86,700,000 shall be transferred from amounts
available for fiscal year 2006 for Defense-wide
Operation and Maintenance, to be derived from
amounts for Defense-wide Advisory and Assist-
ance Services, to amounts available for fiscal
year 2006 for Shipbuilding and Conversion,
Navy, to be available for advance procurement
for the CVN-21 Carrier Replacement Program.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs

SEC. 131. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY
FOR C-17 AIRCRAFT.

The Secretary of the Air Force may, in ac-
cordance with section 2306b of title 10, United
States Code, enter into a multiyear contract, be-
ginning with the fiscal year 2006 program year,
for procurement of up to 42 additional C-17 air-
craft.

Subtitle E—Joint and Multiservice Matters
SEC. 141. REQUIREMENT THAT ALL TACTICAL UN-

MANNED AERIAL VEHICLES USE
SPECIFIED STANDARD DATA LINK.

(a) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary of Defense
shall take such steps as necessary to ensure that
all tactical unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVS) of
the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force
are equipped and configured so that—

(1) the data link used by those vehicles is the
Department of Defense standard tactical un-
manned aerial vehicle data link known as the
Tactical Common Data Link (TCDL), until such
time as the Tactical Common Data Link stand-
ard is replaced by an updated standard for use
by those vehicles; and

(2) those vehicles use data formats consistent
with the architectural standard for tactical un-
manned aerial vehicles known as STANAG 4586,
developed to facilitate multinational interoper-
ability among NATO member nations.

(b) FUNDING LIMITATION.—After December 1,
2006, no funds available to the Department of
Defense may be used to equip a tactical un-
manned aerial vehicle with data links other
than as required by subsection (a)(1).

(c) REPORT.—Not later than February 1, 2006,
the Secretary of each military department shall
submit to Congress a report on the status of
compliance by all tactical unmanned aerial ve-
hicles under the jurisdiction of the Secretary
with subsection (a).

SEC. 142. LIMITATION ON INITIATION OF NEW UN-
MANNED AERIAL VEHICLE SYSTEMS.

(a) LIMITATION.—Funds available to the De-
partment of Defense may not be used to procure
an unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) system, in-
cluding any air vehicle, data link, ground sta-
tion, sensor, or other associated equipment for
any such system, or to modify any such system
to include any form of armament, unless such
procurement or modification is authorized in
writing in advance by the Under Secretary of
Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis-
tics.

(b) EXCEPTION FOR EXISTING SYSTEMS.—The
limitation in subsection (a) does not apply with
respect to an unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV)
system for which funds have been appropriated
for procurement before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations.
Sec. 202. Amount for defense science and tech-
nology.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations
Sec. 211. Annual Comptroller General report on
Future Combat Systems program.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Sec. 212. Objective requirements for non-line-of-
sight cannon system mot to be di-
minished to meet weight require-
ments.

Independent analysis of Future Com-
bat Systems manned ground vehi-
cle transportability requirement.

Amounts for Armored Systems Mod-
ernization program.

Limitation on systems development
and demonstration of manned
ground wvehicles under Armored
Systems Modernization program.

Testing of Internet Protocol version 6
by Naval Research Laboratory.

Program to design and develop next-
generation nuclear submarine.

Extension of requirements relating to
management responsibility  for
naval mine countermeasures pro-
grams.

Single joint requirement for heavy lift
rotorcraft.

Requirements for development of tac-
tical radio communications Sys-
tems.

Limitation on systems development
and demonstration of Personnel
Recovery Vehicle.

Separate program element required for
each significant research, devel-
opment, test, and evaluation
project.

Small Business Innovation Research
Phase III Acceleration Pilot Pro-
gram.

Revised requirements relating to sub-
mission of Joint Warfighting
Science and Technology Plan.

Shipbuilding Industrial Base Improve-
ment Program for development of
innovative  shipbuilding  tech-
nologies, processes, and facilities.

Renewal of University National
Oceanographic Laboratory Sys-
tem fleet.

Limitation on VXX helicopter pro-
gram.

Subtitle C—Missile Defense Programs

231. Report on capabilities and costs for
operational boost/ascent-phase
missile defense systems.

232. Required flight-intercept test of bal-
listic missile defense groundbased
midcourse system.

Sec. 213.

Sec. 214.

Sec. 215.

Sec. 216.

Sec. 217.

Sec. 218.

Sec. 219.

Sec. 220.

Sec. 221.

Sec. 222.

Sec. 223.

Sec. 224.

Sec. 225.

Sec. 226.

Sec. 227.

Sec.

Sec.

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2006 for the use of the De-
partment of Defense for research, development,
test, and evaluation as follows:

(1) For the Army, $9,777,372,000.

(2) For the Navy, $18,022,140,000.

(3) For the Air Force, $22,408,212,000.

(4) For Defense-wide activities, $19,261,263,000,
of which $168,458,000 is authorized for the Direc-
tor of Operational Test and Evaluation.

SEC. 202. AMOUNT FOR DEFENSE SCIENCE AND
TECHNOLOGY.

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2006.—Of the amounts au-
thorized to be appropriated by section 201,
311,418,146,000 shall be available for the Defense
Science and Technology Program, including
basic research, applied research, and advanced
technology development projects.

(b) BASIC RESEARCH, APPLIED RESEARCH, AND
ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT DE-
FINED.—For purposes of this section, the term
“basic research, applied research, and advanced
technology development’ means work funded in
program elements for defense research and de-
velopment under Department of Defense cat-
egory 6.1, 6.2, or 6.3.
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Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations
SEC. 211. ANNUAL COMPTROLLER GENERAL RE-
PORT ON FUTURE COMBAT SYSTEMS
PROGRAM.

(a) ANNUAL GAO REVIEW.—The Comptroller
General shall conduct an annual review of the
Future Combat Systems program and shall, not
later than March 15 of each year, submit to
Congress a report on the results of the most re-
cent review. With each such report, the Comp-
troller General shall submit a certification as to
whether the Comptroller General has had access
to sufficient information to enable the Comp-
troller General to make informed judgments on
the matters covered by the report.

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—Each report
on the Future Combat Systems program under
subsection (a) shall include the following with
respect to research and development under the
program:

(1) The extent to which systems development
and demonstration under the program is meet-
ing established goals, including the goals estab-
lished for performance, key performance param-
eters, technology readiness levels, cost, and
schedule.

(2) The budget for the current fiscal year, and
the projected budget for the next fiscal year, for
all Department of Defense programs directly
supporting the Future Combat Systems program
and an evaluation of the contribution each such
program makes to meeting the goals established
for performance, key performance parameters,
and technology readiness levels of the Future
Combat Systems program.

(3) The plan for such systems development
and demonstration (leading to production) for
the fiscal year that begins in the year in which
the report is submitted.

(4) The Comptroller General’s conclusion re-
garding whether such systems development and
demonstration (leading to production) is likely
to be completed at a total cost not in excess of
the amount specified (or to be specified) for such
purpose in the Selected Acquisition report for
the Future Combat Systems program under sec-
tion 2432 of title 10, United States Code, for the
first quarter of the fiscal year during which the
report of the Comptroller General is submitted.

(c) TERMINATION.—No report is required under
this section after systems development and dem-
onstration under the Future Combat Systems
program is completed.

SEC. 212. OBJECTIVE REQUIREMENTS FOR NON-
LINE-OF-SIGHT CANNON SYSTEM
NOT TO BE DIMINISHED TO MEET
WEIGHT REQUIREMENTS.

In carrying out the program required by sec-
tion 216 of the Bob Stump National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2003 (Public Law
107-314; 116 Stat. 2482) to provide the Army with
a non-line-of-sight cannon capability, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall ensure that the objective
requirements set forth in Appendix C of the
Operational Requirements Document for the Fu-
ture Combat Systems, dated April 14, 2003, are
not reduced or diminished in order to achieve
the weight requirements in existence as of April
14, 2003.

SEC. 213. INDEPENDENT ANALYSIS OF FUTURE
COMBAT SYSTEMS MANNED GROUND
VEHICLE TRANSPORTABILITY RE-
QUIREMENT.

(a) ANALYSIS REQUIRED.—The Secretary of
Defense shall ensure that an independent anal-
ysis is carried out with respect to the transport-
ability requirement for the manned ground vehi-
cles under the Future Combat Systems program.
The purpose of the analysis shall be to deter-
mine whether—

(1) the requirement can be supported by the
projected extended planning period inter-theater
and intra-theater airlift force structure;

(2) the requirement is justified by any likely
deployment scenario envisioned by current oper-
ational plans;

(3) mature technologies have been dem-
onstrated that allow the requirement to be met
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while demonstrating at least equal lethality and

survivability compared with the manned ground

vehicles intended to be replaced by such manned
ground vehicles; and

(4) the projected unit procurement cost war-
rants the investment required to deploy such
manned ground vehicles.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than February 1, 2006,
the Secretary shall submit to the congressional
defense committees a report on the results of the
analysis required by subsection (a).

SEC. 214. AMOUNTS FOR ARMORED SYSTEMS
MODERNIZATION PROGRAM.

Of the amounts appropriated or otherwise
made available pursuant to the authorication of
appropriations in section 201 for the Armored
Systems Modernization program—

(1) $100,000,000 may be made available for
manned ground vehicles in advanced component
development and prototypes;

(2) $2,322,197,000 may be made available for
future combat systems common operating envi-
ronment in systems development and demonstra-
tion;

(3) $47,203,000 may be made available for re-
connaissance platforms and sensors in advanced
component development and prototypes;

(4) $58,130,000 may be made available for re-
connaissance platforms and sensors in advanced
technology development;

(5) 32,504,000 may be made available for unat-
tended sensors in advanced component develop-
ment and prototypes; and

(6) $86,445,000 may be made available for
robotic ground systems in advanced component
development and prototypes.

SEC. 215. LIMITATION ON SYSTEMS DEVELOP-
MENT AND DEMONSTRATION OF
MANNED GROUND VEHICLES UNDER
ARMORED SYSTEMS MODERNIZA-
TION PROGRAM.

Of the amounts appropriated or otherwise
made available pursuant to the authorization of
appropriations in section 201 for the Armored
Systems Modernization program, no funds may
be obligated for systems development and dem-
onstration of manned ground vehicles until the
objective requirements for those vehicles with re-
spect to lethality and survivability have been
met and demonstrated in a relevant environment
to be at least equal to the lethality and surviv-
ability for the manned ground vehicles to be re-
placed by those vehicles.

SEC. 216. TESTING OF INTERNET PROTOCOL
VERSION 6 BY NAVAL RESEARCH
LABORATORY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 331 of the Ronald
W. Reagan National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2005 (Public Law 108—375; 118
Stat. 1850) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub-
section (e);

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(d) TESTING AND EVALUATION BY NAVAL RE-
SEARCH LABORATORY.—In each of fiscal years
2006 through 2008, the Secretary of Defense shall
carry out subsection (c) through the Naval Re-
search Laboratory.”’; and

(3) in subsection (e) (as so redesignated) by
adding at the end the following new paragraph:

‘““(3) For each of fiscal years 2006 through
2008, the Secretary of Defense shall, not later
than the end of that fiscal year, submit to the
congressional defense committees a report on the
testing and evaluation carried out pursuant to
subsection (d).”’.

(b) FUNDING.—Of the amount authorized to be
appropriated by section 201(2), $10,000,000 shall
be available in program element 63727D8Z only
to carry out section 331 of the Ronald W.
Reagan National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2005.

SEC. 217. PROGRAM TO DESIGN AND DEVELOP
NEXT-GENERATION NUCLEAR SUB-
MARINE.

(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.—The Secretary of
the Navy shall carry out a program to design
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and develop a class of nuclear submarines that
will serve as a successor to the Virginia class of
nuclear submarines.

(b) OBJECTIVE.—The objective of the program
required by subsection (a) is to develop, for pro-
curement beginning with fiscal year 2014, a nu-
clear submarine that meets or exceeds the
warfighting capability of a submarine of the
Virginia class at a cost dramatically lower than
the cost of a submavrine of the Virginia class.

(¢) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Navy
shall include, with the defense budget justifica-
tion materials submitted in support of the Presi-
dent’s budget for fiscal year 2007 submitted to
Congress under section 1105 of title 31, United
States Code, a report on the program required
by subsection (a).

(2) CONTENTS.—The report shall include—

(4) an outline of the management approach to
be used in carrying out the program;

(B) the goals for the program; and

(C) a schedule for the program.

SEC. 218. EXTENSION OF REQUIREMENTS RELAT-
ING TO MANAGEMENT RESPONSI-
BILITY FOR NAVAL MINE COUNTER-
MEASURES PROGRAMS.

Section 216 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 (Pub-
lic Law 102-190; 105 Stat. 1317), as most recently
amended by section 212 of the Bob Stump Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2003 (Public Law 107-314; 116 Stat. 2480), is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘2008’ and
inserting ‘‘2011°’;

(2) in subsection (b)(1) by inserting after ‘‘Sec-
retary of Defense’’ the following: ‘‘, and the
Secretary of Defense has forwarded to the con-
gressional defense committees,’’;

(3) in subsection (b)(2) by inserting before the
semicolon at the end the following: ‘“‘and, in so
certifying, shall ensure that the budget meets
the requirements of section 2437 of title 10,
United States Code’’; and

(4) by striking subsection (c) and inserting the
following new subsection (c):

“(c) NOTIFICATION OF CERTAIN PROPOSED
CHANGES.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—With respect to a fiscal
year, the Secretary may mnot carry out any
change to the naval mine countermeasures mas-
ter plan or the budget resources for mine coun-
termeasures with respect to that fiscal year until
after the Under Secretary of Defense for Acqui-
sition, Technology, and Logistics submits to the
congressional defense committees a notification
of the proposed change. Such notification shall
describe the nature of the proposed change and
the effect of the proposed change on the naval
mine countermeasures program or related pro-
grams with respect to that fiscal year.

‘““(2) EXCEPTION.—Paragraph (1) does mnot
apply to a change if both—

“(A) the amount of the change is below the
applicable reprogramming threshold; and

““(B) the effect of the change does not affect
the validity of the decision to certify.”’.

SEC. 219. SINGLE JOINT REQUIREMENT FOR
HEAVY LIFT ROTORCRAFT.

(a) JOINT REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary of
the Army and the Secretary of the Navy shall
develop a single joint requirement for a next-
generation heavy lift rotorcraft for the Army
and the Marine Corps.

(b) APPROVAL BY JROC REQUIRED.—The Sec-
retary of Defense may not authorize a new pro-
gram start for the next-generation heavy lift
rotocraft until the single joint requirement re-
quired by subsection (a) has been approved by
the Joint Requirements Oversight Council.

SEC. 220. REQUIREMENTS FOR DEVELOPMENT OF
TACTICAL RADIO COMMUNICATIONS
SYSTEMS.

(a) INTERIM TACTICAL RADIO COMMUNICA-
TIONS.—The Secretary of Defense shall—

(1) assess the immediate requirements of the
military departments for tactical radio commu-
nications systems; and
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(2) ensure that the military departments rap-
idly acquire tactical radio communications sys-
tems utilizing existing technology or mature sys-
tems readily available in the commercial market-
place.

(b) JOINT TACTICAL RADIO SYSTEM.—

(1) MILESTONE B.—The Secretary of Defense
shall apply Department of Defense Instruction
5000.2 to the Joint Tactical Radio System in a
manner that does not permit the Milestone B en-
trance requirements to be waived.

(2) MANAGEMENT OF FUNDS.—The head of the
single joint program office designated under sec-
tion 213 of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2004 (Public Law 108-136;
117 Stat. 1416) shall manage and control all re-
search and development funds for the entire
Joint Tactical Radio System, including all wave-
form development.

(c) REPORT ON IMPLEMENTATION REQUIRED.—
Not later than February 14, 2006, the Secretary
of Defense shall submit to the Committee on
Armed Services of the Senate and the Committee
on Armed Services of the House of Representa-
tives a report on the implementation of this sec-
tion.

SEC. 221. LIMITATION ON SYSTEMS DEVELOP-
MENT AND DEMONSTRATION OF
PERSONNEL RECOVERY VEHICLE.

None of the amounts made available pursuant
to the authorization of appropriations in section
201 for systems development and demonstration
of the Personnel Recovery Vehicle may be obli-
gated until 30 days after the Secretary of De-
fense submits to the congressional defense com-
mittees each of the following:

(1) The Secretary’s certification that the re-
quirements and schedule for the Personnel Re-
covery Vehicle have been validated by the
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition,
Technology, and Logistics.

(2) The Secretary’s certification that all tech-
nologies required to meet the requirements (as
validated under paragraph (1)) for the Per-
sonnel Recovery Vehicle are mature and dem-
onstrated in a relevant environment.

(3) The Secretary’s certification that no other
aircraft, and mo other modification of an air-
craft, in the inventory of the Department of De-
fense can meet the requirements (as validated
under paragraph (1)) for the Personnel Recov-
ery Vehicle.

(4) A statement setting forth the independent
cost estimate and manpower estimate (as re-
quired by section 2434 of title 10, United States
Code) for the Personnel Recovery Vehicle.

SEC. 222. SEPARATE PROGRAM ELEMENT RE-
QUIRED FOR EACH SIGNIFICANT RE-
SEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND
EVALUATION PROJECT.

(a) PROGRAM ELEMENTS SPECIFIED.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall ensure that a project is
assigned a separate, dedicated program element
if—

(1) the project is carried out or proposed to be
carried out using amounts for research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation activities; and

(2) the estimated expenditures and proposed
appropriations for that project in the future-
years defense program are $100,000,000 or more.

(b) DISPLAY IN BUDGET JUSTIFICATION MATE-
RIALS.—In the budget justification materials
submitted to Congress in support of the Depart-
ment of Defense budget for any fiscal year (as
submitted with the budget of the President
under section 1105(a) of title 31, United States
Code), the amount requested for research, devel-
opment, test, and evaluation activities shall be
set forth in a manner that complies with sub-
section (a).

(c) NOT APPLICABLE TO MISSILE DEFENSE.—
This section does not apply to the Missile De-
fense Agency.

SEC. 223. SMALL BUSINESS INNOVATION RE-
SEARCH PHASE III ACCELERATION
PILOT PROGRAM.

(a) PILOT PROGRAM TO EXPAND ROLE OF
SMALL BUSINESS CONCERNS IN DEFENSE ACQUISI-
TION.—
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(1) PILOT PROGRAM.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall designate the Secretary of a military
department to carry out a pilot program, to be
known as the ‘“Small Business Innovation Re-
search Phase III Acceleration Pilot Program’ to
expand the role of small business concerns in
the defense acquisition process by designating
certain Department of Defense research or re-
search and development projects for accelerated
transition under the Small Business Innovation
Research Program (in this section referred to as
the SBIR program), as defined in section 9(e)(4)
of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 638(e)(4)).

(2) ACCELERATED TRANSITION.—In this section,
the term ‘“‘accelerated transition’ means the ex-
peditious transfer under existing authority from
the second phase of the SBIR program (as de-
scribed in section 9(e)(4)(B) of the Small Busi-
ness Act (15 U.S.C. 638(e)(4)(B))) to the third
phase, in which applications of research or re-
search and development projects are funded (as
described in section 9(e)(4)(C)(i) of such Act).

(b) DESIGNATION OF PROJECTS FOR ACCELER-
ATED TRANSITION.—For each of fiscal years 2006
through 2008, the Secretary designated under
subsection (a)(1) shall designate for accelerated
transition under the pilot program under this
section at least 10 research or research and de-
velopment projects for which funds have been
provided by that Secretary through a second
phase award under the SBIR program.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than September 30,
2008, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a report
which contains the following:

(1) The name of each research or research and
development project designated for accelerated
transition under subsection (b).

(2) The rationale behind the selection of each
such project.

(3) A recommendation as to whether the pilot
program under this section should be extended.

(d) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term ‘‘re-
search’ or ‘‘research and development’’ has the
same meaning as in section 9(e)(5) of the Small
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 638(e)(5)).

SEC. 224. REVISED REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO
OF

SUBMISSION JOINT
WARFIGHTING SCIENCE AND TECH-
NOLOGY PLAN.

(a) BIENNIAL SUBMITTAL.—Section 270 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1997 (Public Law 104-201; 10 U.S.C. 2501
note) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘awal’’ jn the section heading
and inserting ‘‘biennial”’ - gnd

(2) by striking ‘‘(a) ANNUAL PLAN RE-
QUIRED.—On March 1 of each year’ and insert-
ing ‘““Not later than March 1 of each even-num-
bered year,”.

(b) REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR INCLUSION
OF TECHNOLOGY AREA REVIEW AND ASSESSMENT
SUMMARIES.—Subsection (b) of such section is
repealed.
SEC. 225. SHIPBUILDING INDUSTRIAL BASE IM-

PROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR DEVEL-

OPMENT OF INNOVATIVE SHIP-

BUILDING TECHNOLOGIES, PROC-

ESSES, AND FACILITIES.

(a) PROGRAM FOR UNITED STATES PRIVATE
SHIPYARDS.—The Secretary of the Navy shall es-
tablish a program under which the Secretary
shall provide funds, in such amounts as are
made available to carry out this program—

(1) to qualified applicants to facilitate the de-
velopment of innovative design and production
technologies and processes for naval vessels and
the development of modernized shipbuilding in-
frastructure; and

(2) to private shipyards to facilitate their ac-
quisition of such technologies, processes, and in-
frastructure.

(b) PURPOSES OF PROGRAM.—The purposes of
the program referred to in subsection (a) are—

(1) to improve the efficiency and cost-effec-
tiveness of the construction of naval vessels for
the United States;

(2) to enhance the quality of naval vessel con-
struction; and
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(3) to promote the international competitive-
ness of United States shipyards for the construc-
tion of commercial ships and naval ships in-
tended for sale to foreign governments.

(c) APPLICATION FOR DEVELOPMENT FUND-
ING.—An entity requesting assistance under the
program referred to in subsection (a) to develop
new design or production technologies or proc-
esses for maval vessels or to improve Ship-
building infrastructure shall submit to the Sec-
retary of the Navy an application that describes
the proposal of the entity and provides evidence
of its capability to develop one or more of the
following:

(1) Numerically controlled machine tools, ro-
bots, automated process control equipment, com-
puterized flexible manufacturing systems, asso-
ciated computer software, and other technology
designed to improve shipbuilding and related in-
dustrial productivity.

(2) Novel techniques and processes designed to
improve shipbuilding quality, productivity, and
practice on a broad and sustained basis, includ-
ing in such areas as engineering design, quality
assurance, concurrent engineering, continuous
process production technology, employee skills
enhancement, and management of customers
and suppliers.

(3) Technology, techniques, and processes ap-
propriate to enhancing the productivity of ship-
yard infrastructure.

(d) SELECTION OF PARTICIPATING ENTITIES.—
Using the applications submitted under sub-
section (c), the Secretary of the Navy shall se-
lect entities to receive funds under subsection
(a)(1) based on their ability to research and de-
velop innovative technologies, processes, and in-
frastructure to alleviate areas of shipyard con-
struction inefficiencies discovered under the as-
sessment described in subsection (f).

(e) SHIPYARD USE OF DEVELOPED TECH-
NOLOGIES, PROCESSES, AND INFRASTRUCTURE.—
Upon making a determination that a tech-
nology, process, or infrastructure improvement
developed using funds provided under sub-
section (a)(1) will improve the productivity and
cost-effectiveness of maval vessel construction,
the Secretary of the Navy may provide funds
under subsection (a)(2) to a shipyard to facili-
tate the purchase of such technology, process,
or infrastructure improvement.

(f) ASSESSMENTS OF NAVAL VESSEL CONSTRUC-
TION INEFFICIENCIES.—

(1) PERIODIC ASSESSMENTS REQUIRED.—The
Secretary of the Navy shall conduct, in the
third quarter of each fiscal year or as often as
necessary, an assessment of the following as-
pects of naval vessel construction to determine
where and to what extent inefficiencies exist
and to what extent innovative design and pro-
duction technologies, processes, and infrastruc-
ture can be developed to alleviate such ineffi-
ciencies:

(4) Program design, engineering, and produc-
tion engineering.

(B) Organization and operating systems.

(C) Steelwork production.

(D) Ship construction and outfitting.

(2) RELATION TO INDEPENDENT NAVY SHIP CON-
STRUCTION ASSESSMENT.—The assessments re-
quired by paragraph (1) shall occur subsequent
to, and take into consideration the results of,
the study of the cost effectiveness of the ship
construction program of the Navy required by
section 1014 of the Ronald W. Reagan National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005
(Public Law 108-375; 118 Stat. 2041).

(9) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Of the amount
authorized to be appropriated pursuant to sec-
tion 201(2) for research, development, test, and
evaluation for the Navy, $100,000,000 shall be
available to the Secretary of the Navy only to
provide assistance under this section.

(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term “‘shipyard’ means a private ship-
yard located in the United States whose busi-
ness includes the construction, repair, and
maintenance of United States naval vessels.
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(2) The term ‘“‘vessel’”’ has the meaning given
such term in title 1, United States Code.

SEC. 226. RENEWAL OF UNIVERSITY NATIONAL
OCEANOGRAPHIC LABORATORY SYS-
TEM FLEET.

(a) PROGRAM PLAN.—The Secretary of the
Navy shall develop a plan for a program to
renew the University National Oceanographic
Laboratory System (UNOLS) fleet. The Sec-
retary shall include in the plan provisions for
the construction of up to four Ocean-class ships.

(b) FUNDING FOR PRELIMINARY DESIGN AND
FEASIBILITY STUDIES.—Of the amount provided
in section 201 for fiscal year 2006 for the Navy,
$4,000,000 is available, through Program Ele-
ment PE 63564N (Ship Preliminary Design and
Feasibility Studies), to conduct feasibility as-
sessments and initiate design of the first Ocean-
class ship that would be constructed under the
program referred to in subsection (a).

SEC. 227. LIMITATION ON VXX HELICOPTER PRO-
GRAM.

No funds available to the Department of De-
fense for research, development, test, and eval-
uation, or for procurement, may be obligated for
acquisition of pilot production helicopters for
the VXX helicopter program until the Secretary
of the Navy certifies to the congressional de-
fense committees that the results of tests con-
ducted by the fleet of test article helicopters for
the VXX program demonstrate that VXX heli-
copters in the VXX mission configuration can be
produced without significant further design
modification.

Subtitle C—Missile Defense Programs
SEC. 231. REPORT ON CAPABILITIES AND COSTS
FOR OPERATIONAL BOOST/ASCENT-
PHASE MISSILE DEFENSE SYSTEMS.

(a) SECRETARY OF DEFENSE ASSESSMENT.—The
Secretary of Defense shall conduct an assess-
ment of the United States missile defense pro-
grams that are designed to provide capability
against threat ballistic missiles in the boost/as-
cent phase of flight.

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the assessment
shall be to compare and contrast—

(1) capabilities of those programs (if oper-
ational) to defeat, while in the boost/ascent
phase of flight, ballistic missiles launched from
North Korea or a location in the Middle East
against the continental United States, Alaska,
or Hawaii; and

(2) asset requirements and costs for those pro-
grams to become operational with the capabili-
ties referred to in paragraph (1).

(c) REPORT.—Not later than October 1, 2006,
the Secretary shall submit to Congress a report
providing the results of the assessment.

SEC. 232. REQUIRED FLIGHT-INTERCEPT TEST OF

BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE
GROUNDBASED MIDCOURSE SYS-
TEM.

Of the amount provided for the Missile De-
fense Agency in section 201(4) for defense-wide
research, development, test, and evaluation, the
amount of $100,000,000, in addition to amounts
otherwise available for the Ballistic Missile De-
fense Midcourse Defense Segment, shall be pro-
vided to conduct one flight-intercept test of the
Ballistic Missile Defense Groundbased Mid-
course system in addition to the flight tests
planned for that system as of the submission of
the President’s budget for fiscal year 2006. The
interceptor for such additional flight-intercept
test shall be launched from an operational silo,
and the test shall be conducted as soon as prac-
ticable.

TITLE III—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 301. Operation and maintenance funding.
Sec. 302. Working capital funds.

Sec. 303. Other Department of Defense pro-
grams.
Subtitle B—Environmental Provisions
Sec. 311. Revision of required content of envi-
ronmental quality annual report.
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Sec. 312. Pilot project on compatible use buffers
on real property bordering Fort
Carson, Colorado.

Sec. 313. Repeal of Air Force report on military
installation encroachment issues.

Sec. 314. Payment of certain private cleanup
costs in connection with Defense
Environmental Restoration Pro-
gram.

Subtitle C—Workplace and Depot Issues

Sec. 321. Proceeds from cooperative activities
with non-Army entities.

Sec. 322. Public-private competition.

Sec. 323. Public-private competition pilot pro-
gram.

Sec. 324. Sense of Congress on equitable legal
standing for civilian employees.

Subtitle D—Extension of Program Authorities

Sec. 331. Extension of authority to provide lo-
gistics support and services for
weapons systems contractors.

Sec. 332. Extension and revision of temporary
authority for contractor perform-
ance of security guard functions.

Subtitle E—Utah Test and Training Range

Sec. 341. Definitions.

Sec. 342. Military operations and overflights,
Utah Test and Training Range.

Planning process for Federal lands in
Utah Test and Training Range.

Designation and management of Cedar
Mountain Wilderness, Utah.

Identification of additional Bureau of
Land Management land in Utah
as trust land for Skull Valley
Band of Goshutes.

Relation to other lands and laws.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

Codification and revision of limitation
on modification of major items of
equipment scheduled for retire-
ment or disposal.

Limitation on purchase of investment
items with operation and mainte-
nance funds.

Provision of Department of Defense
support for certain paralympic
sporting events.

Development and explanation of budg-
et models for base operations sup-
port, sustainment, and facilities
recapitalization.

Report on Department of Army pro-
grams for prepositioning of equip-
ment and other materiel.

Report regarding effect on military
readiness of undocumented immi-
grants trespassing upon oper-
ational ranges.

Congressional notification require-
ments regarding placement of lig-
uefied natural gas facilities, pipe-
lines, and related structures on
defense lands.

Report regarding army and air force
exchange system management of
army lodging.

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

SEC. 301. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE FUND-

ING.

Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2006 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agencies
of the Department of Defense for expenses, not
otherwise provided for, for operation and main-
tenance, in amounts as follows:

(1) For the Army, $24,383,873,000.

(2) For the Navy, $30,312,736,000.

(3) For the Marine Corps, $3,631,277,000.

(4) For the Air Force, $30,559,135,000.

(5) For Defense-wide activities, $18,375,781,000.

(6) For the Army Reserve, $1,998,282,000.

(7) For the Naval Reserve, $1,245,695,000.

(8 For the Marine Corps Reserve,
$207,434,000.

Sec. 343.

Sec. 344.
Sec. 345.

Sec. 346.

Sec. 351.

Sec. 352.

Sec. 353.

Sec. 354.

Sec. 355.

Sec. 356.

Sec. 357.

Sec. 358.
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(9) For the Air Force Reserve, $2,501,686,000.

(10) For the Army National Guard,
$4,521,119,000.
(11) For the Air National Guard,

$4,727,091,000.

(12) For the United States Court of Appeals
for the Armed Forces, $11,236,000.

(13) For Environmental Restoration, Army,
$407,865,000.

(14) For Environmental Restoration, Navy,
$305,275,000.

(15) For Environmental
Force, $406,461,000.

(16) For Environmental Restoration, Defense-
wide, $28,167,000.

(17) For Environmental Restoration, Formerly
Used Defense Sites, $221,921,000.

(18) For Overseas Humanitarian, Disaster,
and Civic Aid programs, $61,546,000.

(19) For Cooperative Threat Reduction pro-
grams, $415,549,000.

(20) For the Overseas Contingency Operations
Transfer Fund, $20,000,000.

SEC. 302. WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS.

Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2006 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agencies
of the Department of Defense for providing cap-
ital for working capital and revolving funds in
amounts as follows:

(1) For the Defense Working Capital Funds,
$316,340,000.

(2) For the National Defense Sealift Fund,
$1,697,023,000.

(3) For the Defense Working Capital Fund,
Defense Commissary, $1,155,000,000.

SEC. 303. OTHER DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PRO-
GRAMS.

(a) DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM.—Funds are
hereby authorized to be appropriated for the De-
partment of Defense for fiscal year 2006 for ex-
penses, not otherwise provided for, for the De-
fense Health Program, in the amount of
$19,756,194,000, of which—

(1) $19,204,219,000 is for Operation and Main-
tenance;

(2) 3176,656,000 is for Research, Development,
Test, and Evaluation; and

(3) $375,319,000 is for Procurement.

(b) CHEMICAL AGENTS AND MUNITIONS DE-
STRUCTION, DEFENSE.—

(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated
for the Department of Defense for fiscal year
2006 for expenses, not otherwise provided for, for
Chemical Agents and Munitions Destruction,
Defense, in the amount of $1,405,827,000, of
which—

(A) 81,241,514,000 is for Operation and Main-
tenance;

(B) $116,527,000 is for Research, Development,
Test, and Evaluation; and

(C) $47,786,000 is for Procurement.

(2) USE.—Amounts authoriced to be appro-
priated under paragraph (1) are authoriced
for—

(A) 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

(B) the destruction of chemical warfare mate-
riel of the United States that is not covered by
section 1412 of such Act.

(c) DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER-DRUG
ACTIVITIES, DEFENSE-WIDE.—Funds are hereby
authorized to be appropriated for the Depart-
ment of Defense for fiscal year 2006 for ex-
penses, not otherwise provided for, for Drug
Interdiction and Counter-Drug Activities, De-
fense-wide, in the amount of $895,741,000.

(d) DEFENSE INSPECTOR GENERAL.—Funds are
hereby authorized to be appropriated for the De-
partment of Defense for fiscal year 2006 for ex-
penses, not otherwise provided for, for the Of-
fice of the Inspector General of the Department
of Defense, in the amount of $174,487,000, of
which—
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(1) $173,487,000 is for Operation and Mainte-
nance; and
(2) $1,000,000 is for Procurement; and

Subtitle B—Environmental Provisions

SEC. 311. REVISION OF REQUIRED CONTENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ANNUAL
REPORT.

Section 2706(b)(2) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking subparagraphs (D), (E), and
(F); and

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the
following new subparagraph (D):

‘(D) A statement of the amounts expended,
and anticipated to be expended, during the pe-
riod covered by the report for any activities
overseas related to the environment, including
amounts for activities relating to environmental
remediation, compliance, conservation, and pol-
lution prevention.”.

SEC. 312. PILOT PROJECT ON COMPATIBLE USE
BUFFERS ON REAL PROPERTY BOR-
DERING FORT CARSON, COLORADO.

(a) PILOT PROJECT REQUIRED.—The Secretary
of Defense shall carry out a pilot project at Fort
Carson, Colorado, for purposes of evaluating
the feasibility and effectiveness of utilizing con-
servation easements and leases granted by one
or more willing eligible entity to limit develop-
ment on real property in the vicinity of military
installations in the United States.

(b) PHASES.—The Secretary shall carry out the
pilot project in four phases, as specified in the
Fort Carson Army Compatible Use Buffer
Project.

(c) LEASE AND EASEMENT AGREEMENTS; PUR-
POSE.—Under the pilot project, the Secretary
shall enter into agreements with one or more
willing eligible entities to purchase from the en-
tity or entities one or more conservation ease-
ments, or to lease from the entity or entities one
or more conservation leases, on real property in
the vicinity of Fort Carson for the purposes of
limiting any development or use of the property
that would be incompatible with the current
and anticipated future missions of Fort Carson.

(d) ENCROACHMENTS AND OTHER CONSTRAINTS
ON USE.—In entering into agreements under the
pilot project, the Secretary may utilize, subject
to this section, the authority for agreements
under subsection (c) to limit encroachments and
other constraints on military training, testing,
and operations under section 2684a of title 10,
United States Code.

(e) EXPIRATION.—The authority of the Sec-
retary to enter into agreements under the pilot
project shall expire on the earlier of—

(1) the date of the completion of phase IV of
the Fort Carson Army Compatible Use Buffer
Project; or

(2) the date that is five years after the date of
the enactment of this Act.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘eligible entity’ means any of
the following:

(A) The State of Colorado or a political sub-
division of the State.

(B) A private entity that has as its stated
principal organizational purpose or goal the
conservation, restoration, or preservation of
land and natural resources, or a similar purpose
or goal, as determined by the Secretary.

(2) The term ‘“‘Fort Carson Army Compatible
Use Buffer Project’” means the plan developed
for Fort Carson to use conservation easements
and leases on property in the vicinity of Fort
Carson to create a land buffer to accommodate
current and future missions at Fort Carson,
while also conserving sensitive natural re-
sources.

SEC. 313. REPEAL OF AIR FORCE REPORT ON
MILITARY INSTALLATION EN-
CROACHMENT ISSUES.

Section 315 of the Ronald W. Reagan National
Defense Authorication Act for Fiscal Year 2005
(Public Law 108-375; 118 Stat. 1843) is repealed.
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SEC. 314. PAYMENT OF CERTAIN PRIVATE CLEAN-
UP COSTS IN CONNECTION WITH DE-
FENSE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORA-
TION PROGRAM.

(a) ACTIVITIES AT FORMER DEFENSE PROPERTY
SUBJECT TO COVENANT FOR ADDITIONAL REME-
DIAL ACTION.—Section 2701(d) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘any owner of covenant
property,”’ after “‘any Indian tribe,”’; and
(B) by inserting ‘‘owner,” after *,

tribe,”’;

(2) in paragraph (3), by adding at the end the
following mew sentence: ‘‘An agreement under
such paragraph with respect to a site also may
not change the cleanup standards selected for
the site pursuant to law.’’;

(3) in paragraph (4), by adding at the end the
following new subparagraph:

‘“(C) The term ‘owmner of covenant property’
means an owner of property subject to a cov-
enant provided by the United States in accord-
ance with the requirements of paragraphs (3)
and (4) of section 120(h) of CERCLA (42 U.S.C.
9620(h)), so long as the covenant property is the
site at which the services procured under para-
graph (1) are to be performed.”’; and

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

“(5) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sub-
section affects the applicability of section 120 of
CERCLA (42 U.S.C. 6920) to the Department of
Defense or the obligations and responsibilities of
the Department of Defense under subsection (h)
of such section.”’.

(b) SOURCE OF FUNDS FOR FORMER BRAC
PROPERTY SUBJECT TO COVENANT FOR ADDI-
TIONAL REMEDIAL ACTION.—Section 2703 of such
title is amended—

(1) in subsection (g)(1), by striking ‘‘The sole
source’’ and inserting ‘‘Except as provided in
subsection (h), the sole source’’; and

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

“(h) SOLE SOURCE OF FUNDS FOR ENVIRON-
MENTAL REMEDIATION AT CERTAIN BASE RE-
ALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE SITES.—In the case of
property disposed of pursuant to a base closure
law and subject to a covenant that was required
to be provided by paragraphs (3) and (4) of sec-
tion 120(h) of CERCLA (42 U.S.C. 9620(h)), the
sole source of funds for services procured under
subsection 2701(d)(1) of this title shall be the ap-
plicable Department of Defense base closure ac-
count.”.

Subtitle C—Workplace and Depot Issues
SEC. 321. PROCEEDS FROM COOPERATIVE ACTIVI-
TIES WITH NON-ARMY ENTITIES.

Section 4544 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (h) through
(7) as subsections (i) through (k), respectively;
and

(2) by inserting after subsection (g) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(h) PROCEEDS CREDITED TO WORKING CAP-
ITAL FUND.—Proceeds received from the sale of
an article or service pursuant to a contract or
other cooperative arrangement under this sec-
tion shall be credited to the working capital
fund that incurs the cost of manufacturing the
article or performing the service.”.

SEC. 322. PUBLIC-PRIVATE COMPETITION.

Section 2461(b) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:

“(5)(A) A function of the Department of De-
fense performed by 10 or more civilian employees
may not be converted, in whole or in part, to
performance by a contractor unless the conver-
sion is based on the results of a public-private
competition process that—

‘(i) formally compares the cost of civilian em-
ployee performance of the function with the
costs of performance by a contractor;

‘“‘(ii) creates an agency tender, including a
most efficient organization plan, in accordance

Indian
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with Office of Management and Budget Circular
A-T76, as implemented on May 29, 2003;

“‘(iii) determines whether the submitted offers
meet the needs of the Department of Defense
with respect to factors other than cost, includ-
ing quality and reliability; and

“(iv) requires continued performance of the
function by civilian employees if the difference
in the cost of performance of the function by a
contractor compared to the civilian employees
would, over all performance periods required by
the solicitation, be less than—

“(I) 10 percent of the personnel-related costs
for performance of that activity or function in
the agency tender; or

“(11) $10,000,000.

“(B) An activity that is performed by the De-
partment of Defense and is reengineered, reor-
ganized, modernized, upgraded, expanded, or
changed to become more efficient, but still essen-
tially provides the same service, shall not be
considered a new requirement.

“(C) In no case may a commercial or indus-
trial type function being performed by Depart-
ment of Defense personnel be modified, reorga-
nized, divided, or in any way changed for the
purpose of exempting from the requirements of
subsection (a) the change of all or any part of
such function to performance by a private con-
tractor.

“(D) The Secretary of Defense may waive the
competition requirement in specific instances
if—

‘(i) the written waiver is prepared by the Sec-
retary of Defense, or the relevant Assistant Sec-
retary or agency head; and

““(i1) the written waiver is accompanied by a
detailed determination that national security in-
terests are so compelling as to preclude compli-
ance with the requirement for a public-private
competition.”’.

SEC. 323. PUBLIC-PRIVATE COMPETITION PILOT
PROGRAM.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall establish a pilot program to examine
the use of the public-private competition process
of Office of Management and Budget Circular
A-76, as defined by such Circular, and functions
currently being performed by contractors that
could be performed by civilian employees of the
Department of Defense.

(b) PROCESS AND CRITERIA.—

(1) The process and criteria for competition
under the pilot program established in sub-
section (a) shall be consistent with the criteria
for conducting a similar competition for work
performed by the public sector.

(2) The pilot program shall include not less
than four competitions.

(c) REPORT.—The Secretary of Defense shall
submit a report to Congress on the results of the
competitions conducted under the pilot program
and any potential benefit or detriment of ex-
panding the pilot program.

(d) TERMINATION.—The pilot program estab-
lished under this subsection shall terminate on
the date that is three years after the date of the
enactment of this Act.

SEC. 324. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON EQUITABLE
LEGAL STANDING FOR CIVILIAN EM-
PLOYEES.

It is the sense of Congress that, in order to en-
sure that when public-private competitions are
held, they are conducted as fairly, effectively,
and efficiently as possible, competing parties,
both Department of Defense civilian employees
(or their representatives) and contractors (or
their representatives), should receive comparable
treatment throughout the competition regarding
access to relevant information and legal stand-
ing to challenge the way a competition has been
conducted at all appropriate forums.

Subtitle D—Extension of Program Authorities

SEC. 331. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE
LOGISTICS SUPPORT AND SERVICES
FOR WEAPONS SYSTEMS CONTRAC-
TORS.

Section 365(g)(1) of the Bob Stump National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2003
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(Public Law 107-314; 116 Stat. 2521; 10 U.S.C.

2302 note) is amended by striking ‘2007’ and in-

serting “‘2010”°.

SEC. 332. EXTENSION AND REVISION OF TEM-
PORARY AUTHORITY FOR CON-
TRACTOR PERFORMANCE OF SECU-
RITY GUARD FUNCTIONS.

Section 332(c) of the Bob Stump National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2003
(Public Law 107-314; 116 Stat. 2513) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking ‘‘2006°° each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘2008°°; and

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

“(3) No contract, subcontract, or task order
for the performance of security-guard functions
at a military installation or facility in the
United States awarded before September 30,
2006, shall be extended beyond September 30,
2006.

‘““(4) A contract for the performance of secu-
rity-guard functions at a military installation or
facility in the United States awarded on or after
September 30, 2006, shall be awarded using full
and open competition, as authorized under sec-
tion 2304 of title 10, United States Code. Section
602 of the Business Opportunity Development
Reform Act of 1988 (Public Law 100-656; 15
U.S.C. 637 note) shall not apply to such a con-
tract.”’.

Subtitle E—Utah Test and Training Range
SEC. 341. DEFINITIONS.

In this subtitle:

(1) The term ‘“‘covered wilderness’”’ means the
wilderness area designated by this subtitle and
wilderness study areas located near lands with-
drawn for military use and beneath special use
airspace critical to the support of military test
and training missions at the Utah Test and
Training Range, including the Deep Creek, Fish
Springs, Swasey Mountain, Howell Peak, Notch
Peak, King Top, Wah Wah Mountain, and Con-
ger Mountain units designated by the Depart-
ment of the Interior.

(2) The term “Tribe’” means the Skull Valley
Band of Goshute Indians.

(3) The term ‘“‘Utah Test and Training Range’’
means those portions of the military operating
area of the Utah Test and Training Area lo-
cated solely in the State of Utah. The term in-
cludes the Dugway Proving Ground.

(4) The term ‘““Wilderness Act’” means Public
Law 88-577, approved September 3, 1964 (16
U.S.C. 1131 et seq.).

SEC. 342. MILITARY OPERATIONS AND OVER-
FLIGHTS, UTAH TEST AND TRAINING
RANGE.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) The testing and development of military
weapons systems and the training of military
forces are critical to ensuring the national secu-
rity of the United States.

(2) The Utah Test and Training Range in the
State of Utah is a unique and irreplaceable na-
tional asset at the core of the test and training
mission of the Department of Defense.

(3) The Cedar Mountain Wilderness Area des-
ignated by section 344, as well as several wilder-
ness study areas, are located near lands with-
drawn for military use or are beneath special
use airspace critical to the support of military
test and training missions at the Utah Test and
Training Range.

(4) The Utah Test and Training Range and
special use airspace withdrawn for military uses
create unique management circumstances for
the covered wilderness in this subtitle, and it is
not the intent of Congress that passage of this
subtitle shall be construed as establishing a
precedent with respect to any future national
conservation area or wilderness designation.

(5) Continued access to the special use air-
space and lands that comprise the Utah Test
and Training Range, under the terms and con-
ditions described in this section, is a national
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security priority and is not incompatible with
the protection and proper management of the
natural, environmental, cultural, and other re-
sources of such lands.

(b) OVERFLIGHTS.—Nothing in this subtitle or
the Wilderness Act shall preclude low-level over-
flights and operations of military aircraft, heli-
copters, missiles, or unmanned aerial vehicles
over the covered wilderness, including military
overflights and operations that can be seen or
heard within the covered wilderness.

(c) SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE AND TRAINING
ROUTES.—Nothing in this subtitle or the Wilder-
ness Act shall preclude the designation of new
units of special use airspace, the expansion of
existing units of special use airspace, or the use
or establishment of military training routes over
the covered wilderness.

(d) COMMUNICATIONS AND TRACKING SYS-
TEMS.—Nothing in this subtitle shall prevent
any required maintenance of existing commu-
nications, instrumentation, or electronic track-
ing systems (or infrastructure supporting such
systems) or prevent the installation of new com-
munication, instrumentation, or other equip-
ment necessary for effective testing and training
to meet military requirements in wilderness
study areas located beneath special use airspace
comprising the Utah Test and Training Range,
including the Deep Creek, Fish Springs, Swasey
Mountain, Howell Peak, Notch Peak, King Top,
Wah Wah Mountain, and Conger Mountain
units designated by the Department of Interior,
so long as the Secretary of the Interior, after
consultation with the Secretary of the Air
Force, determines that the installation and
maintenance of such systems, when considered
both individually and collectively, comply with
section 603 of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1782).

(e) EMERGENCY ACCESS AND RESPONSE.—Noth-
ing in this subtitle or the Wilderness Act shall
preclude the continuation of the memorandum
of understanding in existence as of the date of
enactment of this Act between the Department
of the Interior and the Department of the Air
Force with respect to emergency access and re-
sponse.

(f) PROHIBITION ON GROUND MILITARY OPER-
ATIONS.—Except as provided in subsections (d)
and (e), nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to permit a military operation to be con-
ducted on the ground in covered wilderness in
the Utah Test and Training Range unless such
ground operation is otherwise permissible under
Federal law and consistent with the Wilderness
Act.

SEC. 343. PLANNING PROCESS FOR FEDERAL
LANDS IN UTAH TEST AND TRAINING
RANGE.

(a) ANALYSIS OF MILITARY READINESS AND
OPERATIONAL IMPACTS.—The Secretary of the
Interior shall develop, maintain, and revise land
use plans pursuant to section 202 of the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43
U.S. C. 1712) for Federal lands located in the
Utah Test and Training Range in consultation
with the Secretary of Defense. As part of the re-
quired consultation in connection with a pro-
posed revision of a land use plan, the Secretary
of Defense shall prepare and transmit to the
Secretary of the Interior an analysis of the mili-
tary readiness and operational impacts of the
proposed revision within six months of a request
from the Secretary of Interior.

(b) LIMITATION ON RIGHTS-OF-WAYS.—The Sec-
retary of the Interior shall not grant or issue
any authorizations for rights-of-way under sec-
tion 501(a)(6) of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1761(a)(6))
upon Federal lands identified as inventory units
UTU-020-086, UTU-020-088, UTU-020-095,
UTU-020-096, UTU-020-100, UTU-020-101,
UTU-020-103, UTU-020-104, UTU-020-105, and
UTU-020-110, as generally depicted on the map
entitled ‘‘Wilderness Inventory, State of Utah’
and dated August 1979, until the later of the fol-
lowing:
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(1) The completion of a full revision of the
Pony Express Area Resource Management Plan,
dated January 12, 1990, by the Salt Lake Field
Office of the Bureau of Land Management.

(2) January 1, 2015.

SEC. 344. DESIGNATION AND MANAGEMENT OF
CEDAR MOUNTAIN WILDERNESS,
UTAH.

(a) DESIGNATION.—Certain Federal lands in
Tooele County, Utah, as generally depicted on
the map entitled ‘‘Cedar Mountain Wilderness”
and dated March 7, 2004, are hereby designated
as wilderness and, therefore, as a component of
the National Wilderness Preservation System to
be known as the Cedar Mountain Wilderness
Area.

(b) WITHDRAWAL.—Subject to wvalid existing
rights, the Federal lands in the Cedar Mountain
Wilderness Area are hereby withdrawn from all
forms of entry, appropriation, or disposal under
the public land laws, from location, entry, and
patent under the United States mining laws,
and from disposition under all laws pertaining
to mineral and geothermal leasing, and mineral
materials, and all amendments to such laws.

(c) MAP AND DESCRIPTION.—

(1) TRANSMITTAL.—As soon as practicable
after the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of the Interior shall transmit a map
and legal description of the Cedar Mountain
Wilderness Area to the Committee on Resources
of the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources of the
Senate.

(2) LEGAL EFFECT.—The map and legal de-
scription shall have the same force and effect as
if included in this Act, except that the Secretary
of the Interior may correct clerical and typo-
graphical errors in the map and legal descrip-
tion.

(3) AVAILABILITY.—The map and legal de-
scription shall be on file and available for public
inspection in the office of the Director of the
Bureau of Land Management and the office of
the State Director of the Bureau of Land Man-
agement in the State of Utah.

(d) ADMINISTRATION.—Subject to valid existing
rights and this subtitle, the Cedar Mountain
Wilderness Area shall be administered by the
Secretary of the Interior in accordance with the
provisions of the Wilderness Act, except that
any reference in such provisions to the effective
date of the Wilderness Act (or any similar ref-
erence) shall be deemed to be a reference to the
date of the enactment of this Act.

(e) LAND ACQUISITION.—Any lands or interest
in lands within the boundaries of the Cedar
Mountain Wilderness Area acquired by the
United States after the date of the enactment of
this Act shall be added to and administered as
part of the Cedar Mountain Wilderness Area.

(f) FISH AND WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT.—AS pro-
vided in section 4(d)(7) of the Wilderness Act (16
U.S.C. 1133(d)(7)), nothing in this subtitle shall
be construed as affecting the jurisdiction of the
State of Utah with respect to fish and wildlife
on the Federal lands located in that State.

(9) GRAZING.—Within the Cedar Mountain
Wilderness Area, the grazing of livestock, where
established before the date of the enactment of
this Act, shall be permitted to continue subject
to such reasonable regulations, policies, and
practices as the Secretary of the Interior con-
siders mecessary, as long as such regulations,
policies, and practices fully conform with and
implement the intent of Congress regarding
grazing in such areas, as such intent is ex-
pressed in the Wilderness Act, section 101(f) of
Public Law 101-628 (104 Stat. 4473), and appen-
dix A of the Report of the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs to accompany H.R. 2570 of
the 101st Congress (H. Rept. 101-405).

(h) BUFFER ZONES.—Congress does not intend
for the designation of the Cedar Mountain Wil-
derness Area to lead to the creation of protective
perimeters or buffer zones around the wilderness
area. The fact that nonwilderness activities or
uses can be seen or heard within the wilderness
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area shall not, of itself, preclude such activities
or uses up to the boundary of the wilderness
area.

(i) RELEASE FROM WILDERNESS STUDY AREA
STATUS.—The lands identified as the Browns
Spring Cherrystem on the map entitled ‘‘Pro-
posed Browns Spring Cherrystem’ and dated
May 11, 2004, are released from their status as a
wilderness study area, and shall no longer be
subject to the requirements of section 603(c) of
the Federal Land Policy and Management Act
of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1782(c)) pertaining to the
management of wilderness study areas in a
manner that does not impair the suitability of
those areas for preservation of wilderness.

SEC. 345. IDENTIFICATION OF ADDITIONAL BU-
REAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT LAND
IN UTAH AS TRUST LAND FOR SKULL
VALLEY BAND OF GOSHUTES.

(a) IDENTIFICATION OF TRUST LAND.—The Sec-
retary of the Interior shall identify approxi-
mately 640 additional acres of Bureau of Land
Management land in the State of Utah to be ad-
ministered in trust for the benefit of the Skull
Valley Band of Goshutes.

(b) SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS.—In identifying
the land under subsection (a), the Secretary of
the Interior shall—

(1) consult with leaders of the Tribe and the
Governor of Utah; and

(2) ensure that the land has ready access to
State or Federal highways and, in the judgment
of the Secretary, provides the best opportunities
for commercial economic development in closest
proximity to other lands of the Tribe.

(¢) PLACEMENT IN TRUST.—Not later than De-
cember 31, 2005, the Secretary of the Interior
shall place the land identified pursuant to sub-
section (a) into trust for the purposes of eco-
nomic development for the Tribe. At least 30
days before placing the land in trust for the
Tribe, the Secretary shall publish in the Federal
Register legal descriptions of the land to be
placed in trust.

(d) MANAGEMENT OF TRUST LAND.—The land
placed into trust for the Tribe under subsection
(c) shall be administered in accordance with
laws generally applicable to property held in
trust by the United States for Indian Tribes, ex-
cept that the land shall immediately revert to
the administrative control of the Bureau of
Land Management if the Tribe sells, or attempts
to sell, any part of the land.

(e) EFFECT.—Nothing in this section—

(1) affects any valid right-of-way, lease, per-
mit, mining claim, grazing permit, water right,
or other right or interest of any person or entity
(other than the United States) in or to the trust
land that exists before the date on which the
land is placed in trust for the Tribe under sub-
section (c);

(2) enlarges, impairs, or otherwise affects a
right or claim of the Tribe to any land or inter-
est in land based on Aboriginal or Indian title
that exists before the date of the enactment of
this Act;

(3) constitutes an express or implied reserva-
tion of water or water right for any purpose
with respect to the trust land,; or

(4) affects any water right of the Tribe that
erists before the date of the enactment of this
Act.

SEC. 346. RELATION TO OTHER LANDS AND LAWS.

(a) OTHER LANDS.—Nothing in this subtitle
shall be construed to affect any Federal lands
located outside of the covered wilderness or the
management of such lands.

(b) CONFORMING REPEAL.—Section 2815 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2000 (Public Law 106-65; 113 Stat. 852) is
amended by striking subsection (d).
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Subtitle F—Other Matters

SEC. 351. CODIFICATION AND REVISION OF LIMI-
TATION ON MODIFICATION OF
MAJOR ITEMS OF EQUIPMENT
SCHEDULED FOR RETIREMENT OR
DISPOSAL.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 134 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 2244 the following new section:

“§2244a. Equipment scheduled for retirement
or disposal: limitation on expenditures for
modifications

‘““(a) PROHIBITION.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this section, the Secretary of a military
department may not carry out a Significant
modification of an aircraft, weapon, vessel, or
other item of equipment that the Secretary plans
to retire or otherwise dispose of within five
years after the date on which the modification,
if carried out, would be completed.

““(b) SIGNIFICANT MODIFICATION DEFINED.—In
this section, a significant modification is any
modification for which the cost is in an amount
equal to or greater than $1,000,000.

“(c) EXCEPTION FOR SAFETY MODIFICA-
TIONS.—The prohibition in subsection (a) does
not apply to a safety modification.

‘“‘(d) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—The Secretary con-
cerned may waive the prohibition in subsection
(a) in the case of any modification otherwise
subject to that subsection if the Secretary deter-
mines that carrying out the modification is in
the national security interest of the United
States. Whenever the Secretary issues such a
waiver, the Secretary shall notify the congres-
sional defense committees in writing.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tion at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
2244 the following new item:

“2244a. Equipment scheduled for retirement or
disposal: limitation on expendi-
tures for modifications.’’.

(c) CONFORMING REPEAL.—Section 8053 of the
Department of Defense Appropriations Act, 1998
(Public Law 105-56; 10 U.S.C. 2241 note), is re-
pealed.

SEC. 352. LIMITATION ON PURCHASE OF INVEST-
MENT ITEMS WITH OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE FUNDS.

(a) LIMITATION ON USE OF OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE FUNDS.—Chapter 134 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 2245 the following new section:

“§2245a. Use of operation and maintenance
funds for purchase of investment items: lim-
itation
“Funds appropriated to the Department of

Defense for operation and maintenance may not

be used to purchase any item (including any

item to be acquired as a replacement for an
item) that has an investment item unit cost that
is greater than $250,000.’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
2245 the following new item:

“2245a. Use of operation and maintenance funds
for purchase of investment items:
limitation.”.

SEC. 353. PROVISION OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE SUPPORT FOR CERTAIN
PARALYMPIC SPORTING EVENTS.

Section 2564 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsection (c), by adding at the end the
following new paragraphs:

‘“(4) A sporting event sanctioned by the
United States Olympic Committee through the
Paralympic Military Program.

“(5) A national or international paralympic
sporting event (other than one covered by para-
graph (3) or (4))—

“(A) which is—

‘(i) held in the United States or any of its ter-
ritories or commonwealths;
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“(ii) governed by the International
Paralympic Committee; and

“‘(iii) sanctioned by the United States Olympic
Committee; and

“(B) for which participation exceeds 500 ama-
teur athletes.”’; and

(2) in subsection (d)—

(A) by inserting ‘(1) before “The Secretary’’;
and

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

“(2) No more than $1,000,000 may be expended
in any fiscal year to provide support for events
specified wunder paragraph (5) of subsection
(c).”.

SEC. 354. DEVELOPMENT AND EXPLANATION OF
BUDGET MODELS FOR BASE OPER-
ATIONS SUPPORT, SUSTAINMENT,
AND FACILITIES RECAPITALIZATION.

(a) REPORTS ON MODELS USED.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall include with the defense
budget materials for fiscal years 2007 through
2011 a report describing the models used to pre-
pare the budget requests for base operations
support, sustainment, and facilities recapitaliza-
tion.

(b) CONTENT OF REPORTS.—The report for a
fiscal year under subsection (a) shall include
the following:

(1) An explanation of the methodology used to
develop each model and, if there have been any
changes to the methodology since the previous
report, an explanation of the changes and the
reasons therefor.

(2) A description of the items contained in
each model.

(3) An explanation of whether the models are
being applied to each military department and
Defense Agencies under common definitions of
base operations support, sustainment, and fa-
cilities recapitalication and, if common defini-
tions are not being used, an explanation of the
differences and the reasons therefor.

(4) A description of the requested funding lev-
els for base operations support, sustainment,
and facilities recapitalization for the fiscal year
covered by the defense budget materials and the
funding goals established for base operations
support, sustainment, and facilities recapitaliza-
tion for at least the four succeeding fiscal years.

(5) If the requested funding levels for base op-
erations support, sustainment, and facilities re-
capitalization for the fiscal year covered by the
defense budget materials deviate from the goals
for that fiscal year contained in the preceding
report, or the funding goals established for suc-
ceeding fiscal years deviate from the goals for
those fiscal years contained in the preceding re-
port, a justification for the funding levels and
goals and an explanation of the reasons for the
changes from the preceding report.

(c) DEFENSE BUDGET MATERIALS DEFINED.—In
this section, the term ‘‘defense budget mate-
rials’’ means the materials submitted to Con-
gress by the Secretary of Defense in support of
the budget for a fiscal year submitted to Con-
gress by the President under section 1105(a) of
title 31, United States Code.

SEC. 355. REPORT ON DEPARTMENT OF ARMY
PROGRAMS FOR PREPOSITIONING
OF EQUIPMENT AND OTHER MATE-
RIEL.

(a) SECRETARY OF ARMY ASSESSMENT.—The
Secretary of the Army shall conduct an assess-
ment of the programs of the Department of
Army for the prepositioning of equipment and
other materiel stocks. The assessment shall focus
on how those programs are configured to sup-
port the evolving goals of the Department of
Army and shall include identification of the fol-
lowing:

(1) The key operational capabilities currently
available in both the afloat and ashore
prepositioned stocks of the Army, by geographic
region, including inventory levels in brigade
sets, operational projects, and sustainment pro-
grams.

(2) Any significant shortfalls that exist in
those stocks, particularly in combat and support
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equipment, spare parts, and munitions, and how
the Army would mitigate those shortfalls in the
event of a new conflict.

(3) The maintenance condition of
prepositioned equipment and supplies, especially
the key ‘“‘pacing’ items in brigade sets, includ-
ing the percentage currently maintained at the
Technical Manual -10/20 standard required by
the Army.

(4) The percentage of required cyclic mainte-
nance performed on all stocks for each of fiscal
years 2003, 2004, and 2005 and the quality con-
trol procedures used to ensure that such mainte-
nance was completed according to Army stand-
ards.

(5) Whether the oversight mechanisms and in-
ternal management reports of the Army with re-
spect to those stocks are adequate and ensure
an accurate portrayal of the readiness of stocks
covered by the report.

(6) The funding allocated and expended for
prepositioning programs each fiscal year since
fiscal year 2000, by region, and an assessment of
whether that funding level has been adequate to
maintain program readiness.

(7) The facilities used to store and maintain
brigade sets and whether those facilities provide
adequate (or excess) capacity, by region, for the
current and future mission.

(8) The current funding for the war reserve,
the sufficiency of the war reserve inventory,
and the effect of the war reserve on the ability
of the Army to conduct operations.

(b) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit to
Congress a report on the assessment under sub-
section (a) not later than January 1, 2006. The
report shall include each of the matters specified
in paragraphs (1) through (7) of that subsection.

(¢c) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REVIEW.—Not
later than 120 days after the date of receipt of
the report under subsection (b), the Comptroller
General shall submit to Congress an inde-
pendent review of the assessment conducted by
the Secretary of the Army under subsection (a).
The review under this subsection shall include
the following:

(1) The Comptroller General’s assessment of
whether the assessment by the Secretary of the
Army under subsection (a) comprehensively ad-
dresses each of the matters specified in para-
graphs (1) through (7) of that subsection.

(2) The status of the Army in addressing any
shortfalls or other issues reported by the Depart-
ment of the Army or identified by the Govern-
ment Accountability Office.

SEC. 356. REPORT REGARDING EFFECT ON MILI-
TARY READINESS OF UNDOCU-
MENTED IMMIGRANTS TRESPASSING
UPON OPERATIONAL RANGES.

(a) REPORT CONTAINING ASSESSMENT AND RE-
SPONSE PLAN.—Not later than March 15, 2006,
the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of
Homeland Security shall submit to Congress a
report containing—

(1) an assessment, conducted jointly by the
Secretaries, of the impact on military readiness
caused by wundocumented immigrants whose
entry into the United States involves trespassing
upon operational ranges of the Department of
Defense; and

(2) a plan, prepared jointly by the Secretaries,
for the implementation of measures to prevent
such trespass.

(b) ELEMENTS OF ASSESSMENT.—The assess-
ment required by subsection (a) shall include
the following:

(1) A listing of the operational ranges ad-
versely affected by the trespass of undocu-
mented immigrants upon operational ranges.

(2) A description of the types of range activi-
ties affected by such trespass.

(3) A determination of the amount of time lost
for range activities, and the increased costs in-
curred, as a result of such trespass.

(4) An evaluation of the nature and extent of
such trespass and means of travel.

(5) An evaluation of the factors that con-
tribute to the use by undocumented immigrants
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of operational ranges as a means to enter the
United States.

(6) A description of measures currently in
place to prevent such trespass, including the use
of barriers to vehicles and persons, military pa-
trols, border patrols, and sensors.

(c) ELEMENTS OF PLAN.—The plan required by
subsection (a) shall include the following:

(1) The types of measures to be implemented to
better prevent the trespass of undocumented im-
migrants upon operational ranges, including the
construction of barriers to vehicles and persons,
the use of additional military or border patrols,
and the installation of sensors.

(2) The costs of, and timeline for, implementa-
tion of the plan.

(d) IMPLEMENTATION REPORTS.—Not later
than September 15, 2006, March 15, 2007, Sep-
tember 15, 2007, and March 15, 2008, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to Congress a re-
port detailing the progress made by the Depart-
ment of Defense, during the six-month period
covered by the report, in implementing measures
recommended in the plan required by subsection
(a) to prevent undocumented immigrants from
trespassing upon operational ranges. Each re-
port shall include the number and types of miti-
gation measures implemented and the success of
such measures in preventing such trespass.

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms
“operational range”’ and ‘‘range activities”’
have the meaning given those terms in section
101(e) of title 10, United States Code.

SEC. 357. CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION RE-
QUIREMENTS REGARDING PLACE-
MENT OF LIQUEFIED NATURAL GAS
FACILITIES, PIPELINES, AND RE-
LATED STRUCTURES ON DEFENSE
LANDS.

(a) NOTIFICATION REQUIRED.—Not less than 30
days before the Secretary of Defense or the Sec-
retary of a military department issues a final
approval or disapproval or a formal opinion re-
garding the placement of any liquefied natural
gas facility, pipeline, or related structure on or
in the vicinity of a military installation, range,
or other lands under the jurisdiction of the De-
partment of Defense, the Secretary shall submit
to Congress a report detailing the justification
for the approval, disapproval, or opinion.

(b) CONTENT OF REPORT.—A report under sub-
section (a) shall include consideration of the po-
tential long-term effects of the liquefied natural
gas facility, pipeline, or related structure that is
the subject of the approval, disapproval, or
opinion on military readiness, particularly the
effects on the use of operational ranges.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term “‘military installation’ has the
meaning given that term in section 2687(e)(1) of
title 10, United States Code.

(2) The terms ‘range’” and ‘‘operational
range’’ have the meanings given those terms in
section 101(e) of such title.

SEC. 358. REPORT REGARDING ARMY AND AIR
FORCE EXCHANGE SYSTEM MANAGE-
MENT OF ARMY LODGING.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall submit to Congress a report con-
taining the results of a study evaluating the
merits of allowing the Army and Air Force Ezx-
change System to manage Army lodging. The
study should consider at a minimum the fol-
lowing:

(1) Whether current lodging agreements with
the Army and Air Force Exchange System to
provide hospitality telecommunication services
would be impacted by privatization and whether
the proposed change will have an impact on
funds contributed to morale, welfare, and recre-
ation accounts.

(2) Whether allowing the Army and Air Force
Exchange System to participate as a partner in
the management of Army lodging would en-
hance the quality of lodging and improve access
to such lodging as a monprofit organization
versus a partnership with a for-profit corpora-
tion.
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(3) Whether privatization of Army lodging will
result in significant cost increases to members of
the Armed Forces or other eligible patrons or the
loss of such lodging if it is determined that man-
agement of such lodging is not a profitable mar-
keting venture.

(4) Whether there are certain benefits to hav-
ing the Army and Air Force Exchange System
become the partner with the Army that would
not exist were the Army to partner with a pri-
vate sector entity.

(b) LIMITATION PENDING SUBMISSION OF RE-
PORT.—Until the Secretary of Defense submits
the report required by subsection (a) to Con-
gress, the Department of the Army may not so-
licit or consider any request for qualifications
that would privatize Army lodging beyond the
level of privatization identified for inclusion in
Group A of the Privatization of Army Lodging
Initiative.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS

Subtitle A—Active Forces

End strengths for active forces.
Revision in permanent active duty end
strength minimum levels.
Subtitle B—Reserve Forces

End strengths for Selected Reserve.

End strengths for Reserves on active
duty in support of the Reserves.

End strengths for military technicians
(dual status).

Fiscal year 2006 limitation on number
of non-dual status technicians.
Mazximum number of reserve personnel
authoriced to be on active duty

for operational support.

Subtitle C—Authorizations of Appropriations

Sec. 421. Military personnel.

Sec. 422. Armed Forces Retirement Home.
Subtitle A—Active Forces

SEC. 401. END STRENGTHS FOR ACTIVE FORCES.

The Armed Forces are authoriced strengths
for active duty personnel as of September 30,
2006, as follows:

(1) The Army, 482,400.

(2) The Navy, 352,700.

(3) The Marine Corps, 175,000.

(4) The Air Force, 357,400.

SEC. 402. REVISION IN PERMANENT ACTIVE DUTY
END STRENGTH MINIMUM LEVELS.

(a) REVISION.—Section 691(b) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by striking
paragraphs (1) through (4) and inserting the fol-
lowing:

‘(1) For the Army, 482,400.

“(2) For the Navy, 352,700.

“(3) For the Marine Corps, 175,000.

““(4) For the Air Force, 357,400.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on October 1,
2005, or the the date of the enactment of this
Act, whichever is later.

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-
sonnel of the reserve components as of Sep-
tember 30, 2006, as follows:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 350,000.

(2) The Army Reserve, 205,000.

(3) The Naval Reserve, 73,100.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 39,600.

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 106,800.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 74,000.

(7) The Coast Guard Reserve, 10,000.

(b) ADJUSTMENTS.—The end strengths pre-
scribed by subsection (a) for the Selected Re-
serve of any reserve component shall be propor-
tionately reduced by—

(1) the total authorized strength of units orga-
nized to serve as units of the Selected Reserve of

401.
402.

Sec.
Sec.

411.
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Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 413.
Sec. 414.

Sec. 415.
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such component which are on active 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 Se-
lected Reserve of such component who are on
active duty (other than for training or for un-
satisfactory participation in training) without
their consent at the end of the fiscal year.

Whenever such units or such individual mem-
bers are released from active duty during any
fiscal year, the end strength prescribed for such
fiscal year for the Selected Reserve of such re-
serve component shall be increased proportion-
ately by the total authorized strengths of such
units and by the total number of such indi-
vidual members.
SEC. 412. END STRENGTHS FOR RESERVES ON AC-
TIVE DUTY IN SUPPORT OF THE RE-
SERVES.

Within the end strengths prescribed in section
411(a), the reserve components of the Armed
Forces are authorized, as of September 30, 2006,
the following number of Reserves to be serving
on full-time active duty or full-time duty, in the
case of members of the National Guard, for the
purpose of organizing, administering, recruiting,
instructing, or training the reserve components:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 27,345.

(2) The Army Reserve, 15,270.

(3) The Naval Reserve, 13,392.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 2,261.

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 13,089.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 2,290.

SEC. 413. END STRENGTHS FOR MILITARY TECH-
NICIANS (DUAL STATUS).

The minimum number of military technicians
(dual status) as of the last day of fiscal year
2006 for the reserve components of the Army and
the Air Force (notwithstanding section 129 of
title 10, United States Code) shall be the fol-
lowing:

(1) For the Army Reserve, 7,649.

(2) For the Army National Guard of the
United States, 25,563.

(3) For the Air Force Reserve, 9,853.

(4) For the Air National Guard of the United
States, 22,971.

SEC. 414. FISCAL YEAR 2006 LIMITATION ON NUM-
BER OF NON-DUAL STATUS TECHNI-
CIANS.

(a) LIMITATIONS.—

(1) NATIONAL GUARD.—Within the limitation
provided in section 10217(c)(2) of title 10, United
States Code, the number of mon-dual status
technicians employed by the National Guard as
of September 30, 2006, may not exceed the fol-
lowing:

(A) For the Army National Guard of the
United States, 1,600.

(B) For the Air National Guard of the United
States, 350.

(2) ARMY RESERVE.—The number of non-dual
status technicians employed by the Army Re-
serve as of September 30, 2006, may not exceed
695.

(3) AIR FORCE RESERVE.—The number of non-
dual status technicians employed by the Air
Force Reserve as of September 30, 2006, may not
exceed 90.

(b) NON-DUAL STATUS TECHNICIANS DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘“‘non-dual sta-
tus technician’’ has the meaning given that term
in section 10217(a) of title 10, United States
Code.

SEC. 415. MAXIMUM NUMBER OF RESERVE PER-
SONNEL AUTHORIZED TO BE ON AC-
TIVE DUTY FOR OPERATIONAL SUP-
PORT.

During fiscal year 2006, the maximum number
of members of the reserve components of the
Armed Forces who may be serving at any time
on full-time operational support duty under sec-
tion 115(b) of title 10, United States Code, is the
following:
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(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 17,000.

(2) The Army Reserve, 13,000.

(3) The Naval Reserve, 6,200.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 3,000.

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 16,000.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 14,000.

Subtitle C—Authorizations of Appropriations
SEC. 421. MILITARY PERSONNEL.

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated
to the Department of Defense for military per-
sonnel for fiscal year 2006 a total of
$108,824,292,000. The authorization in the pre-
ceding sentence supersedes any other authoriza-
tion of appropriations (definite or indefinite) for
such purpose for fiscal year 2006.

SEC. 422. ARMED FORCES RETIREMENT HOME.

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated
for fiscal year 2006 from the Armed Forces Re-
tirement Home Trust Fund the sum of
$58,281,000 for the operation of the Armed
Forces Retirement Home.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY

Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy

Sec. 501. Temporary increase in percentage lim-
its on reduction of time-in-grade
requirements for retirement in
grade upon voluntary retirement.

Two-year renewal of authority to re-
duce minimum commissioned serv-
ice requirement for voluntary re-
tirement as an officer.

Separation at age 64 for reserve com-
ponent senior officers.

Improved administration of transitions
involving officers in senior gen-
eral and flag officer positions.

Consolidation of grade limitations on
officer assignment and insignia
practice known as frocking.

Authority for designation of a general/
flag officer position on the Joint
Staff to be held by reserve compo-
nent general or flag officer on ac-
tive duty.

Authority to retain permanent profes-
sors at the Naval Academy be-
yond 30 years of active commis-
sioned service.

Authority for appointment of Coast
Guard flag officer as Chief of
Staff to the President.

Clarification of time for receipt of stat-
utory selection board communica-
tions.

Standardization of grade of senior
dental officer of the Air Force
with that of senior dental officer
of the Army.

Subtitle B—Reserve Component Management

Sec. 511. Use of Reserve Montgomery GI Bill
benefits and benefits for mobilized
members of the Selected Reserve
and National Guard for payments
for licensing or certification tests.

Modifications to mnew Reserve edu-
cational benefit for certain active
service in support of contingency
operations.

Military technicians (dual
mandatory separation.

Military retirement credit for certain
service by National Guard mem-
bers performed while in a State
duty status immediately after the
terrorist attacks of September 11,
2001.

Use of National Guard to provide mili-
tary support to civilian law en-
forcement agencies for domestic
counter-terrorism activities.

Subtitle C—Education and Training
Sec. 521. Repeal of limitation on amount of fi-
nancial assistance under ROTC
scholarship programs.

Sec. 502.

Sec. 503.

Sec. 504.

Sec. 505.

Sec. 506.

Sec. 507.

Sec. 508.

Sec. 509.

Sec. 510.

Sec. 512.

Sec. 513. status)

Sec. 514.

Sec. 515.
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Sec. 522. Increased enrollment for eligible de-
fense industry employees in the
defense product development pro-
gram at Naval Postgraduate
School.

Payment of expenses to obtain profes-
sional credentials.

Authority for National Defense Uni-
versity award of degree of Master
of Science in Joint Campaign
Planning and Strategy.

One-year extension of authority to use
appropriated funds to provide rec-
ognition items for recruitment and
retention of certain reserve com-
ponent personnel.

Report on rationale and plans of the
Navy to provide enlisted members
an opportunity to obtain graduate
degrees.

Increase in annual limit on number of
ROTC scholarships under Army
Reserve and National Guard pro-
gram.

Capstone overseas field studies trips to
People’s Republic of China and
Republic of China on Taiwan.

Sense of Congress concerning estab-
lishment of National College of
Homeland Security.

Subtitle D—General Service Requirements

Sec. 531. Uniform enlistment standards for the
Armed Forces.

Increase in maximum term of original
enlistment in regular component.

Members completing statutory initial
military service obligation.

Extension of qualifying service for ini-
tial military service under Na-
tional Call to Service program.

Subtitle E—Matters Relating to Casualties

Sec. 541. Requirement for members of the Armed
Forces to designate a person to be
authorized to direct the disposi-
tion of the member’s remains.

542. Enhanced program of Casualty Assist-
ance Officers and Seriously In-
Jjured/Ill Assistance Officers.

543. Standards and guidelines for Depart-
ment of Defense programs to as-
sist wounded and injured mem-
bers.

544. Authority for members on active duty
with disabilities to participate in
Paralympic Games.

Subtitle F—Military Justice and Legal
Assistance Matters

551. Clarification of authority of military
legal assistance counsel to provide
military legal assistance without
regard to licensing requirements.

552. Use of teleconferencing in administra-
tive sessions of courts-martial.

553. Extension of statute of limitations for
murder, rape, and child abuse of-
fenses under the Uniform Code of
Military Justice.

554. Offense of stalking under the Uniform
Code of Military Justice.

555. Rape, sexual assault, and other sexual
misconduct under Uniform Code
of Military Justice.

Subtitle G—Assistance to Local Educational

Agencies for Defense Dependents Education

Sec. 561. Enrollment in overseas schools of De-
fense Dependents’ Education Sys-
tem of children of citizens or na-
tionals of the United States hired
in overseas areas as full-time De-
partment of Defense employees.

Sec. 562. Assistance to local educational agen-
cies that benefit dependents of
members of the Armed Forces and
Department of Defense civilian
employees.

Sec. 523.

Sec. 524.

Sec. 525.

Sec. 526.

Sec. 527.

Sec. 528.
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Sec. 532.
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Sec. 563. Continuation of impact aid assistance
on behalf of dependents of certain
members despite change in status
of member.

Subtitle H—Decorations and Awards

565. Cold War Victory Medal.

566. Establishment of Combat

Badge.
Eligibility for Operation Enduring
Freedom campaign medal.
Subtitle I—Other Matters

Extension of waiver authority of Sec-
retary of Education with respect
to student financial assistance
during a war or other military op-
eration or national emergency.

Adoption leave for members of the
Armed Forces adopting children.

Report on need for a personnel plan
for linguists in the Armed Forces.

Ground combat and other exclusion
policies.

Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy
SEC. 501. TEMPORARY INCREASE IN PERCENTAGE
LIMITS ON REDUCTION OF TIME-IN-
GRADE REQUIREMENTS FOR RETIRE-
MENT IN GRADE UPON VOLUNTARY
RETIREMENT.

Section 1370(a)(2) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subparagraph:

“(F) Notwithstanding subparagraph (E), dur-
ing the period beginning on October 1, 2005, and
ending on December 31, 2007, the number of lieu-
tenant colonels and colonels of the Army, Ma-
rine Corps, and Air Force, and the number of
commanders and captains of the Navy, for
whom a reduction is made under this section
during any fiscal year in the period of service-
in-grade otherwise required wunder this para-
graph may not exceed four percent of the au-
thorized active-duty strength for that fiscal year
for officers of that armed force in that grade.”’.
SEC. 502. TWO-YEAR RENEWAL OF AUTHORITY TO

REDUCE MINIMUM COMMISSIONED
SERVICE REQUIREMENT FOR VOL-
UNTARY RETIREMENT AS AN OFFI-
CER.

Sections 3911(b), 6323(a)(2), and 8911(b) of title
10, United States Code, are amended by striking
“during the period beginning on October 1, 1990,
and ending on December 31, 2001’ and inserting
“‘during the period beginning on October 1, 2005,
and ending on December 31, 2007°.

SEC. 503. SEPARATION AT AGE 64 FOR RESERVE

COMPONENT SENIOR OFFICERS.

Section 14512(a) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting (1)’ before ‘‘Unless retired,’’;

(2) by striking “who is Chief”’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘“‘of a State,” and inserting ‘“‘who
is specified in paragraph (2)”’; and

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

‘““(2) Paragraph (1) applies to a reserve officer
of the Army or Air Force who is any of the fol-
lowing:

‘““(A) The Chief of the National Guard Bu-
reau.

‘““(B) The Chief of the Army Reserve, Chief of
the Air Force Reserve, Director of the Army Na-
tional Guard, or Director of the Air National
Guard.

‘“(C) An adjutant general.

‘(D) If a reserve officer of the Army, the com-
manding general of the troops of a State.”’.

SEC. 504. IMPROVED ADMINISTRATION OF TRAN-

SITIONS INVOLVING OFFICERS IN
SENIOR GENERAL AND FLAG OFFI-
CER POSITIONS.

(a) EXCLUSION FROM GRADE DISTRIBUTION
LIMITATIONS FOR SENIOR OFFICERS
TRANSITIONING BETWEEN POSITIONS OR AWAIT-
ING RETIREMENT.—Section 525(d) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:

‘“‘(d) An officer continuing to hold the grade
of general, admiral, lieutenant general, or vice
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admiral under paragraph (2) or (4) of section
601(b) of this title shall not be counted for pur-
poses of this section.”’.

(b) APPOINTMENTS TO POSITIONS OF IMPOR-
TANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY.—Section 601 of such
title is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(2), by inserting before the
semicolon at the end the following: *‘, but not
for more than 30 days’’; and

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

“te)(1) If a transition period for an officer
under subsection (b)(2) or (b)(4) exceeds the
maximum period specified in that subsection,
the officer shall revert to the officer’s permanent
grade, effective on the day after the date on
which that period is exceeded.

““(2) In each case in which the transition pe-
riod for an officer under subsection (b)(2) ex-
ceeds 30 days, the Secretary of Defense shall
promptly submit to the Committee on Armed
Services of the Senate and the Committee on
Armed Services of the House of Representatives
a report on the matter. The report shall include
the following:

‘““(A) The officer’s name.

‘“‘(B) The date on which the transition period
began and the date on which the 30-day limit
was exceeded.

“(C) The former position of the officer and the
position to which the officer has been ordered
transferred.

‘(D) The reason for extended transition to the
position to which ordered transferred.

‘“(E) The date on which the officer reverted to
the officer’s permanent grade pursuant to para-
graph (1). .

(c) PROHIBITION OF FROCKING TO GRADES
ABOVE MAJOR GENERAL AND REAR ADMIRAL.—
Section 777(a) of such title is amended by insert-
ing ‘““in a grade below the grade of major gen-
eral or, in the case of the Navy, rear admiral,”
after “An officer’ in the first sentence.

SEC. 505. CONSOLIDATION OF GRADE LIMITA-
TIONS ON OFFICER ASSIGNMENT
AND INSIGNIA PRACTICE KNOWN AS
FROCKING.

Section 777(d) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking ‘‘brigadier generals and Navy
rear admirals (lower half)”’ and inserting ‘‘colo-
nels, Navy captains, brigadier generals, and
rear admirals (lower half)’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘the grade of”’ and all that
follows through ‘30’ and inserting ‘‘the next
higher grade may not exceed 85°°;

(2) by striking paragraph (2); and

(3) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (2).

SEC. 506. AUTHORITY FOR DESIGNATION OF A
GENERAL/FLAG OFFICER POSITION
ON THE JOINT STAFF TO BE HELD
BY RESERVE COMPONENT GENERAL
OR FLAG OFFICER ON ACTIVE DUTY.

Section 526(b)(2)(A) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘, and a general
and flag officer position on the Joint Staff,”
after “‘combatant commands’’.

SEC. 507. AUTHORITY TO RETAIN PERMANENT
PROFESSORS AT THE NAVAL ACAD-
EMY BEYOND 30 YEARS OF ACTIVE
COMMISSIONED SERVICE.

(a) WAIVER OF MANDATORY RETIREMENT FOR
YEARS OF SERVICE.—

(1)  LIEUTENANT  COLONELS AND  COM-
MANDERS.—Section 633 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(A) by striking ‘“‘Except an’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘except as provided’ and insert-
ing “(a) 28 YEARS OF ACTIVE COMMISSIONED
SERVICE.—Except as provided in subsection (b)
and as provided’’;

(B) by adding at the end the following:

‘““(b) EXCEPTIONS.—Subsection (a) does mnot
apply to the following:

‘““(1) An officer of the Navy or Marine Corps
who is an officer designated for limited duty to
whom section 5596(e) or 6383 of this title applies.
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“(2) An officer of the Navy or Marine Corps
who is a permanent professor at the United
States Naval Academy.”’.

(2) COLONELS AND NAVY CAPTAINS.—Section
634 of title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(A) by striking ‘“‘Except an’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘except as provided’ and insert-
ing ‘“(a) 30 YEARS OF ACTIVE COMMISSIONED
SERVICE.—Except as provided in subsection (b)
and as provided’’;

(B) by adding at the end the following:

“(b) EXCEPTIONS.—Subsection (a) does not
apply to the following:

‘(1) An officer of the Navy who is designated
for limited duty to whom section 6383(a)(4) of
this title applies.

“(2) An officer of the Navy or Marine Corps
who is a permanent professor at the United
States Naval Academy.’’.

(b) AUTHORITY FOR RETENTION OF PERMANENT
PROFESSORS BEYOND 30 YEARS.—

(1) AUTHORITY.—Chapter 573 of such title is
amended by inserting after section 6371 the fol-
lowing new section:

“§6372. Permanent professors of the United
States Naval Academy: retirement for years
of service; authority for deferral

“(a) RETIREMENT FOR YEARS OF SERVICE.—(1)
Except as provided in subsection (b), an officer
of the Navy or Marine Corps serving as a per-
manent professor at the Naval Academy in the
grade of commander or lieutenant colonel who is
not on a list of officers recommended for pro-
motion to the grade of captain or colonel, as the
case may be, shall, if not earlier retired, be re-
tired on the first day of the month after the
month in which the officer completes 28 years of
active commissioned service.

“(2) Except as provided in subsection (b), an
officer of the Navy or Marine Corps serving as
a permanent professor at the Naval Academy in
the grade of captain or colonel who is not on a
list of officers recommended for promotion to the
grade of rear admiral (lower half) or brigadier
general, as the case may be, shall, if not earlier
retired, be retired on the first day of the month
after the month in which the officer completes
30 years of active commissioned service.

“(b) CONTINUATION ON ACTIVE DUTY.—(1) An
officer subject to retirement under subsection (a)
may have his retirement deferred and be contin-
ued on active duty by the Secretary of the Navy.

“(2) Subject to section 1252 of this title, the
Secretary of the Navy shall determine the period
of any continuation on active duty under this
section.

“(c) ELIGIBILITY FOR PROMOTION.—A perma-
nent professor at the Naval Academy in the
grade of commander or lieutenant colonel who is
continued on active duty as a permanent pro-
fessor under subsection (b) remains eligible for
consideration for promotion to the grade of cap-
tain or colonel, as the case may be.

“(d) RETIRED GRADE AND RETIRED PAY.—
Each officer retired under this section—

“(1) unless otherwise entitled to a higher
grade, shall be retired in the grade determined
under section 1370 of this title; and

““(2) is entitled to retired pay computed under
section 6333 of this title.”’.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
6371 the following new item:

“6372. Permanent professors of the United
States Naval Academy: retirement
for years of service; authority for
deferral.”’.

(¢c) MANDATORY RETIREMENT AT AGE 64.—

(1) REORGANIZATION AND STANDARDIZATION.—
Chapter 63 of such title is amended by inserting
after section 1251 the following new section:

“§ 1252. Age 64: permanent professors at acad-

emies

“(a) MANDATORY RETIREMENT FOR AGE.—Un-
less retired or separated earlier, each regular
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commissioned officer of the Army, Navy, Air
Force, or Marine Corps covered by subsection
(b) shall be retired on the first day of the month
following the month in which the officer be-
comes 64 years of age.

““(b) COVERED OFFICERS.—This section applies
to the following officers:

‘“(1) An officer who is a permanent professor
or the director of admissions of the United
States Military Academy.

““(2) An officer who is a permanent professor
at the United States Naval Academy.

“(3) An officer who is a permanent professor
or the registrar of the United States Air Force
Academy.”’.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
1251 the following new item:

““12564. Age 64: permanent professors at acad-
emies.”’.

(3) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 1251(a)
of such title is amended by striking the second
sentence.

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS RELATING TO
COMPUTATION OF RETIRED PAY.—

(1) AGE 64 RETIREMENT.—Chapter 71 of such
title is amended—

(A) in the table in section 1401(a), by inserting
at the bottom of the column under the heading
“For sections’’, in the entry for Formula Num-
ber 5, the following: ““‘1252°°; and

(B) in the table in section 1406(b)(1), by insert-
ing at the bottom of the first column the fol-
lowing: “1252°’;

(2) YEARS-OF-SERVICE RETIREMENT.—Section
6333(a) of such title is amended—

(A) in the matter preceding the table, by in-
serting ‘6372 or’’ after ‘‘section’’; and

(B) in the table, by inserting ‘6372 imme-
diately below ‘‘6325(b)’’ in the column under the
heading ‘‘For sections’, in the entry for For-
mula B.

SEC. 508. AUTHORITY FOR APPOINTMENT OF
COAST GUARD FLAG OFFICER AS
CHIEF OF STAFF TO THE PRESIDENT.

(a) AUTHORITY.—Chapter 3 of title 14, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new section:

“§54. Chief of Staff to President: appointment

““The President, by and with the advice and
consent of the Senate, may appoint a flag offi-
cer of the Coast Guard as the Chief of Staff to
the President.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
““54. Chief of Staff to President: appointment.’’.
SEC. 509. CLARIFICATION OF TIME FOR RECEIPT

OF STATUTORY SELECTION BOARD
COMMUNICATIONS.

(a) OFFICERS ON ACTIVE-DUTY LIST.—Section
614(b) of title 10, United States Code, is amended
in the first sentence by inserting ‘““‘11:59 p.m. on
the day before’ after ‘‘to arrive not later than’.

(b) OFFICERS ON RESERVE ACTIVE-STATUS
LIST.—Section 14106 of such title is amended in
the second sentence by inserting “‘11:59 p.m. on
the day before’ after ‘‘so as to arrive not later
than’.

SEC. 510. STANDARDIZATION OF GRADE OF SEN-
IOR DENTAL OFFICER OF THE AIR
FORCE WITH THAT OF SENIOR DEN-
TAL OFFICER OF THE ARMY.

(a) AIR FORCE ASSISTANT SURGEON GENERAL
FOR DENTAL SERVICES.—Section 8081 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by striking
“brigadier general’’ in the second sentence and
inserting ‘‘major general’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on the date of
the occurrence of the next vacancy in the posi-
tion of Assistant Surgeon General for Dental
Services in the Air Force that occurs after the
date of the enactment of this Act or, if earlier,
on the date of the appointment to the grade of
magor general of the officer who is the incum-
bent in that position on the date of the enact-
ment of the Act.
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Subtitle B—Reserve Component Management

SEC. 511. USE OF RESERVE MONTGOMERY GI BILL

BENEFITS AND BENEFITS FOR MOBI-

LIZED MEMBERS OF THE SELECTED

RESERVE AND NATIONAL GUARD

FOR PAYMENTS FOR LICENSING OR
CERTIFICATION TESTS.

(a) CHAPTER 1606.—Section 16131 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new subsection:

“()(1) Subject to paragraph (3), the amount of
educational assistance payable under this chap-
ter for a licensing or certification test described
in section 3452(b) of title 38 is the lesser of $2,000
or the fee charged for the test.

‘“(2) The number of months of entitlement
charged in the case of any individual for such
licensing or certification test is equal to the
number (including any fraction) determined by
dividing the total amount of educational assist-
ance paid such individual for such test by the
full-time monthly institutional rate of edu-
cational assistance which, but for paragraph
(1), such individual would otherwise be paid
under subsection (b).

““(3) In no event shall payment of educational
assistance under this subsection for such a test
exceed the amount of the individual’s available
entitlement under this chapter.”.

(b) CHAPTER 1607.—Section 16162 of such title
is amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘““(e) The provisions of section 16131(j) of this
title shall apply to the provision of educational
assistance under this chapter, except that, in
applying such section under this chapter, the
reference to subsection (b) in paragraph (2) of
such section is deemed to be a reference to sub-
section (c) of this section.”’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall apply to tests administered
on or after October 1, 2005.

SEC. 512. MODIFICATIONS TO NEW RESERVE EDU-
CATIONAL BENEFIT FOR CERTAIN
ACTIVE SERVICE IN SUPPORT OF
CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS.

(a) ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA.—Subsection (a) of
section 16163 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), by
striking “‘On or after September 11, 2001, a mem-
ber”’ and inserting ‘“A member’’;

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘served on
active duty in support of a contingency oper-
ation’’ and inserting ‘‘was called or ordered to
active duty on or after September 11, 2001, in
support of a contingency operation and served
on active duty in support of that contingency
operation’’; and

(3) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘on or after
September 11, 2001,” after ‘‘Secretary of De-
fense’’.

(b) ADMINISTRATION OF SPECIFIED BENEFITS
ELECTION.—Subsection (e) of such section is
amended by striking ‘‘Secretary concerned’’ and
inserting ‘‘Secretary of Veterans Affairs’.

(¢) EXCEPTION TO IMMEDIATE TERMINATION OF
ASSISTANCE.—Section 16165 of such title is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘Educational assistance’’ and
inserting ‘‘(a) TERMINATION.—Ezxcept as pro-
vided in subsection (b), educational assistance’’;
and

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

““(b) EXCEPTION FOR SELECTED RESERVE MEM-
BERS CONTINUING IN READY RESERVE.—Under
regulations prescribed by the Secretary of De-
fense, educational assistance may be provided
under this chapter to a member of the Selected
Reserve when the member incurs a break in
service in the Selected Reserve of not more than
90 days, if the member continues to serve in the
Ready Reserve.”’.

SEC. 513. MILITARY TECHNICIANS (DUAL STATUS)
MANDATORY SEPARATION.

(a) DEFERRAL OF SEPARATION.—Section 10216
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following new subsection:

I
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“(f) DEFERRAL OF MANDATORY SEPARATION.—
The Secretary of the Army shall implement per-
sonnel policies so as to allow a military techni-
cian (dual status) who continues to meet the re-
quirements of this section for dual status to con-
tinue to serve beyond a mandatory removal date
for officers, and any applicable maximum years
of service limitation, until the military techni-
cian (dual status) reaches age 60 and attains
eligibility for an unreduced annuity (as defined
in section 10218(c) of this title).”’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The Secretary of the
Army shall implement subsection (f) of section
10216 of title 10, United States Code, as added by
subsection (a), not later than 90 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 514. MILITARY RETIREMENT CREDIT FOR
CERTAIN SERVICE BY NATIONAL
GUARD MEMBERS  PERFORMED
WHILE IN A STATE DUTY STATUS IM-
MEDIATELY AFTER THE TERRORIST
ATTACKS OF SEPTEMBER 11, 2001.

(a) RETIREMENT CREDIT.—Service of a member
of the Ready Reserve of the Army National
Guard or Air National Guard described in sub-
section (b) shall be deemed to be service cred-
itable under section 12732(a)(2)(A)(i) of title 10,
United States Code.

(b) COVERED SERVICE.—Service referred to in
subsection (a) is full-time State active duty serv-
ice that a member of the National Guard per-
formed on or after September 11, 2001, and be-
fore October 1, 2002, in any of the counties spec-
ified in subsection (c) to support a Federal dec-
laration of emergency following the terrorist at-
tacks on the United States of September 11, 2001.

(c) COVERED COUNTIES.—The counties referred
to in subsection (b) are the following:

(1) In the State of New York: Bronx, Kings,
New York (boroughs of Brooklyn and Manhat-
tan), Queens, Richmond, Delaware, Dutchess,
Nassau, Orange, Putnam, Rockland, Suffolk,
Sullivan, Ulster, and Westchester

(2) In the State of Virginia: Arlington.

(d) APPLICABILITY.—Subsection (a) shall take
effect as of September 11, 2001.

SEC. 515. USE OF NATIONAL GUARD TO PROVIDE
MILITARY SUPPORT TO CIVILIAN
LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES FOR
DOMESTIC COUNTER-TERRORISM
ACTIVITIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title 32, United States Code,
is amended by adding the following new section:

“§116. Use of National Guard to provide mili-
tary support to civilian law enforcement
agencies for domestic counter-terrorism ac-
tivities
““(a) PROVISION OF SUPPORT.—The Governor

of a State may order the National Guard of such
State to perform full-time National Guard duty
under section 502(f) of this title for the purpose
of providing, on a reimbursable basis, military
support to a civilian law enforcement agency for
domestic counter-terrorism activities. Members
of the National Guard performing full-time Na-
tional Guard duty in the Active Guard and Re-
serve Program may support or execute military
support to civilian law enforcement agencies for
domestic counter-terrorism activities performed
by the National Guard under this section.

““(b) REIMBURSEMENT.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, the Chief of the National
Guard Bureau, or the designee of the Chief in
the State concerned, shall accept monetary re-
imbursements for the costs incurred by the Na-
tional Guard to provide support under sub-
section (a). Such monetary reimbursements will
be deposited into the appropriations used to
fund activities under this title and may be used
in the fiscal year in which received. The Sec-
retary of Defense may waive the reimbursement
requirement under this section.

“(c) CONDITION OF PROVISION OF SUPPORT.—
Military support to civilian law enforcement
agencies for domestic counter-terrorism activities
may not be provided under subsection (a) if the
provision of such support will affect adversely
the military preparedness of the United States.
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To ensure that the use of units and personnel of
the National Guard under such subsection does
not degrade training and readiness, the fol-
lowing requirements shall apply in determining
the activities that units and personnel of the
National Guard of a State may perform:

‘““(1) The performance of the activities may not
affect adversely the quality of training or other-
wise interfere with the ability of a member or
unit of the National Guard to perform the mili-
tary functions of the member or unit.

““(2) The performance of the activities will not
degrade the military skills of the members of the
National Guard performing those activities.

“(d) STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION.— Nothing in
this section shall be construed as a limitation on
the authority of any unit or member of the Na-
tional Guard of a State, when not in Federal
service, to perform functions authorized to be
performed by the National Guard by the laws of
the State concerned. Nothing in this section
shall be construed as a limitation on the author-
ity of any unit or member of the National Guard
of a State, when not in Federal service, to pro-
vide military assistance or support to civil au-
thority in the normal course of military training
or operations on a non-reimbursable basis.

““(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘“(1) The term ’State’ means each of the sev-
eral States, the District of Columbia, the Com-
monwealth of Puerto Rico, or a territory or pos-
session of the United States.

‘“(2) The term ’domestic counter-terrorism’
means measures taken to prevent, deter, and re-
spond to terrorism within a State.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 1 of such title
is amended by adding at the end the following
new item:

““116. Use of National Guard to provide military
support to civilian law enforce-
ment agencies  for  domestic
counter-terrorism activities.”’.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO TITLE 10.—
Section 115(i) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by inserting ‘‘or providing military
support to civilian law enforcement agencies for
domestic counter-terrorism activities under sec-
tion 116 of such title’’ after ‘‘title 32°°.

Subtitle C—Education and Training
SEC. 521. REPEAL OF LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF
FINANCIAL  ASSISTANCE UNDER

ROTC SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAMS.

(a) GENERAL ROTC PROGRAM.—Section 2107(c)
of title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking paragraph (4); and

(2) in paragraph (5)(B), by striking *, (3), or
(4)’ and inserting ‘“‘or (3)”’.

(b) ARMY RESERVE AND ARMY NATIONAL
GUARD PROGRAM.—Section 2107a(c) of such title
is amended by striking paragraph (3).

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Paragraph (4) of sec-
tion 2107(c) of title 10, United States Code, and
paragraph (3) of section 2107a(c) of such title, as
in effect on the day before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, shall continue to apply in the
case of any individual selected before the date
of the enactment of this Act for appointment as
a cadet or midshipman under section 2107 or
2107a of such title.

SEC. 522. INCREASED ENROLLMENT FOR ELIGI-

BLE DEFENSE INDUSTRY EMPLOY-
EES IN THE DEFENSE PRODUCT DE-
VELOPMENT PROGRAM AT NAVAL
POSTGRADUATE SCHOOL.

Section 7049(a) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘“‘and systems engineering’’
after ‘“‘curriculum related to defense product de-
velopment’’; and

(2) by striking “‘10°° and inserting ‘25°.

SEC. 523. PAYMENT OF EXPENSES TO OBTAIN

PROFESSIONAL CREDENTIALS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 101 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:
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“§2015. Payment of expenses to obtain profes-
sional credentials

“(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Defense
and the Secretary of Homeland Security, with
respect to the Coast Guard when it is not oper-
ating as a service in the Navy, may pay for—

‘(1) expenses for members of the armed forces
to obtain professional credentials, including ex-
penses for professional accreditation, State-im-
posed and professional licenses, and profes-
sional certification; and

““(2) examinations to obtain such credentials.

““(b) LIMITATION.—The authority under sub-
section (a) may not be used to pay the expenses
of a member to obtain professional credentials
that are a prerequisite for appointment in the
armed forces.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
“2015. Payment of expenses to obtain profes-

sional credentials.”.
SEC. 524. AUTHORITY FOR NATIONAL DEFENSE
UNIVERSITY AWARD OF DEGREE OF
MASTER OF SCIENCE IN JOINT CAM-
PAIGN PLANNING AND STRATEGY.

(a) JOINT FORCES STAFF COLLEGE PROGRAM.—
Section 2163 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended to read as follows:

“§2163. National Defense University: master
of science degrees

“(a) AUTHORITY TO AWARD SPECIFIED DE-
GREES.—The President of the National Defense
University, upon the recommendation of the fac-
ulty of the respective college or other school
within the University, may confer the master of
science degrees specified in subsection (b).

‘““(b) AUTHORIZED DEGREES.—The following
degrees may be awarded under subsection (a):

‘(1) MASTER OF SCIENCE IN NATIONAL SECU-
RITY STRATEGY.—The degree of master of science
in national security strategy, to graduates of
the University who fulfill the requirements of
the program of the National War College.

“(2) MASTER OF SCIENCE IN NATIONAL RE-
SOURCE STRATEGY.—The degree of master of
science in national resource strategy, to grad-
uates of the University who fulfill the require-
ments of the program of the Industrial College
of the Armed Forces.

““(3) MASTER OF SCIENCE IN JOINT CAMPAIGN
PLANNING AND STRATEGY.—The degree of master
of science in joint campaign planning and strat-
egy, to graduates of the University who fulfill
the requirements of the program of the Joint Ad-
vanced Warfighting School at the Joint Forces
Staff College.

‘““(c) REGULATIONS.—The authority provided
by this section shall be exercised under regula-
tions prescribed by the Secretary of Defense.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The item relating
to section 2163 in the table of sections at the be-
ginning of chapter 108 of such title is amended
to read as follows:

““2163. National Defense University: master of
science degrees.’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Paragraph (3) of sec-
tion 2163(b) of title 10, United States Code, as
amended by subsection (a), shall take effect for
degrees awarded after May 2005.

SEC. 525. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY
TO USE APPROPRIATED FUNDS TO
PROVIDE RECOGNITION ITEMS FOR
RECRUITMENT AND RETENTION OF
CERTAIN RESERVE COMPONENT
PERSONNEL.

Section 18506(d) of title 10, United States
Code, and section 717(e) of title 32, United
States Code, are each amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2005 and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2006.

SEC. 526. REPORT ON RATIONALE AND PLANS OF
THE NAVY TO PROVIDE ENLISTED
MEMBERS AN OPPORTUNITY TO OB-
TAIN GRADUATE DEGREES.

(a) REPORT.—The Secretary of the Navy shall
submit to the Committee on Armed Services of
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the Senate and the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives a report on
the plans, if any, of the Secretary, and the ra-
tionale for those plans, for a program to provide
enlisted members of the Navy with opportunities
to pursue graduate degree programs either
through Navy schools or paid for by the Navy in
return for an additional service obligation. The
report shall include the following:

(1) The underlying philosophy and objectives
supporting a decision to provide opportunities
for graduate degrees to enlisted members of the
Navy.

(2) An overall description of how the award of
a graduate degree to an enlisted member would
fit in an integrated, progressive, coordinated,
and systematic way into the goals and require-
ments of the Navy for enlisted career develop-
ment and for professional education, together
with a discussion of a wider requirement, if any,
for programs for the award of associate and bac-
calaureate degrees to enlisted members, particu-
larly in the career fields under consideration for
the pilot program referred to in subsection (b).

(3) A discussion of the scope and details of the
plan to ensure that Navy enlisted members have
the requisite academic baccalaureate degrees as
a prerequisite for undertaking graduate-level
work.

(4) Identification of the specific enlisted career
fields for which the Secretary has determined
that a graduate degree should be a requirement,
as well as the rationale for that determination.

(5) A description of the concept of the Sec-
retary of the Navy for the process and mecha-
nism of providing graduate degrees to enlisted
members, including, as a minimum, the Sec-
retary’s plan for whether the degree programs
would be provided through civilian or military
degree-granting institutions and  whether
through in-resident or distance learning or some
combination thereof.

(6) A description of the plan to ensure proper
and effective utilization of enlisted members fol-
lowing the award of a graduate degree.

(b) REPORT ON PILOT PROGRAM.—In addition
to the report under subsection (a), the Secretary
of the Navy may submit a plan for a pilot pro-
gram to make available opportunities to pursue
graduate degree programs to a limited number of
Navy enlisted members in a specific, limited set
of critical career fields. Such a plan shall in-
clude, as a minimum, the following:

(1) The specific objectives of the pilot program.

(2) An identification of the specific enlisted
career fields from which candidates for the pro-
gram would be drawn, the numbers and pre-
requisite qualifications of initial candidates,
and the process for selecting the enlisted mem-
bers who would initially participate.

(3) The process and mechanism for providing
the degrees, described in the same manner as
specified under subsection (a)(5), and a general
description of course content.

(4) An analysis of the cost effectiveness of
using Navy, other service, or civilian degree
granting institutions in the pilot.

(5) The plan for post-graduation utilization of
the enlisted members who obtain graduate de-
grees under the program.

(6) The criteria and plan for assessing wheth-
er the objectives of the pilot program are met.
SEC. 527. INCREASE IN ANNUAL LIMIT ON NUM-

BER OF ROTC SCHOLARSHIPS
UNDER ARMY RESERVE AND NA-
TIONAL GUARD PROGRAM.

Section 2107a(h) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking 208" and insert-
ing ““416”.

SEC. 528. CAPSTONE OVERSEAS FIELD STUDIES
TRIPS TO PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF
CHINA AND REPUBLIC OF CHINA ON
TAIWAN.

Section 2153 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

“(c) OVERSEAS FIELD STUDIES TO CHINA AND
TAIWAN.—The Secretary of Defense shall direct
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the National Defense University to ensure that
visits to China and Taiwan are an integral part
of the field study programs conducted by the
university as part of the military education
course carried out pursuant to subsection (a)
and that such field study programs include an-
nually at least one class field study trip to the
People’s Republic of China and at least one
class field study trip to the Republic of China
on Taiwan.”.
SEC. 529. SENSE OF CONGRESS CONCERNING ES-
TABLISHMENT OF NATIONAL COL-
LEGE OF HOMELAND SECURITY.

It is the sense of Congress that the Secretary
of Defense, in consultation with the Secretary of
Homeland Security, should establish within the
National Defense University an educational in-
stitution, to be known as the National College of
Homeland Security, to have the mission of pro-
viding strategic-level homeland security and
homeland defense education and related re-
search to civilian and military leaders from all
agencies of government in order to contribute to
the development of a common understanding of
core homeland security principles and of effec-
tive interagency and multijurisdictional home-
land security strategies, policies, doctrines, and
processes.

Subtitle D—General Service Requirements
SEC. 531. UNIFORM ENLISTMENT STANDARDS
FOR THE ARMED FORCES.

(a) UNIFORM STANDARDS.—Section 504 of title
10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ““(a)”’ at the beginning of the
text; and

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

““(b)(1) Except as provided under paragraph
(2), a person may not be enlisted in any armed
force unless that person is one of the following:

‘“(A) A national of the United States, as de-
fined in section 101(a)(22) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(22)).

‘“‘(B) An alien who is lawfully admitted for
permanent residence, as defined in section
101(a)(20) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(20)).

“(C) A person described in section 341 of one
of the following:

‘(i) The Compact of Free Association between
the Federated States of Micronesia and the
United States (section 201(a) of Public Law 108—
188 (117 Stat. 2784, 48 U.S.C. 1921 note)).

“‘(ii) The Compact of Free Association between
the Republic of the Marshall Islands and the
United States (section 201(b) of Public Law 108—
188 (117 Stat. 2823; 48 U.S.C. 1921 note)).

‘“‘(iii)) The Compact of Free Association be-
tween Palau and the United States (section 201
of Public Law 99-658 (100 Stat. 3678; 48 U.S.C.
1931 note)).

““(2) The Secretary concerned may authorize
the enlistment of persons not described in para-
graph (1) when the Secretary determines that
such enlistment is vital to the mnational in-
terest.”’.

(b) CONFORMING REPEAL OF SERVICE-SPECIFIC
PROVISIONS.—

(1) REPEAL.—Sections 3253 and 8253 of such
title are repealed.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 333 is amended
by striking the item relating to section 3253. The
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 833
is amended by striking the item relating to sec-
tion 8253.

SEC. 532. INCREASE IN MAXIMUM TERM OF ORIGI-
NAL ENLISTMENT IN REGULAR COM-
PONENT.

Section 505(c) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by striking ‘‘six years’ and inserting
“‘eight years”.

SEC. 533. MEMBERS COMPLETING STATUTORY
INITIAL MILITARY SERVICE OBLIGA-
TION.

(a) NOTIFICATION TO INITIAL ENTRANTS.—Sec-

tion 651(a) of title 10, United States Code, is
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amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘““(c) Each person covered by subsection (a),
upon commencing that person’s initial period of
service as a member of the armed forces, shall be
provided the date on which the initial military
service obligation of that person under this sec-
tion ends.”’.

(b) NOTIFICATION TO INDIVIDUAL READY RE-
SERVE MEMBERS.—Section 10144 of such title is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘“(c) In the case of a member of the armed
forces who is serving in the Individual Ready
Reserve to complete the initial military service
obligation of that member under section 651 of
this title, the Secretary concerned shall—

‘(1) notify the member when the period of
that service obligation is completed; and

““(2) before the date when that period is com-
pleted, provide to that member an opportunity,
if the member is qualified, to—

““(A) continue voluntarily in the Ready Re-
serve; or

‘“(B) transfer voluntarily to an active compo-
nent.”’.

(c) PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN INVOLUNTARY
PERSONNEL ACTIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 1215 of such title is
amended by adding at the end the following
new section:

“§12553. Members of Individual Ready Re-
serve completing initial military service ob-
ligation: prohibition of certain involuntary
personnel actions
““(a) PROHIBITION.—In the case of a member of

the armed forces who is serving in the Indi-
vidual Ready Reserve to complete the initial
military service obligation of that member under
section 651 of this title, the Secretary concerned
may not, after the end of the period of that serv-
ice obligation, issue the member an order for an
action specified in subsection (b) unless the
member, before the end of that period, has en-
tered into a service agreement that commits the
member to military service beyond the end of
that period.

‘““(b) COVERED ACTIONS.—Subsection (a) ap-
plies to an involuntary mobilization in accord-
ance with section 12301(a), 12301(b), 12302, or
12304 of this title, or a recall to active duty, that
commences after the date of the end of the pe-
riod of the military service obligation or a trans-
fer to the Selected Reserve. ™’

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
““12553. Members of Individual Ready Reserve

completing initial military service
obligation: prohibition of certain
involuntary personnel actions.”’.

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 12533 of title 10,
United States Code, as added by paragraph (1),
shall apply with respect to orders issued by the
Secretary concerned after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

SEC. 534. EXTENSION OF QUALIFYING SERVICE

FOR INITIAL MILITARY SERVICE
UNDER NATIONAL CALL TO SERVICE
PROGRAM.

Section 510(d) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by inserting before the period at the
end the following: “‘and shall include military
occupational specialties for enlistments for offi-
cer training and subsequent service as an offi-
cer, in cases in which the reason for the enlist-
ment and entry into an agreement under sub-
section (b) is to enter an officer training pro-
gram’.

Subtitle E—Matters Relating to Casualties
SEC. 541. REQUIREMENT FOR MEMBERS OF THE

ARMED FORCES TO DESIGNATE A
PERSON TO BE AUTHORIZED TO DI-
RECT THE DISPOSITION OF THE
MEMBER’S REMAINS.

(a) DESIGNATION REQUIRED.—Section 655 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended—
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(1) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (c); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection (b):

““(b) The Secretary concerned shall, upon the
enlistment or appointment of a person in the
armed forces, require that the person specify in
writing the person authorized to direct the dis-
position of the person’s remains under section
1482 of this title. The Secretary shall periodi-
cally, and whenever the member is deployed as
part of a contingency operation or in other cir-
cumstances specified by the Secretary, require
that such designation be reconfirmed, or modi-
fied, by the member.”’.

(b) CHANGE IN DESIGNATION.—Subsection (c)
of such section, as redesignated by subsection
(a)(1), is amended by inserting ‘“‘or (b)”’ after
“‘subsection (a)”’.

(c) PERSONS AUTHORIZED TO DIRECT DISPOSI-
TION OF REMAINS.—Section 1482(c) of such title
is amended—

(1) by striking the matter preceding paragraph
(1) and inserting the following:

““(c) The person designated under section
655(b) of this title shall be considered for all
purposes to be the person designated under this
subsection to direct disposition of the remains of
a decedent covered by this chapter. If the person
so designated is not available, or if there was no
such designation under that section, one of the
following persons, in the order specified, shall
be the person designated to direct the disposi-
tion of remains:”’; and

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘clauses (1)-
(3)”’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (1), (2), or (3)”.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Subsection (b) of sec-
tion 655 of title 10, United States Code, as added
by subsection (a)(2), shall take effect at the end
of the 30-day period beginning on the date of
the enactment of this Act and shall be applied
to persons enlisted or appointed in the Armed
Forces after the end of such period. In the case
of persons who are members of the Armed Forces
as of the end of such 30-day period, such sub-
section—

(1) shall be applied to any member who is de-
ployed to a contingency operation after the end
of such period; and

(2) in the case of any member not sooner cov-
ered under paragraph (1), shall be applied be-
fore the end of the 180-day period beginning on
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(e) TREATMENT OF PRIOR DESIGNATIONS.—

(1) A qualifying designation by a decedent
covered by section 1481 of title 10, United States
Code, shall be treated for purposes of section
1482 of such title as having been made under
section 655(b) of such title.

(2) QUALIFYING DESIGNATIONS.—For purposes
of paragraph (1), a qualifying designation is a
designation by a person of the person to be au-
thorized to direct disposition of the remains of
the person making the designation that was
made before the date of the enactment of this
Act and in accordance with regulations and
procedures of the Department of Defense in ef-
fect at the time.

SEC. 542. ENHANCED PROGRAM OF CASUALTY AS-
SISTANCE OFFICERS AND SERI-
OUSLY INJURED/ILL ASSISTANCE OF-
FICERS.

(a) REQUIRED STANDARDS AND TRAINING.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 88 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new section:

“§1790. Casualty Assistance Officers; Seri-
ously Injured/Ill Assistance Officers

“(a) ASSIGNMENT OF CAOS.—Whenever a
member of the Army, Navy, Air Force, or Marine
Corps dies while on active duty or otherwise
under circumstances for which a death gratuity
under section 1475 or 1476 of this title is to be
paid, the Secretary of the military department
concerned shall provide for the assignment of a
Casualty Assistance Officer to assist the family
members of the deceased member.
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“(b) ASSIGNMENT OF SIAOS.—Whenever a
member of the Army, Navy, Air Force, or Marine
Corps is seriously injured or becomes seriously
ill while on active duty or otherwise under cir-
cumstances for which, if the member died, a
death gratuity under section 1475 or 1476 of this
title would be paid, the Secretary of the military
department concerned shall provide for the as-
signment of a Seriously Injured/Ill Assistance
Officer to assist the member and the member’s
family members.

“(c) PERSONS WHO MAY BE ASSIGNED.—The
Secretary concerned may only assign as a Cas-
ualty Assistance Officer or Seriously Injured/Ill
Assistance Officer a member of the armed forces
who is an officer or a moncommissioned officers
in pay grade E-7 or above or a person who is a
Federal civilian employee.

‘““(d) DUTIES AND FUNCTIONS .—The Secretary
of Defense shall prescribe the duties and func-
tions of Casualty Assistance Officers and Seri-
ously Injured/Ill Assistance Officers. Such func-
tions shall include the following functions for
family members:

“(1) Information source.

““(2) Counsellor.

““(3) Advisor on obtaining needed information
and services.

““(4) Administrative assistant.

““(5) Advocate for family members with mili-
tary authorities.

““(e) DURATION AND LOCATION OF ASSIST-
ANCE.—Omnce a family is assigned a Casualty As-
sistance Officer or Seriously Injured/Ill Assist-
ance Officer, the Secretary concerned shall en-
sure that such an officer is continuously as-
signed to that family, regardless of family loca-
tion, until the Secretary determines that the
family is no longer in need of assistance from
such an officer.

“(f) TRAINING AND OVERSIGHT.—(1) The Sec-
retary of Defense shall establish standards for
performance of the duties of Casualty Assist-
ance Officers and Seriously Injured/Ill Assist-
ance Officers, and shall monitor the training
programs of the military departments for per-
sons assigned to duty as such officers, in order
to ensure that Casualty Assistance Officers and
Seriously Injured/Ill Assistance Officers are
properly trained.

‘““(2) The Secretary of each military depart-
ment shall—

“(A) ensure that Casualty Assistance Officers
and Seriously Injured/Ill Assistance Officers are
properly trained, and

“(B) monitor the performance of persons as-
signed to duty as Casualty Assistance Officers
and Seriously Injured/Ill Assistance Officers.

““(g) CRITERIA FOR DETERMINATION OF SERI-
OUS INJURY OR ILLNESS.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall specify criteria for determination for
purposes of this section of whether a member is
seriously injured or seriously ill. .

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
“1790. Casualty Assistance Officers; Seriously

Injured/Ill Assistance Officers.”.

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall prescribe regulations for the imple-
mentation of section 1790 of title 10, United
States Code, as added by subsection (a), not
later thanl80 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

SEC. 543. STANDARDS AND GUIDELINES FOR DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE PROGRAMS
TO ASSIST WOUNDED AND INJURED
MEMBERS.

The Secretary of Defense shall examine the
programs of the Army, Navy, Air Force, and
Marine Corps that provide assistance to mem-
bers of the Armed Forces who incur Ssevere
wounds or injuries in the line of duty, including
the Army Disabled Soldier Support Program and
the Marine for Life Injured Support Program,
and (based on such examination) shall develop
standards and guidelines as necessary to coordi-
nate and standardize those programs with the
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activities of the Severely Injured Joint Support
Operations Center of the Department of De-
fense, established as of February 1, 2005. The
Secretary shall publish regulations to implement
the standards and guidelines developed pursu-
ant to the preceding sentence not later than 180
days after the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 544. AUTHORITY FOR MEMBERS ON ACTIVE
DUTY WITH DISABILITIES TO PAR-
TICIPATE IN PARALYMPIC GAMES.

Section 717(a) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by striking ‘‘participate in—’" and
all that follows through ‘‘(2) any other’’ and in-
serting ‘‘participate in any of the following
sports competitions:

‘(1) The Pan-American Games and the Olym-
pic Games, and qualifying events and pre-
paratory competition for those games.

““(2) The Paralympic Games, if eligible to par-
ticipate in those games, and qualifying events
and preparatory competition for those games.

““(3) Any other’’.

Subtitle F—Military Justice and Legal
Assistance Matters
SEC. 551. CLARIFICATION OF AUTHORITY OF MILI-
TARY LEGAL ASSISTANCE COUNSEL
TO PROVIDE MILITARY LEGAL AS-
SISTANCE WITHOUT REGARD TO LI-
CENSING REQUIREMENTS.

Section 1044 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

““(e)(1) Notwithstanding any law regarding
the licensure of attorneys, a judge advocate or
civilian attorney who is authorized to provide
military legal assistance is authorized to provide
that assistance in any jurisdiction, subject to
such regulations as may be prescribed by the
Secretary concerned.

““(2) In this subsection, the term ‘military legal
assistance’ includes—

“(A) legal assistance provided under this sec-
tion; and

“(B) legal assistance contemplated by sections
1044a, 1044b, 1044c, and 1044d of this title.”’.

SEC. 552. USE OF TELECONFERENCING IN ADMIN.-
ISTRATIVE SESSIONS OF COURTS-
MARTIAL.

Section 839 of title 10, United States Code (ar-
ticle 39 of the Uniform Code of Military Justice),
is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (c);

(2) by designating the matter following para-
graph (4) of subsection (a) as subsection (b); and

(3) in subsection (b), as so redesignated—

(4) by striking ‘‘These proceedings shall be
conducted’” and inserting ‘‘Proceedings under
subsection (a) shall be conducted’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following new
sentence: “‘If authorized by regulations of the
Secretary concerned, and if the defense counsel
is physically in the presence of the accused, the
presence required by this subsection may other-
wise be established by audiovisual technology
(such as videoteleconferencing technology).”’.
SEC. 553. EXTENSION OF STATUTE OF LIMITA-

TIONS FOR MURDER, RAPE, AND
CHILD ABUSE OFFENSES UNDER
THE UNIFORM CODE OF MILITARY
JUSTICE.

(a) NO LIMITATION FOR MURDER, RAPE, OR
RAPE OF 4 CHILD.—Section 843 of title 10,
United States Code (article 43 of the Uniform
Code of Military Justice), is amended in sub-
section (a) by inserting after ‘‘in a time of war,”
the following: “with murder, rape, or rape of a
child,”.

(b) SPECIAL RULES FOR CHILD ABUSE OF-
FENSES.—Such section is further amended in
subsection (b)(2)—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘before
the child attains the age of 25 years’” and in-
serting ‘‘during the life of the child or within
five years after the date on which the offense
was committed, whichever provides a longer pe-
riod,”’;

(2) In subparagraph (B)—
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(4) in the matter preceding clause (i), by
striking ‘‘sexual or physical’’;

(B) in clause (i), by striking ‘“‘Rape or carnal
knowledge’ and inserting ‘‘Any offense’’; and

(C) in clause (v), by striking ‘‘Indecent as-
sault,” and inserting ‘“‘Kidnapping; indecent as-
sault;”’; and

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

“(C) In subparagraph (A), the term ‘child
abuse offense’ includes an act that involves
abuse of a person who has not attained the age
of 18 years and would constitute an offense
under chapter 110 or 117, or under section 1591,
of title 18.”.

SEC. 554. OFFENSE OF STALKING UNDER THE
UNIFORM CODE OF MILITARY JUS-
TICE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Subchapter X of chapter
47 of title 10, United States Code (the Uniform
Code of Military Justice), is amended by insert-
ing after section 928 (article 128) the following
new section:

“§928a. Art. 128a. Stalking

“Any person subject to this chapter who, on
two or more occasions, engages in one or more
threatening acts with respect to a specific per-
son—

“(1) that the person knows or should know
would place the specific person in emotional dis-
tress or in reasonable fear of death or bodily
harm to the specific person or to an immediate
family member or intimate partner of the spe-
cific person; and

“(2) that places the specific person in emo-
tional distress or in reasonable fear of death or
bodily harm to the specific person or to an im-
mediate family member or intimate partner of
the specific person;
is guilty of stalking and shall be punished as a
court-martial may direct.”’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such subchapter is amended by inserting after
the item relating to section 928 the following
new item:

“928a. Art. 128a. Stalking.’’.

(b) APPLICABILITY.—Section 928a of title 10,
United States Code (article 128a of the Uniform
Code of Military Justice), as added by sub-
section (a), applies to offenses committed after
the date that is six months after the date of the
enactment of this Act.

SEC. 555. RAPE, SEXUAL ASSAULT, AND OTHER
SEXUAL MISCONDUCT UNDER UNI-
FORM CODE OF MILITARY JUSTICE.

(a) REVISION TO UCMJ.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 920 of title 10, United
States Code (article 120 of the Uniform Code of
Military Justice), is amended to read as follows:

“§920. Art. 120. Rape, sexual assault, and
other sexual misconduct

“(a) RAPE—Any person subject to this chap-
ter who causes another person of any age to en-
gage in a sexual act by—

‘(1) using force against that other person;

“(2) causing grievous bodily harm to any per-
son;

“(3) threatening or placing that other person
in fear that any person will be subjected to
death, grievous bodily harm, or kidnapping;

““(4) rendering another person unconscious; or

“(5) administering to another person by force
or threat of force, or without the knowledge or
permission of that person, a drug, intoxicant, or
other similar substance and thereby substan-
tially impairs the ability of that other person to
appraise or control conduct,

is guilty of rape and shall be punished as a
court-martial may direct.

““(b) RAPE OF A CHILD.—Any person subject to
this chapter who—

‘(1) engages in a sexual act with a child who
has not attained the age of twelve years; or

“(2) engages in a sexual act under the cir-
cumstances described in subsection (a) with a
child who has attained the age of twelve years,
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is guilty of rape of a child and shall be punished
as a court-martial may direct.

“(c) AGGRAVATED SEXUAL ASSAULT.—Any per-
son subject to this chapter who—

‘““(1) causes another person of any age to en-
gage in a sexual act by—

“(A) threatening or placing that other person
in fear (other than by threatening or placing
that other person in fear that any person will be
subjected to death, grievous bodily harm, or kid-
napping); or

‘““(B) causing bodily harm; or

““(2) engages in a sexual act with another per-
son of any age if that other person is substan-
tially incapacitated or substantially incapable
of—

‘“(A) appraising the nature of the sexual act;

‘““(B) declining participation in the sexual act;
or

“(C) communicating unwillingness to engage
in the sexual act,
is guilty of aggravated sexual assault and shall
be punished as a court-martial may direct.

‘“(d) AGGRAVATED SEXUAL ASSAULT OF A
CHILD.—Any person subject to this chapter who
engages in a sexual act with a child who has at-
tained the age of twelve years is guilty of aggra-
vated sexual assault of a child and shall be
punished as a court-martial may direct.

‘““(e) AGGRAVATED SEXUAL CONTACT.—Any
person subject to this chapter who engages in or
causes sexual contact with or by another per-
son, if to do so would violate subsection (a)
(rape) had the sexual contact been a sexual act,
is guilty of aggravated sexual contact and shall
be punished as a court-martial may direct.

“(f) AGGRAVATED SEXUAL ABUSE OF A
CHILD.—Any person subject to this chapter who
engages in a lewd act with a child is guilty of
aggravated sexual abuse of a child and shall be
punished as a court-martial may direct.

“(9) AGGRAVATED SEXUAL CONTACT WITH A
CHILD.—Any person subject to this chapter who
engages in or causes sexual contact with or by
another person, if to do so would violate sub-
section (b) (rape of a child) had the sexual con-
tact been a sexual act, is guilty of aggravated
sexual contact with a child and shall be pun-
ished as a court-martial may direct.

‘““(h) ABUSIVE SEXUAL CONTACT.—AnNy person
subject to this chapter who engages in or causes
sexual contact with or by another person, if to
do so would violate subsection (c) (aggravated
sexual assault) had the sexrual contact been a
sexual act, is guilty of abusive sexual contact
and shall be punished as a court-martial may
direct.

“(i) ABUSIVE SEXUAL CONTACT WITH A
CHILD.—Any person subject to this chapter who
engages in or causes sexual contact with or by
another person, if to do so would violate sub-
section (d) (aggravated sexual assault of a
child) had the sexual contact been a sexual act,
is guilty of abusive sexual contact with a child
and shall be punished as a court-martial may
direct.

““(j) INDECENT LIBERTY WITH A CHILD.—Any
person subject to this chapter who engages in
indecent liberty in the physical presence of a
child—

‘“(1) with the intent to arouse, appeal to, or
gratify the sexual desire of any person; or

““(2) with the intent to abuse, humiliate, or de-
grade any person,
is guilty of indecent liberty with a child and
shall be punished as a court-martial may direct.

‘““(k) INDECENT ACT.—Any person subject to
this chapter who engages in indecent conduct is
guilty of an indecent act and shall be punished
as a court-martial may direct.

‘““(1) FORCIBLE PANDERING.—ANY person Sub-
ject to this chapter who compels another person
to engage in an act of prostitution with another
person to be directed to said person is guilty of
forcible pandering and shall be punished as a
court-martial may direct.

““(m) WRONGFUL SEXUAL CONTACT.—Any per-
son subject to this chapter who, without legal
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justification or lawful authorization, engages in
sexual contact with another person without that
other person’s permission is guilty of wrongful
sexual contact and shall be punished as a court-
martial may direct.

‘““(n) INDECENT EXPOSURE.—Any person sub-
ject to this chapter who intentionally exposes,
in an indecent manner, in any place where the
conduct involved may reasonably be expected to
be viewed by people other than members of the
actor’s family or household, the genitalia, anus,
buttocks, or female areola or nipple is guilty of
indecent exposure and shall by punished as a
court-martial may direct.

‘““(0) AGE OF CHILD.—

‘(1) TWELVE YEARS.—In a prosecution under
subsection (b) (rape of a child), (g) (aggravated
sexual contact with a child), or (7) (indecent lib-
erty with a child), it need not be proven that the
accused knew that the other person engaging in
the sexual act, contact, or liberty had not at-
tained the age of twelve years. It is not an af-
firmative defense that the accused reasonably
believed that the child had attained the age of
twelve years.

‘““(2) SIXTEEN YEARS.—In a prosecution under
subsection (d) (aggravated sexual assault of a
child), (f) (aggravated sexual abuse of a child),
(i) (abusive sexual contact with a child), or (j)
(indecent liberty with a child), it need mot be
proven that the accused knew that the other
person engaging in the sexual act, contact, or
liberty had mnot attained the age of sixteen
years. Unlike in paragraph (1), however, it is an
affirmative defense that the accused reasonably
believed that the child had attained the age of
sixteen years.

“(p) PROOF OF THREAT.—In a prosecution
under this section, in proving that the accused
made a threat, it need not be proven that the
accused actually intended to carry out the
threat.

“(q) MARRIAGE.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—In a prosecution under
paragraph (2) of subsection (c) (aggravated sex-
ual assault), or under subsection (d) (aggra-
vated sexual assault of a child), (f) (aggravated
sexual abuse of a child), (i) (abusive sexual con-
tact with a child), (j) (indecent liberty with a
child), (m) (wrongful sexual contact), or (n) (in-
decent exposure), it is an affirmative defense
that the accused and the other person when
they engaged in the sexual act, sexual contact,
or sexual conduct are married to each other.

‘“(2) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sub-
section, a marriage is a relationship, recognized
by the laws of a competent state or foreign juris-
diction, between the accused and the other per-
son as spouses. A marriage exists until it is dis-
solved in accordance with the laws of a com-
petent state or foreign jurisdiction.

‘““(3) EXCEPTION.—Paragraph (1) shall not
apply if the accused’s intent at the time of the
sexual conduct is to abuse, humiliate, or de-
grade any person, or if the child is under the
age of fifteen years.

““(r) CONSENT AND MISTAKE OF FACT AS TO
CONSENT.—Lack of permission is an element of
the offense in subsection (m) (wrongful sexual
contact). Consent and mistake of fact as to con-
sent are not an issue, or an affirmative defense,
in a prosecution under any other subsection, ex-
cept they are an affirmative defense for the sex-
ual conduct in issue in a prosecution under sub-
section (a) (rape), (c) (aggravated sexual as-
sault), (e) (aggravated sexual contact), and (h)
(abusive sexual contact).

““(s) OTHER AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES NOT PRE-
CLUDED.—The enumeration in this section of
some affirmative defenses shall not be construed
as excluding the existence of others.

‘““(t) NO PREEMPTION.—The prosecution or
punishment of an accused for an offense under
this section does not preclude the prosecution or
punishment of that accused for any other of-
fense.

““(w) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) SEXUAL ACT.—The term ‘sexual act’
means—
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““(A) contact between the penis and the vulva,
and for purposes of this subparagraph contact
involving the penis occurs upon penetration,
however slight; or

“(B) the penetration, however slight, of the
genital opening of another by a hand or finger
or by any object, with an intent to abuse, hu-
miliate, harass, or degrade any person or to
arouse or gratify the serual desire of any per-
Son.

““(2) SEXUAL CONTACT.—The term ‘sexual con-
tact’ means the intentional touching, either di-
rectly or through the clothing, of the genitalia,
anus, groin, breast, inner thigh, or buttocks of
another person, or intentionally causing an-
other person to touch, either directly or through
the clothing, the genitalia, anus, groin, breast,
inner thigh, or buttocks of any person, with an
intent to abuse, humiliate, or degrade any per-
son or to arouse or gratify the sexual desire of
any person.

“(3) GRIEVOUS BODILY HARM.—The term
‘grievous bodily harm’ means serious bodily in-
jury. It includes fractured or dislocated bones,
deep cuts, torn members of the body, serious
damage to internal organs, and other severe
bodily injuries. It does not include minor inju-
ries such as a black eye or a bloody nmose. It is
the same level of injury as in section 928 (article
128) of this chapter, and a lesser degree of in-
Jury than in section 2246(4) of title 18.

‘“(4) DANGEROUS WEAPON OR OBJECT.—The
term ‘dangerous weapon or object’ means—

“(A) any firearm, loaded or not, and whether
operable or not;

“(B) any other weapon, device, instrument,
material, or substance, whether animate or in-
animate, that in the manner it is used, or is in-
tended to be used, is known to be capable of
producing death or grievous bodily harm; or

“(C) any object fashioned or utilized in such
a manner as to lead the victim under the cir-
cumstances to reasonably believe it to be capable
of producing death or grievous bodily harm.

““(5) FORCE.—The term ‘force’ means action to
compel submission of another or to overcome or
prevent another’s resistance by—

“(A) the use or display of a dangerous weap-
on or object;

“(B) the suggestion of possession of a dan-
gerous weapon or object that is used in a man-
ner to cause another to believe it is a dangerous
weapon or object; or

“(C) physical violence, strength, power, or re-
straint applied to another person, sufficient that
the other person could mot avoid or escape the
sexual conduct.

‘“(6) THREATENING OR PLACING THAT OTHER
PERSON IN FEAR.—The term ‘threatening or plac-
ing that other person in fear’ under paragraph
(3) of subsection (a) (rape), or under subsection
(e) (aggravated sexual contact), means a com-
munication or action that is of sufficient con-
sequence to cause a reasonable fear that non-
compliance will result in the victim or another
person being subjected to death, grievous bodily
harm, or kidnapping.

“(7) THREATENING OR PLACING THAT OTHER
PERSON IN FEAR.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘threatening or
placing that other person in fear’ under para-
graph (1)(A) of subsection (c) (aggravated sex-
ual assault), or under subsection (h) (abusive
sexual contact), means a communication or ac-
tion that is of sufficient consequence to cause a
reasonable fear that non-compliance will result
in the victim or another being subjected to a
lesser degree of harm than death, grievous bod-
ily harm, or kidnapping.

““(B) INCLUSIONS.—Such lesser degree of harm
includes—

“(i) physical injury to another person or to
another person’s property; or

“(i1) a threat—

“(I) to accuse any person of a crime;

“(II) to expose a secret or publicize an as-
serted fact, whether true or false, tending to
subject some person to hatred, contempt or ridi-
cule; or
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‘“(I11) through the use or abuse of military po-
sition, rank, or authority, to affect or threaten
to affect, either positively or mnegatively, the
military career of some person.

‘““(8) BODILY HARM.—The term ‘bodily harm’
means any offensive touching of another, how-
ever slight.

‘“(9) CHILD.—The term ‘child’ means any per-
son who has not attained the age of sirteen
years.

““(10) LEWD ACT.—The term ‘lewd act’ means—

‘““(A) the intentional touching, mot through
the clothing, of the genitalia of another person,
with an intent to abuse, humiliate, or degrade
any person, or to arouse or gratify the sexual
desire of any person; or

‘“(B) intentionally causing another person to
touch, not through the clothing, the genitalia of
any person with an intent to abuse, humiliate or
degrade any person, or to arouse or gratify the
sexual desire of any person.

““(11) INDECENT LIBERTY.—The term ‘indecent
liberty’ means indecent conduct, but physical
contact is not required. It includes one who with
the requisite intent exposes one’s genitalia,
anus, buttocks, or female areola or nmipple to a
child. An indecent liberty may consist of com-
munication of indecent language as long as the
communication is made in the physical presence
of the child. If words designed to excite sexual
desire are spoken to a child, or a child is ex-
posed to or involved in sexual conduct, it is an
indecent liberty,; the child’s consent is not rel-
evant.

““(12) INDECENT CONDUCT.—The term ‘indecent
conduct’ means that form of immorality relating
to sexual impurity which is grossly vulgar, ob-
scene, and repugnant to common propriety, and
tends to excite sexual desire or deprave morals
with respect to sexual relations. Indecent con-
duct includes but is not limited to observing, or
making a videotape, photograph, motion pic-
ture, print, negative, slide, or other mechani-
cally, electronically, or chemically reproduced
visual material, without another person’s con-
sent, and contrary to that other person’s rea-
sonable expectation of privacy, of—

‘“(A) that other person’s genitalia, anus, or
buttocks, or (if that other person is female) that
person’s areola or nipple; or

‘““(B) that other person while that other person
is engaged in a sexual act, sodomy (under sec-
tion 925 (article 125)), or sexual contact; and

““(13) ACT OF PROSTITUTION.—The term ‘act of
prostitution’ means a sexual act, sexual contact,
or lewd act for the purpose of receiving money
or other compensation.

‘“(14) CONSENT.—The term ‘consent’ means
words or overt acts indicating a freely given
agreement to the sexual conduct at issue by a
competent person. An expression of lack of con-
sent through words or conduct means there is
no consent. Lack of verbal or physical resist-
ance or submission resulting from the accused’s
use of force, threat of force, or placing another
person in fear does not constitute consent. A
current or previous dating relationship by itself
or the manner of dress of the person involved
with the accused in the sexual conduct at issue
shall not constitute consent. A person cannot
consent to sexual activity if—

“(A) under sixteen years of age; or

““(B) substantially incapable of—

‘“(i) appraising the nature of the sexual con-
duct at issue due to—

“(I) mental impairment or unconsciousness re-
sulting from consumption of alcohol, drugs, a
similar substance, or otherwise; or

“(1I) mental disease or defect which renders
the person unable to understand the nature of
the sexual conduct at issue; or

““(ii) physically declining participation in the
sexual conduct at issue; or

““(iti) physically communicating unwillingness
to engage in the sexual conduct at issue.

““(15) MISTAKE OF FACT AS TO CONSENT.—The
term ‘mistake of fact as to consent’ means the
accused held, as a result of ignorance or mis-
take, an incorrect belief that the other person
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engaging in the sexual conduct consented. The
ignorance or mistake must have existed in the
mind of the accused and must have been reason-
able under all the circumstances. To be reason-
able the ignorance or mistake must have been
based on information, or lack of it, which would
indicate to a reasonable person that the other
person consented. Additionally, the ignorance
or mistake cannot be based on the negligent fail-
ure to discover the true facts. Negligence is the
absence of due care. Due care is what a reason-
ably careful person would do under the same or
similar circumstances. The accused’s state of in-
toxication, if any, at the time of the offense is
not relevant to mistake of fact. A mistaken belief
that the other person consented must be that
which a reasonably careful, ordinary, prudent,
sober adult would have had under the cir-
cumstances at the time of the offense.

““(16) AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE.—The term ‘af-
firmative defense’ means any special defense
which, although not denying that the accused
committed the objective acts constituting the of-
fense charged, denies, wholly, or partially,
criminal responsibility for those acts. The ac-
cused has the burden of proving the affirmative
defense by a preponderance of evidence. After
the defense meets this burden, the prosecution
shall have the burden of proving beyond a rea-
sonable doubt that the affirmative defense did
not exist.”’.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The item relating
to section 920 (article 120) in the table of sec-
tions at the beginning of subchapter X of chap-
ter 47 of title 10, United States Code (the Uni-
form Code of Military Justice), is amended to
read as follows:

““920. Art. 120. Rape, sexual assault, and other
sexual misconduct.”.

(b) INTERIM MAXIMUM PUNISHMENTS.—Until
the President otherwise provides pursuant to
section 856 of title 10, United States Code (arti-
cle 56 of the Uniform Code of Military Justice),
the punishment which a court-martial may di-
rect for an offense under section 920 of such title
(article 120 of the Uniform Code of Military Jus-
tice), as amended by subsection (a), may not ex-
ceed the following limits:

(1) SUBSECTIONS (4) AND (B).—For an offense
under subsection (a) (rape) or (b) (rape of a
child), death or such other punishments as a
court-martial may direct.

(2) SUBSECTION (C).—For an offense under
subsection (c) (aggravated sexual assault), dis-
honorable discharge, forfeiture of all pay and
allowances, and confinement for 30 years.

(3) SUBSECTIONS (D) AND (E).—For an offense
under subsection (d) (aggravated sexual assault
of a child) or (e) (aggravated sexual contact),
dishonorable discharge, forfeiture of all pay and
allowances, and confinement for 20 years.

(4) SUBSECTIONS (F) AND (G).—For an offense
under subsection (f) (aggravated sexual abuse of
a child) or (9) (aggravated sexual contact with
a child), dishonorable discharge, forfeiture of all
pay and allowances, and confinement for 15
years.

(5) SUBSECTIONS (H) THROUGH (J).—For an of-
fense under subsection (h) (abusive sexual con-
tact), (i) (abusive sexual contact with a child),
or (j) (indecent liberty with a child), dishonor-
able discharge, forfeiture of all pay and allow-
ances, and confinement for 7 years.

(6) SUBSECTIONS (K) AND (L).—For an offense
under subsection (k) (indecent act) or (1) (forc-
ible pandering), dishonorable discharge, for-
feiture of all pay and allowances, and confine-
ment for 5 years.

(7) SUBSECTIONS (M) AND (N).—For an offense
under subsection (m) (wrongful sexual contact)
or (n) (indecent exposure), dishonorable dis-
charge, forfeiture of all pay and allowances,
and confinement for 1 year.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall take effect 1 year after
the date of the enactment of this Act and sec-
tion 920 of title 10, United States Code (article
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120 of the Uniform Code of Military Justice), as
amended by subsection (a), shall apply with re-
spect to offenses committed on or after that ef-
fective date.

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 918 of
title 10, United States Code (article 118 of the
Uniform Code of Military Justice), is amended
in paragraph (4) by striking ‘“‘rape,”’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘rape, rape of a child, aggravated sexual as-
sault, aggravated sexual assault of a child, ag-
gravated sexual contact, aggravated sexual
abuse of a child, aggravated sexual contact with
a child,”.

Subtitle G—Assistance to Local Educational
Agencies for Defense Dependents Education
SEC. 561. ENROLLMENT IN OVERSEAS SCHOOLS
OF DEFENSE DEPENDENTS’ EDU-
CATION SYSTEM OF CHILDREN OF
CITIZENS OR NATIONALS OF THE
UNITED STATES HIRED IN OVERSEAS
AREAS AS FULL-TIME DEPARTMENT

OF DEFENSE EMPLOYEES.

Paragraph (2) of section 1414 of the Defense
Dependents’ Education Act of 1978 (20 U.S.C.
932) is amended to read as follows:

“(2) The term ‘sponsor’ means a person who
is—

“(A) a member of the Armed Forces serving on
active duty who—

‘(i) is authorized to transport dependents to
or from an overseas area at Government ex-
pense; and

““(ii) is provided an allowance for living quar-
ters in that area;

“(B) a full-time civilian officer or employee of
the Department of Defense who—

‘(i) is a citicen or national of the United
States;

““(i1) is authorized to transport dependents to
or from an overseas area at Government ex-
pense; and

“‘(iii) is provided an allowance for living quar-
ters in that area; or

“(C) a full-time civilian officer or employee of
the Department of Defense who—

“(i) is a citicen or national of the United
States;

““(ii) resided in an overseas area at the time of
the person’s employment; and

““(iii) is employed by the Department of De-
fense in that area.’’.

SEC. 562. ASSISTANCE TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL
AGENCIES THAT BENEFIT DEPEND-
ENTS OF MEMBERS OF THE ARMED
FORCES AND DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES.

(a) ASSISTANCE TO SCHOOLS WITH SIGNIFICANT
NUMBERS OF MILITARY DEPENDENT STUDENTS.—

(1) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary
of Defense shall provide financial assistance to
an eligible local educational agency described in
paragraph (2) if, without such assistance, the
local educational agency will be unable (as de-
termined by the Secretary of Defense in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Education) to
provide the students in the schools of the local
educational agency with a level of education
that is equivalent to the minimum level of edu-
cation available in the schools of the other local
educational agencies in the same State.

(2) ELIGIBLE LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES.—
A local educational agency is eligible for assist-
ance under this subsection for a fiscal year if at
least 20 percent (as rounded to the nearest
whole percent) of the students in average daily
attendance in the schools of the local edu-
cational agency during the preceding school
year were military dependent students counted
under section 8003(a)(1) of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C.
7703(a)(1)).

(b) ASSISTANCE TO SCHOOLS WITH ENROLL-
MENT CHANGES DUE TO BASE CLOSURES, FORCE
STRUCTURE CHANGES, OR FORCE RELOCATIONS.—

(1) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.—To assist com-
munities in making adjustments resulting from
changes in the size or location of the Armed
Forces, the Secretary of Defense shall provide fi-
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nancial assistance to an eligible local edu-
cational agency described in paragraph (2) if,
during the period between the end of the school
year preceding the fiscal year for which the as-
sistance is authorized and the beginning of the
school year immediately preceding that school
year, the local educational agency had (as de-
termined by the Secretary of Defense in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Education) an
overall increase or reduction of—

(A) not less than five percent in the average
daily attendance of military dependent students
in the schools of the local educational agency;
or

(B) not less than 250 military dependent stu-
dents in average daily attendance in the schools
of the local educational agency.

(2) ELIGIBLE LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES.—
A local educational agency is eligible for assist-
ance under this subsection for a fiscal year if —

(A) the local educational agency is eligible for
assistance under subsection (a) for the same fis-
cal year, or would have been eligible for such
assistance if not for the reduction in military
dependent students in schools of the local edu-
cational agency; and

(B) the overall increase or reduction in mili-
tary dependent students in schools of the local
educational agency is the result of the closure
or realignment of military installations under
the base closure process or the relocation of
members of the Armed Forces and civilian em-
ployees of the Department of Defense as part of
force structure changes or movements of units or
personnel between military installations.

(3) CALCULATION OF AMOUNT OF ASSISTANCE.—

(A) PRO RATA DISTRIBUTION.—The amount of
the assistance provided under this subsection to
a local educational agency that is eligible for
such assistance for a fiscal year shall be equal
to the product obtained by multiplying—

(i) the per-student rate determined under sub-
paragraph (B) for that fiscal year; by

(ii) the net of the overall increases and reduc-
tions in the number of military dependent stu-
dents in schools of the local educational agency,
as determined under paragraph (1).

(B) PER-STUDENT RATE.—For purposes of sub-
paragraph (A)(i), the per-student rate for a fis-
cal year shall be equal to the dollar amount ob-
tained by dividing—

(i) the total amount of funds made available
for that fiscal year to provide assistance under
this subsection; by

(ii) the sum of the overall increases and reduc-
tions in the number of military dependent stu-
dents in schools of all eligible local educational
agencies for that fiscal year under this sub-
section.

(c) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than June 30,
2006, and June 30 of each fiscal year thereafter
for which funds are made available to carry out
this section, the Secretary of Defense shall no-
tify each local educational agency that is eligi-
ble for assistance under this section for that fis-
cal year of—

(1) the eligibility of the local educational
agency for the assistance, including whether the
agency is eligible for assistance under either
subsection (a) or (b) or both subsections; and

(2) the amount of the assistance for which the
local educational agency is eligible.

(d) DISBURSEMENT OF FUNDS.—The Secretary
of Defense shall disburse assistance made avail-
able under this section for a fiscal year not later
than 30 days after the date on which notifica-
tion to the eligible local educational agencies is
provided pursuant to subsection (c) for that fis-
cal year.

(e) FINDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 2006.—Of the
amount authoriced to be appropriated pursuant
to section 301(5) for operation and maintenance
for Defense-wide activities—

(1) $50,000,000 shall be available only for the
purpose of providing assistance to local edu-
cational agencies under subsection (a); and

(2) $10,000,000 shall be available only for the
purpose of providing assistance to local edu-
cational agencies under subsection (b).
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(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘base closure process’ means the
2005 base closure and realignment process au-
thorized by Defense Base Closure and Realign-
ment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public
Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) or any base
closure and realignment process conducted after
the date of the enactment of this Act under sec-
tion 2687 of title 10, United States Code, or any
other similar law enacted after that date.

(2) The term ‘“‘local educational agency’ has
the meaning given that term in section 8013(9) of
the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7713(9)).

(3) The term ‘“‘military dependent students’
refers to—

(A) elementary and secondary school students
who are dependents of members of the Armed
Forces; and

(B) elementary and secondary school students
who are dependents of civilian employees of the
Department of Defense.

(4) The term ‘‘State’’ means each of the 50
States and the District of Columbia.

(9) REPEAL OF FORMER AUTHORITY.—Section
386 of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102-484; 20
U.S.C. 7703 note) is repealed. The repeal of such
section shall not affect the distribution of assist-
ance to local educational agencies under section
559 of the Ronald W. Reagan National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (Public
Law 108-375; 118 Stat. 1917) for fiscal year 2005.
SEC. 563. CONTINUATION OF IMPACT AID ASSIST-

ANCE ON BEHALF OF DEPENDENTS
OF CERTAIN MEMBERS DESPITE
CHANGE IN STATUS OF MEMBER.

(a) SPECIAL RULE.—For purposes of com-
puting the amount of a payment for an eligible
local educational agency under subsection (a) of
section 8003 of the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act (20 U.S.C. 7703) for school year
2005-2006, the Secretary of Education shall con-
tinue to count as a child enrolled in a school of
such agency under such subsection any child
who—

(1) would be counted under paragraph (1)(B)
of such subsection to determine the number of
children who were in average daily attendance
in the school; but

(2) due to the deployment of both parents or
legal guardians of the child, the deployment of
a parent or legal guardian having sole custody
of the child, or the death of a military parent or
legal guardian while on active duty (so long as
the child resides on Federal property (as defined
in section 8013(5) of such Act (20 U.S.C.
7713(5))), is not eligible to be so counted.

(b) TERMINATION.—The special rule provided
under subsection (a) applies only so long as the
children covered by such subsection remain in
average daily attendance at a school in the
same local educational agency they attended be-
fore their change in eligibility status.

Subtitle H—Decorations and Awards
SEC. 565. COLD WAR VICTORY MEDAL.

(a) AUTHORITY.—Chapter 57 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new section:

“§ 1134. Cold War Victory Medal

‘““(a) MEDAL AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary
concerned shall issue a service medal, to be
known as the ‘Cold War Victory Medal’, to per-
sons eligible to receive the medal under sub-
section (b). The Cold War Victory Medal shall
be of an appropriate design approved by the
Secretary of Defense, with ribbons, lapel pins,
and other appurtenances.

‘““(b) ELIGIBLE PERSONS.—The following per-
sons are eligible to receive the Cold War Victory
Medal:

‘(1) A person who—

“(A) performed active duty or inactive duty
training as an enlisted member during the Cold
War;

““(B) completed the person’s initial term of en-
listment or, if discharged before completion of
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such initial term of enlistment, was honorably
discharged after completion of not less than 180
days of service on active duty; and

“(C) has not received a discharge less favor-
able than an honorable discharge or a release
from active duty with a characterization of serv-
ice less favorable than honorable.

“(2) A person who—

“(A) performed active duty or inactive duty
training as a commissioned officer or warrant
officer during the Cold War;

“(B) completed the person’s initial service ob-
ligation as an officer or, if discharged or sepa-
rated before completion of such initial service
obligation, was honorably discharged after com-
pletion of not less than 180 days of service on
active duty; and

“(C) has not been released from active duty
with a characterization of service less favorable
than honorable and has not received a dis-
charge or separation less favorable than an
honorable discharge.

‘““(c) ONE AWARD AUTHORIZED.—Not more
than one Cold War Victory Medal may be issued
to any person.

“(d) ISSUANCE TO REPRESENTATIVE OF DE-
CEASED.—If a person described in subsection (b)
dies before being issued the Cold War Victory
Medal, the medal shall be issued to the person’s
representative, as designated by the Secretary
concerned.

‘““(e) REPLACEMENT.—Under regulations pre-
scribed by the Secretary concerned, a Cold War
Victory Medal that is lost, destroyed, or ren-
dered unfit for use without fault or meglect on
the part of the person to whom it was issued
may be replaced without charge.

“(f) APPLICATION FOR MEDAL.—The Cold War
Victory Medal shall be issued upon receipt by
the Secretary concerned of an application for
such medal, submitted in accordance with such
regulations as the Secretary prescribes.

““(9) UNIFORM REGULATIONS.—The Secretary
of Defense shall ensure that regulations pre-
scribed by the Secretaries of the military depart-
ments under this section are uniform so far as is
practicable.

““(h) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
‘Cold War’ means the period beginning on Sep-
tember 2, 1945, and ending at the end of Decem-
ber 26, 1991.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
“1134. Cold War Victory Medal.”’.

SEC. 566. ESTABLISHMENT OF COMBAT MEDEVAC
BADGE.

(a) ARMY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 357 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§3757. Combat Medevac Badge

“(a) The Secretary of the Army shall issue a
badge of appropriate design, to be known as the
Combat Medevac Badge, to each person who
while a member of the Army served in combat on
or after June 25, 1950, as a pilot or crew member
of a helicopter medical evacuation ambulance
and who meets the requirements for the award
of that badge.

“(b) The Secretary of the Army shall prescribe
requirements for eligibility for the Combat
Medevac Badge.’’.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
“3757. Combat Medevac Badge.”’.

(b) NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 567 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§6259. Combat Medevac Badge

“(a) The Secretary of the Navy shall issue a
badge of appropriate design, to be known as the
Combat Medevac Badge, to each person who
while a member of the Navy or Marine Corps
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served in combat on or after June 25, 1950, as a
pilot or crew member of a helicopter medical
evacuation ambulance and who meets the re-
quirements for the award of that badge.

““(b) The Secretary of the Navy shall prescribe
requirements for eligibility for the Combat
Medevac Badge.’’.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
““62569. Combat Medevac Badge.”’.

(c) AIR FORCE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 857 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§8757. Combat Medevac Badge

‘““(a) The Secretary of the Air Force shall issue
a badge of appropriate design, to be known as
the Combat Medevac Badge, to each person who
while a member of the Air Force served in com-
bat on or after June 25, 1950, as a pilot or crew
member of a helicopter medical evacuation am-
bulance and who meets the requirements for the
award of that badge.

““(b) The Secretary of the Air Force shall pre-
scribe requirements for eligibility for the Combat
Medevac Badge.’’ .

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:

““8757. Combat Medevac Badge.”’.

(d) AWARD FOR SERVICE BEFORE DATE OF EN-
ACTMENT.—In the case of persons who, while a
member of the Armed Forces, served in combat
as a pilot or crew member of a helicopter medical
evacuation ambulance during the period begin-
ning on June 25, 1950, and ending on the date
of enactment of this Act, the Secretary of the
military department concerned shall issue the
Combat Medevac Badge—

(1) to each such person who is known to the
Secretary before the date of enactment of this
Act; and

(2) to each such person with respect to whom
an application for the issuance of the badge is
made to the Secretary after such date in such
manner, and within such time period, as the
Secretary may require.

SEC. 567. ELIGIBILITY FOR OPERATION ENDUR-
ING FREEDOM CAMPAIGN MEDAL.
For purposes of eligibility for the campaign
medal for Operation Enduring Freedom estab-
lished pursuant to Public Law 108-234 (10
U.S.C. 1121 note), the beginning date of Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom is September 11, 2001.
Subtitle I—Other Matters

SEC. 571. EXTENSION OF WAIVER AUTHORITY OF
SECRETARY OF EDUCATION WITH
RESPECT TO STUDENT FINANCIAL
ASSISTANCE DURING A WAR OR
OTHER MILITARY OPERATION OR
NATIONAL EMERGENCY.

Section 6 of the Higher Education Relief Op-
portunities for Students Act of 2003 (20 U.S.C.
1070 note) is amended by striking ‘‘September 30,
2005 and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2007°.

SEC. 572. ADOPTION LEAVE FOR MEMBERS OF
THE ARMED FORCES ADOPTING
CHILDREN.

(a) AUTHORITY.—Section 701 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new subsection:

“(i)(1) Under regulations prescribed by the
Secretary of Defense, a member of the armed
forces adopting a child in a qualifying child
adoption is allowed up to 21 days of leave in a
calendar year to be used in connection with the
adoption.

‘““(2) For the purpose of this subsection, an
adoption of a child by a member is a qualifying
child adoption if the member is eligible for reim-
bursement of qualified adoption expenses for
such adoption under section 1052 of this title.

‘“(3) In the event that two members of the
armed forces who are spouses of each other
adopt a child in a qualifying child adoption,
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only one such member shall be allowed leave
under this subsection. Those members shall elect
which of them shall be allowed such leave.

‘““(4) Leave under paragraph (1) is in addition
to other leave provided under other provisions of
this section.”’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Subsection (i) of section
701 of title 10, United States Code (as added by
subsection (a)), shall take effect on October 1,
2005.

SEC. 573. REPORT ON NEED FOR A PERSONNEL
PLAN FOR LINGUISTS IN THE ARMED
FORCES.

(a) NEED ASSESSMENT.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall review the career tracks of members
of the Armed Forces who are linguists in an ef-
fort to improve the management of linguists (in
enlisted grades or officer grades, or both) and to
assist them in reaching their full linguistic and
analytical potential over a 20-year career. As
part of such review, the Secretary shall assess
the meed for a comprehensive plan to better
manage the careers of military linguists (in en-
listed grades or officer grades, or both) and to
ensure that such linguists have an opportunity
to progress in grade and are provided opportuni-
ties to enhance their language and cultural
skills. As part of the review, the Secretary shall
consider personnel management methods such
as enhanced bonuses, immersion opportunities,
specialized career fields, establishment of a dedi-
cated career path for linguists, and career moni-
toring to ensure career progress for linguists
serving in duty assignments that are not lin-
guist related.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary
of Defense shall submit to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives a report on the review and assess-
ment conducted under subsection (a). The report
shall include the findings, results, and conclu-
sions of the Secretary’s review and assessment
of the careers of officer and enlisted linguists in
the Armed Forces and the need for a comprehen-
sive plan to ensure effective career management
of linguists.

SEC. 574. GROUND COMBAT AND OTHER EXCLU-
SION POLICIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—

(1) CODIFICATION.—Chapter 37 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 651 the following new section:

“§652. Assignment eligibility; direct ground
combat and other exclusions applicable to
female members

‘““(a) GENERAL RULE.—A member of the armed
forces is eligible to be assigned to all positions
for which qualified, except that female members
of the armed forces shall be excluded from as-
signment to units below brigade level the pri-
mary mission of which is to engage in direct
ground combat.

““(b) ADDITIONAL RESTRICTIONS.—In addition
to the limitation under subsection (a), female
members of the armed forces may be excluded
from assignment to a unit, or a position, as fol-
lows:

‘“(1) Where the Secretary concerned deter-
mines that the costs of appropriate berthing and
privacy arrangements would be prohibitive.

““(2) Where the unit, or the position, is doc-
trinally required to physically collocate and re-
main with a direct ground combat unit to which
female members may not be assigned.

““(3) Where the unit is engaged in long-range
reconnaissance operations or Special Operations
Forces missions.

‘““(4) Where job-related physical requirements
would necessarily exclude the vast majority of
female members.

“(c) CLOSURE OF OCCUPATIONAL SPECIAL-
TIES.—

‘(1) Any military career designator related to
military operations on the ground that is cov-
ered by paragraph (2) and that as of May 18,
2005, is closed (in whole or in part) to the as-
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signment of female members shall remain closed

(in the same manner) to the assignment of fe-

male members.

“(2) Paragraph (1) applies—

““(A) for enlisted members and warrant offi-
cers, to military occupational specialties, spe-
cialty codes, enlisted designators, additional
skill identifiers, and special qualification identi-
fiers; and

“(B) for officers (other than warrant officers),
to officer areas of concentration, occupational
specialties, specialty codes, designators, addi-
tional skill identifiers, and special qualification
identifiers.

“(d) NOTICE TO CONGRESS OF PROPOSED
CHANGES IN UNITS, ASSIGNMENTS, ETC. TO
WHICH FEMALE MEMBERS MAY BE ASSIGNED.—

‘(1) NOTICE.—Ezxcept in a case covered by sec-
tion 6035 of this title, whenever the Secretary of
Defense or the Secretary of a military depart-
ment proposes to make a change to military per-
sonnel policies described in paragraph (2), the
Secretary shall, not less than 30 days before
such change is implemented, submit to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the Senate and the
Committee on Armed Services of the House of
Representatives notice, in writing, of the pro-
posed change.

““(2) COVERED PERSONNEL POLICY CHANGES.—
Paragraph (1) applies to a proposed military
personnel policy change that would make avail-
able to female members of the armed forces as-
signment to any of the following that, as of the
date of the proposed change, is closed to such
assignment:

“(A) Any type of existing or new unit, posi-
tion, or other assignment (other than an assign-
ment covered by the exclusions required by sub-
sections (a) and (c)).

“(B) Any class of combat vessel.

“(C) Any type of combat platform.

““(e) DIRECT GROUND COMBAT DEFINED.—In
this section, the term ‘direct ground combat’
means engaging an enemy on the ground with
individual or crew-served weapons, while being
exposed to hostile fire and to a high probability
of direct physical contact with personnel of the
hostile force, and when well forward on the bat-
tlefield while locating and closing with the
enemy to defeat them by fire, maneuver, or
shock effect.”.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
651 the following new item:

“652. Assignment eligibility; direct ground com-
bat and other exclusions applica-
ble to female members.”’.

(b) REPORT ON POSITIONS OPENED TO FEMALE
MEMBERS SINCE JULY 1994.—

(1) REPORT.—Not later than March 30, 2006,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con-
gress a detailed report of all units, positions,
military occupational specialties, career fields,
and other assignments that—

(A) were reported to Congress on July 28, 1994,
as being closed to the assignment of female mem-
bers of the Armed Forces; and

(B) have since that date been opened to the
assignment of female members.

(2) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The report
under paragraph (1) shall include the following:

(A) A detailed description of, and justification
for, each of the changes identified under that
paragraph.

(B) For any unit or position that was reported
closed to the assignment of female members as
described in subparagraph (A) of paragraph (1)
that no longer exists in the service inventory,
identification of the successor unit performing
the function and whether that successor unit is
open or closed to the assignment of female mem-
bers.

(c) LisT OF UNITS, POSITIONS, ETC., CLOSED
TO FEMALE MEMBERS.—At the same time the re-
port under subsection (b) is submitted to Con-
gress, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
Congress a report providing—
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(1) a list of the military career designators
covered by paragraph (2) of section 652(c) of
title 10, United States Code (as added by sub-
section (a)(1)), that were closed (in whole or in
part) to the assignment of female members of the
Armed Forces as of May 18, 2005, and that, pur-
suant to paragraph (1) of that section, are re-
quired to remain closed to the assignment of fe-
male members of the Armed Forces; and

(2) for each such military career designator—

(A) specification of whether that designator is
closed to the assignment of female members in
whole or in part; and

(B) the numbers of positions that are closed to
the assignment of female members.

(d) CONFORMING REPEAL.—Section 542 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1994 (10 U.S.C. 113 note) is repealed.

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER

PERSONNEL BENEFITS
Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances
Sec. 601. Increase in basic pay for fiscal year
2006.

602. Additional pay for permanent military
professors at United States Naval
Academy with over 36 years of
service.

Basic pay rates for reserve component
members selected to attend mili-
tary service academy preparatory
schools.

Clarification of restriction on com-
pensation  for  correspondence
courses.

Permanent authority for supplemental
subsistence allowance for low-in-
come members with dependents.

Basic allowance for housing for Re-
serve members.

Overseas cost of living allowance.

Income replacement payments for Re-
serves experiencing extended and
frequent mobilization for active
duty service.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and Incentive

Pays

Ezxtension or resumption of certain
bonus and special pay authorities
for reserve forces.

Extension of certain bonus and special
pay authorities for certain health
care professionals.

Extension of special pay and bonus
authorities for nuclear officers.
One-year extension of other bonus and

special pay authorities.

Ezxpansion of eligibility of dental offi-
cers for additional special pay.

Increase in maximum monthly rate au-
thorized for hardship duty pay.

Flexible payment of assignment incen-
tive pay.

Active-duty reenlistment bonus.

Reenlistment bonus for members of Se-
lected Reserve.

Combination of affiliation and acces-
sion bonuses for service in the Se-
lected Reserve.

Eligibility requirements for prior serv-
ice enlistment bonus.

Increase in authoriced maximum
amount of enlistment bonus.

Discretion of Secretary of Defense to
authorice retroactive hostile fire
and imminent danger pay.

Increase in maximum bonus amount
for nuclear-qualified officers ex-
tending period of active duty.

Increase in maximum amount of nu-
clear career annual incentive
bonus for nuclear-qualified offi-
cers trained while serving as en-
listed members.

Uniform payment of foreign language
proficiency pay to eligible reserve
component members and regular
component members.

Sec.

Sec. 603.

Sec. 604.

Sec. 605.

Sec. 606.

607.
608.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 611.

Sec. 612.

Sec. 613.

Sec. 614.
Sec. 615.
Sec. 616.
Sec. 617.

Sec.
Sec.

618.
619.

Sec. 620.

Sec. 621.

Sec. 622.

Sec. 623.

Sec. 624.

Sec. 625.

Sec. 626.
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Sec. 627. Retention bonus for members qualified
in certain critical skills or satis-
fying other eligibility criteria.

628. Availability of critical-skills accession
bonus for persons enrolled in Sen-
ior Reserve Officers’ Training
Corps who are obtaining nursing
degrees.

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation
Allowances

641. Authorized absences of members for
which lodging expenses at tem-
porary duty location may be paid.

Extended period for selection of home
for travel and transportation al-
lowances for dependents of de-
ceased member.

Transportation of family members in-
cident to repatriation of members
held captive.

Increased weight allowances for ship-
ment of household goods of senior
noncommissioned officers.

Subtitle D—Retired Pay and Survivor Benefits

Sec. 651. Monthly disbursement to States of
State income tax withheld from
retired or retainer pay.

Revision to eligibility for monregular
service retirement after estab-
lishing eligibility for regular re-
tirement.

Denial of military funeral honors in
certain cases.

Child support for certain minor chil-
dren of retirement-eligible mem-
bers convicted of domestic vio-
lence resulting in death of child’s
other parent.

Concurrent receipt of wveterans dis-
ability compensation and military
retired pay.

Military Survivor Benefit Plan bene-
ficiaries under insurable interest
coverage.

Subtitle E—Commissary and Nonappropriated
Fund Instrumentality Benefits

Sec. 661. Increase in authorized level of supplies
and services procurement from
overseas exchange stores.

662. Requirements for private operation of
commissary store functions.

663. Provision of information technology
services for accommodations pro-
vided by mnonappropriated fund
instrumentalities for wounded
members of the Armed Forces and
their families.

664. Provision of and payment for overseas
transportation services for com-
missary and exchange supplies.

665. Compensatory time off for certain non-
appropriated fund employees.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

671. Inclusion of Senior Enlisted Advisor
for the Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff among senior en-
listed members of the Armed
Forces.

672. Special and incentive pays considered
for saved pay upon appointment
of members as officers.

673. Repayment of unearned portion of bo-
nuses, special pays, and edu-
cational benefits.

674. Leave accrual for members assigned to
deployable ships or mobile units
or to other designated duty.

675. Army recruiting pilot program to en-
courage members of the Army to
refer other persons for enlistment.

676. Special compensation for reserve com-
ponent members who are also to-
bacco farmers adversely affected
by terms of tobacco quota buyout.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 642.

Sec. 643.

Sec. 644.

Sec. 652.

Sec. 653.

. 654.

. 655.

. 656.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances
SEC. 601. INCREASE IN BASIC PAY FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2006.

(a) WAIVER OF SECTION 1009 ADJUSTMENT.—
The adjustment to become effective during fiscal
year 2006 required by section 1009 of title 37,
United States Code, in the rates of monthly
basic pay authoriced members of the uniformed
services shall not be made.

(b) INCREASE IN BASIC PAY.—Effective on Jan-
uary 1, 2006, the rates of monthly basic pay for
members of the uniformed services are increased
by 3.1 percent.

SEC. 602. ADDITIONAL PAY FOR PERMANENT
MILITARY PROFESSORS AT UNITED
STATES NAVAL ACADEMY WITH OVER
36 YEARS OF SERVICE.

Section 203(b) of title 37, United States Code,
is amended by inserting after ‘‘Military Acad-
emy’’ the following: ‘‘, the United States Naval
Academy,”.

SEC. 603. BASIC PAY RATES FOR RESERVE COM-
PONENT MEMBERS SELECTED TO AT-
TEND MILITARY SERVICE ACADEMY
PREPARATORY SCHOOLS.

(a) PAY EQUITY FOR RESERVES.—Section
203(e)(2) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘on active duty for a period of
movre than 30 days shall continue to receive’
and inserting ‘‘shall receive’’; and

(2) by inserting before the period at the end
the following: ‘‘or at the rate provided for ca-
dets and midshipmen under subsection (c),
whichever is greater’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on the first
day of the first month beginning on or after the
date of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 604. CLARIFICATION OF RESTRICTION ON
COMPENSATION FOR CORRESPOND-
ENCE COURSES.

Section 206(d)(1) of title 37, United States
Code, is amended by inserting after ‘‘reserve
component’ the following: ‘‘or by a member of
the National Guard while not in Federal serv-
ice”.

SEC. 605. PERMANENT AUTHORITY FOR SUPPLE-
MENTAL SUBSISTENCE ALLOWANCE
FOR LOW-INCOME MEMBERS WITH
DEPENDENTS.

(a) REPEAL OF TERMINATION PROVISION.—Sec-
tion 402a of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking subsection (i).

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.—Subsection (f) of such section is amend-
ed—

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘Secretary
of Transportation’ and inserting ‘‘Secretary of
Homeland Security, with respect to the Coast
Guard’’; and

(2) by striking the second sentence.

SEC. 606. BASIC ALLOWANCE FOR HOUSING FOR
RESERVE MEMBERS.

(a) EQUAL TREATMENT OF RESERVE MEM-
BERS.—Subsection (g) of section 403 of title 37,
United States Code, is amended——

(1) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (4);

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (3):

“(3) The rate of basic allowance for housing
to be paid to the following members of a reserve
component shall be equal to the rate in effect for
similarly situated members of a regular compo-
nent of the uniformed services:

“(A) A member who is called or ordered to ac-
tive duty for a period of more than 30 days.

“(B) A member who is called or ordered to ac-
tive duty for a period of 30 days or less in sup-
port of a contingency operation.”’; and

(3) in paragraph (4), as so redesignated, by
striking ‘‘less than 140 days’ and inserting ‘30
days or less’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT REGARDING
MEMBERS WITHOUT DEPENDENTS.—Paragraph
(1) of such subsection is amended by inserting
“or for a period of more than 30 days’’ after “in
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support of a contingency operation’’ both places

it appears.

SEC. 607. OVERSEAS COST OF LIVING ALLOW-
ANCE.

(a) PAYMENT OF ALLOWANCE BASED ON OVER-
SEAS LOCATION OF DEPENDENTS.—Section 405 of
title 37, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection:

“(e) PAYMENT OF ALLOWANCE BASED ON
OVERSEAS LOCATION OF DEPENDENTS.—In the
case of a member assigned to duty inside the
continental United States whose dependents
continue to reside outside of the continental
United States, the Secretary concerned may pay
the member a per diem under this section based
on the location of the dependents and provide
reimbursement under subsection (d) for an un-
usual or extraordinary expense incurred by the
dependents if the Secretary determines that
such payment or reimbursement is in the best in-
terest of the member or the member’s dependents
and in the best interest of the United States.”.

(b) CLARIFICATION OF EXPENSES ELIGIBLE FOR
LUMP-SUM REIMBURSEMENT.—Subsection (d) of
such section, as added by section 605 of the
Ronald W. Reagan National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (Public Law 108-
375; 118 Stat. 1945), is further amended—

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking
““NONRECURRING’’ and inserting ‘‘UNUSUAL OR
EXTRAORDINARY’’;

(2) by inserting “‘or (e)’’ after “‘subsection (a)”’
each place it appears; and

(3) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking ‘“‘a nonrecurring’’ and insert-
ing “‘an unusual or extraordinary’’ in the mat-
ter preceding subparagraph (A); and

(B) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘“‘or the
location of the member’s dependents’’ before the
semicolon.

SEC. 608. INCOME REPLACEMENT PAYMENTS FOR
RESERVES EXPERIENCING EX-
TENDED AND FREQUENT MOBILIZA-
TION FOR ACTIVE DUTY SERVICE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 19 of title 37,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§910. Replacement of lost income: involun-
tarily mobilized reserve component members
subject to extended and frequent active duty
service

‘““(a) PAYMENT REQUIRED.—The Secretary con-
cerned shall pay to an eligible member of a re-
serve component of the armed forces an amount
equal to the monthly active-duty income dif-
ferential of the member, as determined by the
Secretary. The payments shall be made on a
monthly basis.

““(b) ELIGIBILITY.—Subject to subsection (c), a
reserve component member is entitled to a pay-
ment under this section for any full month of
active duty of the member, while on active duty
under an involuntary mobilization order, fol-
lowing the date on which the member—

‘(1) completes 18 continuous months of service
on active duty under such an order;

““(2) completes 24 months on active duty dur-
ing the previous 60 months under such an order;
or

“(3) is involuntarily mobilized for service on
active duty six months or less following the
member’s separation from the member’s previous
period of active duty.

“(c) MINIMUM AND MAXIMUM PAYMENT
AMOUNTS.—(1) A payment under this section
shall be made to a member for a month only if
the amount of the monthly active-duty income
differential for the month is greater than $50.

““(2) Notwithstanding the amount determined
under subsection (d) for a member for a month,
the monthly payment to a member under this
section may not exceed $3,000.

‘“(d) MONTHLY ACTIVE-DUTY INCOME DIF-
FERENTIAL.—For purposes of this section, the
monthly active-duty income differential of a
member is the difference between—
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‘(1) the average monthly civilian income of
the member; and

““(2) the member’s total monthly military com-
pensation.

““(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) The term ‘average monthly civilian in-
come’, with respect to a member of a reserve
component, means the amount, determined by
the Secretary concerned, of the earned income
of the member for either the 12 months preceding
the member’s mobilization or the 12 months cov-
ered by the member’s most recent Federal income
tax filing, divided by 12.

‘“(2) The term ‘total monthly military com-
pensation’ means the amount, computed on a
monthly basis, of the sum of—

‘“(A) the amount of the regular military com-
pensation (RMC) of the member; and

‘“(B) any amount of special pay or incentive
pay and any allowance (other than an allow-
ance included in regular military compensation)
that is paid to the member on a monthly basis.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:

““910. Replacement of lost income: involuntarily
mobilized reserve component mem-
bers subject to extended and fre-
quent active duty service.”’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 910 of title 37,
United States Code, as added by subsection (a),
shall apply for months after December 2005.

(d) LIMITATION ON FISCAL YEAR 2006 OBLIGA-
TIONS.—During fiscal year 2006, obligations in-
curred under section 910 of title 37, United
States Code, to provide income replacement pay-
ments to involuntarily mobilized members of a
reserve component who are subject to extended
and frequent active duty service may not exceed
$360,000,000.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and
Incentive Pays
SEC. 611. EXTENSION OR RESUMPTION OF CER-
TAIN BONUS AND SPECIAL PAY AU-
THORITIES FOR RESERVE FORCES.

(a)  SELECTED  RESERVE  REENLISTMENT
BONUS.—Section 308b(g) of title 37, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘December
31, 2005 and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2006 .

(b) SPECIAL PAY FOR ENLISTED MEMBERS AS-
SIGNED TO CERTAIN HIGH PRIORITY UNITS.—Sec-
tion 308d(c) of such title is amended by striking
“December 31, 2005 and inserting ‘‘December
31, 2006°°.

(c) READY RESERVE ENLISTMENT BONUS FOR
PERSONS WITHOUT PRIOR SERVICE.—Section
308g(h) of such title is amended by striking
“September 30, 1992’ and inserting ‘‘December
31, 2006,

(d) READY RESERVE ENLISTMENT AND REEN-
LISTMENT BONUS FOR PERSONS WITH PRIOR
SERVICE.—Section 308h(g) of such title is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘December 31, 2005°° and inserting
““December 31, 2006°°.

(e) SELECTED RESERVE ENLISTMENT BONUS
FOR PERSONS WITH PRIOR SERVICE.—Section
308i(f) of such title is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2005 and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2006.

SEC. 612. EXTENSION OF CERTAIN BONUS AND
SPECIAL PAY AUTHORITIES FOR
CERTAIN HEALTH CARE PROFES-
SIONALS.

(a) NURSE OFFICER CANDIDATE ACCESSION
PROGRAM.—Section 2130a(a)(1) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2005 and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2006.

(b) REPAYMENT OF EDUCATION LOANS FOR
CERTAIN HEALTH PROFESSIONALS WHO SERVE IN
THE SELECTED RESERVE.—Section 16302(d) of
such title is amended by striking ‘‘January 1,
2006’ and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2007’.

(c) ACCESSION BONUS FOR REGISTERED
NURSES.—Section 302d(a)(1) of title 37, United
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States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘December
31, 2005°° and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2006°°.

(d) INCENTIVE SPECIAL PAY FOR NURSE ANES-
THETISTS.—Section 302e(a)(1) of such title is
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2005 and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2006,

(e) SPECIAL PAY FOR SELECTED RESERVE
HEALTH PROFESSIONALS IN CRITICALLY SHORT
WARTIME SPECIALTIES.—Section 302g(f) of such
title is amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2005’
and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2006°°.

(f) ACCESSION BONUS FOR DENTAL OFFICERS.—
Section 302h(a)(1) of such title is amended by
striking ‘‘December 31, 2005°° and inserting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2006°.

(9) ACCESSION BONUS FOR PHARMACY OFFI-
CERS.—Section 302j(a) of such title is amended
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2005 and inserting
“December 31, 2006°°.

SEC. 613. EXTENSION OF SPECIAL PAY AND
BONUS AUTHORITIES FOR NUCLEAR
OFFICERS.

(a) SPECIAL PAY FOR NUCLEAR-QUALIFIED OF-
FICERS EXTENDING PERIOD OF ACTIVE SERV-
ICE.—Section 312(e) of title 37, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘December 31,
2005’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2006°.

(b) NUCLEAR CAREER ACCESSION BONUS.—Sec-
tion 312b(c) of such title is amended by striking
“December 31, 2005 and inserting ‘‘December
31, 2006°.

(¢) NUCLEAR CAREER ANNUAL INCENTIVE
BoNUSs.—Section 312¢(d) of such title is amended
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2005 and inserting
“December 31, 2006°°.

SEC. 614. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF OTHER
BONUS AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI-
TIES.

(a) AVIATION OFFICER RETENTION BONUS.—
Section 301b(a) of title 37, United States Code, is
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2005 and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2006°".

(b) ASSIGNMENT INCENTIVE PAy.—Section
307a(f) of such title is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2006’ and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2007°.

(¢) REENLISTMENT BONUS FOR ACTIVE MEM-
BERS.—Section 308(g) of such title is amended by
striking ‘‘December 31, 2005 and inserting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2006”°.

(d) ENLISTMENT BONUS FOR ACTIVE MEM-
BERS.—Section 309(e) of such title is amended by
striking ‘‘December 31, 2005°° and inserting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2006”°.

(e) RETENTION BONUS FOR MEMBERS WITH
CRITICAL MILITARY SKILLS.—Section 323(i) of
such title is amended by striking ‘‘December 31,
2005 and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2006.

(f) ACCESSION BONUS FOR NEW OFFICERS IN
CRITICAL SKILLS.—Section 324(g) of such title is
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2005 and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2006°".

SEC. 615. EXPANSION OF ELIGIBILITY OF DENTAL
OFFICERS FOR ADDITIONAL SPECIAL
PAY.

(a) REPEAL OF INTERNSHIP AND RESIDENCY EX-
CEPTION.—Section 302b(a)(4) of title 37, United
States Code, is amended by striking the first
sentence and inserting the following new sen-
tence: ‘“‘An officer who is entitled to variable
special pay under paragraph (2) or (3) is also
entitled to additional special pay for any 12-
month period during which an agreement exe-
cuted under subsection (b) is in effect with re-
spect to the officer.”’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on October 1,
2005.

SEC. 616. INCREASE IN MAXIMUM MONTHLY RATE
AUTHORIZED FOR HARDSHIP DUTY
PAY.

(a) INCREASE.—Section 305(a) of title 37,
United States Code, is amended by striking
““$300” and inserting ‘‘$750.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on October 1,
2005.
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SEC. 617. FLEXIBLE PAYMENT OF ASSIGNMENT
INCENTIVE PAY.

(a) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE LUMP SUM OR IN-
STALLMENT PAYMENTS.—Section 307a of title 37,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘“‘monthly’’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) by inserting (1)’ before the first sen-
tence;

(B) in the second sentence, by striking ‘“‘and,
subject to subsection (c), the monthly rate of the
incentive pay.”’ and inserting ‘‘, the total or
monthly amount to be paid under the agree-
ment, and whether the incentive pay will be
provided on a monthly basis, in a lump sum, or
in installments other than monthly.”’; and

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

‘““(2) The Secretary concerned and a member
may agree to extend an existing agreement
under this section to cover an additional period
of service in a designated assignment.’’; and

(3) in subsection (c), by adding at the end the
following mnew sentences: ‘‘The maximum
amount of a lump sum payment under an agree-
ment under this section may mnot exceed the
product of the maximum monthly rate and the
number of months covered by the agreement. In-
stallment payments shall be calculated using the
same formula for the months covered by the in-
stallment.”’.

(b) REPAYMENT OF INCENTIVE PAY.—Such sec-
tion is further amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (f), as amend-
ed by section 614(b), as subsection (g); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-
lowing new subsection (f):

‘“(f) REPAYMENT.—A member who enters into
an agreement under this section and receives in-
centive pay under the agreement in a lump sum
or installments, but who fails to complete the
period of service covered by the payment,
whether voluntarily or because of misconduct,
shall be subject to the repayment provisions of
section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

SEC. 618. ACTIVE-DUTY REENLISTMENT BONUS.

(a) ELIGIBILITY OF SENIOR ENLISTED MEM-
BERS.—Subsection (a) of section 308 of title 37,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking 16 years
of active duty’’ and inserting ‘20 years of active
duty”’; and

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘18 years”
and inserting ‘24 years’’.

(b) INCREASE IN AUTHORIZED MAXIMUM
AMOUNT OF BONUS.—Paragraph (2)(B) of such
subsection is amended by striking ‘360,000 and
inserting ‘“$90,000°.

(c) REPEAL OF REFERENCE TO OBSOLETE SPE-
CIAL PAY.—Paragraph (1) of such subsection is
amended—

(1) by inserting “‘and’ at the end of subpara-
graph (B);

(2) by striking subparagraph (C); and

(3) by redesignating subparagraph (D) as sub-
paragraph (C).

(d) AUTHORITY TO WAIVE ELIGIBILITY RE-
QUIREMENTS.—Such  subsection is  further
amended by striking paragraph (5) and insert-
ing the following new paragraph:

“(5) In time of war or national emergency, the
Secretary concerned may waive all or a part of
the eligibility requirements specified in para-
graph (1) for the payment of a bonus under this
section.”’.

(e) REPEAL OF OBSOLETE SPECIAL PAY.—

(1) REPEAL.—Section 312a of title 37, United
States Code, is repealed.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 5 of such title
is amended by striking the item relating to sec-
tion 312a.
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(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect on October 1,
2005.

SEC. 619. REENLISTMENT BONUS FOR MEMBERS
OF SELECTED RESERVE.

(a) ELIGIBILITY OF SENIOR ENLISTED MEM-
BERS.—Subsection (a)(1) of section 308b of title
37, United States Code, is amended by striking
‘16 years of total military service’’ and inserting
““20 years of total military service’’.

(b) COMPUTATION OF BONUS AMOUNT.—Sub-
section (b) of such section is amended by adding
at the end the following new paragraph:

“(3) Any portion of a term of reenlistment or
extension of enlistment of a member that, when
added to the total years of service of the member
at the time of discharge or release, exceeds 24
years may not be used in computing the total
bonus amount under paragraph (1).”’.

(c) AUTHORITY TO WAIVE ELIGIBILITY RE-
QUIREMENTS.—Subsection (c)(2) of such section
is amended by striking ‘‘In the case’ and all
that follows through ‘‘the Secretary’ and in-
serting ‘‘In time of war or national emergency,
the Secretary’.

SEC. 620. COMBINATION OF AFFILIATION AND AC-
CESSION BONUSES FOR SERVICE IN
THE SELECTED RESERVE.

(a) BONUSES AUTHORIZED.—Section 308c of
title 37, United States Code, is amended to read
as follows:

“§308c. Special pay: bonus for affiliation or
enlistment in the Select Reserve

“(a) AFFILIATION BONUS AUTHORIZED.—(1)
The Secretary concerned may pay an affiliation
bonus to an enlisted member of an armed force
who—

‘“(A) has completed fewer than 20 total years
of military service; and

‘““(B) executes a written agreement with the
Secretary to serve in the Selected Reserve, after
being discharged or released from active duty,
for a period of not less than three years in a
skill, unit, or pay grade designated under para-
graph (2).

““(2) The Secretary concerned shall designate
the critical skills, units, and pay grades for
which an affiliation bonus is available under
this subsection.

“(b) ACCESSION BONUS AUTHORIZED.—The
Secretary concerned may pay an accession
bonus to a person who—

‘“(1) has not previously served in the armed
forces; and

““(2) executes a written agreement to serve as
an enlisted member in the Selected Reserve for a
period of not less than three years.

““(c) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF BONUS.—The
amount of a bonus under subsection (a) or (b)
may not exceed $15,000.

‘““(d) PAYMENT METHOD.—Upon acceptance of
a written agreement by the Secretary concerned
under subsection (a) or (b), the total amount of
the bonus payable under the agreement becomes
fized. The agreement shall specify whether the
bonus will be paid by the Secretary in a lump
sum or in installments.

“(e) PAYMENT TO MOBILIZED MEMBERS.—A
member of the Selected Reserve entitled to a
bonus under this section who is called or or-
dered to active duty shall be paid, during that
period of active duty, any amount of the bonus
that becomes payable to the member during that
period of active duty.

‘“(f) REPAYMENT.—A person who enters into
an agreement under subsection (a) or (b) and re-
ceives all or part of the bonus under the agree-
ment, but who does not commence to serve in the
Selected Reserve or does not satisfactorily par-
ticipate in the Selected Reserve for the total pe-
riod of service specified in the agreement, shall
be subject to the repayment provisions of section
303a(e) of this title.

‘““(g) REGULATIONS.—This section shall be ad-
ministered under regulations prescribed by the
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Secretary of Defense for the armed forces under
the jurisdiction of the Secretary of Defense and
by the Secretary of Homeland Security for the
Coast Guard when it is not operating as a serv-
ice in the Navy.

““(h) TERMINATION OF BONUS AUTHORITY.—NoO
bonus may be paid under this section with re-
spect to any agreement under subsection (a) or
(b) entered into after December 31, 2006.”’.

(b) REPEAL OF SEPARATE RESERVE AFFILI-
ATION BONUS.—Section 308e of such title is re-
pealed.

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 5 of such title
is amended—

(1) by striking the item relating to section 308c
and inserting the following new item:

““308c. Special pay: bonus for affiliation or en-
listment the Select Reserve.”’

(2) by striking the item relating to section
308e.

(d) LIMITATION ON FISCAL YEAR 2006 OBLIGA-
TIONS.—During fiscal year 2006, obligations in-
curred under section 308c of title 37, United
States Code, to provide bonuses for affiliation or
enlistment in the Select Reserve using the ex-
panded authority provided by the amendment
made by subsection (a) may not exceed
$30,000,000. The bonus authority available
under such section shall not be considered to be
an expanded authority to the extent that the
authority was available under section 308e of
such title, before the repeal of such section by
subsection (b).

SEC. 621. ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS FOR
PRIOR SERVICE ENLISTMENT
BONUS.

Section 308i(a)(2) of title 37, United States
Code, is amended by striking subparagraph (A)
and inserting the following new subparagraph:

“(A) The person has not more than 16 years of
total military service and received an honorable
discharge at the conclusion of all prior periods
of service.”.

SEC. 622. INCREASE IN AUTHORIZED MAXIMUM
AMOUNT OF ENLISTMENT BONUS.

(a) INCREASE.—Section 309(a) of title 37,
United States Code, is amended by striking
320,000 and inserting ‘‘$30,000°.

(b) LIMITATION ON FISCAL YEAR 2006 OBLIGA-
TIONS.—During fiscal year 2006, obligations in-
curred under section 309 of title 37, United
States Code, to provide enlistment bonuses in
the increased amounts authorized by the
amendment made by subsection (a) may not ex-
ceed $30,000,000.

SEC. 623. DISCRETION OF SECRETARY OF DE-
FENSE TO AUTHORIZE RETROACTIVE
HOSTILE FIRE AND IMMINENT DAN-
GER PAY.

Section 310(c) of title 37, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) as
paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and

(2) by inserting before paragraph (2), as so re-
designated, the following new paragraph (1):

“(1) In the case of an area described in sub-
paragraph (B) or (D) of subsection (a)(2), the
Secretary of Defense shall be responsible for des-
ignating the period during which duty in the
area will qualify members for special pay under
this section. The effective date designated for
the commencement of such a period may be a
date occurring before, on, or after the actual
date on which the Secretary makes the designa-
tion. If the commencement date for such a pe-
riod is a date occurring before the date on
which the Secretary makes the designation, the
payment of special pay under this section for
the period between the commencement date and
the date on which the Secretary made the des-
ignation shall be subject to the availability of
appropriated funds for that purpose.”.

H3953

SEC. 624. INCREASE IN MAXIMUM BONUS AMOUNT
FOR NUCLEAR-QUALIFIED OFFICERS
EXTENDING PERIOD OF ACTIVE
DUTY.

Section 312(a) of title 37, United States Code,
is amended by striking ‘$25,000° and inserting
“$30,000"".

SEC. 625. INCREASE IN MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF NU-
CLEAR CAREER ANNUAL INCENTIVE
BONUS FOR NUCLEAR-QUALIFIED
OFFICERS TRAINED WHILE SERVING
AS ENLISTED MEMBERS.

Section 312c¢(b)(1) of title 37, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘$10,000° and in-
serting ‘14,000"°.

SEC. 626. UNIFORM PAYMENT OF FOREIGN LAN.-
GUAGE PROFICIENCY PAY TO ELIGI-
BLE RESERVE COMPONENT MEM-
BERS AND REGULAR COMPONENT
MEMBERS.

(a) AVAILABILITY OF BONUS IN LIEU OF
MONTHLY SPECIAL PAY.—Subsection (a) of sec-
tion 316 of title 37, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘monthly special pay’ and in-
serting “‘a bonus’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘is entitled to basic pay under
section 204 of this title and who’’.

(b) PAYMENT OF BONUS.—Such section is fur-
ther amended—

(1) by striking subsections (b), (d), (e), and
(9);

(2) by redesignating subsections (f) and (h) as
subsections (d) and (f) respectively;

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection (b):

“(b) BONUS AMOUNT; TIME FOR PAYMENT.—A
bonus under subsection (a) may not exceed
$12,000 per ome-year certification period. The
Secretary concerned may pay the bonus in a
single lump sum at the beginning of the certifi-
cation period or in installments during the cer-
tification period. The bonus is in addition to
any other pay or allowance payable to a mem-
ber under any other provision of law.”’.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Such section
is further amended—

(1) in subsection (c)—

(A) by striking ‘‘special pay or’’ both places it
appears; and

(B) by striking “‘or (b)’’;

(2) in subsection (d), as redesignated by sub-
section (b)(2)—

(4) in paragraph (1)—

(i) by striking ‘‘monthly special pay or’’ in the
matter preceding subparagraph (A); and

(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘for re-
ceipt’’ and all that follows through the period at
the end and inserting ‘‘under subsection (a)’’;

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘“‘For pur-
poses”’ and all that follows through ‘‘the Sec-
retary concerned’’ and inserting ‘‘The Secretary
concerned’’;

(C) in paragraph (3)—

(i) by striking ‘‘special pay or’’ both places it
appears; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘subsection (h)’’ and inserting
‘“‘subsection (f)”’; and

(D) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘subsection
(9)”’ and inserting ‘‘section 303a(e) of this title’’;
and

(3) by inserting after such subsection (d) the
following new subsection (e):

‘““(e) REPAYMENT.—A member who receives a
bonus under this section, but who does not sat-
isfy an eligibility requirement specified in para-
graph (1), (2), (3), or (4) of subsection (a) for the
entire certification period, shall be subject to the
repayment provisions of section 303a(e) of this
title.”.

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of such
section is amended to read as follows:
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“§316. Special pay: bonus for members with
foreign language proficiency”.

(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sections
at the beginning of chapter 5 of such title is
amended by striking the item relating to section
316 and inserting the following new item:

“316: Special pay: bonus for members with for-
eign language proficiency.’’.
SEC. 627. RETENTION BONUS FOR MEMBERS
QUALIFIED IN CERTAIN CRITICAL
SKILLS OR SATISFYING OTHER ELI-
GIBILITY CRITERIA.

(a) AVAILABILITY OF BONUS FOR RESERVE
COMPONENT MEMBERS.—Section 323 of title 37,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), by
striking ‘“‘who is serving on active duty and’
and inserting ‘‘who is serving on active duty in
a regular component or in an active status in a
reserve component and who’’;

(B) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or to re-
main in an active status in a reserve component
for at least one year’ before the semicolon; and

(C) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘or to re-
main in an active status in a reserve component
for a period of at least one year’ before the pe-
riod; and

(2) in subsection (e)(1), by inserting ‘‘or serv-
ice in an active status in a reserve component’’
after “‘active duty’’ each place it appears.

(b) ADDITIONAL CRITERIA FOR BONUS.—Such
section is further amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘designated
critical military skill” and inserting ‘‘critical
military skill designated under subsection (b) or
satisfies such other eligibility criteria estab-
lished under such subsection’’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) by striking ‘‘DESIGNATION OF CRITICAL
SKILLS.—" and inserting ‘“ELIGIBILITY CRI-
TERIA—(1)"’; and

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

‘““(2) The Secretary of Defense, and the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security with respect to the
Coast Guard when it is not operating as a serv-
ice in the Navy, may establish such other cri-
teria as the Secretary considers appropriate
under which a retention bonus will be provided
to a member of the armed forces under sub-
section (a).”’; and

(3) in subsection (h)(1), by striking ‘‘members
qualified in the critical military skills for which
the bonuses were offered’” and inserting ‘‘mem-
bers of the armed forces who were offered a
bonus under this section’.

(c) EXTENDED ELIGIBILITY PERIOD FOR CER-
TAIN MEMBERS.—Subsection (e) of such section
is amended by striking paragraph (2) and insert-
ing the following new paragraphs:

‘““(2) The limitations in paragraph (1) do not
apply with respect to an officer who, during the
period of active duty or service in an active sta-
tus in a reserve component for which the bonus
is being offered, is assigned duties as a health
care professional.

““(3) The limitations in paragraph (1) do not
apply with respect to a member who, during the
period of active duty or service in an active sta-
tus in a reserve component for which the bonus
is being offered—

““(A) is qualified in a skill designated as crit-
ical under subsection (b)(1) related to special op-
erations forces; or

‘““(B) is qualified for duty in connection with
the supervision, operation, and maintenance of
naval nuclear propulsion plants.”’.

(d) REPAYMENT REQUIREMENTS.—Subsection
(9) of such section is amended to read as fol-
lows:

‘““(9) REPAYMENT.—A member paid a bonus
under this section who fails, during the period
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of service covered by the member’s agreement,
reenlistment, or voluntary extension of enlist-
ment under subsection (a), to remain qualified
in the critical military skill or to satisfy the
other eligibility criteria for which the bonus was
paid shall be subject to the repayment provi-
sions of section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(e) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of section
323 of such title is amended to read as follows:

“§323. Special pay: retention incentives for
members qualified in a critical military
skill or who satisfy other eligibility cri-
teria”.

(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sections
at the beginning of chapter 5 of such title is
amended by striking the item relating to section
323 and inserting the following new item:

““323. Special pay: retention incentives for mem-
bers qualified in a critical military
skill or who satisfy other eligi-
bility criteria.”’.

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 323(a) of title
37, United States Code, as amended by this sec-
tion, shall apply to agreements, reenlistments,
and the voluntary extension of enlistments re-
ferred to in subsection (a) of such section en-
tered into on or after October 1, 2005.

SEC. 628. AVAILABILITY OF CRITICAL-SKILLS AC-

CESSION BONUS FOR PERSONS EN-
ROLLED IN SENIOR RESERVE OFFI-
CERS’ TRAINING CORPS WHO ARE
OBTAINING NURSING DEGREES.

(a) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE BONUS.—Section
324 of title 37, United States Code, as amended
by section 614(f) of this Act, is further amend-
ed—

(1) by redesignating subsections (f) and (g) as
subsections (g) and (h), respectively; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(f) NURSE CANDIDATES IN SENIOR RESERVE
OFFICERS’ TRAINING CORPS.—(1) A person en-
rolled in the Senior Reserve Officers’ Training
Corps program of the Army for advanced train-
ing under chapter 103 of title 10, including a
person receiving financial assistance under sec-
tion 2107 of such title, may receive an accession
bonus under this section if the person—

““(A) has completed the second year of an ac-
credited baccalaureate degree program in nurs-
ing; and

“(B) executes an agreement under this section
to serve on active duty as a commissioned officer
in the Army Nurse Corps.

“(2) Notwithstanding subsection (c), the
amount of the accession bonus paid to a person
described in paragraph (1) may mnot exceed
$5,000. .

(b) RETROACTIVE APPLICATION TO EXISTING
AGREEMENTS.—Subsection (f) of section 324 of
title 37, United States Code, as added by sub-
section (a), shall apply with respect to agree-
ments referred to in paragraph (1)(B) of such
subsection executed on or after October 5, 2004.

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation
Allowances
SEC. 641. AUTHORIZED ABSENCES OF MEMBERS
FOR WHICH LODGING EXPENSES AT
TEMPORARY DUTY LOCATION MAY
BE PAID.

(a) ABSENCES COVERED BY ALLOWANCE.—Sec-
tion 404b of title 37, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘“‘while the
member is in an authorized leave status’ and
inserting ‘‘during an authorized absence of the
member from the temporary duty location’’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(4) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘taking the
authorized leave’ and inserting ‘‘the authorized
absence’’; and

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘immediately
after completing the authorized leave’’ and in-
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serting ‘‘before the end of the authorized ab-
sence’’;

(3) in subsection (c), by striking ‘“‘while the
member was in an authorized leave status’ and
inserting ‘‘during the authorized absence of the
member’’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘““(d) AUTHORIZED ABSENCE DEFINED.—In this
section, the term ‘authorized absence’, with re-
spect to a member, means that the member is in
an authorized leave status or that the absence
of the member is otherwise authoriced by the
commander of the member.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of such
section is amended to read as follows:

“§404b. Travel and transportation allow-
ances: payment of lodging expenses at tem-
porary duty location during authorized ab-
sence of member”.

(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sections
at the beginning of chapter 7 of such title is
amended by striking the item relating to section
404b and inserting the following new item:

““404b. Travel and transportation allowances:
payment of lodging expenses at
temporary duty location during
authorized absence of member.”’.

SEC. 642. EXTENDED PERIOD FOR SELECTION OF
HOME FOR TRAVEL AND TRANSPOR-
TATION ALLOWANCES FOR DEPEND-
ENTS OF DECEASED MEMBER.

(a) DEATH OF MEMBER ENTITLED TO BASIC
PAy.—Subsection (f) section 406 of title 37,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting (1) after “(f)”’;

(2) by striking ‘“‘he’’ and inserting ‘‘the mem-
ber’’; and

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

‘““(2) The Secretary concerned shall give the
dependents of a member described in paragraph
(1) a period of not less than three years, begin-
ning on the date of the death of the member,
during which to select a home for the purposes
of the travel and transportation allowances au-
thorized by this section.”’.

(b) CERTAIN OTHER DECEASED MEMBERS.—
Subsection (g)(3) of such section is amended in
the first sentence—

(1) by striking ‘‘he exercises it’’ and inserting
‘“‘the member exercises the right or entitlement’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘his baggage and household ef-
fects” and inserting ‘‘the baggage and house-
hold effects of the deceased member’’; and

(3) by striking ‘‘his surviving dependents or,
if”’ and inserting ‘‘the surviving dependents at
any time before the end of the three-year period
beginning on the date on which the member ac-
crued that right or benefit. If”".

SEC. 643. TRANSPORTATION OF FAMILY MEMBERS
INCIDENT TO REPATRIATION OF
MEMBERS HELD CAPTIVE.

(a) ALLOWANCES AUTHORIZED.—Chapter 7 of
title 37, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting after section 411i the following new sec-
tion:

“§411j. Travel and transportation allowances:
transportation of family members incident
to repatriation of members held captive

“(a) ALLOWANCES AUTHORIZED.—(1) The Sec-
retary concerned may provide the travel and
transportation allowances described in sub-
section (c) to not more than three family mem-
bers of a member of the wuniformed services
who—

“(A) is serving on active duty;
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““(B) was officially carried or determined to be
absent in a missing status (as defined in section
551 of this title); and

‘“(C) is repatriated to a site in or outside the
United States.

““(2) In circumstances determined to be appro-
priate by the Secretary concerned, the Secretary
may waive the limitation on the number of fam-
ily members of a member provided travel and
transportation allowances under this section.

‘““(b) ELIGIBLE PERSONS.—(1) In this section,
the term ‘family member’ has the meaning given
that term in section 411h(b) of this title.

‘““(2) The Secretary concerned may also pro-
vide the travel and transportation allowances to
an attendant who accompanies a family member
if the Secretary determines that—

““(A) the family member is unable to travel un-
attended because of age, physical condition, or
other justifiable reason; and

‘““(B) mo other family member who is receiving
the allowances under this section is able to serve
as an attendant for the family member.

“(3) If no family member is able to travel to
the repatriation site, the Secretary concerned
may provide the travel and transportation al-
lowances to not more than two persons who are
related to the member (but who do not satisfy
the definition of family member) and are se-
lected by the member.

“(c) ALLOWANCES DESCRIBED.—(1) The trans-
portation authorized by subsection (a) is round-
trip transportation between—

‘“(A) the home of the family member (or the
home of an attendant or other person provided
transportation pursuant to paragraph (2) or (3)
of subsection (b)); and

‘““(B) the location of the repatriation site or
other location determined to be appropriate by
the Secretary concerned.

“(2) In addition to the transportation author-
ized by subsection (a), the Secretary concerned
may provide a per diem allowance or reimburse-
ment for the actual and necessary expenses of
the travel, or a combination thereof, but not to
exceed the rates established under section 404(d)
of this title.

‘““(d) PROVISION OF ALLOWANCES.—(1) The
transportation authorized by subsection (a) may
be provided by any of the following means:

““(A) Transportation in-kind.

‘“(B) A monetary allowance in place of trans-
portation in-kind at a rate to be prescribed by
the Secretaries concerned.

“(C) Reimbursement for the commercial cost of
transportation.

“(2) An allowance payable under this sub-
section may be paid in advance.

“(3) Reimbursement payable under this sub-
section may not exceed the cost of government-
procured commercial round-trip air travel.

‘““(e) REGULATIONS.—The Secretaries con-
cerned shall prescribe uniform regulations to
carry out this section.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 7 of such title
is amended by inserting after the item relating
to section 411i the following new item:

““411j. Travel and transportation allowances:
transportation of family members
incident to repatriation of mem-
bers held captive.’’.

SEC. 644. INCREASED WEIGHT ALLOWANCES FOR

SHIPMENT OF HOUSEHOLD GOODS
OF SENIOR NONCOMMISSIONED OF-
FICERS.
(a) INCREASE.—The table n section
406(b)(1)(C) of title 37, United States Code, is
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amended by striking the items relating to pay
grades E-7 through E-9 and inserting the fol-
lowing new items:

CE=9 e 13,000 15,000
D 12,000 14,000
E-7 oo, 11,000 13,000°.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on January 1,
2006, and apply with respect to an order in con-
nection with a change of temporary or perma-
nent station issued on or after that date.
Subtitle D—Retired Pay and Survivor Benefits
SEC. 651. MONTHLY DISBURSEMENT TO STATES

OF STATE INCOME TAX WITHHELD
FROM RETIRED OR RETAINER PAY.

Section 1045(a) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended in the third sentence—

(1) by striking ‘‘quarter’’ the first place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘“‘month’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘during the month following
that calendar quarter’ and inserting ‘‘during
the following calendar month’’.

SEC. 652. REVISION TO ELIGIBILITY FOR NON-
REGULAR SERVICE RETIREMENT
AFTER ESTABLISHING ELIGIBILITY
FOR REGULAR RETIREMENT.

(a) REVISION TO ALLOW CONTINUATION IN AC-
TIVE STATUS.—Subsection (a) of section 12741 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), by
striking ‘‘becoming entitled to’’ and inserting
“having met the requirements for’’; and

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘become enti-
tled to”’ and inserting ‘‘met the requirements
for”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection
(b)(1) of such section is amended by striking
“‘entitlement to”’ and inserting ‘‘eligibility for’’.

(¢) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of such
section is amended to read as follows:

“§12741. Retirement from active reserve serv-
ice performed after becoming eligible for
regular retirement”.

(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The item relating to
section 12741 in the table of sections at the be-
ginning of chapter 1223 of such title is amended
to read as follows:

““12741. Retirement from active reserve service
performed after becoming eligible
for regular retirement.”’.

SEC. 653. DENIAL OF MILITARY FUNERAL HON-

ORS IN CERTAIN CASES.

(a) ADDITIONAL CIRCUMSTANCES FOR DENIAL
OF FUNERAL HONORS.—Subsection (a) of section
985 of title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(under section 1491 of this
title or any other authority)”’ after ‘“‘military
honors’.

(2) by striking “‘a person’’ and all that follows
and inserting “‘any of the following persons:

“(1) A person who has been convicted of a
capital offense under Federal or State law for
which the person was sentenced to death or life
imprisonment without parole.

“(2) A person mot covered by paragraph (1)
who is ineligible for interment in Arlington Na-
tional Cemetery or a national cemetery under
the control of the National Cemetery Adminis-
tration by reason of section 2411(b) of title 38.

“(3) A person who is a veteran (as defined in
section 1491(h) of this title) or who died while on
active duty or a member of a reserve component,
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when the circumstances surrounding the per-
son’s death or other circumstances as specified
by the Secretary of Defense are such that to
provide military honors at the funeral or burial
of the person would bring discredit upon the
person’s service (or former service).”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of such
section is amended to read as follows:

“§985. Persons convicted of capital crimes;
certain other persons: denial of specified
burial-related benefits”.

(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The item relating to
section 985 in the table of sections at the begin-
ning of chapter 49 of such title is amended to
read as follows:

““985. Persons convicted of capital crimes; cer-
tain other persons: denial of spec-
ified burial-related benefits.”’.

(c) CROSS-REFERENCE AMENDMENT.—Section
1491(a) of such title is amended by inserting be-
fore the period at the end the following: *‘, ex-
cept when military honors are prohibited under

section 985(a) of this title’’.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall apply with respect to funer-
als and burials that occur on or after the date
of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 654. CHILD SUPPORT FOR CERTAIN MINOR
CHILDREN OF RETIREMENT-ELIGI-
BLE MEMBERS CONVICTED OF DO-
MESTIC VIOLENCE RESULTING IN
DEATH OF CHILD’S OTHER PARENT.

(a) AUTHORITY FOR COURT-ORDERED PAY-
MENTS.—Section 1408(h) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(4) by inserting ““‘(A)” after (1)”’; and

(B) by adding at the end of such paragraph
the following:

‘““(B) If, in the case of a member or former
member of the armed forces referred to in para-
graph (2)(A), a court order provides for the pay-
ment as child support of an amount from the
disposable retired pay of that member or former
member (as certified under paragraph (4)) to an
eligible dependent child of the member or former
member, the Secretary concerned, beginning
upon effective service of such court order, shall
pay that amount in accordance with this sub-
section to such dependent child.’’;

(2) in paragraph (2)—

(A4) in the matter preceding subparagraph (A),
by inserting ‘‘, or a dependent child,” after
“former spouse’’;

(B) in subparagraph (B)—

(i) by inserting ‘‘in the case of eligibility of a
spouse or former spouse under paragraph
(1)(A4),” after “(B)”’; and

(ii) by striking the period at the end and in-
serting ‘‘; and’’; and

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

“(C) in the case of eligibility of a dependent
child under paragraph (1)(B), the other parent
of the child died as a result of the misconduct
that resulted in the termination of retired pay.’’;

(3) in paragraph (4), by inserting *‘, or an eli-
gible dependent child,”’ after ‘‘former spouse’’;

(4) in paragraph (5), by inserting *‘, or the de-
pendent child,”” after ‘“‘former spouse’’; and

(5) in paragraph (6), by inserting *‘, or to a
dependent child,”” after ‘‘former spouse’’.
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(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—A court order author-
iced by the amendments made by this section
may not provide for a payment attributable to
any period before October 1, 2005, or the date of
the court order, whichever is later.

SEC. 655. CONCURRENT RECEIPT OF VETERANS
DISABILITY COMPENSATION AND
MILITARY RETIRED PAY.

Section 1414(a) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by inserting before the period at the
end the following: *‘, and in the case of a quali-
fied retiree receiving veterans’ disability com-
pensation at the rate payable for a 100 percent
disability by reason of a determination of indi-
vidual unemployability, payment of retired pay
to such veteran is subject to subsection (c) only
during the period beginning on January 1, 2004,
and ending on September 30, 2009°.

SEC. 656. MILITARY SURVIVOR BENEFIT PLAN
BENEFICIARIES UNDER INSURABLE
INTEREST COVERAGE.

(a) AUTHORITY TO ELECT NEW BENEFICIARY.—
Section 1448(b)(1) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘“‘or under subparagraph (G)
of this paragraph’ in the second sentence of
subparagraph (E) before the period at the end;
and

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

‘“(G) ELECTION OF NEW BENEFICIARY UPON
DEATH OF PREVIOUS BENEFICIARY . —

‘(i) AUTHORITY FOR ELECTION.—If the reason
for discontinuation in the Plan is the death of
the beneficiary, the participant in the Plan may
elect a new beneficiary. Any such beneficiary
must be a natural person with an insurable in-
terest in the participant. Such an election may
be made only during the 180-day period begin-
ning on the date of the death of the previous
beneficiary.

‘“(ii)) PROCEDURES.—Such an election shall be
in writing, signed by the participant, and made
in such form and manner as the Secretary con-
cerned may prescribe. Such an election shall be
effective the first day of the first month fol-
lowing the month in which the election is re-
ceived by the Secretary.

“‘(1it) VITIATION OF ELECTION BY PARTICIPANT
WHO DIES WITHIN TWO YEARS OF ELECTION.—If a
person providing an annuity under a election
under clause (i) dies before the end of the two-
year period beginning on the effective date of
the election—

‘(1) the election is vitiated; and

‘“(11) the amount by which the person’s retired
pay was reduced under section 1452 of this title
that is attributable to the election shall be paid
in a lump sum to the person who would have
been the deceased person’s beneficiary under the
vitiated election if the deceased person had died
after the end of such two-year period.”.

(b) CHANGE IN PREMIUM FOR COVERAGE OF
NEW BENEFICIARY.—Section 1452(c) of such title
is amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:

“(5) RULE FOR DESIGNATION OF NEW INSUR-
ABLE INTEREST BENEFICIARY FOLLOWING DEATH
OF ORIGINAL BENEFICIARY.—The Secretary of
Defense shall prescribe in regulations premiums
which a participant making an election under
section 1448(b)(1)(G) of this title shall be re-
quired to pay for participating in the Plan pur-
suant to that election. The total amount of the
premiums to be paid by a participant under the
regulations shall be equal to the sum of the fol-
lowing:

‘““(A) The total additional amount by which
the retired pay of the participant would have
been reduced before the effective date of the
election if the original beneficiary (i) had not
died and had been covered under the Plan
through the date of the election, and (ii) had
been the same number of years younger than
the participant (if any) as the new beneficiary
designated under the election.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

“(B) Interest on the amounts by which the re-
tired pay of the participant would have been so
reduced, computed from the dates on which the
retired pay would have been so reduced at such
rate or rates and according to such methodology
as the Secretary of Defense determines reason-
able.

““(C) Any additional amount that the Sec-
retary determines necessary to protect the actu-
arial soundness of the Department of Defense
Military Retirement Fund against any increased
risk for the fund that is associated with the
election.”’.

(¢) TRANSITION.—

(1) TRANSITION PERIOD.—In the case of a par-
ticipant in the Survivor Benefit Plan who made
a covered insurable-interest election (as defined
in paragraph (2)) and whose designated bene-
ficiary under that election dies before the date
of the enactment of this Act or during the 18-
month period beginning on such date, the time
period applicable for purposes of the limitation
in the third sentence of subparagraph (G)(i) of
section 1448(b)(1) of title 10, United States Code,
as added by subsection (a), shall be the two-
year period beginning on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act (rather than the 180-day period
specified in that sentence).

(2) COVERED  INSURABLE-INTEREST  ELEC-
TIONS.—For purposes of paragraph (1), a cov-
ered insurable-interest election is an election
under section 1448(b)(1) of title 10, United States
Code, made before the date of the enactment of
this Act, or during the 18-month period begin-
ning on such date, by a participant in the Sur-
vivor Benefit Plan to provide an annuity under
that plan to a natural person with an insurable
interest in that person.

(3) SURVIVOR BENEFIT PLAN.—For purposes of
this subsection, the term ‘‘Survivor Benefit
Plan’ means the program under subchapter II
of chapter 73 of title 10, United States Code.

Subtitle E—Commissary and Non-
appropriated Fund Instrumentality Benefits
SEC. 661. INCREASE IN AUTHORIZED LEVEL OF
SUPPLIES AND SERVICES PROCURE-
MENT FROM OVERSEAS EXCHANGE

STORES.

Subsection 2424(b) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking $50,000”° and in-
serting “°$100,000°.

SEC. 662. REQUIREMENTS FOR PRIVATE OPER-
ATION OF COMMISSARY STORE
FUNCTIONS.

Section 2485(a)(2) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new sentence: ‘‘Until December 31, 2010,
the Defense Commissary Agency is not required
to conduct any cost-comparison study under the
policies and procedures of Office of Manage-
ment and Budget Circular A-76 relating to the
possible contracting out of commissary store
functions.”’.

SEC. 663. PROVISION OF INFORMATION TECH-
NOLOGY SERVICES FOR ACCOM-
MODATIONS PROVIDED BY NON-
APPROPRIATED FUND INSTRUMEN-
TALITIES FOR WOUNDED MEMBERS
OF THE ARMED FORCES AND THEIR
FAMILIES.

(a) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE SERVICES.—Sec-
tion 2494 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by inserting “‘(a) UTILITY SERVICES.—’’ be-
fore “‘Appropriations’’; and

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

“(b) INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES.—
Appropriations for the Department of Defense
may be used to provide information technology
services, including equipment and access to the
internet, for—

‘(1) Fisher Houses and Fisher Suites associ-
ated with health care facilities of a military de-
partment; and

“(2) other accommodations made available by
a nonappropriated fund instrumentality of the
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Department of Defense to members of the Armed
Forces recovering from a wound or injury or to
dependents of such members.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of such
section is amended to read as follows:

“§2494. Nonappropriated fund instrumental-
ities: furnishing certain services for morale,
welfare, and recreation purposes”.

(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sections
at the beginning of subchapter III of chapter 147
of such title is amended by striking the item re-
lating to section 2494 and inserting the following
new item:

“2494. Nonappropriated fund instrumentalities:
furnishing certain services for mo-
rale, welfare, and recreation pur-
poses.”’.

SEC. 664. PROVISION OF AND PAYMENT FOR
OVERSEAS TRANSPORTATION SERV-
ICES FOR COMMISSARY AND EX-
CHANGE SUPPLIES.

Section 2643 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(a) TRANSPORTATION OP-
TIONS.—’ before ‘“The Secretary’’;

(2) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘by sea
without relying on the Military Sealift Com-
mand’’ and inserting ‘‘to destinations outside
the continental United States without relying
on the Air Mobility Command, the Military Sea-
lift Command’’;

(3) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘trans-
portation contracts’” and inserting ‘‘contracts
for sea-borne transportation’’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

“(b) PAYMENT OF TRANSPORTATION COSTS.—
Section 2483(b)(5) of this title, regarding the use
of appropriated funds to cover the expenses of
operating commissary Stores, shall apply to the
transportation of commissary supplies. Appro-
priated funds for the Department of Defense
shall also be used to cover the expenses of trans-
porting exchange supplies to destinations out-
side the continental United States.”.

SEC. 665. COMPENSATORY TIME OFF FOR CER-
TAIN NONAPPROPRIATED FUND EM-
PLOYEES.

Section 5543 of title 5, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘“(d)(1) The appropriate Secretary may, on re-
quest of an employee of a nonappropriated fund
instrumentality of the Department of Defense or
the Coast Guard described in section 2105(c),
grant such employee compensatory time off from
duty instead of overtime pay for overtime work.

““(2) For purposes of this subsection, the term
‘appropriate Secretary’ means—

“(A) with respect to an employee of a mon-
appropriated fund instrumentality of the De-
partment of Defense, the Secretary of Defense;
and

‘““(B) with respect to an employee of a non-
appropriated fund instrumentality of the Coast
Guard, the Secretary of the Executive depart-
ment in which it is operating.’’.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

SEC. 671. INCLUSION OF SENIOR ENLISTED ADVI-
SOR FOR THE CHAIRMAN OF THE
JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF AMONG
SENIOR ENLISTED MEMBERS OF THE
ARMED FORCES.

(a) BASIC PAY RATE.—

(1) EQUAL TREATMENT.—The rate of basic pay
for an enlisted member in the grade E-9 while
serving as Senior Enlisted Advisor
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for the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff

shall be the same as the rate of basic pay for an

enlisted member in that grade while serving as

Sergeant Major of the Army, Master Chief Petty

Officer of the Navy, Chief Master Sergeant of

the Air Force, Sergeant Major of the Marine

Corps, or Master Chief Petty Officer of the

Coast Guard, regardless of cumulative years of

service computed under section 205 of title 37,

United States Code.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Paragraph (1) shall
apply beginning on the date on which an en-
listed member of the Armed Forces is first ap-
pointed to serve as Senior Enlisted Advisor for
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.

(b) PAY DURING TERMINAL LEAVE OR WHILE
HOSPITALIZED.—Section 210(c) of title 37, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new paragraph:

‘““(6) The Senior Enlisted Advisor for the
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.”.

(c) PERSONAL MONEY ALLOWANCE.—Section
414(c) of such title is amended—

(1) by striking “‘or’’ after ‘“‘Sergeant Major of
the Marine Corps,”’; and

(2) by inserting before the period at the end
the following: *‘, or the Senior Enlisted Advisor
for the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff’ .

(d) RETIRED PAY BASE.—Section 1406(i)(3)(B)
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following new clause:

“(vi) Senior Enlisted Advisor for the Chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.”’.

SEC. 672. SPECIAL AND INCENTIVE PAYS CONSID-
ERED FOR SAVED PAY UPON AP-
POINTMENT OF MEMBERS AS OFFI-
CERS.

(a) INCLUSION AND EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN
PAy TyYPES.—Subsection (d) of section 907 of
title 37, United States Code, is amended to read
as follows:

‘“(d)(1) In determining the amount of the pay
and allowances of a grade formerly held by an
officer, the following special and incentive pays
may be considered only so long as the officer
continues to perform the duty that creates the
entitlement to, or eligibility for, that pay and
would otherwise be eligible to receive that pay
in the former grade:

““(A) Incentive pay for hazardous duty under
section 301 of this title.

““(B) Submarine duty incentive pay under sec-
tion 301c of this title.

“(C) Special pay for diving duty under section
304 of this title.

‘(D) Hardship duty pay under section 305 of
this title.

‘“(E) Career sea pay under section 305a of this
title.

‘“(F) Special pay for service as a member of a
Weapons of Mass Destruction Civil Support
Team under section 305b of this title.

‘“(G) Assignment incentive pay under section
307a of this title.

‘“(H) Special pay for duty subject to hostile
fire or imminent danger under section 310 of this
title.

“(I) Special pay or bonus for an extension of
duty at a designated overseas location under
section 314 of this title.

“(J) Foreign language proficiency pay under
section 316 of this title.

‘““(K) Critical skill retention bonus under sec-
tion 323 of this title.

““(2) The following special and incentive pays
are dependent on a member being in an enlisted
status and may not be considered in determining
the amount of the pay and allowances of a
grade formerly held by an officer:

“(A) Special duty assignment pay under sec-
tion 307 of this title.

‘““(B) Reenlistment bonus under section 308 of
this title.

‘“(C) Enlistment bonus under section 309 of
this title.

‘““(D) Reenlistment bonus for nuclear-trained
and qualified enlisted members under section
312a of this title.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

“(E) Career enlisted flyer incentive pay under
section 320 of this title.”’.

(b) STYLISTIC AMENDMENTS.—Such section is
further amended—

(1) in subsections (a) and (b)—

(A) by striking “‘he’’ each place it appears and
inserting ‘‘the officer’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘his appointment’ each place
it appears and inserting ‘‘the appointment’’;

(2) in subsection (c)(2), by striking ‘“‘he’”’ and
inserting ‘‘the officer”.

SEC. 673. REPAYMENT OF UNEARNED PORTION
OF BONUSES, SPECIAL PAYS, AND
EDUCATIONAL BENEFITS.

(a) REPAYMENT OF UNEARNED PORTION OF BO-
NUSES AND OTHER BENEFITS.—

(1) UNIFORM REPAYMENT PROVISION.—Section
303a of title 37, United States Code, is amended
by adding at the end the following new sub-
section:

“(e) REPAYMENT OF UNEARNED PORTION OF
BONUSES AND OTHER BENEFITS WHEN CONDI-
TIONS OF PAYMENT NOT MET.—(1) A member of
the uniformed services who receives a bonus or
similar benefit and whose receipt of the bonus or
similar benefit is subject to the condition that
the member continue to satisfy certain eligibility
requirements shall repay to the United States an
amount equal to the unearned portion of the
bonus or similar benefit if the member fails to
satisfy the requirements, except in certain cir-
cumstances authoriced by the Secretary con-
cerned.

““(2) The Secretary concerned may establish,
by regulations, procedures for determining the
amount of the repayment required under this
subsection and the circumstances under which
an exception to the required repayment may be
granted. The Secretary concerned may Specify
in the regulations the conditions under which
an installment payment of a bonus or similar
benefit to be paid to a member of the uniformed
services will not be made if the member mno
longer satifies the eligibility requirements for the
bonus or similar benefit. For the military de-
partments, this subsection shall be administered
under regulations prescribed by the Secretary of
Defense.

“(3) An obligation to repay the United States
under this subsection is, for all purposes, a debt
owed the United States. A discharge in bank-
ruptcy under title 11 does not discharge a per-
son from such debt if the discharge order is en-
tered less than five years after—

““(A) the date of the termination of the agree-
ment or contract on which the debt is based; or

‘“(B) in the absence of such an agreement or
contract, the date of the termination of the serv-
ice on which the debt is based.

““(4) In this subsection:

“(A) The term ‘bonus or similar benefit’ means
a bonus, incentive pay, special pay, or similar
payment, or an educational benefit or stipend,
paid to a member of the uniformed services
under a provision of law that refers to the re-
payment requirements of this subsection.

“(B) The term ‘service’, as used in paragraph
(3)(B), refers to an obligation willingly under-
taken by a member of the uniformed services, in
exchange for a bonus or similar benefit offered
by the Secretary of Defense or the Secretary
concerned—

‘(i) to remain on active duty or in an active
status in a reserve component;

““(i1) to perform duty in a specified skill, with
or without a specified qualification or creden-
tial;

““(iii) to perform duty at a specified location;
or

“(iv) to perform duty for a specified period of
time.”’.

(2) APPLICABILITY TO TITLE 11 CASES.—In the
case of a provision of law amended by sub-
section (b), (c), or (d) of this section, paragraph
(3) of subsection (a) of section 303a of title 37,
United States Code, as added by this subsection,
shall apply to any case commenced under title
11 after March 30, 2006.
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(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 37.—

(1) AVIATION CAREER OFFICER RETENTION
BONUS.—Subsection (g) of section 301b of title 37,
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:

““(9) REPAYMENT.—An officer who does not
complete the period of active duty specified in
the agreement entered into under subsection (a)
shall be subject to the repayment provisions of
section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(2) MEDICAL OFFICER MULTIYEAR RETENTION
BONUS.—Subsection (c) of section 301d of such
title is amended to read as follows:

‘““(c) REPAYMENT.—An officer who does mnot
complete the period of active duty specified in
the agreement entered into under subsection (a)
shall be subject to the repayment provisions of
section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(3) DENTAL OFFICER MULTIYEAR RETENTION
BONUS.—Subsection (d) of section 301e of such
title is amended to read as follows:

‘““(d) REPAYMENT.—An officer who does not
complete the period of active duty specified in
the agreement entered into under subsection (a)
shall be subject to the repayment provisions of
section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(4) MEDICAL OFFICER SPECIAL PAY.—Section
302 of such title is amended—

(A) in subsection (c)(2), by striking the last
sentence and inserting the following new sen-
tence: ““If such entitlement is terminated, the of-
ficer concerned shall be subject to the repay-
ment provisions of section 303a(e) of this title.”’;
and

(B) by striking subsection (f) and inserting the
following new subsection:

‘“(f) REPAYMENT.—An officer who does not
complete the period for which the payment was
made under subsection (a)(4) or subsection (b)(1)
shall be subject to the repayment provisions of
section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(5) OPTOMETRIST RETENTION SPECIAL PAY.—
Paragraph (4) of section 302a(b) of such title is
amended to read as follows:

‘““(4) The Secretary concerned may terminate
at any time the eligibility of an officer to receive
retention special pay under paragraph (1). An
officer who does not complete the period for
which the payment was made under paragraph
(1) shall be subject to the repayment provisions
of section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(6) DENTAL OFFICER SPECIAL PAY.—Section
302b of such title is amended—

(A) in subsection (b)(2), by striking the second
sentence;

(B) by striking subsection (e) and inserting
the following new subsection:

‘““(e) REPAYMENT.—An officer who does mnot
complete the period of active duty for which the
payment was made under subsection (a)(4) shall
be subject to the repayment provisions of section
303a(e) of this title.”’;

(C) by striking subsection (f); and

(D) by redesignating subsections (g) and (h)
as subsections (f) and (g), respectively.

(7)  ACCESSION BONUS FOR  REGISTERED
NURSES.—Subsection (d) of section 302d of such
title is amended to read as follows:

‘“(d) An officer who does not become and re-
main licensed as a registered nurse during the
period for which the payment is made, or who
does not complete the period of active duty spec-
ified in the agreement entered into under sub-
section (a) shall be subject to the repayment
provisions of section 303a(e) of this title.”.

(8) NURSE ANESTHETIST SPECIAL PAY.—Section
302e of such title is amended—

(4) in subsection (c), by striking the last sen-
tence; and

(B) by striking subsection (e) and inserting
the following new subsection:

““(e) An officer who does not complete the pe-
riod of active duty specified in the agreement
entered into under subsection (a) shall be sub-
ject to the repayment provisions of section
303a(e) of this title.”.
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(9) RESERVE, RECALLED OR RETAINED HEALTH
CARE OFFICERS SPECIAL PAY.—Subsection (c) of
section 302f of such title is amended by striking
“refund’’ and inserting ‘‘repay.’’.

(10) SELECTED RESERVE HEALTH CARE PROFES-
SIONALS IN CRITICALLY SHORT WARTIME SPECIAL-
TIES SPECIAL PAY.—Section 3029 of such title is
amended—

(A) by striking subsections (d) and (e);

(B) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing new subsection (d):

‘““(d) REPAYMENT.—An officer who does not
complete the period of service in the Selected Re-
serve specified in the agreement entered into
under subsection (a) shall be subject to the re-
payment provisions of section 303a(e) of this
title.”’; and

(C) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub-
section (e).

(11) ACCESSION BONUS FOR DENTAL OFFI-
CERS.—Subsection (d) of section 302h of such
title is amended to read as follows:

‘“(d) A person after signing a written agree-
ment who thereafter is not commissioned as an
officer of the armed forces, or does not become
licensed as a dentist, or does not complete the
period of active duty specified in the agreement
entered into under subsection (a) shall be sub-
ject to the repayment provisions of section
303a(e) of this title.”.

(12) ACCESSION BONUS FOR PHARMACY OFFI-
CERS.—Subsection (e) of section 3025 of such title
is amended to read as follows:

“(e) A person after signing a written agree-
ment who thereafter is not commissioned as an
officer of the armed forces, or does not become
and remain certified or licensed as a pharmacist,
or does not complete the period of active duty
specified in the agreement entered into under
subsection (a) shall be subject to the repayment
provisions of section 303a(e) of this title.”.

(13) REENLISTMENT BONUS FOR ACTIVE MEM-
BERS.—Subsection (d) of section 308 of such title
is amended to read as follows:

‘“‘(d) REPAYMENT.—A member who does not
complete the term of enlistment for which a
bonus was paid to the member under this sec-
tion, or a member who is not technically quali-
fied in the skill for which a bonus was paid to
to the member under this section, shall be sub-
ject to the repayment provisions of section
303a(e) of this title.”.

(14) REENLISTMENT BONUS FOR SELECTED RE-
SERVE.—Subsection (d) of section 308b of such
title is amended to read as follows:

‘“‘(d) A member who does not complete the term
of enlistment in the element of the Selected Re-
serve for which the bonus was paid to the mem-
ber under this section shall be subject to the re-
payment provisions of section 303a(e) of this
title.”.

(15) READY RESERVE ENLISTMENT BONUS.—Sec-
tion 308g of such title is amended—

(A) by striking subsection (d) and inserting
the following new subsection:

‘““(d) REPAYMENT.—A person who does not
serve satisfactorily in the element of the Ready
Reserve in the combat or combat support skill
for the period for which the bonus was paid
under this section shall be subject to the repay-
ment provisions of section 303a(e) of this title.”’;

(B) by striking subsections (e) and (f); and

(C) by redesignating subsections (g) and (h) as
subsections (e) and (f), respectively.

(16) READY RESERVE REENLISTMENT, ENLIST-
MENT, AND VOLUNTARY EXTENSION OF ENLIST-
MENT BONUS.—Section 308h of such title is
amended—

(A) by striking subsection (c) and inserting
the following new subsection:

‘““(c) REPAYMENT.—A person who does not
complete the period of enlistment or extension of
enlistment for which the bonus was paid under
this section shall be subject to the repayment
provisions of section 303a(e) of this title.”’;

(B) by striking subsections (d) and (e); and

(C) by redesignating subsections (f) and (g) as
subsections (d) and (e), respectively.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

(17) PRIOR SERVICE ENLISTMENT BONUS.—Sub-
section (d) of section 308i of such title is amend-
ed to read as follows:

“(d) A person who receives a bonus payment
under this section and who, during the period
for which the bonus was paid, does mot serve
satisfactorily in the element of the Selected Re-
serve with respect to which the bonus was paid
shall be subject to the repayment provisions of
section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(18) ENLISTMENT BONUS.—Subsection (b) of
section 309 of such title is amended to read as
follows:

“(b) A member who does not complete the term
of enlistment for which a bonus was paid to the
member under this section, or a member who is
not technically qualified in the skill for which a
bonus was paid to the member under this sec-
tion, shall be subject to the repayment provi-
sions of section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(19) SPECIAL PAY FOR NUCLEAR-QUALIFIED OF-
FICERS EXTENDING ACTIVE DUTY.—Subsection (b)
of section 312 of such title is amended to read as
follows:

‘““(b) REPAYMENT.—An officer who does not
complete the period of active duty in connection
with the supervision, operation, and mainte-
nance of naval nuclear propulsion plants that
the officer agreed to serve, and for which a pay-
ment was made under subsection (a)(3) or sub-
section (d)(1), shall be subject to the repayment
provisions of section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(20) NUCLEAR CAREER ACCESSION BONUS.—
Paragraph (2) of section 312b(a) of such title is
amended to read as follows:

“(2) An officer who does mot commence or
complete satisfactorily the nuclear power train-
ing specified in the agreement under paragraph
(1) shall be subject to the repayment provisions
of section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(21) ENLISTED MEMBERS EXTENDING DUTY AT
DESIGNATED LOCATIONS OVERSEAS.—Subsection
(d) of section 314 of such title is amended to
read as follows:

“(d) A member who, having entered into a
written agreement to extend a tour of duty for
a period under subsection (a), receives a bonus
payment under subsection (b)(2) for a 12-month
period covered by the agreement and ceases dur-
ing that 12-month period to perform the agreed
tour of duty shall be subject to the repayment
provisions of section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(22) ENGINEERING AND SCIENTIFIC CAREER CON-
TINUATION PAY.—Subsection (c) of section 315 of
such title is amended to read as follows:

“(c) An officer who, having entered into a
written agreement under subsection (b) and
having received all or part of a bonus under this
section, does not complete the period of active
duty as specified in the agreement shall be sub-
ject to the repayment provisions of section
303a(e) of this title.”’.

(23) CRITICAL ACQUISITION POSITIONS.—Sub-
section (f) of section 317 of such title is amended
to read as follows:

“(c) An officer who, having entered into a
written agreement wunder subsection (a) and
having received all or part of a bonus under this
section, does not complete the period of active
duty as specified in the agreement shall be sub-
ject to the repayment provisions of section
303a(e) of this title.”’.

(24) SPECIAL WARFARE OFFICERS EXTENDING
PERIOD OF ACTIVE DUTY.—Subsection (h) of sec-
tion 318 of such title is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“(h) An officer who, having entered into a
written agreement under subsection (b) and
having received all or part of a bonus under this
section, does not complete the period of active
duty in special warfare service as specified in
the agreement shall be subject to the repayment
provisions of section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(25) SURFACE WARFARE OFFICERS EXTENDING
PERIOD OF ACTIVE DUTY.—Subsection (f) of sec-
tion 319 of such title is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“(f) An officer who, having entered into a
written agreement under subsection (b) and
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having received all or part of a bonus under this
section, does not complete the period of active
duty as a department head on a surface vessel
specified in the agreement, shall be subject to
the repayment provisions of section 303a(e) of
this title.”’.

(26) JUDGE ADVOCATE CONTINUATION PAY.—
Subsection (f) of section 321 of such title is
amended to read as follows:

“(f) An officer who has entered into a written
agreement under subsection (b) and has received
all or part of the amount payable under the
agreement but who does not complete the total
period of active duty specified in the agreement,
shall be subject to the repayment provisions of
section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(27) 15-YEAR CAREER STATUS BONUS.—Sub-
section (f) of section 322 of such title is amended
to read as follows:

“(f) If a person paid a bonus under this sec-
tion does not complete a period of active duty
beginning on the date on which the election of
the person under paragraph (1) of subsection (a)
is received and ending on the date on which the
person completes 20 years of active duty service
as described in paragraph (2) of such sub-
section, the person shall be subject to the repay-
ment provisions of section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(28) ACCESSION BONUS FOR NEW OFFICERS IN
CRITICAL SKILLS.—Subsection (g) of section 324
of such title, as redesignated by section
628(a)(1), is amended to read as follows:

‘““(9) REPAYMENT.—An individual who, having
received all or part of the bonus under an agree-
ment referred to in subsection (a), is not there-
after commissioned as an officer or does not
commence or does not complete the total period
of active duty service specified in the agreement
shall be subject to the repayment provisions of
section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(29) SAVINGS PLAN FOR EDUCATION EXPENSES
AND OTHER CONTINGENCIES.—Subsection (g) of
section 325 of such title is amended to read as
follows:

‘““(g) REPAYMENT.—If a person does not com-
plete the qualifying service for which the person
is obligated under a commitment for which a
benefit has been paid under this section, the
person shall be subject to the repayment provi-
sions of section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(30) INCENTIVE BONUS FOR CONVERSION TO
MILITARY OCCUPATIONAL SPECIALTY.—Subsection
(e) of section 326 of such title is amended to read
as follows:

‘““(e) REPAYMENT.—A member who does not
convert to and complete the period of service in
the military occupational specialty specified in
the agreement executed under subsection (a)
shall be subject to the repayment provisions of
section 303a(e) of this title.”’.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 10.—

(1) ENLISTMENT INCENTIVES FOR PURSUIT OF
SKILLS TO FACILITATE NATIONAL SERVICE.—Sub-
section (i) of section 510 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

‘(i) If a National Call to Service participant
who has entered into an agreement under sub-
section (b) and received or benefitted from an
incentive under paragraph (1) or (2) of sub-
section (e) fails to complete the total period of
service specified in such agreement, the Na-
tional Call to Service participant shall be sub-
ject to the repayment provisions of section
303a(e) of title 37.”.

(2) ADVANCED EDUCATION ASSISTANCE.—Sec-
tion 2005 of such title is amended—

(4) in subsection (a), by striking paragraph
(3) and inserting the following new paragraph:

““(3) that if such person does not complete the
period of active duty specified in the agreement,
or does not fulfill any term or condition pre-
scribed pursuant to paragraph (4), such person
shall be subject to the repayment provisions of
section 303a(e) of title 37.”°;

(B) by striking subsections (c), (d), (f), (9) and
(h);

(C) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-
section (c¢); and



May 25, 2005

(D) by inserting after subsection (c), as so re-
designated, the following new subsection:

‘“‘(d) As a condition of the Secretary concerned
providing financial assistance under section
2107 or 2107a of this title to any person, the Sec-
retary concerned shall require that the person
enter into the agreement described in subsection
(a). In addition to the requirements of para-
graphs (1) through (4) of such subsections (a),
the agreement shall specify that, if the person
does not complete the education requirements
specified in the agreement or does not fulfill any
term or condition prescribed pursuant to para-
graph (4) of such subsection, the person shall be
subject to the repayment provisions of section
303a(e) of title 37 without the Secretary first or-
dering such person to active duty as provided
for under subsection (a)(2) and sections 2107(f)
and 2107a(f) of this title.”’.

(3) TUITION FOR OFF-DUTY TRAINING OR EDU-
CATION.—Section 2007 of such title is amended
by adding at the end the following new sub-
section:

‘“(f) REPAYMENT.—If such person does mnot
complete the period of active duty specified in
the agreement under subsection (b), the person
shall be subject to the repayment provisions of
section 303a(e) of title 37.”.

(4) FAILURE TO COMPLETE ADVANCED TRAINING
OR TO ACCEPT COMMISSION.—Section 2105 of
such title is amended—

(A) by striking “A member’’ and inserting ‘‘(a)
A member’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

““(b) If such person does not complete the pe-
riod of active duty specified under subsection
(a), the person shall be subject to the repayment
provisions of section 303a(e) of title 37.”".

(5) FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FOR SPE-
CIALLY SELECTED MEMBERS.—Section 2107 of
such title is amended by adding at the end the
following new subsection:

‘““(j) REPAYMENT.—A person who, after signing
a written agreement under this section, is not
commissioned as an officer or does not complete
the period of service as specified in subsection
(b), (f) or (h)(2) shall be subject to the repay-
ment provisions of section 303a(e) of title 37.”".

(6) HEALTH PROFESSIONS SCHOLARSHIP AND FI-
NANCIAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FOR ACTIVE SERV-
ICE.—Subparagraph (C) of section 2123(e)(1) of
such title is amended to read as follows:

‘“(C) If such person does not complete the pe-
riod of active duty obligation specified under
subsection (a), such person shall be subject to
the repayment provisions of section 303a(e) of
title 37.7.

(7) FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE: NURSE OFFICER
CANDIDATES.—Subsection (d) of section 2130a of
such title is amended to read as follows:

‘““(d) REPAYMENT.—A person who does not
complete a nursing degree program in which the
person is enrolled in accordance with the agree-
ment entered into under subsection (a), or hav-
ing completed the nursing degree program, does
not become an officer in the Nurse Corps of the
Army or the Navy or an officer designated as a
nurse officer of the Air Force or commissioned
corps of the Public Health Service or does not
complete the period of obligated active service
required under the agreement, shall be subject
to the repayment provisions of section 303a(e) of
title 37.7.

(8) EDUCATION LOAN REPAYMENT PROGRAM.—
Subsection (g) of section 2173 of such title is
amended—

(4) by inserting ‘(1) after ““(9)’’; and

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

““(2) An officer who does not complete the pe-
riod of active duty specified in the agreement
entered into under subsection (a)(3), or the al-
ternative obligation under paragraph (1), shall
be subject to the repayment provisions of section
303a(e) of title 37.”.

(9) SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM FOR DEGREE PRO-
GRAM FOR DEGREE OR CERTIFICATION IN INFOR-
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MATION ASSURANCE.—Section 2200a of such title
is amended—

(A) by striking subsection (e) and inserting
the following new subsection:

“(e) REPAYMENT FOR PERIOD OF UNSERVED
OBLIGATED SERVICE.—(1) A member of an armed
force who does not complete the period of active
duty specified in the service agreement under
section (b) shall be subject to the repayment pro-
visions of section 303a(e) of title 37.

“(2)(A) A civilian employee of the Department
of Defense who voluntarily terminates service
before the end of the period of obligated service
required under an agreement entered into under
subsection (b) shall refund to the United States
an amount determined by the Secretary of De-
fense as being appropriate to obtain adequate
service in exchange for financial assistance and
otherwise to achieve the goals set forth in sec-
tion 2200(a) of this title.

“(B) An obligation to reimburse the United
States imposed under this paragraph is for all
purposes a debt owed to the United States. A
discharge in bankruptcy under title 11 that is
entered less than five years after the termi-
nation of an agreement under this section does
not discharge the person signing such agreement
from a debt arising under such agreement or
under this subsection.

“(C) The Secretary of Defense may waive, in
whole or in part a refund required under this
paragraph if the Secretary determines that re-
covery would be against equity and good con-
science or would be contrary to the best interests
of the United States.””.

(B) by striking subsection (f); and

(C) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-
section (f).

(10) ARMY CADET AGREEMENT TO SERVICE AS
OFFICER.—Section 4348 of such title is amended
by adding at the end the following new sub-
section:

“(f) A cadet or former cadet who does not ful-
fill the terms of the agreement as specified under
section (a), or the alternative obligation under
subsection (b), shall be subject to the repayment
provisions of section 303a(e) of title 37.”.

(11) MIDSHIPMEN AGREEMENT FOR LENGTH OF
SERVICE.—Section 6959 of such title is amended
by adding at the end the following new sub-
section:

“(f) A midshipman or former midshipman who
does not fulfill the terms of the agreement as
specified under section (a), or the alternative
obligation under subsection (b), shall be subject
to the repayment provisions of section 303a(e) of
title 37.7".

(12) AIR FORCE CADET AGREEMENT TO SERVICE
AS OFFICER.—Section 9348 of such title is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new sub-
section:

“(f) A cadet or former cadet who does not ful-
fill the terms of the agreement as specified under
section (a), or the alternative obligation under
subsection (b), shall be subject to the repayment
provisions of section 303a(e) of title 37.”".

(13) EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE FOR MEMBERS
OF SELECTED RESERVE.—Section 16135 of such
title is amended to read as follows:

“§16135. Failure to participate satisfactorily;
penalties

‘““(a) PENALTIES.—At the option of the Sec-
retary concerned, a member of the Selected Re-
serve of an armed force who does not participate
satisfactorily in required training as a member
of the Selected Reserve during a term of enlist-
ment or other period of obligated service that
created entitlement of the member to edu-
cational assistance under this chapter, and dur-
ing which the member has received such assist-
ance, may—

‘(1) be ordered to active duty for a period of
two years or the period of obligated service the
person has remaining under section 16132 of this
title, whichever is less; or

“(2) be subject to the repayment provisions
under section 303a(e) of title 37.
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“(b) EFFECT OF REPAYMENT.—Any repayment
under section 303a(e) of title 37 shall not affect
the period of obligation of a member to serve as
a Reserve in the Selected Reserve.’’.

(14) HEALTH PROFESSIONS STIPEND PROGRAM
PENALTIES AND LIMITATIONS.—Subparagraph (B)
of section 16203(a)(1) of such title is amended to
read as follows:

‘““(B) shall be subject to the repayment provi-
sions of section 303a(e) of title 37.”.

(15) COLLEGE TUITION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM
FOR MARINE CORPS PLATOON LEADERS CLASS.—
Subsection (f) of section 16401 of such title is
amended—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘“‘may be re-
quired to repay the full amount of financial as-
sistance’’ and inserting ‘‘shall be subject to the
repayment provisions of section 303a(e) of title
37; and

(B) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting
the following new paragraph:

“(2) Any requirement to repay any portion of
financial assistance received under this section
shall be administered under Secretary of De-
fense regulations issued under section 303a(e) of
title 37. The Secretary of the Navy may waive
the obligations referenced in paragraph (1) in
the case of a person who—"".

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO TITLE 14.—
Section 182 of title 14, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘““(9) A cadet or former cadet who does not ful-
fill the terms of the obligation to serve as speci-
fied under section (b), or the alternative obliga-
tion under subsection (c), shall be subject to the
repayment provisions of section 303a(e) of title
37.7.

(e) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of section
303a of title 37, United States Code, is amended
to read as follows:

“§303a. Special pay: general provisions”.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 5 of such title
is amended by striking the item relating to sec-
tion 303a and inserting the following new item:
“303a. Special pay: general provisions.”.

(f) CONTINUED APPLICATION OF CURRENT LAW
TO EXISTING BONUSES.—In the case of any
bonus, incentive pay, special pay, or similar
payment, such as education assistance or a sti-
pend, which the United States became obligated
to pay before April 1, 2006, under a provision of
law amended by subsection (b), (c), or (d) of this
section, such provision of law, as in effect on
the day before the date of the enactment of this
Act, shall continue to apply to the payment, or
any repayment, of the bonus, incentive pay,
special pay, or similar payment under such pro-
vision of law.

SEC. 674. LEAVE ACCRUAL FOR MEMBERS AS-
SIGNED TO DEPLOYABLE SHIPS OR
MOBILE UNITS OR TO OTHER DES-
IGNATED DUTY.

Subparagraph (B) of section 701(f)(1) of title
10, United States Code, is amended to read as
follows:

‘““(B) This subsection applies to any of the fol-
lowing:

‘(i) A member who serves on active duty for a
continuous period of at least 120 days in an
area in which the member is entitled to special
pay under section 310(a) of title 37.

“(ii)) A member who is assigned to—

“(I) a deployable ship or mobile unit; or

‘“(1I) other duty that is designated for the
purpose of this subsection.”’.

SEC. 675. ARMY RECRUITING PILOT PROGRAM TO
ENCOURAGE MEMBERS OF THE
ARMY TO REFER OTHER PERSONS
FOR ENLISTMENT.

(a) REFERRAL BONUS AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-
retary of the Army may pay a bonus under this
section to a member of the Army who refers, to
an Army recruiter, a person who has not pre-
viously served in an armed force and who, after
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such referral, enlists in the Regular Army or the
Army Reserve. The referral may occur when a
member contacts a recruiter on behalf of an in-
terested person or when the interested person
contacts the recruiter and informs the recruiter
of the member’s role in initially recruiting the
person.

(b) AMOUNT OF BONUS; TIME FOR PAYMENT.—
A referral bonus under this section may not ex-
ceed $1,000 and may not be paid to the member
making the referral unless and until the enlistee
completes basic training and individual ad-
vanced training. The bonus shall be paid in a
lump sum.

(c) RELATION TO PROHIBITION ON BOUNTIES.—
The referral bonus authoriced by this section is
not a bounty for purposes of section 514(a) of
title 10, United States Code.

(d) CERTAIN MEMBERS INELIGIBLE.—

(1) REFERRAL OF IMMEDIATE FAMILY.—A mem-
ber may not receive a referral bonus under this
section for the referral of an immediate family
member.

(2) MEMBERS IN RECRUITING ROLES.—A mem-
ber serving in a recruiting or retention assign-
ment or assigned to other duties regarding
which eligibility for a referral bonus could be
perceived as creating a conflict of interest may
not receive a referral bonus.

(e) LIMITATION ON INITIAL USE OF AUTHOR-
ITY.—During the first year in which referral bo-
nuses are offered under this section, the Sec-
retary of the Army may not provide more than
1,000 referral bonuses.

(f) DURATION OF AUTHORITY.—A referral
bonus may not be paid under this section with
respect to any referral made after December 31,
2007.

SEC. 676. SPECIAL COMPENSATION FOR RESERVE
COMPONENT MEMBERS WHO ARE
ALSO TOBACCO FARMERS AD-
VERSELY AFFECTED BY TERMS OF
TOBACCO QUOTA BUYOUT.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following:

(1) The dispute resolution mechanism provided
in section 624(b) of the Fair and Equitable To-
bacco Reform Act of 2004 (7 U.S.C. 518¢c), which
was intended to help tobacco producers in hard-
ship circumstances, is not likely to provide relief
to tobacco producers who are also members of
the reserve components of the Armed Forces and
were called or ordered to active duty for ex-
tended deployment.

(2) The special compensation provided under
this section addresses a unique situation and
does not set a precedent for other persons seek-
ing exceptions to the eligibility requirements for
payments under such Act.

(b) AVAILABILITY OF COMPENSATION.—Subject
to subsection (c), the Secretary of Defense shall
make a payment under this section to any mem-
ber of a reserve component whose eligibility for
a payment under section 623 of the Fair and Eq-
uitable Tobacco Reform Act of 2004 (7 U.S.C.
518b) as a producer of quota tobacco was ad-
versely affected, or whose payment amount
under such section was determined using a vari-
able payment rate specified in subparagraph (B)
or (C) of subsection (d)(3) of such section, be-
cause the member was serving on active duty
under a call or order to active duty for a period
of more than 30 days during any of the tobacco
marketing years specified in subparagraph (A)
of such subsection.

(c) RESTRICTION TO MEMBERS WHO ARE LONG-
TIME TOBACCO GROWERS.—To be eligible for a
payment under this section, a member described
in subsection (b) must have been a producer of
quota tobacco (as defined in section 621 of the
Fair and Equitable Tobacco Reform Act of 2004
(7 U.S.C. 518a)) during at least two of the three
tobacco marketing years before the 2002 mar-
keting year.

(d) AMOUNT OF PAYMENT.—The amount of the
payment required under this section for a mem-
ber shall be equal to 70 percent of the difference
between—
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(1) the amount the member will receive under
section 623 of the Fair and Equitable Tobacco
Reform Act of 2004; and

(2) the amount that the member would have
likely received under such section had the mem-
ber remained a full-time producer of quota to-
bacco and not been called or ordered to active
duty.

(e) CALCULATION OF PAYMENT AMOUNT.—The
Secretary of Defense shall make the calculation
required by subsection (c) in consultation with
the Secretary of Agriculture.

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—Tricare Program Improvements
Sec. 701. Services of mental health counselors.
Sec. 702. Additional information required by

surveys on TRICARE standard.

703. Enhancement of TRICARE coverage
for members who commit to con-
tinued service in the selected re-
serve.

Study and plan relating to chiro-
practic health care services.

Surviving-dependent eligibility under
TRICARE dental plan for sur-
viving spouses who were on active
duty at time of death of military
spouse.

Exceptional eligibility for TRICARE
prime remote.

Subtitle B—Other Matters

Authority to relocate patient safety
center; renaming MedTeams Pro-
gram.

Modification of health care quality in-
formation and technology en-
hancement reporting requirement.

Correction to eligibility of certain Re-
serve officers for military health
care pending active duty fol-
lowing commissioning.

Prohibition on conversions of military
medical positions to civilian med-
ical positions until submission of
certification.

Clarification of inclusion of dental
care in medical readiness tracking
and health surveillance program.

Cooperative outreach to members and
former members of the naval serv-
ice exposed to environmental fac-
tors related to sarcoidosis.

Sec. 717. Early identification and treatment of
mental health and substance
abuse disorders.

Subtitle A—Tricare Program Improvements
SEC. 701. SERVICES OF MENTAL HEALTH COUN-

SELORS.

(a) REIMBURSEMENT OF MENTAL HEALTH
COUNSELORS UNDER TRICARE.—

(1) REIMBURSEMENT UNDER TRICARE.—Section
1079(a)(8) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(A) by inserting ‘‘or licensed or certified men-
tal health counselors’ after ‘‘certified marriage
and family therapists’ both places it appears;
and

(B) by inserting ‘“‘or licensed or certified men-
tal health counselors’” after ‘“‘that the thera-
pists.”

(2) AUTHORITY TO ASSESS MEDICAL OR PSYCHO-
LOGICAL NECESSITY OF SERVICE OR SUPPLY.—Sec-
tion 1079(a)(13) of such title is amended by in-
serting ‘‘, licensed or certified mental health
counselor, >’ after ‘‘certified marriage and fam-
ily therapist’’.

(b) SERVICES OF MENTAL HEALTH COUN-
SELORS.—

(1) AUTHORITY TO ENTER INTO PERSONAL SERV-
ICES CONTRACTS.—Section 704(c)(2) of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1995 (Public Law 103-337; 108 Stat. 2799; 10
U.S.C. 1091 note) is amended by inserting ‘‘men-
tal health counselors,”” after ‘‘psychologists,”.

(2) APPLICABILITY OF LICENSURE REQUIREMENT
FOR HEALTH-CARE PROFESSIONALS.—Section 1094

Sec.
Sec. 704.

Sec. 705.

Sec. 706.

Sec. 711.

Sec. 712.

Sec. 713.

Sec. 714.

Sec. 715.

Sec. 716.
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(e)(2) of title 10, United States Code, is amended
by inserting ‘“‘mental health counselor,” after
“psychologist,”’.

SEC. 702. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REQUIRED
BY SURVEYS ON TRICARE STAND-
ARD.

Section 723(a) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2004 (Public Law
108-136) is amended by adding at the end the
following new paragraph:

“(4) Surveys required by paragraph (1) shall
include questions seeking to determine from
health care providers the following:

‘““(A) Whether the provider is aware of the
TRICARE program.

“(B) What percentage of the provider’s cur-
rent patient population wuses any form of
TRICARE.

““(C) Whether the provider accepts patients for
whom payment is made under the medicare pro-
gram for health care services.

‘““(D) If the provider accepts patients referred
to in subparagraph (C), whether the provider
would accept additional such patients who are
not in the provider’s current patient popu-
lation.”.

SEC. 703. ENHANCEMENT OF TRICARE COVERAGE
FOR MEMBERS WHO COMMIT TO
CONTINUED SERVICE IN THE SE-
LECTED RESERVE.

(a) EXTENSION OF COVERAGE FOR MEMBERS
RECALLED TO ACTIVE DUTY.—Section 1076d of
title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (b), by redesignating para-
graph (3) as paragraph (4) and by inserting
after paragraph (2) the following new para-
graph (3):

“(3) In the case of a member recalled to active
duty before the period of coverage for which the
member is eligible under subsection (a) termi-
nates, the period of coverage of the member—

““(A) resumes after the member completes the
subsequent active duty service (subject to any
additional entitlement to care and benefits
under section 1145(a) of this title that is based
on the same subsequent active duty service);
and

‘““(B) increases by any additional period of
coverage for which the member is eligible under
subsection (a) based on the subsequent active
duty service.”’;

(2) in subsection (b)(2), by striking ‘‘Unless
earlier terminated under paragraph (3) and in-
serting ‘‘Subject to paragraph (3) and unless
earlier terminated under paragraph (4)”’; and

(3) in subsection (f), by adding at the end the
following new paragraph:

““(3) The term ‘member recalled to active duty’
means, with respect to a member who is eligible
for coverage under this section based on a pe-
riod of active duty service, a member who is
called or ordered to active duty for an addi-
tional period of active duty subsequent to the
period of active duty on which that eligibility is
based.’’.

(b) EXTENSION OF COVERAGE FOR MEMBERS
FACING INVOLUNTARY RETIREMENT.—Section
1076d of such title is amended in subsection
(b)(4), as redesignated by subsection (a)(1)—

(1) by striking ‘‘Eligibility”’ and inserting ‘‘(4)
Except as provided in subparagraphs (B) and
(C), eligibility’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘““(B) In the case of a member who is separated
from the Selected Reserve during a period of
coverage for which the member is eligible under
subsection (a) and whose separation is a quali-
fying involuntary separation, that period of
coverage shall not terminate on account of the
separation. For purposes of the preceding sen-
tence, a qualifying involuntary separation is in-
voluntary retirement, involuntary transfer to
the Retired Reserve, or discharge while qualified
for transfer to the Retired Reserve when re-
quired by law or regulation to be either trans-
ferred to the Retired Reserve or discharged.’’.

(c) CONTINUED ELIGIBILITY FOR MEMBERS IN
THE INDIVIDUAL READY RESERVE.—Section 1076d



May 25, 2005

of such title is amended in subsection (b)(4), as
redesignated by subsection (a)(1), by adding at
the end the following:

“(C) Subparagraph (A) shall not apply in spe-
cial circumstances prescribed by the Secretary,
including continued service by a member in the
Individual Ready Reserve.’’.

(d) SPECIAL RULE FOR MOBILIZED MEMBERS
OF INDIVIDUAL READY RESERVE FINDING NO PoO-
SITION IN SELECTED RESERVE.—Section 1076d of
such title is amended by adding at the end of
subsection (b) (as amended by this section) the
following new paragraph:

“(5) In the case of a member of the Individual
Ready Reserve who meets the requirements for
eligibility for health benefits under TRICARE
Standard under subsection (a) except for mem-
bership in the Selected Reserve, the period of
coverage under this section may begin not later
than one year after coverage would otherwise
begin under this section had the member been a
member of the Selected Reserve, if the member
finds a position in the Selected Reserve during
that one-year period.”’.

(e) ELIGIBILITY OF FAMILY MEMBERS FOR 6
MONTHS FOLLOWING DEATH OF MEMBER.—Sec-
tion 1076d(c) of such title is amended by adding
at the end the following: “If a member of a re-
serve component dies while in a period of cov-
erage under this section, the eligibility of the
members of the immediate family of such member
for TRICARE Standard coverage shall continue
for six months beyond the date of death of the
member.”’

(f) OTHER AMENDMENTS.—Section 1076d of
such title is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(2), by striking ‘‘on or be-
fore the date of the release’ and inserting ‘‘not
later than 120 days after release’’; and

(2) by amending subsection (f)(2) to read as
follows:

‘““(2) The term ‘TRICARE Standard’ means—

“(A) medical care to which a dependent de-
scribed in section 1076(a)(2) of this title is enti-
tled; and

‘““(B) health benefits contracted for under the
authority of section 1079(a) of this title and sub-
ject to the same rates and conditions as apply to
persons covered under that section.”.

SEC. 704. STUDY AND PLAN RELATING TO CHIRO-
PRACTIC HEALTH CARE SERVICES.

(a) STUDY REQUIRED.—

(1) GROUPS COVERED.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall conduct a study of providing chiro-
practic health care services and benefits to the
following groups:

(A) All members of the uniformed services on
active duty and entitled to care under section
1074(a) of title 10, United States Code.

(B) All members described in subparagraph
(A) and their eligible dependents, and all mem-
bers of reserve components of the uniformed
services and their eligible dependents.

(C) All members or former members of the uni-
formed services who are entitled to retired or re-
tainer pay or equivalent pay and their eligible
dependents.

(2) MATTERS EXAMINED.—For each group list-
ed in subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C), the study
shall examine the following with respect to
chiropractic health care services and benefits:

(A) The cost of providing such services and
benefits.

(B) The feasibility of providing such services
and benefits.

(C) An assessment of the health care benefits
of providing such services and benefits.

(D) An estimate of the potential cost savings
of providing such services and benefits in lieu of
other medical services.

(3) SPACE AVAILABLE COSTS.—The study shall
also include a detailed analysis of the projected
costs of providing chiropractic health care serv-
ices on a space available basis in the military
treatment facilities currently providing chiro-
practic care under section 702 of the Floyd D.
Spence National Defense Authorization Act of
Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted by Public Law 106-
398; 10 U.S.C. 1092 note).
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(4) ELIGIBLE DEPENDENTS DEFINED.—In this
section, the term ‘‘eligible dependent’ has the
meaning given that term in section 1076a(k) of
title 10, United States Code.

(b) PLAN REQUIRED.—Not later than March
31, 2006, the Secretary of Defense shall revise
the plan required under section 702 of the Floyd
D. Spence National Defense Authorization Act
of Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted by Public Law
106-398; 10 U.S.C. 1092 note), including a de-
tailed analysis of the projected costs, to provide
chiropractic health care services and benefits as
a permanent part of the Defense Health Pro-
gram (including the TRICARE program) as re-
quired under that section.

(c) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than March
31, 2006, the Secretary of Defense shall submit a
report on the study required under subsection
(a), together with the plan required under sub-
section (b), to the Committees on Armed Services
of the Senate and the House of Representatives.
SEC. 705. SURVIVING-DEPENDENT ELIGIBILITY

UNDER TRICARE DENTAL PLAN FOR
SURVIVING SPOUSES WHO WERE ON
ACTIVE DUTY AT TIME OF DEATH OF
MILITARY SPOUSE.

Section 1076a(k) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

“(k) ELIGIBLE DEPENDENT DEFINED.—(1) In
this section, the term ‘eligible dependent’ means
a dependent described in subparagraph (A), (D),
or (I) of section 1072(2) of this title.

“(2) Such term includes any such dependent
of a member who dies while on active duty for
a period of more than 30 days or a member of
the Ready Reserve if, on the date of the death
of the member, the dependent—

“(A) is enrolled in a dental benefits plan es-
tablished under subsection (a); or

‘“(B) if not enrolled in such a plan on such
date—

““(i) is not enrolled by reason of a discontinu-
ance of a former enrollment under subsection
(f); or

“(ii) is not qualified for such enrollment be-
cause—

“(I) the dependent is a child under the min-
imum age for such enrollment; or

“(I1) the dependent is a spouse who is a mem-
ber of the armed forces on active duty for a pe-
riod of more than 30 days.

“(3) Such term does not include a dependent
by reason of paragraph (2) after the end of the
three-year period beginning on the date of the
member’s death.’ .

SEC. 706. EXCEPTIONAL ELIGIBILITY FOR
TRICARE PRIME REMOTE.

Section 1079(p) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-
graph (5); and

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

““(4) The Secretary of Defense may provide for
coverage of a dependent referred to in sub-
section (a) who is not described in paragraph (3)
if the Secretary determines that exceptional cir-
cumstances warrant such coverage.’’.

Subtitle B—Other Matters

SEC. 711. AUTHORITY TO RELOCATE PATIENT
SAFETY CENTER; RENAMING
MEDTEAMS PROGRAM.

(a) REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT TO LOCATE THE
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PATIENT SAFETY CEN-
TER WITHIN THE ARMED FORCES INSTITUTE OF
PATHOLOGY .—Subsection (c)(3) of section 754 of
the Floyd D. Spence National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law
106-398; 114 Stat. 1654-196) is amended by strik-
ing ‘“‘within the Armed Forces Institute of Pa-
thology .

(b) RENAMING MEDTEAMS PROGRAM.—Sub-
section (d) of such section is amended by strik-
ing “MEDTEAMS’ in the heading and inserting
““ MEDICAL TEAM TRAINING”.
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SEC. 712. MODIFICATION OF HEALTH CARE QUAL-
ITY INFORMATION AND TECH-
NOLOGY ENHANCEMENT REPORTING
REQUIREMENT.

Section 723(e) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public Law
106-65; 113 Stat. 697) is amended by striking
paragraphs (1) through (4) and inserting the fol-
lowing:

‘(1) Measures of the quality of health care
furnished.

““(2) Population health.

““(3) Patient safety.

‘“(4) Patient satisfaction.

‘“(5) The extent of use of evidence-based
health care practices.

‘““(6) The effectiveness of biosurveillance in de-
tecting an emerging epidemic.’’.

SEC. 713. CORRECTION TO ELIGIBILITY OF CER-
TAIN RESERVE OFFICERS FOR MILI-
TARY HEALTH CARE PENDING AC-
TIVE DUTY FOLLOWING COMMIS-
SIONING.

(a) CORRECTION.—Clause (iii) of section
1074(a)(2)(B) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by inserting before the semicolon the
following: ‘“‘or the orders have been issued but
the member has not entered active duty’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall take effect as of Novem-
ber 24, 2003, and as if included in the enactment
of paragraph (2) of section 1074(a) of title 10,
United States Code, by section 708 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2004 (Public Law 108-136; 117 Stat. 1530).
SEC. 714. PROHIBITION ON CONVERSIONS OF

MILITARY MEDICAL POSITIONS TO
CIVILIAN MEDICAL POSITIONS
UNTIL SUBMISSION OF CERTIFI-
CATION.

(a) PROHIBITION ON CONVERSIONS.—A Sec-
retary of a military department may not convert
any military medical position to a civilian med-
ical position until the Secretary submits to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and
the House of Representatives a certification that
the conversions within that department will not
increase cost or decrease quality of care or ac-
cess to care. Such a certification may not be
submitted before April 1, 2006. A Secretary sub-
mitting such a certification shall include with
the certification a report in writing setting forth
the methodology used by the Secretary in mak-
ing the determinations necessary for the certifi-
cation, including the extent to which the Sec-
retary took into consideration the findings of
the Comptroller General in the report under sub-
section (d).

(b) REQUIREMENT FOR STUDY.—The Comp-
troller General shall conduct a study on the ef-
fect of conversions of military medical positions
to civilian medical positions on the defense
health program.

(c) MATTERS COVERED.—The study shall in-
clude the following:

(1) The number of military medical positions,
by grade and specialty, planned for conversion
to civilian medical positions.

(2) The number of military medical positions,
by grade and specialty, converted to civilian
medical positions since October 1, 2004.

(3) The ability of the military health care sys-
tem to fill the civilian medical positions re-
quired, by specialty.

(4) The degree to which access to health care
is affected in both the direct and purchased care
system, including an assessment of the effects of
any increased shifts in patient load from the di-
rect care to the purchased care system, or any
delays in receipt of care in either the direct or
purchased care system because of lack of direct
care providers.

(5) The degree to which changes in military
manpower requirements affect recruiting and re-
tention of uniformed medical personnel.

(6) The effect of the conversions of military
medical positions to civilian medical positions
on the defense health program, including costs
associated with the conversions, with a compari-
son of the estimated costs versus the actual costs
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incurred by the number of conversions since Oc-
tober 1, 2004.

(7) The effectiveness of the conversions in en-
hancing medical readiness, health care effi-
ciency, productivity, quality, and customer sat-
isfaction.

(d) REPORT.—Not later than March 1, 2006,
the Comptroller General shall submit to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and
House of Representatives a report containing
the results of the study under this section.

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘“‘military medical position’
means a position for the performance of health
care functions within the Armed Forces held by
a member of the Armed Forces.

(2) The term ‘“civilian medical position”
means a position for the performance of health
care functions within the Department of De-
fense held by an employee of the Department or
of a contractor of the Department.

SEC. 715. CLARIFICATION OF INCLUSION OF DEN-
TAL CARE IN MEDICAL READINESS
TRACKING AND HEALTH SURVEIL-
LANCE PROGRAM.

(a) INCLUSION OF DENTAL CARE.—Subtitle D of
title VII of the Ronald W. Reagan National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005
(Public Law 108-375; 10 U.S.C. 1074 note) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new section:

“SEC. 740. INCLUSION OF DENTAL CARE.

““For purposes of the plan, this title, and the
amendments made by this title, references to
medical readiness, health status, and health
care shall be considered to include dental readi-
ness, dental status, and dental care.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of title VII of such Act
and in section 2(b) of such Act are each amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
740 the following:

“Sec. 740. Inclusion of dental care.’’ .

SEC. 716. COOPERATIVE OUTREACH TO MEMBERS
AND FORMER MEMBERS OF THE
NAVAL SERVICE EXPOSED TO ENVI-
RONMENTAL FACTORS RELATED TO
SARCOIDOSIS.

(a) OUTREACH PROGRAM REQUIRED.—The Sec-
retary of the Navy, in coordination with the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs, shall conduct an
outreach program to contact all members and
former members of the naval service who, in
connection with service aboard Navy ships may
have been exposed to aerosolized particles re-
sulting from the removal of nonskid coating
used on those ships.

(b) PURPOSES OF OUTREACH PROGRAM.—The
purposes of the outreach program are as follows:

(1) To develop additional data for use in sub-
sequent studies aimed at determining a causa-
tive link between sarcoidosis and military serv-
ice.

(2) To inform members and former members
identified in subsection (a) of the findings of
Navy studies identifying an association between
service aboard certain naval ships and sarcoid-
0sis.

(3) To assist members and former members
identified in subsection (a) in getting medical
evaluations to help clarify linkages between
their disease and their service aboard Navy
ships.

(4) To ensure the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs has data and information for the effective
evaluation of veterans who may seek care for
sarcoidosis.

(¢) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Secretary of the
Navy shall begin the outreach program not later
than six months after the date of the enactment
of this act and provide to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House of
Representatives a report on the results of the
outreach programs not later than one year after
beginning the program.

SEC. 717. EARLY IDENTIFICATION AND TREAT-
MENT OF MENTAL HEALTH AND SUB-
STANCE ABUSE DISORDERS.

(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Defense

may carry out activities to foster the early iden-
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tification and treatment of mental health and

substance abuse problems experienced by mem-

bers of the Armed Forces, with special emphasis
on members who have served in a theater of

combat operations within the preceding 12

months.

(b) AcTIVITIES.—The activities carried out by
the Secretary under subsection (a) may include
the conduct of a series of campaigns that uses
internal mass media (including radio and tele-
vision) communications and other education
tools to change attitudes within the Armed
Forces regarding mental health and substance
abuse treatment, with the aim of lessening the
stigma associated with mental health and sub-
stance abuse problems and the treatment of such
problems, including the development of perti-
nent messaging targeted to—

(1) members of the Armed Forces who may be
experiencing mental health or substance abuse
problems and their family members;

(2) commanders and Supervisory personnel;
and

(3) peers of members of the Armed Forces who
may be experiencing mental health or substance
abuse problems or be at risk of such problems.
TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUI-

SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED

MATTERS

Subtitle A—Provisions Relating to Major
Defense Acquisition Programs

Sec. 801. Requirement for certification by Sec-
retary of Defense before major de-
fense acquisition program may
proceed to Milestone B.

Sec. 802. Requirement for analysis of alter-
natives to major defense acquisi-
tion programs.

Sec. 803. Authority for Secretary of Defense to
revise baseline for major defense
acquisition programs.

Subtitle B—Acquisition Policy and Management

Sec. 811. Applicability of statutory executive
compensation cap made prospec-
tive.

Use of commercially available online
services for Federal procurement
of commercial items.

Contingency contracting corps.

Requirement for contracting oper-
ations to be included in inter-
agency planning related to sta-
bilization and reconstruction.

Statement of policy and report relating
to contracting with employers of
persons with disabilities.

Study on Department of Defense con-
tracting with small business con-
cerns owned and controlled by
service-disabled veterans.

Sec. 817. Prohibition on procurement from bene-

ficiaries of foreign subsidies.

Subtitle C—Amendments to General Contracting
Authorities, Procedures, and Limitations

Sec. 821. Increased flexibility for designation of
critical acquisition positions in
defense acquisition workforce.

Sec. 822. Participation by Department of De-
fense in acquisition workforce
training fund.

Sec. 823. Increase in cost accounting standard
threshold.

Sec. 824. Amendments to domestic source re-
quirements relating to clothing
materials and components cov-
ered.

Sec. 825. Rapid acquisition authority to respond
to defense intelligence community
emergencies.

Subtitle A—Provisions Relating to Major

Defense Acquisition Programs
SEC. 801. REQUIREMENT FOR CERTIFICATION BY
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE BEFORE
MAJOR DEFENSE ACQUISITION PRO-
GRAM MAY PROCEED TO MILESTONE
B.

(a) CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.—Chapter

139 of title 10, United States Code, is amended

Sec. 812.

Sec. 813.
Sec. 814.

Sec. 815.

Sec. 816.
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by inserting after section 2366 the following new
section:

“§2366a. Major defense acquisition programs:
certification required before Milestone B or
Key Decision Point B approval

““(a) CERTIFICATION.—A major defense acqui-
sition program may not receive Milestone B ap-
proval, or Key Decision Point B approval in the
case of a space program, until the Secretary of
Defense certifies that—

‘““(1) the technology in the program has been
demonstrated in a relevant environment;

‘“(2) the program demonstrates a high likeli-
hood of accomplishing its intended mission;

‘““(3) the program is affordable when consid-
ering the per unit cost and the total acquisition
cost in the context of the total resources avail-
able during the period covered by the future-
years defense program submitted during the fis-
cal year in which the certification is made;

‘““(4) the program is affordable when consid-
ering the ability of the Department of Defense to
accomplish the program’s mission using alter-
native systems;

““(5) the Joint Requirements Oversight Council
has accomplished its duties with respect to the
program pursuant to section 181(b) of this title,
including an analysis of the operational re-
quirements for the program; and

‘““(6) the program complies with all relevant
policies, regulations, and directives of the De-
partment of Defense.

“(b) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—The certifi-
cation required under subsection (a) with re-
spect to a major defense acquisition program
shall be submitted to the congressional defense
committees at least 30 days before approval of
Milestone B or Key Decision Point B.

“(c) WAIVER FOR NATIONAL SECURITY.—The
Secretary may waive the applicability of the cer-
tification requirement under subsection (a) to a
magor defense acquisition program if the Sec-
retary determines that, but for such a waiver,
the Department would be unable to meet na-
tional security objectives. Whenever the Sec-
retary makes such a determination and author-
izes such a waiver, the Secretary shall submit
notice of such waiver and of the Secretary’s de-
termination, and the reasons for the determina-
tion, in writing to the congressional defense
committees within 30 days after authorizing the
waiver.

‘“‘(d) NONDELEGATION.—The Secretary may not
delegate the certification requirement under
subsection (a) or the authority to waive such re-
quirement under subsection (d).

‘““(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘““(1) The term ‘major defense acquisition pro-
gram’ means a Department of Defense acquisi-
tion program that is a major defense acquisition
program for purposes of section 2430 of this title.

‘““(2) The term ‘Milestone B approval’ has the
meaning provided that term in section 2366(e)(7)
of this title.

‘““(3) The term ‘Key Decision Point B’ means
the official program initiation of a National Se-
curity Space program of the Department of De-
fense, which triggers a formal review to deter-
mine maturity of technology and the program’s
readiness to begin the preliminary system de-
sign.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
2366 the following new item:

“2366a. Major defense acquisition programs: cer-
tification required before Mile-
stone B approval or Key Decision
Point B approval.”.

SEC. 802. REQUIREMENT FOR ANALYSIS OF AL-
TERNATIVES TO MAJOR DEFENSE
ACQUISITION PROGRAMS.

(a) ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES REQUIRE-
MENT.—Chapter 144 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by inserting after section 2433
the following new section:
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“§2433a. Analysis of alternatives

‘“(a) REQUIREMENT IF UNIT COSTS EXCEED 15
PERCENT.—If the percentage increase in the pro-
gram acquisition unit cost or procurement unit
cost of a major defense acquisition program (as
determined by the Secretary concerned under
section 2433(d)(3) of this title) exceeds 15 per-
cent, then the Secretary concerned shall initiate
an analysis of alternatives for the major defense
acquisition program, in accordance with this
section.

“(b) MATTERS COVERED IN ANALYSIS OF AL-
TERNATIVES.—An analysis of alternatives for a
major defense acquisition program shall include,
at a minimum, the following:

‘(1) Projected cost to complete the program if
current requirements are not modified.

““(2) Projected cost to complete the program
based on potential modifications to the require-
ments.

‘““(3) Projected cost to complete the program
based on design modifications, enhancements to
the producibility of the program, and manufac-
turing efficiencies.

““(4) Projected cost and capabilities of the pro-
gram that could be delivered within the origi-
nally authoriced budget for the program, in-
cluding any increase or decrease in capability.

‘“(5) Projected cost for an alternative system
or capability.

“(c) COMPLETION AND SUBMISSION TO CON-
GRESS.—With respect to any analysis of alter-
natives initiated under this section, the Sec-
retary—

‘(1) shall complete the analysis not later than
1 year after the date of initiation; and

“(2) shall submit the analysis to the congres-
sional defense committees not later than 30 days
after the date of completion.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
““2433a. Analysis of alternatives.’.

SEC. 803. AUTHORITY FOR SECRETARY OF DE-
FENSE TO REVISE BASELINE FOR
MAJOR DEFENSE ACQUISITION PRO-
GRAMS.

(a) AUTHORITY.—Section 2433(e)(2) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating clauses (i) through (iv) of
subparagraph (A) as subclauses (I) through
(1V), respectively;

(2) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and
(B) as clauses (i) and (ii); and

(3) by inserting after ‘‘the Secretary of De-
fense shall’ the following: ‘‘either (A) return
the program to Milestone B or to Key Decision
Point B in the case of a space system, conduct
a re-baseline for the program wunder section
2435(d), and notify the congressional defense
committees of such return and revision, or (B)’’.

(b) BASELINE DESCRIPTION.—Section 2435(a)(1)
of such title is amended by adding at the end
the following: ‘‘The baseline shall be the base-
line used for all purposes under this chapter.”.

(¢) RE-BASELINE AUTHORIZED.—Section 2435
of such title is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub-
section (e); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

““(d) RE-BASELINING.—

‘““(1) RE-BASELINE AUTHORIZED.—For purposes
of this chapter, a baseline for a major defense
acquisition program may be re-baselined only if
a percentage increase in program acquisition
unit cost or procurement unit cost of the pro-
gram exceeding 25 percent occurs (as determined
by the Secretary under section 2433(d)).

““(2) NOTIFICATION TO CONGRESS OF RE-BASE-
LINING.—The Secretary shall notify the congres-
sional defense committees not later than 30 days
after a re-baselining has been conducted for a
major defense acquisition program.’’.
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Subtitle B—Acquisition Policy and
Management
SEC. 811. APPLICABILITY OF STATUTORY EXECU-
TIVE COMPENSATION CAP MADE
PROSPECTIVE.

(a) PROSPECTIVE APPLICABILITY OF EXECUTIVE
COMPENSATION CAP.—Section 808(e)(2) of Public
Law 105-85 (41 U.S.C. 435 note; 111 Stat. 1838) is
amended by striking ‘‘before, on,”” and inserting

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall apply as if included in
Public Law 105-85 as enacted.

SEC. 812. USE OF COMMERCIALLY AVAILABLE ON-
LINE SERVICES FOR FEDERAL PRO-
CUREMENT OF COMMERCIAL ITEMS.

(a) AMENDMENT TO THE FEDERAL ACQUISITION
REGULATION.—Not later than 180 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Federal
Acquisition Regulation shall be revised to in-
clude provisions that require the head of an ex-
ecutive agency, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, to wuse commercially available online
procurement services to purchase commercial
items, including those procurement services that
allow the agency to conduct reverse auctions.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than one year after
the revisions to the Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion are issued pursuant to subsection (a), the
Administrator for Federal Procurement Policy
shall submit to the Committees on Governmental
Affairs and Homeland Security and on Armed
Services of the Senate and the Committees on
Government Reform and on Armed Services of
the House of Representatives a report on the use
of commercially available online procurement
services. The report shall include—

(1) a list of the executive agencies that have
used commercially available online procurement
services, and the number of times each has so
used such services;

(2) a list of the types of commercially available
online procurement services used by each execu-
tive agency and the dollar value of the procure-
ments conducted through each type of commer-
cially available online procurement service; and

(3) the Administrator’s recommendations for
further encouraging the use of commercially
available online procurement services, particu-
larly those that afford the Federal Government
the opportunity to conduct reverse auctions.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘commercially available online
procurement services’’, with respect to procure-
ment by executive agencies, includes reverse
auctions and other services accessible on the
Internet that allow executive agencies to pur-
chase commercial items from electronic catalogs
and offerors to bid for delivery orders of such
items.

(2) The term ‘‘reverse auction’’, with respect
to procurement by executive agencies, means a
method of soliciting offers on the Internet for
commercial items, not including construction-re-
lated services, in which—

(A) firms compete against each other on the
Internet in real time and in an open and inter-
active environment; and

(B) each firm’s identity and pricing are safe-
guarded.

(3) The term ‘‘Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion”’ means the single Government-wide pro-
curement regulation issued in accordance with
sections 6 and 25 of the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 405 and 421).

(4) The terms ‘‘erecutive agency’’, ‘‘commer-
cial item’’, and ‘‘procurement’’ have the mean-
ings provided those terms in section 4 of the Of-
fice of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41
U.S.C. 403 et seq.).

SEC. 813. CONTINGENCY CONTRACTING CORPS.

(a) REQUIREMENT TO ESTABLISH CONTINGENCY
CONTRACTING CORPS.—

(1) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary of Defense
shall establish a contingency contracting corps,
to be implemented, subject to the authority, di-
rection, and control of the Secretary, through a
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joint policy developed by the Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff, in accordance with this
section.

(2) HEAD OF CORPS.—The policy shall provide
that the corps shall be directed by a senior com-
missioned officer with appropriate acquisition
experience and qualifications, who shall report
directly to the commander of the combatant
command in whose area of responsibility the
corps is operating when deployed. In the case of
more than one operation for which the corps is
deployed, the head of the corps may delegate
command authority, but any officer to whom
the authority is delegated shall report directly
to the commander of the combatant command
concerned.

(3) OPERATION OF CORPS.—The policy shall
provide that the contingency contracting corps
shall conduct contingency contracting—

(A4) during combat operations and use rapid
acquisition authority to the maximum extent ap-
propriate;

(B) during post-conflict operations to assist
the commander of the combatant command in
meeting urgent contracting requirements; and

(C) by using both deployed and non-deployed
contingency contracting personnel for carrying
out contingency contracting.

(4) TRAINING OF CORPS.—

(A) The policy developed under paragraph (1)
shall provide for training all contingency con-
tracting personnel in the use of law, regula-
tions, policies, and directives related to contin-
gency contracting operations, and shall ensure
that the training is maintained for such per-
sonnel even when they are not deployed in a
contingency operation.

(B) The policy shall require the training of
contingency contracting personnel to include in-
struction from a program to be created by the
Defense Acquisition University and inclusion of
contingency contracting personnel in relevant
wargaming and operational planning.

(C) The policy shall require contingency con-
tracting personnel to remain proficient in con-
tingency contracting operations during peace-
time and shall allow such personnel to be used
for other acquisition and contracting-related ac-
tivities when not required in support of contin-
gency contracting operations.

(D) The policy shall provide for the corps to
use integrated contracting, financial, and other
support systems.

(5) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall pre-
scribe regulations to carry out this section. The
regulations shall be developed in coordination
with the Under Secretary of Defense for Acqui-
sition, Technology, and Logistics, the Secre-
taries of the military departments, and the ac-
quisition support agencies. The regulations shall
be uniform to the maximum extent practicable
among the military departments and shall ad-
dress, at a minimum, applicable laws, regula-
tions, policies, and directives related to contin-
gency contracting.

(b) REPORT.—

(1) REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 270 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and the
House of Representatives a report on contin-
gency contracting.

(2) MATTERS COVERED.—The report shall in-
clude discussions of the following:

(A) Progress in the implementation of the con-
tingency contracting corps, in accordance with
the requirements of subsection (a).

(B) The ability of the Armed Forces to support
contingency contracting.

(C) The ability of commanders of combatant
commands to request contingency contracting
support and the ability of the military depart-
ments and the acquisition support agencies to
respond to such requests and provide such sup-
port, including the availability of rapid acquisi-
tion personnel for such support.
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(D) The ability of the current civilian and
military acquisition workforce to deploy to com-
bat theaters of operations and to conduct con-
tracting activities during combat and during
post-conflict, reconstruction, or other contin-
gency operations.

(E) The effect of different periods of deploy-
ment on continuity in the acquisition process.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) CONTINGENCY CONTRACTING PERSONNEL.—
The term ‘‘contingency contracting personnel’’
means members of the Armed Forces and civilian
employees of the Department of Defense who are
members of the defense acquisition workforce
and, as part of their duties, are assigned to pro-
vide support to contingency operations (whether
deployed or not).

(2) CONTINGENCY CONTRACTING.—The term
‘“‘contingency contracting’ means all stages of
the process of acquiring property or services by
the Department of Defense during a contin-
gency operation.

(3) CONTINGENCY OPERATION.—The term ‘‘con-
tingency operation’’ has the meaning provided
in section 101(13) of title 10, United States Code.

(4) ACQUISITION SUPPORT AGENCIES.—The term
“‘acquisition support agencies’’ means Defense
Agencies and Department of Defense Field Ac-
tivities that carry out and provide support for
acquisition-related activities.

SEC. 814. REQUIREMENT FOR CONTRACTING OP-
ERATIONS TO BE INCLUDED IN
INTERAGENCY PLANNING RELATED
TO STABILIZATION AND RECON-
STRUCTION.

(a) INCLUSION OF CONTRACTING OPERATIONS IN
INTERAGENCY PLANNING.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall include contracting operations in all
relevant interagency planning operations of the
Department of Defense related to stabilization
and reconstruction operations.

(b) SECRETARY OF DEFENSE REQUIREMENTS.—
If the President designates the Department of
Defense as the executive agency with primary
responsibility for contracting operations in post-
conflict, stabilization, or reconstruction oper-
ations, the Secretary of Defense shall develop
policy and procedures for the Department of De-
fense to serve as such executive agency.

(c) REPORT.—

(1) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary of Defense
and the Secretary of State shall jointly prepare
a report on lessons learned from carrying out
contracting operations during Operation Iraqi
Freedom.

(2) MATTERS COVERED.—The report shall ad-
dress the following with respect to such activi-
ties:

(A) Development of an appropriate acquisition
planning strategy before obligation of funds, in-
cluding the scope of planned contracting oper-
ations, project management, logistics, and fi-
nancial considerations.

(B) Flow of appropriated funds.

(C) Ability to obtain military and civilian ac-
quisition workforce personnel.

(D) Ability to obtain country clearances for
such personnel.

(E) Ability to reprogram funds and to coordi-
nate interagency activities.

(3) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the report
shall be submitted to the Committees on Armed
Services and Foreign Relations of the Senate
and the Committees on Armed Services and
International Relations of the House of Rep-
resentatives.

SEC. 815. STATEMENT OF POLICY AND REPORT
RELATING TO CONTRACTING WITH
EMPLOYERS OF PERSONS WITH DIS-
ABILITIES.

(a) EXTENSIONS OF INAPPLICABILITY OF CER-
TAIN AcTS.—Section 853 of the Ronald W.
Reagan National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2005 (Public Law 108-375; 118 Stat.
2021) is amended in subsections (a)(2) (A) and
(b)(2)(A) by striking 2005 and inserting
“2006.
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(b) STATEMENT OF POLICY.—The Secretary of
Defense and the Secretary of Education shall
jointly issue a statement of policy related to the
implementation of the Randolph-Sheppard Act
(20 U.S.C. 107 et seq.) and the Javits-Wagner-
O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 48) within the Department
of Defense and the Department of Education.
The joint statement of policy shall specifically
address the application of those Acts to both op-
eration and management of all or any part of a
military mess hall, military troop dining facility,
or any similar dining facility operated for the
purpose of providing meals to members of the
Armed Forces, and shall take into account and
address, to the extent practicable, the positions
acceptable to persons representing programs im-
plemented under each Act.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than April 1, 2006, the
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of Edu-
cation shall submit to the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives, the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor and Pensions of the Senate, and
the Committee on Education and the Workforce
of the House of Representatives a report describ-
ing the joint statement of policy issued under
subsection (b), with such findings and rec-
ommendations as the Secretaries consider appro-
priate.

SEC. 816. STUDY ON DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
CONTRACTING WITH SMALL BUSI-
NESS CONCERNS OWNED AND CON-
TROLLED BY SERVICE-DISABLED
VETERANS.

(a) STUDY REQUIRED.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall conduct a study on Department of
Defense procurement contracts with small busi-
ness concerns owned and controlled by service-
disabled veterans.

(b) ELEMENTS OF STUDY.—The study required
by subsection (a) shall include the following de-
terminations:

(1) Any steps taken by the Department of De-
fense to meet the Government-wide goal of par-
ticipation by small business concerns owned and
controlled by service-disabled veterans in at
least 3 percent of the total value of all prime
contract and subcontract awards, as required
under section 15(g) of the Small Business Act (15
U.S.C. 644(g)).

(2) If the Department of Defense has failed to
meet such goal, an explanation of the reasons
for such failure.

(3) Any steps taken within the Department of
Defense to make contracting officers aware of
the 3 percent goal and to ensure that procure-
ment officers are working actively to achieve
such goal.

(4) The number of small business concerns
owned and controlled by service-disabled vet-
erans which submitted offers on contracts with
the Department of Defense during the preceding
fiscal year.

(5) Any outreach efforts made by the Depart-
ment to enter into contracts with small business
concerns owned and controlled by service-dis-
abled veterans.

(6) Any such outreach efforts the Department
could make but has not made.

(7) Whether, in awarding subcontracts, prime
contractors are aware of the preference for small
business concerns owned and controlled by serv-
ice-disabled wveterans under section 36 of the
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 657f).

(8) Any plans of the Department of Defense to
increase the percentage of Federal contracts it
awards to small businesses owned and con-
trolled by service-disabled veterans.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than the date that is
six months after the date of the enactment of
this Act, the Secretary shall submit to Congress
a report on the findings of the study conducted
under this section.

(d) SMALL BUSINESS CONCERN OWNED AND
CONTROLLED BY SERVICE-DISABLED VETERANS.—
In this section, the term ‘‘small business concern
owned and controlled by service-disabled vet-
erans’’ has the meaning given that term in sec-

May 25, 2005

tion 3(q) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C.

632(q)).

SEC. 817. PROHIBITION ON PROCUREMENT FROM
BENEFICIARIES OF FOREIGN SUB-
SIDIES.

(a) PROHIBITION.—The Secretary of Defense
may not enter into a contract for the procure-
ment of goods or services from any foreign per-
son to which the government of a foreign coun-
try that is a member of the World Trade Organi-
zation has provided a subsidy if—

(1) the United States has requested consulta-
tions with that foreign country under the Agree-
ment on Subsidies and Countervailing Measures
on the basis that the subsidy is a prohibited sub-
sidy under that Agreement; and

(2) either—

(A) the issue before the World Trade Organi-
zation has not been resolved; or

(B) the World Trade Organization has ruled
that the subsidy provided by the foreign country
is a prohibited subsidy under the Agreement on
Subsidies and Countervailing Measures.

(b) JOINT VENTURES.—The prohibition under
subsection (a) with respect to a foreign person
also applies to any joint venture, cooperative or-
ganization, partnership, or contracting team of
which that foreign person is a member.

(c) SUBCONTRACTS AND TASK ORDERS.—The
prohibition under subsection (a) with respect to
a contract also applies to any subcontracts at
any tier entered into under the contract and
any task orders at any tier issued under the
contract.

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘Agreement on Subsidies and
Countervailing Measures’’ means the agreement
described in section 101(d)(12) of the Uruguay
Round Agreements Act (19 U.S.C. 3501(d)(12)).

(2) The term “‘foreign person’’ means—

(A) an individual who is not a United States
person or an alien lawfully admitted for perma-
nent residence into the United States; or

(B) a corporation, partnership, or other non-
governmental entity which is not a United
States person.

(3) The term ‘“‘United States person’ means—

(4) a natural person who is a citicen of the
United States or who owes permanent allegiance
to the United States; and

(B) a corporation or other legal entity which
is organized wunder the laws of the United
States, any State or territory thereof, or the Dis-
trict of Columbia, if natural persons described in
subparagraph (A) own, directly or indirectly,
more than 50 percent of the outstanding capital
stock or other beneficial interest in such legal
entity.

(e) APPLICABILITY.—

(1) PROGRAMS WITH MILESTONE B APPROVAL
NOT COVERED.—The prohibition wunder Ssub-
section (a) shall not apply to any contract
under a major defense acquisition program that
has received Milestone B approval as of the date
of the enactment of this Act.

(2) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection:

(A) The term ‘“‘major defense acquisition pro-
gram’ means a Department of Defense acquisi-
tion program that is a major defense acquisition
program for purposes of section 2430 of title 10,
United States Code.

(B) The term ‘‘Milestone B approval’ has the
meaning provided that term in section 2366(e)(7)
of such title.

Subtitle C—Amendments to General Con-
tracting Authorities, Procedures, and Limi-
tations

SEC. 821. INCREASED FLEXIBILITY FOR DESIGNA-

TION OF CRITICAL ACQUISITION PO-
SITIONS IN DEFENSE ACQUISITION
WORKFORCE.

Subparagraph (A) of section 1733(b)(1) of title
10, United States Code, is amended to read as
follows:

‘“(A) Any acquisition position that is required
to be filled by a senior civilian employee in the
National Security Personnel System or a senior
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commissioned officer of the Army, Navy, Air

Force, or Marine Corps, as determined in ac-

cordance with guidelines prescribed by the Sec-

retary.”’.

SEC. 822. PARTICIPATION BY DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE IN ACQUISITION WORK-
FORCE TRAINING FUND.

(a) REQUIRED CONTRIBUTIONS TO ACQUISITION
WORKFORCE TRAINING FUND BY DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE.—Section 37(h)(3) of the Office of Fed-
eral Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C.
433(h)(3)) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘(other
than the Department of Defense)’’; and

(2) by redesignating subparagraphs (D), (E),
(F), and (G) as subparagraphs (E), (F), (G), and
(H), respectively, and inserting after subpara-
graph (C) the following new subparagraph (D):

‘D) The Administrator of General Services
shall transfer to the Secretary of Defense fees
collected from the Department of Defense pursu-
ant to subparagraph (B), to be used by the De-
fense Acquisition University for purposes of ac-
quisition workforce training for the entire Fed-
eral acquisition workforce.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(1) OFFICE OF FEDERAL PROCUREMENT POLICY
AcT.—Section 37(a) of the Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 433) is amended
by striking ‘‘This section’ and inserting ‘‘Ex-
cept as provided in subsection (h)(3), this sec-
tion’.

(2) PUBLIC LAW 108-136.—Section 1412 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2004 (Public Law 108-136; 117 Stat. 1664) is
amended by striking subsection (c).

(c) DEFENSE ACQUISITION UNIVERSITY FUND-
ING.—Amounts  transferred under  section
37(h)(3)(D) of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act (as amended by subsection (a)) for
use by the Defense Acquisition University shall
be in addition to other amounts authorized for
the University.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall apply with respect to con-
tracts entered into after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

SEC. 823. INCREASE IN COST ACCOUNTING
STANDARD THRESHOLD.

Section 26(f)(2)(A) of the Office of Federal
Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 422(f)(A)) is
amended by striking ‘‘3500,000° and inserting
“‘$550,000.

SEC. 824. AMENDMENTS TO DOMESTIC SOURCE
REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO
CLOTHING MATERIALS AND COMPO-
NENTS COVERED.

(a) NOTICE.—Section 2533a of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new subsection:

“(k) NOTIFICATION REQUIRED WITHIN 7 DAYS
AFTER CONTRACT AWARD IF CERTAIN EXCEP-
TIONS APPLIED.—In the case of any contract for
the procurement of an item described in sub-
paragraph (B), (C), (D), or (E) of subsection
(b)(1), if the Secretary of Defense or of the mili-
tary department concerned applies an exception
set forth in subsection (c) or (e) with respect to
that contract, the Secretary shall, not later than
7 days after the award of the contract, post a
notification that the exception has been applied
on the Internet site maintained by the General
Services Administration known as
FedBizOps.gov (or any successor site). .

(b) CLOTHING MATERIALS AND COMPONENTS
COVERED.—Subsection (b) of section 2533a of
title 10, United States Code, is amended in para-
graph (1)(B) by inserting before the semicolon
the following: ‘“‘and the materials and compo-
nents thereof, other than sensors, electronics, or
other items added to, and not normally associ-
ated with, clothing (and the materials and com-
ponents thereof)’’.

SEC. 825. RAPID ACQUISITION AUTHORITY TO RE-
SPOND TO DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE
COMMUNITY EMERGENCIES.

(a) RAPID ACQUISITION AUTHORITY.—In the
case of any critical intelligence capability that,
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as determined in writing by the Secretary of De-
fense, without delegation, is urgently needed to
address a demonstrable, imminent, and urgent
threat to national security that would likely re-
sult in combat fatalities or grave harm to the
national security of the United States, the Sec-
retary shall use the procedures developed under
this section in order to accomplish the rapid ac-
quisition and deployment of the needed critical
intelligence capabilities.

(b) DESIGNATION OF SENIOR OFFICIAL.—When-
ever the Secretary makes a determination under
subsection (a) that the rapid acquisition of crit-
ical intelligence capability is needed, the Sec-
retary shall designate a senior official of the De-
partment of Defense to ensure that the intel-
ligence capability is acquired and deployed as
quickly as possible, with a goal of awarding a
contract for the acquisition of the intelligence
capability within 15 days after the determina-
tion is made.

(c) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—Upon designation of
a senior official under subsection (b), the Sec-
retary shall authorize that official to waive any
provision of law, policy, directive, or regulation
described in subsection (f) that such official de-
termines in writing would unnecessarily impede
the rapid acquisition and deployment of the
needed intelligence capability.

(d) FUNDING OF RAPID ACQUISITIONS.—The
authority of this section may not be used to ac-
quire intelligence capability in an amount ag-
gregating more than $20,000,000 during any fis-
cal year. For acquisitions of intelligence capa-
bility under this subsection during the fiscal
year in which the Secretary makes the deter-
mination described in subsection (a) with re-
spect to such intelligence capability, the Sec-
retary may use any funds available to the De-
partment of Defense for that fiscal year.

(e) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary of
Defense shall notify the congressional defense
committees within 15 days after each determina-
tion made under subsection (a). Each such no-
tice shall identify in either classified or unclas-
sified format, as appropriate—

(1) the intelligence capability to be acquired;

(2) the amount anticipated to be expended for
the acquisition; and

(3) the source of funds for the acquisition.

(f) WAIVER OF CERTAIN STATUTES AND REGU-
LATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon a determination de-
scribed in subsection (a), the senior official des-
ignated in accordance with subsection (b) with
respect to that designation is authoriced to
waive any provision of law, policy, directive or
regulation addressing—

(A) the establishment of the requirement for
the intelligence capability;

(B) the research, development, test, and eval-
uation of the intelligence capability; or

(C) the solicitation and selection of sources,
and the award of the contract, for procurement
of the intelligence capability.

(2) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this subsection
authorizes the waiver of any provision of law
imposing civil or criminal penalties.

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT

Subtitle A—Department of Defense
Management

Restoration of parity in pay levels
among Under Secretary positions.

Eligibility criteria for Director of De-
partment of Defense Test Re-
source Management Center.

Consolidation and standardization of
authorities relating to Department
of Defense Regional Centers for
Security Studies.

Redesignation of the Department of
the Navy as the Department of
the Navy and Marine Corps.

Subtitle B—Space Activities
Space Situational Awareness Strategy.

Sec. 901.

Sec. 902.

Sec. 903.

Sec. 904.

Sec. 911.
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Sec. 912. Military satellite communications.
Sec. 913. Operationally responsive space.

Subtitle C—Chemical Demilitarization Program

Sec. 921. Transfer to Secretary of the Army of
responsibility for assembled chem-
ical weapons alternatives pro-
gram.

Sec. 922. Clarification of Cooperative Agreement
Authority under Chemical Demili-
tarization Program.

Subtitle D—Intelligence-Related Matters

Sec. 931. Department of Defense Strategy for
Open-Source intelligence.

Sec. 932. Comprehensive inventory of Depart-
ment of Defense intelligence and
intelligence-related programs and
projects.

Subtitle A—Department of Defense
Management

SEC. 901. RESTORATION OF PARITY IN PAY LEV-
ELS AMONG UNDER SECRETARY PO-
SITIONS.

(a) POSITIONS OF UNDER SECRETARIES OF
MILITARY DEPARTMENTS RAISED TO LEVEL III
OF THE EXECUTIVE SCHEDULE.—Section 5314 of
title 5, United States Code, is amended by insert-
ing after ‘‘Under Secretary of Defense for Intel-
ligence”’ the following:

“Under Secretary of the Air Force.

“Under Secretary of the Army.

“Under Secretary of the Navy.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 5315 of
such title is amended by striking the following:

“Under Secretary of the Air Force.

“Under Secretary of the Army.

“Under Secretary of the Navy.”.

SEC. 902. ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA FOR DIRECTOR
OF DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE TEST
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT CENTER.

Section 196(b) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended to read as follows:

‘““(b) DIRECTOR.—At the head of the Center
shall be a Director, who shall be appointed by
the Secretary from among individuals who have
substantial experience in the field of test and
evaluation.”.

SEC. 903. CONSOLIDATION AND STANDARDIZA-
TION OF AUTHORITIES RELATING TO
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE RE-
GIONAL CENTERS FOR SECURITY
STUDIES.

(a) BASIC AUTHORITIES FOR REGIONAL CEN-
TERS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 184 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended to read as follows:

“§ 184. Regional Centers for Security Studies

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense
shall administer the Department of Defense Re-
gional Centers for Security Studies in accord-
ance with this section as international venues
for bilateral and multilateral research, commu-
nication, and exchange of ideas involving mili-
tary and civilian participants.

“(b) REGIONAL CENTERS SPECIFIED.—(1) A De-
partment of Defense Regional Center for Secu-
rity Studies is a Department of Defense institu-
tion that—

‘““(A) is operated, and designated as such, by
the Secretary of Defense for the study of secu-
rity issues relating to a specified geographic re-
gion of the world; and

‘““(B) serves as a forum for bilateral and multi-
lateral research, communication, and exchange
of ideas involving military and civilian partici-
pants.

‘““(2) The Department of Defense Regional
Centers for Security Studies are the following:

‘““(A) The George C. Marshall European Cen-
ter for Security Studies, established in 1993 and
located in Garmisch-Partenkirchen, Germany.

‘““(B) The Asia-Pacific Center for Security
Studies, established in 1995 and located in Hon-
olulu, Hawaii.

‘““C) The Center for Hemispheric Defense
Studies, established in 1997 and located in
Washington, D.C.
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‘(D) The Africa Center for Strategic Studies,
established in 1999 and located in Washington,
D.C.

‘“(E) The Near East South Asia Center for
Strategic Studies, established in 2000 and lo-
cated in Washington, D.C.

‘““(3) No institution or element of the Depart-
ment of Defense may be designated as a Depart-
ment of Defense Regional Center for Security
Studies for purposes of this section, other than
the institutions specified in paragraph (2), ex-
cept as specifically provided by law after the
date of the enactment of this section.

‘““(c) REGULATIONS.—The administration of the
Regional Centers under this section shall be car-
ried out under regulations prescribed by the Sec-
retary.

‘““(d) PARTICIPATION.—Participants in activi-
ties of the Regional Centers may include United
States military and civilian personnel, govern-
mental and nongovernmental personnel, and
foreign military and civilian, governmental and
nongovernmental personnel.

“(e) EMPLOYMENT AND COMPENSATION OF
FAcuLTY.—At each Regional Center, the Sec-
retary may, subject to appropriations—

‘(1) employ a Director, a Deputy Director,
and as many civilians as professors, instructors,
and lecturers as the Secretary considers nec-
essary; and

““(2) prescribe the compensation of such per-
sons, in accordance with Federal guidelines.

““(f) PAYMENT OF COSTS.—(1) Participation in
activities of a Regional Center shall be on a re-
imbursable basis (or by payment in advance),
ercept in a case in which reimbursement is
waived in accordance with paragraph (3).

‘““(2) For a foreign mational participant, pay-
ment of costs may be made by the participant’s
own government, by a Department or agency of
the United States other than the Department of
Defense, or by a gift or donation on behalf of
one or more Regional Centers accepted under
section 2611 of this title on behalf of the partici-
pant’s government.

““(3) The Secretary of Defense may waive reim-
bursement of the costs of activities of the Re-
gional Centers for foreign military officers and
foreign defense civilian officials from a devel-
oping country if the Secretary determines that
attendance of such personnel without reim-
bursement is in the national security interest of
the United States. Costs for which reimburse-
ment is waived pursuant to this paragraph shall
be paid from appropriations available to the Re-
gional Centers.

‘““(4) Funds accepted for the payment of costs
shall be credited to the appropriation then cur-
rently available to the Department of Defense
for the Regional Center that incurred the costs.
Funds so credited shall be merged with the ap-
propriation to which credited and shall be avail-
able to that Regional Center for the same pur-
poses and same period as the appropriation with
which merged.

“(5) Funds available for the payment of per-
sonnel exrpenses under the Latin American co-
operation authority set forth in section 1050 of
this title are also available for the costs of the
operation of the Center for Hemispheric Defense
Studies.

“(g) SUPPORT TO OTHER AGENCIES.—The Di-
rector of a Regional Center may enter into
agreements with the Secretaries of the military
departments, the heads of the Defense Agencies,
and, with the concurrence of the Secretary of
Defense, the heads of other Federal departments
and agencies for the provision of services by
that Regional Center under this section. Any
such participating department and agency shall
transfer to the Regional Center funds to pay the
full costs of the services received.

‘““(h) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than Feb-
ruary 1 of each year, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to the Committee on Armed Services
of the Senate and the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives a report on
the operation of the Regional Centers for secu-
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rity studies during the preceding fiscal year.

The annual report shall include, for each Re-

gional Center, the following information:

‘(1) The status and objectives of the center.

“(2) The budget of the center, including the
costs of operating the center.

“(3) A description of the extent of the inter-
national participation in the programs of the
center, including the costs incurred by the
United States for the participation of each for-
eign nation.

““(4) A description of the foreign gifts and do-
nations, if any, accepted under section 2611 of
this title. *.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The item relating
to such section in the table of sections at the be-
ginning of chapter 7 of such title is amended to
read as follows:

““184. Regional Centers for Security Studies.”’.

(b) STANDARDIZATION OF AUTHORITY FOR AC-
CEPTANCE OF GIFTS AND DONATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 2611 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“§2611. Regional Centers for Security Studies:

acceptance of gifts and donations

“(a) AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT GIFTS AND DONA-
TIONS.—Subject to subsection (c), the Secretary
of Defense may accept, on behalf of one or more
of the Regional Centers for Security Studies, a
gift or donation from any source in order to de-
fray the costs of, or enhance the operation of,
one or more of the Regional Centers.

““(b) REGIONAL CENTERS.—For purposes of this
section, the Regional Centers for Security Stud-
ies are the Department of Defense institutions
specified in section 184(b) of this title.

““(c) LIMITATION.—(1) The Secretary may not
accept a gift or donation under subsection (a) if
the acceptance of the gift or donation would
compromise or appear to compromise—

““(A) the ability of the Department of Defense,
or any employee of the Department or member of
the armed forces, to carry out the responsibility
or duty of the Department in a fair and objec-
tive manner; or

“(B) the integrity of any program of the De-
partment of Defense or any person involved in
such a program.

““(2) The Secretary shall prescribe written
guidance setting forth the criteria to be used in
determining whether the acceptance of a gift or
donation would have a result described in para-
graph (1).

‘““(d) CREDITING OF FUNDS.—Funds accepted
by the Secretary under subsection (a) shall be
credited to appropriations available to the De-
partment of Defense for the Regional Centers.
Funds so credited shall be merged with the ap-
propriations to which credited and shall be
available for the Regional Centers for the same
purposes and the same period as the appropria-
tions with which merged.

“(e) GIFTS AND DONATIONS DEFINED.—For
purposes of this section—

“(1) a foreign gift or donation is a gift or do-
nation of funds, materials (including research
materials), property, or services (including lec-
ture services and faculty services) from a foreign
government, a foundation or other charitable
organization in a foreign country, or an indi-
vidual in a foreign country,; and

“(2) the term ‘gift’ includes a devise of real
property or a bequest of personal property and
any gift of an interest in real property. .

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The item relating
to section 2611 in the table of sections at the be-
ginning of chapter 155 of such title is amended
to read as follows:

“2611. Regional Centers for Security Studies:
acceptance of foreign gifts and
donations.”.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(1) MARSHALL CENTER GENERAL AUTHORITY.—
Section 1306 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (Public Law 103—
337; 108 Stat. 2892) is repealed.
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(2) MARSHALL CENTER GIFT AUTHORITY.—Sec-
tion 1065 of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (10 U.S.C. 113) is
amended—

(A) by striking subsections (a) and (b);

(B) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (a); and

(C) by redesignating paragraph (3) of such
subsection as subsection (b) and inserting ‘‘CER-
TAIN NON-CITIZENS AUTHORIZED TO SERVE ON
BOARD.—’ before ‘‘Notwithstanding’’.

(3) EMPLOYMENT AND COMPENSATION AUTHOR-
ITY FOR CIVILIAN FACULTY.—Section 1595 of title
10, United States Code, is amended—

(A4) in subsection (c)—

(i) by striking paragraphs (3) and (5); and

(ii) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (6) as
paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; and

(B) by striking subsection (e).

(4) STATUS OF CENTER FOR HEMISPHERIC DE-
FENSE STUDIES.—Section 2165 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(4) in subsection (b)—

(i) by striking paragraph (6); and

(ii) by redesignating paragraph (7) as para-
graph (6); and

(B) by striking subsection (c).

SEC. 904. REDESIGNATION OF THE DEPARTMENT
OF THE NAVY AS THE DEPARTMENT
OF THE NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.

(a) REDESIGNATION OF MILITARY DEPART-
MENT.—The military department designated as
the Department of the Navy is redesignated as
the Department of the Navy and Marine Corps.

(b) REDESIGNATION OF SECRETARY AND OTHER
STATUTORY OFFICES.—

(1) SECRETARY.—The position of the Secretary
of the Navy is redesignated as the Secretary of
the Navy and Marine Corps.

(2) OTHER STATUTORY OFFICES.—The positions
of the Under Secretary of the Navy, the four As-
sistant Secretaries of the Navy, and the General
Counsel of the Department of the Navy are re-
designated as the Under Secretary of the Navy
and Marine Corps, the Assistant Secretaries of
the Navy and Marine Corps, and the General
Counsel of the Department of the Navy and Ma-
rine Corps, respectively.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 10,
UNITED STATES CODE.—

(1) DEFINITION OF “‘MILITARY DEPARTMENT’’.—
Paragraph (8) of section 101(a) of title 10,
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:

““(8) The term ‘military department’ means the
Department of the Army, the Department of the
Navy and Marine Corps, and the Department of
the Air Force.”.

(2) ORGANIZATION OF DEPARTMENT.—The text
of section 5011 of such title is amended to read
as follows: ‘““The Department of the Navy and
Marine Corps is separately organiced under the
Secretary of the Navy and Marine Corps.”’.

(3) POSITION OF SECRETARY.—Section
5013(a)(1) of such title is amended by striking
“There is a Secretary of the Navy’ and insert-
ing ‘“There is a Secretary of the Navy and Ma-
rine Corps’’.

(4) CHAPTER HEADINGS.—

(A) The heading of chapter 503 of such title is
amended to read as follows:

“CHAPTER 503—DEPARTMENT OF THE

NAVY AND MARINE CORPS”.

(B) The heading of chapter 507 of such title is
amended to read as follows:

“CHAPTER 507—COMPOSITION OF THE DE-
PARTMENT OF THE NAVY AND MARINE
CORPS”.

(5) OTHER AMENDMENTS.—

(A) Title 10, United States Code, is amended
by striking ‘‘Department of the Navy’ and
“Secretary of the Navy’’ each place they appear
other than as specified in paragraphs (1), (2),
(3), and (4) (including in section headings, sub-
section captions, tables of chapters, and tables
of sections) and inserting ‘‘Department of the
Navy and Marine Corps”’ and ‘‘Secretary of the
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Navy and Marine Corps’’, respectively, in each
case with the matter inserted to be in the same
typeface and typestyle as the matter stricken.

(B)(i) Sections 5013(f), 5014(b)(2), 5016(a),
5017(2), 5032(a), and 5042(a) of such title are
amended by striking ‘‘Assistant Secretaries of
the Navy’ and inserting ‘‘Assistant Secretaries
of the Navy and Marine Corps’’.

(ii) The heading of section 5016 of such title,
and the item relating to such section in the table
of sections at the beginning of chapter 503 of
such title, are each amended by inserting “‘and
Marine Corps’ after ‘“‘of the Navy’’, with the
matter inserted in each case to be in the same
typeface and typestyle as the matter amended.

(d) TITLE 37, UNITED STATES CODE.—Title 37,
United States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘De-
partment of the Navy’ and ‘‘Secretary of the
Navy’ each place they appear and inserting
“Department of the Navy and Marine Corps”’
and ‘“‘Secretary of the Navy and Marine Corps’’,
respectively.

(e) OTHER REFERENCES.—Any reference in any
law other than in title 10 or title 37, United
States Code, or in any regulation, document,
record, or other paper of the United States, to
the Department of the Navy shall be considered
to be a reference to the Department of the Navy
and Marine Corps. Any such reference to an of-
fice specified in subsection (b)(2) shall be consid-
ered to be a reference to that office as redesig-
nated by that subsection.

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and the
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect on the first day of the first month beginning
more than 60 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

Subtitle B—Space Activities
911. SPACE SITUATIONAL AWARENESS

STRATEGY.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds that—

(1) the Department of Defense has the respon-
sibility, within the executive branch, for devel-
oping the strategy and the systems of the United
States for ensuring freedom to operate United
States space assets affecting national security;
and

(2) the foundation of any credible strategy for
ensuring freedom to operate United States space
assets is a comprehensive system for space situa-
tional awareness.

(b) SPACE SITUATIONAL AWARENESS STRAT-
EGY.—

(1) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary of Defense
shall develop a strategy, to be known as the
“Space Situational Awareness Strategy’, for
ensuring freedom to operate United States space
assets affecting national security. The Secretary
shall submit that strategy to Congress not later
than April 15, 2006. The Secretary shall submit
to Congress an updated, current version of the
Space Situational Awareness Strategy not later
than April 15 of every even-numbered year
thereafter.

(2) TIME PERIOD.—The Space Situational
Awareness Strategy shall cover the 20-year pe-
riod from 2006 through 2025.

(3) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The Space Sit-
uational Awareness Strategy shall include the
following (set forth for the 20-year period speci-
fied in paragraph (2) and separately for each
successive five-year period beginning with 2006):

(A) A threat assessment describing the per-
ceived threats to United States space assets af-
fecting national security.

(B) Details for a coherent and comprehensive
strategy for the United States for space situa-
tional awareness, together with a description of
the systems architecture to implement that strat-
egy in light of the threat assessment under sub-
paragraph (A).

(C) A description of each of the individual
program concepts that will make up the systems
architecture described pursuant to subpara-
graph (B) and, for each such program concept,
a description of the specific capabilities to be
achieved and the threats to be abated.

SEC.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

(¢c) SPACE SITUATIONAL AWARENESS CAPABILI-
TIES ROADMAP.—

(1) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary of the Air
Force shall develop a roadmap, to be known as
the ‘‘space situational awareness capabilities
roadmap’’, for the development of the systems
architecture described pursuant to subsection
(b)(3)(B).

(2) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.— The space Sit-
uational awareness capabilities roadmap shall
include—

(A) capabilities of all systems deployed as of
mid-2005 or planned for modernization or acqui-
sition from 2006 to 2015; and

(B) a description of recommended solutions for
inadequacies in the architecture to address
threats identified under subsection (b)(3)(4).
SEC. 912. MILITARY SATELLITE COMMUNICA-

TIONS.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following:

(1) Military requirements for satellite commu-
nications exceed the capability of on-orbit assets
as of mid-2005.

(2) To meet future military requirements for
satellite communications, the Secretary of the
Air Force has initiated a highly complex and
revolutionary program called the Trans-
formational Satellite Communications System
(TSAT).

(3) If the program referred to in paragraph (2)
experiences setbacks that prolong the develop-
ment and deployment of the capability to be
provided by that program, the Secretary of the
Air Force must be prepared to implement contin-
gency programs to achieve interim improvements
in the capabilities of satellite communications to
meet military requirements through upgrades to
current systems.

(b) DEVELOPMENT OF OPTIONS.—In order to
prepare for the contingency referred to in sub-
section (a)(3), the Director of the National Secu-
rity Space Office of the Department of Defense
shall provide for an assessment, to be conducted
by an entity outside the Department of Defense,
to develop and compare options for individual
acquisition, and block acquisition, of the Ad-
vanced Extremely High Frequency space vehi-
cles numbered 4 and 5, in conjunction with
modifications to the current Wideband Gapfiller
System program, that will accomplish the fol-
lowing:

(1) Minimize nonrecurring costs.

(2) Improve communications-on-the-move ca-
pabilities.

(3) Increase net centricity for communications.

(4) Increase satellite throughput.

(5) Increase user connectivity.

(6) Improve airborne communications support.

(c) ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES REPORT.—Not
later than February 28, 2006, the Director of the
National Security Space Office shall submit to
Congress a report providing an analysis of alter-
natives with respect to the options developed
pursuant to subsection (b). The analysis of al-
ternatives shall be prepared taking into consid-
eration the findings and recommendations of the
independent assessment conducted under sub-
section (b).

SEC. 913. OPERATIONALLY RESPONSIVE SPACE.

(a) JOINT OPERATIONALLY RESPONSIVE SPACE
PAYLOAD TECHNOLOGY ORGANIZATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense
shall establish or designate an organization in
the Department of Defense to coordinate joint
operationally responsive space payload tech-
nology.

(2) MASTER PLAN.—The organization estab-
lished or designated under paragraph (1) shall
produce an annual master plan for coordination
of operationally responsive space payload tech-
nology and shall coordinate resources provided
to stimulate technical development of small sat-
ellite payloads. The annual master plan shall
describe focus areas for development of oper-
ationally responsive space payload technology,
including—

(A) miniaturization technology for satellite
payloads;
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(B) increased sensor acuity;

(C) concept of operations exploration;

(D) increased processor capability; and

(E) such additional matters as the head of
that organization determines appropriate.

(3) REQUESTS FOR PROPOSALS.—The Secretary
of Defense, acting through the Director of the
Office of Force Transformation, shall award
contracts, from amounts available for that pur-
pose for any fiscal year, for technology projects
that support the focus areas set out in the mas-
ter plan for development of operationally re-
sponsive space payload technology.

(4) ASSESSMENT FACTORS.—In assessing any
proposal submitted for a contract under para-
graph (3), the Secretary shall consider —

(A) how the proposal correlates to the goals
articulated in the master plan under paragraph
(2) and to the National Security Space Architec-
ture; and

(B) the probability, for the project for which
the proposal is submitted, of eventual transition
either to a laboratory of one of the military de-
partments for continued development or to a
joint program office for operational deployment.

(b) REPORT ON JOINT PROGRAM OFFICE FOR
TACSAT.—Not later than February 28, 2006, the
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report providing a
plan for the creation of a joint program office
for the Tactical Satellite program and for transi-
tion of that program out of the Office of Force
Transformation and to the administration of the
joint program office. The report shall be pre-
pared in conjunction with the Department of
Defense executive agent for space.

(c) JOINT REPORT ON CERTAIN SPACE AND MIS-
SILE DEFENSE ACTIVITIES.—Not later than Feb-
ruary 28, 2006, the Department of Defense exec-
utive agent for space and the Director of the
Missile Defense Agency shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the Senate and the
Committee on Armed Services of the House of
Representatives a joint report on the value of
each of the following:

(1) Increased wuse of the Rocket Systems
Launch Program for the respective missions of
the Department of the Air Force and the Missile
Defense Agency.

(2) An agreement between the Director of the
Missile Defense Agency and the Secretary of the
Air Force for eventual transition of operational
control of small satellite demonstrations from
the Missile Defense Agency to the Department
of the Air Force.

(3) A partnership between the Missile Defense
Agency and the Department of the Air Force in
the development of common high-altitude and
near-space assets for the respective missions of
the Missile Defense Agency and the Department
of the Air Force.

Subtitle C—Chemical Demilitarization
Program
SEC. 921. TRANSFER TO SECRETARY OF THE
ARMY OF RESPONSIBILITY FOR AS-
SEMBLED CHEMICAL WEAPONS AL-
TERNATIVES PROGRAM.

Effective January 1, 2006, the text of section
142 of the Strom Thurmond National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (Public
Law 105-261; 50 U.S.C. 1521 note) is amended to
read as follows:

‘““(a) PROGRAM MANAGEMENT.—(1) The pro-
gram manager for the Assembled Chemical
Weapons Alternatives program shall report to
the Secretary of the Army.

““(2) The Secretary of the Army shall provide
for that program to be managed as part of the
management organization within the Depart-
ment of the Army specified in section 1412(e) of
Public Law 99-145 (50 U.S.C. 1521(e)).

“(b) CONTINUED IMPLEMENTATION OF PRE-
VIOUSLY  SELECTED ALTERNATIVE TECH-
NOLOGIES.—(1) In carrying out the destruction
of lethal chemical munitions at Pueblo Chemical
Depot, Colorado, the Secretary of the Army
shall continue to implement fully the alternative
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technology for such destruction at that depot se-
lected by the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac-
quisition, Technology, and Logistics on July 16,
2002.

“(2) In carrying out the destruction of lethal
chemical munitions at Blue Grass Army Depot,
Kentucky, the Secretary of the Army shall con-
tinue to implement fully the alternative tech-
nology for such destruction at that depot se-
lected by the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac-
quisition, Technology, and Logistics on Feb-
ruary 3, 2003.”.

SEC. 922. CLARIFICATION OF COOPERATIVE
AGREEMENT AUTHORITY UNDER
CHEMICAL DEMILITARIZATION PRO-
GRAM.

(a) AGREEMENTS WITH FEDERALLY RECOG-
NIZED INDIAN TRIBAL GOVERNMENTS.—Section
1412(c)(4) of the Department of Defense Author-
ization Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C 1521(c)(4)) is amend-
ed—

(1) by inserting ““(A)’’ after ““(4)”’;

(2) in the first sentence—

(4) by inserting ‘“‘and to tribal organizations
of Indian tribes’’ after ‘‘to State and local gov-
ernments’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘and organizations’ after
“‘assist those governments’

(3) by designating the text beginning ‘‘Addi-
tionally, the Secretary °’ as subparagraph (B);

(4) in the first sentence of subparagraph (B),
as designated by paragraph (2), by inserting *,
and with tribal organizations of Indian tribes,”’
after ‘“with State and local governments’’; and

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

‘“(C) In this subparagraph, the terms ‘tribal
organization’ and ‘Indian tribes’ have the
meanings given those terms in subsections (e)
and (1), respectively, of section 4 of the Indian
Self-Determination and Education Assistance
Act (25 U.S.C. 4500).".

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall take effect as of Decem-
ber 5, 1991, and shall apply with respect to coop-
erative agreements entered into on or after that
date.

Subtitle D—Intelligence-Related Matters
SEC. 931. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE STRATEGY

FOR OPEN-SOURCE INTELLIGENCE.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the following
findings:

(1) Open-source intelligence (OSINT) is intel-
ligence that is produced from publicly available
information collected, exploited, and dissemi-
nated in a timely manner to an appropriate au-
dience for the purpose of addressing a specific
intelligence requirement.

(2) With the Information Revolution, the
amount, significance, and accessibility of open-
source information has exploded, but the Intel-
ligence Community has not expanded its exploi-
tation efforts and systems to produce open-
source intelligence.

(3) The production of open-source intelligence
is a valuable intelligence discipline that must be
integrated in the intelligence cycle to ensure
that United States policymakers are fully and
completely informed.

(4) The dissemination and use of validated
open-source intelligence inherently enables in-
formation sharing as it is produced without the
use of sensitive sources and methods. Open-
source intelligence products can be shared with
the American public and foreign allies because
of its unclassified nature.

(5) The National Commission on Terrorist At-
tacks Upon the United States, in its Final Re-
port released on July 22, 2004, identified short-
falls in the ability of the United States to em-
ploy all-source intelligence, a large component
of which is open-source intelligence.

(6) The Intelligence Reform and Terrorism
Prevention Act of 2004 (Public Law 108—458) ad-
vocates for coordination of the collection, anal-
ysis, production, and dissemination of open-
source intelligence.
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(7) The Commission on the Intelligence Capa-
bilities of the United States Regarding Weapons
of Mass Destruction, in its report to the Presi-
dent released on March 31, 2005, found ‘‘that
the need for exploiting open-source material is
greater now than ever before,”” but that ‘‘the In-
telligence Community’s open source programs
have not expanded commensurate with either
the increase in available information or with the
growing importance of open source data to to-
day’s problems’’.

(b) STRATEGY FOR OPEN-SOURCE INTEL-
LIGENCE.—

(1) DEVELOPMENT OF STRATEGY.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall develop a strategy, to be
known as the ‘‘Strategy for Open-Source Intel-
ligence”, to be incorporated within the larger
military intelligence strategy, for the purpose of
integrating open-source intelligence into the
military intelligence cycle.

(2) SUBMISSION.—The Secretary shall submit
the Strategy for Open-Source Intelligence to
Congress not later than January 31, 2006.

(3) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The Strategy
for Open-Source Intelligence shall include the
following:

(A) An investment strategy for the develop-
ment of a robust open-source intelligence capa-
bility, with particular emphasis on exploitation
and dissemination.

(B) A description of how management of open-
source intelligence collection is currently per-
formed at the Department level and how it can
be improved in the future.

(C) A description of the tools, systems, centers,
personnel, and procedures that will be used to
perform open-source intelligence tasking, collec-
tion, exploitation, and dissemination.

(D) A description of proven tradecraft for ef-
fective open-source intelligence exploitation, to
include consideration of operational security.

(E) A detailed description on how open-source
intelligence will be fused with all other intel-
ligence sources across the Department of De-
fense.

(F) A description of open-source intelligence
training plan and guidance for Department of
Defense and service intelligence personnel.

(G) A plan to incorporate the open-source in-
telligence oversight function into the Office of
the Undersecretary of Defense for Intelligence
and into service intelligence organizations.

(H) A plan to incorporate and identify an
open-source intelligence specialty into Depart-
ment and service personnel systems.

(I) A plan to use reserve component intel-
ligence persomnel to augment and support the
open-source intelligence mission.

(J) A plan for the use of the Open-Source In-
formation System for the purpose of exploitation
and dissemination.

SEC. 932. COMPREHENSIVE INVENTORY OF DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE INTEL-
LIGENCE AND INTELLIGENCE-RE-
LATED PROGRAMS AND PROJECTS.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary
of Defense shall submit to the congressional
committees specified in subsection (b) a report
providing a comprehensive inventory of Depart-
ment of Defense intelligence and intelligence-re-
lated programs and projects. The Secretary shall
prepare the inventory in consultation with the
Director of National Intelligence, as appro-
priate.

(b) COMMITTEES.—The congressional commit-
tees referred to in subsection (a) are the fol-
lowing:

(1) The Committee on Armed Services and the
Select Committee on Intelligence of the Senate.

(2) The Committee on Armed Services and the
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence of
the House of Representatives.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial matters
1001. Transfer authority.
1002. Authorization of supplemental appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2005.
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1003. Increase in fiscal year 2005 general trans-
fer authority.

1004. Reports on feasibility and desirability of
capital budgeting for major de-
fense acquisition programs.

Subtitle B—Naval Vessels and Shipyards

1011. Conveyance, Navy drydock, Seattle,
Washington.

1012. Conveyance, Navy drydock, Jacksonville,
Florida.

1013. Conveyance, Navy drydock, Port Arthur,
Texas.

1014. Transfer of U.S.S. IOWA.

1015.
1016.

Transfer of ex-U.S.S. Forrest Sherman.

Limitation on leasing of foreign-built ves-
sels.

Subtitle C—Counter-Drug Activities

Extension of Department of Defense au-
thority to support counter-drug
activities.

Resumption of reporting requirement re-
garding Department of Defense
expenditures to support foreign
counter-drug activities.

Clarification of authority for joint task
forces to support law enforcement
agencies conducting counter-ter-
rorism activities.

Subtitle D—Matters Related to Homeland
Security

1031. Responsibilities of Assistant Secretary of
Defense for Homeland Defense re-
lating to nuclear, chemical, and
biological emergency response.

Testing of preparedness for emergencies
involving nuclear, radiological,
chemical, biological, and high-
yield explosives weapons.

Department of Defense chemical, biologi-
cal, radiological, nuclear, and
high-yield explosives response
teams.

Repeal of Department of Defense emer-
gency response assistance pro-
gram.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

Commission on the Long-Term Implemen-
tation of the New Strategic Pos-
ture of the United States.

Reestablishment of EMP Commission.

Modernization of authority relating to se-
curity of defense property and fa-
cilities.

Revision of Department of Defense coun-
terintelligence  polygraph  pro-
gram.

1045. Repeal of requirement for report to Con-

gress regarding global strike capability.

1046. Technical and clerical amendments.

1047. Deletion of obsolete definitions in titles

10 and 32, United States Code.
Subtitle A—Financial Matters

SEC. 1001. TRANSFER AUTHORITY.

(a) AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER AUTHORIZA-
TIONS.—

(1) AUTHORITY.—Upon determination by the
Secretary of Defense that such action is nec-
essary in the national interest, the Secretary
may transfer amounts of authorizations made
available to the Department of Defense in this
division for fiscal year 2006 between any such
authorications for that fiscal year (or any sub-
divisions thereof). Amounts of authorizations so
transferred shall be merged with and be avail-
able for the same purposes as the authorization
to which transferred.

(2) LIMITATION.—The total amount of author-
izations that the Secretary may transfer under
the authority of this section may not exceed
34,000,000,000.

(b) LIMITATIONS.—The authority provided by
this section to transfer authorizations—

(1) may only be used to provide authority for
items that have a higher priority than the items
from which authority is transferred; and

1021.

1022.

1023.

1032.

1033.

1034.

1041.

1042.
1043.

1044.
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(2) may not be used to provide authority for
an item that has been denied authorization by
Congress.

(c) EFFECT ON AUTHORIZATION AMOUNTS.—A
transfer made from one account to another
under the authority of this section shall be
deemed to increase the amount authorized for
the account to which the amount is transferred
by an amount equal to the amount transferred.

(d) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary shall
promptly notify Congress of each transfer made
under subsection (a).

SEC. 1002. AUTHORIZATION OF SUPPLEMENTAL
APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR
2005.

Amounts authorized to be appropriated to the
Department of Defense and the Department of
Energy for fiscal year 2005 in the Ronald W.
Reagan National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2005 (Public Law 108-375) are here-
by adjusted, with respect to any such author-
ized amount, by the amount by which appro-
priations pursuant to such authorization are in-
creased by a supplemental appropriation or de-
creased by a rescission, or both, or are increased
by a transfer of funds, pursuant to title I and
chapter 2 of title IV of division A of the Emer-
gency Supplemental Appropriations Act for De-
fense, the Global War on Terror, and Tsunami
Relief, 2005 (Public Law 109-13).

SEC. 1003. INCREASE IN FISCAL YEAR 2005 GEN-
ERAL TRANSFER AUTHORITY.

Section 1001(a)(2) of the Ronald W. Reagan
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2005 (Public Law 108-375; 118 Stat. 2037) is
amended by striking ‘‘$3,500,000,000”° and insert-
ing “‘$6,185,000,000"".

SEC. 1004. REPORTS ON FEASIBILITY AND DESIR-
ABILITY OF CAPITAL BUDGETING
FOR MAJOR DEFENSE ACQUISITION
PROGRAMS.

(a) CAPITAL BUDGETING DEFINED.—For the
purposes of this section, the term ‘‘capital budg-
eting’’ means a budget process that—

(1) identifies large capital outlays that are ex-
pected to be made in future years, together with
identification of the proposed means to finance
those outlays and the expected benefits of those
outlays;

(2) separately identifies revenues and outlays
for capital assets from revenues and outlays for
an operating budget;

(3) allows for the issue of long-term debt to fi-
nance capital investments; and

(4) provides the budget authority for acquir-
ing a capital asset over several fiscal years
(rather than in a single fiscal year at the begin-
ning of such acquisition).

(b) REPORTS REQUIRED.—Not later than July
1, 2006, the Secretary of Defense and the Sec-
retary of each military department shall each
submit to Congress a report analyzing the feasi-
bility and desirability of using a capital budg-
eting system for the financing of major defense
acquisition programs. Each such report shall
address the following matters:

(1) The potential long-term effect on the de-
fense industrial base of the United States of
continuing with the current full up-front fund-
ing system for major defense acquisition pro-
grams.

(2) Whether use of a capital budgeting system
could create a more effective decisionmaking
process for long-term investments in major de-
fense acquisition programs.

(3) The manner in which a capital budgeting
system for major defense acquisition programs
would affect the budget planning and formula-
tion process of the military departments.

(4) The types of financial mechanisms that
would be meeded to provide funds for such a
capital budgeting system.

Subtitle B—Naval Vessels and Shipyards

SEC. 1011. CONVEYANCE, NAVY DRYDOCK, SE-
ATTLE, WASHINGTON.

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary

of the Navy is authorized to sell the yard float-
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ing drydock YFD-70, located in Seattle, Wash-
ington, to Todd Pacific Shipyards Corporation,
that company being the current user of the dry-
dock.

(b) CONDITION OF CONVEYANCE.—The Sec-
retary shall require as a condition of the con-
veyance under subsection (a) that the drydock
remain at the facilities of Todd Pacific Ship-
yards Corporation until at least September 30,
2010.

(c) CONSIDERATION.—As consideration for the
conveyance of the drydock under subsection (a),
the purchaser shall pay to the United States an
amount equal to the fair market value of the
drydock, as determined by the Secretary.

(d) TRANSFERS AT NO COST TO UNITED
STATES.—The provisions of section 7306(c) of
title 10, United States Code, shall apply to the
conveyance under this section.

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require such additional terms
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the
United States.

SEC. 1012. CONVEYANCE, NAVY DRYDOCK, JACK-
SONVILLE, FLORIDA.

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary
of the Navy is authorized to sell the medium
auzxiliary floating drydock SUSTAIN (AFDM-7),
located in Duval County, Florida, to Atlantic
Marine Property Holding Company, that com-
pany being the current user of the drydock.

(b) CONDITION OF CONVEYANCE.—The Sec-
retary shall require as a condition of the con-
veyance under subsection (a) that the drydock
remain at the facilities of Atlantic Marine Prop-
erty Holding Company until at least September
30, 2010.

(c) CONSIDERATION.—As consideration for the
conveyance of the drydock under subsection (a),
the purchaser shall pay to the United States an
amount equal to the fair market value of the
drydock, as determined by the Secretary.

(d) TRANSFERS AT NO COST TO UNITED
STATES.—The provisions of section 7306(c) of
title 10, United States Code, shall apply to the
conveyance under this section.

(d) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require such additional terms
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the
United States.

SEC. 1013. CONVEYANCE, NAVY DRYDOCK, PORT
ARTHUR, TEXAS.

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary
of the Navy is authorized to convey, without
consideration, to the port authority of the city
of Port Arthur, Texas, the inactive medium aux-
iliary floating drydock designated as AFDM-2,
currently administered through the National
Defense Reserve Fleet.

(b) CONDITION OF CONVEYANCE.—The Sec-
retary shall require as a condition of the con-
veyance under subsection (a) that the drydock
remain at the facilities of the port authority
named in subsection (a).

(¢c) TRANSFERS AT NO CoST TO UNITED
STATES.—The provisions of section 7306(c) of
title 10, United States Code, shall apply to the
conveyance under this section.

(d) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require such additional terms
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the
United States.

SEC. 1014. TRANSFER OF U.S.S. IOWA.

(a) WAIVER OF REQUIREMENT FOR CONTINUED
LISTING ON NAVAL VESSEL REGISTER.—The pro-
visions of the following laws do not apply with
respect to the U.S.S. IOWA (BB-61):

(1) Section 1011 of the National Defense Au-
thorication Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public Law
104-106; 110 Stat. 421).

(2) Section 1011 of the Strom Thurmond Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1999 (Public Law 105-261; 112 Stat. 2118).
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(b) TRANSFER.—The Secretary of the Navy
shall—

(1) strike the U.S.S. IOWA (BB-61) from the
Naval Vessel Register; and

(2) subject to the submission of a donation ap-
plication for that vessel that is satisfactory to
the Secretary, transfer that vessel to the Port of
Stockton, California, subject to subsections (b)
and (c) of section 7306 of title 10, United States
Code.

SEC. 1015. TRANSFER OF EX-U.S.S. FORREST
SHERMAN.

(a) TRANSFER.—The Secretary of the Navy
shall transfer the decommissioned destroyer ex-
U.S.S. Forrest Sherman (DD-931) to the USS
Forrest Sherman DD-931 Foundation, Inc., a
nonprofit organization under the laws of the
State of Maryland, subject to the submission of
a donation application for that vessel that is
satisfactory to the Secretary.

(b) APPLICABLE LAW.—The transfer under this
section is subject to subsections (b) and (c) of
section 7306 of title 10, United States Code. Sub-
section (d) of that section is hereby waived with
respect to such transfer.

(c) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require such additional terms
and conditions in connection with the transfer
under subsection (a) as the Secretary considers
appropriate.

(d) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.—The author-
ity granted by subsection (a) shall expire at the
end of the five-year period beginning on the
date of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 1016. LIMITATION ON LEASING OF FOREIGN-
BUILT VESSELS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—

(1) CONTRACTS FOR LEASES FOR MORE THAN 24
MONTHS.—Chapter 141 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by inserting after section
2401a the following new section:

“§2401b. Limitation on lease of foreign-built
vessels

“(a) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of a military
department may not make a contract for a lease
or charter of a vessel for a term of more than 24
months (including all options to renew or extend
the contract) if the hull, or a component of the
hull and superstructure of the vessel, is con-
structed in a foreign shipyard.

““(b) PRESIDENTIAL WAIVER FOR NATIONAL SE-
CURITY INTEREST.—(1) The President may au-
thorize exceptions to the limitation in subsection
(a) when the President determines that it is in
the national security interest of the United
States to do so.

‘““(2) The President shall transmit notice to
Congress of any such determination, and no
contract may be made pursuant to the exception
authoriced until the end of the 30-day period be-
ginning on the date on which the notice of the
determination 1is received by Congress.”’.(2)
CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sections at
the beginning of such chapter is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section 240la
the following new item:

““2401b. Limitation on lease of foreign-built ves-
sels.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 2401b of title 10,
United States Code, as added by subsection (a),
shall apply with respect to contracts entered
into after the date of the enactment of this Act.

Subtitle C—Counter-Drug Activities

SEC. 1021. EXTENSION OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE AUTHORITY TO SUPPORT
COUNTER-DRUG ACTIVITIES.

Section 1004(a) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law
101-510; 10 U.S.C. 374 note), as amended by sec-
tion 1021 of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107-107;
115 Stat. 1212), is amended by striking ‘2006’
and inserting “‘2011°°.
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SEC. 1022. RESUMPTION OF REPORTING RE-
QUIREMENT REGARDING DEPART-
MENT OF DEFENSE EXPENDITURES
TO SUPPORT FOREIGN COUNTER-
DRUG ACTIVITIES.

(a) ADDITIONAL REPORT REQUIRED.—Section
1022 of the Floyd D. Spence National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as en-
acted into law by Public Law 106-398; 114 Stat.
1654A-255), as amended by section 1022 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2002 (Public Law 107-107; 115 Stat. 1215), is
further amended by striking ‘‘January 1, 2001,
and April 15, 2002, and inserting ‘‘April 15,
2006,”’.

(b) ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REQUIRED.—
Such section is further amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (4); and

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (3):

““(3) A description of each base of operation or
training facility established, constructed, or op-
erated using the assistance, including any minor
construction projects carried out using such as-
sistance, and the amount of assistance exrpended
on base of operations and training facilities.”’.
SEC. 1023. CLARIFICATION OF AUTHORITY FOR

JOINT TASK FORCES TO SUPPORT
LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES CON-
DUCTING COUNTER-TERRORISM AC-
TIVITIES.

Section 1022 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2004 (Public Law
108-136; 117 Stat. 1594) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (c); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection (b):

“(b) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Funds avail-
able to a joint task force to support counter-
drug activities may also be used to provide the
counter-terrorism support authoriced by sub-
section (a).”’.

Subtitle D—Matters Related to Homeland

Security
SEC. 1031. RESPONSIBILITIES OF ASSISTANT SEC-
RETARY OF DEFENSE FOR HOME-
LAND DEFENSE RELATING TO NU-
CLEAR, CHEMICAL, AND BIOLOGICAL
EMERGENCY RESPONSE.

Subsection (a) of section 1413 of the Defense
Against Weapons of Mass Destruction Act of
1996 (50 U.S.C. 2313) is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“(a) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.—The Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense for Homeland Defense
is responsible for the coordination of Depart-
ment of Defense assistance to Federal, State,
and local officials in responding to threats in-
volving nuclear, radiological, biological, chem-
ical weapons, or high-yield explosives or related
materials or technologies, including assistance
in identifying, neutralizing, dismantling, and
disposing of nuclear, radiological, biological,
chemical weapons, and high-yield explosives
and related materials and technologies.”’.

SEC. 1032. TESTING OF PREPAREDNESS FOR
EMERGENCIES  INVOLVING NU-
CLEAR, RADIOLOGICAL, CHEMICAL,
BIOLOGICAL, AND HIGH-YIELD EX-
PLOSIVES WEAPONS.

(a) SECRETARY OF HOMELAND SECURITY FUNC-
TIONS.—Subsection (a) of section 1415 of the De-
fense Against Weapons of Mass Destruction Act
0f 1996 (50 U.S.C. 2315) is amended—

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking
“CHEMICAL OR’’ and inserting ‘‘NUCLEAR, RADI-
OLOGICAL, CHEMICAL, OR”’;

(2) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking ‘“‘Secretary of Defense’’ and in-
serting ‘‘Secretary of Homeland Security’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘biological weapons and re-
lated materials and emergencies involving >’ and
inserting ‘‘nuclear, radiological, biological,
and’’;

(3) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘during each
of fiscal years 1997 through 2013”° and inserting
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“in  accordance with sections 102(c) and
430(c)(1) of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6
U.S.C. 112(c), 238(c)(1))”’; and

(4) in paragraph (3)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘the Secretary of Defense,”
before ‘‘the Director of the Federal Bureau of
Investigation’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘the Director of the Federal
Emergency Management Agency,”’.

(b) REPEAL OF SECRETARY OF ENERGY FUNC-
TIONS.—Such section is further amended by
striking subsection (b).

(¢) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Subsection
(c) of such section—

(1) is redesignated as subsection (b); and

(2) is amended—

(4) in the first sentence, by striking ‘“The offi-
cial responsible for carrying out a program de-
veloped under subsection (a) or (b) shall revise
the program’ and inserting ‘“‘The Secretary of
Homeland Security shall revise the program de-
veloped under subsection (a)’’; and

(B) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘the
official’’ and inserting ‘‘the Secretary’’.

(d) REPEAL OF OBSOLETE PROVISIONS.—Such
section is further amended by striking sub-
sections (d) and (e).

SEC. 1033. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE CHEMICAL,
BIOLOGICAL, RADIOLOGICAL, NU-
CLEAR, AND HIGH-YIELD EXPLO-
SIVES RESPONSE TEAMS.

Section 1414 of the Defense Against Weapons
of Mass Destruction Act of 1996 (50 U.S.C. 2314)
is amended as follows:

(1) The heading of such section is amended to
read as follows:

“SEC. 1414. CHEMICAL, BIOLOGICAL, RADIO-
LOGICAL, NUCLEAR, AND HIGH-
YIELD  EXPLOSIVES  RESPONSE
TEAM.”.

(2) Subsection (a) of such section is amended
by striking ‘‘or related materials’ and inserting
“radiological, nuclear, and high-yield explo-
sives’’.

(3) Subsection (b) of such section is amended—

(A) in the subsection heading, by striking
“PLAN”’ and inserting ‘“‘PLANS’’;

(B) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘Not later
than’ and all that follows through ‘‘response
plans and’ and inserting ‘‘The Secretary of
Homeland Security shall incorporate into the
National Response Plan prepared pursuant to
section 502(6) of the Homeland Security Act of
2002 (6 U.S.C. 312(6)), other existing Federal
emergency response plans, and’’; and

(C) in the second sentence—

(i) by striking ‘‘Director’’ and inserting ‘‘Sec-
retary of Homeland Security’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘consultation’’and inserting
“‘coordination’’.

SEC. 1034. REPEAL OF DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
EMERGENCY RESPONSE ASSISTANCE
PROGRAM.

Section 1412 of the Defense Against Weapons
of Mass Destruction Act of 1996 (50 U.S.C. 2312)
is repealed.

Subtitle E—Other Matters
SEC. 1041. COMMISSION ON THE LONG-TERM IM-
PLEMENTATION OF THE NEW STRA-
TEGIC POSTURE OF THE UNITED
STATES.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMISSION.—

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is hereby estab-
lished a commission to be known as the ““Com-
mission on the Long-Term Implementation of
the New Strategic Posture of the United States’’.
The Secretary of Defense shall enter into a con-
tract with a federally funded research and de-
velopment center to provide for the organiza-
tion, management, and support of the Commis-
sion. Such contract shall be entered into in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Energy. The se-
lection of the federally funded research and de-
velopment center shall be subject to the ap-
proval of the chairman of the Commission.

(2) COMPOSITION.—(A) The Commission shall
be composed of 12 members who shall be ap-
pointed by the Secretary of Defense. In selecting
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individuals for appointment to the Commission,
the Secretary of Defense shall consult with the
chairman and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and
the chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Armed Services of the House
of Representatives.

(B) Members of the Commission shall be ap-
pointed from among private United States citi-
zens with knowledge and expertise in the polit-
ical, military, operational, and technical aspects
of nuclear strategy.

(3) CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMISSION.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall designate one of the
members of the Commission to serve as chairman
of the Commission.

(4) PERIOD OF APPOINTMENT; VACANCIES.—
Members shall be appointed for the life of the
Commission. Any vacancy in the Commission
shall be filled in the same manner as the origi-
nal appointment.

(5) SECURITY CLEARANCES.—AIll members of the
Commission shall hold appropriate security
clearances.

(b) DUTIES OF COMMISSION.—

(1) REVIEW OF LONG-TERM IMPLEMENTATION
OF THE NUCLEAR POSTURE REVIEW.—The Com-
mission shall examine long-term programmatic
requirements to achieve the goals set forth in
the report of the Secretary of Defense submitted
to Congress on December 31, 2001, providing the
results of the Nuclear Posture Review conducted
pursuant to section 1041 of the Floyd D. Spence
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2001 (as enacted into law by Public Law
106-398; 114 Stat. 1654, 1654A4-262) and results of
periodic assessments of the Nuclear Posture Re-
view. Matters examined by the Commission shall
include the following:

(A) The process of establishing requirements
for strategic forces and how that process accom-
modates employment of nonnuclear strike plat-
forms and munitions in a strategic role.

(B) How strategic intelligence, reconnais-
sance, and surveillance requirements differ from
nuclear intelligence, reconnaissance, and Sur-
veillance requirements.

(C) The ability of a limited number of strategic
platforms to carry out a growing range of non-
nuclear strategic strike missions.

(D) The limits of tactical systems to perform
nonnuclear global strategic missions in a prompt
manner.

(E) An assessment of the ability of the current
nuclear stockpile to address the evolving stra-
tegic threat environment through 2025.

(2) RECOMMENDATIONS.—The Commission
shall include in its report recommendations with
respect to the following:

(A) Changes to the requirements process to
employ nonnuclear strike platforms and muni-
tions in a strategic role.

(B) Changes to the nuclear stockpile and in-
frastructure required to preserve a nuclear ca-
pability commensurate with the changes to the
strategic threat environment through 2025.

(C) Actions the Secretary of Defense and the
Secretary of Energy can take to preserve flexi-
bility of the defense nuclear complex while re-
ducing the cost of a Cold War strategic infra-
structure.

(D) Identify shortfalls in the strategic mod-
ernization programs of the United States that
would undermine the ability of the United
States to develop mew mnonnuclear strategic
strike capabilities.

(3) COOPERATION FROM GOVERNMENT OFFI-
CIALS.—(A) In carrying out its duties, the Com-
mission shall receive the full and timely co-
operation of the Secretary of Defense, the Sec-
retary of Energy, and any other United States
Government official in providing the Commis-
sion with analyses, briefings, and other infor-
mation necessary for the fulfillment of its re-
sponsibilities.

(B) The Secretary of Energy and the Secretary
of Defense shall each designate at least one offi-
cer or employee of the Department of Energy
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and the Department of Defense, respectively, to
serve as a liaison officer between the department
and the Commission.

(c) REPORTS.—

(1) COMMISSION REPORT.—The Commission
shall submit to the Secretary of Defense and the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and
House of Representatives a report on the Com-
mission’s findings and conclusions. Such report
shall be submitted not later that 28 months after
the date of the first meeting of the Commission.

(2) SECRETARY OF DEFENSE RESPONSE.—Not
later than one year after the date on which the
Commission submits its report under paragraph
(1), the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
Congress a report—

(A) commenting on the Commission’s findings
and conclusions; and

(B) explaining what actions, if any, the Sec-
retary intends to take to implement the rec-
ommendations of the Commission and, with re-
spect to each such recommendation, the Sec-
retary’s reasons for implementing, or not imple-
menting, the recommendation.

(d) HEARINGS AND PROCEDURES.—

(1) HEARINGS.—The Commission may, for the
purpose of carrying out the purposes of this sec-
tion, hold hearings and take testimony.

(2) PROCEDURES.—The federally funded re-
search and development center with which a
contract is entered into under subsection (a)(1)
shall be responsible for establishing appropriate
procedures for the Commission.

(3) DETAIL OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES.—
Upon request of the chairman of the Commis-
sion, the head of any Federal department or
agency may detail, on a nonreimbursable basis,
personnel of that department or agency to the
Commission to assist it in carrying out its du-
ties.

(e) FUNDING.—Funds for activities of the Com-
mission shall be provided from amounts appro-
priated for the Department of Defense.

(f) TERMINATION OF COMMISSION.—The Com-
mission shall terminate 60 days after the date of
the submission of its report under subsection
(©)@).

(9) IMPLEMENTATION.—

(1) FFRDC CONTRACT.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall enter into the contract required
under subsection (a)(1) not later that 60 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act.

(2) FIRST MEETING.—The Commission shall
convene its first meeting not later than 60 days
after the date as of which all members of the
Commission have been appointed.

SEC. 1042. REESTABLISHMENT OF EMP COMMIS-
SION.

(a) REESTABLISHMENT.—The commission es-
tablished pursuant to title XIV of the Floyd D.
Spence National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted into law by Public
Law 106-398; 114 Stat. 1654A-345), known as the
Commission to Assess the Threat to the United
States from Electromagnetic Pulse Attack, is
hereby reestablished.

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The Commission as reestab-
lished shall have the same membership as the
Commission had as of the date of the submission
of the report of the Commission pursuant to sec-
tion 1403(a) of such Act, as in effect before the
date of the enactment of this Act. Service on the
Commission is voluntary, and Commissioners
may elect to terminate their service on the Com-
mission.

(c) COMMISSION CHARTER DEFINED.—In this
section, the term ‘‘Commission charter’” means
title X1V of the Floyd D. Spence National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as
enacted into law by Public Law 106-398; 114
Stat. 16564A4-345 et seq.).

(d) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.—Section
1401 of the Commission charter (114 Stat. 1654 A—
345) is amended—

(1) by striking subsections (e) and (g);

(2) by redesignating subsections (b), (c), and
(d) as subsections (c), (d), and (e), respectively;

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection (b):
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“(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the Commis-
sion is to monitor, investigate, make rec-
ommendations, and report to Congress on the
evolving threat to the United States from elec-
tromagnetic pulse (hereinafter in this title re-
ferred to as ‘EMP’) attack resulting from the
detonation of a nuclear weapon or weapons at
high altitude.’’;

(4) in subsection (c), as redesignated by para-
graph (2), by striking the second and third sen-
tences and inserting ‘‘In the event of a vacancy
in the membership of the Commission, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall appoint a new member.”’;
and

(5) in subsection (d), as redesignated by para-
graph (2), by striking “‘pulse (hereafter’ and all
that follows and inserting ‘‘pulse effects referred
to in subsection (b).”.

(e) DUTIES OF COMMISSION.—Section 1402 of
the Commission chavrter (114 Stat. 1654A-346) is
amended to read as follows:

“SEC. 1402. DUTIES OF COMMISSION.

“The Commission shall on an ongoing basis
assess the following:

“(1) The nature and magnitude of potential
EMP threats to the United States from terrorists
and all other potentially hostile actors.

“(2) The proliferation of technology relevant
to the EMP threat.

“(3) The vulnerability of electric-dependent
military systems and other electric-dependent
systems in the United States to an EMP attack,
giving special attention to the progress, or lack
of progress, by the Department of Defense, other
Government departments and agencies of the
United States, and entities of the private sector
in taking steps to protect such systems from
such an attack.”.

(f) REPORT.—Section 1403 of the Commission
charter (114 Stat. 1654A4-345) is amended to read
as follows:

“SEC. 1403. REPORTS.

““(a) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than March
1 each year (beginning in 2007 and ending three
years later), the Commission shall submit to
Congress an annual report providing the Com-
mission’s current assessment of the matters spec-
ified in section 1402.

““(b) ADDITIONAL REPORTS.—The Commission
may submit to Congress additional reports at
such other times as the Commission considers
appropriate.

““(c) CONTENT OF REPORTS.—Each annual re-
port under subsection (a) shall include rec-
ommendations for any steps the Commission be-
lieves should be taken by the United States to
better protect systems referred to in section
1402(3) from an EMP attack.’’.

(9) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The heading for
subsection (c) of section 1405 of the Commission
charter (114 Stat. 1654A4-347) is amended by
striking ‘‘Commission’’ and inserting ‘‘Panels’.

(h) COMMISSION PERSONNEL MATTERS.—Sec-
tion 1406(c)(2) of the Commission charter (114
Stat. 1654A-347) is amended by striking ‘‘for
grade GS-15 of the General Schedule’”’ and in-
serting ‘‘for senior level and scientific or profes-
sional positions”.

(i) FUNDING.—Section 1408 of the Commission
charter (114 Stat. 1654A-348) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘for any fiscal year’ after
“activities of the Commission’’; and

(2) by striking “‘for fiscal year 2001’ and in-
serting “‘for that fiscal year’.

(7)) TERMINATION OF COMMISSION.—Section
1409 of the Commission charter (114 Stat. 1654 A—
348) is amended by striking ‘60 days’’ and all
that follows through ‘‘section 1403(a)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘on May 1, 2010°°.

SEC. 1043. MODERNIZATION OF AUTHORITY RE-
LATING TO SECURITY OF DEFENSE
PROPERTY AND FACILITIES.

Section 21 of the Internal Security Act of 1950

(50 U.S.C. 797) is amended to read as follows:
“PENALTY FOR VIOLATION OF SECURITY
REGULATIONS AND ORDERS

“SEC. 21. (a) MISDEMEANOR VIOLATION OF DE-
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‘(1) MISDEMEANOR.—Whoever willfully vio-
lates any defense property security regulation
shall be fined under title 18, United States Code,
or imprisoned not more than one year, or both.

““(2) DEFENSE PROPERTY SECURITY REGULATION
DESCRIBED.—For purposes of paragraph (1), a
defense property security regulation is a prop-
erty security regulation that, pursuant to lawful
authority—

““(A) shall be or has been promulgated or ap-
proved by the Secretary of Defense (or by a mili-
tary commander designated by the Secretary of
Defense or by a military officer, or a civilian of-
ficer or employee of the Department of Defense,
holding a senior Department of Defense director
position designated by the Secretary of Defense)
for the protection or security of Department of
Defense property; or

‘““(B) shall be or has been promulgated or ap-
proved by the Administrator of the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration for the
protection or security of NASA property.

‘““(3) PROPERTY SECURITY REGULATION DE-
SCRIBED.—For purposes of paragraph (2), a
property security regulation, with respect to any
property, is a regulation—

““(A) relating to fire hazards, fire protection,
lighting, machinery, guard service, disrepair,
disuse, or other unsatisfactory conditions on
such property, or the ingress thereto or egress or
removal of persons therefrom; or

‘““(B) otherwise providing for safeguarding
such property against destruction, loss, or in-
jury by accident or by enemy action, sabotage,
or other subversive actions.

‘“(4) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection:

‘“(A) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PROPERTY.—
The term ‘Department of Defense property’
means covered property subject to the jurisdic-
tion, administration, or in the custody of the
Department of Defense, any Department or
agency of which that Department consists, or
any officer or employee of that Department or
agency.

““(B) NASA PROPERTY.—The term ‘NASA prop-
erty’ means covered property subject to the ju-
risdiction, administration, or in the custody of
the National Aeronautics and Space Adminis-
tration or any officer or employee thereof.

‘““(C) COVERED PROPERTY.—The term ‘covered
property’ means aircraft, airports, airport facili-
ties, vessels, harbors, ports, piers, water-front
facilities, bases, forts, posts, laboratories, sta-
tions, vehicles, equipment, explosives, or other
property or places.

“(D) REGULATION AS INCLUDING ORDER.—The
term ‘regulation’ includes an order.

‘““(b) POSTING.—Any regulation or order cov-
ered by subsection (a) shall be posted in con-
spicuous and appropriate places.’.

SEC. 1044. REVISION OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE COUNTERINTELLIGENCE
POLYGRAPH PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1564a of title 10,
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“§1564a. Counterintelligence polygraph pro-

gram

“(a) AUTHORITY FOR PROGRAM.—The Sec-
retary of Defense may carry out a program for
the administration of counterintelligence poly-
graph examinations to persons described in sub-
section (b). The program shall be conducted in
accordance with the standards specified in sub-
section (e).

‘““(b) PERSONS COVERED.—Except as provided
in subsection (d), the following persons, if their
duties are described in subsection (c), are sub-
ject to this section:

‘(1) Military and civilian personnel of the De-
partment of Defense.

““(2) Personnel of defense contractors.

“(3) A person assigned or detailed to the De-
partment of Defense.

‘““(4) An applicant for a position in the De-
partment of Defense.

“(c) COVERED TYPES OF DUTIES.—The Sec-
retary of Defense may provide, under standards
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established by the Secretary, that a person de-
scribed in subsection (b) is subject to this section
if that person’s duties involve—

“(1) access to information that—

‘““(A) has been classified at the level of top se-
cret; or

‘““(B) is designated as being within a special
access program under section 4.4(a) of Executive
Order 12958 (or a successor Executive order); or

“(2) assistance in an intelligence or military
mission in a case in which the unauthorized dis-
closure or manipulation of information, as de-
termined under standards established by the
Secretary of Defense, could reasonably be ex-
pected to—

“(A) jeopardize human life or safety;

““(B) result in the loss of unique or uniquely
productive intelligence sources or methods vital
to United States security; or

‘“(C) compromise technologies, operational
plans, or security procedures vital to the stra-
tegic advantage of the United States and its al-
lies.

“(d) EXCEPTIONS FROM COVERAGE FOR CER-
TAIN INTELLIGENCE AGENCIES AND FUNCTIONS.—
This section does not apply to the following per-
SOns:

‘(1) A person assigned or detailed to the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency or to an expert or con-
sultant under a contract with the Central Intel-
ligence Agency.

““(2) A person who is—

‘“(A) employed by or assigned or detailed to
the National Security Agency;

‘“‘(B) an expert or consultant under contract
to the National Security Agency;

‘“(C) an employee of a contractor of the Na-
tional Security Agency, or

‘““(D) a person applying for a position in the
National Security Agency.

“(3) A person assigned to a space where sen-
sitive cryptographic information is produced,
processed, or stored.

‘““(4) A person employed by, or assigned or de-
tailed to, an office within the Department of De-
fense for the collection of specialiced mational
foreign intelligence through reconnaissance pro-
grams or a contractor of such an office.

““(e) STANDARDS.—(1) Polygraph examinations
conducted under this section shall comply with
all applicable laws and regulations.

“(2) Such examinations may be authoriced for
any of the following purposes:

“(A) To assist in determining the initial eligi-
bility for duties described in subsection (c) of,
and aperiodically thereafter, on a random basis,
to assist in determining the continued eligibility
of, persons described in subsections (b) and (c).

‘““(B) With the consent of, or upon the request
of, the examinee, to—

‘(i) resolve serious credible derogatory infor-
mation developed in connection with a per-
sonnel security investigation; or

““(ii) exculpate him- or herself of allegations or
evidence arising in the course of a counterintel-
ligence or personnel security investigation.

‘“(C) To assist, in a limited number of cases
when operational exigencies require the imme-
diate use of a person’s services before the com-
pletion of a personnel security investigation, in
determining the interim eligibility for duties de-
scribed in subsection (c) of the person.

““(3) Polygraph examinations conducted under
this section shall provide adequate safeguards,
prescribed by the Secretary of Defense, for the
protection of the rights and privacy of persons
subject to this section under subsection (b) who
are considered for or administered polygraph ex-
aminations under this section. Such safeguards
shall include the following:

‘““(A) The examinee shall receive timely notifi-
cation of the examination and its intended pur-
pose and may only be given the examination
with the consent of the examinee.

‘“‘(B) The examinee shall be advised of the
examinee’s right to consult with legal counsel.

“(C) All questions asked concerning the mat-
ter at issue, other than technical questions nec-
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essary to the polygraph technique, must have a
relevance to the subject of the inquiry.

“(f) OVERSIGHT.—(1) The Secretary shall es-
tablish a process to monitor responsible and ef-
fective application of polygraph examinations
within the Department of Defense.

“(2) The Secretary shall make information on
the use of polygraphs within the Department of
Defense available to the congressional defense
committees.

“(9) POLYGRAPH RESEARCH PROGRAM.—The
Secretary shall carry out a continuing research
program to support the polygraph examination
activities of the Department of Defense. The
program shall include the following:

“(1) An on-going evaluation of the validity of
polygraph techniques used by the Department.

““(2) Research on polygraph countermeasures
and anti- countermeasures.

“(3) Developmental research on polygraph
techniques, instrumentation, and analytic meth-
ods.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE; IMPLEMENTATION.—The
amendment made by subsection (a) shall apply
with respect to polygraph examinations admin-
istered beginning on the date of the enactment
of this Act.

SEC. 1045. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR RE-
PORT TO CONGRESS REGARDING
GLOBAL STRIKE CAPABILITY.

(a) REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR ANNUAL UP-
DATE TO PLAN FOR GLOBAL STRIKE CAPA-
BILITY.— Subsection (a) of section 1032 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2004 (Public Law 108-136; 117 Stat. 1605; 10
U.S.C. 113 note) is amended by striking the sec-
ond sentence.

(b) REPEAL OF 2006 REPORT REQUIREMENT.—
Subsection (b)(1) of such section is amended by
striking ¢, 2005, and 2006’ and inserting ‘‘and
2005°".

SEC. 1046. TECHNICAL AND CLERICAL AMEND-
MENTS.

(a) AMENDMENTS RELATING TO DEFINITION OF
CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES.—

(1) Chapter 169 of title 10, United States Code,
is amended as follows:

(A) Paragraph (4) of section 2801(c) is amend-
ed to read as follows:

““(4) The term ‘congressional defense commit-
tees’ includes, with respect to any project to be
carried out by, or for the use of, an intelligence
component of the Department of Defense—

“(A) the Permanent Select Committee on In-
telligence of the House of Representatives; and

‘“(B) the Select Committee on Intelligence of
the Senate.”.

(B) The following sections are amended by
striking ‘‘appropriate committees of Congress’
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘congres-
sional defense committees’’: sections 2803(b),
2804(b), 2805(b)(2), 2806(c)(2), 2807(b), 2807(c),
2808(b), 2809(f)(1), 2811(a), 2812(c)(1)(A), 2813(c),
2814(a)(2)(A), 2814(g)(1), 2825(b)(1), 2827(b),
2828(f), 2837(c)(2), 2853(c)(2), 2854(b), 2854a(c)(1),
2865(e)(2),  2866(c)(2), 2875(e),  2881a(d)(2),
2881a(e), 2883(f), and 2884(a).

(C) Section 2835 is amended by adding at the
end the following new subsection:

““(i) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘appropriate
committees of Congress’ means the congressional
defense committees and, with respect to the
Coast Guard, the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation of the Senate.’’.

(D) Section 2836 is amended by adding at the
end the following new subsection:

“(h) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CONGRESS
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘appropriate
committees of Congress’ means the congressional
defense committees and, with respect to the
Coast Guard, the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation of the Senate.”.

(2) Section 2694a of such title is amended—
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(4) in subsection (e), by striking ‘“‘appropriate
committees of Congress’’ and inserting ‘‘congres-
sional defense committees’’; and

(B) in subsection (i), by striking paragraph (1)
and redesignating paragraphs (2), (3), and (4) as
paragraphs (1), (2), and (3), respectively.

(b) AMENDMENTS RELATING TO DEFINITION OF
BASE CLOSURE LAWS.—

(1) Section 2694a(i) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking paragraph (2).

(2) Paragraph (1) of section 1333(i) of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160; 10 U.S.C. 2701
note) is amended to read as follows:

‘““(1) BASE CLOSURE LAW.—The term ‘base clo-
sure law’ has the meaning given such term in
section 101(a)(17) of title 10, United States
Code.”’.

(3) Subsection (b) of section 2814 of the Mili-
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1995 (division B of Public Law 103-337; 10
U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended to read as follows:

“(b) BASE CLOSURE LAW DEFINED.—In this
section, the term ‘base closure law’ has the
meaning given such term in section 101(a)(17) of
title 10, United States Code.”’.

(4) Subsection (c) of section 3341 of title 5,
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:

‘““(c) For purposes of this section, the term
‘base closure law’ has the meaning given such
term in section 101(a)(17) of title 10.”".

(5) Chapter 5 of title 40, United States Code,
is amended—

(A) in section 554(a)(1), by striking ‘‘means’’
and all that follows and inserting ‘‘has the
meaning given that term in section 101(a)(17) of
title 10.”’; and

(B) in section 572(b)(1)(B), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion  2667(h)(2)”’ and inserting = ‘‘section
101(a)(17) of title 10”.

(6) The Act of November 13, 2000, entitled ‘“‘An
Act to Amend the Organic Act of Guam, and for
other purposes’ (Public Law 106-504, 114 Stat.
2309) is amended by striking paragraph (2) of
section 1(c) and inserting the following new
paragraph (2):

““(2) The term ‘base closure law’ has the mean-
ing given such term in section 101(a)(17) of title
10, United States Code.”’.

(c) DEFINITION OF STATE FOR PURPOSES OF
SECTION 26944.—Subsection (i) of section 2694a
of title 10, United States Code, as amended by
subsections (a)(2)(B) and (b)(1), is further
amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) as
paragraphs (1) and (2), respectively; and

(2) in paragraph (2), as so redesignated, by
striking ‘‘and the territories and possessions of
the United States’ and inserting *‘, Guam, the
Virgin Islands, and American Samoa’.

(d) OTHER MISCELLANEOUS CORRECTIONS TO
TiTLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE.—Title 10,
United States Code, is amended as follows:

(1) Section 101(e)(4)(B)(ii) is amended by strik-
ing the comma after ‘“‘bulk explosives’ .

(2) Section 127b(d)(1) is amended by striking
“polices’ in the second sentence and inserting
“policies’’.

(3) Section 1732 is amended—

(4) in subsection (c)—

(i) by striking ““(b)(2)(A) and (b)(2)(B)” in
paragraphs (1) and (2) and inserting “(b)(1)(4)
and (b)(I1)(B)”’; and

(ii) by striking paragraph (3); and

(B) in subsection (d)(2), by striking
“(b)(2)(A)(ii)” and inserting ‘“(b)(1)(A)(ii)”’.

(4) Section 2410n(b) is amended by striking
‘“‘compeititon’’ in the second sentence and in-
serting ‘‘competition”’.

(5) Section 2507(d) is amended by striking
“‘section (a)”’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (a)’’.

(6) Section 2665(a) is amended by striking
“under section 2664 of this title’’.

(7) Section 2703(b) is amended by striking
“The terms ‘unexploded ordnance’, ‘discarded
military munitions’, and’’ and inserting ‘‘In this
subsection, the terms ‘discarded military muni-
tions’ and’’.
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(8) Section 2773a(a) is amended by inserting
“by’’ after ‘‘incorrect payment made’’ in the
first sentence.

(9) Section 2801(d) is amended by striking
“‘sections 2830 and 2835 and inserting ‘‘sections
2830, 2835, and 2836 of this chapter’’.

(10) Section 2881a(f) is amended by striking
“Notwithstanding section 2885 of this title, the”’
and inserting ‘‘“The’’.

(11) Section 3084 is amended by striking the
semicolon in the section heading and inserting a
colon.

(e) RONALD W. REAGAN NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2005.—
The Bob Stump National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2003 (Public Law 108-375) is
amended as follows:

(1) Section 513(c)(2)(C) (118 Stat. 1881) is
amended by striking ‘‘404(a)(4)”’ and inserting
“416(a)(4)”.

(2) Section 1105(h) (118 Stat. 2075) is amended
by striking ‘(21 U.S.C.” and inserting ‘(20
U.S.C.”.

(f) BOB STUMP NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHOR-
IZATION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2003.—The Bob
Stump National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2003 (Public Law 107-314) is amend-
ed as follows:

(1) Section 314 (116 Stat. 2508) is amended—

(A) in subsection (d), by striking ‘(40 U.S.C.”’
and inserting ‘(42 U.S.C. ”’; and

(B) in subsection (e)(2), by striking
U.S.C.”” and inserting ‘(42 U.S.C.)"".

(2) Section 635(a) (116 Stat. 2574) is amended
by inserting ‘‘the first place it appears’ after
“by striking ‘a claim’”’.

(9) NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT
FOR FISCAL YEAR 1994.—Section 1605(a)(4) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1994 (22 U.S.C. 2751 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘Logisitics™ in the first sentence and
inserting ‘‘Logistics’’.

(h) TITLE 38, UNITED STATES CODE.—Section
8111(b)(1) of title 38, United States Code, is
amended by inserting ‘‘of 1993 after ‘‘the Gov-
ernment Performance and Results Act’’.

SEC. 1047. DELETION OF OBSOLETE DEFINITIONS
IN TITLES 10 AND 32, UNITED
STATES CODE.

(a) DELETING OBSOLETE DEFINITION OF ‘‘TER-
RITORY” IN TITLE 10.—Title 10, United States
Code, is amended as follows:

(1) Section 101(a) is amended by striking para-
graph (2).

(2) The following sections are amended by

“(40

striking the terms “‘Territory or’’, ‘“‘or Terri-
tory”’, “‘a Territorial Department,”’, “‘or a Terri-
tory’’, “Territory and’, ‘‘its Territories,”’, and

“‘and Territories’’ each place they appear: sec-
tions 101(a)(3), 332, 822, 1072, 1103, 2671, 3037,
5148, 8037, 8074, 12204, and 12642.

(3) The following sections are amended by
striking the terms ‘‘Territory,” and ‘‘Terri-
tories,”’ each place they appear: sections 849,
858, 888, 2668, 2669, 7545, and 9773.

(4) Section 808 is amended by striking ‘‘Terri-
tory, Commonwealth, or possession,”’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘Commonwealth, possession,’’.

(5) The following sections are amended are by
striking ‘‘Territories, Commonwealths, or posses-
sions’’ each place it appears and inserting
“Commonwealths or possessions’: sections 846,
847, 2734, 3062, 3074, 4747, 4778, 5986, 7652, 7653,
8062, 9778, and 12406.

(6) The following sections are amended by
striking ‘‘Territories, Commonwealths, and pos-
sessions’ each place it appears and inserting
“Commonwealths and possessions’’: sections
3062, 3074, 4747, 4778, 8062, and 9778.

(7) Section 312 is amended by striking ‘‘States
and Territories, and Puerto Rico’’ and inserting
“States, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico,
Guam, and the Virgin Islands’’.

(8) Section 335 is amended by striking ‘‘the
unincorporated territories of”’.

(9) Sections 4301 and 9301 are amended by
striking ‘‘State or Territory, Puerto Rico, or the
District of Columbia’ each place it appears and
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inserting ‘‘State, the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico, the District of Columbia, Guam, or the
Virgin Islands’’.

(10) Sections 4685 and 9685 are amended by
striking ‘‘State or Territory concerned’ each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘State concerned
or Guam or the Virgin Islands’’ and by striking
“State and Territorial’’ each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘State, Guam, and the Virgin Is-
lands’’.

(11) Section 7851 is amended by striking
“States, the Territories, and the District of Co-
lumbia’ and inserting ‘‘States, the District of
Columbia, Guam, and the Virgin Islands’’.

(12) Section 7854 is amended by striking ‘‘any
State, any Territory, or the District of Colum-
bia’”’ and inserting ‘“‘any State, the District of
Columbia, Guam, or the Virgin Islands’’.

(b) DELETING OBSOLETE DEFINITION OF ‘‘TER-
RITORY” IN TITLE 32.—Title 32, United States
Code, is amended as follows:

(1) Paragraph (1) of section 101 is amended to
read as follows:

‘(1) For purposes of other laws relating to the
militia, the National Guard, the Army National
Guard of the United States, and the Air Na-
tional Guard of the United States, the term ‘Ter-
ritory’ includes Guam and the Virgin Islands.’’.

(2) Sections 103, 104(c), 314, 315, 708(d), and
711 are amended by striking ‘‘State and Terri-
tory, Puerto Rico and the District of Columbia’
and ‘‘State or Territory, Puerto Rico, and the
District of Columbia’ each place they appear
and inserting ‘‘State, the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico, the District of Columbia, Guam,
and the Virgin Islands’.

(3) Sections 104(d), 107, 109, 503, 703, 704, 710,
and 712 are amended by striking ‘‘State or Terri-
tory, Puerto Rico or the District of Columbia’
and ‘‘State or Territory, Puerto Rico, the Virgin
Islands or the District of Columbia’ each place
they appear and inserting ‘‘State, the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, the District of Columbia,
Guam, or the Virgin Islands’’.

(4) Sections 104(a), 505, 702(a), and 708(a) are
amended by striking ‘‘State or Territory and
Puerto Rico” and ‘‘State or Territory, Puerto
Rico” each place they appear and inserting
“State, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico,
Guam, and the Virgin Islands’’.

(5) Section 324 is amended by striking ‘‘State
or Territory of whose National Guard he is a
member, or by the laws of Puerto Rico, or the
District of Columbia, if he is a member of its Na-
tional Guard’ and inserting ‘‘State of whose
National Guard he is a member, or by the laws
of the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, or the
District of Columbia, Guam, or the Virgin Is-
lands, whose National Guard he is a member’’.

(6) Section 325 is amended by striking ‘‘State
or Territory, or of Puerto Rico’ and ‘‘State or
Territory or Puerto Rico’ each place they ap-
pear and inserting ‘‘State, or of the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, Guam, or the Virgin Is-
lands’’.

(7) Sections 326, 327, and 501 are amended by
striking ‘‘States and Territories, Puerto Rico,
and the District of Columbia’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘States, the Commonwealth
of Puerto Rico, the District of Columbia, Guam,
and the Virgin Islands’’.

TITLE XI—CIVILIAN PERSONNEL MATTERS

1101. Extension of eligibility to continue Federal
employee health benefits.

1102. Extension of Department of Defense vol-
untary reduction in force author-
ity.

1103. Extension of authority to make lump sum
severence payments.

1104. Authority for heads of agencies to allow
shorter length of required service
by Federal employees after com-
pletion of training.

1105. Authority to waive annual limitation on
total compensation paid to Fed-
eral civilian employees.

1106. Transportation of family members incident
to repatriation of Federal employ-
ees held captive.
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1107. Permanent extension of Science, Mathe-
matics, and Research for Trans-
formation (SMART) Defense
Scholarship Program.

SEC. 1101. EXTENSION OF ELIGIBILITY TO CON-

TINUE FEDERAL EMPLOYEE HEALTH
BENEFITS.

Section 8905a(d)(4)(B) of title 5, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘October 1, 2006’
and inserting ‘‘October 1, 2010”’; and

(2) in clause (ii)—

(4) by striking “February 1, 2007’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘February 1, 2011°°; and

(B) by striking ‘“‘October 1, 2006 and insert-
ing ““‘October 1, 2010"".

SEC. 1102. EXTENSION OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-

FENSE VOLUNTARY REDUCTION IN
FORCE AUTHORITY.

Section 3502(f)(5) of title 5, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘September 30,
2005 and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2010°°.

SEC. 1103. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO MAKE

LUMP SUM SEVERENCE PAYMENTS.

Section 5595(i)(4) of title 5, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘“‘October 1, 2006’
and inserting ‘‘October 1, 2010°°.

SEC. 1104. AUTHORITY FOR HEADS OF AGENCIES

TO ALLOW SHORTER LENGTH OF RE-
QUIRED SERVICE BY FEDERAL EM-
PLOYEES AFTER COMPLETION OF
TRAINING.

Section 4108 of title 5, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) as
subsections (c) and (d);

(2) by striking ‘‘subsection (b)’’ in subsection
(d) (as so redesignated) and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (c)”’; and

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection (b):

‘“(b) The head of an agency that authorized
training for an employee may require a period of
service for the employee that is shorter than the
period required under subsection (a)(1) if the
head of the agency determines it is in the best
interests of the agency to require a shorter pe-
riod. ”.

SEC. 1105. AUTHORITY TO WAIVE ANNUAL LIMITA-

TION ON TOTAL COMPENSATION
PAID TO FEDERAL CIVILIAN EM-
PLOYEES.

(a) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—During 2006 and
notwithstanding section 5547 of title 5, United
States Code, the head of an executive agency
may waive, subject to subsection (b), the limita-
tion established in that section for total com-
pensation (including limitations on the aggre-
gate of basic pay and premium pay payable in
a calendar year) of an employee who performs
work while in an overseas location that is in the
area of responsibility of the commander of the
United States Central Command, in direct sup-
port of or directly related to a military operation
(including a contingency operation as defined
in section 101(13) of title 10, United States
Code).

(b) $200,000 MAXIMUM TOTAL COMPENSA-
TION.—The total compensation of an employee
whose pay is covered by a waiver under sub-
section (a) may not exceed $200,000 in a cal-
endar year.

(c) ADDITIONAL PAY NOT CONSIDERED BASIC
PAY.—To the extent that a waiver under sub-
section (a) results in payment of additional pre-
mium pay of a type that is normally creditable
as basic pay for retirement or any other pur-
pose, such additional pay—

(1) shall not be considered to be basic pay for
any purpose; and

(2) shall not be used in computing a lump sum
payment for accumulated and accrued annual
leave under section 5551 of title 5, United States
Code.
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SEC. 1106. TRANSPORTATION OF FAMILY MEM-
BERS INCIDENT TO REPATRIATION
OF FEDERAL EMPLOYEES HELD CAP-
TIVE.

(a) ALLOWANCES AUTHORIZED.—Chapter 57 of
title 5, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new section:
“§5760. Travel and transportation allow-

ances: transportation of family members in-

cident to repatriation of employees held
captive

“(a) ALLOWANCES AUTHORIZED.—(1) The head
of an agency may provide the travel and trans-
portation allowances described in subsection (c)
to not more than three family members of an em-
ployee as defined in section 2105 of this title
who—

‘“(A) was held captive, as determined by the
head of the agency, and

‘““(B) is repatriated to a site in or outside the
United States.

“(2) In circumstances determined to be appro-
priate by the head of the agency concerned, the
head of the agency may waive the limitation on
the number of family members provided travel
and transportation allowances under this sec-
tion.

‘““(b) ELIGIBLE PERSONS.—(1) In this section,
the term ‘family member’ has the meaning given
that term in section 411h(b) of title 37.

‘““(2) The head of an agency may also provide
such travel and transportation allowances to an
attendant who accompanies a family member if
the head of the agency determines that—

“(A) the family member is unable to travel un-
attended because of age, physical condition, or
other justifiable reason; and

““(B) mo other family member who is receiving
the allowances under this section is able to serve
as an attendant for the family member.

“(3) If no family member is able to travel to
the repatriation site, the head of the agency
concerned may provide the travel and transpor-
tation allowances to not more than two persons
who are related to the member (but who do not
satisfy the definition of family member) and are
selected by the member.

‘““(c) ALLOWANCES DESCRIBED.—(1) The trans-
portation authorized by subsection (a) is round-
trip transportation between—

‘“(A) the home of the family member (or the
home of an attendant or other person provided
transportation pursuant to paragraph (2) or (3)
of subsection (b)); and

“(B) the location of the repatriation site or
other location determined to be appropriate by
the head of the agency concerned.

““(2) In addition to the transportation author-
ized by subsection (a), the head of an agency
may provide a per diem allowance or reimburse-
ment for the actual and necessary expenses of
the travel, or a combination thereof, but not to
exceed the rates established under section 404(d)
of title 37.

‘“‘(d) PROVISION OF ALLOWANCES.—(1) The
transportation authorized by subsection (a) may
be provided by any of the following means:

““(A) Transportation in-kind.

“(B) A monetary allowance in place of trans-
portation in-kind at a rate to be prescribed by
the heads of the agencies concerned.

“(C) Reimbursement for the commercial cost of
transportation.

“(2) An allowance payable under this sub-
section may be paid in advance.

‘“(3) Reimbursement payable under this sub-
section may not exceed the cost of government-
procured commercial round-trip air travel.

‘““(e) REGULATIONS.—The heads of the agencies
concerned shall prescribe uniform regulations to
carry out this section.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 57 of title 5,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new item:

“5760. Travel and transportation allowances:
transportation of family members
incident to repatriation of em-
ployees held captive.”.
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SEC. 1107. PERMANENT EXTENSION OF SCIENCE,
MATHEMATICS, AND RESEARCH FOR
TRANSFORMATION  (SMART) DE-
FENSE SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM.

(a) PERMANENT EXTENSION.—Section 1105 of
the Ronald W. Reagan National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (Public Law
108-375; 118 Stat. 2074; 10 U.S.C. 2192 note) is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘pilot” each place it appears in
the section and subsection headings and the
text;

(2) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking ““(1)”’; and

(B) by striking paragraph (2); and

(3) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘“‘under-
graduate’ and inserting ‘‘associates degree, un-
dergraduate degree,’’; and

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

“(3) Financial assistance provided under a
scholarship awarded under this section may be
paid directly to the recipient of such scholarship
or to an administering entity for disbursement of
the funds.”’.

(b) CODIFICATION.—

(1) AMENDMENT TO TITLE 10.—Chapter 111 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(A) by inserting after section 2192 the fol-
lowing:

“§2192a. Science, Mathematics, and Research
for Transformation (SMART) Defense Schol-
arship Program”; and
(B) by transferring and inserting the text of

section 1105 of the Ronald W. Reagan National

Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005

(Public Law 108-375; 118 Stat. 2074; 10 U.S.C.

2192 note), as amended by subsection (a), so as

to appear below the section heading for section

2192a, as added by subparagraph (A).

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
2192 the following new item:

“2192a. Science, Mathematics, and Research for

Transformation (SMART) Defense
Scholarship Program.”.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 1105 of
the Ronald W. Reagan National Defense Au-
thorication Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (Public Law
108-375; 118 Stat. 2074; 10 U.S.C. 2192 note) is
amended by striking subsections (a), (b), (c), (d),
(e), (), and (h).

TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO
FOREIGN NATIONS
Subtitle A—Assistance and Training
1201. Extension of humanitarian and civic as-
sistance provided to host nations
in conjunction with military oper-
ations.

Commanders’ Emergency Response Pro-
gram.

Military educational exchanges between
senior officers and officials of the
United States and Taiwan.

Modification of geographic restriction
under bilateral and regional co-
operation programs for payment
of certain expenses of defense per-
sonnel of developing countries.

Authority for Department of Defense to
enter into acquisition and Cross-
servicing agreements with re-
gional organizations of which the
United States is not a member.

Two-year extension of authority for pay-
ment of certain administrative
services and support for coalition
liaison officers.

Subtitle B—Nonproliferation Matters and

Countries of Concern

1211. Report on acquisition by Iran of nuclear
weapons.

1212. Procurement sanctions against foreign
persons that transfer certain de-
fense articles and services to the
People’s Republic of China.

1202.

1203.

1204.

1205.

1206.
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1213. Prohibition on procurements from Com-
munist Chinese military compa-
nies.

Subtitle C—Other Matters

1221. Purchase of weapons overseas for force
protection purposes.

1222. Requirement for establishment of certain
criteria applicable to on-going
Global Posture Review.

Subtitle A—Assistance and Training
SEC. 1201. EXTENSION OF HUMANITARIAN AND
CIVIC ASSISTANCE PROVIDED TO
HOST NATIONS IN CONJUNCTION
WITH MILITARY OPERATIONS.

(a) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF ASSISTANCE
FOR CLEARANCE OF LANDMINES, ETC.—Sub-
section (c)(3) of section 401 of title 10, United
States Code is amended by striking ‘$5,000,000’
and inserting “‘$10,000,000"".

(b) EXTENSION AND CLARIFICATION OF TYPES
OF HEALTH CARE AUTHORIZED.—Subsection
(e)(1) of such section is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘surgical,”’ before ‘‘dental,”
both places it appears; and

(2) by inserting *‘, including education, train-
ing, and technical assistance related to the care
provided’’ before the period at the end.

SEC. 1202. COMMANDERS’ EMERGENCY RESPONSE
PROGRAM.

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2006 AUTHORITY.—During fis-
cal year 2006, from funds made available to the
Department of Defense for operation and main-
tenance pursuant to title XV, not to exceed
$500,000,000 may be used by the Secretary of De-
fense to provide funds—

(1) for the Commanders’ Emergency Response
Program established by the Administrator of the
Coalition Provisional Authority for the purpose
of enabling United States military commanders
in Iraq to respond to urgent humanitarian relief
and reconstruction requirements within their
areas of responsibility by carrying out programs
that will immediately assist the Iraqi people;
and

(2) for a similar program to assist the people
of Afghanistan.

(b) QUARTERLY REPORTS.—Not later than 15
days after the end of each fiscal-year quarter,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report regarding
the source of funds and the allocation and use
of funds during that quarter that were made
available pursuant to the authority provided in
this section or under any other provision of law
for the purposes stated in subsection (a).

(c) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—Funds au-
thoriced for the Commanders’ Emergency Re-
sponse Program by this section may not be used
to provide goods, services, or funds to national
armies, national guard forces, border security
forces, civil defense forces, infrastructure pro-
tection forces, highway patrol units, police, spe-
cial police, or intelligence or other security
forces.

(d) SECRETARY OF DEFENSE GUIDANCE.—Not
later than 90 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall
issue to the commander of the United States
Central Command detailed guidance concerning
the types of activities for which United States
military commanders in Iraq may use funds
under the Commanders’ Emergency Response
Program to respond to urgent relief and recon-
struction requirements and the terms under
which such funds may be expended. The Sec-
retary shall simultaneously provide a copy of
that guidance to the congressional defense com-
mittees.

SEC. 1203. MILITARY EDUCATIONAL EXCHANGES
BETWEEN SENIOR OFFICERS AND
OFFICIALS OF THE UNITED STATES
AND TAIWAN.

(a) DEFENSE EXCHANGES.—The Secretary of
Defense shall undertake a program of senior
military officer and senior official exchanges
with Taiwan designed to improve Taiwan’s de-
fenses against the People’s Liberation Army of
the People’s Republic of China.
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(b) EXCHANGES DESCRIBED.—For the purposes
of this section, the term ‘‘exchange’ means an
activity, exercise, event, or observation oppor-
tunity between Armed Forces personnel or De-
partment of Defense officials of the United
States and armed forces personnel and officials
of Taiwan.

(c) FOCcUS OF EXCHANGES.—The senior military
officer and senior official exchanges undertaken
pursuant to subsection (a) shall include ex-
changes focused on the following, especially as
they relate to defending Taiwan against poten-
tial submarine attack and potential missile at-
tack:

(1) Threat analysis.

(2) Military doctrine.

(3) Force planning.

(4) Logistical support.

(5) Intelligence collection and analysis.

(6) Operational tactics, techniques, and proce-
dures.

(d) CIVIL-MILITARY AFFAIRS.—The senior mili-
tary officer and senior official exchanges under-
taken pursuant to subsection (a) shall include
activities and exercises focused on civil-military
relations, including parliamentary relations.

(e) LOCATION OF EXCHANGES.—The senior
military officer and senior official exchanges
undertaken pursuant to subsection (a) shall be
conducted in both the United States and Tai-
wan.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this section:

(1) The term ‘‘senior military officer’ means a
general or flag officer of the Armed Forces on
active duty.

(2) The term ‘‘senior official’”’ means a civilian
official of the Department of Defense at the
level of Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense
or above.

SEC. 1204. MODIFICATION OF GEOGRAPHIC RE-
STRICTION UNDER BILATERAL AND
REGIONAL COOPERATION PRO-
GRAMS FOR PAYMENT OF CERTAIN
EXPENSES OF DEFENSE PERSONNEL
OF DEVELOPING COUNTRIES.

Section 1051(b)(1) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘to and’’ after ‘‘in connection
with travel”’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘in which the developing coun-
try is located’” and inserting ‘‘in which the
meeting for which expenses are authorized is lo-
cated’’.

SEC. 1205. AUTHORITY FOR DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE TO ENTER INTO ACQUISITION
AND CROSS-SERVICING AGREE-
MENTS WITH REGIONAL ORGANIZA-
TIONS OF WHICH THE UNITED
STATES IS NOT A MEMBER.

Subchapter I of chapter 138 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘“‘of which
the United States is a member’” in sections
2341(1), 2342(a)(1)(C), and 2344(b)(4).

SEC. 1206. TWO-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY
FOR PAYMENT OF CERTAIN ADMINIS-
TRATIVE SERVICES AND SUPPORT
FOR COALITION LIAISON OFFICERS.

Section 1051a(e) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘September 30,
2005’ and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2007"°.

Subtitle B—Nonproliferation Matters and

Countries of Concern
SEC. 1211. REPORT ON ACQUISITION BY IRAN OF
NUCLEAR WEAPONS.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) the Iran Nonproliferation Act of 2000 (Pub-
lic Law 106-178) has been a critical tool in pre-
venting the spread of weapons of mass destruc-
tion and their associated delivery systems to
Iran;

(2) the prevention of the development by Iran
of weapons of mass destruction and their associ-
ated delivery systems remains the paramount
policy goal of the United States with respect to
matters associated with Iran; and

(3) the Iran Nonproliferation Act of 2000
should not be weakened by creating exceptions
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to requirements of such Act that are intended to
serve lesser policy priorities.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than nine months after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Defense and Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff shall submit to Congress a report
that examines the strategic and military impli-
cations of the acquisition by Iran of nuclear
weapons during the five-year period beginning
on the date of the enactment of this Act. The re-
port shall include the following:

(1) An assessment of the acquisition by Iran of
nuclear weapons on the balance of power
among states within the area of responsibility of
the United States Central Command.

(2) A description of the active and passive de-
fense systems of the United States that may be
able to counter such nuclear weapons based on
the future-years defense program under section
221 of title 10, United States Code, extant at the
time of the fiscal year 2005 defense budget re-
quest.

(3) A description of the military capabilities
that the United States possesses that would en-
able it to deal with the potential acquisition and
use of nuclear weapons by Iran within the area
of responsibility of the United States Central
Command.

(4) An assessment of Iran’s ability to deliver
and detonate nuclear weapons outside of the
area of responsibility of the United States Cen-
tral Command.

(5) A summary of the entities that have pro-
vided technology, knowledge, or assistance use-
ful in the efforts of Iran to develop weapons of
mass destruction or their associated delivery
systems during the ten-year period ending on
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(c) FORM.—The report described in subsection
(b) shall be submitted in unclassified form as ap-
propriate, with a classified annexr as necessary.
SEC. 1212. PROCUREMENT SANCTIONS AGAINST

FOREIGN PERSONS THAT TRANSFER
CERTAIN DEFENSE ARTICLES AND
SERVICES TO THE PEOPLE’S REPUB-
LIC OF CHINA.

(a) DECLARATION OF PoLICY.—Congress de-
clares that it is the policy of the United States
to deny the People’s Republic of China such de-
fense goods and defense technology that could
be used to threaten the United States or under-
mine the security of Taiwan or the stability of
the Western Pacific region.

(b) PROCUREMENT SANCTION.—(1) The Sec-
retary of Defense may not procure, by contract
or otherwise, any goods or services from—

(A) any foreign person the Secretary of De-
fense determines has, with actual knowledge, on
or after the date of the enactment of this Act,
exported, transferred, or otherwise provided to
governmental or nongovernmental entities of the
People’s Republic of China any item or class of
items on the United States Munitions List (or
any item or class of items that are identical,
substantially identical, or directly competitive to
an item or class of items on the United States
Munitions List); or

(B) any foreign person the Secretary of De-
fense determines—

(i) is a successor entity to a person referred to
in paragraph (1);

(ii) is a parent or subsidiary of a person re-
ferred to in paragraph (1); or

(iii) is an affiliate of a person referred to in
paragraph (1) if that affiliate is controlled in
fact by such person.

(2) The prohibition under paragraph (1) with
respect to a foreign person shall last for a period
of five years after a determination is made by
the Secretary of Defense with respect to that
person under paragraph (1)(A).

(c) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY OF LIST OF SANC-
TIONED PERSONS.—(1) The Secretary of Defense
shall annually publish in the Federal Register a
current list of any foreign persons sanctioned
under subsection (b). The removal of foreign
persons from, and the addition of foreign per-
sons to, the list shall also be so published.
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(2) The Secretary shall maintain the list pub-
lished wunder paragraph (1) on the Internet
website of the Department of Defense.

(d) REMOVAL FROM LIST OF SANCTIONED PER-
SONS.—The Secretary of Defense may remove a
person from the list of sanctioned persons re-
ferred to in subsection (c) only after the five-
year prohibition period imposed under Sub-
section (b) with respect to the person has ex-
pired.

(e) EXCEPTIONS.—(1) Subsection (b) shall not
apply—

(A) to contracts, or subcontracts under such
contracts, in existence on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, including options under such
contracts;

(B) if the Secretary of Defense determines in
writing that the person to which the sanctions
would otherwise be applied is a sole source sup-
plier of the goods or services being procured,
that the goods or services are essential, and that
alternative sources are not readily or reasonably
available;

(C) in the case of a contract for routine serv-
icing and maintenance, if the Secretary of De-
fense determines in writing alternative sources
for performing the contract are not readily or
reasonably available; or

(D) if the Secretary of Defense determines in
writing that goods or services proposed to be
procured under the contract are essential to the
national security of the United States.

(2) Determinations under paragraph (1) shall
be published in the Federal Register.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘foreign person’’ has the mean-
ing given the term in section 14 of the Iran and
Libya Sanctions Act of 1996 (50 U.S.C. 1701
note).

(2) The term ‘“‘United States Munitions List”’
means the list referred to in section 38(a)(1) of
the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C.
2778(a)(1)).

SEC. 1213. PROHIBITION ON PROCUREMENTS
FROM COMMUNIST CHINESE MILI-
TARY COMPANIES.

(a) PROHIBITION.—The Secretary of Defense
may mnot procure goods or Sservices, through a
contract or any subcontract (at any tier) under
a contract, from any Communist Chinese mili-
tary company.

(b) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
“Communist Chinese military company’’ has the
meaning provided that term by section 1237(b)(4)
of the Strom Thurmond National Defense Au-
thorication Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (50 U.S.C.
1701 note).

Subtitle C—Other Matters
SEC. 1221. PURCHASE OF WEAPONS OVERSEAS
FOR FORCE PROTECTION PURPOSES.

(a) PURCHASES IN COUNTRIES IN WHICH COM-
BAT OPERATIONS ARE ONGOING.—

(1) FORCE PROTECTION PURCHASES.—Chapter 3
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting after section 127b the following new sec-
tion:

“§127c. Purchase of weapons overseas: force
protection

‘“(a) AUTHORITY.—When elements of the
armed forces are engaged in ongoing military
operations in a country, the Secretary of De-
fense may, for the purpose of protecting United
States forces in that country, purchase weapons
from any foreign person, foreign government,
international organization, or other entity lo-
cated in that country.

““(b) LIMITATION.—The total amount expended
during any fiscal year for purchases under this
section may not exceed $15,000,000.

“(c) ANNUAL CONGRESSIONAL REPORT.—Not
later than 30 days after the end of each fiscal
year during which the authority under sub-
section (a) is used, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees a report on the use of that authority
during that fiscal year. Each such report shall
include the following:
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‘(1) The number and type of weapons pur-
chased during that fiscal year under subsection
(a), together with the amount spent for those
weapons and the Secretary’s estimate of the fair
market value of those weapons.

““(2) A description of the dispositions (if any)
during that fiscal year of weapons purchased
under subsection (a).”’.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
127b the following new item:

““127c. Purchase of weapons overseas: force
protection.”’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 127c of title 10,
United States Code, as added by subsection (a),
shall take effect on October 1, 2005.

SEC. 1222. REQUIREMENT FOR ESTABLISHMENT
OF CERTAIN CRITERIA APPLICABLE
TO ON-GOING GLOBAL POSTURE RE-
VIEW.

(a) CRITERIA.—AS part of the on-going review
of overseas basing plans being conducted within
the Department of Defense that is referred to as
the ““Global Posture Review’, the Secretary of
Defense shall develop criteria for assessing, with
respect to each type of facility specified in sub-
section (c), the following factors in deciding
whether to seek agreement with a foreign coun-
try to establish or maintain such a facility in
that country:

(1) The effect on strategic mobility of units de-
ployed to overseas locations in areas in which
United States Armed Forces have not tradition-
ally been deployed.

(2) The cost of deploying units to areas re-
ferred to in paragraph (1) on a rotational basis
(rather than on a permanent basing basis).

(3) The strategic benefit of rotational deploy-
ments through countries with which the United
States is developing a close or new security rela-
tionship.

(4) The relative speed and complexity of con-
ducting negotiations with a particular country.

(5) The appropriate and available funding
mechanisms for changes to specific Main Oper-
ating Bases, Forward Operating Bases, or Coop-
erative Security Locations.

(6) The effect on military quality of life of es-
tablishing or maintaining any of such types of
facilities.

(7) Other criteria as Secretary of Defense de-
termines appropriate.

(b) ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES TO BASING OR
OPERATING LOCATIONS.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall develop a mechanism for analyzing
alternatives to any particular overseas basing or
operating location. Such a mechanism shall in-
corporate the factors specified in paragraphs (1)
through (4) of subsection (a).

(c) MINIMAL INFRASTRUCTURE REQUIREMENTS
FOR OVERSEAS INSTALLATIONS.—The Secretary
of Defense shall develop a template of minimal
infrastructure requirements for each of the fol-
lowing types of facilities:

(1) Facilities categoriced as Main Operating
Bases.

(2) Facilities categorized as Forward Oper-
ating Bases.

(3) Facilities categorized as Cooperative Secu-
rity Locations.

(d) CONSULTATION WITH SENIOR MILITARY OF-
FICERS.—The Secretary of Defense shall carry
out subsections (a), (b), and (c) in consultation
with the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
and the commanders of the regional combatant
commands.

(e) ANNUAL BUDGET ELEMENT.—The Secretary
of Defense shall provide to Congress, as an ele-
ment of the annual budget request of the Sec-
retary, information regarding the funding
sources for changes to individual Main Oper-
ating Bases, Forward Operating Bases, or Coop-
erative Security Locations.

(f) REPORT.—Not later than March 30, 2006,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con-
gress a report on the matters specified in sub-
sections (a) through (c).
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TITLE XIII—COOPERATIVE THREAT RE-
DUCTION WITH STATES OF THE FORMER
SOVIET UNION

1301. Specification of Cooperative Threat Re-
duction programs and funds.

Funding allocations.

Authority to obligate weapons of mass de-
struction proliferation prevention
funds for nuclear weapons stor-
age security.

Extension of limited waiver of restrictions
on use of funds for threat reduc-
tion in states of the former Soviet
Union.

Report on elimination of impediments to
nuclear  threat-reduction  and
nonproliferation programs in the

Russian Federation.
SPECIFICATION OF COOPERATIVE
THREAT REDUCTION PROGRAMS
AND FUNDS.

(a) SPECIFICATION OF CTR PROGRAMS.—For
purposes of section 301 and other provisions of
this Act, Cooperative Threat Reduction pro-
grams are the programs specified in section
1501(b) of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law 104-201;
110 Stat. 2731; 50 U.S.C. 2362 note).

(b) FISCAL YEAR 2006 COOPERATIVE THREAT
REDUCTION FUNDS DEFINED.—As used in this
title, the term ‘‘fiscal year 2006 Cooperative
Threat Reduction funds’’ means the funds ap-
propriated pursuant to the authorication of ap-
propriations in section 301 for Cooperative
Threat Reduction programs.

(c) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Funds appro-
priated pursuant to the authorization of appro-
priations in section 301 for Cooperative Threat
Reduction programs shall be available for obli-
gation for three fiscal years.

SEC. 1302. FUNDING ALLOCATIONS.

(a) FUNDING FOR SPECIFIC PURPOSES.—Of the
$415,549,000 authorized to be appropriated to the
Department of Defense for fiscal year 2006 in
section 301(19) for Cooperative Threat Reduction
programs, the following amounts may be obli-
gated for the purposes specified:

(1) For strategic offensive arms elimination in
Russia, $78,900,000.

(2) For nuclear weapons storage security in
Russia, $74,100,000.

(3) For nuclear weapons transportation secu-
rity in Russia, $30,000,000.

(4) For weapons of mass destruction prolifera-
tion prevention in the states of the former Soviet
Union, $40,600,000.

(5) For chemical weapons destruction in Rus-
sia, $108,500,000.

(6) For biological weapons proliferation pre-
vention in the former Soviet Union, $60,849,000.

(7) For defense and military contacts,
$8,000,000.

(8) For activities designated as Other Assess-
ments/Administrative Support, $14,600,000.

(b) REPORT ON OBLIGATION OR EXPENDITURE
OF FUNDS FOR OTHER PURPOSES.—No fiscal year
2006 Cooperative Threat Reduction funds may
be obligated or exrpended for a purpose other
than a purpose listed in paragraphs (1) through
(8) of subsection (a) until 30 days after the date
that the Secretary of Defense submits to Con-
gress a report on the purpose for which the
funds will be obligated or expended and the
amount of funds to be obligated or expended.
Nothing in the preceding sentence shall be con-
strued as authorizing the obligation or expendi-
ture of fiscal year 2006 Cooperative Threat Re-
duction funds for a purpose for which the obli-
gation or expenditure of such funds is specifi-
cally prohibited under this title or any other
provision of law.

(¢) LIMITED AUTHORITY TO VARY INDIVIDUAL
AMOUNTS.—(1) Subject to paragraphs (2) and
(3), in any case in which the Secretary of De-
fense determines that it is necessary to do so in
the national interest, the Secretary may obligate
amounts appropriated for fiscal year 2006 for a

1302.
1303.

1304.

1305.
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purpose listed in any of the paragraphs in sub-
section (a) in excess of the specific amount au-
thorized for that purpose.

(2) An obligation of funds for a purpose stated
in any of the paragraphs in subsection (a) in ex-
cess of the specific amount authorized for such
purpose may be made using the authority pro-
vided in paragraph (1) only after—

(A) the Secretary submits to Congress notifica-
tion of the intent to do so together with a com-
plete discussion of the justification for doing so;
and

(B) 15 days have elapsed following the date of
the notification.

(3) The Secretary may not, under the author-
ity provided in paragraph (1), obligate amounts
for a purpose stated in any of paragraphs (5)
through (8) of subsection (a) in excess of 125
percent of the specific amount authorized for
such purpose.

SEC. 1303. AUTHORITY TO OBLIGATE WEAPONS
OF MASS DESTRUCTION PROLIFERA-
TION PREVENTION FUNDS FOR NU-
CLEAR WEAPONS STORAGE SECU-
RITY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), in
any case in which the Secretary of Defense de-
termines that it is necessary to do so in the na-
tional interest, the Secretary may obligate
amounts appropriated for fiscal year 2006 for
the purpose listed in subsection (c)(4) of section
1302 for the purpose listed in subsection (c)(2) of
that section.

(b) LIMITATION.—The authority provided in
subsection (a) may be used only after—

(1) the Secretary submits to Congress notifica-
tion of the intent to do so together with a com-
plete discussion of the justification for doing so;
and

(2) 15 days have elapsed following the date of
the notification.

SEC. 1304. EXTENSION OF LIMITED WAIVER OF
RESTRICTIONS ON USE OF FUNDS
FOR THREAT REDUCTION IN STATES
OF THE FORMER SOVIET UNION.

Section 1306 of the Bob Stump National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2003 (22
U.S.C. 5952 note) is amended by adding at the
end the following new subsection:

“(f) COVERAGE OF CALENDAR YEARS.—The au-
thority under subsection (a) applies with respect
to calendar years 2005, 2006, and 2007 in the
same manner as it applies to fiscal years. The
authority under this subsection shall expire on
December 31, 2007.”".

SEC. 1305. REPORT ON ELIMINATION OF IMPEDI-
MENTS TO NUCLEAR THREAT-RE-
DUCTION AND NONPROLIFERATION
PROGRAMS IN THE RUSSIAN FED-
ERATION.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that—

(1) despite the importance of programs and ac-
tivities to assist in securing nuclear weapons
and fissile materials in the states of the former
Soviet Union, the effective conduct of some pro-
grams and activities in the Russian Federation
is impeded by numerous legal and administra-
tive disagreements regarding a variety of issues,
including issues relating to access to sites, liabil-
ity, and taxation; and

(2) it has been possible to resolve disagree-
ments of that nature in other republics of the
former Soviet Union through committed and
high-level discussions between the United States
and those republics.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than November 1, 2006,
the President shall submit to Congress a report
on impediments in the states of the former Soviet
Union to the effective conduct of programs and
activities of the United States relating to secur-
ing nuclear weapons and fissile materials in
those states. The report shall—

(1) identify the impediments to the rapid, effi-
cient, and effective conduct of programs and ac-
tivities of the Department of Defense, the De-
partment of State, and the Department of En-
ergy to assist in securing such materials in those
states, including issues relating to access to
sites, liability, and taxation; and
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(2) describe the plans of the United States to
overcome or ameliorate such impediments, in-
cluding an identification and discussion of new
models and approaches that might be used to
develop new relationships with entities in Rus-
sia capable of assisting in removing or amelio-
rating those impediments, and any congres-
sional action that may be mnecessary for that
purpose.

TITLE XIV—CONTRACT DISPUTE
ENHANCEMENT

Subtitle A—General provisions
1411. Definitions.

Subtitle B—Establishment of civilian and
defense Boards of contract appeals

Establishment.

Membership.

Chairmen.

1424. Rulemaking authority.

1425. Authorization of appropriations.

Subtitle C—Functions of defense and civilian
Boards of contract appeals
1431. Contract disputes.
1432. Enhanced access for small business.
1433. Applicability to certain contracts.

Subtitle D—Transfers and transition, savings,
and conforming provisions

Transfer and allocation of appropriations
and personnel.

Terminations and savings provisions.

Contract disputes authority of Boards.

References to agency Boards of contract
appeals.

1445. Conforming amendments.

Subtitle E—Effective Date; Regulations and
Appointment of Chairmen

1451. Effective date.

1452. Regulations.

1453. Appointment of Chairmen of Defense

Board and Civilian Board.

Subtitle A—General Provisions

SEC. 1411. DEFINITIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Office of Federal Pro-
curement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 401 et seq.) is
amended by adding at the end the following:

“TITLE II—DISPUTE RESOLUTION
“Subtitle A—General Provisions
“SEC. 201. DEFINITIONS.

“In this title:

‘““(1) The term ‘Defense Board’ means the De-
partment of Defense Board of Contract Appeals
established pursuant to section 8(a)(1) of the
Contract Disputes Act of 1978 (41 U.S.C. 607).

‘“(2) The term ‘Civilian Board’ means the Ci-
vilian Board of Contract Appeals established
pursuant to section 8(b)(1) of the Contract Dis-
putes Act of 1978 (41 U.S.C. 607).

‘“(3) The term ‘Board judge’ means a member
of the Defense Board or the Civilian Board, as
the case may be.

‘“(4) The term ‘Chairman’ means the Chair-
man of the Defense Board or the Civilian Board,
as the case may be.

““(5) The term ‘Board concerned’ means—

‘““(A) the Defense Board with respect to mat-
ters within its jurisdiction; and

‘““(B) the Civilian Board with respect to mat-
ters within its jurisdiction.

“(6) The term ‘executive agency’—

““(A) with respect to contract disputes under
the jurisdiction of the Defense Board, means the
Department of Defense, the Department of the
Army, the Department of the Navy, the Depart-
ment of the Air Force, or the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration; and

‘““(B) with respect to contract disputes under
the jurisdiction of the Civilian Board, has the
meaning given by section 4(1) of this Act except
that the term does not include the Department
of Defense, the Department of the Army, the De-
partment of the Navy, the Department of the Air
Force, the National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration, and the Tennessee Valley Author-
ity.”.

1421.
1422.
1423.

1441.

1442.
1443.
1444.
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(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The Office of
Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 U.S.C. 401 et
seq.) is further amended—

(1) by inserting the following before section 1:

“TITLE I—FEDERAL PROCUREMENT
POLICY GENERALLY”;

and

(2) in section 4, by striking out ‘‘As used in
this Act:” and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘Except
as otherwise specifically provided, as used in
this Act:”’.

Subtitle B—Establishment of Civilian and
Defense Boards of Contract Appeals
SEC. 1421. ESTABLISHMENT.

(a) DEFENSE BOARD.—Subsection (a)(1) of sec-
tion 8 of the Contract Disputes Act of 1978 (41
U.S.C. 607) is amended to read as follows:

“(a)(1) There is established in the Department
of Defense a board of contract appeals to be
known as the Department of Defense Board of
Contract Appeals.”’.

(b) CIVILIAN BOARD.—Subsection (b)(1) of sec-
tion 8 of the Contract Disputes Act of 1978 (41
U.S.C. 607) is amended to read as follows:

“(b)(1) There is established in the General
Services Administration a board of contract ap-
peals to be known as the Civilian Board of Con-
tract Appeals.’’.

SEC. 1422. MEMBERSHIP.

The Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act
(41 U.S.C. 401 et seq.), as amended by section
1411, is further amended by adding at the end
the following:

“SEC. 202. MEMBERSHIP.

“(a) APPOINTMENT.—(1)(A) The Defense
Board shall consist of judges appointed by the
Secretary of Defense from a register of appli-
cants maintained by the Defense Board, in ac-
cordance with rules issued by the Defense Board
for establishing and maintaining a register of el-
igible applicants and selecting Defense Board
judges. The Secretary shall appoint a judge
without regard to political affiliation and solely
on the basis of the professional qualifications
required to perform the duties and responsibil-
ities of a Defense Board judge.

‘“(B) The Civilian Board shall consist of
judges appointed by the Administrator for Fed-
eral Procurement Policy from a register of appli-
cants maintained by the Administrator, in ac-
cordance with rules issued by the Administrator
for establishing and maintaining a register of el-
igible applicants and selecting Civilian Board
judges. The Administrator shall appoint a judge
without regard to political affiliation and solely
on the basis of the professional qualifications
required to perform the duties and responsibil-
ities of a Civilian Board judge.

“(2) The members of the Defense Board and
the Civilian Board shall be selected and ap-
pointed to serve in the same manner as adminis-
trative law judges appointed pursuant to section
3105 of title 5, United States Code, with an addi-
tional requirement that such members shall have
had not fewer than five years of experience in
public contract law.

“(3) Notwithstanding paragraph (2) and sub-
ject to subsection (b), the following persons shall
serve as Board judges:

‘““(A) For the Defense Board, any full-time
member of the Armed Services Board of Contract
Appeals serving as such on the day before the
effective date of this title.

‘““(B) For the Civilian Board, any full-time
member of any agency board of contract appeals
other than the Armed Services Board of Con-
tract Appeals, the Postal Service Board of Con-
tract Appeals, and the board of contract appeals
of the Tennessee Valley Authority serving as
such on the day before the effective date of this
title.

“(b) REMOVAL.—Members of the Defense
Board and the Civilian Board shall be subject to
removal in the same manner as administrative
law judges, as provided in section 7521 of title 5,
United States Code.
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“(c) COMPENSATION.—Compensation for the
Chairman of the Defense Board and the Chair-
man of the Civilian Board and all other mem-
bers of each Board shall be determined under
section 5372a of title 5, United States Code.”’.
SEC. 1423. CHAIRMEN.

The Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act
(41 U.S.C. 401 et seq.), as amended by section
1422, is further amended by adding at the end
the following:

“SEC. 203. CHAIRMEN.

‘““(a) DESIGNATION.—(1)(A) The Chairman of
the Defense Board shall be designated by the
Secretary of Defense to serve for a term of five
years. The Secretary shall select the Chairman
from among sitting judges each of whom has
had at least five years of service as a member of
the Armed Services Board of Contract Appeals.

‘“‘(B) The Chairman of the Civilian Board
shall be designated by the Administrator for
Federal Procurement Policy to serve for a term
of five years. The Administrator shall select the
Chairman from among Sitting judges each of
whom has had at least five years of service as a
member of an agency board of contract appeals
other than the Armed Services Board of Con-
tract Appeals.

“(2) A Chairman of a Board may continue to
serve after the expiration of the Chairman’s
term until a successor has taken office. A Chair-
man may be reappointed any number of times.

““(b) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Chairman of the
Defense Board or the Civilian Board, as the
case may be, shall be responsible on behalf of
the Board for the executive and administrative
operation of the Board, including functions of
the Board with respect to the following:

‘(1) The selection, appointment, and firing of
the compensation of such personnel, pursuant
to part III of title 5, United States Code, as the
Chairman considers necessary or appropriate,
including a Clerk of the Board, a General Coun-
sel, and clerical and legal assistance for Board
judges.

““(2) The supervision of personnel employed by
or assigned to the Board, and the distribution of
work among such personnel.

““(3) The operation of an Office of the Clerk of
the Board, including the receipt of all filings
made with the Board, the assignment of cases,
and the maintenance of all records of the
Board.

‘““(4) The prescription of such rules and regu-
lations as the Chairman considers necessary or
appropriate for the administration and manage-
ment of the Board.

‘““(c) VICE CHAIRMEN.—The Chairman of the
Defense Board or the Civilian Board, as the
case may be, may designate up to two other
Board judges as Vice Chairmen. The Vice Chair-
men, in the order designated by the Chairman,
shall act in the place and stead of the Chairman
during the absence of the Chairman.’’.

SEC. 1424. RULEMAKING AUTHORITY.

The Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act
(41 U.S.C. 401 et seq.), as amended by section
1423, is further amended by adding at the end
the following:

“SEC. 204. RULEMAKING AUTHORITY.

“Except as provided by section 1452 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2006, the Chairman of the Defense Board
and the Chairman of the Civilian Board, in con-
sultation with the Administrator for Federal
Procurement Policy, shall jointly issue and
maintain—

‘(1) such procedural rules and regulations as
are necessary to the exercise of the functions of
the Boards under section 211; and

“‘(2) statements of policy of general applica-
bility with respect to such functions.”.

SEC. 1425. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

The Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act
(41 U.S.C. 401 et seq.), as amended by section
1424, is further amended by adding at the end
the following:
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“SEC. 205. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.
“There are authorized to be appropriated for
fiscal year 2006 and each succeeding fiscal year
such sums as may be necessary to carry out the
provisions of this title. Funds for the activities
of each Board shall be separately appropriated
for such purpose. Funds appropriate pursuant
to this section shall remain available until ex-
pended.”’.
Subtitle C—Functions of Defense and Civilian
Boards of Contract Appeals
SEC. 1431. CONTRACT DISPUTES.

The Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act
(41 U.S.C. 401 et seq.), as amended by section
1425, is further amended by adding at the end
the following:

“Subtitle B—Functions of the Defense and

Civilian Boards of Contract Appeals
“SEC. 211. CONTRACT DISPUTES.

“The Defense Board shall have jurisdiction as
provided by section 8(a)(1) of the Contract Dis-
putes Act of 1978 (41 U.S.C. 607(a)). The Civilian
Board shall have jurisdiction as provided by
section 8(b)(1) of such Act (41 U.S.C. 607(b)).”".
SEC. 1432. ENHANCED ACCESS FOR SMALL BUSI-

NESS.

Section 9(a) of the Contract Disputes Act of
1978 (41 U.S.C. 608) is amended by striking out
the period at the end of the first sentence and
inserting the following: ‘‘or, in the case of a
small business concern (as defined in the Small
Business Act and regulations under that Act),
3150,000 or less.”’.

SEC. 1433. APPLICABILITY TO CERTAIN
TRACTS.

The Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act
(41 U.S.C. 401 et seq.), as amended by section
1431, is further amended by adding at the end
the following:

“SEC. 212. APPLICABILITY TO CERTAIN CON-
TRACTS.

““(a) CONTRACTS AT OR BELOW THE SIMPLIFIED
ACQUISITION THRESHOLD.—Notwithstanding sec-
tion 33 of this Act, the authority conferred on
the Defense Board and the Civilian Board by
this title is applicable to contracts in amounts
not greater than the simplified acquisition
threshold.

“(b) CONTRACTS FOR COMMERCIAL ITEMS.—
Notwithstanding section 34 of this Act, the au-
thority conferred on the Defense Board and the
Civilian Board by this title is applicable to con-
tracts for the procurement of commercial
items.”’.

Subtitle D—Transfers and Transition,
Savings, and Conforming Provisions
SEC. 1441. TRANSFER AND ALLOCATION OF AP-
PROPRIATIONS AND PERSONNEL.

(a) TRANSFERS.—

(1) ARMED SERVICES BOARD OF CONTRACT AP-
PEALS.—The personnel employed in connection
with, and the assets, liabilities, contracts, prop-
erty, records, and unexpended balance of appro-
priations, authorizations, allocations, and other
funds employed, held, used, arising from, avail-
able to, or to be made available in connection
with the functions vested by law in the Armed
Services Board of Contract Appeals established
pursuant to section 8 of the Contract Disputes
Act of 1978 (41 U.S.C. 607) (as in effect on the
day before the effective date described in section
1451), shall be transferred to the Department of
Defense Board of Contract Appeals for appro-
priate allocation by the Chairman of that
Board.

(2) OTHER BOARDS OF CONTRACTS APPEALS.—
The personnel employed in connection with, and
the assets, liabilities, contracts, property,
records, and unexpended balance of appropria-
tions, authorizations, allocations, and other
funds employed, held, used, arising from, avail-
able to, or to be made available in connection
with the functions vested by law in the boards
of contract appeals established pursuant to sec-
tion 8 of the Contract Disputes Act of 1978 (41
U.S.C. 607) (as in effect on the day before the ef-
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fective date described in section 1451) other than
the Armed Services Board of Contract Appeals,
the board of contract appeals of the Tennessee
Valley Authority, and the Postal Service Board
of Contract Appeals shall be transferred to the
Civilian Board of Contract Appeals for appro-
priate allocation by the Chairman of that
Board.

(b) EFFECT ON PERSONNEL.—Personnel trans-
ferred pursuant to this subtitle shall not be sep-
arated or reduced in compensation for one year
after such transfer, except for cause.

(c) REGULATIONS.—(1) The Department of De-
fense Board of Contract Appeals and the Civil-
ian Board of Contract Appeals shall each pre-
scribe regulations for the release of competing
employees in a reduction in force that gives due
effect to—

(A) efficiency or performance ratings;

(B) military preference; and

(C) tenure of employment.

(2) In prescribing the regulations, the Board
concerned shall provide for military preference
in the same manner as set forth in subchapter I
of chapter 35 of title 5, United States Code.

SEC. 1442. TERMINATIONS AND SAVINGS PROVI-
SIONS.

(a) TERMINATION OF BOARDS OF CONTRACT
APPEALS.—Effective on the effective date de-
scribed in section 1451, the boards of contract
appeals established pursuant to section 8 of the
Contract Disputes Act of 1978 (41 U.S.C. 607) (as
in effect on the day before such effective date),
other than the board of contract appeals of the
Tennessee Valley Authority and the Postal
Service Board of Contract Appeals, shall termi-
nate.

(b) SAVINGS PROVISION FOR CONTRACT DIS-
PUTE MATTERS PENDING BEFORE BOARDS.—(1)
This title and the amendments made by this title
shall not affect any proceedings pending on the
effective date described in section 1451 before
any board of contract appeals terminated by
subsection (a).

(2) In the case of any such proceedings pend-
ing before the Armed Services Board of Contract
Appeals, the proceedings shall be continued by
the Department of Defense Board of Contract
Appeals, and orders which were issued in any
such proceeding by the Armed Services Board of
Contract Appeals shall continue in effect until
modified, terminated, superseded, or revoked by
the Department of Defense Board of Contract
Appeals, by a court of competent jurisdiction, or
by operation of law.

(3) In the case of any such proceedings pend-
ing before an agency board of contract appeals
other than the Armed Services Board of Con-
tract Appeals or the board of contract appeals of
the Tennessee Valley Authority, the proceedings
shall be continued by the Civilian Board of Con-
tract Appeals, and orders which were issued in
any such proceeding by the agency board shall
continue in effect until modified, terminated,
superseded, or revoked by the Civilian Board of
Contract Appeals, by a court of competent juris-
diction, or by operation of law.

SEC. 1443. CONTRACT DISPUTES AUTHORITY OF
BOARDS.

(a) Section 2 of the Contract Disputes Act of
1978 (41 U.S.C. 601) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking out ‘, the
United States Postal Service, and the Postal
Rate Commission’’;

(2) by redesignating paragraph (7) as para-
graph (9);

(3) by amending paragraph (6) to read as fol-
lows:

““(6) the terms ‘agency board’ or ‘agency board
of contract appeals’ mean—

‘(1) the Department of Defense Board of Con-
tract Appeals established under section 8(a)(1)
of this Act;

“(2) the Civilian Board of Contract Appeals
established under section 8(b)(1) of this Act;

“(3) the board of contract appeals of the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority; or
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‘“(4) the Postal Service Board of Contract Ap-
peals established under section 8(h) of this
Act;”’; and

(4) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing new paragraphs:

‘“(7) the term ‘Defense Board’ means the De-
partment of Defense Board of Contract Appeals
established under section 8(a)(1) of this Act;

““(8) the term ‘Civilian Board’ means the Civil-
ian Board of Contract Appeals established
under section 8(b)(1) of this Act; and’’.

(b) Section 8 of the Contract Disputes Act of
1978 (41 U.S.C. 607), as amended by section 1421,
is further amended—

(1) by striking out subsection (c);

(2) in subsection (d)—

(A) by striking out the first sentence and in-
serting in lieu thereof the following: ‘“‘The De-
fense Board shall have jurisdiction to decide
any appeal from a decision of a contracting offi-
cer of the Department of Defense, the Depart-
ment of the Army, the Department of the Navy,
the Department of the Air Force, or the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administration
relative to a contract made by that department
or agency. The Civilian Board shall have juris-
diction to decide any appeal from a decision of
a contracting officer of any executive agency
(other than the Department of Defense, the De-
partment of the Army, the Department of the
Navy, the Department of the Air Force, the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administration,
the United States Postal Service, the Postal Rate
Commission, or the Tennessee Valley Authority)
relative to a contract made by that agency.
Each other agency board shall have jurisdiction
to decide any appeal from a decision of a con-
tracting officer relative to a contract made by its
agency.”’; and

(B) in the second sentence, by striking out
“Claims Court” and inserting in lieu thereof
“Court of Federal Claims’’;

(3) by striking out subsection (h) and inserting
in lieu thereof the following:

‘““(h) There is established an agency board of
contract appeals to be known as the ‘Postal
Service Board of Contract Appeals’. Such board
shall have jurisdiction to decide any appeal
from a decision of a contracting officer of the
United States Postal Service or the Postal Rate
Commission relative to a contract made by either
agency. Such board shall consist of judges ap-
pointed by the Postmaster General who shall
meet the qualifications of and serve in the same
manner as judges of the Civilian Board of Con-
tract Appeals. This Act and title II of the Office
of Federal Procurement Policy Act shall apply
to contract disputes before the Postal Service
Board of Contract Appeals in the same manner
as they apply to contract disputes before the Ci-
vilian Board.”’; and

(4) by striking out subsection (i).

SEC. 1444. REFERENCES TO AGENCY BOARDS OF
CONTRACT APPEALS.

(a) DEFENSE BOARD.—Any reference to the
Armed Services Board of Contract Appeals in
any provision of law or in any rule, regulation,
or other paper of the United States shall be
treated as referring to the Department of De-
fense Board of Contract Appeals.

(b) CIVILIAN BOARD.—Any reference to an
agency board of contract appeals other than the
Armed Services Board of Contract Appeals, the
board of contract appeals of the Tennessee Val-
ley Authority, or the Postal Service Board of
Contract Appeals in any provision of law or in
any rule, regulation, or other paper of the
United States shall be treated as referring to the
Civilian Board of Contract Appeals.

SEC. 1445. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.

(a) TITLE 5.—Section 5372a(a)(1) of title 5,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after ‘“‘of 1978 the following: ‘‘or a member of
the Department of Defense Board of Contract
Appeals or the Civilian Board of Contract Ap-
peals appointed under section 202 of the Office
of Federal Procurement Policy Act’.



May 25, 2005

(b) OFFICE OF FEDERAL PROCUREMENT POLICY
AcT.—

(1) The table of contents for the Office of Fed-
eral Procurement Policy Act (contained in sec-
tion 1(b)) is amended by inserting the following
before the item relating to section 1:

“TITLE [-FEDERAL PROCUREMENT
POLICY GENERALLY”.

(2) The table of contents for the Office of Fed-
eral Procurement Policy Act (contained in sec-
tion 1(b)) is amended by adding at the end the
following:

“TITLE II—DISPUTE RESOLUTION
“Subtitle A—General provisions
“201. Definitions.
““202. Membership.
““203. Chairmen.
““204. Rulemaking authority.
““205. Authorization of appropriations.

“Subtitle B—Functions of the defense and
civilian Boards of contract appeals

““211. Contract disputes.
““212. Applicability to certain contracts.”’.

Subtitle E—Effective Date; Regulations and
Appointment of Chairmen
SEC. 1451. EFFECTIVE DATE.

Title II of the Office of Federal Procurement
Policy Act, as added by this title, and the
amendments and repeals made by this title shall
take effect 1 year after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

SEC. 1452. REGULATIONS.

(a) REGULATIONS REGARDING CLAIMS.—Not
later than 1 year after the date of the enactment
of this Act, the Chairman of the Armed Services
Board of Contract Appeals and the Chairman of
the General Services Board of Contract Appeals,
in consultation with the Administrator for Fed-
eral Procurement Policy, shall jointly issue—

(1) such procedural rules and regulations as
are necessary to the exercise of the functions of
the Department of Defense Board of Contract
Appeals and the Civilian Board of Contract Ap-
peals under sections 211 of the Office of Federal
Procurement Policy Act (as added by this title);
and

(2) statements of policy of general applica-
bility with respect to such functions.

(b) REGULATIONS REGARDING APPOINTMENT OF
JUDGES.—Not later than 1 year after the date of
the enactment of this Act—

(1) the Chairman of the Armed Services Board
of Contract Appeals shall issue rules governing
the establishment and maintenance of a register
of eligible applicants and the selection of judges
for the Department of Defense Board of Con-
tract Appeals; and

(2) the Administrator for Federal Procurement
Policy shall issue rules governing the establish-
ment and maintenance of a register of eligible
applicants and the selection of judges for the Ci-
vilian Board of Contract Appeals.

SEC. 1453. APPOINTMENT OF CHAIRMEN OF DE-
FENSE BOARD AND CIVILIAN BOARD.

Notwithstanding section 1451, not later than 1
year after the date of the enactment of this
Act—

(1) the Secretary of Defense shall appoint the
Chairman of the Department of Defense Board
of Contract Appeals; and

(2) the Administrator for Federal Procurement
Policy shall appoint the Chairman of the Civil-
ian Board of Contract Appeals.

TITLE XV—AUTHORIZATION FOR IN-
CREASED COSTS DUE TO OPERATION
IRAQI FREEDOM AND OPERATION EN-
DURING FREEDOM

Subtitle A—General Increases

Purpose.

Army procurement.

Navy and Marine Corps procurement.

Defense-wide activities procurement.

Research, development, test, and evalua-
tion, defense-wide activities.

1501.
1502.
1503.
1504.
1505.
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1506.
1507.
1508.
1509.
1510.
1511.
1512.
1513.
1514.

Operation and maintenance.
Defense working capital funds.
Defense Health Program.
Military personnel.
Iraq Freedom Fund.
Classified programs.
Treatment as additional authorizations.
Transfer authority.
Availability of funds.
Subtitle B—Personnel Provisions

Increase in active Army and Marine Corps
strength levels.

Additional authority for increases of Army
and Marine Corps active duty end
strengths for fiscal years 2007
through 2009.

Military death gratuity enhancement.

Permanent prohibition against requiring
certain injured members to pay for
meals provided by military treat-
ment facilities.

Permanent authority to provide travel and
transportation allowances for de-
pendents to wisit hospitalized
members injured in combat oper-
ation or combat zone.

Permanent increase in length of time de-
pendents of certain deceased mem-
bers may continue to occupy mili-
tary family housing or receive
basic allowance for housing.

Availability of special pay for members
during rehabilitation from com-
bat-related injuries.

Allowance to cover monthly deduction
from basic pay for
Servicemembers’ Group Life In-
surance coverage for members
serving in Operation Enduring
Freedom or Operation Iraqi Free-
dom.

Subtitle C—Matters Involving Support Provided
by Foreign Nations
1531. Reimbursement of certain coalition na-
tions for support provided to
United States military operations.
Subtitle A—General Increases
SEC. 1501. PURPOSE.

The purpose of this title is to authorize emer-
gency appropriations for the Department of De-
fense for fiscal year 2006 to provide funds for
additional costs due to Operation Iraqi Freedom
and Operation Enduring Freedom. Funds au-
thorized for appropriation in this title are avail-
able upon the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 1502. ARMY PROCUREMENT.

Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2006 for procurement ac-
counts of the Army in amounts as follows:

(1) For weapons and tracked combat vehicles,
$574,627,000.

(2) For ammunition, $105,700,000.

(3) For other procurement, $1,945,350,000.

SEC. 1503. NAVY AND MARINE CORPS PROCURE-
MENT.

(a) NAVY.—Funds are hereby authorized to be
appropriated for fiscal year 2006 for procure-
ment accounts for the Navy in amounts as fol-
lows:

(1) For weapons procurement, $36,800,000.

(2) For other procurement, $15,300,000.

(b) MARINE CORPS.—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 2006 for
procurement for the Marine Corps in the
amount of $445,400,000.

(c) NAVY AND MARINE CORPS AMMUNITION.—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated
for fiscal year 2006 for procurement of ammuni-
tion for the Navy and the Marine Corps in the
amount of $144,721,000.

SEC. 1504. DEFENSE-WIDE ACTIVITIES PROCURE-
MENT.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2006 for the procurement
account for Defense-wide procurement in the
amount of $103,900,000.

1521.

1522.

1523.
1524.

1525.

1526.

1527.

1528.
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SEC. 1505. RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND
EVALUATION, DEFENSE-WIDE AC-
TIVITIES.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2006 for the Department
of Defense for research, development, test and
evaluation, Defense-wide, in the amount of
375,000,000
SEC. 1506. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2006 for the use of the
Armed Forces for expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, for operation and maintenance, in
amounts as follows:

(1) For the Army, $20,305,001,000.

(2) For the Navy, $1,838,000,000.

(3) For the Marine Corps, $1,791,800,000.

(4) For the Air Force, $3,195,352,000.

(5) For Defense-wide, $2,870,333,000.

(6) For the Army National Guard, $159,500,000.

(7) For the Army Reserve, $26,400,000.

SEC. 1507. DEFENSE WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2006 for the Defense
Working Capital Fund in the amount of
$1,700,000,000.

SEC. 1508. DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM.

Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated for the Department of Defense for fiscal
year 2006 for expenses, not otherwise provided
for, for the Defense Health Program in the
amount of $846,000,000, for Operation and Main-
tenance.

SEC. 1509. MILITARY PERSONNEL.

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated
to the Department of Defense for military per-
sonnel accounts for fiscal year 2006 a total of
$9,390,010,000.

SEC. 1510. IRAQ FREEDOM FUND.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Funds are herby authorized
to be appropriated for fiscal year 2006 for the
account of the Iraq Freedom Fund in amount of
$1,000,000,000, to remain available for transfer to
other accounts in this title until April 30, 2006.
Amounts of authorization so transferred shall be
merged with, and be made available for, the
same purposes as the authorization to which
transferred.

(b) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—A transfer may be
made from the Iraq Freedom Fund only after
the Secretary of Defense notifies the congres-
sional defense subcommittees with respect to the
proposed transfer in writing not less than five
days before the transfer is made.

SEC. 1511. CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS.

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated
for fiscal year 2006 for classified programs the
amount of $2,500,000,000.

SEC. 1512. TREATMENT AS ADDITIONAL AUTHOR-
IZATIONS.

The amounts authorized to be appropriated by
this title are in addition to amounts otherwise
authoriced to be appropriated by this Act.

SEC. 1513. TRANSFER AUTHORITY.

(a) AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER AUTHORIZA-
TIONS.—

(1) AUTHORITY.—Upon determination by the
Secretary of Defense that such action is nec-
essary in the national interest, the Secretary
may transfer amounts of authorizations made
available to the Department of Defense in this
title for fiscal year 2006 between any such au-
thorizations for that fiscal year (or any subdivi-
sions thereof). Amounts of authorizations so
transferred shall be merged with and be avail-
able for the same purposes as the authorization
to which transferred.

(2) LIMITATION.—The total amount of author-
izations that the Secretary may transfer under
the authority of this section may mnot exceed
$3,000,000,000. The transfer authority provided
in this section is in addition to any other trans-
fer authority available to the Secretary of De-
fense.

(b) LIMITATIONS.—The authority provided by
this section to transfer authorizations—
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(1) may only be used to provide authority for
items that have a higher priority than the items
from which authority is transferred;

(2) may not be used to provide authority for
an item that has been denied authorization by
Congress; and

(3) may not be combined with the authority
under section 1001.

(c) EFFECT ON AUTHORIZATION AMOUNTS.—A
transfer made from one account to another
under the authority of this section shall be
deemed to increase the amount authorized for
the account to which the amount is transferred
by an amount equal to the amount transferred.

(d) NoTICE TO CONGRESS.—A transfer may be
made under the authority of this section only
after the Secretary of Defense—

(1) consults with the chairmen and ranking
members of the congressional defense committees
with respect to the proposed transfer; and

(2) after such consultation, notifies those com-
mittees in writing of the proposed transfer not
less than five days before the transfer is made.
SEC. 1514. AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.

Funds in this title shall be made available for
obligation to the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Air
Force, and Defense-wide components by the end
of the second quarter of fiscal year 2006.

Subtitle B—Personnel Provisions
SEC. 1521. INCREASE IN ACTIVE ARMY AND MA-
RINE CORPS STRENGTH LEVELS.

(a) AUTHORIZED END STRENGTHS.—The end
strength level authorized for fiscal year 2006
under section 401—

(1) for the Army is hereby increased by 30,000;
and

(2) for the Marine Corps is hereby increased
by 4,000.

(b) STATUTORY MINIMUM ACTIVE STRENGTH
LEVELS.—

(1) ARMY.—The minimum strength for the
Army under section 691(b) of title 10, United
States Code (notwithstanding the number speci-
fied in paragraph (1) of that section) for the pe-
riod beginning on October 1, 2005, and ending
on September 30, 2006, shall be the number speci-
fied in section 401(1) of this Act, increased by
30,000.

(2) MARINE CORPS.—The minimum strength for
the Marine Corps under section 691(b) of title 10,
United States Code (notwithstanding the num-
ber specified in paragraph (3) of that section)
for the period beginning on October 1, 2005, and
ending on September 30, 2006, shall be the num-
ber specified in section 401(3) of this Act, in-
creased by 4,000.

(c) LIMITATION.—The authorized strengths for
the Army and Marine Corps provided in sub-
section (a) for active duty personnel for fiscal
year 2006 are subject to the condition that costs
of active-duty personnel of the Army and the
Marine Corps for that fiscal year in excess of
482,400 and 175,000, respectively, shall be paid
out of funds appropriated for that fiscal year
for a contingent emergency reserve fund or as
an emergency supplemental appropriation.

SEC. 1522. ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY FOR IN-
CREASES OF ARMY AND MARINE

CORPS ACTIVE DUTY END
STRENGTHS FOR FISCAL YEARS 2007
THROUGH 2009.

Effective October 1, 2006, the text of section
403 of the Ronald W. Reagan National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (Public
Law 108-375; 118 Stat. 1863) is amended to read
as follows:

‘“(a) AUTHORITY.—

‘(1) ArRMY.—For each of fiscal years 2007,
2008, and 2009, the Secretary of Defense may, as
the Secretary determines necessary for the pur-
poses specified in paragraph (3), establish the
active-duty end strength for the Army at a num-
ber greater than the number otherwise author-
ized by law up to the number equal to the fiscal-
year 2006 baseline plus 20,000.

““(2) MARINE CORPS.—For each of fiscal years
2007, 2008, and 2009, the Secretary of Defense
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may, as the Secretary determines necessary for
the purposes specified in paragraph (3), estab-
lish the active-duty end strength for the Marine
Corps at a number greater than the number oth-
erwise authorized by law up to the number
equal to the fiscal-year 2006 baseline plus 5,000.

““(3) PURPOSE OF INCREASES.—The purposes
for which increases may be made in Army and
Marine Corps active duty end strengths under
paragraphs (1) and (2) are—

““(A) to support operational missions; and

“(B) to achieve transformational reorganiza-
tion objectives, including objectives for in-
creased numbers of combat brigades and battal-
ions, increased unit manning, force stabilization
and shaping, and rebalancing of the active and
reserve component forces.

‘“(4) FISCAL-YEAR 2006 BASELINE.—In this sub-
section, the term ‘fiscal-year 2006 baseline’, with
respect to the Army and Marine Corps, means
the active-duty end strength authorized for
those services in section 1521 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2006.

“(5) ACTIVE-DUTY END STRENGTH.—In this
subsection, the term ‘active-duty end strength’
means the strength for active-duty personnel of
one the Armed Forces as of the last day of a fis-
cal year.

““(b) RELATIONSHIP TO PRESIDENTIAL WAIVER
AUTHORITY.—Nothing in this section shall be
construed to limit the President’s authority
under section 123a of title 10, United States
Code, to waive any statutory end strength in a
time of war or national emergency.

““(c) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER VARIANCE AU-
THORITY.—The authority under subsection (a) is
in addition to the authority to vary authorized
end strengths that is provided in subsections (e)
and (f) of section 115 of title 10, United States
Code.

“(d) BUDGET TREATMENT.—

‘(1) FISCAL YEAR 2007 BUDGET.—The budget
for the Department of Defense for fiscal year
2007 as submitted to Congress shall comply, with
respect to funding, with subsections (c) and (d)
of section 691 of title 10, United States Code.

‘“(2) OTHER INCREASES.—If the Secretary of
Defense plans to increase the Army or Marine
Corps active duty end strength for a fiscal year
under subsection (a), then the budget for the
Department of Defense for that fiscal year as
submitted to Congress shall include the amounts
necessary for funding that active duty end
strength in excess of the fiscal year 2006 active
duty end strength authorized for that service
under section 401 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2006.”.

SEC. 1523. MILITARY DEATH GRATUITY ENHANCE-
MENT.

(a) INCREASE IN AMOUNT.—Section 1478 of title
10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) as
subsections (c) and (e), respectively;

(2) by designating the second sentence of sub-
section (a) as subsection (b) and by striking
therein ‘‘this purpose’ and inserting ‘‘the pur-
pose of subsection (a)’’;

(3) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘title shall be
$12,000 (as adjusted under subsection (c)).”” and
inserting the following: ‘‘title—

‘(1) except as provided in paragraph (2), shall
be $12,000 (as adjusted under subsection (e));
and

“(2) in the case of a death described in sub-
section (d), shall be $100,000.’;

(4) by inserting after subsection (c), as redes-
ignated by paragraph (1), the following new
subsection:

“(d) A death referred to in subsection (a)(2) is
a death resulting from wounds, injuries, or ill-
nesses that are—

“(1) incurred as described in
1413a(e)(2) of this title; or

“(2) incurred in an operation designated by
the Secretary of Defense as a combat operation
or in an area designated by the Secretary as a
combat zone.”’; and

(5) in subsection (e), as redesignated by para-
graph (1), by striking ‘‘subsection (a)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘subsection (a)(1)”.
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(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on October 1,
2005, immediately after the provisions of the sec-
ond sentence of section 1013(e)(2) of division A
of the Emergency Supplemental Appropriations
Act for Defense, the Global War on Terror, and
Tsunami Relief, 2005 (Public Law 109-13).

SEC. 1524. PERMANENT PROHIBITION AGAINST
REQUIRING CERTAIN INJURED MEM-
BERS TO PAY FOR MEALS PROVIDED
BY MILITARY TREATMENT FACILI-
TIES.

(a) PROHIBITION.—Section 402 of title 37,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (h) as sub-
section (i); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (g) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

““(h) NO PAYMENT FOR MEALS RECEIVED AT
MILITARY TREATMENT FACILITIES.—(1) A mem-
ber of the armed forces who is undergoing med-
ical recuperation or therapy, or is otherwise in
the status of continuous care, including out-
patient care, at a military treatment facility for
an injury, illness, or disease described in para-
graph (2) shall not be required to pay, during
any month in which the member is entitled to a
basic allowance for subsistence under this sec-
tion, any charge for meals provided to the mem-
ber by the military treatment facility.

““(2) Paragraph (1) applies with respect to an
injury, illness, or disease incurred or aggravated
by a member while the member was serving on
active duty—

““(A) in support of Operation Iraqi Freedom or
Operation Enduring Freedom; or

‘““(B) in any other operation designated by the
Secretary of Defense as a combat operation or in
an area designated by the Secretary as a combat
eone.”.

(b) REPEAL OF TEMPORARY AUTHORITY.—Sec-
tion 1023 of division A of the Emergency Supple-
mental Appropriations Act for Defense, the
Global War on Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005
(Public Law 109-13), is repealed.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect on the earlier of
the following:

(1) The date of the enactment of this Act.

(2) September 30, 2005.

SEC. 1525. PERMANENT AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE
TRAVEL AND TRANSPORTATION AL-
LOWANCES FOR DEPENDENTS TO
VISIT HOSPITALIZED MEMBERS IN-
JURED IN COMBAT OPERATION OR
COMBAT ZONE.

(a) AUTHORITY TO CONTINUE ALLOWANCE.—
Effective as of September 30, 2005, section 1026 of
division A of the Emergency Supplemental Ap-
propriations Act for Defense, the Global War on
Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005 (Public Law
109-13), is amended by striking subsections (d)
and (e).

(b) CODIFICATION OF REPORTING REQUIRE-
MENT.—Section 411h of title 37, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(e) If the amount of travel and transpor-
tation allowances provided in a fiscal year
under clause (ii) of subsection (a)(2)(B) exceeds
320,000,000, the Secretary of Defense shall sub-
mit to Congress a report specifying the total
amount of travel and transportation allowances
provided under such clause in such fiscal
year.”.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection
(a)(2)(B)(ii) of such section, as added by section
1026 of division A of the Emergency Supple-
mental Appropriations Act for Defense, the
Global War on Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005
(Public Law 109-13), is amended by striking
“under section 1967(c)(1)(A) of title 38”’.

SEC. 1526. PERMANENT INCREASE IN LENGTH OF
TIME DEPENDENTS OF CERTAIN DE-
CEASED MEMBERS MAY CONTINUE
TO OCCUPY MILITARY FAMILY HOUS-
ING OR RECEIVE BASIC ALLOWANCE
FOR HOUSING.

Effective as of September 30, 2005, section 1022
of division A of the Emergency Supplemental
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Appropriations Act for Defense, the Global War
on Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005 (Public
Law 109-13), is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“(a)’’; and

(2) by striking subsection (b).

SEC. 1527. AVAILABILITY OF SPECIAL PAY FOR
MEMBERS DURING REHABILITATION
FROM COMBAT-RELATED INJURIES.

(a) SPECIAL PAY AUTHORIZED.—Chapter 5 of
title 37, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new section:

“§327. Combat-related injury rehabilitation

pay

“(a) SPECIAL PAY AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-
retary concerned may pay monthly special pay
under this section to a member of the armed
forces who incurs a combat-related injury in a
combat operation or combat zone designated by
the Secretary of Defense and is evacuated from
the theater of the combat operation or from the
combat zone for medical treatment.

““(b) COMMENCEMENT OF PAYMENT.—Subject
to subsection (c), the special pay authorized by
subsection (a) may be paid to a member de-
scribed in such subsection for any month begin-
ning after the date on which the member was
evacuated from the theater of the combat oper-
ation or the combat zone in which the member
incurred the combat-related injury.

“(c) TERMINATION OF PAYMENTS.—The pay-
ment of special pay to a member under sub-
section (a) shall terminate at the end of the first
month during which any of the following oc-
curs:

‘““(1) The member is paid a benefit under the
traumatic injury protection rider of the
Servicemembers’ Group Life Insurance Program
issued under section 1980A of title 38.

““(2) The member is no longer hospitalized in a
military treatment facility or a facility under
the auspices of the military health care system.

‘““(d) AMOUNT OF SPECIAL PAY.—The monthly
amount of special pay paid to a member under
this section shall be equal to $430.

“(e) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PAY AND AL-
LOWANCES.—Special pay paid to a member under
this section is in addition to any other pay and
allowances to which the member is entitled or
authorized to receive.

“(f) COMBAT-RELATED DISABILITY.—In this
section, the term ‘combat-related injury’, with
respect to a member, means a wound, injury, or
illness that is incurred (as determined using the
criteria prescribed by the Secretary of Defense
under section 1413a(e)(2) of title 10) by the mem-
ber—

‘(1) as a direct result of armed conflict;

“(2) while engaged in hazardous service;

““(3) in the performance of duty under condi-
tions simulating war; or

““(4) through an instrumentality of war.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 5 of such title
is amended by adding at the end the following
new item:

““327. Combat-related

pay.”

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The Secretary of a mili-
tary department may provide special pay under
section 327 of title 37, United States Code, as
added by subsection (a), for months beginning
on or after the date of the enactment of this Act.
A member of the Armed Forces who incurred a
combat-related injury, as defined in subsection
(f) of such section, before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act may receive such pay for
months beginning on or after that date so long
as the member continues to satisfy the eligibility
criteria specified in such section.

SEC. 1528. ALLOWANCE TO COVER MONTHLY DE-
DUCTION FROM BASIC PAY FOR
SERVICEMEMBERS’ GROUP LIFE IN-
SURANCE COVERAGE FOR MEMBERS
SERVING IN OPERATION ENDURING
FREEDOM OR OPERATION IRAQI
FREEDOM.

(a) ALLOWANCE TO COVER SGLI DEDUC-
TIONS.—Chapter 7 of title 37, United States

injury rehabilitation
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Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-

lowing new section:

“§437. Allowance to cover monthly premium
for Servicemembers’ Group Life Insurance:
members serving in Operation Enduring
Freedom or Operation Iraqi Freedom
“(a) REIMBURSEMENT FOR PREMIUM DEDUC-

TION.—In the case of a member of the armed
forces who has obtained insurance coverage for
the member under the Servicemembers’ Group
Life Insurance program under subchapter III of
chapter 19 of title 38 and who serves in the the-
ater of operations for Operation Enduring Free-
dom or Operation Iraqi Freedom at any time
during a month, the Secretary concerned shall
pay the member an allowance under this section
for that month in an amount equal to the lesser
of the following:

‘(1) The amount of the deduction actually
made for that month from the basic pay of the
member for the amount of Servicemembers’
Group Life Insurance coverage obtained by the
member under section 1967 of title 38.

“(2) The amount of the deduction otherwise
made under subsection (a)(1) of section 1969 of
title 38 for members who have in effect for them-
selves the maximum amount of coverage under
section 1967(a) of title 38.

“(b) NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF ALLOW-
ANCE.—To the maximum extent practicable, in
advance of the deployment of a member to a the-
ater of operations referred to in subsection (a),
the Secretary concerned shall give the member
information regarding the following:

‘(1) The availability of the allowance under
this section for members insured wunder the
Servicemembers’ Group Life Insurance program.

“(2) The ability of members who elected not to
be insured under Servicemembers’ Group Life
Insurance, or elected less than the authorized
mazxrimum coverage, to obtain insurance, or to
obtain additional coverage, as the case may be,
under the authority provided in section 1967(c)
of title 38.”".

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 7 of title 37,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new item:

“437. Allowance to cover monthly premium for
Servicemembers’ Group Life In-
surance: members serving in Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom or Oper-
ation Iraqi Freedom.”.

(¢) EFFECTIVE DATE; NOTIFICATION.—Section
437 of title 37, United States Code, as added by
subsection (a), shall apply with respect to serv-
ice by members of the Armed Forces in the the-
ater of operations for Operation Enduring Free-
dom or Operation Iraqi Freedom for months be-
ginning on or after October 1, 2005. In the case
of members who are serving in the theater of op-
erations for Operation Enduring Freedom or
Operation Iraqi Freedom as of the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense
shall provide such members, as soon as prac-
ticable, the information specified in subsection
(b) of that section.

(d) FUNDING SOURCE.—Amounts appropriated
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations
in section 1509 for emergency appropriations for
military personnel accounts for the Department
of Defense for fiscal year 2006 shall be available
to the Secretary of a military department to pro-
vide the allowance established by section 437 of
title 37, United States Code, as added by sub-
section (a).

Subtitle C—Matters Involving Support
Provided by Foreign Nations
SEC. 1531. REIMBURSEMENT OF CERTAIN COALI-
TION NATIONS FOR SUPPORT PRO-
VIDED TO UNITED STATES MILITARY
OPERATIONS.

(a) AUTHORITY.—From funds made available
for the Department of Defense by this title for
Defense-Wide Operations and Maintenance, the
Secretary of Defense may reimburse any key co-
operating nation for logistical and military sup-

H3981

port provided by that nation to or in connection
with United States military operations in Iraq,
Afghanistan, and the global war on terrorism.

(b) DETERMINATIONS.—Payments authorized
under subsection (a) may be made in such
amounts as the Secretary of Defense, with the
concurrence of the Secretary of State and in
consultation with the Director of the Office of
Management and Budget, may determine, in the
Secretary’s discretion, based on documentation
determined by the Secretary of Defense to ade-
quately account for the support provided. Any
such determination by the Secretary of Defense
shall be final and conclusive upon the account-
ing officers of the United States. To the max-
imum extent practicable, the Secretary shall de-
velop standards for determining the kinds of
logistical and military support to the United
States that shall be considered reimbursable
under this section.

(¢) LIMITATIONS.—

(1) TOTAL AMOUNT.—The total amount of pay-
ments made under the authority of this section
during fiscal year 2006 wmay not exceed
31,500,000,000.

(2) PROHIBITION ON CONTRACTUAL OBLIGA-
TIONS TO MAKE PAYMENTS.—The Secretary may
not enter into any contractual obligation to
make a payment under the authority of this sec-
tion.

(d) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATIONS.—The Sec-
retary of Defense—

(1) shall notify the congressional defense com-
mittees not less than 15 days before making any
payment under the authority of this section;
and

(2) shall submit to those committees quarterly
reports on the use of the authority under this
section.

TITLE XVI—CONTRACTORS ON THE
BATTLEFIELD

Short title.

Findings.

Definitions.

Requirements for commanders of combat-
ant commands relating to contrac-
tors accompanying and mnot ac-
companying the force.

Requirements for contractors relating to
possession of weapons.

1606. Battlefield accountability.

SEC. 1601. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Contractors on
the Battlefield Regulatory Act’’.

SEC. 1602. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) Contract personnel have provided invalu-
able services in support of combat, humani-
tarian, peacekeeping, and reconstruction oper-
ations worldwide, and they should be recog-
nized for their contributions, including in some
instances the loss of their lives, in support of
such operations.

(2) Contract personnel are appropriately pro-
hibited from performing inherently govern-
mental functions.

(3) Contract personnel will be present on and
supporting the battlefield of tomorrow providing
crucial goods and services for military, humani-
tarian, peacekeeping, and reconstruction oper-
ations.

SEC. 1603. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:

(1) CONTRACTOR ACCOMPANYING THE FORCE.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘contractor ac-
companying the force’’ means a contractor for a
contract with the Department of Defense, a sub-
contract at any tier under such a contract, or a
task order at any tier issued under such a con-
tract, if the contract, subcontract, or task
order—

(i) is paid for using funds appropriated to or
for the use of the Department; and

(ii) is for the performance of work that di-
rectly supports United States military operations
overseas or deployed United States Armed
Forces.

1601.
1602.
1603.
1604.

1605.
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(B) EMPLOYEES INCLUDED.—The term includes
employees of any contractor described in sub-
paragraph (A).

(2) CONTRACTOR NOT ACCOMPANYING THE
FORCE.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘contractor mot
accompanying the force’ means a contractor for
a contract with the Federal Government, a sub-
contract at any tier under such a contract, or a
task order at any tier issued under such a con-
tract, if the contract, subcontract, or task order
is for the performance of work related to private
security, reconstruction, humanitarian assist-
ance, peacekeeping, or other activities in an
area of responsibility of a commander of a com-
batant command.

(B) EMPLOYEES INCLUDED.—The term includes
employees of any contractor described in sub-
paragraph (A).

(3) COMBATANT COMMAND.—The term ‘‘com-
batant command’ has the meaning provided in
section 161(c) of title 10, United States Code.
SEC. 1604. REQUIREMENTS FOR COMMANDERS OF

COMBATANT COMMANDS RELATING
TO CONTRACTORS ACCOMPANYING
AND NOT ACCOMPANYING THE
FORCE.

(a) PROTECTION OF CONTRACTORS BY ARMED
FORCES.—

(1) CONTRACTORS ACCOMPANYING FORCE.—The
Secretary of Defense shall require each com-
mander of a combatant command to make a de-
termination regarding the appropriate level of
security protection by the Armed Forces of con-
tractors accompanying the force in the com-
mander’s area of responsibility, and to include
in the operational plans of the commander the
results of the determination.

(2) CONTRACTORS NOT ACCOMPANYING FORCE.—
Any requirements for security protection of con-
tractors accompanying the force included in
operational plans under paragraph (1) may also
be applied by the commander to contractors not
accompanying the force.

(b) COMMUNICATIONS PLAN.—

(1) CONTRACTORS ACCOMPANYING FORCE.—The
Secretary of Defense shall require each com-
mander of a combatant command to include in
the operational plans of the commander a com-
munications plan for contractors accompanying
the force in the commander’s area of responsi-
bility.

(2) CONTRACTORS NOT ACCOMPANYING FORCE.—
Such communications plan may be applied by
the commander to contractors not accompanying
the force in such area.

(3) PROVISION OF PLAN TO CONTRACTORS.—
Any communications plan included in oper-
ational plans under this subsection shall be pro-
vided by the commander concerned to the af-
fected contractors.

(c) SHARING INTELLIGENCE.—

(1) CONTRACTORS ACCOMPANYING FORCE.—The
Secretary of Defense shall require each com-
mander of a combatant command to share with
contractors accompanying the force open-source
intelligence, threat assessments, and informa-
tion related to contractor movement to avoid
hostile or friendly fire incidents and to further
the missions of both the Department of Defense
and the contractors.
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(2) CONTRACTORS NOT ACCOMPANYING FORCE.—
The Secretary of Defense shall require each
commander of a combatant command to share,
to the extent practicable, the intelligence, as-
sessments, and information referred to in para-
graph (1) with contractors mot accompanying
the force.

(3) WAIVER.—The commander of a combatant
command may waive the requirements of this
subsection if required to ensure operational se-
curity in the commander’s area of responsibility.
SEC. 1605. REQUIREMENTS FOR CONTRACTORS

RELATING TO POSSESSION OF WEAP-
ONS.

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR REGULATIONS REGARD-
ING CARRYING WEAPONS FOR CONTRACTORS AC-
COMPANYING FORCE.—The Secretary of Defense
shall prescribe regulations describing the type of
weapons and circumstances under which con-
tractors accompanying the force may carry a
weapon for self defense or in order to perform
work required under the contract, and informa-
tion required to be provided by such contractors
relating to such weapons. The regulations shall
include the following:

(1) A requirement that a contractor accom-
panying the force request in writing approval,
from the commander of the combatant command
for the area in which the contractor is per-
forming work under a contract, for the con-
tractor to carry weapons.

(2) Subject to subsection (b), a requirement
that the commander of a combatant command
determine whether it is appropriate for a con-
tractor accompanying the force to carry a weap-
on for self defense or in order to perform work
required under the contract, taking into account
the duties required to be performed under the
contract and the security situation in the area
of operations, and, if determined appropriate, to
approve a request referred to in paragraph (1).

(3) A requirement that any contractor accom-
panying the force that is carrying a weapon for
self defense use only a firearm that meets United
States military specifications for self defense
and ammunition that meets United States mili-
tary specifications.

(4) A requirement that a contractor accom-
panying the force must have proof of appro-
priate training for using any firearm for self de-
fense, as determined by the Secretary of De-
fense.

(b) DEEMED APPROVAL FOR CARRYING WEAP-
ON.—The regulations shall provide that, for pur-
poses of the requirements of paragraphs (1) and
(2) of subsection (a), a requirement in a contract
awarded by the Department that a contractor
carry a weapon to perform work under the con-
tract shall be deemed to be approved by the com-
mander for the contractor to carry such a weap-
on. The regulations shall require that the con-
tracting officer for such a contract shall notify
the appropriate commander of any such require-
ment.

SEC. 1606. BATTLEFIELD ACCOUNTABILITY.

(a) QUARTERLY LIST OF CONTRACTOR PER-
SONNEL IN COMMANDER’S AREA.—The Secretary
of Defense shall require each commander of a
combatant command to obtain quarterly from
contractors accompanying the force a list of all
contractor personnel who are present in the

Army: Inside the United States
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commander’s area of responsibility, with the fol-
lowing information for each individual on the
list:

(1) Whether the individual carries a weapon.

(2) Proof of appropriate training with respect
to any weapon carried by the individual.

(3) Proof of citizenship.

(b) MEETINGS WITH CONTRACTORS.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall require each commander
of a combatant command to meet regularly with
representatives of contractors both accom-
panying and not accompanying the force who
are present in the commander’s area of responsi-
bility, in order to provide information about the
requirements of the commander with respect to
the contractors and recommendations to the
contractors regarding security for the protection
of the contractors.

(c) DATABASE.—The Secretary of Defense shall
require each commander of a combatant com-
mand to maintain a central database of the in-
formation provided under subsection (a) with re-
spect to all contractors accompanying the force
in the commander’s area of responsibility and
shall allow the commander to maintain such a
database with respect to contractors not accom-
panying the force. The Secretary shall prescribe
a design for the information to be collected for
the database required under this subsection,
which shall be uniform for all combatant com-
mands. To the extent practicable, the Secretary
shall rely on existing sources in the Department
of Defense for the information to be included in
the database and make such existing informa-
tion available to each commander.

(d) CONTRACTOR REQUIREMENT.—Any con-
tractor accompanying the force, and, upon de-
termination of the commander of a combatant
command concerned, any contractor not accom-
panying the force, shall provide information
sought by a commander of a combatant com-
mand for purposes of subsection (a), upon re-
quest from the commander.

Division B—Military Construction
Authorizations

SEC. 2001. SHORT TITLE.
This division may be cited as the ‘‘Military

Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2006.

TITLE I—ARMY

Authorized Army construction and land
acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to military family housing
units.

Authorization of appropriations, Army.

Modification of authority to carry out cer-
tain fiscal year 2004 project.

2101. AUTHORIZED ARMY CONSTRUCTION

AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS.
(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using

amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-

ization of appropriations in section 2104(a)(1),

the Secretary of the Army may acquire real

property and carry out military construction

projects for the installations or locations inside

the United States, and in the amounts, set forth

in the following table:

2101.

2102.
2103.

2104.
2105.

SEC.

State Installation or Location Amount
Yoo Te Y o A ANNISTON ATMY DEPOT ..neeeneeee et e e e aanans 33,150,000
Fort Rucker ............. $9,700,000
Redstone Arsenal .. 34,700,000
ALGSKQ oottt et aas Fort Wainwright . $33,560,000
D =T O Flt. HUGCRTUCH envneeeneneeeeieiae e ee et ee et eteaeeaeaeaeasesanenenesasasasesanenenenenen 35,100,000
CALIFOTTUIQ eveeneniieie ettt e e ananas CONCOTA eenveiee ettt et et et e e e e e eae e ane e $11,850,000
Fort Irwin .. $21,250,000
(0101 1) o e o OO Fort Carson $70,622,000
(€ TTe ke o AN B0y 1oy 1 1 e PN $30,261,000
Fort Gillem $3,900,000
Fort Stewart/Hunter Army Air Field .......ccooveeeeeininiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieieeiannnn $57,980,000
D2 (050 Le % PP PonaKuloa TrAINING ATEQ «ouvneneeeereeeeeeeee e e e e e eeeeeseaeeeneaanans $43,300,000
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State Installation or Location Amount

Schofield Barracks . $53,900,000
TIETOTS  oeeveeeeee et e e e et e e et e e e et e s e e e aneaan Rock Island Arsenal .................. 37,400,000
Indiana ... Crane Army Ammunition Activity 35,700,000
Kansas FOTE RILCY wneneeeeeeeeee e e e ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e ee e aenaas $23,000,000
Kentucky FOTt CAMPBCIL .ottt e e e e ae e e e e e e aenees 3108,175,000
Louisiana ... Fort Polk ............... $28,887,000
Missouri ..... Fort Leonard Wood 38,100,000
New Jersey . Picatinny Arsenal .. 34,450,000
New York FOrt DYUM oo $73,350,000

United States Military Academy, West Point 34,000,000
NOTER CATOUING eveneneeeeeeeeeeee et eeee e e e e e aaaaaas B0y A e T e PN $301,250,000
(015 10 B OO Joint Systems Manufacturing Center, LimQ .......cccceeveeeieirineiienieananannnn. $11,600,000
OKIAROMEQ «.cvneneneiiiie et et e e e aanas FOTt STll conenenieeeieee et 35,850,000

McAlester ........... 36,500,000
PenNSYIVANIQ «.eoveneneeieeee ettt eeeeeaeaas Letterkenny Depot . 36,300,000
South Carolina Fort Jackson ....... 31,600,000
TOLAS evevnenereeeeee e te et e e e e e e e e e e eaesetesaanenenerenenaens Fort Bliss ... 35,000,000

FOTE HOOG ettt e 357,888,000
ULAR oot DUGWaY Proving GTOUNG .......ceueeueeuieuinieii et $25,000,000
VATGUNEQ +eeeeeiiei e Fort A.P. Hill ............... $2,700,000

Fort Belvoir ... $18,000,000

Fort Lee .. 33,900,000

Fort Myer $15,200,000
WASHINGLON oottt et ae e e eaan FOTT LOUIS «oneneneeeeeeieee e ettt et e e e s eaeae e neananan $99,949,000

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2104(a)(2),

the Secretary of the Army may acquire real
property and carry out military construction
projects for the installations or locations outside

the United States, and in the amounts, set forth
in the following table:

Army: Outside the United States

Country Installation or Location Amount
GRYMANY ettt et e e e e neeeenennns GTQFCTLUWOCIT .o ettt ettt e e ar e s ereaeneanenan $84,081,000
TEQIY e e aan ) 0 e PP 35,254,000
B Q] e Y Camp Humphreys $114,162,000
YONGDYONG e et ettt e et e e aeeeaeas 31,450,000

SEC. 2102. FAMILY HOUSING.
(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-

2104(a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the Army may
construct or acquire family housing units (in-
cluding land acquisition and supporting facili-

ties) at the installations or locations, in the
number of units, and in the amounts set forth in
the following table:

ization of appropriations in section
Army: Family Housing
State Installation or Location Units Amount
ALASKQ evereeiiieee ettt e e e e e aans Fort Richardson 117 349,000,000
Fort Wainwright . 180 $91,000,000
ATTZOMM vt ans FOTt HUQCHUCK «.oveveeninieeiinieiei e aens 131 $31,000,000
YUma Proving GTOUNG .......c.ueiueeuieeeeeeeeieieieeieeeee e 35 311,200,000
OKIAROMQ oveveeiiiseeiiiee et Fort Sill ....covvvevunnnnen. 129 324,000,000
VATGINAQ <viveeeeeieie e Fort Lee ...... 96 $19,500,000
Fort Monroe ... 21 $6,000,000

(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.—Using amounts
appropriated pursuant to the authorization of
appropriations in section 2104(a)(5)(4), the Sec-
retary of the Army may carry out architectural
and engineering services and construction de-
sign activities with respect to the construction
or improvement of family housing units in an
amount not to exceed $17,536,000.

SEC. 2103. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY
HOUSING UNITS.

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United
States Code, and using amounts appropriated
pursuant to the authorication of appropriations
in section 2104(a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the
Army may improve existing military family
housing wunits in an amount not to exceed
$300,400,000.

SEC. 2104. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS,
ARMY.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated
for fiscal years beginning after September 30,
2005, for military construction, land acquisition,
and military family housing functions of the
Department of the Army in the total amount of
$2,955,400,000, as follows:

(1) For military construction projects inside
the United States authorized by section 2101(a),
$985,172,000.

(2) For military construction projects outside
the United States authorized by section 2101(b),
$204,947,000.

(3) For unspecified minor military construc-
tion projects authorized by section 2805 of title
10, United States Code, $20,000,000.

(4) For architectural and engineering services
and construction design under section 2807 of
title 10, United States Code, $168,023,000.

(5) For military family housing functions:

(A) For construction and acquisition, plan-
ning and design, and improvement of military
family housing and facilities, $549,636,000.

(B) For support of military family housing
(including the functions described in section
2833 of title 10, United States Code), $803,993,000.

(6) For the construction of phase 3 of the
Lewis & Clark instructional facility at Fort
Leavenworth, Kansas, authorized by section
2101(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2003 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 107-314; 116 Stat. 2681), $42,642,000.

(7) For the construction of phase 2 of a bar-
racks complex at Vilseck, Germany, authorized

by section 2101(b) of the Military Construction
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2004 (division
B of Public Law 108-136; 117 Stat. 1697), as
amended by section 2105 of this Act, $13,600,000.

(8) For the construction of phase 2 of the
Drum Road upgrade at Helemano Military Res-
ervation, Hawaii, authorized by section 2101(a)
of the Military Construction Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2005 (division B of Public Law
108-375; 118 Stat. 2101), $41,000,000.

(9) For the construction of phase 2 a vehicle
maintenance facility at Schofield Barracks, Ha-
waii, authoriced by section 2101(a) of the Mili-
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2005 (division B of Public Law 108-375; 118
Stat. 2101), $24,656,000.

(10) For the construction of phase 2 of a bar-
racks complex, at Fort Campbell, Kentucky, au-
thorized by section 2101(a) of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005
(division B of Public Law 108-375; 118 Stat.
2101), $24,650,000.

(11) For the construction of phase 2 of trainee
barracks, Basic Training Complex 1 at Fort
Knox, Kentucky, authorized by section 2101(a)
of the Military Construction Authorization Act
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of Fiscal Year 2005 (division B of Public Law
108-375; 118 Stat. 2101), $21,000,000.

(12) For the construction of phase 2 of a li-
brary and learning center at the United States
Military Academy, West Point, New York, au-
thorized by section 2101(a) of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005
(division B of Public Law 108-375; 118 Stat.
2101), $25,470,000.

(13) For the construction of phase 2 of a bar-
racks complexr renewal project at Fort Bragg,
North Carolina, authorized by section 2101(a) of
the Military Construction Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2005 (division B of Public Law 108-
375; 118 Stat. 2101), $30,611,000.

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC-
TION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the cost vari-
ations authoriced by section 2853 of title 10,
United States Code, and any other cost vari-
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all
projects carried out under section 2101 of this
Act may not exceed the sum of the following:

(1) The total amount authorized to be appro-
priated under paragraphs (1) and (2) of sub-
section (a).

(2) 316,500,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2101(a) for construction
of a barracks complex for Fort Drum, New
York).
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(3) $31,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2101(a) for construction
of a barracks complex for the 2nd Brigade at
Fort Bragg, North Carolina).

(4) $50,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2101(a) for construction
of a barracks complex for the 3nd Brigade at
Fort Bragg, North Carolina).

(5) $77,400,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2101(a) for construction
of a barracks complex for divisional artillery at
Fort Bragg, North Carolina).

(6) $13,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2101(a) for construction
of a defense access road for Fort Belvoir, Vir-
ginia.

SEC. 2105. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO
CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR
2004 PROJECT.

(a) MODIFICATION OF OUTSIDE THE UNITED
STATES PROJECT.—The table in section 2101(b) of
the Military Construction Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2004 (division B of Public Law 108—
136; 117 Stat. 1698) is amended—

(1) in the item relating to Vilseck, Germany,
by striking ‘331,000,000’ in the amount column
and inserting ‘$26,000,000"’; and

Navy: Inside the United States
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(2) by striking the amount identified as the
total in the amount column and inserting
$226,900,000.

() CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
2104(b)(6) of that Act (117 Stat. 1700) is amended

by  striking ““$18,900,000> and inserting
“$13,900,000.

TITLE II—NAVY
2201. Authorized Navy construction and land

acquisition projects.
Family housing.
Improvements to military family housing
units.
Authorization of appropriations, Navy.
Modification of authority to carry out cer-
tain fiscal year 2004 project.
Modifications of authority to carry out
certain fiscal year 2005 projects.
2201. AUTHORIZED NAVY CONSTRUCTION
AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS.
(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2204(a)(1),
the Secretary of the Navy may acquire real
property and carry out military construction
projects for the installations or locations inside
the United States, and in the amounts, set forth
in the following table:

2202.
2203.

2204.
2205.

2206.

SEC.

State Installation or Location Amount
AVIZONMG vttt Marine Corps Air StAtioN, YU ..ooveeeeninieeeeee et enans 33,637,000
CALIFOTTIQ veneveveieieie et aaaes Air-Ground Combat Center, Twentynine Palms . $24,000,000
Marine Corps Air Station, Camp Pendelton .... $1,400,000
Marine Corps Air Station, Miramar ... 35,070,000
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton . $90,437,000
Naval Air Station, Lemoore ........... 38,480,000
Naval Air Station, NOTER ISIANA ......ceeeeininiiiiiiee et eeaeaeaes $13,700,000
Naval Air Warfare Center, CRING LAKE ........ccuveeiniiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiieieieeaeeieeaeneanes $19,158,000
Naval Postgraduate SCROOL .......c.oevvvvenenannnn. 36,500,000
FLOTIAQ vt eaaas Diving&Salvage Training Center, Panama City . 39,678,000
Naval Air Station, Jacksonville . $88,603,000
Naval Air Station, Pensacola .... 38,710,000
Naval Station, Mayport .............. $15,220,000
(€0 e 1o USRS Naval Submarine Base, KiNgS BAY ....c.ueeueeeeeueiaeeieeieeieeaeesasaenereeaenesesnenesns 36,890,000
Marine Corps Logistics Base, AIDANY .....cceueeeeieeeeiiieieiieieieeeieteieeeeeasanenenanans $5,840,000
HOWATT ceniniiieieee ettt aeaas Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay 35,700,000
Naval Base, Pearl HArbor ........cccceeveueenennnn $29,700,000
TIIETOTS wvnenieeeee et e e e et e e ae e eaeanas Recruit Training Command, Great Lakes ... 3167,750,000
Maryland Naval Air Warfare Center, Patuxent River ... 35,800,000
Naval Surface Warfare Center, Indian Head $13,460,000
United States Naval Academy, ANNAPOLIS ....eeeeeeiniieeeeieeieeeieieeeeeeeeraeneanans $51,720,000
New HAMPSHITE .veeneieeeeeeeeieeeeee et eeeeeeeaeans Portsmouth NAUGL SRIDYATA ...oneneneeeeieeee et e e et e e er e aeranans 38,100,000
NOTER CATOUIMNG cenveinieeiiiieiei e aens Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point . $29,147,000
Marine Corps Air Station, New River .. 36,840,000
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune .... $44,590,000
PenNSYIVANIG ceveeenirieeieeieieeiee e e ee e eeanas Naval Station Weapons Center, Philadelphia . 34,780,000
Rhode Island ... Naval Station, NewWpOTt ....ccoveveeeeiiieeinnnnannns $4,870,000
TREAS et et e et a e e e enearesanaanns Naval Air Station, KiNGSVILIE ........coueeeiiueeiiiiiieeie e teteteeeee e eeaeereeeaans $16,040,000
VATGINIQ oeereeiiieee et e e e aan Marine Corps Air Field, QUANTICO ......cuuiniuieeiiiieie e aeenaans $19,698,000
Marine Corps Base, Quantico $4,270,000
Naval Air Station, Oceana ................ $11,680,000
Naval Amphibious Base, Little CYCEK .....c.ueiiiueiiiiieiieieeeieeeeeeieeeeeaeeeneanan $36,034,000
NAUAL STATIOT, NOTFOIK «oneneneeieee ettt et te et e e e e eaaenaaaaens $111,033,000
WASHINGLON vt as Naval Station, Everett ........... $70,950,000
Naval Submarine Base, Bangor ... $60,160,000
Naval Air Station, WRIAbey ISIANC ......c..eueeenireeireieiieeierieiereeieereeeererneneanns $4,010,000

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2204(a)(2),

the Secretary of the Navy may acquire real
property and carry out military construction
projects for the installation outside the United

Navy: Outside the United States

States, and in the amount, set forth in the fol-
lowing table:

Country

Installa-
tion or
Location

Amount

Naval
Sta-
tion,
Guam.

$55,473,000
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SEC. 2202. FAMILY HOUSING.
Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the
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2204(a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the Navy may
construct or acquire family housing units (in-
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ties) at the installation, in the number of units,
and in the amount set forth in the following

authorization of appropriations in section cluding land acquisition and supporting facili- table:
Navy: Family Housing
State Installation or Location Units Amount
GUOAM i ceecieeeaas Commander Naval Region, Marianas ........cceeeeeeeeneennnnn. 126 .... $43,495,000

SEC. 2203. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY
HOUSING UNITS.

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United
States Code, and using amounts appropriated
pursuant to the authorication of appropriations
in section 2204(a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the
Navy may improve existing military family
housing wunits in an amount not to exceed
$178,644,000.

SEC. 2204. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS,

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated
for fiscal years beginning after September 30,
2005, for military construction, land acquisition,
and military family housing functions of the
Department of the Navy in the total amount of
$1,916,779,000, as follows:

(1) For military construction projects inside
the United States authorized by section 2201(a),
3802,311,000.

(2) For military construction projects outside
the United States authoriced by section 2201(b),
$325,584,000.

(3) For architectural and engineering services
and construction design under section 2807 of
title 10, United States Code, $36,029,000.

(4) For military family housing functions:

(A) For construction and acquisition, plan-
ning and design, and improvement of military
family housing and facilities, $218,942,000.

(B) For support of military family housing
(including functions described in section 2833 of
title 10, United States Code), $588,660,000.

(5) For the construction of increment 3 of the
general purpose berthing pier at Naval Weapons
Station, Earle, New Jersey, authorized by sec-
tion 2201(a) of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2004 (division B
of Public Law 108-136; 117 Stat. 1704), as amend-
ed by section 2205 of this Act, $54,432,000.

(6) For the construction of increment 3 of pier
11 replacement at Naval Station, Norfolk, Vir-
ginia, authoriced by section 2201(a) of the Mili-
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2004 (division B of Public Law 108-136; 117
Stat. 1704), $40,200,000.

(7) For the construction of increment 2 of the
apron and hangar at Naval Air Facility, El
Centro, California, authorized by section 2201(a)
of the Military Construction Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2005 (division B of Public Law
108-375; 118 Stat. 2105), $18,666,000.

(8) For the construction of increment 2 of the
White Side complex, Marine Corps Air Facility,
Quantico, Virginia, authoriced by section
2201(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 108-375; 118 Stat. 2105), $34,730,000.

(9) For the construction of increment 2 of the
limited area production and storage complex at
Strategic Weapons Facility Pacific, Bangor,
Washington, authorized by section 2201(a) of
the Military Construction Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2005 (division B of Public Law 108—

375; 118 Stat. 2106), as amended by section 2206
of this Act, $47,095,000.

(10) For the construction of increment 2 of the
lab consolidation at Strategic Weapons Facility
Pacific, Bangor, Washington authorized by sec-
tion 2201(a) of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (division B
of Public Law 108-375; 118 Stat. 2106), as amend-
ed by section 2206 of this Act, $9,430,000.

(11) For the construction of increment 2 of the
presidential helicopter programs support facility
at Naval Air Station, Patuxrent River, Mary-
land, authorized by section 2201(c) of the Mili-
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2005 (division B of Public Law 108-375; 118
Stat. 2106), as amended by section 2206 of this
Act, $40,700,000.

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC-
TION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the cost vari-
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10,
United States Code, and any other cost vari-
ation authoriced by law, the total cost of all
projects carried out under section 2201 of this
Act may not exceed the sum of the following:

(1) The total amount authorized to be appro-
priated under paragraphs (1) and (2) of sub-
section (a).

(2) $37,721,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2201(a) for a reclamation
and conveyance project for Camp Pendleton,
California).

(3) $43,424,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2201(a) for a helicopter
hangar replacement at Naval Air Station, Jack-
sonville, Florida).

(4) $45,850,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thoriced under section 2201(a) for infrastructure
upgrades to Recruit Training Command, Great
Lakes, Illinois).

(5) $26,790,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2201(a) for construction
of a field house at United States Naval Acad-
emy, Annapolis, Maryland).

(6) $31,059,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thoriced under section 2201(a) for replacement of
Ship Repair Pier 3 at Norfolk Naval Shipyard,
Virginia).

(7) $21,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2201(a) for construction
of bachelor quarters for Naval Station, Everett,
Washington).

(8) $29,889,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thoriced under section 2201(b) for wharf up-
grades at Naval Station, Guam).

SEC. 2205. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO
CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR
2004 PROJECT.

(a) MODIFICATION OF INSIDE THE UNITED
STATES PROJECT.—The table in section 2201(a)
of the Military Construction Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2004 (division B of Public Law
108-136; 117 Stat. 1703) is amended—

(1) in the item relating to Naval Weapons Sta-
tion, Earle, New Jersey, by  striking
““$123,720,000 in the amount column and insert-
ing “$140,372,000”’; and

Air Force: Inside the United States

(2) by striking the amount identified as the
total in the amount column and inserting
““$1,352,524,000".

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
2204(b)(4) of that Act (117 Stat. 1706) is amended
by striking ‘896,980,000 and  inserting
““$113,632,000".

SEC. 2206. MODIFICATIONS OF AUTHORITY TO
CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR
2005 PROJECTS.

(a) MODIFICATION OF INSIDE THE UNITED
STATES PROJECTS.—The table in section 2201(a)
of the Military Construction Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2005 (division B of Public Law
108-375; 118 Stat. 2105) is amended—

(1) in the item relating to Marine Corps Air
Facility, Quantico, Virginia, by striking
““$73,838,000”" in the amount column and insert-
ing “‘$74,462,000’;

(2) in the item relating to Strategic Weapons
Facility Pacific, Bangor, Washington, by strik-
ing ‘‘$138,060,000 in the amount column and
inserting ‘‘3147,760,000"’; and

(3) by striking the amount identified as the
total in the amount column and inserting
“3962,379,000.

() CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section
2204(b) of that Act (118 Stat. 2107) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘$34,098,000°’
and inserting ‘334,722,000°’;

(2) by redesignating paragraph (7) as para-
graph (8) and, in such paragraph—

(A) by striking ‘865,982,000 and inserting
“‘366,614,000"’; and

(B) by striking ‘“‘at an unspecified location’
and inserting ‘‘at Naval Air Station, Patuxent
River, Maryland’’; and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (7):

““(7) 39,700,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2201(a) for naval labora-
tory consolidation, Strategic Weapons Facility
Pacific, Bangor, Washington).” .

TITLE III—AIR FORCE

2301. Authoriced Air Force construction and
land acquisition projects.

2302. Family housing.

2303. Improvements to military family housing
units.

2304. Authorization
Force.

of appropriations, Air

SEC. 2301. AUTHORIZED AIR FORCE CONSTRUC-
TION AND LAND ACQUISITION
PROJECTS.

(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using

amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2304(a)(1),
the Secretary of the Air Force may acquire real
property and carry out military construction
projects for the installations or locations inside
the United States, and in the amounts, set forth
in the following table:

State Installation or Location Amount
AlGDAMA e MALWEIL ATT FOTCE BUSE .ueneneeeeeee ettt e e e et et e e et e s et et eraeareseseranenaaanres $14,900,000
AlGSKQ et eaaas Clear Air Force Base ....... $20,000,000
Elmendorf Air Force Base ..... $84,820,000
W =10 o AN Davis-Monthan Air Force Base .. $8,600,000
Luke Air Force Base ............. 313,000,000
ATKANSAS eeneeeiriieeiieeeeieeeeeeeeee e e eanans Little ROCK AQT FOTCE BASE ....cuiueneieieeee e e e e e e e e e tet et e e e as s e et eaeneneaasaraaasanns 38,900,000
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State Installation or Location Amount
CAlIfOrNIQ wevenenieieeiieei e aens Beale Air Force Base .... $14,200,000
Edwards Air Force Base $103,000,000
Travis Air Force Base ........ $31,600,000
Vandenberg AiT FOTCE BASE ......uuueueueeineieieeieeeeetetaeetetaeete e eaeaeeet et eeaeaeeneseraeneaaanan $16,845,000
(0101 1) o e o N BUCKICY AT FOTCE BUSE .ueneneieeeeeeteaeeee et eeeteeeatatatetanenesatataaasesenanentasasaseseranenensnsnen $20,100,000
Peterson Air Force Base .......... $25,500,000
United States Air Force Academy $13,000,000
Delaware .............. Dover Air Force Base . $19,000,000
District of Columbia . Bolling Air Force Base $14,900,000
FIOTIAQ weninieiniiieii e aens Hurlburt Field .............. 32,540,000
MACDIIL ALY FOTCE BASE ..ottt eet e e ettt e et et et e e e st aasatasensneasasasesesanenanenenen $107,200,000
TYNAGLL ATT FOTCE BASE .nvneeneneeaeeeee ettt e e et ae et e e e e s s s e tereerarasaaanenanans $21,500,000
GEOTGUQ wevneveeenieeiei et eee e aeas Robins Air Force Base .. 37,600,000
Hawaii .. Hickam Air Force Base ........... $13,378,000
Idaho ............ Mountain Home Air Force Base . 39,835,000
Massachusetts Hanscom Air Force Base ......... $10,000,000
Mississippi ... Keesler Air Force Base ....... $47,500,000
MASSOUTT et eanans WRILEMAN AT FOTCE BASE ..uoneneeeeeieeeeee ettt et r et e et e e s seaeseraneneaaanes 35,721,000
NEDTASKQ et eeaan OFfULL ATT FOTCE BASE ..vnvneneieeeeteeaeeae e e et e ettt e et e e et e et et e e e et anea et enaaeseneaaraananns $50,280,000
Do e Ao S Indian Springs Auxiliary Field $60,724,000
Nellis Air Force Base ............ $23,311,000
NEW JeTSCY «uvneneeiiiiiiieieieieieieeeeieeeeenen McGuire Air Force Base .. $13,185,000
New Mexico ... Kirtland Air Force Base .. 36,600,000
North Dakota Minot Air Force Base .............. 38,700,000
[0 o B W7right PatterS0n AT FOTCE BASE .....cuueuiueeeeieieeeietaeeietaetetetaeteseeaeneteteneaeeenesasnenaans $32,620,000
OKIAROMA ovvnerieeeiieeeieeeieeeeeeaeeeaens TINKEY ATT FOVTCE BASE .vvnireeeineneeeeeetee et tetetestet et eseteaeeeteaereteaesneteseeetesarneresarnererarnees $31,960,000
South Caroling .....cccveeeeniiiiiiiiiiiiiennnnns Charleston Air Force Base . 32,583,000
Shaw Air Force Base ......... $16,030,000
TOEAS eneeeeeireeeeieee e eie e eeeeeeeeeeereneneeaenans Goodfellow Air Force Base . $4,300,000
Laughlin Air Force Base .... 37,900,000
Sheppard Air Force Base $36,000,000
L4707 P Hill Air Force Base ......... $24,100,000
Virginia LANGLEY AT FOTCE BASE ...oneneirieeeeeeee ettt e e e e e et e et e ettt e e e e e s e s aaeneesaraeasanns $44,365,000

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2304(a)(2),

the Secretary of the Air Force may acquire real
property and carry out military construction
projects for the installations or locations outside

in the following table:

Air Force: Outside the United States

the United States, and in the amounts, set forth

Country Installation or Location Amount
RAMSECIN ATT BASE oottt ettt e e et et e e e e e eeaaanan $11,650,000
Spangdahlem Air Base 312,474,000
Andersen Air Base ... $18,500,000
Aviano Air Base .. $22,660,000
Kunsan Air Base . 350,900,000
OSAMN ATT BUSE «oveveeiieeee et e ettt e e e e et e e e et e e e et e s s et s s et erernererarnerarnn $40,719,000
POTEUGAL «oneeeeniieeee ettt Lajes Field, AZOTCS ....cuineneiieeie ettt ettt e et et e e e ere e eaeaseraneranns $12,000,000
Turkey ............ Incirlik Air Base ................. 35,780,000
United Kingdom Royal Air Force Lakenheath .. 35,125,000
Royal Air Force Mildenhall .... $13,500,000

SEC. 2302. FAMILY HOUSING.

(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-

2304(a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the Air Force may
construct or acquire family housing units (in-

cluding land acquisition and supporting facili- the following table:

ties) at the installations or locations, in the
number of units, and in the amounts set forth in

ization of appropriations in section
Air Force: Family Housing
State or Country Installation or Location Units Amount
ALASKQ oot EielSON AiY FOTCE BASEC «..vveeneeeeee ettt ettt e e neanans $55,794,000
CAlIfOTTIQ wnvneeeeeiniiiee e eeeeeeeee e eeenn Edwards AT FOTCE BASE ....c.cuiuenieeieieeee e e et eearareee e eeraresaneranans $59,699,000
District of Columbia . Bolling Air Force Base .... $48,223,000
Florida .......ccc....... MacDill Air Force Base .. $40,982,000
Idaho ... Mountain Home Air Force Base . 194 . $56,467,000
MASSOUTT veeereeeeeneeeeeeeeeee e eee e eaaeneans WRIteman Air FOTCE BASE ....c.ueuiueeinieeeeieieeeeereeeeereeeenerereeneresernerernenenaenns 111 ....... $26,917,000
MONEATUQ oot eeeeeaens Malmstrom AT FOTCE BASE ......oueueneeeeeeieeeeeeee e eteeeeee et eeeaenenanans 29 ....... $68,971,000
North Carolina . Seymour Johnson Air Force Base 255 . $48,868,000
NOTtIh DAKOLQ «.vneveeeeinieieiiieeeiieeeeeeaeeneans Grand Forks Air Force Base . 300 . 386,706,000
Minot Air Force Base ........... 223 $44,548,000
CharleSton AIT FOTCE BASE ......ueeeeeerieeeeeiaieeeeteaeeeeeateeneeteasaresesaneneaanen 10 ......... $15,935,000
EUSWOYTTER ATT FOTCE BASE ..uevnvinireeineteeeeeteeeeeseseeneserasneresesneressnerasneneraenns 60 ......... $14,383,000
Dyess Air Force Base ...... $43,016,000
Ramstein Air Base ..... $62,952,000
Spangdahlem Air Base 345,385,000
TUTKCY  eeeeeeeee ettt TNCITIIK ATY BOSE vt ettt ettt e e e e e eneanenen $22,730,000
United Kingdom ......ccceeveeeeeininiieiiiiieeennenanans Royal Air FOrce LAKENREATLI .....cuoneneeeeiiiiiieeee et nans 107 ....... $48,437,000
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(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.—Using amounts
appropriated pursuant to the authorization of
appropriations in section 2304(a)(5)(A), the Sec-
retary of the Air Force may carry out architec-
tural and engineering services and construction
design activities with respect to the construction
or improvement of military family housing units
in an amount not to exceed $37,104,000.

SEC. 2303. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY
HOUSING UNITS.

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United
States Code, and using amounts appropriated
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations
in section 2304(a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the Air
Force may improve existing military family
housing units in an amount not to exceed
3409,103,000.

SEC. 2304. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS,
AIR FORCE.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated
for fiscal years beginning after September 30,
2005, for military construction, land acquisition,
and military family housing functions of the
Department of the Air Force in the total amount
of $3,162,877,000, as follows:

(1) For military construction projects inside
the United States authorized by section 2301(a),
3871,297,000.
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(2) For military construction projects outside
the United States authorized by section 2301(b),
$193,308,000.

(3) For unspecified minor military construc-
tion projects authoriced by section 2805 of title
10, United States Code, $15,000,000.

(4) For architectural and engineering services
and construction design under section 2807 of
title 10, United States Code, $91,733,000.

(5) For military family housing functions:

(A) For construction and acquisition, plan-
ning and design, and improvement of military
family housing and facilities, $1,236,220,000.

(B) For support of military family housing
(including functions described in section 2833 of
title 10, United States Code), $755,319,000.

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC-
TION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the cost vari-
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10,
United States Code, and any other cost vari-
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all
projects carried out under section 2301 of this
Act may not exceed the total amount authorized
to be appropriated under paragraphs (1) and (2)
of subsection (a):

(1) The total amount authoriced to be appro-
priated under paragraphs (1) and (2) of sub-
section (a).

(2) $30,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2301(a) for construction

Defense Education Activity
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of a C-17 maintenance complex at Elmendorf Air
Force Base, Alaska).

(3) $66,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thoriced under section 2301(a) for construction
of a main base runway at Edwards Air Force
Base, California).

(4) 329,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2301(a) for construction
of a joint intelligence center at MacDill Air
Force Base, Florida.)

TITLE IV—DEFENSE AGENCIES

2401. Authorized Defense Agencies construction
and land acquisition projects.
2402. Energy conservation projects.
2403. Authorization of appropriations, Defense
Agencies.
SEC. 2401. AUTHORIZED DEFENSE AGENCIES
CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI-
TION PROJECTS.
(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using

amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2403(a)(1),
the Secretary of Defense may acquire real prop-
erty and carry out military construction projects
for the installations or locations inside the
United States, and in the amounts, set forth in
the following tables:

State Installation or Location Amount
GICOTGIQ wveveneiieee ettt e e e e eease e e e reneneaanans Fort Stewart/Hunter Arymy Air Field .....c.ueeeeeiriniiiiiiieieiieeeieieeeeeeieeeenanan $16,629,000
NOTER CATOLIMA evenenereieeeiieee e e eeeeaeeneanen D oY = e e 1o PSR 318,075,000

Defense Intelligence Agency

State Installation or Location Amount

District of COIUMDIQ ...c.ouvneneeeieiiiiiiiieeeieieieeieannns BOIlING AQT FOTCE BASE .ueueeiieieieeieiaeeteeaee et e e et e et e et e e et eeteaaaneaaannn $7,900,000
Defense Logistics Agency

State Installation or Location Amount
AVIZONMO vttt YUuMa Proving GTOUNA ....oveneneiieiee e e et e et et et et e e e sereeeaeranenernanen 37,300,000
CALIFOTTIQ veveveriieee ettt aaaes Defense Distribution DepPot, TTACY ..ueeeeeeueeeneniieeieeereeneeeeaeereeerereneearasasasasanns $33,635,000
DEYQIMGT ettt et ettt e et e et e eeaa e e eaa e 323,000,000
KONSAS vttt McConnell Air Force Base $15,800,000
New Mexico ..... Cannon Air Force Base ............ $13,200,000
North Carolina ... Seymour Johnson Air Force Base ................. $18,500,000
Pennsylvania .. Defense Distribution Depot, New Cumberland . 36,500,000
VIATGINIQ eeneeiriieee ettt ns FOrt BelVOIT v 34,500,000
Naval Station, Norfolk .. 36,700,000

National Security Agency

State Installation or Location Amount
GOTGIO veveeeeii et AUGUSTA evviniiiiiiiiii ittt eas 361,466,000
MATYLONA oooeeninieeieee et aen FOTE MEAAE ...cueneneeeeeeeee ettt e et e et e et e e e e e e e e e e s e e e eaeenanaas $28,049,000

Special Operations Command

State Installation or Location Amount
CALIfOTTIQ vttt eeeeans Naval Surface Warfare Center, COTONAAO ......c.coueeeeuireniiiiieieeierieieeiieeeenenanns $28,350,000
FIOTIAQ eeeveeeeeiiiee et Hurlburt Field $6,500,000
EQGUN AIY FOTCE BASE .onvneneeeiieeeeeee ettt e e ettt e e e e e e eaaaraaenenanans $12,800,000
GCOTGIQ wveveeeiieee ettt eaeans Fort Stewart/Hunter Arymy Air Field .....c.ueeeeeiriniiiiiieeeiieeieeeeeeeeeeeeeaann $10,000,000
Kentucky ........ Fort Campbell $37,800,000
North Carolina Fort Bragg .... $14,769,000
Washington ..... Fort Lewis .... $53,300,000

TRICARE Management Activity

State Installation or Location Amount
CALIFOTTIQ veveveriieeie ettt aanes Be@le AIT FOTCE BASE ....cvneneeereenieereeeeseeeaeaeeeaeeeseaereraeaesesneaererneaearnenarneneans 318,000,000
Naval Hospital, San Diego $15,000,000
Colorado .... Peterson Air Force Base $1,820,000
Maryland Do A B e e PSP $55,200,000
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State Installation or Location Amount
Uniformed Services University, Bethesda ... $10,350,000
MISSISSIDDT weeeneeeeeet e et eeeee e e e eeeeasasanenenanan Keesler Air FOrce BASE .......c.ceveveeeeennnnnns $14,000,000
Nevada Nellis Air Force Base .. 31,700,000
SOULR CATOUINA eveenieeiiieeiieiee e eeaan CRATIESEOM oottt ettt e e e e et et e e e e e e e e e e e eneneanenaaaans $35,000,000
TOEAS weeneeeeeer e ettt et et e e eeaeaeeeeeeserenenenensaaaaaaans LacKland AT FOTCE BUSE ......ueeueeeeeeieaeeeetaseeneettatasesesanaesasasaseserananeasnenen $11,000,000

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2403(a)(2),

the Secretary of Defense may acquire real prop-
erty and carry out military construction projects
for the installations or locations outside the

Defense Education Activity

United States, and in the amounts, set forth in
the following tables:

Location Installation or City Amount
LOMASTURL .ottt et ettt eeaiaas 36,543,000
VISECK e ettt ettt e e et e et e et e e e eaa e aaa e $2,323,000
DN T P PO PTPTPRPI 340,578,000
TACGU ovenereraennnnnnn. 38,231,000
Naval Station, Rota 37,963,000
Defense Logistics Agency
Location Installation or City Amount
(€ =TT RS SOUAG BAY eneeeeeeeeeeee et ettt e e e e e et e et e s eaeae s esea s eneaesneneanrenaans 37,089,000
Missile Defense Agency
Location Installation or City Amount
KWATALCIN et eeeaaaas KWATALEITL ATLOLL .ottt ettt et r e et et e e e e s saneaanans 34,901,000
National Security Agency
Location Installation or City Amount
United Kingdom .....cceeieueeeeieeieiieieieeieieieeieiasnenennan LR A = £ Y $44,997,000
TRICARE Management Activity
Location Installation or City Amount
B 10 o P 34,750,000

SEC. 2402. ENERGY CONSERVATION PROJECTS.

Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the
authorization of appropriations in section
2403(a)(6), the Secretary of Defense may carry
out energy conservation projects under section
2865 of title 10, United States Code, in the
amount of $50,000,000.

SEC. 2403. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS,
DEFENSE AGENCIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin-
ning after September 30, 2005, for military con-
struction, land acquisition, and military family
housing functions of the Department of Defense
(other than the military departments) in the
total amount of $2,973,848,000, as follows:

(1) For military construction projects inside
the United States authorized by section 2401(a),
$586,843,000.

(2) For military construction projects outside
the United States authorized by section 2401(b),
3126,404,000.

(3) For unspecified minor military construc-
tion projects under section 2805 of title 10,
United States Code, $15,736,000.

(4) For contingency construction projects of
the Secretary of Defense under section 2804 of
title 10, United States Code, $5,000,000.

(5) For architectural and engineering services
and construction design under section 2807 of
title 10, United States Code, $135,681,000.

(6) For energy conservation projects author-
ized by section 2402 of this Act, $50,000,000.

(7) For base closure and realignment activities
as authorized by the Defense Base Closure and
Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of
Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) and
funded through the Department of Defense Base
Closure Account 1990 established by section 2906
of such Act, $377,827,000.

(8) For base closure and realignment activities
as authorized by the Defense Base Closure and
Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of
Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) and
funded through the Department of Defense Base
Closure Account 2005 established by section
2906 A of such Act, $1,570,466,000.

(9) For military family housing functions:

(A) For support of military family housing
(including functions described in section 2833 of
title 10, United States Code), $46,391,000.

(B) For credit to the Department of Defense
Family Housing Improvement Fund established
by section 2883(a)(1) of title 10, United States
Code, $2,500,000.

(10) For the construction of increment 2 of the
hospital replacement at Fort Belvoir, Virginia,
authorized by section 2401(a) of the Military
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2005 (division B of Public Law 108-375; 118 Stat.
2112), $57,000,000.

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC-
TION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the cost vari-
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10,
United States Code, and any other cost vari-
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all
projects carried out under section 2401 of this

Act may not exceed the total amount authorized
to be appropriated under paragraphs (1) and (2)
of subsection (a).

TITLE V—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY OR-
GANIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT
PROGRAM

2501. Authoriced NATO construction and land
acquisition projects.
2502. Authorization of appropriations, NATO.
SEC. 2501. AUTHORIZED NATO CONSTRUCTION
AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS.

The Secretary of Defense may make contribu-
tions for the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion Security Investment program as provided in
section 2806 of title 10, United States Code, in an
amount not to exceed the sum of the amount au-
thorized to be appropriated for this purpose in
section 2502 and the amount collected from the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization as a result
of construction previously financed by the
United States.

SEC. 2502. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS,
NATO.

Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated for fiscal years beginning after Sep-
tember 30, 2005, for contributions by the Sec-
retary of Defense under section 2806 of title 10,
United States Code, for the share of the United
States of the cost of projects for the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization Security Investment
program authorized by section 2501, in the
amount of $206,858,000.
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TITLE VI—GUARD AND RESERVE FORCES
FACILITIES

2601. Authoriced Guard and Reserve construc-
tion and land acquisition projects.
SEC. 2601. AUTHORIZED GUARD AND RESERVE
CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI-

TION PROJECTS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal years beginning after Sep-
tember 30, 2005, for the costs of acquisition, ar-
chitectural and engineering services, and con-
struction of facilities for the Guard and Reserve
Forces, and for contributions therefor, under
chapter 1803 of title 10, United States Code (in-
cluding the cost of acquisition of land for those
facilities), the following amounts:

(1) For the Department of the Army—

(A) for the Army National Guard of the
United States, $410,624,000; and

(B) for the Army Reserve, $138,425,000.

(2) For the Department of the Navy, for the
Naval and Marine Corps Reserve, $45,226,000.

(3) For the Department of the Air Force—

(A) for the Air National Guard of the United
States, $225,727,000; and

(B) for the Air Force Reserve, $110,847,000.
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TITLE VII—EXPIRATION AND EXTENSION
OF AUTHORIZATIONS
Ezxpiration of authorizations and amounts
required to be specified by law.
Extension of authorizations of certain fis-
cal year 2003 projects.
Extension of authorizations of certain fis-
cal year 2002 projects.
2704. Effective date.
SEC. 2701. EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS AND
AMOUNTS REQUIRED TO BE SPECI-
FIED BY LAW.

(a) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS AFTER
THREE YEARS.—Except as provided in subsection
(b), all authorizations contained in titles XXI
through XXVI for military construction
projects, land acquisition, family housing
projects and facilities, and contributions to the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization Security In-
vestment program (and authorizations of appro-
priations therefor) shall expire on the later of—

(1) October 1, 2008; or

(2) the date of the enactment of an Act au-
thorizing funds for military construction for fis-
cal year 2009.

(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not
apply to authorizations for military construc-
tion projects, land acquisition, family housing

2701.
2702.

2703.
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projects and facilities, and contributions to the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization Security In-
vestment program (and authorizations of appro-
priations therefor), for which appropriated
funds have been obligated before the later of—

(1) October 1, 2008; or

(2) the date of the enactment of an Act au-
thorizing funds for fiscal year 2009 for military
construction projects, land acquisition, family
housing projects and facilities, or contributions
to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization Secu-
rity Investment program.

SEC. 2702. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF
CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 2003
PROJECTS.

(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 2701
of the Military Construction Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2003 (division B of Public Law
107-314; 116 Stat. 2700), authorizations set forth
in the tables in subsection (b), as provided in
section 2301, 2302, or 2401 of that Act, shall re-
main in effect until October 1, 2006, or the date
of the enactment of an Act authorizing funds
for military construction for fiscal year 2007,
whichever is later.

(b) TABLES.—The tables referred to in sub-
section (a) are as follows:

Air Force: Extension of 2003 Project Authorizations

Installation or Location Project Amount
Aviano Air Base, ItQly ........ccoeeeveeniieininnnnnn. Area CONSOUIAALION ..vonenieie ettt ettt enas 35,000,000
Eglin Air Force Base, Florida Family housing (134 units) . 315,906,000
Family housing office ......... $597,000
Keesler Air Force Base, MisSiSSIPDI ............. Family ROUSING (117 UNTES) .eeuenieieneieeieieieiee e e teeeieeeaeaenns 316,505,000
Randolph Air Force Base, Texas ................. Family RouSing (112 UNIES) .ueneeeieeiiee ettt neeaaen 314,311,000
Housing maintenance fACIlITY ......cvvevereeiieiiiniieeineieineenineneanenes 3447,000

Defense Wide: Extension of 2003 Project Authorization

Installation or Location Project Amount

Stennis Space Center, MiSSiSSIPDI .ueevvevnnnn... SOF Training RANGE ....cueueieeiie it eieaeieereieaaeaens 35,000,000

SEC. 2703. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF
CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 2002
PROJECTS.

(a) EXTENSION AND RENEWAL.—Notwith-
standing section 2701 of the Military Construc-
tion Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (di-

vision B of Public Law 107-107; 115 Stat. 1301),
authorizations set forth in the tables in sub-
section (b), as provided in section 2101 or 2302 of
that Act and extended by section 2702 of the
Military Construction Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2005 (division B of Public Law 108—

375; 118 Stat. 2116), shall remain in effect until
October 1, 2006, or the date of the enactment of
an Act authorizing funds for military construc-
tion for fiscal year 2007, whichever is later.

(b) TABLES.—The tables referred to in sub-
section (a) are as follows:

Army: Extension of 2002 Project Authorization

Installation or Location Project Amount
Pohakuloa Training Area, Hawaii .............. Land QCQUISTEION ....neneenee ittt e e eeeneaaaan 31,500,000
Air Force: Extension of 2002 Project Authorization
Installation or Location Project Amount
Barksdale Air Force Base, Louisiana .......... Family ROUSING (56 UNIES) evvenenieieeiiieie it et ee e eeaeeeneas $7,300,000

SEC. 2704. EFFECTIVE DATE.

Titles XXI, XXII, XXIII, XXIV, XXV, and
XXVI of this Act shall take effect on the later
of—

(1) October 1, 2005; or

(2) the date of the enactment of this Act.

TITLE VIII—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—Military Construction Program and
Military Family Housing Changes

2801. Modification of congressional notification
requirements for certain military
construction activities.

2802. Improve availability and timeliness of De-
partment of Defense information
regarding military construction
and family housing accounts and
activities.

2803. Expansion of authority to convey property
at military installations to sup-
port military construction.

2804. Effect of failure to submit required report
on need for general and flag offi-
cers quarters in National Capital
Region.

2805. One-year extension of temporary, limited
authority to use operation and
maintenance funds for construc-
tion projects outside the United
States.

2806. Clarification of moratorium on certain im-
provements at Fort Buchanan,
Puerto Rico.

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities
Administration

2811. Consolidation of Department of Defense
land acquisition authorities and
limitations on wuse of such au-
thorities.

2812. Report on use of utility system conveyance
authority and temporary suspen-
sion of authority pending report.

2813. Authorized military uses of Papago Park
Military Reservation, Phoeniz,
Arizona.

Subtitle C—Base Closure and Realignment

2821. Additional reporting requirements regard-
ing base closure process and use
of Department of Defense base
closure accounts.
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2822. Termination of project authorizations for
military installations approved for
closure in 2005 round of base re-
alignments and closures.

2823. Expanded availability of adjustment and
diversification assistance for com-
munities adversely affected by
mission realignments in base clo-
sure process.

2824. Sense of Congress regarding consideration
of mnational defense industrial
base interests during Base Closure
and Realignment Commission re-
view of Department of Defense
base closure and realignment rec-
ommendations.

Subtitle D—Land Conveyances
PART I—ARMY CONVEYANCES

2831. Modification of land conveyance, Engi-
neer  Proving Ground, Fort
Belvoir, Virginia.

2832. Land conveyance, Army Reserve Center,
Bothell, Washington.

PART II—NAVY CONVEYANCES

2841. Land conveyance, Marine Corps Air Sta-
tion, Miramar, San Diego, Cali-
fornia.

PART III—AIR FORCE CONVEYANCES

2851. Purchase of build-to-lease family housing,
Eielson Air Force Base, Alaska.

2852. Land conveyance, Air Force property,
Jacksonville, Arkansas.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

2861. Lease authority, Army Heritage and Edu-
cation Center, Carlisle, Pennsyl-
vania.

2862. Redesignation of McEntire Air National
Guard Station, South Carolina, as
McEntire Joint National Guard
Base.

2863. Assessment of water needs for Presidio of
Monterey and Ord Military Com-
munity.

Subtitle A—Military Construction Program
and Military Family Housing Changes
SEC. 2801. MODIFICATION OF CONGRESSIONAL
NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS FOR
CERTAIN MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

ACTIVITIES.

(a) CONTINGENCY  CONSTRUCTION.—Section
2804(b) of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking “21-day period’’ and inserting
““14-day period’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘14-day period’’ and inserting
‘“‘seven-day period’’.

(b) ACQUISITION IN LIEU OF CONSTRUCTION.—
Section 2813(c) of such title is amended—

(1) by striking “‘30-day period’ and inserting
“21-day period’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘21-day period’’ and inserting
“I14-day period’’.

SEC. 2802. IMPROVE AVAILABILITY AND TIMELI-
NESS OF DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
INFORMATION REGARDING MILI-
TARY CONSTRUCTION AND FAMILY
HOUSING ACCOUNTS AND ACTIVI-
TIES.

(a) MAINTENANCE OF INFORMATION ON INTER-
NET.—Section 2851 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(c) MAINTENANCE OF MILITARY CONSTRUC-
TION INFORMATION ON INTERNET; ACCESS.—(1)
The Secretary of Defense shall maintain, as part
of the Internet site of the Department of De-
fense, a link that, when activated by a person
authoriced under paragraph (3), will permit the
person to access and view on a separate page of
the Internet site a document or other file con-
taining information regarding—

““(A) a specific military construction project or
military family housing project, including the
information required by paragraph (2); and

‘““(B) the accounts that are used to fund the
project or support the operation and mainte-
nance of military family housing.
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“(2) The information required to be main-
tained under this subsection shall include the
following:

““(A) The solicitation date and award date (or
anticipated dates) for each contract entered into
(or to be entered into) by the United States in
connection with a military construction project
or a military family housing project.

“(B) The contract recipient, contract award
amount, and current working estimate of the
cost of the project.

“(C) The latest form 1391 for the project and
the status of design and construction for the
project.

‘(D) The date (or anticipated date) for com-
pletion of the project.

“(E) If funds appropriated for the project ex-
ceed (or are likely to exceed) the amount re-
quired to complete the project, the amount of
the excess and the purpose for which the excess
funds will be used.

“(F) If funds appropriated for the project are
insufficient (or are likely to be insufficient) to
complete the project, the additional amount nec-
essary to complete the project and the source of
the additional funds.

‘“(G) For accounts such as planning and de-
sign, unspecified minor construction, and family
housing operation and maintenance, detailed
information regarding expenditures and antici-
pated expenditures under these accounts and
the purposes for which the exrpenditures are
made.

““(3) Access to the Internet page referred to in
paragraph (1) shall be restricted to the following
persons:

“(A) Members of the congressional defense
committees and their staff.

“(B) Staff of the congressional defense com-
mittees.

““(4) The Secretary shall update the informa-
tion required to be maintained under this sub-
section as promptly as practicable to ensure that
the information is available to persons referred
to in paragraph (3) in a timely manner.”.

(b) STYLISTIC AMENDMENTS.—Such section is
further amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘SUPER-
VISION OF MILITARY DEPARTMENT PROJECTS.
after “(a)’’; and

(2) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘SUPER-
VISION OF DEFENSE AGENCY PROJECTS. ’ after
“(b)”.

SEC. 2803. EXPANSION OF AUTHORITY TO CON-
VEY PROPERTY AT MILITARY IN-
STALLATIONS TO SUPPORT MILI-
TARY CONSTRUCTION.

(a) INCLUSION OF ALL MILITARY INSTALLA-
TIONS.—Subsection (a) of section 2869 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) as
subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively;

(2) by inserting ‘“(1)”’ before ‘“The Secretary
concerned’’;

(3) by striking ‘‘located on a military installa-
tion that is closed or realigned under a base clo-
sure law’ and inserting ‘‘described in para-
graph (2)’; and

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

“(2) Paragraph (1) applies with respect to real
property under the jurisdiction of the Secretary
concerned that—

“(A) is located on a military installation that
is closed or realigned under a base closure law;
or

“(B) is determined to be surplus to the needs
of the Federal Government.”’.

(b) ADVANCE NOTICE OF USE OF AUTHORITY;
CONTENT OF NOTICE.—Subsection (d) of such
section is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘closed or re-
aligned under the base closure laws is to be con-
veyed’’ and inserting ‘‘is proposed for convey-
ance’’;

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting the
following new paragraph:

“(2) The Secretary concerned may not enter
into an agreement under subsection (a) for the
conveyance of real property until—
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““(A) the Secretary submits to Congress notice
of the conveyance, including—

‘(i) the military construction activities, mili-
tary family housing, or military unaccompanied
housing to be obtained in exchange for the con-
veyance of the property; and

‘“‘(ii) the amount of any payment to be made
under subsection (b) by the recipient of the
property to equalize the fair market values of
the property to be conveyed and the military
construction activities, military family housing,
or military unaccompanied housing to be ob-
tained in exchange for the property; and

‘““(B) a period of 21 days has elapsed from the
date of receipt of the notice or, if over sooner, a
period of 14 days has elapsed from the date on
which a copy of the notice is provided in an
electronic medium pursuant to section 480 of
this title”’.

(c) DEPOSIT AND USE OF FUNDS.—Subsection
(e) of such section is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“(e) DEPOSIT AND USE OF FUNDS.—(1) The
Secretary concerned shall deposit funds received
under subsection (b) in the appropriation ‘For-
eign Currency Fluctuations, Construction, De-
fense’.

“(2) The funds deposited under paragraph (1)
shall be available, in such amounts as provided
in appropriation Acts, for the purpose of paying
increased costs of overseas military construction
and family housing construction or improvement
associated with unfavorable fluctuations in cur-
rency exchange rates. The use of such funds for
this purpose does not relieve the Secretary con-
cerned from the duty to provide advance notice
to Congress under section 2853(c) of this title
whenever the Secretary approves an increase in
the cost of an overseas project under such sec-
tion.”.

(d) ANNUAL REPORTS; EFFECT OF FAILURE TO
SuBMIT.—Subsection (f) of such section is
amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1), (2), and
(3) as subparagraphs (4), (B), and (C), respec-
tively;

(2) in subparagraph (C), as so redesignated,
by inserting before the period at the end the fol-
lowing: “‘and of surplus real property at mili-
tary installations’;

(3) by striking ““(f)” and all that follows
through ‘‘the following:”’ and inserting the fol-
lowing:

“(f) ANNUAL REPORTS; EFFECT OF FAILURE TO
SuBMIT.—(1) Not later than March 15 of each
year, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
Congress a report detailing the following:”’; and

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

“(2) If the report for a year is not submitted
to Congress by the date specified in paragraph
(1), the Secretary concerned may not enter into
an agreement under subsection (a) after that
date for the conveyance of real property until
the date on which the report is finally sub-
mitted.”.

(e) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading for such
section is amended to read as follows:

“§2869. Conveyance of property at military in-
stallations to support military construc-
tion”.

(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sections
at the beginning of chapter 169 of such title is
amended by striking the item relating to section
2869 and inserting the following new item:

““2689. Conveyance of property at military in-
stallations to support military
construction.”.

(f) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO OTHER
LAWS.—Section 2883(c) of such title is amend-
ed—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking subparagraph
(F); and

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking subparagraph
(F).
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SEC. 2804. EFFECT OF FAILURE TO SUBMIT RE-
QUIRED REPORT ON NEED FOR GEN-
ERAL AND FLAG OFFICERS QUAR-
TERS IN NATIONAL CAPITAL RE-
GION.

Section 2802(c) of the Military Construction
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (division
B of Public Law 108-375; 118 Stat. 2120) is
amended—

(1) by inserting ‘(1) before ‘‘Not later than
March 30, 2005,”’; and

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

““(2) Until the report required by this sub-
section is submitted to the congressional defense
committees, amounts appropriated for the De-
partment of Defense for fiscal year 2006 may not
be used for the operation, maintenance, or re-
pair of housing units for general officers and
flag officers in the National Capital Region.”.
SEC. 2805. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF TEMPORARY,

LIMITED AUTHORITY TO USE OPER-
ATION AND MAINTENANCE FUNDS
FOR CONSTRUCTION  PROJECTS
OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.

(a) CONDITIONAL EXTENSION.—Section 2808 of
the Military Construction Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2004 (division B of Public Law 108—
136; 117 Stat. 1723), as amended by section 2810
of the Military Construction Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2005 (division B of Public Law
108-375; 118 Stat. 2128), is further amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘fiscal year
2005 and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2005 and
2006"’; and

(2) in subsection (d)(2)—

(4) by striking “‘during fiscal year 2005 and
inserting ‘‘during a fiscal year’’;

(B) by inserting ‘‘for that fiscal year’ after
‘“‘commence’’; and

(C) by striking ‘‘for fiscal year 2004’ and in-
serting ‘‘for the preceding fiscal year’ .

(b) ADVANCE NOTICE OF PROPOSED OBLIGA-
TION OF FUNDS.—Subsection (b) of such section
2808 is amended—

(1) in the first sentence—

(A) by striking ““Within seven days after’ and
all that follows through ‘‘are first’’ and insert-
ing “Not later than seven days before the date
on which appropriated funds available for oper-
ation and maintenance will be first’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘the obligation’’ and inserting
‘““‘the proposed obligation’’;

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘“‘are being
obligated’ and inserting ‘“‘will be obligated’’;
and

(3) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘obligated’
and inserting ‘‘to be obligated’’.

(¢) QUARTERLY REPORTS; EFFECT OF FAILURE
TO SUBMIT.—Subsection (d) of such section 2808
is amended by striking paragraph (1) and insert-
ing the following new paragraph:

‘(1) Not later than 30 days after the end of
each fiscal-year quarter during which appro-
priated funds available for operation and main-
tenance are obligated or expended to carry out
construction projects outside the United States,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the con-
gressional committees specified in subsection (f)
a report on the worldwide obligation and ex-
penditure during that quarter of such appro-
priated funds for such construction projects. If
the report for a fiscal-year quarter is not sub-
mitted to such committees by the required date,
appropriated funds available for operation and
maintenance may not be obligated or expended
after that date under the authority of this sec-
tion to carry out construction projects outside
the United States until the date on which the
report is finally submitted.”’.

SEC. 2806. CLARIFICATION OF MORATORIUM ON
CERTAIN IMPROVEMENTS AT FORT
BUCHANAN, PUERTO RICO.

(a) EXCEPTIONS TO MORATORIUM.—Section
1507 of the Floyd D. Spence National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as en-
acted into law by Public Law 106-398; 114 Stat.
1654 A4-355) is amended—
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(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘conversion,
rehabilitation, extension, or improvement’’ and
inserting ‘‘or extension’’;

(2) in subsection (b)(1), by inserting ‘‘, repair,
or convert’ after “maintain’’; and

(3) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘conversion,
rehabilitation, extension, or improvement’’ and
inserting ‘‘or extension’’.

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—The amend-
ments made by subsection (a) do not trigger the
termination of the moratorium on certain im-
provements at Fort Buchanan, Puerto Rico, as
provided by subsection (c) of section 1507 of the
Floyd D. Spence National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2001.

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities
Administration
SEC. 2811. CONSOLIDATION OF DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE LAND ACQUISITION AU-
THORITIES AND LIMITATIONS ON
USE OF SUCH AUTHORITIES.

(a) LAND ACQUISITION AUTHORITY.—Chapter
159 of title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in section 2663—

(A) by striking the section heading and insert-
ing the following new section heading:

“§2663. Land acquisition authorities”;

(B) in subsection (a)—

(i) by redesignating paragraphs (1), (2), and
(3) as subparagraphs (4), (B), and (C), respec-
tively,

(ii) in subparagraph (C), as so redesignated,
by striking ‘‘clause (2)”° and inserting ‘‘subpara-
graph (B)”’; and

(iii) by inserting ‘‘ACQUISITION OF LAND BY
CONDEMNATION FOR CERTAIN MILITARY PUR-
POSES.—(1)”’ before ‘“The Secretary’ ;

(C) by redesignating subsection (b) as para-
graph (2) and, in such paragraph, by striking
“‘subsection (a)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (1)’;

(D) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (b) and, in such subsection, by inserting
“ACQUISITION BY PURCHASE IN LIEU OF CON-
DEMNATION.—’ before ““The Secretary’’; and

(E) by striking subsection (d);

(2) by transferring subsections (a), (b), and (d)
of section 2672 to section 2663 and inserting such
subsections in that order after subsection (b), as
redesignated by paragraph (1)(D);

(3) in subsection (a), as transferred by para-
graph (2), by striking ‘‘(a) ACQUISITION AU-
THORITY” and inserting ‘‘(c) ACQUISITION OF
LOW-COST INTERESTS IN LAND’’;

(4) in subsection (b), as transferred by para-
graph (2)—

(A) by striking ““(b) ACQUISITION OF MULTIPLE
PARCELS.—This section’ and inserting ‘‘(3) This
subsection’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘subsection (a)(1)”’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘paragraph (1)”’; and

(C) by striking ‘‘subsection (a)(2)’’ and insert-
ing “paragraph (2)’;

(5) in subsection (d), as transferred by para-
graph (2)—

(4A) by striking ‘(d) AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS.—Appropriations’ and inserting ‘‘(4) Ap-
propriations’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘this section’ and inserting
“this subsection’’;

(6) by transferring subsections (a), (c), and (b)
of section 2672a to section 2663 and inserting
such subsections in that order after subsection
(c), as redesignated and amended by paragraphs
(3), (4), and (5);

(7) in subsection (a), as transferred by para-
graph (6)—

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1), (2), and
(3) as subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C), respec-
tively; and

(B) by striking ‘““(a) The Secretary’ and in-
serting ‘“(d) ACQUISITION OF INTERESTS IN LAND
WHEN NEED IS URGENT.—(1) The Secretary’’;

(8) in subsection (c), as transferred by para-
graph (6)—

(A) by striking “‘(c)”’ and inserting ‘“(2)”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘this section’ and inserting
“this subsection’’;
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(9) in subsection (b), as transferred by para-
graph (6)—

(4) by striking ‘“(b)”’ and inserting ““(3)”’;

(B) by striking ‘‘this section’’ in the first sen-
tence and inserting ‘‘this subsection’’; and

(C) by striking the second sentence;

(10) by transferring subsection (b) of section
2676 to section 2663 and inserting such sub-
section after subsection (d), as redesignated and
amended by paragraphs (7), (8), and (9); and

(11) in subsection (b), as transferred by para-
graph (10), by striking ‘‘(b) Authority’ and in-
serting ‘‘(e) SURVEY AUTHORITY;, ACQUISITION
METHODS.—Authority .

(b) LIMITATIONS ON ACQUISITION AUTHOR-
ITY.—Section 2676 of such title, as amended by
subsection (a)(10), is further amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by inserting ‘““AUTHORIZATION FOR ACQUI-
SITION REQUIRED.—’ before ‘‘No military de-
partment’’; and

(B) by striking *‘, as amended’’;

(2) in subsection (c)—

(A4) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘COST LIM-
ITATIONS.—’ before “‘(1)”’;

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) by striking ““A land’ and inserting “‘Until
subsection (d) is complied with, a land’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘lesser,” and all that follows
through the period at the end and inserting
“‘lesser.”’;

(3) in subsection (d), by inserting ‘‘CONGRES-

SIONAL NOTIFICATION.—”’ before ‘‘The limita-
tions’’; and

(4) in subsection (e), by inserting ‘“PAYMENT
OF JUDGEMENTS AND SETTLEMENTS.—’ before

“The Secretary’’.

(c) TRANSFER AND REDESIGNATION OF REVISED
LIMITATION SECTION.—Section 2676 of such title,
as amended by subsections (a)(10) and (b)—

(1) is inserted after section 2663 of such title,
as amended by subsection (a); and

(2) is amended by striking the section heading
and inserting the following new section head-
ing:

“§2664. Limitations on real property acquisi-
tion”.

(d) INCLUSION OF LIMITATION ON LAND ACQUI-
SITION COMMISSIONS.—Subsection (c) of section
2661 of such title is transferred to section 2664 of
such title, as redesignated by subsection (c)(2),
is inserted after subsection (a) of such redesig-
nated section, and is redesignated as subsection
(b).

(e) CONFORMING REPEALS.—Sections 2672 and
2672a of such title are repealed.

(f) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 159 of such
title is amended—

(1) by striking the items relating to sections
2663, 2672, 2672a, and 2676; and

(2) by inserting after the item relating to sec-
tion 2662 the following new items:

““2663. Land acquisition authorities.
““2664. Limitations on real property acquisi-
tion.”’.
SEC. 2812. REPORT ON USE OF UTILITY SYSTEM
CONVEYANCE AUTHORITY AND TEM-
PORARY SUSPENSION OF AUTHOR-
ITY PENDING REPORT.

(a) REPORT ON USE OF AUTHORITY.—Sub-
section (e) of section 2688 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) as
subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively;

(2) by striking “QUARTERLY REPORT.—’ and

inserting ‘‘REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—(1)”’;
and

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

‘““(2) Not later than March 15, 2006, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to Congress a re-
port containing—

‘““(A) a discussion of the methodology by
which a military department conducts the eco-
nomic analyses of proposed utility system con-
veyances under this section, including the eco-
nomic analysis referred to in this subsection,
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and any guidance issued by the Department of
Defense related to conducting such economic
analyses;

‘““(B) a list of the steps taken to ensure the re-
liability of completed economic analyses, includ-
ing post-conveyance reviews of actual costs and
savings to the United States versus the costs and
savings anticipated in the economic analyses;

“(C) a review of the costs and savings to the
United States resulting from each utility system
conveyance carried out under this section;

‘““(D) a discussion of the requirement for con-
sideration equal to the fair market value of a
conveyed utility system, as specified in sub-
section (c), and any guidance issued by the De-
partment of Defense related to implementing
that requirement, and the effect of that require-
ment and guidance on the costs and savings to
the United States resulting from procuring by
contract the utility services provided by the util-
ity system;

‘““(E) a discussion of the effects that perma-
nent conveyance of ownership in a utility sys-
tem may have on the ability of the Secretary
concerned to renegotiate contracts for utility
services provided by the utility system or to pro-
cure such services from another source;

‘““(F) a discussion of the efforts and direction
within the Department of Defense to oversee the
implementation and use of the utility system
conveyance authority under this section and to
ensure the adequacy of utilities services for a
military installation after conveyance of a util-
ity system; and

‘““(G) a discussion of the effect of utility system
conveyances on the operating budgets of mili-
tary installations at which the conveyances
were made.”’.

(b) SUSPENSION OF AUTHORITY.—Such section
is further amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(j) TEMPORARY SUSPENSION OF CONVEYANCE
AUTHORITY.—The Secretary concerned may not
convey a utility system, including any part of a
utility system, under subsection (a) or make a
contribution under subsection (g) toward the
cost of construction, repair, or replacement of a
utility system by another entity until the later
of the following dates:

‘(1) The date of the enactment of an Act au-
thoricing funds for military construction for fis-
cal year 2007.

“(2) The date that is one year after the date
of the submission of the report required by sub-
section (e)(2).”.

SEC. 2813. AUTHORIZED MILITARY USES OF
PAPAGO PARK MILITARY RESERVA-
TION, PHOENIX, ARIZONA.

The Act of April 7, 1930 (Chapter 107; 46 Stat.
142), is amended in the first designated para-
graph, relating to the Papago Park Military
Reservation, by striking ‘‘as a rifle range’’.

Subtitle C—Base Closure and Realignment
SEC. 2821. ADDITIONAL REPORTING REQUIRE-

MENTS REGARDING BASE CLOSURE
PROCESS AND USE OF DEPARTMENT
OF DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AC-
COUNTS.

(a) INFORMATION ON FUTURE RECEIPTS AND
EXPENDITURES.—

(1) 1990 ACCOUNT.—Section 2906(c)(1) of the
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of
1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public Law 10I-
510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended—

(A) in subparagraph (A)—

(i) by striking ‘‘committees of the amount’
and inserting ‘‘committees of—

““(i) the amount’’;

(ii) by striking ‘‘such fiscal year and of the
amount’ and inserting ‘‘such fiscal year;

““(ii) the amount’’; and

(iii) by striking ‘‘such fiscal year.”’ and insert-
ing ‘‘such fiscal year;

“‘(iii) the amount and nature of anticipated
deposits to be made into, and the anticipated ex-
penditures to be made from, the Account during
the first fiscal year commencing after the sub-
mission of the report; and
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“(iv) the amount and nature of anticipated
expenditures to be made made pursuant to sec-
tion 2905(a) during the first fiscal year com-
mencing after the submission of the report.”’;
and

(B) in subparagraph (B)—

(i) in clause (i), by inserting ‘“‘and installa-
tion”’ after ‘“‘subaccount’’; and

(ii) by adding at the end the following new
clause:

“(v) An estimate of the net revenues to be re-
ceived from property disposals to be completed
during the first fiscal year commencing after the
submission of the report at military installations
the date of approval of closure or realignment of
which is before January 1, 2005.”".

(2) 2005 ACCOUNT.—Section 2906 A(c)(1) of such
Act is amended—

(A) in subparagraph (A)—

(i) by striking ‘‘committees of the amount’
and inserting ‘‘committees of—

‘(i) the amount’’;

(ii) by striking ‘‘such fiscal year and of the
amount’ and inserting ‘‘such fiscal year;

“(ii) the amount’’; and

(iii) by striking ‘‘such fiscal year.” and insert-
ing ‘‘such fiscal year;

““(iii) the amount and nature of anticipated
deposits to be made into, and the anticipated ex-
penditures to be made from, the Account during
the first fiscal year commencing after the sub-
mission of the report; and

“(iv) the amount and nature of anticipated
expenditures to be made made pursuant to sec-
tion 2905(a) during the first fiscal year com-
mencing after the submission of the report.”’;
and

(B) in subparagraph (B)—

(i) in clause (i), by inserting ‘“‘and installa-
tion”’ after ‘“‘subaccount’’; and

(ii) by adding at the end the following new
clause:

“(v) An estimate of the net revenues to be re-
ceived from property disposals to be completed
during the first fiscal year commencing after the
submission of the report at military installations
the date of approval of closure or realignment of
which is after January 1, 2005.”.

(b) INFORMATION ON BRAC PROCESS.—Section
2907 of such Act is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘fiscal year 1993’ and inserting
“fiscal year 2007"’;

(2) by striking “‘and’’ at the end of paragraph

1);

(3) by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (2) and inserting a semicolon; and

(4) by adding at the end the following new
paragraphs:

“(3) a description of the closure or realign-
ment actions already carried out at each mili-
tary installation since the date of the installa-
tion’s approval for closure or realignment under
this part and the current status of the closure or
realignment of the installation, including
whether—

“(A) a redevelopment authority has been rec-
ognized by the Secretary for the installation;

““(B) the screening of property at the installa-
tion for other Federal use has been completed;
and

“(C) a redevelopment plan has been agreed to
by the redevelopment authority for the installa-
tion;

““(4) a description of redevelopment plans for
military installations approved for closure or re-
alignment under this part, the quantity of prop-
erty remaining to be disposed of at each instal-
lation as part of its closure or realignment, and
the quantity of property already disposed of at
each installation;

“(5) a list of the Federal agencies that have
requested property during the screening process
for each military installation approved for clo-
sure or realignment under this part, including
the date of transfer or anticipated transfer of
the property to such agencies, the acreage in-
volved in such transfers, and an explanation for
any delays in such transfers;
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‘“(6) a list of known environmental remedi-
ation issues at each military installation ap-
proved for closure or realignment under this
part, including the acreage affected by these
issues, an estimate of the cost to complete such
environmental remediation, and the plans (and
timelines) to address such environmental reme-
diation; and

“(7) an estimate of the date for the completion
of all closure or realignment actions at each
military installation approved for closure or re-
alignment under this part.”’.

SEC. 2822. TERMINATION OF PROJECT AUTHOR-
IZATIONS FOR MILITARY INSTALLA-
TIONS APPROVED FOR CLOSURE IN
2005 ROUND OF BASE REALIGN-
MENTS AND CLOSURES.

(a) PROJECT TERMINATION.—If a military in-
stallation is approved for closure in 2005 under
the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act
of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public Law 101-
510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note), any authorization for
a military construction project, land acquisition,
or family housing project that is related to that
installation and contained in title XXI, XXII,
XXIII, or XXIV of this Act or in an Act author-
izing funds for a prior fiscal year for military
construction projects, land acquisition, and
family housing projects (and authorizations of
appropriations therefor) shall terminate and no
longer constitute authority under section 2676,
2802, 2821, or 2822 of title 10, United States Code,
to carry out the military construction project,
land acquisition, or family housing project.

(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not
apply to authorizations for military construc-
tion projects, land acquisition, or family hous-
ing projects (and authorizations of appropria-
tions therefor) for which appropriated funds
have been obligated before the date of approval
of the military installation for closure under the
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of
1990. In this subsection, the term ‘‘date of ap-
proval’’ has the meaning given that term in sec-
tion 2910(8) of such Act.

SEC. 2823. EXPANDED AVAILABILITY OF ADJUST-
MENT AND DIVERSIFICATION AS-
SISTANCE FOR COMMUNITIES AD-
VERSELY AFFECTED BY MISSION RE-
ALIGNMENTS IN BASE CLOSURE
PROCESS.

(a) ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS.—Subsection
(b)(3) of section 2391 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘significantly reduced oper-
ations of a defense facility’ and inserting ‘‘re-
alignment of a military installation’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘cancellation,” and inserting
“‘closure or realignment, cancellation or’’; and

(3) by striking ‘‘community’ and all that fol-
lows through the period at the end and insert-
ing ‘‘community or its residents.”’.

(b) ADDITION OF DEFINITION OF REALIGN-
MENT.—Subsection (d) of such section is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

‘“(4) The term ‘realignment’ has the meaning
given that term in section 2910(5) of the Defense
Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (part
A of title XXIX of Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C.
2687 note).”’.

SEC. 2824. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING
CONSIDERATION OF NATIONAL DE-
FENSE INDUSTRIAL BASE INTER-
ESTS DURING BASE CLOSURE AND
REALIGNMENT COMMISSION REVIEW
OF DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE BASE
CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT REC-
OMMENDATIONS.

It is the sense of Congress that national de-
fense industrial base interests, including the re-
lationships between military installations and
proximate commercial facilities and the mainte-
nance of, and accessibility to, skills and knowl-
edge critical to military installations and their
operation, are an integral part of military value,
and should be given full consideration by the
Base Closure and Realignment Commission
when it conducts its review and analysis of the



May 25, 2005

recommendations made by the Secretary of De-
fense regarding the closure or realignment of
military installations.
Subtitle D—Land Conveyances
PART 1—ARMY CONVEYANCES

SEC. 2831. MODIFICATION OF LAND CONVEYANCE,

ENGINEER PROVING GROUND, FORT

BELVOIR, VIRGINIA.

(a) CONSIDERATION.—Subsection (b)(4) of sec-
tion 2836 of the Military Construction Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of
Public Law 107-107; 115 Stat. 1314) is amended
by striking ‘¢, jointly determined’ and all that
follows through ‘“‘Ground’’ and inserting ‘‘equal
to $3,880,000".

(b) REPLACEMENT OF FIRE STATION.—Sub-
section (d) of such section is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking ‘‘Building 5089’ and inserting
“Building 191”°; and

(B) by striking ‘‘paragraphs (2) and (3)” and
inserting ‘‘paragraph (2)°’;

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking Building
5089’ and inserting ‘‘Building 191°°; and

(3) by striking paragraph (3).

SEC. 2832. LAND CONVEYANCE, ARMY RESERVE
CENTER, BOTHELL, WASHINGTON.

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—Subject to
subsection (c), the Secretary of the Army may
convey to the Snohomish County Fire Protection
District #10 (in this section referred to as the
“Fire District”’) all right, title, and interest of
the United States in and to a parcel of real
property consisting of approximately one acre at
the Army Reserve Center in Bothell, Wash-
ington, and currently occupied, in part, by the
Queensborough Firehouse for the purpose of
supporting the provision of fire and emergency
medical aid services.

(b) IN-KIND CONSIDERATION.—As consider-
ation for the conveyance under subsection (a),
the Fire District shall provide in-kind consider-
ation acceptable to the Secretary with a total
value equal to mot less than the fair market
value of the conveyed real property, as deter-
mined by the Secretary.

(c) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—If the Secretary
determines at any time that the real property
conveyed under subsection (a) is not being used
in accordance with the purpose of the convey-
ance specified in such subsection, all right, title,
and interest in and to all or any portion of the
property shall revert, at the option of the Sec-
retary, to the United States, and the United
States shall have the right of immediate entry
onto the property. Any determination of the
Secretary under this subsection shall be made
on the record after an opportunity for a hear-
ing.

(d) PAYMENT OF COSTS OF CONVEYANCE.—

(1) PAYMENT REQUIRED.—The Secretary shall
require the Fire District to cover costs to be in-
curred by the Secretary, or to reimburse the Sec-
retary for costs incurred by the Secretary, to
carry out the conveyance under subsection (a),
including survey costs, costs related to environ-
mental documentation, and other administrative
costs related to the conveyance. If amounts are
collected from the Fire District in advance of the
Secretary incurring the actual costs, and the
amount collected exceeds the costs actually in-
curred by the Secretary to carry out the convey-
ance, the Secretary shall refund the excess
amount to the Fire District.

(2) TREATMENT OF AMOUNTS RECEIVED.—
Amounts received as reimbursement under para-
graph (1) shall be credited to the fund or ac-
count that was used to cover the costs incurred
by the Secretary in carrying out the convey-
ance. Amounts so credited shall be merged with
amounts in such fund or account, and shall be
available for the same purposes, and subject to
the same conditions and limitations, as amounts
in such fund or account.

(e) EXEMPTION FROM FEDERAL SCREENING.—
The conveyance authorized by subsection (a) is
exempt from the requirement to screen the prop-
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erty for other Federal use pursuant to sections
2693 and 2696 of title 10, United States Code.

(f) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The ezxact
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary.

(9) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require such additional terms
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the
United States.

PART 2—NAVY CONVEYANCES
SEC. 2841. LAND CONVEYANCE, MARINE CORPS
AIR STATION, MIRAMAR, SAN DIEGO,
CALIFORNIA.

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—Subject to
subsection (c), the Secretary of the Navy may
convey to the County of San Diego, California
(in this section referred to as the “County’ ),
all right, title, and interest of the United States
in and to a parcel of real property, including
any improvements thereon and appurtenant
easements thereto, consisting of approximately
230 acres along the eastern boundary of Marine
Corps Air Station, Miramar, California, for the
purpose of removing the property from the
boundaries of the installation and permitting
the County to preserve the property as public
open space and reopen the tract known as the
Stowe Trail to public use.

(b) CONSIDERATION.—

(1) IN-KIND CONSIDERATION.—AS consideration
for the conveyance under subsection (a), the
County shall provide in-kind consideration with
a total value equal to not less than the fair mar-
ket value of the conveyed real property, as de-
termined by the Secretary.

(2) TYPES OF CONSIDERATION.—The in-kind
consideration provided by the County shall be
in a form and quantity that is acceptable to the
Secretary, and may include the following forms
of in-kind consideration:

(A) Maintenance, protection, alteration, re-
pair, improvement, or restoration (including en-
vironmental restoration) of property or facilities
under the control of the Secretary.

(B) Construction of new facilities for the Sec-
retary.

(C) Provision of facilities for use by the Sec-
retary.

(D) Facilities operation support for the Sec-
retary.

(E) Provision of such other services as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate.

(3) RELATION TO OTHER LAWS.—Sections 2662
and 2802 of title 10, United states Code, shall
not apply to any new facilities whose construc-
tion is accepted as in-kind consideration under
this subsection.

(c) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—If the Secretary
determines at any time that the County is not
using the property conveyed under subsection
(a) in accordance with the purpose of the con-
veyance specified in such subsection, all right,
title, and interest in and to the property, includ-
ing any improvements thereon, shall revert, at
the option of the Secretary, to the United States,
and the United States shall have the right of im-
mediate entry onto the property. Any deter-
mination of the Secretary under this subsection
shall be made on the record after an oppor-
tunity for a hearing.

(d) RELEASE OF REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—
The Secretary shall release, without consider-
ation, the reversionary interest retained by the
United States under subsection (c) if—

(1) Marine Corps Air Station, Miramar, is no
longer being used for Department of Defense ac-
tivities; or

(2) the Secretary determines that the rever-
sionary interest is otherwise unnecessary to pro-
tect the interests of the United States.

(e) PAYMENT OF COSTS OF CONVEYANCE.—

(1) PAYMENT REQUIRED.—The Secretary shall
require the County to cover costs to be incurred
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by the Secretary, or to reimburse the Secretary
for costs incurred by the Secretary, to carry out
the conveyance under subsection (a) and imple-
ment the receipt of in-kind consideration under
subsection (b), including appraisal costs, survey
costs, costs related to environmental documenta-
tion, and other administrative costs related to
the conveyance and receipt of in-kind consider-
ation.

(2) TREATMENT OF AMOUNTS RECEIVED.—Sec-
tion 2695(c) of title 10, United States Code, shall
apply to any amounts received by the Secretary
under paragraph (1). If amounts are received
from the County in advance of the Secretary in-
curring the actual costs, and the amount re-
ceived exceeds the costs actually incurred by the
Secretary under this section, the Secretary shall
refund the excess amount to the County.

(f) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed by the Secretary under sub-
section (a) shall be determined by a survey satis-
factory to the Secretary.

(9) EXEMPTIONS.—Section 2696 of title 10,
United States Code, does not apply to the con-
veyance authorized by subsection (a), and the
authority to make the conveyance shall not be
considered to render the property excess or un-
derutiliced.

(h) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require such additional terms
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under this section as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the
United States.

PART 3—AIR FORCE CONVEYANCES

SEC. 2851. PURCHASE OF BUILD-TO-LEASE FAM-
ILY HOUSING, EIELSON AIR FORCE
BASE, ALASKA.

(a) AUTHORITY TO PURCHASE.—After the expi-
ration of the contract for the lease of a 300-unit
military family housing project at Eielson Air
Force Base, Alaska, that was entered into by
the Secretary under the authority of former sub-
section (g) of section 2828 of title 10, United
States Code (now section 2835 of such title), as
added by section 801 of the Military Construc-
tion Authorization Act, 1984 (Public Law 98-115;
97 Stat. 782), the Secretary of the Air Force may
purchase the entire interest of the developer in
the military family housing project if the Sec-
retary determines that the purchase of the
project is in the best economic interests of the
Air Force.

(b) CONSIDERATION.—The consideration paid
by the Secretary to purchase the interest of the
developer in the military family housing project
under subsection (a) may not exceed the fair
market value of the military family housing
project, as determined by the Secretary.

(c) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—If a deci-
sion is made to purchase the interest of the de-
veloper in the military family housing project
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall submit
a report to the congressional defense committees
on that decision. The report shall include—

(1) the economic analyses used by the Sec-
retary to determine that purchase of the mili-
tary family housing project is in the best eco-
nomic interests of the Air Force, as required by
subsection (a); and

(2) a schedule for, and an estimate of the costs
and nature of, any renovations or repairs that
will be necessary to ensure that all units in the
military family housing project meet current
housing standards.

(d) PURCHASE DELAY.—A contract to effec-
tuate the purchase authorized by subsection (a)
may be entered into by the Secretary only after
the end of the 30-day period beginning on the
date the report required by subsection (c) is re-
ceived by the congressional defense committees
or, if earlier, the end of the 21-day period begin-
ning on the date on which a copy of the report
is provided in an electronic medium pursuant to
section 480 of title 10, United States Code.
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SEC. 2852. LAND CONVEYANCE, AIR FORCE PROP-
ERTY, JACKSONVILLE, ARKANSAS.

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary
of the Air Force may convey to the City of Jack-
sonville, Arkansas (in this section referred to as
the ““City’’), all right, title, and interest of the
United States in and to real property consisting
of approximately 45.024 acres around an existing
short line railroad in Pulaski County, Arkansas.

(b) CONSIDERATION.—As consideration for the
conveyance under subsection (a), the City shall
pay to the United States an amount equal to the
fair market value of the conveyed real property,
as established by the assessment of the property
conducted under contract for the Corps of Engi-
neers and dated 15 September 2003.

(c) CONDITION OF CONVEYANCE.—The convey-
ance under subsection (a) shall be subject to the
lease agreement dated October 29, 1982, as
amended, between the Secretary and the Mis-
souri Pacific Railroad Company (and its succes-
sors and assigns) and any other easement, lease,
condition, or restriction of record, including
streets, roads, highways, railroads, pipelines,
and public utilities, insofar as the easement,
lease, condition, or restriction is in existence on
the date of the enactment of this Act and law-
fully affects the conveyed property.

(d) PAYMENT OF COSTS OF CONVEYANCE.—

(1) PAYMENT REQUIRED.—The Secretary shall
require the City to cover costs to be incurred by
the Secretary, or to reimburse the Secretary for
costs incurred by the Secretary, to carry out the
conveyance under subsection (a), including sur-
vey costs, costs related to environmental docu-
mentation, and other administrative costs re-
lated to the conveyance. If amounts are col-
lected from the City in advance of the Secretary
incurring the actual costs, and the amount col-
lected exceeds the costs actually incurred by the
Secretary to carry out the conveyance, the Sec-
retary shall refund the excess amount to the
City.

(2) TREATMENT OF AMOUNTS RECEIVED.—
Amounts received as reimbursement under para-
graph (1) shall be credited to the fund or ac-
count that was used to cover the costs incurred
by the Secretary in carrying out the convey-
ance. Amounts so credited shall be merged with
amounts in such fund or account, and shall be
available for the same purposes, and subject to
the same conditions and limitations, as amounts
in such fund or account.

(e) EXEMPTION FROM FEDERAL SCREENING.—
The conveyance authorized by subsection (a) is
exempt from the requirement to screen the prop-
erty for other Federal use pursuant to sections
2693 and 2696 of title 10, United States Code.

(f) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The ezact
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary.

(9) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The
Secretary may require such additional terms
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the
United States.

Subtitle E—Other Matters
SEC. 2861. LEASE AUTHORITY, ARMY HERITAGE
AND EDUCATION CENTER, CARLISLE,
PENNSYLVANIA.

Section 2866 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law
107-107; 115 Stat. 1333) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-
section (f); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing new subsection (e):

‘““(e) LEASE OF FACILITY.—(1) Under such
terms and conditions as the Secretary considers
appropriate, the Secretary may lease portions of
the facility to the Military Heritage Foundation
to be used by the Foundation, consistent with
the agreement referred to in subsection (a), for—

‘““(A) generating revenue for activities of the
facility through rental use by the public, com-
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mercial and nonprofit entities, State and local

governments, and other Federal agencies; and

‘“(B) such administrative purposes as may be
necessary for the support of the facility.

“(2) The annual amount of consideration paid
to the Secretary by the Military Heritage Foun-
dation for a lease under paragraph (1) may not
exceed an amount equal to the actual cost, as
determined by the Secretary, of the annual op-
erations and maintenance of the facility.

“(3) Amounts paid under paragraph (2) may
be used by the Secretary, in such amounts as
provided in advance in appropriation Acts, to
cover the costs of operation of the facility.”’.
SEC. 2862. REDESIGNATION OF MCENTIRE AIR NA-

TIONAL GUARD STATION, SOUTH
CAROLINA, AS MCENTIRE JOINT NA-
TIONAL GUARD BASE.

McEntire Air National Guard Station in East-
over, South Carolina, shall be known and des-
ignated as ‘‘McEntire Joint National Guard
Base’’ in recognition of the use of the installa-
tion to house both Air National Guard and
Army National Guard assets. Any reference to
McEntire Air National Guard Station in any
law, regulation, map, document, record, or other
paper of the United States shall be considered to
be a reference to McEntire Joint National Guard
Base.

SEC. 2863. ASSESSMENT OF WATER NEEDS FOR

PRESIDIO OF MONTEREY AND ORD
MILITARY COMMUNITY.

Not later than April 7, 2006, the Secretary of
Defense shall submit to Congress an interim as-
sessment of the current and reasonable future
needs of the Department of the Defense for
water for the Presidio of Monterey and the Ord
Military Community.

Division C—Department of Energy National
Security Authorizations and Other Author-
izations
TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS
Subtitle A—National Security Programs
Authorizations

National Nuclear Security Administration.

Defense environmental management.

Other defense activities.

Defense nuclear waste disposal.

Subtitle B—Program Authorizations,

Restrictions, and Limitations
Reliable Replacement Warhead program.
Report on assistance for a comprehensive
inventory of Russian nonstrategic
nuclear weapons.
Subtitle A—National Security Programs
Authorizations
SEC. 3101. NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY ADMIN-
ISTRATION.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated
to the Department of Energy for fiscal year 2006
for the activities of the National Nuclear Secu-
rity Administration in carrying out programs
necessary for national security in the amount of
39,100,852,000, to be allocated as follows:

(1) For weapons activities, $6,455,744,000.

(2) For defense nuclear monproliferation ac-
tivities, $1,515,239,000.

(3) For naval reactors, $786,000,000.

(4) For the Office of the Administrator for Nu-
clear Security, $343,869,000.

(b) AUTHORIZATION ~ OF  NEW  PLANT
PROJECTS.—From funds referred to in subsection
(a) that are available for carrying out plant
projects, the Secretary of Energy may carry out,
for weapons activities, the following new plant
projects:

Project 06-D-140, project engineering and de-
sign, various locations, $14,113,000.

Project 06-D-160, Facilities and Infrastructure
Recapitalization Program, project engineering
and design, various locations, $5,811,000.

Project 06-D-180, Defense Nuclear Non-
proliferation Program project engineering and
design, National Security Laboratory, Pacific
Northwest National Laboratory, $5,000,000.
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Project 06-D—-401, Central Office Building 2,
Bettis Atomic Power Laboratory, West Mifflin,
Pennsylvania, $7,000,000.

Project 06-D—-402, replace fire stations mo. 1
and no. 2, Nevada Test Site, $8,284,000.

Project 06-D—403, Tritium Facility Moderniza-
tion, Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,
32,600,000.

Project 06—-D—404, Building B-3 remediation,
restoration, and upgrade, Nevada Test Site

316,000,000.

Project 06—D-601, electrical distribution system
upgrade, Pantex Plant, Amarillo, Texas,
34,000,000.

Project 06-D-602, gas main and distribution
system upgrade, Pantexr Plant, Amarillo Texas,
33,700,000.

Project 06-D-603, steam plant life extension
project, Y-12 national security complex, Oak
Ridge, Tennessee, $729,000.

SEC. 3102. DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGE-
MENT.

Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated to the Department of Energy for fiscal
year 2006 for environmental management activi-
ties in carrying out programs necessary for na-
tional security in the amount of $6,311,433,000,
to be allocated as follows:

(1) For defense site acceleration completion,
$5,480,102,000.

(2) For defense
3831,331,000.

SEC. 3103. OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES.

Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated to the Department of Energy for fiscal
year 2006 for other defense activities in carrying
out programs necessary for national security in
the amount of $635,998,000.

SEC. 3104. DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated to the Department of Energy for fiscal
year 2006 for defense nuclear waste disposal for
payment to the Nuclear Waste Fund established
in section 302(c) of the Nuclear Waste Policy Act
of 1982 (42 U.S.C. 10222(c)) in the amount of
$351,447,000.

Subtitle B—Program Authorizations,
Restrictions, and Limitations
SEC. 3111. RELIABLE REPLACEMENT WARHEAD
PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle A (50 U.S.C. 2521 et
seq.) of title XLVII of the Atomic Energy De-
fense Act is amended by adding at the end the
following new section:

“SEC. 4214. RELIABLE REPLACEMENT WARHEAD
PROGRAM.

‘““(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.—The Secretary of
Energy, in consultation with the Secretary of
Defense, shall carry out a program, to be known
as the Reliable Replacement Warhead program,
to develop reliable replacement components that
are producible and certifiable for the existing
nuclear weapons stockpile.

““(b) OBJECTIVES.—The objectives of the Reli-
able Replacement Warhead program shall be—

““(1) to increase the reliability, safety, and se-
curity of the United States nuclear weapons
stockpile;

““(2) to further reduce the likelihood of the re-
sumption of nuclear testing;

““(3) to remain consistent with basic design pa-
rameters by using, to the extent practicable,
components that are well understood or are cer-
tifiable without the need to resume underground
nuclear testing;

““(4) to ensure that the United States develops
a nuclear weapons infrastructure that can re-
spond to unforeseen problems, to include the
ability to produce replacement warheads that
are safer to manufacture, more cost-effective to
produce, and less costly to maintain than exist-
ing warheads;

‘“(5) to achieve reductions in the future sice of
the nuclear weapons stockpile based on in-
creased veliability of the reliable replacement
warheads;

environmental services,
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““(6) to use the design, certification, and pro-
duction expertise resident in the nuclear com-
plex to develop reliable replacement components
to fulfill current mission requirements of the ex-
isting stockpile; and

“(7) to serve as a complement to, and poten-
tially a more cost-effective and reliable long-
term replacement for, the current Stockpile Life
Extension Programs.”’.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than March 1, 2007,
the Nuclear Weapons Council shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a report on
the feasibility and implementation of the Reli-
able Replacement Warhead program required by
section 4214 of the Atomic Energy Defense Act
(as added by subsection (a)). The report shall—

(1) identify existing warheads recommended
for replacement by 2035 with an assessment of
the weapon performance and safety characteris-
tics of the replacement warheads;

(2) discuss the relationship of the Reliable Re-
placement Warhead program within the Stock-
pile Stewardship Program and its impact on the
current Stockpile Life Extension Programs;

(3) provide an assessment of the extent to
which a successful Reliable Replacement War-
head program could lead to reductions in the
nuclear weapons stockpile;

(4) discuss the criteria by which replacement
warheads under the Reliable Replacement War-
head program will be designed to maximize the
likelihood of not requiring nuclear testing, as
well as the circumstances that could lead to a
resumption of testing;

(5) provide a description of the infrastructure,
including pit production capabilities, required to
support the Reliable Replacement Warhead pro-
gram; and

(6) provide a detailed summary of how the
funds made available pursuant to the author-
izations of appropriations in this Act, and any
funds made available in prior years, will be
used.

(c) INTERIM REPORT.—Not later than March 1,
2006, the Nuclear Weapons Council shall submit
to the congressional defense committees an in-
terim report on the matters required to be cov-
ered by the report under subsection (b).

SEC. 3112. REPORT ON ASSISTANCE FOR A COM-
PREHENSIVE INVENTORY OF RUS-
SIAN NONSTRATEGIC NUCLEAR
WEAPONS.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that—

(1) there is an insufficient accounting for, and
insufficient security of, the nonstrategic nuclear
weapons of the Russian Federation; and

(2) because of the dangers posed by that insuf-
ficient accounting and security, it is in the na-
tional security interest of the United States to
assist the Russian Federation in the conduct of
a comprehensive inventory of its nonstrategic
nuclear weapons.

(b) REPORT.—

(1) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than Novem-
ber 1, 2005, the Secretary of Energy shall submit
to Congress a report containing—

(A) the Secretary’s evaluation of past and
current efforts by the United States to encour-
age or facilitate a proper accounting for and se-
curing of the nonstrategic nuclear weapons of
the Russian Federation; and

(B) the Secretary’s recommendations regard-
ing the actions by the United States that are
most likely to lead to progress in improving the
accounting for, and securing of, those weapons.

(2) CONSULTATION WITH SECRETARY OF DE-
FENSE.—The report under paragraph (1) shall be
prepared in consultation with the Secretary of
Defense.

(3) CLASSIFICATION OF REPORT.—The report
under paragraph (1) shall be in wunclassified
form, but may be accompanied by a classified
annex.

TITLE XXXIT—DEFENSE NUCLEAR
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD
3201. Authorization.
SEC. 3201. AUTHORIZATION.

There are authorized to be appropriated for

fiscal year 2006, $22,032,000 for the operation of
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the Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board

under chapter 21 of the Atomic Energy Act of

1954 (42 U.S.C. 2286 et seq.).

TITLE XXXIII—-NATIONAL DEFENSE
STOCKPILE
3301. Authoriced wuses of National
Stockpile funds.
3302. Revision of fiscal year 1999 authority to
dispose of certain materials in the
National Defense Stockpile.
3303. Revision of fiscal year 2000 authority to
dispose of certain materials in the
National Defense Stockpile.

SEC. 3301. AUTHORIZED USES OF NATIONAL DE-
FENSE STOCKPILE FUNDS.

(a) OBLIGATION OF STOCKPILE FUNDS.—Dur-
ing fiscal year 2006, the National Defense Stock-
pile Manager may obligate up to $52,132,000 of
the funds in the National Defense Stockpile
Transaction Fund established under subsection
(a) of section 9 of the Strategic and Critical Ma-
terials Stock Piling Act (50 U.S.C. 98h) for the
authorized uses of such funds under subsection
(b)(2) of such section, including the disposal of
hazardous materials that are environmentally
sensitive.

(b) ADDITIONAL OBLIGATIONS.—The National
Defense Stockpile Manager may obligate
amounts in excess of the amount specified in
subsection (a) if the National Defense Stockpile
Manager notifies Congress that extraordinary or
emergency conditions necessitate the additional
obligations. The National Defense Stockpile
Manager may make the additional obligations
described in the notification after the end of the
45-day period beginning on the date on which
Congress receives the notification.

(c) LIMITATIONS.—The authorities provided by
this section shall be subject to such limitations
as may be provided in appropriations Acts.

SEC. 3302. REVISION OF FISCAL YEAR 1999 AU-
THORITY TO DISPOSE OF CERTAIN
MATERIALS IN THE NATIONAL DE-
FENSE STOCKPILE.

(a) REQUIRED RECEIPTS FROM DISPOSALS.—
Section 3303(a) of the Strom Thurmond National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1999
(Public Law 105-261; 50 U.S.C. 98d note), as
amended by section 3302 of the Ronald W.
Reagan National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2005 (Public Law 108-375; 118 Stat.
2193), is amended by striking paragraph (5) and
inserting the following new paragraph:

“(5) $1,000,000,000 by the end of fiscal year
2011.”.

(b) EFFECT OF AMENDMENT.—The amendment
made by subsection (a) will result in the contin-
ued disposal of certain materials in the National
Defense Stockpile after September 30, 2005, pur-
suant to the disposal authority provided by sec-
tion 3303 of the Strom Thurmond National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1999,
and allow the National Defense Stockpile Man-
ager to take advantage of favorable market con-
ditions for the sales of several of the materials
authorized for disposal, such as tungsten ferro,
tungsten metal power, and tungsten ores and
concentrates.

SEC. 3303. REVISION OF FISCAL YEAR 2000 AU-
THORITY TO DISPOSE OF CERTAIN
MATERIALS IN THE NATIONAL DE-
FENSE STOCKPILE.

Section 3402(b) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public Law
106-65; 50 U.S.C. 98d note), as amended by sec-
tion 3302 of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2004 (Public Law 108-136;
117 Stat. 1788), is amended by striking para-
graph (4) and inserting the following new para-

raph:

“(4) $550,000,000 by the end of fiscal year

2011.”".

TITLE XXXIV—NAVAL PETROLEUM
RESERVES

3401. Authorization of appropriations.

SEC. 3401. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) AMOUNT.—There are hereby authorized to
be appropriated to the Secretary of Energy
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$18,500,000 for fiscal year 2006 for the purpose of
carrying out activities under chapter 641 of title
10, United States Code, relating to the naval pe-
troleum reserves.

(b) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY.—Funds appro-
priated pursuant to the authorization of appro-
priations in subsection (a) shall remain avail-
able until expended.

TITLE XXXV—MARITIME ADMINISTRATION

3501. Authorization of appropriations for fiscal
year 2006.

Payments for State and regional maritime
academies.

Maintenance and repair reimbursement
pilot program.

Tank vessel construction assistance.

Improvements to the Maritime Administra-
tion vessel disposal program.

3501. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS

FOR FISCAL YEAR 2006.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2006, to be available with-
out fiscal year limitation if so provided in ap-
propriations Acts, for the use of the Department
of Transportation for the Maritime Administra-
tion as follows:

(1) For expenses necessary for operations and
training activities, $113,650,000, of which
$10,000,000 shall be available only for paying re-
imbursement under section 3517 of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2004,
as amended by section 3503 of this Act.

(2) For administrative expenses related to loan
guarantee commitments under the program au-
thorized by title XI of the Merchant Marine Act,
1936 (46 App. U.S.C. 1271 et seq.), $3,526,000.

(3) For expenses to dispose of obsolete vessels
in the National Defense Reserve Fleet, including
provision of assistance under section 7 of Public
Law 92-402, $21,000,000.

SEC. 3502. PAYMENTS FOR STATE AND REGIONAL
MARITIME ACADEMIES.

(a) ANNUAL PAYMENT.—Section
1304(a)(1)(C)(ii) of the Merchant Marine Act,
1936 (46 App. U.S.C. 1295¢(d)(1)(C)(ii)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘3200,000°’ and inserting ‘‘$300,000
for fiscal year 2006, $400,000 for fiscal year 2007,
and $500,000 for fiscal year 2008 and each fiscal
year thereafter’.

(b) SCHOOL SHIP FUEL PAYMENT.—Section
1304(c)(2) of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936 (46
App. U.S.C. 1295¢(c)(2)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘The Secretary may pay to any
State maritime academy’ and inserting ‘‘(A)
The Secretary shall, subject to the availability
of appropriations, pay to each State maritime
academy’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘“‘(B) The amount of the payment to a State
maritime academy under this paragraph shall
not exceed—

““(1) $100,000 for fiscal year 2006;

““(ii) $200,000 for fiscal year 2007; and

““(iii) $300,000 for fiscal year 2008 and each fis-
cal year thereafter.”.

SEC. 3503. MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR REIM-
BURSEMENT PILOT PROGRAM.

Section 3517 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2004 (46 U.S.C. 53101
note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1) by striking “may’’
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘shall’’;

(2) in subsection (a)(2) by striking ‘‘LIMITA-
TION.—The Secretary may not’ and inserting
“REQUIREMENT OF AGREEMENT.—The Secretary
shall, subject to the availability of appropria-
tions,”’;

(3) in subsection (d)(2) by striking ‘80 percent
of”’; and

(4) by amending subsection (g) to read as fol-
lows:

““(9) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Secretary shall
submit a report to the Congress each year on the
program under this section. The report shall in-
clude a listing of future inspection schedules for
all vessels included in the Maritime Security
Fleet established by chapter 531 of title 46,
United States Code.”’.

3502.
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SEC. 3504. TANK VESSEL CONSTRUCTION ASSIST-
ANCE.

(a) REQUIREMENT TO ENTER CONTRACTS.—Sec-
tion 3543(a) of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2004 (46 U.S.C. 53101
note) is amended by striking ‘“‘may’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘shall, to the extent of the availability of
appropriations,”’.

(b) AMOUNT OF ASSISTANCE.—Section 3543(b)
of the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2004 (46 U.S.C. 53101 note) is amend-
ed by striking “up to 75 percent of”’.

SEC. 3505. IMPROVEMENTS TO THE MARITIME AD-
MINISTRATION VESSEL DISPOSAL
PROGRAM.

(a) COMPREHENSIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN.—

(1) REQUIREMENT TO DEVELOP PLAN.—The Sec-
retary of Transportation shall prepare, publish,
and submit to the Congress by not later than 120
days after the date of the enactment of this Act
a comprehensive plan for management of the
vessel disposal program of the Mavitime Admin-
istration in accordance with the recommenda-
tions made in the Government Accountability
Office in report number GAO-05-264, dated
March 2005.

(2) CONTENTS OF PLAN.—The plan shall—

(4) include a strategy and implementation
plan for disposal of obsolete Maritime Adminis-
tration vessels (including vessels added to the
fleet after the enactment of this Act) in a timely
manner, maxrimizing the use of all available dis-
posal methods, including dismantling, use for
artificial reefs, donation, and Navy training ex-
ercises;

(B) identify and describe the funding and
other resources necessary to implement the plan,
and specific milestones for disposal of vessels
under the plan;

(C) establish performance measures to track
progress toward achieving the goals of the pro-
gram, including the expeditious disposal of ships
commencing upon the date of the enactmemt of
this Act;

(D) develop a formal decisionmaking frame-
work for the program; and

(E) identify external factors that could impede
successful implementation of the plan, and de-
scribe steps to be taken to mitigate the effects of
such factors.

(b) IMPLEMENTATION OF MANAGEMENT PLAN.—

(1) REQUIREMENT TO IMPLEMENT.—The Sec-
retary shall implement the vessel disposal pro-
gram of the Maritime Administration in accord-
ance with—

(4) the management plan submitted under
subsection (a); and

(B) the requirements set forth in paragraph
(2).

(2) UTILIZATION OF DOMESTIC SOURCES.—In
the procurement of services under the vessel dis-
posal program of the Mavritime Administration,
the Secretary shall—

(A) use full and open competition; and

(B) utilize domestic sources to the maximum
extent practicable.

(c¢) FAILURE TO SUBMIT PLAN.—

(1) PRIVATE MANAGEMENT CONTRACT FOR DIS-
POSAL OF MARITIME ADMINISTRATION VESSELS.—
The Secretary of Transportation, subject to the
availability of appropriations, shall promptly
award a contract using full and open competi-
tion to expeditiously implement all aspects of
disposal of obsolete vessels of the Maritime Ad-
ministration.

(2) APPLICATION.—This subsection shall apply
beginning 120 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, unless the Secretary of Trans-
portation has submitted to the Congress the
comprehensive plan required under subsection
(a)

(d) TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER OB-
SOLETE COMBATANT VESSELS TO NAVY FOR DIS-
POSAL.—The Secretary of Transportation shall,
subject to the availability of appropriations and
consistent with section 1535 of title 31, United
States Code, popularly known as the Economy
Act, transfer to the Secretary of the Navy dur-
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ing fiscal year 2006 for disposal by the Navy, no
fewer than 4 combatant vessels in the nonreten-
tion fleet of the Maritime Administration that
are acceptable to the Secretary of the Navy.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. No amend-
ment to the committee amendment in
the nature of a substitute shall be in
order except those printed in House Re-
port 109-96 and amendments en bloc de-
scribed in section 3 of House Resolu-
tion 293.

Each amendment printed in the re-
port shall be offered only in the order
printed, except as specified in section 4
of the resolution, may be offered only
by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered read, and shall not
be subject to a demand for division of
the question. Each amendment shall be
debatable as specified in the report,
equally divided and controlled by the
proponent and an opponent, and shall
not be subject to amendment, except
that the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on
Armed Services each may offer one pro
forma amendment for the purpose of
further debate on any pending amend-
ment.

It shall be in order at any time for
the chairman of the Committee on
Armed Services or his designee to offer
amendments en bloc consisting of
amendments printed in the report not
earlier disposed of. Amendments en
bloc shall be considered read, shall be
debatable for 40 minutes, equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman
and ranking minority member or their
designees, shall not be subject to
amendment, and shall not be subject to
a demand for division of the question.

The original proponent of an amend-
ment included in amendments en bloc
may insert a statement in the Congres-
sional RECORD immediately before dis-
position of the amendments en bloc.

The Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole may recognize for consider-
ation of any amendment printed in the
report out of the order printed, but not
sooner than 1 hour after the chairman
of Armed Services or a designee an-
nounces from the floor a request to
that effect.

It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 20 printed in House Reports
109-96.

AMENDMENT NO. 20 OFFERED BY MR. GOODE

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk
will designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 20 offered by Mr. GOODE:

At the end of subtitle D of title X (page 372,
after line 8), add the following new section:
SEC. 1035. ASSIGNMENT OF MEMBERS OF THE

ARMED FORCES TO ASSIST BUREAU
OF BORDER SECURITY AND BUREAU
OF CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION
SERVICES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
HOMELAND SECURITY.

(a) ASSIGNMENT AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY
OF DEFENSE.—Chapter 18 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by inserting after
section 374 the following new section:
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“§ 8374a. Assignment of members to assist bor-
der patrol and control

‘‘(a) ASSIGNMENT AUTHORIZED.—Upon sub-
mission of a request consistent with sub-
section (b), the Secretary of Defense may as-
sign members of the Army, Navy, Air Force,
and Marine Corps to assist—

‘(1) the Bureau of Border Security of the
Department of Homeland Security in pre-
venting the entry of terrorists, drug traf-
fickers, and illegal aliens into the United
States; and

‘“(2) the United States Customs Service of
the Department of Homeland Security in the
inspection of cargo, vehicles, and aircraft at
points of entry into the United States to pre-
vent the entry of weapons of mass destruc-
tion, components of weapons of mass de-
struction, prohibited narcotics or drugs, or
other terrorist or drug trafficking items.

‘“(b) REQUEST FOR ASSIGNMENT.—The as-
signment of members under subsection (a)
may occur only if—

‘(1) the assignment is at the request of the
Secretary of Homeland Security; and

‘“(2) the request is accompanied by a cer-
tification by the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity that the assignment of members pur-
suant to the request is necessary to respond
to a threat to national security posed by the
entry into the United States of terrorists,
drug traffickers, or illegal aliens.

“(c) TRAINING PROGRAM REQUIRED.—The
Secretary of Homeland Security and the Sec-
retary of Defense, shall establish a training
program to ensure that members receive
general instruction regarding issues affect-
ing law enforcement in the border areas in
which the members may perform duties
under an assignment under subsection (a). A
member may not be deployed at a border lo-
cation pursuant to an assignment under sub-
section (a) until the member has successfully
completed the training program.

‘“(d) CONDITIONS OF USE.—(1) Whenever a
member who is assigned under subsection (a)
to assist the Bureau of Border Security or
the United States Customs Service is per-
forming duties at a border location pursuant
to the assignment, a civilian law enforce-
ment officer from the agency concerned shall
accompany the member.

‘“(2) Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to—

‘“(A) authorize a member assigned under
subsection (a) to conduct a search, seizure,
or other similar law enforcement activity or
to make an arrest; and

“‘(B) supersede section 1385 of title 18 (pop-
ularly known as the ‘Posse Comitatus Act’).

‘“(e) ESTABLISHMENT OF ONGOING JOINT
TASK FORCES.—(1) The Secretary of Home-
land Security may establish ongoing joint
task forces if the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity determines that the joint task force,
and the assignment of members to the joint
task force, is necessary to respond to a
threat to national security posed by the
entry into the United States of terrorists,
drug traffickers, or illegal aliens.

““(2) If established, the joint task force
shall fully comply with the standards as set
forth in this section.

“(f) NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS.—The
Secretary of Homeland Security shall pro-
vide to the Governor of the State in which
members are to be deployed pursuant to an
assignment under subsection (a) and to local
governments in the deployment area notifi-
cation of the deployment of the members to
assist the Department of Homeland Security
under this section and the types of tasks to
be performed by the members.

*(g) REIMBURSEMENT REQUIREMENT.—Sec-
tion 377 of this title shall apply in the case
of members assigned under subsection (a).”.

(b) COMMENCEMENT OF TRAINING PRO-
GRAM.—The training program required by
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subsection (b) of section 374a of title 10,
United States Code, shall be established as
soon as practicable after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of such chapter is
amended by inserting after the item relating
to section 374 the following new item:
¢374a. Assignment of members to assist bor-

der patrol and control.”.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
House Resolution 293, the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. GOODE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 15 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. GOODE).

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

Mr. Chairman, this amendment
would permit military personnel to se-
cure America’s borders. It authorizes,
but does not require the Secretary of
Defense to utilize members of the
Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine Corps
and Reserves under certain cir-
cumstances and subject to certain con-
ditions to assist the Department of
Homeland Security upon the request of
the Department of Homeland Security
in the performance of its border func-
tions.

This amendment has passed in the
two previous Congresses, and prior to
my offering this amendment in the
past two Congresses, it was offered by
other Members and it has passed the
House, but has not survived conference.
I hope this year it will pass the House
and then survive a conference.

I want to emphasize, this is an au-
thorization measure so that the De-
partment of Homeland Security and
the Department of Defense would not
be subject to posse comitatus charges
if they utilize this in a nonemergency
situation.

This simply makes it clear that if the
Secretary of Homeland Security re-
quests of the Secretary of Defense the
utilization of forces to assist the bor-
der patrol in combating illegal drugs,
combating illegal immigration or to
reduce the threat of terrorism, that au-
thority exists and it would not require
the declaring of a national emergency
by the executive branch.

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

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, I claim
time in opposition to the amendment.

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

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to express
strong opposition to my good friend,
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
GOODE’s) amendment.

I understand his concern. There has
been a lot of talk both on the floor of
Congress, throughout the country
about border control. I understand the
need to increase enforcement along our
borders to protect against terrorism
and drug trafficking.

Mr. Chairman, as a former Border
Patrol agent with 26% years’ experi-
ence along our Nation’s border, I know
firsthand the difficulties that we have
protecting our borders. But I also know
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that what we need are more trained
law enforcement professionals, not
military forces and, most certainly,
not untrained civilians and vigilantes.

I know how difficult it is to secure
our Nation’s borders and the need for
additional resources; however, this
amendment is the wrong solution to
our current problem along the border.
The military has been more than will-
ing to provide assistance to law en-
forcement already, but, Mr. Chairman,
let me just for the record state that
the Department of Defense opposes this
amendment.

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity needs more border patrol agents,
not troops on the border. The President
already has the constitutional author-
ity to deploy troops, as necessary, dur-
ing a national emergency. There is no
reason for this amendment.
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We have recently authorized an addi-
tional 1,500 border agents and have
funded those 1,500 border agents.

Last August, we passed the intel-
ligence reform legislation that has a
provision for 2,000 border patrol agents
per year for the next 5 years. That is
the solution, in my opinion, that we
need: professional trained Spanish-
speaking border patrol agents that
know and understand the challenge
they face.

Our military today is already
stressed. Just last month, the TU.S.
Army told us that their recruitment
was down some 42 percent. We do not
have the forces, we do not have the Re-
serves, and we do not have the Na-
tional Guard because of the commit-
ments overseas.

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

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX).

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in strong support of the Goode
amendment. The terrorist attacks on
our homeland highlighted the potential
disastrous effects of porous borders and
the need to bolster border security.
While we continue to fight the war on
terror overseas, we cannot neglect our
homeland and must increase our efforts
at fighting terrorism at home by con-
trolling immigration and strength-
ening our borders.

The defense authorization bill we are
considering today makes excellent
progress in setting funding levels for
our troops and staging the war on ter-
ror overseas, but cannot and should not
neglect our borders here at home. The
Goode amendment will protect terror-
ists, illegal immigrants, and drug traf-
fickers from entering the country.

Mr. Chairman, border security can-
not be taken too seriously. I urge my
colleagues to support the Goode
amendment so we can continue fight-
ing terror in the streets of Baghdad
and in the mountains of Afghanistan
rather than in our cities and commu-
nities. We must increase our efforts at
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achieving closed borders with open,
guarded doors.

The Goode amendment helps accom-
plish that goal and supplements the
greater objectives of the national de-
fense authorization bill we are consid-
ering today. Without the Goode amend-
ment, the authorization bill is incom-
plete and its goals are unmet.

In fighting the war on terror over-
seas, we have made our Nation and in-
deed the whole world a much safer
place. Let us make sure we continue to
build on that historic progress by pro-
tecting our homeland and defending
our borders, when necessary. Vote for
the Goode amendment and for the pas-
sage of the defense authorization bill.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. ORTIZ), a former sheriff who
knows and understands border issues.

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Chairman, I oppose
the provision regarding troops on the
border. Our servicemen and -women are
simply spread too thin. But one of the
things that we need to remember is
that we are in Iraq fighting a war in
order not to fight in our homeland;
that we need to fight the terrorists in
Iraq. Well, just from the beginning of
the year to today, we have had over
17,000 OTMs, other than Mexicans; and
most of them are from Bragzil. If you go
to Bragzil, you do not need a visa to go
into Mexico.

It is good to see that we have given
the border patrol 1,500 more border pa-
trolmen, but we have no detention cen-
ters. If you have no detention centers,
the illegals come in knowing one thing:
when they come to the border, they
turn themselves in to the border pa-
trol. And you know what they ask for?
I want my walking papers. I am not a
Mexican; I can stay here, and I can ap-
pear before a judge.

I would like to engage my good
friend, the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
REYES), for a few moments because he
was the border patrol sector chief in
McAllen. Not only that, we are begin-
ning to see gangs coming in, the Mara
Salvatrucha gang, and many other peo-
ple. And unless we build detention cen-
ters, they are going to continue to
come. My friend has talked to some of
the border patrol officers down in the
McAllen sector.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ORTIZ. I yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, we have
been in contact with border patrol
agents that currently are telling us
that they are demoralized. Because if
you are an other-than-Mexican undocu-
mented individual, you can come in.
We have instances where they are actu-
ally flagging down our border patrol
agents and they are asking local resi-
dents to call the border patrol so they
can get what they call their permiso,
or their permit, to be able to travel
anywhere in the United States.

This is an abuse of our immigration
laws, and it is all because we will not
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fund and we will not establish tem-
porary detention facilities. When I was
chief in McAllen sector, we had the
same situation in the mid-1980s, where
we had Central Americans coming in to
the country. I was told that my agents
were to issue I-210 letters, which is
that permiso, that permit, they want
today and wanted in the mid-1980s. I
said, no, we are going to arrest them,
and we are going to detain them.

We put together a plan. We put tem-
porary detention facilities down in
south Texas, and guess what, Mr.
Chairman? It worked. They stopped
coming. And more importantly, Mexico
had to become engaged to make sure
that people coming from Central Amer-
ica did not come into Mexico and cre-
ate difficulties for them.

There is a solution, my colleagues, to
this issue. The solution is enforcing
our laws. If we put military on the bor-
der, all they are going to be doing is
refer these undocumented other-than-
Mexican aliens to the border patrol so
they can be issued another permit to
go anywhere in the country that they
want. Does that make sense? Is that
what we want to use our military for,
just the equivalent of tour guides, re-
ferring illegals to the border patrol for
issuing of a permit so they can go any-
where in the country?

Mr. ORTIZ. Reclaiming my time, Mr.
Chairman, I just want to say some-
thing. We have had experience. About
12 years ago, we had 57,000 individuals,
illegal, come from Central America
when Attorney General Meese said if
you fear for your life, come to the
United States. My colleagues, we had
to put up tents, and my colleague from
Texas remembers that; 57,000. It im-
pacts on your infrastructure, on your
highways, on everything else.

So this is one of the reasons I oppose
this bill. We need to build detention

centers, otherwise the problem will
never be solved.
Mr. GOODE. Mr. Chairman, how

much time remains on each side?

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. BASS).
The gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
GOODE) has 11 minutes remaining, and
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. REYES)
has 7% minutes.

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
4% minutes to the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. HAYWORTH).

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in strong support of the Goode
amendment, and I do so with the ut-
most respect for the preceding speakers
on the other side of the aisle. Because
in pointing out the symptoms and the
challenges of the problems we confront
on our border, rather than arguing
against the amendment, as is the in-
tent of my friends from Texas, in fact
they are bolstering the argument for
the very reason we should support this
amendment.

Here is why, Mr. Chairman. National
security and border security are omne
and the same. As my colleagues from
Texas, who share a common border as I
do in my home State in Arizona, as we
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share a common border with the Re-
public of Mexico, I would remind my
colleagues that to our north there is a
border stretching with Canada that is
close to 8,000 miles, when you take a
look at all the ins and outs. So it is not
directed absolutely at our neighbors in
the south. There is a danger to our
north.

This has little to do with morale or
professionalism of border patrol
agents. Instead, it has to do with the
incredible job we ask our border patrol
to do across that vast northern border
and across our important southern bor-
der. It is because of the tenor of the
times, in the wake of 9/11, and, Mr.
Chairman, precisely because of what
we heard our former colleague, Mr.
Goss of Florida, now Director of the
Central Intelligence Agency, say in an
open session to a committee in the
other body, that his greatest concern is
the introduction of some sort of weap-
on or some hostile action taken by
those crossing our porous borders.

My colleagues from Texas just point-
ed out, in terms of those other-than-
Mexicans coming across our southern
border, and as the Director of the FBI
confirmed to a subcommittee of this
House, there are individuals coming in
to this Nation through our southern
border who are coming from nations
that export Islamofascism and ter-
rorism and they are adopting Hispanic-
sounding surnames as their aliases.
And my good friend, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. ORTIZ), took a direct
hand in pointing out those who are in-
volved in creating security risks along
our border. He mentioned the threat of
the MS-13 gangs and all that is going
on.

My colleagues, the Goode amendment
is needed now more than ever. And I
say that as one from a border State
who stood in opposition to amend-
ments of this type during my previous
years in Congress. But the bottom line,
Mr. Chairman, is this: yes, we have
troops in the field; we have troops far
from home fighting on the streets of
Tikrit so we do not see a fight on the
streets of Tucson; fighting on the
streets of Baghdad so we do not see
this on the streets of Boston.

But by the same token, 1 week ago,
when we discussed the challenges that
we were confronting in terms of border
security and national security, I would
suggest that a vacuum exists, because
we hear so much debate in this House
about resources for first responders.

Mr. Chairman, I would recommend
and I would suggest that there is an in-
terim vacuum that we should take into
account. Not only are men and women
in uniform on the offensive around the
world in a global war on terror, but we
also must deal with the ability of the
Secretary of Defense in coordination
with the Secretary of the Department
of Homeland Security to utilize our
military personnel. If we had in place
the adequate manpower and resources
for first defenders on our borders, per-
haps the first responders would not be
needed.
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Mr. Chairman, I respect my col-
leagues from Texas. I understand their
concerns. Indeed, there is much on this
topic where we have agreement. We un-
derstand the danger we confront. But
we have seen the results of force mul-
tiplication, or at least the presence of
American citizens on the border in my
home State. Force multiplication, and
another option here is what is needed.
Support the Goode amendment.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
remind my friend from Arizona that
the Department of Defense opposes this
amendment, and the President already
has the constitutional authority.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 12 minutes to
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
KLINE), who is, coincidentally, from
the northern border that the gen-
tleman from Arizona was just speaking
about and who is a member of our com-
mittee.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, I thank
my friend for yielding me this time,
and I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment put forward by my good friend,
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
GOODE). While I support his intention
with all my heart to provide increased
border security to our Nation, I would
remind my colleagues that we have
been taking action in this Congress,
and will take more, to increase the
number of border patrol, and as my
friend, the gentleman from Texas, said,
to pass a REAL ID Act, and to take
steps where professional law enforce-
ment officials are stepping up to pro-
vide security for our borders.

I oppose this amendment because of
my fear of what it does to our Armed
Forces at a time when we are stretched
incredibly thin. I think back to my
days on active duty, and my son’s serv-
ice now on active duty, and how hard
they are training for this war on ter-
ror, how much time they are spending
deployed, and to think we are now
going to ask more of them.

My colleague from Arizona men-
tioned 8,000 miles of border. I am afraid
that in our eagerness to defend the bor-
der, we will call more and more on our
men and women in the Armed Forces
and put them in a very untenable posi-
tion where they are poorly trained to
do a job that should be done by profes-
sional law enforcement officers and
taking them away from their primary
mission and stretching them ever thin-
ner in their primary duties. So, reluc-
tantly, I oppose this amendment.
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Mr. GOODE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Just to comment briefly, this amend-
ment does not require forces on the
border, it simply authorizes the De-
partment of Homeland Security and
the Department of Defense to utilize
them if necessary to supplement the
border control, and they have to be
trained.

This amendment is a message-sender
to tell the world we are serious about
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illegal immigration, drug trafficking
and the threat of terrorism coming
across the border.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING).

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I
appreciate the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. GOODE) for yielding me this
time and for bringing this amendment
before this Chamber.

We look at our borders of this Na-
tion. No nation without borders can be
a sovereign nation. Without borders,
you have no nation. We have borders
that are absolutely porous, and we are
hearing from the criticizing media that
we cannot control the borders between
Iraq and Syria, between Iraq and Iran.
What about controlling the borders be-
tween the United States of America
and our neighbors to the south and to
the north?

We know we have troops that are
training all over this country at bases
around America and around the world.
We also know it is good for morale to
be engaged in something that is mean-
ingful. What better terrain than, par-
ticularly, our southern border where
coffee-stain camouflage matches that
terrain as well as it does the terrain
they are in in Iraq today.

We are dealing with this giant hay-
stack of illegal immigration, and we
have a policy that says we are going to
look for OTMs and terrorists and
criminals. And we have 8 or 12 or 14
million illegals that have come across
the border and live in this country
today, or more; and that number is so
great, we stopped 1,139,000 from coming
across the border in the past year.
That is how many we caught.

Most people will tell you that two
out of every three make it through. So
out of that number and that huge hay-
stack of 3 million or more pouring
across our borders, we are going to
reach in and find the needles, the ter-
rorists or criminals or OTMs? I do not
think so.

I think this Nation has to mobilize
the resources that is has, consistent
with the Goode amendment, training
the military, put them on the border
not as a protection force that is going
to draw from our national security at
other places in the world, but put them
where they can protect our national se-
curity while they train to be deployed
elsewhere as well.

The Minute Men that stood on the
border set that standard, and I think
the United States military can follow
through.

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

Mr. Chairman, I remind my good
friend, the gentleman from Iowa (Mr.
KING), that the Department of Defense
is opposed to this amendment. The
President already has the authority.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1%2 minutes to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
FILNER).

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Chairman, as Cali-
fornia’s border Congressman, I rise to
oppose this amendment.
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I am amazed at some of the argu-
ments supporting this amendment.
Members who agree that we need more
security on the border, yet every one of
them voted for a budget that only had
10 percent of the border patrol increase
that this Congress has authorized. So
they talk about more border patrol,
but they voted for a budget that did
not include it!

Mr. Chairman, I would not vote for
an amendment that militarizes my col-
leagues’ districts, and I urge my col-
leagues to oppose the amendment
aimed at militarizing my district on
the California-Mexico border.

We have a highly trained military. It
is the best in the world, but it is not
trained to perform domestic security
duties. It is not trained to go on patrol
in my neighborhood. It is trained to
pursue and kill foreign enemies, not to
check if visas have expired.

We do need more border security, but
we should give the border patrol the
support they need to do the job. They
are the professionals. Let us give them
the critical manpower and equipment
they need. Let us invest in 21st century
technology.

The gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING)
talked about a haystack. As our border
patrol looks for the dangerous needle
in the haystack, we can use technology
to make that haystack smaller. Let us
pass more support for the border pa-
trol, let us pass comprehensive immi-
gration reform. Let us allow the border
patrol and other homeland security of-
ficials to focus on the real dangers to
our national security.

We must have a secure and efficient
border, but do not confuse immigrants
with terrorists, and do not send the
Army into my neighborhood. The
Goode amendment is bad!

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

I would point out to the gentleman
from California, I did vote for his mo-
tion to recommit to increase funding
to add more border patrol officers. This
is simply an authorization measure to
allow the United States, if the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security and if the
Department of Defense thought nec-
essary, to utilize forces to supplement
the border control.

There are troops on the border today,
but they are not U.S. troops, they are
Mexican troops. We should certainly
allow, not mandate, just give the per-
mission for our troops to be there and
not have them violate posse comitatus.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. JONES).

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I want to say to the gentle-
men on the other side, I do not have
two better friends than the two gentle-
men handling the opposition to this,
but this is not about anything except
responding to the people of America
who are concerned about what is hap-
pening at our borders. I support my
good friend from Virginia because, as
the gentleman says, this is an author-
ization bill.
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But I can say to Members today, the
American people are fed up, tired about
the fact we have between 8,000 and
10,000 illegal aliens coming across the
border each and every week. People in
this country feel we are not doing our
job as elected officials in Washington,
D.C.

I have one of the best staffs in east-
ern North Carolina, in the State of
North Carolina, of helping people who
want to come to this country legally.
We do everything we can to help them.
But what the Goode amendment is pro-
posing is absolutely a national security
issue. It is no more or no less than na-
tional security.

How in the world, when we have ter-
rorists that are planting themselves
down in Central and South America,
and we have had this told to us on the
Committee on Armed Services, we
know this is happening; how can we not
say to the American people that their
security is of the utmost importance?

I heard the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. KLINE), whom I have great
respect for, talking about our troops
being stressed. I would say to the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. KLINE), we
need to start bringing those troops
back from Iraq, but that is not the de-
bate here today. The debate here today
is the fact that we need to do what the
American people think we were sent
here for, and that is to represent their
interests.

I was so disappointed when the Presi-
dent of the United States called the
“Minute Men” in Arizona ‘‘vigilantes.”
I would tell Members that in the Third
Congressional District of North Caro-
lina, where we have 60,000 retired mili-
tary, those men that served on that
border did not do anything but help
those who came here illegally go back
without any threat to them. Those
men that stood on the borders of Ari-
zona, they are, in the Third District of
North Carolina, heroes.

I say that to the President.

I hope we will support the Goode
amendment because we should care
about the national security of Amer-
ica.

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

I would say to the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) that I have
the utmost respect for him, but I would
remind the gentleman that it is poor
public policy to allow citizens to take
the law into their own hands, whether
it is Arizona or not.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA),
who represents a border district.

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the Goode amendment.
As a Member whose district lies along
the U.S.-Mexico border, I understand
my colleague’s frustration with our in-
ability to stop illegal immigration.
However, placing military troops on
the border is not the solution. Border
patrol agents are highly trained to
handle the jobs of border security, as
has been stated this afternoon.
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Mr. Chairman, we need to be pro-
viding more funding to hire more bor-
der patrol personnel. We also need to
provide more detention space facilities
for immigrants who are apprehended,
but we do not have the money to build
them. The Homeland Security bill,
which we passed last week, takes steps
in this direction, although I wish it
would have gone further.

We will never stop illegal immigra-
tion until this country has a com-
prehensive, realistic immigration pol-
icy. I urge the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. GOODE) to support immigration re-
form legislation that has been intro-
duced by the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. KOLBE), the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. FLAKE) and the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ).

When we are already facing military recruit-
ment shortages, when our National Guard and
Reserves are going into their second year of
active service, when this bill will remove thou-
sands of women from support positions and
when commanders in Irag and Afghanistan
are crying out for more troops, we do not need
to be giving our military the additional mission
of securing our borders.

| urge my colleagues to oppose the amend-
ment.

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30
seconds to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Chairman HUNTER).

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I want
to say, we all know one thing in this
House Chamber, those who know the
record of the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. REYES), he is the finest border pa-
trol chief probably in the history of our
country. He has done a wonderful job.

We are on opposite sides of this vote.
I think the gentleman pointed out very
clearly one reason we can be on oppo-
site sides of this vote, and that is, this
is a permission which, arguably, the
President already has. It is not a man-
date; it is a permission. I would con-
template this would only be used in ex-
traordinary circumstances.

Nonetheless, it is a resource that the
Department of Homeland Security
should have at their disposal should
they need it for some exigency in the
future.

I want to support the Goode amend-
ment, as I have historically. I thank
Members on both sides for a very high-
level debate.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE), the ranking
member on the Subcommittee on Im-
migration.

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, it should be known that the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. REYES) has
years of very profound experience,
serving our country not only in the
United States military, but certainly
as a border patrol agent and certainly
a leader in that particular profession.

Let me suggest to my colleagues that
albeit there is a crisis and a need for
Federal intervention on immigration, I
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would join my colleagues and ask that
we join it in comprehensive immigra-
tion reform, legislative initiatives that
have been offered by the Senate and
the House. I have just introduced a
Save America comprehensive immigra-
tion reform bill; and frankly, if we
would fund fully border patrol agents
and ICE agents, the problem would be
solved.

Putting military at the borders is a
violation of the Posse Comitatus Act of
1878, and it misuses our military whose
basic training is defense and shoot to
kill. Migrants and immigrants are not
enemy combatants. And, frankly, if
you come to the border of Texas where
people live in harmony, those who hap-
pen to look possibly alike, illegal im-
migrants, there is a great possibility of
danger, danger to the soldiers and dan-
ger to those civilians.

Border patrol agents are serving our
country. In fact, in testimony yester-
day before our Subcommittee on Home-
land Security, when I spoke to one of
their representatives, he indicated
what is the sense of training military
personnel who are temporarily in the
United States Army or Marines, and
then lose or eliminate that training by
them leaving the service and losing the
investment, where you would have bor-
der patrol agents who have the long-
term investment.

Mr. Chairman, yes, this sounds great
and it has an emotional appeal as we
go toward Memorial Day, but I have
the greatest respect and honor for the
United States military as they fight to
defend this Nation. To use them in a ci-
vilian capacity that is the responsi-
bility of the Federal Government is an
outrage and should not be done.

Let us work together harmoniously
to secure the American borders in the
right way, and let us allow the United
States military to serve their Nation
and defend this country in the way
that they have been trained to do it,
not water down their duties and add to
the danger of civilian/military conflict.

| rise in opposition to this amendment. It
would authorize the Secretary of Defense to
assign members of the Army, the Navy, the
Air Force, and the Marines to assist the De-
partment of Homeland Security in the perform-
ance of border protection functions.

| share my colleague’s desire for a secure
border, but this is not the way to do it. Border
security is a civilian responsibility that has
been assigned to the Department of Home-
land Security, not to the military. | also want
to express my disapproval of permitting civilian
volunteers such as the minutemen to assist in
securing our borders. We can provide the ad-
ditional support the Department needs by in-
creasing the number of border patrol agents.
Soldiers are not necessary or desirable as
border patrolmen.

Putting troops on the border would violate
the Posse Comitatus Act of 1878, which pro-
hibits the United States military from patrolling
within United States borders.

The United States military is stretched thin
from wars in Afghanistan and lIraq. Putting
troops at our border would further strain our
capabilities abroad.
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Migrants are not enemy combatants. They
are seeking better economic opportunities for
their families. Their plight should not be com-
bated with military force, but rather with immi-
gration reform.

The United States Border Patrol actively co-
operates with the military in many areas—from
infrastructure construction to the implementa-
tion of new high-tech monitoring such as un-
manned aerial vehicles. The Border Patrol al-
ready knows when and how to ask for co-
operation from the military.

The military is not trained to operate in
United States civilian communities, as is the
case with much of the border. More than 10
million people live along the American side of
the Mexico border. Putting military patrols in
their communities would put many people at
risk.

For instance, on May 20, 1997, a Marine
shot and killed an 18-year-old goat herder,
Ezekiel “Zeke” Hernandez. The incident oc-
curred on the eastern outskirts of the village of
Redford, Texas. The Marines were on the bor-
der to patrol against drug smugglers. Ezekiel
was shot because he was carrying a gun to
protect his flock, and fired a shot, most likely
to scare away predators threatening his herd.
In view of the fact the Marines were camou-
flaged, it is unlikely that Ezekiel saw them. |
do not want to see more incidents like this
take place on American soil.

| urge you to vote against this amendment.

[ 1400

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

I would like to say that I think the
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE) was right on target when she
said allowing troops on the border
under current law in the United States
would violate posse comitatus. I am
not sure that it would, but if they were
requested tomorrow by the Secretary
of Homeland Security and went there, I
assure you there would be lawsuits and
national media saying we were vio-
lating posse comitatus. Pass this
amendment and we will not have that
obstruction to protecting the security
of the United States of America.

I want to salute the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. REYES) for his conducting of
this debate, a great debate. I also want
to thank him for his service which was
truly outstanding, as the gentleman
from California said.

I would like to close by urging you to
vote for the security of the United
States and simply give to the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security with the
concurrence of the Department of De-
fense the authorization to use troops
without running afoul of posse com-
itatus.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, it is my
pleasure to yield 30 seconds to the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON),
the ranking member of the committee.

Mr. SKELTON. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding time.

Mr. Chairman, if there is anyone in
this Chamber that understands the bor-
der and the business at the border, it is
the former border patrol chief, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. REYES). His ex-
pertise is beyond question.

At a time when we are stretching our
young people in uniform, particularly



May 25, 2005

the United States Army, at a time
when 40 percent of those in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan are Reservists or National
Guardsmen, at a time when we are hav-
ing a difficult time in recruiting and
problems rising in retention, we just
cannot afford to put additional troops
on the border. That is the purpose of
the border patrol, and it is up to this
body in other amendments and other
bills to authorize and appropriate more
border patrolmen for that necessary

ob.

! Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself the balance of my time. I want
to also thank the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. GOODE) for a great debate
here and all the Members that partici-
pated.

Mr. Chairman, this is an issue that is
very much discussed around the coun-
try. As my friend from South Carolina
said, this is in response to the issue
that the American people seek relief
on. But this is a false response. The De-
partment of Defense opposes this
amendment. Homeland Security needs
more border patrol agents, more tech-
nology, more resources, not troops, to
help them. The President already has
the constitutional authority to deploy
troops as necessary.

I would ask all Members that have
spoken on this very important issue,
let us get together and let us ask for
hearings so that we can have relief in
areas like my friend and colleague
from south Texas (Mr. ORTIZ) articu-
lated. Border patrol agents are demor-
alized today because they are the
equivalent of tourist enterprises, in
terms of passing out letters to other-
than-Mexican undocumented people
that are allowed to travel anywhere in
the country.

I urge my colleagues to oppose this
amendment and support efforts to re-
cruit, train, and deploy additional bor-
der patrol agents and resources. That
is the way we ought to be going.

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. BASS).
The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. GOODE).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the ayes
appeared to have it.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
GOODE) will be postponed.

AMENDMENTS EN BLOC OFFERED BY MR. HUNTER

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I offer
amendments en bloc.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk
will designate the amendments en bloc.

The Clerk designated the amend-
ments en bloc, as follows:

Amendments en bloc offered by Mr.
HUNTER printed in House Report 109-96 con-
sisting of amendment No. 2; amendment No.
3; amendment No. 7; amendment No. 10;
amendment No. 13; amendment No. 15;
amendment No. 21; amendment No. 28;
amendment No. 18; and amendment No. 25.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. ORTIZ

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 45, line 18, insert ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—
>’ before ‘‘Section 216”°.
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Page 47, after line 6, insert the following:

(b) SUSTAINMENT PLAN.—Not later than De-
cember 31, 2005, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to the congressional defense
committees a plan for sustaining the MHC-51
class mine countermeasures ships and sup-
porting dedicated mine countermeasures sys-
tems until the Littoral Combat Ship and
next-generation mine countermeasures sys-
tems are deployed and capable of assuming
the mission of the MHC-51 class mine coun-
termeasures ships.

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. KAPTUR

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of subtitle B of title III (page 70,
after line 11), insert the following new sec-
tion:

SEC. . STUDY ON USE OF BIODIESEL AND ETH-
ANOL FUEL.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense
shall conduct a study on the use of biodiesel
and ethanol fuel by the Armed Forces and
the Defense Agencies and any measures that
can be taken to increase such use.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The study shall include—

(1) a review and assessment of potential re-
quirements for increased use of biodiesel and
ethanol fuel within the Department of De-
fense and research and development efforts
required to meet those increased require-
ments;

(2) based on the review in subparagraph (1),
a forecast of the requirements of the Armed
Forces and the Defense Agencies for bio-
diesel and ethanol fuels for each of fiscal
years 2007 through 2012;

(3) an assessment of the current and future
commercial availability of biodiesel and eth-
anol fuel, including facilities for the produc-
tion, storage, transportation, distribution,
and commercial sale of such fuel;

(4) a review of the actions of the Depart-
ment of Defense to coordinate with State,
local, and private entities to support the ex-
pansion and use of alternative fuel refueling
stations that are accessible to the public;
and

(5) an assessment of the fueling infrastruc-
ture on military installations in the United
States, including storage and distribution fa-
cilities, that could be adapted or converted
for the delivery of biodiesel and ethanol fuel.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than February 1,
2006, the Secretary shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report on
the study conducted under subsection (a).

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘ethanol fuel” means fuel
that is 85 percent ethyl alcohol.

(2) The term ‘‘biodiesel’’ means a diesel
fuel substitute produced from nonpetroleum
renewable resources that meets the registra-
tion requirements for fuels and fuel additives
established by the Environmental Protection
Agency under section 7545 of title 42, United
States Code.

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. SIMMONS

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of title V (page 194, after line
11), add the following new section:

SEC. 575. ELIGIBILITY OF CERTAIN PERSONS FOR
SPACE-AVAILABLE TRAVEL ON MILI-
TARY AIRCRAFT.

(a) ELIGIBILITY OF ‘“‘GRAY AREA’ RETIREES
AND SPOUSES.—Chapter 157 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by inserting after
section 2641a the following new section:
“§2641b. Space-available travel on Depart-

ment of Defense aircraft: Reserve members

eligible for retired pay but for age; spouses

‘“‘(a) RESERVE RETIREES UNDER AGE 60.—A
member or former member of a reserve com-
ponent under 60 years of age who, but for
age, would be eligible for retired pay under
chapter 1223 of this title shall be provided
transportation on Department of Defense
aircraft, on a space-available basis, on the
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same basis as members of the armed forces
entitled to retired pay under any other pro-
vision of law.

‘“(b) DEPENDENTS.—The dependent of a
member or former member under 60 years of
age who, but for age, would be eligible for re-
tired pay under chapter 1223 of this title,
shall be provided transportation on Depart-
ment of Defense aircraft, on a space-avail-
able basis, on the same basis as dependents
of members of the armed forces entitled to
retired pay under any other provision of
law.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of such chapter is
amended by inserting after the item relating
to section 2641a the following new item:
¢‘2641b. Space-available travel on Depart-

ment of Defense aircraft: Re-
serve members eligible for re-
tired pay but for age; spouses.”’.

AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. FILNER

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of title VI (page 279, after line
6), add the following new section:
SEC. . REPORT ON SPACE-AVAILABLE TRAVEL

FOR CERTAIN DISABLED VETERANS.

Not later than one year after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of
Defense shall submit to Congress a report on
the feasibility of providing transportation on
Department of Defense aircraft on a space-
available basis for any veteran with a serv-
ice-connected disability rating of 50 percent
or higher. The Secretary of Defense shall
prepare the report in consultation with the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs.

AMENDMENT NO. 13 OFFERED BY MS. DELAURO

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of title VII (page 297, after line
26), insert the following new section:

SEC. 718. MENTAL HEALTH AWARENESS FOR DE-
PENDENTS.

(a) PROGRAM.—Not later than one year
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense shall develop a pro-
gram to improve awareness of the avail-
ability of mental health services for, and
warning signs about mental health problems
in, dependents of members of the Armed
Forces whose sponsor served or will serve in
a combat theater during the previous or next
60 days.

(b) MATTERS COVERED.—The program de-
veloped under subsection (a) shall be de-
signed to—

(1) increase awareness of mental health
services available to dependents of members
of the Armed Forces on active duty;

(2) increase awareness of mental health
services available to dependents of Reserv-
ists and National Guard members whose
sponsors have been activated; and

(3) increase awareness of mental health
issues that may arise in dependents referred
to in paragraphs (1) and (2) whose sponsor is
deployed to a combat theater.

(¢) ToLL-FREE NUMBER.—In carrying out
this section, the Secretary of Defense shall
establish a toll-free informational telephone
number and website devoted to helping mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and their depend-
ents recognize, and locate treatment pro-
viders for, post-traumatic stress disorder and
other forms of combat stress.

(d) COORDINATION.—The Secretary may per-
mit the Department of Defense to coordinate
the program developed under subsection (a)
with an accredited college, university, hos-
pital-based, or community-based mental
health center or engage mental health pro-
fessionals to develop programs to help imple-
ment this section.

(e) AVAILABILITY IN OTHER LANGUAGES.—
The Secretary shall ensure that the program
developed under subsection (a) is made avail-
able in foreign languages if necessary to aid
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comprehension among persons to be helped

by the program.

AMENDMENT NO. 15 OFFERED BY MR. MANZULLO
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows:

At the end of subtitle B of title VIII (page
321, after line 3), insert the following new
section:

SEC. 818. BUY AMERICAN REQUIREMENT FOR
PROCUREMENTS OF GOODS CON-
TAINING COMPONENTS.

(a) REQUIREMENT.—Notwithstanding any
agreement described in subsection (b), with
respect to any manufactured end product
procured by the Department of Defense—

(1) the end product shall be manufactured
in the United States; and

(2) the cost of components of the end prod-
uct that are mined, produced, or manufac-
tured inside the United States shall exceed
50 percent of the cost of all components of
the end product.

(b) AGREEMENT DESCRIBED.—An agreement
referred to in subsection (a) is any reciprocal
defense procurement memorandum of under-
standing between the United States and a
foreign country pursuant to which the Sec-
retary of Defense has prospectively waived
the Buy American Act (41 U.S.C. 10a et seq.)
for certain products in that country.

AMENDMENT NO. 21 OFFERED BY MR. CROWLEY

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of title X (page 402, after line
22), add the following new section:

SEC. 1048. SENSE OF CONGRESS RECOGNIZING
THE DIVERSITY OF THE MEMBERS
OF THE ARMED FORCES KILLED IN
OPERATION IRAQI FREEDOM AND
OPERATION ENDURING FREEDOM
AND HONORING THEIR SACRIFICES
AND THE SACRIFICES OF THEIR
FAMILIES.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress
lowing:

(1) Over 1,500 members of the United States
Armed Forces have been killed while serving
in Operation Iragi Freedom and Operation
Enduring Freedom.

(2) The members of the Armed Forces
killed in Operation Iraqi Freedom and Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom came from diverse
ethnic backgrounds.

(3) All of these members of the Armed
Forces lost their lives defending the cause of
freedom, democracy, and liberty.

(4) Diversity is an essential part of the
strength of the Armed Forces, in which
members having different ethnic back-
grounds and faiths share the same goal of de-
fending the cause of freedom, democracy,
and liberty.

(56) The Armed Forces are representative of
the diverse culture and backgrounds that
make the United States a great nation.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the United States should—

(1) recognize and celebrate the diversity of
the Armed Forces; and

(2) recognize and honor the sacrifices being
made by the diverse members of the Armed
Forces and their families in the war against
terrorism.

finds the fol-

AMENDMENT NO. 28 OFFERED BY MR. SPRATT

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of title XII (page 427, after line
11), insert the following new section:

SEC. . WAR-RELATED REPORTING REQUIRE-
MENTS.

(a) REPORTS REQUIRED FOR OPERATION IRAQI
FREEDOM, OPERATION ENDURING KFREEDOM,
AND OPERATION NOBLE EAGLE.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to Congress,
in accordance with this section, war-related
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reports on costs, military personnel force
levels, reconstitution, and military con-
struction for each of Operation Iraqi Free-
dom, Operation Enduring Freedom, and Op-
eration Noble Eagle.

(b) COSTS.—

(1) CosTs.—Each report prepared under
subsection (a) shall specify, for each oper-
ation named in that subsection, for each fis-
cal year beginning with fiscal year 2001, the
following:

(A) The initial planned allocation of budg-
et authority, by funding source and appro-
priation account.

(B) The amount of budget authority made
available through reported and below-thresh-
old funding transfers, categorized by account
and type of expense.

(C) A monthly obligation plan for the year,
by appropriation account.

(D) Amounts of obligations and outlays, by
appropriation account and type of expense.

(2) SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit the initial re-
port, which shall document cost data for
each fiscal year beginning with fiscal year
2001 through fiscal year 2005, no later than
180 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act. Thereafter, the Secretary of De-
fense shall submit cost reports monthly, no
later than 45 days after the end of each re-
porting month.

(c) MILITARY PERSONNEL FORCE LEVELS.—

(1) MILITARY PERSONNEL FORCE LEVELS.—
Each report prepared under subsection (a)
shall specify the following:

(A) The number of military personnel sup-
porting Operation Iraqi Freedom and Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom by component (ac-
tive and reserve).

(B) The number of Guard and reserve per-
sonnel backfilling in the United States or
elsewhere, training up, or demobilizing in
support of Iraqi Freedom or Operation En-
during Freedom each month from September
2001 to the present.

(C) The number of Guard and reserve acti-
vations by service, for each of Operation En-
during Freedom, Operation Iraqi Freedom,
and Operation Noble Eagle, starting with
2002, and including the number of personnel
activated once, twice, and three times in the
previous four years in support of those oper-
ations.

(D) The number of active-duty personnel
who have deployed once, twice, and three
times in support of Operation Enduring Free-
dom and Operation Iraqi Freedom in the pre-
vious four years.

(E) The number of personnel by primary
occupational skill for reservist-component
personnel who were activated more than
once and active-duty personnel who were de-
ployed more than once in support of those
operations.

(2) SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS.—The first
report required by paragraph (1) shall be sub-
mitted to Congress not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act.
Thereafter, the Secretary of Defense shall
submit reports monthly updating personnel
information no later than 45 days after the
end of each reporting month.

(d) RECONSTITUTION.—

(1) PROCUREMENT.—The report prepared
under subsection (a) shall identify, for each
war-related procurement funding request
since fiscal year 2003, end-item quantities re-
quested and the purpose of the request (such
as replacement for battle losses, improved
capability, increase in force size, restruc-
turing of forces), shown by service.

(2) EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE.—The report
prepared under subsection (a) shall provide
an assessment that compares peacetime
versus wartime equipment maintenance re-
quirements. The assessment should include
the effect of war operations on the backlog
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of maintenance requirements over the period
of fiscal years 2003 to the present. It should
also examine the extent that war operations
have precluded maintenance from being per-
formed because equipment was unavailable.

(3) SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS.—The report
under this subsection shall be submitted to
the Congress not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act. The
Secretary of Defense shall submit updated
procurement and equipment maintenance re-
ports concurrently with future war-related
funding requests.

() MILITARY CONSTRUCTION.—

(1) MILITARY CONSTRUCTION.—The report
prepared under subsection (a) shall identify
all funded military construction projects, in-
cluding temporary projects funded with oper-
ations and maintenance funds, in the Iraq
and Afghanistan theaters of operations in
each fiscal year beginning with 2003. For
each such project, the report shall identify
the funding amount, purpose, location, and
whether the project is for a temporary or
permanent structure. The report shall also
identify the number of United States mili-
tary personnel that can be supported by the
facility infrastructure in Iraq and Afghani-
stan and in the neighboring countries from
where Operations Iraq Freedom and Endur-
ing Freedom are supported.

(2) SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS.—The report
shall be submitted the Congress not later
than 180 days after the date of the enactment
of this Act. The Secretary of Defense shall
submit an updated military construction re-
port concurrently with future war-related
funding requests.

AMENDMENT NO. 18 OFFERED BY MR. SIMMONS

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of subtitle B of title VIII (page
321, after line 3), add the following new sec-
tion:

SEC. 818. DOMESTIC SOURCE RESTRICTION FOR

LITHIUM ION CELLS AND BAT-
TERIES.

Section 2534(a) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the
following new paragraph:

‘() LITHIUM ION CELLS AND BATTERIES.—
Lithium ion cells and batteries and manufac-
turing technology for lithium ion cells and
batteries.”.

AMENDMENT NO. 256 OFFERED BY MR. ISRAEL

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 409, line 9, strike ‘“‘SCHOLARSHIP”’
and insert “EDUCATION"’.

Page 409, line 18, strike ‘‘and”’.

Page 409, after line 19, insert:

(C) by inserting ‘‘foreign languages,” after
‘“‘engineering,’’; and

MODIFICATION TO AMENDMENT NO. 13 AND

AMENDMENT NO. 28 OFFERED BY MR. HUNTER

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that amendment
No. 13 offered by the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO) and
amendment No. 28 offered by the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPRATT) and printed in House Report
109-96 be modified in the form I have
placed at the desk.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk
will report the modifications.

The Clerk read as follows:

Modification to amendment No. 13 offered
by Ms. DELAURO:

The amendment as modified is as follows:

At the end of title VII (page 297, after line
26), insert the following new section:
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SEC. 718. MENTAL HEALTH AWARENESS FOR DE-
PENDENTS.

(a) PROGRAM.—Not later than one year
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense shall develop a pro-
gram to improve awareness of the avail-
ability of mental health services for, and
warning signs about mental health problems
in, dependents of members of the Armed
Forces whose sponsor served or will serve in
a combat theater during the previous or next
60 days.

(b) MATTERS COVERED.—The program de-
veloped under subsection (a) shall be de-
signed to—

(1) increase awareness of mental health
services available to dependents of members
of the Armed Forces on active duty;

(2) increase awareness of mental health
services available to dependents of Reserv-
ists and National Guard members whose
sponsors have been activated; and

(3) increase awareness of mental health
issues that may arise in dependents referred
to in paragraphs (1) and (2) whose sponsor is
deployed to a combat theater.

(c) COORDINATION.—The Secretary may per-
mit the Department of Defense to coordinate
the program developed under subsection (a)
with an accredited college, university, hos-
pital-based, or community-based mental
health center or engage mental health pro-
fessionals to develop programs to help imple-
ment this section.

(d) AVAILABILITY IN OTHER LANGUAGES.—
The Secretary shall evaluate whether effec-
tiveness of the program developed under sub-
section (a) would be improved by providing
materials in languages other than English
and take action accordingly

(e) REPORT.—Not later than one year after
implementation of the program developed
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall sub-
mit to Congress a report on the effectiveness
of the program, including the extent to
which the program is used by low-English-
proficient individuals.

Modification to amendment No. 28 offered
by Mr. SPRATT:

At the end of title XII (page 427, after line
11), insert the following new section:

SEC. . WAR-RELATED REPORTING REQUIRE-
MENTS.

(a) REPORTS REQUIRED FOR OPERATION IRAQI
FREEDOM, OPERATION ENDURING FREEDOM,
AND OPERATION NOBLE EAGLE.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees, in accord-
ance with this section, war-related reports
on costs, reconstitution, and military con-
struction for each of Operation Iraqi Free-
dom, Operation Enduring Freedom, and Op-
eration Noble Eagle.

(b) SUBMISSION TO GAO OF CERTAIN RE-
PORTS ON COSTS.—The Secretary of Defense
shall submit to the Comptroller General, no
later than 45 days after the end of each re-
porting month, the Department of Defense
Supplemental and Cost of War Execution re-
ports. Based on these reports, the Comp-
troller General shall provide Congress quar-
terly updates on war costs.

(¢) RECONSTITUTION.—

(1) PROCUREMENT.—The report prepared
under subsection (a) shall identify, for each
war-related procurement funding request
since fiscal year 2003, end-item quantities re-
quested and the purpose of the request (such
as replacement for battle losses, improved
capability, increase in force size, restruc-
turing of forces), shown by service.

(2) EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE.—The report
prepared under subsection (a) shall provide
an assessment that compares peacetime
versus wartime equipment maintenance re-
quirements. The assessment should include
the effect of war operations on the backlog
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of maintenance requirements over the period
of fiscal years 2003 to the present. It should
also examine the extent that war operations
have precluded maintenance from being per-
formed because equipment was unavailable.

(3) SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS.—The report
under this subsection shall be submitted to
the Congress not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act. The
Secretary of Defense shall submit updated
procurement and equipment maintenance re-
ports concurrently with future war-related
funding requests.

(d) MILITARY CONSTRUCTION.—

(1) MILITARY CONSTRUCTION.—The report
prepared under subsection (a) shall identify
the number of United States military per-
sonnel that can be supported by the facility
infrastructure in Iraq and Afghanistan and
in the neighboring countries from where Op-
eration Iraq Freedom and Operation Endur-
ing Freedom are supported.

(2) SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS.—The report
shall be submitted to Congress not later
than 180 days after the date of the enactment
of this Act. The Secretary of Defense shall
submit an updated military construction re-
port concurrently with future war-related
funding requests.

Mr. HUNTER (during the reading).
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the amendments, as modified,
be considered as read and printed in
the RECORD.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman
from California?

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the modifications are agreed
to.

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
House Resolution 293, the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER) and the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER).

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. SIMMONS).

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in strong support of the en bloc amend-
ments. I would like to draw particular
attention to one portion of the en bloc
amendments that deals with space-
available travel, space-available, or
space-A travel for certain military per-
sonnel.

One of the benefits of serving in the
U.S. military is that you are allowed to
access available spaces on military air-
craft flying around the country or, in-
deed, flying around the world. It is a
benefit that we extend to our active
duty servicemembers, to some of the
Guard and the Reserve. But if you hap-
pen to be a retired member of the U.S.
Army reserve or a retired member of
the Guard, not yet 60 years old, you are
not eligible for space-A, or space-avail-
able travel.

What my amendment does is extends
to those members of our Guard and Re-
serve who are retired but under 60
years old the benefit of allowing them
to go on space-A travel for themselves
and for their dependents. This would
affect all branches of service, for those
Guardsmen and those retirees from the
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U.S. Army and other branches of the
Reserve. This eligibility is cost free.
After all, the airplanes are flying. They
have empty seats. So why should we
not extend this privilege to those re-
tired members of our Guard and Re-
serve?

I think that in recent years, we have
come to understand and respect the
fact that members of the Guard and
the Reserve are stepping up to the
plate when it comes to deployments in
the war against terror. The least that
we can do here in this body, in this
amendment, is extend to them the
privilege of space-available travel when
they retire.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO).

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment would require the Depart-
ment of Defense to implement a new
mental health awareness campaign for
families of servicemembers who are
soon to be deployed or have recently
been deployed to a combat theater.

The amendment is important for
families of National Guardsmen and
Reservists whose families face unique
challenges when loved ones are de-
ployed. Unlike their active duty coun-
terparts, Reserve and Guard families
often live far from a military base and
the wider array of social, family, and
medical services that can be found
there.

According to the Army, one in six
soldiers serving in Operation Iraqi
Freedom suffers from post-traumatic
stress disorder. More than 900 soldiers
have been evacuated from Iraq because
of problems related to mental health.
Today, mental illnesses like PTSD re-
main a stigma for many in our society.
We know the damage mental illnesses
can do away from the battlefield, ruin-
ing families, causing alcoholism, drug
abuse, and homelessness. It is a dif-
ficult time for troops and their fami-
lies when our soldiers are deployed.

In April 2004, I met with many fami-
lies of the Army Reserve’s 439th Quar-
termaster Company. Initially what was
supposed to be a 6-month tour of duty
was extended twice and the unit wound
up serving for 14 months or longer. I
met with their families. I saw the un-
believable strain they were under, bills
mounting, responsibilities to family
multiplying, frustrated in their efforts
to get the answers they needed regard-
ing the unit’s status. It illustrated
what we need to do for our Reservists,
what it means for what they leave be-
hind, not only their families, their jobs
and their lives back home. That is
what happens when Reservists are acti-
vated. Everyone sacrifices. We need to
make sure that when all our soldiers
come home that their homecomings
are accompanied by any services and
treatment that they and their families
may need. They deserve no less.

This is a commonsense amendment. I
want to thank the gentleman from
California (Mr. HUNTER) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON)



H4004

for their advice and my colleagues on
the Rules Committee for making this
amendment in order. I urge my col-
leagues to support it.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SPRATT).

Mr. SPRATT. I thank the gentleman
for yielding me this time.

Mr. Chairman, I rise to speak in sup-
port of the en bloc amendment and also
a particular provision of it whereby the
leadership of the committee has
worked with me to include some re-
porting requirements. They are not as
complete as I would like. In fact, we
have pared them back three or four
times in order to reach consensus, but
nevertheless I am glad that we will put
them in here because they relate to re-
porting and oversight of our commit-
ment in Iraq and Afghanistan and Op-
eration Nobel Eagle.

There are three main areas that will
be covered in these war-related reports:
costs with numerous breakdowns, the
reconstitution of equipment, and mili-
tary construction, partly because it is
a good indicator of where we are head-
ed. The Congress has just passed an $82
billion supplemental making the total
amount provided this year for Afghani-
stan and Iraq over $100 billion. Only 2
weeks after its enactment, the Army is
already hinting that they may run out
of O&M funds. As a consequence, we
have a bridge provision in this par-
ticular bill authorizing an additional
$49 billion. The House Appropriations
Committee just approved a $45 billion
bridge, a supplemental that is intended
to carry the services through the early
months of fiscal year 2006, at which
time another supplemental will be
needed.

We need a better system for tracking
these costs as they are incurred. We do
not get it in advance on the Committee
on Armed Services. That is why we are
providing an advance authorization in
this bill. But we need to have at least
the information retrospectively so that
we can see where the costs are being
incurred and we can keep tabs on some
of the contingencies that are going to
have to be paid down the road, costs
that are being incurred now like re-
pairing equipment which has suffered
greatly in the environment in Afghani-
stan and in Iraq.

These are, I think, essential amend-
ments if we are to do our oversight job
on the Committee on Armed Services. I
appreciate the chairman and the rank-
ing member working with me to see
that they are included in the en bloc
amendments.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
New York (Mrs. KELLY).

Mrs. KELLY. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to express concerns about the re-
cent Department of Defense study,
“Domestic Dependent Elementary and
Secondary Schools Transfer Study,”
that was released in February. It is
called DDESS. It calls for significant
changes to a number of the 58 elemen-
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tary, middle and high schools on U.S.
military installations that would, I be-
lieve, be viewed as a reduction in bene-
fits for our military personnel. These
are first-class schools, all 58 of which
provide prekindergarten programs, spe-
cial education programs, and maintain
significantly higher student achieve-
ment in national test results.

My district is home to West Point,
the U.S. Military Academy. The ele-
mentary school at the academy is the
finest of its kind in the Department of
Defense. During a recent study, it was
ranked number one out of 55 in the en-
tire Nation. The school maintains a
number of advantages that simply can-
not be duplicated, including the main-
tenance of a federally funded pre-K
program, onsite provision for 95 per-
cent of special education services, and
minority achievement scores which
meet or exceed national averages. Not-
withstanding these factors, the DOD
study recommended the students be
transferred to the local school system.
Similarly, seemingly unsupportable
recommendations were made for other
DOD schools.

Mr. Chairman, given this, I ask that
the committee and Congress give care-
ful consideration before allowing the
Secretary of Defense to implement any
recommendation of the DDESS trans-
fer study to close any Department of
Defense domestic dependent elemen-
tary or secondary school or to transfer
any faculty or students of the Depart-
ment of Defense domestic dependent el-
ementary or secondary schools system
to an entity of a State or local govern-
ment.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. KELLY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I under-
stand the gentlewoman’s concern. I
look forward to working with her to
prevent unnecessary closures or trans-
fers not just at West Point but also at
DDESS across the country. I agree it is
important to provide such benefits for
our military personnel to not only re-
cruit the best for our military but to
provide the safety, security, and nec-
essary programs to the DDESS stu-
dents and their parents.
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Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. CROWLEY).

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the distinguished gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON), the rank-
ing member, for yielding me this time.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
Defense Authorization bill. I want to
thank the gentleman from California
(Chairman HUNTER), chairman of the
committee; and, again, his counter-
part, the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON), a man whom I greatly re-
spect for crafting along, with the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER), a
very bipartisan bill.

While this is not a perfect bill, in to-
day’s environment here on Capitol Hill,

May 25, 2005

it is a testament to both of these men
and their staffs that they are able to
work so well together to put a bill for-
ward that so many of us can support;
and to both of them we are extremely
grateful.

I would also like to thank the Com-
mittee on Rules for making our amend-
ment in order for debate today. My
amendment is a Sense of Congress hon-
oring the diversity of the men and
women who have given their lives in
defense of our country. The people of
our Armed Forces are put in harm’s
way on a daily basis, and I am so proud
of them for having the ability to keep
fighting to protect our Nation’s secu-
rity.

Over 1,500 members of the armed
services have been killed while serving
in Operation Iraqi Freedom and Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom. And I believe
it is important for this body to recog-
nize the sacrifices being made by these
diverse members of the Armed Forces
and their families in the war on terror.
Several members of our Armed Forces
from my district have been killed while
serving in defense of our Nation.

I happen to represent one of the most
diverse districts in our country today,
and I am proud to say that this diver-
sity is strongly represented in the mili-
tary today as well. When I am back in
my district, I make it my business to
meet with veterans and members of the
Armed Forces who have just returned
from service, and I have found that
many of these brave men and women
are from the Latino and African Amer-
ican communities. While they are so
happy to be home with their families,
many of them still have the sense that
their mission is not over, and they
want to continue to protect our Nation
against those who look to do us harm.

The military is an opportunity for
minority communities to start a better
way of life for themselves, whether it is
going to college after service or using
the skills they have learned in the
military to find a good job.

I commend these men and women and
send my sincerest condolences to the
families of those who have lost loved
ones in their service to our Nation.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
4 minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. ToMm DAVIS), chairman of the
Committee on Government Reform.

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I would like to speak
against the Manzullo amendment,

which is part of the en bloc amend-
ments, and also the Blunt amendment.

The Manzullo amendment, basically,
will radically change the current appli-
cation of the Buy American Act. I
think it could place the United States
in violation of more than 20 critical de-
fense memoranda of understanding
with some of our strong allies like Aus-
tralia, Canada, Israel, and the United
Kingdom.

Under DOD policies, under Buy
American, there is a 50 percent cost
differential if they cannot certify that
a product is made with more than half
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of its components in the United States.
In a global economy it is often hard to
certify, and we actually put some of
these companies at risk with their cer-
tifications. Some companies have had
to set up costly accounting procedures
so that they can track where different
pieces of a product’s components are
assembled around the world to add up:
Does it comply with the Buy American
Act or does it not comply with the Buy
American Act?

This amendment would sweep away
the current waivers of the Buy Amer-
ican Act that have been carefully nego-
tiated with our strongest military
partners, and I am afraid will invoke
retaliation if they are upheld. The re-
striction would cause the Department
of Defense problems in purchasing the
best goods for a fair price, particularly
commercial technologies, so we would
be denied in some cases the best cam-
eras, the best laboratory and surveil-
lance equipment. Even the Black-
Berrys, which Members have, would be
subject to this because 50 percent of its
components are not assembled in the
United States.

With this we would deprive our sol-
diers of the best equipment, the best
equipment in many cases that would
make them more efficient. In some
cases it could make them even less
safe. And that is the problem with this
amendment. Our soldiers deserve the
best wherever its components are as-
sembled, and this blanks out some of
the waiver provisions that we have
under the current law.

We are already challenged to com-
pete in a global marketplace where we
do not always have a competitive ad-
vantage. Dismantling the regime of de-
fense memoranda of understanding
that have helped create and support
the vibrant world marketplace in the
end only hurts American workers.

Besides violating our defense MOUs,
this provision will require DOD to pay
an artificially high price for products
it needs to protect all of us. Defense
dollars are already scarce. We need to
be getting the maximum bang for our
bucks, and the difficulty with our pro-
curement system is that the Members
try to do too many things with them.

In the Blunt amendment case, they
want to give a differentiation for peo-
ple who hire a number of National
Guard or Reserve officers; in this case,
it is Buy American; in other cases, it
may be a small or minority business.
At the end of the day, this creates
many inefficiencies in our procurement
system that cost our taxpayers billions
of dollars when, in fact, we do not have
them.

I think when we go out and procure
goods for our soldiers, we ought to get
the best goods, we ought to get them at
the lowest price. The American tax-
payer demands it and our soldiers de-
mand it.

Under this amendment, more busi-
nesses would be required to certify
compliance with the Buy American
Act, potentially exposing them to civil
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false claims and other sanctions even if
they have made a good-faith effort to
comply with these government-unique
requirements. This creates significant
financial and legal burdens for indus-
try, given that more and more IT, in-
formation technology, so critical for
our defense efforts, is being sourced, in
a global economy, from around the
world.

Some companies have responded by
setting up costly, labor-intensive prod-
uct tracking systems that are not
needed in their commercial business
simply to sell to the government. That
ends up costing the taxpayer more.
Some companies have simply stopped
selling certain products in the Federal
marketplace, denying us access to
some of the latest, most cost-effective,
safest products for our soldiers.

This radical expansion of the applica-
tion of the Buy American Act will im-
pose financial and legal burdens on
commercial companies that sell to the
government. In fact, it could well pre-
vent our brave servicemembers from
obtaining the best technology to pro-
tect them and to protect our Nation.

This increased restriction on DOD’s
ability to obtain needed technology
from the world market is basically a
Cold War anachronism. Given DOD’s
growing reliance on information tech-
nology and other products and the cur-
rent global nature, these are crippling
in their restrictive provisions.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. BEAUPREZ), who has exhib-
ited enormous concern and support for
our men and women in uniform.

Mr. BEAUPREZ. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate the chairman’s comments.

I rise for the purpose of engaging the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. BART-
LETT), the chairman of the Projection

Forces Subcommittee of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, in a col-
loquy.

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr.

Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BEAUPREZ. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Maryland.

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr.
Chairman, I would be happy to join my
colleague in a colloquy.

Mr. BEAUPREZ. Mr. Chairman, re-
claiming my time, as the chairman is
aware, our larger ships such as car-
riers, amphibious, and logistic ships
with many sailors and Marines em-
barked, could be vulnerable to torpedo
attack. The threat increases when we
move our ships from open ocean to re-
stricted littoral waters where torpedo
launch platforms such as diesel sub-
marines and surface patrol craft can
get closer to our ships and our reaction
time is lessened.

Currently, there is a proliferation of
torpedoes of various types available on
the world market that could cause sig-
nificant damage to our surface ships.
These weapons could be launched from
the shoreline or small boats, threats
that we were not too worried about
until the USS Cole incident.
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The gentleman and the Committee
on Armed Services have provided the
leadership needed for defense of our
Navy ships and its sailors from torpedo
attack through their support of the
Surface Ship Torpedo Defense program.
I agree with the gentleman that this is
a very important program and believe
that the Anti-Torpedo Torpedo is a key
element of the program.

My concern, Mr. Chairman, is that
we have not made the type of progress
on this issue that we likely should
have. I would appreciate the chair-
man’s thoughts on this.

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BEAUPREZ. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from Maryland.

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr.
Chairman, I agree with the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. BEAUPREZ) that the
Surface Ship Torpedo Defense program
is extremely important for the protec-
tion of our high-value ships and sailors
at sea. I will encourage the Navy to
move expeditiously to field this system
with the Anti-Torpedo Torpedo.

Mr. BEAUPREZ. Mr. Chairman, re-
claiming my time, I thank the gen-
tleman from Maryland for his commit-
ment to this issue and look forward to
working with him and the House Com-
mittee on Armed Services on this crit-
ical problem.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR).

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON), ranking member, for yield-
ing me this time.

I also want to thank the gentleman
from California (Chairman HUNTER) for
including the amendment concerning
America’s energy independence in the
en bloc amendments. I thank him for
helping us move toward energy inde-
pendence.

We all know that our Nation is petro-
leum addicted, that those supplies are
being drawn down from the most un-
democratic places in the world. Amer-
ica has to change and the world has to
change in this century.

This amendment requires the Depart-
ment of Defense and related agencies
to conduct a study and report back to
Congress on the use of new fuels, bio-
diesel and ethanol, that can be manu-
factured right here in the good old
U.S.A. and used by the Armed Forces
and the defense agencies, as compared
to how the Department currently uses
petroleum.

The study requires a review of re-
quirements for increased use of bio-
diesel and ethanol by the U.S. Depart-
ment of Defense. It requires a forecast
of the requirements of the Armed
Forces and the Department for the use
of biodiesel and ethanol fuels for each
of the years 2007 through 2012.

It requires a review of what actions
the Department of Defense has taken
to work in collaboration with State
and local governments to support the
expansion of alternative fuel refueling
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stations that are accessible to the pub-
lic. Members might think about the
one that is located right across the
street, the Citgo station, from the Pen-
tagon itself.

We know that the Department of De-
fense has the largest vehicle fleet in
the United States Government. It
should be a leader in the use of new
fuels and power systems. It should be a
leader also in alternative fuels re-
search to help America transition to a
new day. So we are really looking to
this report to help us meet that grow-
ing need for energy independence.

I end with a story as a member of the
Defense Subcommittee of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. It was
shocking to me to hear the Secretary
of Defense, Mr. Rumsfeld, when he
came before us and I asked him, ‘“Mr.
Secretary, what is your role and your
department’s role, in helping America
to move toward energy independence?”’
Again, over two-thirds of the petro-
leum we use is imported and it puts
America in a very vulnerable position
strategically on the globe.

And his answer was, ‘I do not have
anything to do with it. That is the job
of another department.”

No, Mr. Secretary. It is every depart-
ment’s job, and it is every household’s
job in this country to convert. You and
your department—the largest in the
government of the U.S.—are not ex-
empt. In fact, you must be the leader.

I thank the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON) and the gentleman from
California (Mr. HUNTER) for including
this amendment in the en bloc. amend-
ments and the membership to ask sup-
port the measure.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FILNER).

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

I thank the gentleman from San
Diego, California (Mr. HUNTER), for in-
cluding my amendment in the en bloc
amendment.

My amendment would call for a
study by the Secretary of Defense in
conjunction with the Secretary of the
Department of Veterans Affairs on the
feasibility of allowing veterans with a
service-connected disability rating 50
percent or higher access to transpor-
tation on military aircraft on a space
available, or Space-A, basis. Such a
study is supported by the national or-
ganization, Disabled American Vet-
erans.

Space-A, of course, is used for gov-
ernment-owned or contracted aircraft
where there is space available that is
unused for the primary purpose of the
flight. Currently, disabled veterans are
not eligible for this Space-A travel
solely on the basis of their disability.
But other groups are, whether they are
members of the uniformed services and
their families, foreign exchange serv-
icemembers on permanent duty with
the Department of Defense, civilian
employees of the Department of De-
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fense stationed overseas, American Red
Cross personnel stationed overseas. All
these are eligible for Space-A travel.

We should allow disabled veterans
the same access to Space-A travel.
From all indications, the Department
of Defense would incur no cost by al-
lowing disabled veterans access to this
Space-A travel. We need to allow the
seats which would otherwise go unused
to be occupied by men and women who
have been disabled in their service to
our great Nation.

Again, I thank the gentleman from
California (Mr. HUNTER) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON)
for including the amendment in the
bill.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, | rise in sup-
port of the DelLauro amendment because
every time we send our young men and
women into a combat situation, we are asking
them to make a sacrifice for the rest of us.
When they return we must honor them by giv-
ing them the services they need. The lives
and health of our soldiers are the real cost of
war.

The new England Journal of Medicine re-
cently reported that a many as one out of four
veterans of the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq
treated at VA Hospitals in the past 16 months
were diagnosed with mental disorders. Alarm-
ingly, veterans of these wars are already
showing up in our homeless populations.

We must take steps to protect those who
protect us. | urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting the DeLauro amendment to expand
mental health services to our soldiers.
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Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr.
CULBERSON). All time having expired on
this debate, the question is on the
amendments, en bloc, as modified, of-
fered by the gentleman from California
(Mr. HUNTER).

The amendments, en bloc, as modi-
fied, were agreed to.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in
order to consider amendment No. 24
printed in House Report 109-96.

AMENDMENT NO. 24 OFFERED BY MRS. JO ANN

DAVIS OF VIRGINIA

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk
will designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 24 offered by Mrs. JO ANN
DAVIS of Virginia:

At the end of title X (page 402, after line
22), add the following new section:

SEC. 1048. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE SUPPORT
FOR YOUTH ORGANIZATIONS, IN-
CLUDING THE BOY SCOUTS OF
AMERICA.

(a) SUPPORT FOR YOUTH ORGANIZATIONS.—
No Federal law (including any rule, regula-
tion, directive, instruction, or order) shall be
construed to limit the Department of De-
fense from providing any form of support de-
scribed in subsection (b) to a youth organiza-
tion (including the Boy Scouts of America
and any group officially affiliated with the
Boy Scouts of America) described in part B

May 25, 2005

of subtitle II of title 36, United States Code,
that is intended to serve individuals under
the age of 21 years that would result in the
Department of Defense providing less sup-
port to that youth organization than was
provided by the Department of Defense dur-
ing each of the preceding four fiscal years.

(b) TYPES OF SUPPORT.—Support referred
to in subsection (a) includes—

(1) holding meetings, camping events, or
other activities on defense property; and

(2) hosting any official event of the youth
organization.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
House Resolution 293, the gentlewoman
from Virginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS) and
a Member opposed each will control 15
minutes.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, al-
though not opposed, I ask unanimous
consent to claim the 15 minutes in op-
position.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. DINGELL) will control the 15 min-
utes in opposition.

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Chair
recognizes the gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS).

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself such time as
I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I offer this amend-
ment in support of the Boy Scouts of
America in order to reaffirm their
long-standing partnership with the De-
partment of Defense. This summer an
estimated 40,000 Boy Scouts and their
leaders will take to the 76,000 acres of
land at Fort A.P. Hill to do something
traditionally American: they will go
camping. The Boy Scout Jamboree at
A.P. Hill is a quadrennial gathering of
Scouts and a celebration of what is
good in America.

Mr. Chairman, I think we can all
agree that institutions like the Boy
Scouts and their Boy Scout Jamboree
are welcome sights in our current
times. I remind my colleagues that the
Supreme Court asked that ‘“God save
the United States and this honorable
Court,” and that our national currency
reads “In God We Trust,” and that the
military and congressional oaths of of-
fice end with ‘‘so help me God.”

There are some who believe that this
simple acknowledgment of God by
young men is reason to sever a nearly
100-year-old relationship between the
Boy Scouts and the Federal Govern-
ment. This amendment will ensure
that the Boy Scouts are treated fairly
by guaranteeing their right to equal
access to public facilities, forums and
programs, and will clarify Federal law
so that the Boy Scouts of America will
receive the same amount of support
from the Department of Defense as any
other nonprofit organization in this
country, including the right to con-
tinue the Boy Scout Jamboree at Fort
A.P. Hill in Caroline County, Virginia,
in my district.

The Department of Defense has every
right to support the activities of the
Boy Scouts of America, and this
amendment will protect this important
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relationship. This relationship between
the Scouts and DOD should not be ma-
nipulated or infringed upon. The na-
tional jamboree is an incomparable op-
portunity for training our military,
and it would be a detriment to our
armed services and to the Boy Scouts
to jeopardize it by frivolous lawsuits.
Since 1937 when the Boy Scouts have
held the national jamboree, six jam-
borees have taken place at Fort A.P.
Hill since 1981.

Mr. Chairman, this relationship be-
tween DOD and the Boy Scouts of
America is a mutually beneficial part-
nership, as many former Scouts choose
to join the ranks of our Nation’s
Armed Forces.

It is worth noting that every enlistee
and officer swear a similar oath before
God as a prerequisite for service to our
country.

In a time of uncertainty and angst,
our Nation’s young people face more
challenges than ever before. As a par-
ent and a concerned citizen, I have seen
the temptations and the dangers that
meet our children every day of their
lives. I have seen the decisions that
they must make, and I have seen the
repercussions from poor decisions.

Yet here is a refuge, an institution
that teaches civility, friendship, loy-
alty, honor, and character. It is an in-
stitution that encompasses all that is
good in our society: faith, family, and
country. The Boy Scouts of America
has made a lasting contribution to
America, and the partnership between
the Pentagon and the Boy Scouts has
played an important role in this con-
tribution.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. I
yield to the gentleman from California.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I just
want to thank the gentlewoman for her
amendment, she is a valued member of
the committee, and let her know I sup-
port her amendment very strongly. I
think it is an excellent partnership,
and one that has taken place for many,
many years. We hope at some point to
have a Shining Sea Scout March from
the shores of California all the way out
to A.P. Hill, almost to the ocean.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 2 minutes.

(Mr. DINGELL asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in strong support of the amendment. I
thank my colleague, the gentlewoman
from Virginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS), for
introducing a very important amend-
ment to support the Boy Scouts of
America and their jamborees. I also
would like to thank my colleagues, the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT)
and the gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
HEFLEY), for their hard work on this
issue.

Mr. Chairman, in 1937, the first jam-
boree was held at the base of the Wash-
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ington Monument on the National
Mall. Interestingly enough, as a young
boy, I attended, not as a Scout, but as
an observer, that wonderful event.
Since then, there have been 15 national
scout jamborees, with the last six
being held at Fort A.P. Hill.

These jamborees have given better
than 600,000 young Americans the op-
portunity to celebrate the skills and
lessons they have learned in scouting.
They have had the opportunity to learn
to hike, camp, learn about citizenship,
leadership, and service to their com-
munity. In short, the Scouts teach our
young people important skills and val-
ues that will help them throughout
their lives and make them more pro-
ductive and more valuable citizens.

I recently introduced H.R. 1301,
which, if passed, would restore the abil-
ity of our Armed Forces to directly
support Scout troops and to ensure
that Scouts will continue to have the
use of Fort A.P. Hill and the assistance
of our Armed Forces for its jamborees
as they have for so many years. I be-
lieve this amendment furthers that ob-
jective, and I support it strongly for
that reason.

I grew up, Mr. Chairman, as a Boy
Scout. I became a scoutmaster and I
watched proudly as both of my sons be-
came Scouts and my two daughters be-
came Girl Scouts. It is important for
Scouts to continue to be able to hold
their national jamborees at A.P. Hill
and for us to remove impediments to
proper contributions by this govern-
ment to the citizenship of our young
people.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support the Davis amendment, and I
urge the adoption of the amendment.

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

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. WIL-
SON).

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I thank the gentlewoman
for yielding me time and for her leader-
ship on this issue. I also appreciate the
leadership of our chairman, the gen-
tleman from California (Chairman
HUNTER), and the support from our
friends on the other side. This is a very
important issue, providing for the abil-
ity of the Department of Defense to
support youth organizations, including
the Boy Scouts of America.

I am very pleased about scouting and
what it means as a worldwide move-
ment to so many young people and how
it has been so inspiring in promoting
character, education, and training. I
also know that you can look at young
people and tell and forecast success, be-
cause persons involved in scouting,
nearly 70 percent of the persons who
attend the different academies of the
United States have been members of
scouting: 23 of the 26 first American as-
tronauts were active in scouting; 85
percent of FBI agents have been active
in scouting. This has a great impact on
our Nation.
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Additionally, I know the hard work
of the adult leaders. We have people in
my home community with the Indian
Waters Council, the past president,
John Hipp, has raised phenomenal
amounts of money to promote scouting
camps so young people have opportuni-
ties during the summer. We have got
good people, such as our commissioner,
Larry Brown, who is now leading our
council, so that we have opportunities
for young people.

I know firsthand, too, and am very
pleased about the national jamboree. 1
have had two sons attend at Camp A.P.
Hill. Additionally, I am very familiar
that the Naval Academy provides the
Eagle Scout Association Weekend with
opportunities for the Scouts to learn
about opportunities at the Naval Acad-
emy at Annapolis.

I have worked very closely with
Scouts units in visiting here in Wash-
ington to tour Washington. We have
the ability of Scouts to stay overnight
with space available for Scouts to
come and visit and tour Washington, to
g0 to Philmont, the Boy Scout camp in
New Mexico.

A final point I would like to make is
personally I have worked with Troop 1,
Faith Lutheran Church in West Colum-
bia, and I have three sons who are
Eagle Scouts. All three are now mili-
tary officers in the military of the
United States. The fourth will be an
Eagle Scout later this year.

A highlight for us is that our second
son, a Navy lieutenant, arrives for
service in San Diego today, so we are
very proud that he will be in the com-
pany of our chairman, the gentleman
from California (Chairman HUNTER).

In conclusion, God bless our troops.
We will never forget September 11.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, with
great pleasure, I yield 2 minutes to my
dear friend, the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON).

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman from Michigan
for yielding me time.

Mr. Chairman, there are magic mo-
ments in a person’s life. One of those
magic moments happened to me in
April 1948 in Kansas City, Missouri, at
the Music Hall Auditorium, where I
manned the stage with a good number
of other Boy Scouts, my mother walk-
ing up the steps with me, a rose being
handed to me which I handed to her,
and I shook hands with the sponsor of
the Eagle Scout class, Dr. Milton Ei-
senhower, the then-president of Kansas
State University. It was a moment to
remember. That was my Eagle Scout
Code of Honor. Of course, I am pleased
to say that we have a son also that is
an Eagle Scout.

Scouting builds good citizenship. I
have been around it all my life. Look-
ing back, I have so much to thank my
scoutmaster, John L. Marchetti, old
Troop 418, for the young men he
worked with and molded into good Mis-
souri citizens.
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It is important that young Scouts
have the finest places to camp, the fin-
est places to learn the skills, the camp-
ing, the frontiering, learn the active
parts of the Scout law: to be trust-
worthy, loyal, helpful, friendly, cour-
teous, kind, obedient, cheerful, thrifty,
brave, clean and reverent. They can
learn these on reservations that are
and do belong to our military. As a
matter of fact, a good number of
Scouts that come through the Scouts
ranks volunteer and become part of the
military, many of them for a career.

So it certainly is fitting that the
gentlewoman from Virginia offers this
amendment. I thoroughly endorse it. I
certainly hope it passes overwhelm-
ingly. I thank the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. DINGELL) again for giv-
ing me this opportunity to speak in
support thereof.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT), our
majority whip.

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding me time,
and I am pleased to be here on the floor
as she brings this amendment to this
bill. I am also pleased to be part of the
debate that is joined by my good
friend, the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. DINGELL), and my good friend, the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON), and to listen a moment ago when
the gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. WILSON) gave such a great sense of
what scouting has meant to America
and to so many American lives.

At one time I know the military
academy applications had the question
on there, “Were you an Eagle Scout?”
It mattered if you were, just as it mat-
ters now if people realize you received
that kind of recognition, had that kind
of dedication to scouting, the value of
scouting to our country, the value of
scouting to individuals, the memories
like the one that the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) just men-
tioned, which are important.

But the values of scouting are also
important, and as we evaluate those
values, you have to ask yourselves
based on the reason to have this debate
today, what is next? What other core
value of America would begin to stand
in the way of institutions that have
been so much part of what we are? Ex-
tremist groups want to remove God
from the national symbols, attack the
Pledge of Allegiance, and now even the
Boy Scouts.

There is no more American symbol of
our Scouts than the understanding
that the Scouts represent the values of
America. Some groups well outside the
mainstream of our society have wanted
to penalize the Scouts for representing
those mainstream values by isolating
them, by not allowing them to use
some public facilities, some public fo-
rums, to really see a fundamental
change in these programs that should
not be changed because they are based
on fundamentals.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

[0 1445

So as we bring this amendment
today, obviously our goal is to support
the Scouts, support their commitment
to God and country, support the Jo
Ann Davis of Virginia amendment, and
ensure that our Scouts have access to
Department of Defense facilities, and
the support and encouragement of this
Congress.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, I have
no requests for time at this time, so I
reserve the balance of my time. If the
gentlewoman wants to terminate the
debate, I will be supportive of that.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I have several other speak-
ers. I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. AKIN), who is chair-
man of the Boy Scout Caucus.

Mr. AKIN. Mr. Chairman, I am the
cochair, with the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON), and I rise in sup-
port of this good amendment of the
gentlewoman from Virginia.

I am a father of four Eagle Scouts,
and I have to say I am a little proud of
that. I have had a chance to work with
Eagle Scouts and Boy Scouts now for a
good many years, more than I would
care to publicly admit. I have to say
that this is an institution just as
American and just as fine as any Amer-
ican tradition. I have seen so0 many
young Boy Scouts come in, and they
hardly know their right hand from
their left hand, and after a couple
yvears of scouting, they emerge as
young leaders. It is always an encour-
agement to work with them.

Now, what the Jo Ann Davis of Vir-
ginia amendment would do would be to
reaffirm the Boy Scouts’ long-standing
partnership with the Department of
Defense. I was really opposed to and of-
fended by the fact that the Department
of Defense gave instruction to its bases
worldwide that precluded official spon-
sorship of Boy Scout troops. While this
policy allows military personnel to
sponsor scouting events and troops in a
private capacity, this unsound policy
was reached as a partial settlement to
a lawsuit filed against the Department
of Defense in 1999 by the ACLU, be-
cause the ACLU did not like the scout-
ing oath of allegiance to God.

Now, this is particularly ironic, is it
not, that they do not like the Boy
Scouts having a pledge saying that this
is under God, and, yet, the armed serv-
ices take the same oath when they join
the armed services. There seems to be
some sort of an irony here, I suppose.

The amendment would further clarify
that relationship between the Depart-
ment of Defense and the Boy Scouts of
America, and it would specifically au-
thorize meetings, jamborees, camp-
orees or other scouting activities on
Federal property as long as the scout-
ing troops obtain the appropriate per-
mission.

So I think this is an excellent amend-
ment, and I thank my colleagues so
much for their consideration of this
amendment.
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Hats off to the gentlewoman from
Virginia (Mrs. DAVIS), and I strongly
urge the support of my colleagues.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-

tleman from Louisiana (Mr.
BOUSTANY).
Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Chairman, I

thank the gentlewoman for yielding me
this time.

I rise in support of the Jo Ann Davis
of Virginia amendment which would
allow the Department of Defense to
continue its prior support of youth or-
ganizations, including the Boy Scouts
of America and its affiliates.

The Boy Scouts of America is a valu-
able organization which has served
thousands of children and young adults
since 1910, teaching them the value of
family, community, service and leader-
ship. The Department of Defense has
sponsored affiliates of the Boy Scouts
of America for years, providing valu-
able support by holding meetings,
camping events and other activities on
Defense property, as well as hosting of-
ficial events. That partnership will
come to a halt if Congress does not act.

In order to settle a lawsuit, the De-
partment of Defense agreed to instruct
its bases worldwide not to sponsor Boy
Scout troops because of the Scouts’
oath of allegiance to God. How can we
as a Nation punish an organization for
a pledge similar to that which every
single enlistee and officer swears be-
fore God as a prerequisite for service to
our country?

By passing this amendment, we will
ensure that youth organizations, in-
cluding the Boy Scouts of America, are
not discriminated against because of
their values and beliefs; and for that
reason, I urge adoption of this amend-
ment.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, I have
no further requests for time on this
side. If the gentlewoman would like,
then, we could yield back time and
conclude the debate and have a vote.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I have no further speakers
either, and I urge adoption of the
amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, I urge
the adoption of the amendment.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Chairman, | rise in sup-
port of the gentlelady from Virginia’s amend-
ment to allow the Department of Defense to
allow Boy Scout troops on military bases. The
Boy Scouts of America is probably one of the
finest organizations in the Nation today.

The Scouts teach young boys to support
God and family and Country, and this Nation
would be a stronger place today if we had
more organizations like the Boy Scouts. The
Scouts also teach young boys all sorts of skills
and how to work to achieve ranks and merit
badges that they certainly would not learn
from any other group.

Most young people today have grown up
with the television as a babysitter and have
been taught to worship the computer. | have
nothing against either television or computers,
but anything that we can do to get young peo-
ple outdoors or actually into constructive ac-
tivities rather than just staring at a screen is a
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really good thing in my opinion. The Boy
Scouts do this.

| was a Scout leader for two years prior to
coming to Congress and several years ago
was given the highest designation given to
any adult in Scouts, the Silver Beaver Award.
Only about 16 percent of all boys ever start in
Scouts in the first place, and these are prob-
ably primarily our finest boys. Anything we can
do to get more boys involved in Scouting is a
good thing for this Country, and | think Scout-
ing will lead many young boys to consider ca-
reers in the military. So, | strongly support the
amendment by Mrs. DAvIS and urge my col-
leagues to do likewise.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr.
CULBERSON). All time having expired,
the question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the ayes
appeared to have it.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from Virginia (Mrs.
JOo ANN DAVIS) will be postponed.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in
order to consider Amendment No. 12
printed in House report 109-96.
AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MRS. DAVIS OF

CALIFORNIA

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk
will designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 12 offered by Mrs. DAVIS of
California:

Add at the end of title VII the following
new section:

SEC. 7 . LIMITING RESTRICTION OF USE OF
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE MED-
ICAL FACILITIES TO PERFORM
ABORTIONS TO FACILITIES IN THE
UNITED STATES.

Section 1093(b) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘in the United
States’ after ‘‘Defense’’.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
House Resolution 293, the gentlewoman
from California (Mrs. DAVIS) and a
Member opposed each will control 15
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. DAVIS).

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Chairman, today we are consid-
ering how the Defense bill can best pro-
vide for the men and women serving
overseas. The Davis-Harman-Sanchez
amendment lifts the current restric-
tion on reproductive care in overseas
military hospitals and permits service-
women to walk into a U.S. military
hospital, a familiar and trusted place,
to use their own private funds for safe
and legal pregnancy termination serv-
ices.

Under current law, women have to
return home for medical services after
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obtaining permission from their com-
manding officer and finding space on
military transport. The other option
for them is venturing out to a hospital
in a foreign country if, in fact, they are
able to do that.

Servicewomen do not receive the pro-
tection of the Constitution they de-
fend. Mr. Chairman, let me repeat that
again. Servicewomen do not receive
the protection of the Constitution they
defend.

We trust women in the military to
secure our safety. We ask women to
put their lives at risk for our freedoms.
So why is it that we do not support
them when they require safe and legal
medical services?

I want to clarify a few points about
this amendment. No Federal funds
would be used for these procedures.
Military women would use their own
funds. This amendment only affects
overseas military hospitals and would
not violate host country laws. It will,
however, open up reproductive services
at bases in countries where abortion is
legal. And it does not compel any doc-
tor, any doctor who opposes these pro-
cedures on principle, to perform one.

I ask that all the Members support
our servicewomen, support our service-
women by supporting the Davis-
Sanchez-Harman amendment.

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

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
I rise in opposition, and I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I strongly oppose the
Davis amendment. Allowing self-fund-
ed abortions would simply turn our
military hospitals overseas into abor-
tion clinics.

This amendment is not about equal
access to health care; it is simply of-
fered to make a political point. Female
military personnel who are stationed
overseas already have access to abor-
tion clinics where they are legal. In
some cases, women prefer to have abor-
tions in the United States, and that op-
tion is available under the current law
that is now in operation.

Furthermore, overseas military hos-
pitals already offer self-funded abor-
tions when the life of the mother is in
danger or the pregnancy is the result of
rape or incest.

Abortion services are already avail-
able, and there is no demonstrated
need for expanding abortion access.
Furthermore, this amendment does not
seek to address operational require-
ments or ensure access to an entitle-
ment.

Although this amendment is pre-
sented as providing for solely self-fund-
ed abortion, the fact is that American
taxpayers will be forced to pay for the
use of military facilities, the procure-
ment of additional equipment needed
to perform abortions, and the use of
needed military personnel to perform
these abortions.

Military doctors signed up to save
the lives of our dedicated servicemen
and women, not to end the lives of ba-
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bies. Many military doctors, even those
who are pro-choice, would not want to
perform abortions.

I think it is important to note that
this amendment was offered in the
Committee on Armed Services where
only 19 of the committee’s 64 members
supported it.

I ask my colleagues to vote against
turning our military hospitals into
abortion clinics and to vote against the
Davis amendment.

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

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 2 minutes to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. HARMAN).

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Chairman, I thank
my colleague for yielding me this time
and other colleagues from California
for letting me speak early in this de-
bate.

Mr. Chairman, I was a member of the
Committee on Armed Services for 6
years and, during that time, every sin-
gle year, played a role in sponsoring
this worthy amendment. I urge its
adoption again this year.

Mr. Chairman, I just returned from
the Middle East and the World Eco-
nomic Forum where the First Lady
spoke. Her speech, which emphasized
the importance of women’s equality in
the region, was extremely well re-
ceived.

Mrs. Bush serves as a wonderful am-
bassador to the world, but she is just
one woman. There are over 200,000
women serving in the U.S. military and
19,000 women currently in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. These women are flying hel-
icopters and fighter aircraft. They are
saving lives as nurses and doctors.
They are driving support vehicles, pa-
trolling bomb-ridden highways, and
standing duty at checkpoints, shoul-
dering weapons. They serve as an ex-
ample and an inspiration to the women
they come into contact with, and they
break down stereotypes held by many
men.

With this in mind, I urge my col-
leagues to support this amendment
which would lift the current ban on
privately funded abortions in military
overseas hospitals.

The amendment does not force mili-
tary doctors to perform abortions, and
it does not place an undue focus on the
procedure in such facilities, because
abortions in the case of incest, rape, or
life endangerment are already per-
formed there. What this amendment
does is to give servicewomen and fe-
male military dependents stationed
abroad the same constitutional rights
as women living here.

Separate from this amendment, but
also enormously important, is the issue
of career opportunities for women in
the military. I applaud the Committee
on Armed Services for coming back
from the precipice and removing lan-
guage barring women from serving in
forward support companies. I am con-
fident that following the Pentagon’s
review of its personnel policies, assess-
ing what positions should be open to
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servicewomen, we will be here on the
floor to heap praise on our GI Janes,
rather than barring them from oppor-
tunities to serve our country.

Vote for the Davis-Harman-Sanchez
amendment.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
I yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from North Carolina (Ms. FOXX).
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Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in strong opposition to the Davis
amendment.

Military treatment centers which are
dedicated to healing, nurturing and
saving life should not be forced to fa-
cilitate the taking of the most inno-
cent human life, the child in the womb.
This amendment is a barely germane,
blatant distraction from the important
bill we are considering today.

The amendment would mandate that
Federal dollars be used to fund abor-
tions, and contradicts fundamental
U.S. military values such as honor,
courage, and taking responsibility for
one’s own actions.

Mr. Chairman, as stewards of hard-
working Americans’ tax dollars, we
cannot ask our constituents to fund
the killing of human life on our mili-
tary installations.

Life does begin at conception, and it
is sacred.

As Members of Congress, we should
do all we can to protect life.

Instead, while we stand here today to
fund our troops and protect our great
Nation, opportunist Members of the
Democratic Party are once again belit-
tling and devaluing the sanctity of
human life.

If this inappropriate amendment
were adopted, not only would taxpayer-
funded facilities be used to provide
abortion on demand, but resources
could be used to search for, hire, and
transport new personnel simply so that
abortions could be performed.

That is right. Instead of hiring new
personnel to operate tanks, fly planes,
fight insurgents, train coalition forces,
treat troops and defend America, this
amendment asks taxpayers to pay new
personnel to perform abortions and kill
human fetuses.

Mr. Chairman, that is despicable.

This amendment must be defeated so
we can return to the meaningful con-
sideration of the national defense au-
thorization bill.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
protecting human life by voting
against the Davis amendment.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 2 minutes to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LORETTA
SANCHEZ).

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Chairman, I would like to
thank the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia for introducing this very impor-
tant and necessary amendment.

Members of the Armed Forces are en-
titled to quality of life equal to that of
the Nation that they are pledged to de-
fend. Female military servicemembers
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and military dependents are stationed
overseas, and they deserve the same
rights as their counterparts who are
stationed here in the United States.

Whether you are pro-choice or pro-
life, agree or disagree with the merits
of reproductive freedom, the fact re-
mains: women of the United States
have a constitutional right to these
services.

Military women should not be forced
to go to off-post medical facilities
where language barriers and question-
able conditions can be insurmountable
obstacles. Nor should they be forced to
arrange for leave and military trans-
port to return stateside, requiring the
intensely personal reason for their
leave to be, at best, an open secret, if
not outright common knowledge.

If your daughter or your wife or your
sister or friend had to make this tough
reproductive choice and was stationed
overseas, do you believe that, as an
adult woman, they should be required
to disclose this information to their
commanding officer? Would you want
to put her on a plane, alone? Our serv-
icewomen and their dependents deserve
better.

This amendment allows military per-
sonnel and their dependents serving
overseas to use their private funds to
obtain safe, legal abortion services in
overseas military hospitals. No Federal
funds will be used.

This amendment will not violate host
country laws, nor does it compel any
doctor who opposes abortion on prin-
ciple to perform one. It will, however,
open up reproductive services at bases
and countries where abortion is legal.

Current law treats the women who so
bravely defend our country like second-
class citizens in terms of their legal
right to have an abortion. And this in-
justice needs to end.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to vote for the rights of our service-
women and dependents abroad. And
again I thank the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. DAVIS) for introducing
this amendment.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from Virginia (Mrs. JOANN DAVIS).

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I rise today in opposition to
the amendment offered by my col-
league, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia. For the last 9 years, without
fail, this body has voted against fund-
ing abortions in DOD medical treat-
ment facilities, and I trust that today
we will make that number 10.

Military physicians and personnel
are tasked to provide life-saving and
nurturing care to our men and women
of the armed services. In this amend-
ment, we are asking them to facilitate
the exact opposite of their mission by
performing abortions.

Particularly at a time when their re-
sources are devoted to addressing the
needs of servicemembers suffering from
wounds and trauma sustained in Oper-
ations Iraqi Freedom and Enduring
Freedom, we must continue to support
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the doctors and nurses of the military
in their effort to save and sustain life.

Mr. Chairman, American taxpayer
dollars should not be used to pay for
abortions, directly or indirectly, wher-
ever they occur. Supporters of this
amendment claim that taxpayer dol-
lars would not actually pay for abor-
tions, as you just heard. However, as
previously pointed out, this simply is
not true.

Taxpayers would be paying for these
abortions by subsidizing the cost of the
physician services, the hospitals, and
the abortion equipment. Our current
law protects against this, and I urge
my colleagues to keep this common-
sense policy intact.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield one minute to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY).

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in strong support of the Davis-
Harman amendment. Today, and over
the last few years, we continually have
voiced our support for our troops
many, many times over, passing reso-
lutions of support, providing our troops
with adequate training and equipment,
just the beginning. And I know of no
better way to demonstrate our genuine
support than by finally giving women
in our Armed Forces and the wives and
the daughters of the men in our mili-
tary, the ability to exercise their con-
stitutional right to choose, to choose
their reproductive options while being
stationed abroad.

We routinely ask servicewomen to
put their lives on the line in defense of
our country and our country’s ideals.
That is why we must not require them
to put their lives on the line when
seeking constitutionally protected re-
productive services. Please join me in
supporting our troops by supporting
this much needed amendment. Lift the
current ban on life-threatening proce-
dures withheld from our women serving
overseas.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
may I inquire as to how much time I
have left.

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. PuUT-
NAM). The gentleman from Kansas has
10%2 minutes remaining.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Louisiana (Mr. BOUSTANY).

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Chairman, this
is the second time this week that the
House has considered the important
issue of life of the unborn.

I rise in strong opposition to the
Davis amendment which attempts for
the ninth time in 9 years to repeal a
provision of law which prevents mili-
tary doctors from performing abortions
at overseas military hospitals.

As a physician, I have dedicated my
life to healing and nurturing human
life. Military hospitals, which are paid
entirely with taxpayer dollars, should
not facilitate the taking of innocent
human lives. Additionally, this does
not take away a single existing right
for women serving overseas, as they do
have the option to travel to other loca-
tions for the procedure.
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Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to preserve military hospitals as a
place of healing and to vote against the
Davis amendment.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. CROWLEY).

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in strong support of the amendment
being offered by the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. DAVIS), the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. HARMAN),
and the gentlewoman from California
(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ).

No one here would dare question the
contributions being made by American
woman living on military bases over-
seas.

Whether they are active servicemem-
bers, spouses or dependents of military
personnel, every last one of them is
making a great sacrifice to support our
country abroad.

Every last one of them should have
access to safe medical procedures that
are legally available to every American
woman here in the United States.

Why would our government tell these
women that they can receive abortion
care in the U.S., that with their own
private funds that it is too bad they
are serving in our military and happen
to be overseas, and therefore be denied
access to care they could receive right
here on terra firma?

Why would our government tell
women who are willing to die to pro-
tect their country that their country’s
laws on health care services do not ex-
tend to them when they leave U.S.
s0il1?

Regardless of one’s personal feelings
on abortion, I would hope that every-
one could agree that it is most cer-
tainly wrong to discriminate against
women in the military.

For our government to tell this es-
sential and noble group of women,
some of whom literally dodge bullets
to protect our interests, that we will
not allow them the same range of qual-
ity care available to women living
within our borders, that is not only
dangerous; I believe it is un-American,
and I urge an ‘‘aye’ vote.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. AKIN).

Mr. AKIN. Mr. Chairman, I once
again come to this floor, to this body
to a debate on the issue of abortion in
overseas military hospitals. And I
would urge my colleagues to honor the
consciences of the caregivers and also
the taxpayers who fund these facilities.

As a member of the Armed Services
Committee, as a former military offi-
cer, but also as a father with two sons
in the military, I have seen the dedica-
tion of our troops. I have even heard
very-close-to-home accounts of people
that are willing to sacrifice their lives
so that we could have life and liberty
and the pursuit of happiness in this
land. And is it so odd then to make the
next step to understand that the young
men and women who are entering our
medical divisions of the armed services
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also hold the same set of values? And
now, are we going to compel these peo-
ple to be active and to take part in de-
stroying life when they are risking
their lives to protect life? It seems to
make no sense whatsoever to compel
them to do this thing.

Well, in fact when the Clinton admin-
istration overturned the DOD policy
against abortion in 1993 through 1996,
military physicians refused to perform
or assist in elective abortions, thus
forcing the administration to spend ad-
ditional taxpayer dollars on recruiting
and hiring civilians who would do the
abortions.

Now, this government should never
condone abortion by turning military
hospitals into abortion clinics with the
taxpayers picking up the tab. Now, I
understand that supposedly this
woman is going to pay for it. But cer-
tainly, even if she does, you are still
going to have to hire these new doctors
that are going to come in and all of the
other services to support that all come
out of taxpayer expense. This is uncon-
scionable. Our policy is reasonable the
way it is stated, and the language be-
fore us has been debated and rejected
year after year since 1996.

I ask my colleagues to defeat this
amendment.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 1%2 minutes to the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs.
MALONEY).

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of the Davis amendment
which would allow our brave service-
women to obtain safe, legal abortion
services in overseas military hospitals
at no cost to the taxpayers.

Today a female soldier overseas lacks
on-base access for her constitutional
right to choose, even if she pays for it
herself.

At a time when the military is spread
thin and not meeting its recruiting tar-
gets, we are sending an odd message to
women soldiers and possible recruits.
As a reward for protecting our freedom,
we restrict yours. As a reward for risk-
ing your life, we give you a lecture on
the right to life instead of giving you
the care that you seek. As a reward for
receiving modest wages, we tell you
that you cannot buy some health care,
even at any price.

This Congress has made over 211 anti-
choice votes since 1994. For the sake of
our women serving in Afghanistan and
Baghdad, let us not make it 212.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS).

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to
oppose the Davis amendment, which
year after year has been offered and de-
feated. When President Clinton allowed
abortions in military facilities in the
early 1990s, all military physicians, as
well as many nurses and supporting
personnel, refused to perform or assist
in elective abortions. In response, the
administration sought to hire civilians
to do abortions. The current adminis-
tration would not do this. But future
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administrations could. Therefore, if the
Davis amendment were adopted, not
only could taxpayer-funded facilities
be used to support abortion on demand,
but resources could be used to search
for, hire, and transport new personnel
simply so that abortions could be per-
formed.

Military treatment centers, which
are dedicated to healing and nurturing
life, should not be forced to facilitate
the taking of the most innocent human
life, the child in the womb. The Amer-
ican working family should not be
forced to fund the extremist health
care agenda of this amendment. Vote
“no’”” on the Davis amendment.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, can I inquire into the time we
have available.

The Acting Chairman (Mr. PUTNAM).
The gentlewoman has 6 minutes re-
maining.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I now yield 12 minutes to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. NAD-
LER).

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I will
rise to support this amendment which
would reverse the shameful policy for-
bidding women in our Armed Forces
from using even their own funds to pay
for an abortion at a safe U.S. medical
facility abroad. It is truly sad and dis-
graceful that our current policy re-
quires women who are serving their
country to sacrifice their constitu-
tional right to an abortion if they so
choose.

I have heard the rhetoric from the
opponents of this amendment. They
say that abortion is terrible. Well, that
is their opinion. They are entitled to
it. But it is the law. It is a constitu-
tional right of a woman, if she so
chooses, to have an abortion. And as
long as that is so, she should not be re-
quired to sacrifice her constitutional
right because she serves her country in
the military abroad, or to choose to
give up her right or to go into a pos-
sibly unsafe foreign facility.

I have heard people say, well, even if
she spends her own money, she might
have to spend money for a doctor be-
cause doctors do not want to do it.

O 1515

It is not up to doctors or anybody
else as to whether people should enjoy
their constitutional rights. If it costs
money to enable a woman who has cho-
sen to serve her country in the armed
services to have the ability to have her
constitutional rights, then it costs
money. Although I do not see why we
should make sure that among the doc-
tors in the military there are those
who are willing to perform any service
that the Constitution requires be af-
forded upon request.

So even to require a woman to give
up her constitutional right which she
has, and whatever you may say about
the duty is to heal and not to take a
life, some of us do not regard that as
taking a life. But it is her constitu-
tional right. She should not be required
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to give it up, especially when she pays
for it herself. We should not discrimi-
nate against women in the military.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
how much time have I remaining?

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. PuUT-
NAM). The gentleman from Kansas (Mr.
RYUN) has 6% minutes remaining.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank my friend for yielding me
time, and I congratulate him for his
courage in leading the battle on this
amendment.

Mr. Chairman, 90 percent of the hos-
pitals in the United States today refuse
to abort unborn children, and the trend
is for hospitals to divest themselves of
this violence against children.

It is outrageous that as hospitals in
our country repudiate abortion, the
Davis amendment seeks to turn our
overseas military hospitals into abor-
tion mills. With all due respect to the
gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
DAvVIS), the amendment she offers will
result in babies being brutally killed
by abortion. It will harm women, and
it will force pro-life Americans to fa-
cilitate and subsidize the slaughter of
innocent children.

We want no part of the carnage.

Abortion is violence against children
and it harms women. Some methods of
abortion dismember and rip apart the
fragile little bodies of children. Other
methods chemically poison kids. Abor-
tion has turned children’s bodies into
burned corpses, the direct result of the
caustic effect of the chemicals.

Now we learn, Mr. Chairman, from
science and from medicine that due to
the nerve cell development, unborn
children from at least 20 weeks onward,
and most likely even earlier, feel ex-
cruciating pain. They feel pain, two to
four times more pain than you and I
would feel from the same assault.

One of those methods depicted to my
left on this poster board, the D and E
method, it is a common, later-term
method of abortion, takes about 30
minutes to commit as the arms and the
legs and the torso are painfully hacked
into pieces. Interestingly, Mr. Chair-
man, the partial-birth abortion legal
trials in various courts around the
country drew attention to the pain
issue that children feel during an abor-
tion.

Dr. Sunny Anand, Director of the
Pain Neurobiology Lab at Arkansas
Children’s Hospital said, ‘‘The human
fetus possesses the ability to experi-
ence pain from 20 weeks of gestation
onward, if not earlier, and the pain
that is perceived by a fetus is more in-
tense than that perceived by newborns
or by older children.”” He went on to
explain that the pain inhibitory mech-
anisms, in other words, the fibers that
dampen and modulate the pain or the
experience of it, do not begin to de-
velop until about 32 to 34 weeks.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, Dr. Alveda
King, niece of the late Dr. Martin Lu-
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ther King, has said, ‘“‘How can the
dream survive if we murder the chil-
dren?”’

Dr. King, who has had an abortion
herself, but is now pro-life and bravely
speaks out, says, ‘“We can no longer
sits idly by and allow this horrible
spirit of murder to cut down and cut
away our unborn. This is the day to
choose life,”

Dr. King goes on to say, ‘“We must
allow our babies to live. If the dream of
Dr. Martin Luther King is to live, our
babies must live.”

There is nothing benign or nurturing
or curing about abortion. It is violence
against children. It dismembers them.
It chemically poisons them.

Vote down the Davis amendment.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Mrs. JONES).

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentlewoman for yielding me
time, and I thank her and her col-
leagues for this amendment.

The prior speaker was talking about
Dr. King, and Dr. King believed in the
rights of all people. This amendment
provides rights to women serving over-
seas and their dependents.

They are hollering over here, ‘“‘Mur-
der.” I do not believe in murder. They
are hollering over here about all these
other issues. But the reality is that the
United States Supreme Court has de-
cided that women have the right to a
legal, safe abortion. And all we are say-
ing is that women serving in the mili-
tary ought to have the same rights as
the women in the United States of
America since they give their lives.

The amendment allows women to pay
for it. The amendment allows women
to exercise their right of choice.

If we were debating whether or not
the United States would fund Viagra,
all these guys who talk about the pain
that they know about having an abor-
tion would not be standing up saying
that. None of them will know about a
woman’s choice, and none of them will
ever understand the dilemma the
woman has to face when she makes a
choice.

Mr. Chairman, | rise in support of the Davis/
Harman/Sanchez Amendment to the Defense
Authorization Bill.

This amendment repeals the statutory prohi-
bition on abortions in overseas hospitals and
simply allows military personnel and their fam-
ily members serving overseas to use their own
funds to obtain safe, legal abortion services in
overseas U.S. military hospitals.

Mr. Chairman, this administration has con-
tinued at attempts to chip away the rights of
women. This congress has proposed that
women be prohibited from paying for their own
abortion and now have plans to exclude us
from military combat. What is next, Mr. Chair-
man?

| believe that military women should be able
to depend on their base hospitals for all of
their health care needs. A repeal of the cur-
rent ban on privately funded abortion would
allow military women and dependents based
overseas the same range and quality of med-
ical care available to women in the United
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States. No Federal funds would be used to
perform these procedures and no undue bur-
den is placed on military physicians overseas.
In addition, this amendment does not compel
any doctor who opposes abortion on principle
to perform one; it simply opens up reproduc-
tive services at bases in countries where abor-
tion is legal.

It is unconscionable that this Congress
would seek to prohibit a woman’s right to a
safe and legal procedure. The fact that a
woman is stationed and is serving overseas
should not deny her the opportunity to obtain
safe, reproductive services. | urge adoption of
the Davis/Harman/Sanchez amendment.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. STEARNS).

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, let me
say to my colleagues, I come from
north central Florida, and we have a
lot of beautiful Indian-sounding names
like Ocala, Okhumpka, Micanopy,
Oklawaha.

Just for a moment, let us say I
walked down anywhere from Jackson-
ville through these wonderful small
towns and I walked up to somebody on
the street and I said, Do you think we
should allow the Department of De-
fense medical facilities to be turned
into abortion clinics?

Now, if I asked that to anyone in
north central Florida, I bet you almost
99 percent of the people would say, Why
are we turning our military medical
hospitals into abortion clinics?

That is why here on the House floor
we have voted time and time again and
overwhelmingly defeated it. In fact,
going back to 1996, 1997, 1998, 1999 right
on up to currently we have defeated
this amendment. It will be defeated on
the House floor too.

So I really find this debate one of
persuasion on this side who wants to
turn medical facilities or medical mili-
tary hospitals into abortion clinics. I
think, for many of us, that is just
wrong, and that is why I am against
this amendment.

I urge my colleagues to vote against
the bill.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. SOLIS).

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Chairman, today I
rise in strong support of the Davis-Har-
man-Sanchez amendment.

This amendment would repeal the
current ban that forbids servicewomen
and female military dependents from
using their own private funds for an
abortion, abortion care at overseas
military hospitals.

Abortion is a very personal issue. I
do not think it is one that anyone here
takes very lightly, but Members have
to understand that currently there are
over 100,000 women that are right now
serving on active duty somewhere
abroad, or their family members are
there near a military base. Health care
for them is very important.

God forbid that one of these young
women, or soldiers, is raped when we
know in fact in Afghanistan and cur-
rently in Iraq there have been sexual
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assaults and rapes. For God’s sake, let
us be rational about this discussion.
Let us allow these servicewomen to
pay for the appropriate care that they
are willing to pay.

It is not taxpayer dollars that we are
expending on this particular procedure,
and I think it is a gross misrepresenta-
tion for Members to think that some-
how this is an abuse of unwanted chil-
dren. The fact of the matter is that
there are women who do need this
health care and many women who are
in the service who are rape victims.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
I believe I have the right to, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 1% minutes to the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS).

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the Davis-Harman amend-
ment to H.R. 1815, the National Defense
Authorization Act. This amendment
would lift the ban on privately funded
abortion care provided at overseas
military bases. It would restore the
right of female servicemembers and de-
pendents who are stationed overseas to
use their own funds to obtain reproduc-
tive health services, including abor-
tion.

Current law forbids military hos-
pitals from offering abortion care ex-
cept in cases of life endangerment, rape
or incest. This amendment does not
ask for public funds to be used to fi-
nance these additional reproductive
health services. Rather, it allows U.S.
servicewomen and their military de-
pendents to have access to privately
funded abortion services, the same as
they would if they were living in the
United States.

I was disappointed the Committee on
Rules did not make in order an amend-
ment I offered with the gentlewoman
from Florida (Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ) that would have allowed pub-
licly funded abortions in the case of
rape or incest, just as Medicare allows
and as currently allowed if a woman’s
life is in danger.

Despite its not being included, I
think passage of the Davis-Harman
amendment would be a positive devel-
opment for women in the military, and
I urge its passage.

Currently, there are over 100,000 women
who serve the United States and are working
in the military overseas, and the number
grows rapidly each year.

This amendment seeks to give back to serv-
icewomen the Constitutionally guaranteed right
to reproductive choice.

Although | know many of my colleagues
would prefer otherwise, Roe v. Wade is the
law of the land, and this ban takes away the
legal rights of servicewomen and their families
in the military.

The ban discriminates against the women
and families who have volunteered to serve
their country.

| support this amendment and encourage
my colleagues to do so as well.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
I reserve the balance of my time.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, how much time remains?
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The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
woman has 172 minutes remaining.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself the balance of my
time.

Mr. Chairman, as we consider this
amendment and others today, I want to
urge my colleagues to consider the fol-
lowing questions:

What message do we give to the
brave servicewoman whose life is on
the line this very minute in Iraq? What
message do we give the young woman
who recently chose to join the military
and defend this country?

Distilled to its essence, this defense
bill reaches to the heart of some very
basic questions about America’s policy
towards servicewomen and how we
choose to treat them. And the question
is, will we treat them equally and with
respect, or not?

Military women deserve the right to
make private medical decisions accord-
ing to their own beliefs and to receive
timely care from a doctor. They should
not have to find themselves alone on a
plane to the U.S. or alone in a foreign
hospital.

The Davis-Harman-Sanchez amend-
ment is about safety, individual re-
sponsibility and fairness. I believe we
owe our servicewomen this much.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
I yield myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, let me
say I urge my colleagues to oppose this
amendment. It is an unnecessary
amendment. We must not turn our
military installations into abortion
clinics. Our military doctors did not
sign up to perform abortions, and we
must not put them in that position.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘“‘no’’ on
the Davis amendment.

Ms. LEE. Mr. Chairman, | rise today in
strong support of the Davis-Harman-Sanchez
Amendment.

There are over 200,000 women serving on
active duty in the United States military, and
over 150,000 serving with the Guard or Re-
serve.

This common sense amendment allows
these military women stationed overseas and
their dependents to exercise the same rights
as women in this country: The right to com-
prehensive family planning, including access
to a safe, legal abortion.

This amendment does not allow one cent of
taxpayer money to fund these procedures. It
simply allows women to use their own money
to pay for this procedure in an overseas mili-
tary facility.

It makes no sense that we have asked
these soldiers to serve our country and yet we
cannot serve them with basic comprehensive
health care.

Let us reject this administration’s ongoing,
politically and ideologically motivated war on
women. Let's adopt this important common
sense amendment. | urge a “yes” vote.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Chairman,
I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
DAVIS).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the noes
appeared to have it.
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Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
DAvis) will be postponed.

It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 1 printed in House Report
109-96.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. HUNTER

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk
will designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. HUNTER:

Page 34, line 1, insert ‘, to the extent pro-
vided in advance in appropriations Acts,”
after ‘‘shall”.

Page 58, after line 15, insert the following
new section:

SEC. 228. FUNDING FOR SUPERSONIC CRUISE
MISSILE ENGINE QUALIFICATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The amount in section
201(3) for research, development, test, and
evaluation, Air Force, is hereby increased by
$10,000,000, to be available for supersonic
cruise missile engine qualification, program
element 0603216F, project 4921.

(b) OFFSET.—The amount in section 104 for
procurement, Defense-wide, is hereby re-
duced by $10,000,000, to be derived from the
chemical demilitarization program.

Strike section 574 (page 188, line 21,
through page 194, line 11) and insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 574. GROUND COMBAT AND OTHER EXCLU-
SION POLICIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—

(1) Chapter 37 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by inserting after section
651 the following new section:

“§652. Notice to Congress of proposed
changes in units, assignments, etc. to which
female members may be assigned

‘‘(a) RULE FOR GROUND COMBAT PERSONNEL
Poricy.—(1) If the Secretary of Defense pro-
poses to make any change described in para-
graph (2)(A) or (2)(B) to the ground combat
exclusion policy or proposes to make a
change described in paragraph (2)(C), the
Secretary shall, before any such change is
implemented, submit to Congress a report
providing notice of the proposed change.
Such a change may then be implemented
only after the end of a period of 60 days of
continuous session of Congress (excluding
any day on which either House of Congress is
not in session) following the date on which
the report is received.

‘“(2) A change referred to in paragraph (1)
is a change that—

‘““(A) closes to female members of the
armed forces any category of unit or position
that at that time is open to service by such
members;

‘“(B) opens to service by female members of
the armed forces any category of unit or
positon that at that time is closed to service
by such members; or

‘(C) opens or closes to the assignment of
female members of the armed forces any
military career designator as described in
paragraph (6).

‘“(3) The Secretary shall include in any re-
port under paragraph (1)—

‘““(A) a detailed description of, and jus-
tification for, the proposed change; and

‘(B) a detailed analysis of legal implica-
tion of the proposed change with respect to
the constitutionality of the application of
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the Military Selective Service Act (50 App.

U.S.C. 451 et seq.) to males only.

‘“(4) In this subsection, the term ‘ground
combat exclusion policy’ means the military
personnel policies of the Department of De-
fense and the military departments, as in ef-
fect on October 1, 1994, by which female
members of the armed forces are restricted
from assignment to units and positions
below brigade level whose primary mission is
to engage in direct combat on the ground.

‘() For purposes of this subsection, the
continuity of a session of Congress is broken
only by an adjournment of the Congress sine
die.

‘‘(6) For purposes of this subsection, a mili-
tary career designator is one that is related
to military operations on the ground as of
May 18, 2005, and applies—

“‘(A) for enlisted members and warrant of-
ficers, to military occupational specialties,
specialty codes, enlisted designators, en-
listed classification codes, additional skill
identifiers, and special qualification identi-
fiers; and

‘“(B) for officers (other than warrant offi-
cers), to officer areas of concentration, occu-
pational specialties, specialty codes, des-
ignators, additional skill identifiers, and
special qualification identifiers.

“(b) OTHER PERSONNEL POLICY CHANGES.—
(1) Except in a case covered by section 6035 of
this title or by subsection (a), whenever the
Secretary of Defense proposes to make a
change to military personnel policies de-
scribed in paragraph (2), the Secretary shall,
not less than 30 days before such change is
implemented, submit to the Committee on
Armed Services of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the House of
Representatives notice, in writing, of the
proposed change.

‘(2) Paragraph (1) applies to a proposed
military personnel policy change, other than
a policy change covered by subsection (a),
that would make available to female mem-
bers of the armed forces assignment to any
of the following that, as of the date of the
proposed change, is closed to such assign-
ment:

‘““(A) Any type of unit not covered by sub-
section (a).

‘(B) Any class of combat vessel.

“(C) Any type of combat platform.”.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by inserting after
the item relating to section 651 the following
new item:

“652. Notice to Congress of proposed changes
in units, assignments, etc. to
which female members may be
assigned.”.

(b) REPORT ON IMPLEMENTATION OF DEPART-
MENT OF DEFENSE POLICIES WITH REGARD TO
THE ASSIGNMENT OF WOMEN.—Not later than
March 31, 2006, the Secretary of Defense shall
submit to the Committee on Armed Services
of the Senate and the Committee on Armed
Services of the House of Representatives a
report of the Secretary’s review of the cur-
rent and future implementation of the policy
regarding the assignment of women as ar-
ticulated in the Secretary of Defense memo-
randum, dated January 13, 1994, and entitled,
“Direct Ground Combat Definition and As-
signment Rule’’. In conducting that review,
the Secretary shall closely examine Army
unit modularization efforts, and associated
personnel assignment policies, to ensure
their compliance with the Department of De-
fense policy articulated in the January 1994
memorandum.

(c) CONFORMING REPEAL.—Section 542 of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 1994 (10 U.S.C. 113 note) is re-
pealed.

In section 825(d) (page 325, line 22), insert
after ‘‘Defense’ the following: ‘‘for the Joint
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Military Intelligence Program or Tactical
Intelligence and Related Activities”.

In section 825(e) (page 325, line 24), insert
after ‘‘committees” the following: ‘‘and the
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence
of the House of Representatives’’.

At the end of subtitle B of title X (page 365,
after line 19), insert the following new sec-
tion:
SEC. 1017. ESTABLISHMENT OF MEMORIAL TO
U.S.S. OKLAHOMA.

(a) IDENTIFICATION OF SITE FOR MEMO-
RIAL.—The Secretary of the Navy, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of the Interior,
shall identify an appropriate site on Ford Is-
land, Hawaii, for the location of a memorial
to the U.S.S. Oklahoma, which was sunk
during the attack on Pearl Harbor on De-
cember 7, 1941.

(b) ESTABLISHMENT AND ADMINISTRATION.—
After the site for the memorial is identified
under subsection (a), the Secretary of the In-
terior shall establish and administer a me-
morial to the U.S.S. Oklahoma as part of the
USS Arizona National Memorial, a unit of
the National Park System, in accordance
with the laws and regulations applicable to
lands administered by the National Park
Service.

(c) MEMORIALIZATION PLAN.—Not later than
one year after the date of the enactment of
this Act, the Secretary of the Navy shall
submit to Congress a memorialization plan
for the portion of Pearl Harbor where United
States naval vessels were attacked on De-
cember 7, 1941. The Secretary of the Navy
shall prepare the plan in consultation with
the Secretary of the Interior.

At the end of title XI (page 411, after line
5), insert the following new section:

SEC. 1108. VETERANS’ PREFERENCE STATUS FOR
CERTAIN VETERANS WHO SERVED
ON ACTIVE DUTY DURING THE PE-
RIOD BEGINNING ON SEPTEMBER 11,
2001, AND ENDING AS OF THE CLOSE
OF OPERATION IRAQI FREEDOM.

(a) DEFINITION OF VETERAN.—Section
2108(1) of title 5, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subparagraph (B), by striking “‘or” at
the end;

(2) in subparagraph (C), by adding ‘‘or”
after the semicolon; and

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the
following:

‘(D) served on active duty as defined by
section 101(21) of title 38 at any time in the
armed forces for a period of more than 180
consecutive days any part of which occurred
during the period beginning on September 11,
2001, and ending on the date prescribed by
Presidential proclamation or by law as the
last date of Operation Iraqi Freedom;” .

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
2108(3)(B) of such title is amended by strik-
ing ‘“‘paragraph (1)(B) or (C)” and inserting
“‘paragraph (1)(B), (C), or (D).

Redesignate titles I through VIII of divi-
sion B as titles XXI through XXVIII, respec-
tively.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
House Resolution 293, the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER).

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 3 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, this is a manager’s
amendment which has several compo-
nents. One component is cruise missile
funding for the supersonic cruise mis-
sile; another is a USS Oklahoma me-
morial; another is veterans’ preference.
But the heart of this manager’s amend-
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ment is the amendment on women in
combat, and that is not women in uni-
form as the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON) likes to describe it, but
women in combat and the exclusion
from direct ground combat in the
United States Department of Defense.

Mr. Chairman, let us make it clear to
everyone, because clarity is what we
all want, there is presently a policy, a
DOD policy, put forth by then-Sec-
retary of Defense Les Aspin, that has
been adhered to, that continues the
American policy and tradition of not
having women in direct ground com-
bat. That means manning machine
guns, assaulting enemy positions at
close range with rifle and bayonet,
with tanks, with Bradley fighting vehi-
cles, engaging in firefights; in short,
doing all the things that we know now
that we have elements of the Marine
Special Operations and Army doing in
the war against terror.

Now, the committee in asking, in in-
quiring of the Army as to what their
position was on this as they go into the
development of the new Army, it be-
came clear that they were not sure.

0 1530

There were three separate briefing
teams sent to the Hill, each of whom
had a different position within 3 days
as to exactly what the policy would be
of excluding women from direct ground
combat. As a result of that, we had a
provision in the bill that would statu-
torily take the Army policy, the
present policy, and Xerox it, exactly
the same policy, but would make it
law.

We have had a number of people who
have expressed concern about that. We
have had also a number of people who
want to make sure we maintain that
policy and, as a result of that, we have,
I think, an excellent compromise, an
excellent provision in the bill which
says this: if DOD wants to change the
existing policy that excludes women
from direct ground combat, they have
to give Congress 60 continuous legisla-
tive days’ notice.

Now, what that means is we have
now injected ourselves, as we should,
being people who under the Constitu-
tion have the obligation of regulating
the Armed Forces, we have injected
ourselves into any change of this long-
standing DOD policy. We will have 60
legislative days, continuous legislative
days, in which we can change that pol-
icy. We direct the Secretary of Defense
to come back to us and tell us how he
is going to implement that policy and
specifically how he is going to reshape
the Army and the Army modularity
and comply with that 1994 policy which
excludes women from direct ground
combat.

This is an excellent provision, Mr.
Chairman. And for all the women out
there who are concerned about the pos-
sibility of being moved into direct
ground combat, certainly we make it
very clear they will not be, by action of
the U.S. Congress.
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Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition, although
I will not, in the end, oppose it.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. TAUSCHER) will control the
time in opposition.

There was no objection.

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume, and I rise to express my deep
concern about the portion of the
Hunter amendment that amends the
language regarding women in combat.
Currently, women in the military are
barred from direct ground combat posi-
tions by policy and by the will of the
American people. However, while I rec-
ommend that the Hunter amendment
get passed, I want to make it crystal
clear to the American people that this
does not go far enough in amending
what previously had been put in the
bill, and it potentially infringes on the
right of women to serve in combat sup-
port positions alongside men, positions
that women currently hold. Equally
important, it also greatly reduces the
ability of the Pentagon to make needed
personnel changes at a time of war.

For the last 2 weeks, Mr. Chairman,
women in the military have been under
assault by the majority in the House
Committee on Armed Services. While
this latest version of the Hunter
amendment is an improvement over
the horrendous language he included in
the bill 2 weeks ago, this is like a
school yard bully taking your lunch
money, getting caught, giving you half
the money back and then demanding
you thank him for it. We should not be
in this position in the first place.

At a time when our Armed Forces are
overstretched and Army recruiting and
retention has hit the skids, we should
not appear to be restricting patriotic
Americans who want to serve their
country in the military. This entire ef-
fort sends a harmful message to the
women serving today on the front lines
of Iraq that Congress is considering the
right that they have achieved to serve
their country through military service
may be in jeopardy.

Just a short while ago, this Congress
was praising Jessica Lynch and
Shoshana Johnson for their service. We
should be thanking women in uniform,
not limiting their opportunities. Sui-
cide bombers do not discriminate, why
should we?

Mr. Chairman, this is an ill-thought-
out policy that has been proposed, re-
vised, revised again, and argued all at
the last minute without any hearings
in the subcommittee or the committee.
Apparently, in offering the most re-
cently altered amendment, even the
gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER) recognizes he had gone too
far. While far from undoing the mixed
signal this effort to change the rules
has sent to women and men serving
with distinction in a very dangerous
environment, this amendment corrects
the most egregious language currently
in the bill and should be supported.
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I guess what is most disappointing
about this issue is that nothing has
been done to repair the damage that
this effort inflicts on women serving in
the military today. Repairing the dam-
age in this bill still begs the question:
What are we going to do to restore the
trust of our servicewomen?

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

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, how
much time do we have left?

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. PUT-
NAM). The gentleman from California
has 2 minutes remaining.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 2 minutes. Mr. Chairman, we
live sometimes in a fantasy world here
in Washington, D.C. Let me take us to
the real world. The real world in direct
ground combat is what you saw in
Fallujah, where people were assaulting
heavily fortified areas, very close
range, fierce firefights, rocket-pro-
pelled grenades, machine gun fire, and
in the end, 78 dead Marines, KIA.

I have here an article: ‘“War Makes
Recruiting Women Tough.” Reading
from the Columbia State Journal: ‘‘As
the Iraq war wears on and casualties
mount, young women are marching
away from the Army.” This is the real
world, not the fantasy world the gen-
tlewoman speaks about. ‘‘“The number
of women in Army recruiting classes
has dropped 20 percent in the last 5
years. Why the drop? ‘It’s the war,’
Army spokesman Douglas Smith said,
adding ‘recruiting of women has
slipped, despite larger signing bonuses
and an increase in the number of re-
cruiters.””’

The facts are that 90 percent of the
women polled who are in the Army do
not want to go in direct ground com-
bat. There may be people here in Wash-
ington, D.C. who want to send young
women into direct ground combat, but
the vast majority of those in the mili-
tary do not want that. And the real re-
assurance to American moms and dads
sitting around the breakfast table talk-
ing to their youngsters about joining
the military is that they will not be
sent into direct ground combat. And if
a proposal is made to change that, then
the U.S. Congress, under its obligation,
will have a requirement to review that
policy and act before it becomes the
new policy.

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

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Chairman, how
much time do I have left?

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-
woman from California has 2%2 minutes
remaining.

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 12 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Mrs. DAVIS).

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I think that several of our col-
leagues want to really put this issue
aside, but I think it has had an impact.
I spoke to Sergeant Cynthia Hanna
this morning. Sergeant Hanna works
for the San Diego Police Department
and is a Marine Corps veteran. Like
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many women in Iraq right now, Ser-
geant Hanna was an integral part of
the fight. But let me tell you where her
fight is now. Her fight is on the streets
of San Diego.

I thought Sergeant Hanna summed
up the issue best. Not once did she talk
about whether this is a Democrat or
Republican issue. She said, ‘‘The desire
to serve has never been about women’s
equality to the exclusion of readiness
considerations. The struggle,” the
struggle, ‘‘is about the privilege of
serving one’s country without artificial
barriers based solely on gender. Wom-
en’s struggle for a place in the military
has been about seeking the full rights
and responsibilities of citizenship. The
struggle is about women being judged
by the same standards as men in any
job for which they can qualify. It has
always been about being able to pursue
a career based on individual qualifica-
tions rather than unrelated stereo-
types.”

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Chairman, I
yield the balance of my time to the
gentlewoman from California (Ms. Lo-
RETTA SANCHEZ).

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Chairman, I thank my col-
league from California for yielding me
this time, and I rise today in support of
the thousands of women serving their
country bravely and honorably in the
armed services today.

Two weeks ago, in the Subcommittee
on Military Personnel of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, there was
an amendment put forward by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. MCHUGH)
and it was wrong, and I told him it was
wrong; but they passed it. A week ago,
they changed it because it was so bad.
And I told him, I do not even know
what we are voting on, and yet the ma-
jority passed it. Today, they have a
third amendment, because it was
wrong and it did not make sense. This
one, we can live with. It is just about
reporting and reporting to the Con-
gress.

But I will tell my colleagues some-
thing I believe is true. Not every man
nor every woman makes a good soldier.
But if a woman can do it, and she
wants to do it, and she is good at it,
then let her do it. As I have said before,
this is not a question of equal oppor-
tunity; it is a question of our national
security.

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

Mr. Chairman, there are 2,800 job op-
portunities open to women in the mili-
tary. This provision, very appro-
priately, injects Congress into the pol-
icy role of making the determination,
if it should ever be proposed by DOD to
move women into direct ground com-
bat. That injects Congress into that
policy role.

And if anybody makes that profound
determination, it has to be Congress. I
hope it is never made, but certainly we
should not stand by and have such a
profound decision made without the
U.S. Congress weighing in. This guar-
antees our participation.
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Mrs. DRAKE. Mr. Chairman, first let me
thank the gentleman from California for his
leadership and hard work on this issue and for
drafting an amendment that confirms Con-
gress’ constitutional duty to oversee the mili-
tary. Any decision to allow women to serve in
direct ground combat is a decision that must
be made by Congress.

Our men and women in Irag, Afghanistan,
Bosnia, and around the world are serving our
Nation with distinction and honor. In the Glob-
al War on Terror, there are no designated
front lines and at any moment even a mess
hall can become a combat zone.

The jobs that place our military members in
direct ground combat are currently closed to
women.

The amendment before us today will allow
congressional oversight in any decision to
open direct ground combat specialties to
women by requiring notification by the De-
fense Secretary and Congress. It also requires
a report from the Secretary in March of 2006
which will allow Congress to further explore
this issue.

Let me be clear, this amendment does not
impact any specialties currently open to
women. All women will continue serving in
their current roles. Any change in current roles
would be completely unacceptable.

| urge my colleagues to support this meas-
ure.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the ayes
appeared to have it.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER) will be postponed.

SEQUENTIAL VOTES POSTPONED IN COMMITTEE
OF THE WHOLE

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will
now resume on those amendments on
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order: amend-
ment No. 20 offered by the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. GOODE), amendment
No. 24 offered by the gentlewoman from
Virginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS), amend-
ment No. 12 offered by the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. DAVIS),
and amendment No. 1 offered by the
gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER).

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes
the time for any electronic vote after
the first vote in this series.

AMENDMENT NO. 20 OFFERED BY MR. GOODE

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The pending
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. GOODE)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE
The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded

vote has been demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 245, noes 184,

not voting 4, as follows:

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Bachus
Baker
Barrett (SC)
Barrow
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Bass
Beauprez
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boustany
Boyd
Bradley (NH)
Brady (TX)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chandler
Chocola
Coble
Cole (OK)
Conaway
Costello
Cox
Cramer
Crenshaw
Cubin
Culberson
Cunningham
Davis (KY)
Dayvis (TN)
Davis, Jo Ann
Dayvis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeLay
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Doolittle
Drake
Duncan
English (PA)
Etheridge
Everett
Feeney
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen

Abercrombie
Ackerman

[Roll No. 214]
AYES—245

Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Gutknecht
Hall
Harris
Hart
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hobson
Hoekstra
Hooley
Hostettler
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Inglis (SC)
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Knollenberg
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marshall
Matheson
McCarthy
McCaul (TX)
McCotter
McCrery
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moore (KS)
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Musgrave

NOES—184

Allen
Andrews

Myrick
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Osborne
Otter

Oxley

Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts

Platts

Poe

Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Pryce (OH)
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Royce

Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Saxton
Schwarz (MI)
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Sodrel
Spratt
Stearns
Sullivan
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Udall (CO)
Upton
Walden (OR)
Walsh
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (SC)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Baca
Baird
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Baldwin Holden Paul
Bean Holt Payne
Becerra Honda Pearce
Berkley Hoyer Pelosi
Berman Inslee Price (NC)
Berry Jackson (IL) Putnam
Blumenauer Jackson-Lee Rahall
Brady (PA) (TX) Rangel
Brown (OH) Jefferson Reyes
Brown, Corrine Johnson, E. B. Ross
Butterfield Jones (OH) Rothman
Buyer Kanjorski Roybal-Allard
Capps Kaptur Ruppersberger
Capuano Kennedy (RI)
Cardin Kildee Rush
Cardoza Kilpatrick (MI) ~ S2P0
Carnahan Kline S@lazar .
Carson Kolbe Sarlr‘lchez, Linda
Clay Kucinich .
Cleaver Langevin Zanghez, Loretta
Clyburn Lantos anders
Conyers Larsen (WA) Schakowsky
Cooper Larson (CT) Schiff
Costa Lee Schwartz (PA)
Crowley Levin Scott (GA)
Cuellar Lewis (GA) Scott (VA)
Cummings Lipinski Serrano
Davis (AL) Lofgren, Zoe Sherman
Davis (CA) Lowey Simmons
Davis (FL) Lynch Skelton
Dayvis (IL) Maloney Slaughter
DeGette Markey Smith (WA)
Delahunt Matsui Snyder
DeLauro McCollum (MN) Solis
D}cks McDermott Souder
Dingell Mchvern Stark
Doggett McKinney Strickland
Doy}e McNulty Stupak
Dreier Meehan Tauscher
Edwards Meek (FL) Thompson (CA)
Ehlers Meeks (NY) Thompson (MS)
Emanuel Melancon Thornberry
Engel Menendez Tierne
Eshoo Michaud Townsy
Evans Miller (NC)
Farr Miller, George Udall (NM)
Fattah Mollohan Var{ Hollen
Filner Moore (WI) Vlelazquez
Flake Moran (VA) Visclosky
Frank (MA) Murtha Wasserman
Gonzalez Nadler Schultz
Green, Al Napolitano Waters
Green, Gene Neal (MA) Watson
Grijalva Oberstar Watt
Gutierrez Obey Waxman
Harman Olver Weiner
Hastings (FL) Ortiz Wexler
Herseth Owens Wilson (NM)
Higgins Pallone Woolsey
Hinchey Pascrell Wu
Hinojosa Pastor Wynn
NOT VOTING—4
Brown (SC) Hastings (WA) Millender-
Emerson McDonald
O 1608
Ms. McCOLLUM of Minnesota and

Messrs.

BROWN of Ohio, DINGELL,

ENGEL and SCOTT of Georgia changed
their vote from ‘“‘aye’ to “no.”

Messrs.

ISSA,

ISTOOK, CANTOR,

KNOLLENBERG and BISHOP of Geor-
gia changed their vote from ‘“no’ to

“a‘ye.”

So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 24 OFFERED BY MRS. JO ANN

DAVIS OF VIRGINIA

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. PuUT-
NAM). The pending business is the de-
mand for a recorded vote on the
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from Virginia (Mrs. JO ANN
DAVIS) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the ayes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the
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RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded
vote has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be
a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 413, noes 16,
not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 215]

AYES—413

Abercrombie Cunningham Hoekstra
Aderholt Davis (AL) Holden
AKkin Davis (CA) Holt
Alexander Davis (FL) Honda
Allen Dayvis (IL) Hooley
Andrews Davis (KY) Hostettler
Baca Dayvis (TN) Hoyer
Bachus Davis, Jo Ann Hulshof
Baird Davis, Tom Hunter
Baker Deal (GA) Hyde
Barrett (SC) DeFazio Inglis (SC)
Barrow DeGette Inslee
Bartlett (MD) Delahunt Israel
Barton (TX) DeLauro Issa
Bass DeLay Istook
Bean Dent Jackson (IL)
Beauprez Diaz-Balart, L. Jackson-Lee
Becerra Diaz-Balart, M. (TX)
Berkley Dicks Jefferson
Berman Dingell Jenkins
Berry Doggett Jindal
Biggert Doolittle Johnson (CT)
Bilirakis Doyle Johnson (IL)
Bishop (GA) Drake Johnson, E. B.
Bishop (NY) Dreier Johnson, Sam
Bishop (UT) Duncan Jones (NC)
Blackburn Edwards Jones (OH)
Blunt Ehlers Kanjorski
Boehlert Emanuel Kaptur
Boehner Engel Keller
Bonilla English (PA) Kelly
Bonner Eshoo Kennedy (MN)
Bono Etheridge Kennedy (RI)
Boozman Evans Kildee
Boren Everett Kilpatrick (MI)
Boswell Farr Kind
Boucher Fattah King (IA)
Boustany Feeney King (NY)
Boyd Ferguson Kingston
Bradley (NH) Filner Kirk
Brady (PA) Fitzpatrick (PA) Kline
Brady (TX) Flake Knollenberg
Brown (OH) Foley Kolbe
Brown, Corrine Forbes Kuhl (NY)
Brown-Waite, Ford LaHood

Ginny Fortenberry Langevin
Burgess Fossella Lantos
Burton (IN) Foxx Larsen (WA)
Butterfield Franks (AZ) Larson (CT)
Buyer Frelinghuysen Latham
Calvert Gallegly LaTourette
Camp Garrett (NJ) Leach
Cannon Gerlach Levin
Cantor Gibbons Lewis (CA)
Capito Gilchrest Lewis (GA)
Capps Gillmor Lewis (KY)
Capuano Gingrey Linder
Cardin Gohmert Lipinski
Cardoza Gonzalez LoBiondo
Carnahan Goode Lofgren, Zoe
Carson Goodlatte Lowey
Carter Gordon Lucas
Case Granger Lungren, Daniel
Castle Graves E.
Chabot Green (WI) Lynch
Chandler Green, Al Mack
Chocola Green, Gene Maloney
Clay Grijalva Manzullo
Cleaver Gutknecht Marchant
Clyburn Hall Markey
Coble Harman Marshall
Cole (OK) Harris Matheson
Conaway Hart Matsui
Cooper Hastings (FL) McCarthy
Costa Hayes McCaul (TX)
Costello Hayworth McCollum (MN)
Cox Hefley McCotter
Cramer Hensarling McCrery
Crenshaw Herger McGovern
Crowley Herseth McHenry
Cubin Higgins McHugh
Cuellar Hinchey MclIntyre
Culberson Hinojosa McKeon
Cummings Hobson McKinney

McMorris Pomeroy Smith (TX)
McNulty Porter Smith (WA)
Meehan Price (GA) Snyder
Meek (FL) Price (NC) Sodrel
Meeks (NY) Pryce (OH) Souder
Melancon Putnam Spratt
Menendez Radanovich Stearns
Mica Rahall Strickland
Michaud Ramstad Stupak
Miller (FL) Rangel Sullivan
Miller (MI) Regula Sweeney
Miller (NC) Rehberg Tancredo
Miller, Gary Reichert Tanner
Miller, George Renzi
Mollohan Reyes $zuscher
ylor (MS)
Moore (KS) Reynolds Taylor (NC)
Moran (KS) Rogers (AL) Terry
Moran (VA) Rogers (KY) Thomas
Murphy Rogers (MI) Thompson (CA)
Murtha Rohrabacher P
Musgrave Ros-Lehtinen Thompson (M)
Myrick Ross Thornberry
yrie Tiahrt
Nadler Rothman Tiberi
Napolitano Roybal-Allard Lhert
Neal (MA) Royce Tierney
Neugebauer Ruppersberger Towns
Ney Rush Turner
Northup Ryan (OH) Udall (CO)
Norwood Ryan (WI) Udall (NM)
Nunes Ryun (KS) Upton
Nussle Sabo Vaq Hollen
Oberstar Salazar Velazquez
Obey Sanchez, Loretta Visclosky
Olver Sanders Walden (OR)
Ortiz Saxton Walsh
Osborne Schiff Wamp
Otter Schwartz (PA) ~ Waters
Owens Schwarz (MI) Watson
Oxley Scott (GA) Watt
Pallone Scott (VA) Waxman
Pascrell Sensenbrenner Weiner
Pastor Serrano Weldon (FL)
Paul Sessions Weldon (PA)
Payne Shadegg Weller
Pearce Shaw Westmoreland
Pelosi Shays Wexler
Pence Sherman Whitfield
Peterson (MN) Sherwood Wicker
Peterson (PA) Shimkus Wilson (NM)
Petri Shuster Wilson (S0)
Pickering Simmons Wolf
Pitts Simpson Wu
Platts Skelton Wynn
Poe Slaughter Young (AK)
Pombo Smith (NJ) Young (FL)
NOES—16
Ackerman Kucinich Schakowsky
Baldwin Lee Solis
Blumenauer McDermott Stark
Conyers Moore (WI) Wasserman
Frank (MA) Sanchez, Linda Schultz
Gutierrez T. Woolsey
NOT VOTING—4
Brown (SC) Millender-
Emerson McDonald

Hastings (WA)
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN
The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. TERRY)
(during the vote). Members are advised
there are 2 minutes left in this vote.
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So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MRS. DAVIS OF

CALIFORNTA

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The pending
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on amendment No. 12 offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
DAVIS) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the noes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE
The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded
vote has been demanded.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

H4017

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be
a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 194, noes 233,
not voting 6, as follows:

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Andrews
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bass

Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Biggert
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boehlert
Bono
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Bradley (NH)
Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson
Case

Castle
Chandler
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Cramer
Crowley
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent

Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Edwards
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans

Farr
Fattah
Filner

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Bachus
Baker
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Beauprez
Berry
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Boozman
Boren
Boustany

[Roll No. 216]
AYES—19%4

Ford
Frank (MA)
Frelinghuysen
Gilchrest
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Herseth
Higgins
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (CT)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kaptur
Kelly
Kennedy (RI)
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind
Kirk
Kolbe
Kucinich
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Maloney
Markey
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy
McCollum (MN)
McDermott
McGovern
McKinney
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Nadler
Napolitano

NOES—233

Brady (TX)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Carter
Chabot
Chocola
Coble
Cole (OK)
Conaway
Costello
Cox
Crenshaw
Cubin

Neal (MA)
Obey
Olver
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pelosi
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Ramstad
Rangel
Reyes
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Sabo
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sanders
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schwartz (PA)
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Simmons
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Spratt
Stark
Strickland
Tanner
Tauscher
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Towns
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden (OR)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Wexler
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn

Cuellar
Culberson
Cunningham
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
Dayvis, Jo Ann
Dayvis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeLay
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Doolittle
Doyle

Drake

Dreier

Duncan
Ehlers
English (PA)
Everett
Feeney
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Ferguson Lewis (CA) Rahall
Fitzpatrick (PA) Lewis (KY) Regula
Flake Linder Rehberg
Foley Lipinski Reichert
Forbes LoBiondo Renzi
Fortenberry Lucas Reynolds
Fossella Lungren, Daniel  Rogers (AL)
Foxx E. Rogers (KY)
Franks (AZ) Lynch Rogers (MI)
Gallegly Mack
Garrett (NJ) Manzullo gggﬁﬁ:ﬁg&iﬂl
Gerlach Marchant Ross
Gibbons Marshall R
Gillmor McCaul (TX) oyee
Gingrey McCotter Ryan (OH)
Gohmert McCrery Ryan (WD)
Goode McHenry Ryun (KS)
Goodlatte McHugh Salazar
Granger MclIntyre Saxton
Graves McKeon Schwarz (MI)
Green (WI) McMorris Sensenbrenner
Gutknecht McNulty Sessions
Hall Melancon Shadegg
Harris Michaud Sherwood
Hart Miller (FL) Shimkus
Hayes Miller (MI) Shuster
Hayworth Miller, Gary Simpson
Hefley Mollohan Skelton
Hensarling Moran (KS) Smith (NJ)
Herger Murphy Smith (TX)
Hobson Murtha Sodrel
Hoekstra Musgrave Souder
Holden Myrick Stearns
Hostettler Neugebauer Stupak
Hulshof Ney Sullivan
Hunter Northup Sweeney
Hyde Norwood Tancredo
Inglis (SC) Nunes Taylor (MS)
Issa Nussle Taylor (NC)
Istook Oberstar Terry
Jenkins Ortiz
Jindal Osborne Thornberry
Tiahrt
Johnson (IL) Otter O
Johnson, Sam Oxley Tiberi
Jones (NC) Paul Turner
Kanjorski Pearce Upton
Keller Pence Walsh
Wamp

Kennedy (MN)
Kildee

Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)

Weldon (FL)

King (IA) Petri Weldon (PA)
King (NY) Pickering Weller
Kingston Pitts Westmoreland
Kline Platts Whitfield
Knollenberg Poe Wicker
Kuhl (NY) Pombo Wilson (NM)
LaHood Porter Wilson (SC)
Langevin Price (GA) Wolf
Latham Putnam Young (AK)
LaTourette Radanovich Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—6
Brown (SC) Hastings (WA) Millender-
Buyer Mica McDonald
Emerson

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIRMAN

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIRMAN. A recorded
vote has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. This will be
a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 428, noes 1,
not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 217]
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Matheson Peterson (PA) Slaughter
Matsui Petri Smith (NJ)
McCarthy Pickering Smith (TX)
McCaul (TX) Pitts Smith (WA)
McCollum (MN) Platts Snyder
McCotter Poe Sodrel
McCrery Pombo Solis
McDermott Pomeroy Souder
McGovern Porter Spratt
McHenry Price (GA) Stark
McHugh Price (NC) Stearns
MecIntyre Pryce (OH) Stri
rickland
McKeon Putnam Stupak
McKinney Radanovich Sullivan
McMorris Rahall
McNulty Ramstad Sweeney
Meehan Rangel Tancredo
Meek (FL) Regula Tanner
Meeks (NY) Rehberg Tauscher
Melancon Reichert Taylor (MS)
Menendez Renzi Taylor (NC)
Mica Reyes Terry
Michaud Reynolds Thomas

Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)

Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)

Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)

Miller (NC) Rogers (MI) Thornberry
Miller, Gary Rohrabacher Tiahrt
Miller, George Ros-Lehtinen Tiberi
Mollohan Ross Tierney
Moore (KS) Rothman Towns
Moore (WI) Roybal-Allard Turner
Moran (KS) Royce Udall (CO)
Moran (VA) Ruppersberger Udall (NM)
Murphy Rush Upton
Murtha Ryan (OH) Van Hollen
Musgrave Ryan (WI) Velazquez
Myrick Ryun (KS) Visclosky
Nadle? Sabo Walden (OR)
Napolitano Sa}lazar Walsh
Neal (MA) Sanchez, Linda Wamp
Neugebauer T. Wasserman
Ney Sanchez, Loretta Schultz
Northup Sanders Waters
Norwood Saxton Watson
Nunes Schakowsky Watt
Nussle Schiff Waxman
Oberstar Schwartz (PA) .
Obey Schwarz (MI) Weiner
Olver Scott (GA) Weldon (FL)
Ortiz Scott (VA) Weldon (PA)
Oshorne Sensenbrenner Weller
Otter Serrano Westmoreland
Owens Sessions Wexler
Oxley Shadegg Whitfield
Pallone Shaw Wicker
Pascrell Shays Wilson (NM)
Pastor Sherman Wilson (SC)
Paul Sherwood Wolf
Payne Shimkus Woolsey
Pearce Shuster Wu
Pelosi Simmons Wynn
Pence Simpson Young (AK)
Peterson (MN) Skelton Young (FL)
NOES—1
Maloney

The Acting CHAIRMAN (during the
vote). Members are advised there are 2
minutes left in this vote.
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So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, on rollcall No. 216
| was unavoidably detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted “no.”

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Chairman, on rollcall No.
216, | inadvertently voted “nay.” | meant to
vote “aye.”

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. HUNTER

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The pending
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on amendment No. 1 offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the ayes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

the

AYES—428

Abercrombie Crenshaw Hayes
Ackerman Crowley Hayworth
Aderholt Cubin Hefley
Akin Cuellar Hensarling
Alexander Culberson Herger
Allen Cummings Herseth
Andrews Cunningham Higgins
Baca Davis (AL) Hinchey
Bachus Davis (CA) Hinojosa
Baird Dayvis (FL) Hobson
Baker Dayvis (IL) Hoekstra
Baldwin Davis (KY) Holden
Barrett (SC) Davis (TN) Holt
Barrow Dayvis, Jo Ann Honda
Bartlett (MD) Davis, Tom Hooley
Barton (TX) Deal (GA) Hostettler
Bass DeFazio Hoyer
Bean DeGette Hulshof
Beauprez Delahunt Hunter
Becerra DeLauro Hyde
Berkley DeLay Inglis (SC)
Berman Dent Inslee
Berry Diaz-Balart, L. Israel
Biggert Diaz-Balart, M. Issa
Bilirakis Dicks Istook
Bishop (GA) Dingell Jackson (IL)
Bishop (NY) Doggett Jackson-Lee
Bishop (UT) Doolittle (TX)
Blackburn Doyle Jefferson
Blumenauer Drake Jenkins
Blunt Dreier Jindal
Boehlert Duncan Johnson (CT)
Boehner Edwards Johnson (IL)
Bonilla Ehlers Johnson, E. B.
Bonner Emanuel Johnson, Sam
Bono Engel Jones (NC)
Boozman English (PA) Jones (OH)
Boren Eshoo Kanjorski
Boswell Etheridge Kaptur
Boucher Evans Keller
Boustany Everett Kelly
Boyd Farr Kennedy (MN)
Bradley (NH) Fattah Kennedy (RI)
Brady (PA) Feeney Kildee
Brady (TX) Ferguson Kilpatrick (MI)
Brown (OH) Filner Kind
Brown, Corrine Fitzpatrick (PA) King (IA)
Brown-Waite, Flake King (NY)

Ginny Foley Kingston
Burgess Forbes Kirk
Burton (IN) Ford Kline
Butterfield Fortenberry Knollenberg
Buyer Fossella Kolbe
Calvert Foxx Kucinich
Camp Frank (MA) Kuhl (NY)
Cannon Franks (AZ) LaHood
Cantor Frelinghuysen Langevin
Capito Gallegly Lantos
Capps Garrett (NJ) Larsen (WA)
Capuano Gerlach Larson (CT)
Cardin Gibbons Latham
Cardoza Gilchrest LaTourette
Carnahan Gillmor Leach
Carson Gingrey Lee
Carter Gohmert Levin
Case Gonzalez Lewis (CA)
Castle Goode Lewis (GA)
Chabot Goodlatte Lewis (KY)
Chandler Gordon Linder
Chocola Granger Lipinski
Clay Graves LoBiondo
Cleaver Green (WI) Lofgren, Zoe
Clyburn Green, Al Lowey
Coble Green, Gene Lucas
Cole (OK) Grijalva Lungren, Daniel
Conaway Gutierrez E.
Conyers Gutknecht Lynch
Cooper Hall Mack
Costa Harman Manzullo
Costello Harris Marchant
Cox Hart Markey
Cramer Hastings (FL) Marshall

NOT VOTING—4

Brown (SC) Hastings (WA)

Emerson

Millender-
McDonald

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHATRMAN

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. TERRY)
(during the vote). Members are advised
2 minutes remain in this vote.
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So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in
order to consider amendment No. 6
printed in House Report 109-96.

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. STEARNS

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk
will designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 6 offered by Mr. STEARNS:
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At the end of title V (page 194, after line
11), insert the following new section:

SEC. 6XX. SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT COLLEGES
AND UNIVERSITIES GIVE EQUAL AC-
CESS TO MILITARY RECRUITERS
AND ROTC IN ACCORDANCE WITH
THE SOLOMON AMENDMENT AND
REQUIREMENT FOR REPORT TO
CONGRESS.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings:

(1) The Reserve Officer Training Corps
(ROTC) program is the most common means
for undergraduates to become United States
military officers, producing 60 percent of all
officers in the Armed Forces and 75 percent
of Army officers.

(2) The ROTC program is officially banned
from many leading universities and, al-
though students at those institutions can
participate in ROTC programs at other col-
leges, they often have to travel significant
distances to do so.

(3) The United States is engaged in a global
war on terrorism, and it is thus more impor-
tant than ever for the Armed Forces to re-
cruit high quality and well-qualified per-
sonnel.

(4) Recruiting on university campuses is
one of the primary means of obtaining new,
highly qualified personnel for the Armed
Forces and is an integral, effective, and nec-
essary part of overall military recruitment.

(5) In 1996, Congress enacted a provision of
law that has become known as the ‘‘Solomon
Amendment’’ that provides for the Secretary
of Defense to deny Federal funding to col-
leges and universities if they prohibit or pre-
vent ROTC or military recruitment on cam-
pus.

(6) A group of university law schools have
challenged the constitutionality of the Sol-
omon Amendment, and the Supreme Court
has agreed to hear the case in the term be-
ginning in October 2005.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) any college or university that discrimi-
nates against ROTC programs or military re-
cruiters should be denied certain Federal
taxpayer support, especially funding for
many military and defense programs; and

(2) universities and colleges that receive
Federal funds should provide military re-
cruiters access to college campuses and to
college students equal in quality and scope
to that provided all other employers.

(c) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than one
year after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
Congress a report on the colleges and univer-
sities that are denying equal access to mili-
tary recruiters and ROTC programs.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
House Resolution 293, the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. STEARNS).

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

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to urge all
of my colleagues to support this very
simple amendment to the Defense au-
thorization bill. This amendment does
two very important things.

First, it expresses the sense of Con-
gress that any college or any univer-
sity that denies equal access or dis-
criminates against ROTC programs or
military recruiters should be denied
certain Federal taxpayer support, espe-
cially funding for many military and
defense programs. Secondly, Mr. Chair-
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man, it requires the Secretary of De-
fense to issue a report to Congress on
those colleges and universities that are
denying equal access to military re-
cruiters and these ROTC programs.

In 1996, Congress enacted a provision
of law that became known as the Sol-
omon Amendment. Representative Sol-
omon, as you remember, was a col-
league from New York who was chair-
man of the Committee on Rules. This
provision provided for the Secretary of
Defense to deny Federal funding to col-
leges and universities if they prohib-
ited or prevented ROTC or military re-
cruitment on campuses.

Mr. Chairman, a number of univer-
sities and colleges today are denying
equal access to military recruiters. For
example, at Yale University students
who wish to participate in the ROTC
program must drive to the University
of Connecticut in Storrs at least once a
week. That is like you and me driving
down to Richmond once a week while
attending a university here in Wash-
ington, D.C. This trip could take up to
an hour and a half each way.

Perhaps worse, Yale accepts ROTC
dollars, but refuses to grant credit for
ROTC courses; so if you are an ROTC
scholarship and taking courses at Yale
and attending at Storrs, the Air Force,
the Army and the Navy will pay for
your courses at Yale; but, again, Yale
says you have to go to Storrs and de-
nies access to the ROTC program right
there at Yale.

While students at Harvard can par-
ticipate in ROTC programs at nearby
MIT, ROTC courses may be taken only
on a noncredit basis. This banishment
of ROTC led Harvard President Law-
rence Summers to say, ‘“We need to be
careful about adopting any policy on
campus of nonsupport for those in-
volved in defending this country. We
should be proud that we have in our
midst students who will make the com-
mitment to the ROTC.”

This is why it is so important for
Congress to make a strong statement
in support of full and equal access to
military recruiters on campus and for
the ROTC.

Therefore, it is vital to national se-
curity that we improve the ability of
students to simply participate in ROTC
programs and ensure that colleges and
universities provide military recruiters
entry to campuses and simple access to
students that is at least equal in qual-
ity and scope to that provided by any
other employer in America.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support my amendment.

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, al-
though I do not intend to oppose the
amendment, I ask unanimous consent
to claim the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentleman from New Jer-
sey is recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I
yield such time as he may consume to
the ranking member of our committee,
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON).
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Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I
stand in full support of this amend-
ment. ROTC has been an integral part
of college life for many, many, many
decades in our country. Land grant col-
leges across the Nation are required to
have ROTC, as they should. But I think
those colleges and universities, institu-
tions of higher learning, that have Fed-
eral funds flow into them for any num-
ber of reasons, any number of grants,
for good purposes, of course, should
also support the ROTC programs and
allow recruiters free access to those
that wish to inquire of and join the
ROTC.

ROTC is not just a proposition
whereby someone may become an offi-
cer in the United States Army, Air
Force, Navy or Marines. It also is a
character builder for young people.
They learn about obligations, about
duty, about patriotism. I think ROTC
has certainly played an important part
in so many young lives in our country.

Mr. Chairman, I certainly support
this amendment, and I think it is
wrong not to allow ROTC on such cam-
puses.

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
amendment, although I would note
that there are three interests that
must be delicately balanced in this in-
stance. The first is the need for our
military institutions to have full ac-
cess to recruit on every campus in the
country and to do so in a thorough
way; the second interest that has to be
balanced is the academic freedom of
our colleges and universities to make
judgments about what they think
should and should not happen on their
campuses; and the third interest that
has to be balanced is the right of stu-
dents who are enrolled in ROTC pro-
grams, and other students, for that
matter, to have a full range of employ-
ment options so that if they choose to
g0 into the military, they are not de-
nied that option because of a policy of
their college or university.

This is a delicate balance that I
think is being properly handled under
present law. I would note that the
amendment before the body is a sense
of Congress resolution. It is one of the
reasons I am supporting the amend-
ment. It expresses, I think accurately,
the sentiment of the Congress; but it
does not disrupt the delicate balance
under the law that we presently have
today, which I think is wise and pru-
dent.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. ROGERS).

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, I would like to thank my col-
league, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. STEARNS), for offering this amend-
ment.
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Mr. Chairman, Congress has voted
time and time again to remove obsta-
cles facing some of our military re-
cruiters; and to the credit of most in-
stitutions, like those in my home State
of Alabama, most do the right thing.
Yet a small, but growing, group of in-
stitutions just do not seem to get it.

Recently, the University of Wis-
consin at Stout joined the exclusive
club of liberal institutions that pro-
hibit the military from campus. In-
stead of doing the right thing and
opening their doors to the uniformed
personnel, this university has instead
chosen to make a narrow-minded polit-
ical statement.

What the university is doing simply
flies in the face of common sense, espe-
cially during wartime. For the grad-
uating students, this says clearly that
a career in the military is not worth
their consideration. Try telling that to
the soldiers serving with honor and
dignity in Afghanistan and Iraq, or
their families praying for their safety.

This practice has got to stop, and I
urge my colleagues to vote for this
amendment.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
50 seconds to the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. KLINE).

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

Mr. Chairman, this is a very impor-
tant subject. I wholeheartedly support
the amendment. While our men and
women in uniform are fighting around
the world, we have colleges and univer-
sities around this country denying
equal access to ROTC programs and
military recruiters in the name of po-
litical correctness.
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I would just remind my colleagues of
the words of the former Commandant
of the Marine Corps, General Krulak,
who told us that our ‘all-volunteer
force” is an ‘‘all-recruited force.” By
recruiting the best and the brightest,
our United States Armed Forces are
today the very best in the world.

We have to stand up for the rights of
our recruiters and the rights of our
military to gain access to those cam-
puses. Vote for this amendment.

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

With the United States engaged in a
global war on terrorism, it is more im-
portant than ever before for the Armed
Forces to recruit high-quality, well-
qualified, and well-trained personnel.
This amendment ensures in a larger
sense that this Congress is on record
saying we support them and we think
the universities and colleges in this
country should also support them by
giving access.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. TERRY).
The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. STEARNS).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chairman announced that the ayes
appeared to have it.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
STEARNS) will be postponed.

AMENDMENTS EN BLOC OFFERED BY MR. HUNTER

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I offer
amendments en bloc.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk
will designate the amendments en bloc.

The Clerk designated the amend-
ments en bloc, as follows:

Amendments en bloc offered by Mr.
HUNTER printed in House Report 109-96
consisting of amendment No. 4; amend-
ment No. 5; amendment No. 8; amend-
ment No. 9; amendment No. 11; amend-
ment No. 14; amendment No. 16;
amendment No. 17; amendment No. 22;
and amendment No. 23.

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. STARK

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of title V (page 194, after line 1),
insert the following new section:

SEC. 5xx. COMPTROLLER GENERAL STUDY OF
MILITARY RECRUITING.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than one year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and
House of Representatives a report on mili-
tary recruiting.

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The Comp-
troller General shall include in the report
the following:

(1) Whether military recruitment criminal
violations have increased in any branches of
the Armed Forces since the beginning of
combat in Iraq.

(2) Whether policies of the Department of
Defense or of any of the specific military
branches have caused or encouraged military
recruiters to carry out criminal actions to
increase recruitment numbers.

(3) Whether the Department of Justice, De-
partment of Defense, or specific military
branches have adequately and independently
carried out investigations and prosecutions
of all Department of Defense officials who
are complicit or directly involved in crimi-
nal actions to increase military recruitment.

(4) Any recommendations for any legisla-
tion or administrative actions that the
Comptroller General considers appropriate.

(5) Any other matter the Comptroller Gen-
eral considers relevant.

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. STRICKLAND

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of title V (page 194, after line
11), insert the following new section:

SEC. 5xx. ADDITION OF INFORMATION CON-
CERNING MENTAL HEALTH SERV-
ICES AND TREATMENT TO SUBJECTS
REQUIRED TO BE COVERED IN MAN-
DATORY PRESEPARATION COUN-
SELING.

Section 1142(b) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the
following new paragraph:

‘“(11) Information concerning the avail-
ability of mental health services and the
treatment of post-traumatic stress disorder,
anxiety disorders, depression, suicidal idea-
tions, or other mental health conditions as-
sociated with service in the armed forces.”.

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MS. SLAUGHTER
The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:
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At the end of title V (page 194, after line
11), insert the following new section:

SEC. 5xx. IMPROVEMENT TO DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE RESPONSE TO SEXUAL AS-
SAULT AFFECTING MEMBERS OF
THE ARMED FORCES.

(a) ASSESSMENT.—The Secretary of Defense
shall conduct an inventory of supplies,
trained personnel, and transportation re-
sources assigned or deployed to deal with
sexual assault. The Secretary shall assess
the availability and accessibility within de-
ployed units of rape evidence Kkits, testing
supplies for sexually transmitted infections
and diseases (STIs), including HIV, and for
pregnancy, transportation resources, and
medication. The assessment shall be com-
pleted not later than 120 days after the date
of the enactment of this Act.

(b) ACTION PLAN FOR DEPLOYED UNITS.—
The Secretary shall develop a plan to en-
hance accessibility and availability of sup-
plies, trained personnel, and transportation
resources in response to sexual assaults oc-
curring in deployed units. Such plan shall in-
clude the following:

(1) Training of new and existing first re-
sponders to sexual assaults, including crimi-
nal investigators, medical providers respon-
sible for rape kit evidence collection, and
victims advocates, with such training to in-
clude current techniques on processing of
evidence, including rape Kkits, and con-
ducting investigations.

(2) Accessibility and availability of sup-
plies for victims of sexual assault who
present at a military hospital, including rape
kits, equipment for processing rape kits, and
testing supplies and treatment for sexually
transmitted infections and diseases, includ-
ing HIV, and pregnancy.

(c) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Secretary shall
include in the annual report to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and
House of Representatives on sexual assaults
a report as to the supply inventory, location,
accessibility, and availability of supplies,
trained personnel, and transportation re-
sources in response to sexual assault in de-
ployed units.

AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. REICHERT

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of title V (page 194, after line
11), insert the following new section:

SEC. 575. REPORT ON EMPLOYMENT MATTERS
FOR MEMBERS OF THE NATIONAL
GUARD AND RESERVE.

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR REPORT.—Not later
than 270 days after the date of the enactment
of this Act, the Comptroller General of the
United States shall submit to Congress a re-
port on difficulties faced by members of the
National Guard and Reserve with respect to
employment as a result of being ordered to
perform full time National Guard duty or
being ordered to active duty service, respec-
tively.

(b) SPECIFIC MATTERS.—In preparing the
report required under subsection (a), the
Comptroller General shall include informa-
tion on the following matters

(1) TYPE OF EMPLOYERS.—An estimate of
the number of employers of members of the
National Guard and Reserve who are private
sector employers and those who are public
sector employers.

(2) SIZE OF EMPLOYERS.—An estimate of the
number of employers of members of the Na-
tional Guard and Reserve who employ fewer
than 50 full-time employees.

(3) SELF-EMPLOYED.—An estimate of the
number of members of the National Guard
and Reserve who are self-employed.

(4) NATURE OF BUSINESS.—A description of
the nature of the business of employers of
members of the National Guard and Reserve.
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(6) REEMPLOYMENT DIFFICULTIES.—A de-
scription of difficulties faced by members of
the National Guard and Reserve in gaining
reemployment after having performed full
time National Guard duty or active duty
service, including difficulties faced by mem-
bers who are disabled and who are Veterans
of the Vietnam Era.

AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. MENENDEZ

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of title VI (page 279, after line
6), add the following new section:

SEC. 677. COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT RE-
GARDING COMPENSATION AND BEN-
EFITS FOR RESERVE COMPONENT
MEMBERS.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—The Comptroller
General shall prepare a report reviewing the
terms and elements of reserve compensation,
benefit, and personnel support programs, in-
cluding the retirement system.

(b) ELEMENTS OF REPORT.—The report re-
quired by subsection (a) shall address at a
minimum the following:

(1) The effectiveness and adequacy of com-
pensation and benefit programs, income pro-
tection for members of the reserve compo-
nents called to active duty, family support
programs, health care access, and other pro-
grams of interest to such members.

(2) The need for these programs to be im-
proved, including such recommendations as
the Comptroller General considers appro-
priate for achieving needed improvements.

(3) A comparison of these programs to
similar programs conducted for the benefit
of regular forces to determine if the reserve
programs are fair and equitable given the in-
creased contributions by reserve component
forces to the defense of the United States.

(4) An examination of the differences in
benefits and protections provided to reserv-
ists who are called to serve under different
authorities, including title 10, United States
Code, title 32, United States Code, and State
active duty.

(5) The need for benefits and protections to
be made consistent regardless of the author-
ity under which members of the reserve com-
ponents are called to serve, including such
recommendations as the Comptroller Gen-
eral considers appropriate for achieving that
objective.

(c) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER STUDIES AND
REPORTS.—To the extent that an issue re-
quired to be addressed by subsection (b) is
also the subject of other studies or reports
being prepared by the Comptroller General,
the Comptroller General may drop the issue
from this report to avoid duplication of ef-
fort.

(d) SUBMISSION OF REPORT.—The Comp-
troller General shall submit the report to
the congressional defense committees not
later than March 31, 2006.

AMENDMENT NO. 14 OFFERED BY MR. BISHOP OF
GEORGIA
The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of title VII (page 297, after line
26), add the following new section:

SEC. 718. STUDY RELATING TO PREDEPLOYMENT
AND POSTDEPLOYMENT MEDICAL
EXAMS OF CERTAIN MEMBERS OF
THE ARMED FORCES.

Not later than 120 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of
Defense shall conduct a study of the effec-
tiveness of self-administered surveys in-
cluded in predeploy-
ment and postdeployment medical exams of
members of the Armed Forces that are car-
ried out as part of the medical tracking sys-
tem required under section 1074f of title 10,
United States Code.
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AMENDMENT NO. 16 OFFERED BY MR. ANDREWS

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of subtitle B of title VIII (page
321, after line 3), insert the following new
section:

SEC. 818. PROHIBITION ON DEFENSE CONTRAC-
TORS REQUIRING LICENSES OR
FEES FOR USE OF MILITARY
LIKENESSES AND DESIGNATIONS.

The Secretary of Defense shall require that
any contract entered into by the Department
of Defense include a provision prohibiting
the contractor from requiring toy and hobby
manufacturers, distributors, or merchants to
obtain licenses from or pay fees to the con-
tractor for the use of military likenesses or
designations on items provided under the
contract.

AMENDMENT NO. 17 OFFERED BY MR. BLUNT
The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of subtitle B of title VIII (page
321, after line 7), add the following new sec-
tion:

SEC. 818. ESTABLISHMENT OF EVALUATION FAC-
TOR FOR DEFENSE CONTRACTORS
EMPLOYING OR SUBCONTRACTING
WITH MEMBERS OF THE SELECTED
RESERVE OF THE RESERVE COMPO-
NENTS OF THE ARMED FORCES.

(a) DEFENSE CONTRACTS.—In awarding any
contract for the procurement of goods or
services, the Department of Defense, when
considering source selection criteria, shall
use as an evaluation factor whether entities
intend to carry out the contract using em-
ployees or individual subcontractors for
goods and services who are members of the
Selected Reserve of the reserve components
of the Armed Forces.

(b) DOCUMENTATION OF SELECTED RESERVE-
RELATED EVALUATION FACTOR.—Any entity
claiming intent to carry out a contract using
employees or individual subcontractors for
goods and services who are members of the
Selected Reserve of the reserve components
of the Armed Forces shall be required to doc-
ument to the Department of Defense the
number (and names, if requested) of such
members of the Selected Reserve that the
entity will employ, or execute personal serv-
ices contracts with, for the contract in ques-
tion.

(c) NATIONAL SECURITY WAIVER.—The Sec-
retary of the military department concerned,
or, in the case of contracts which are not ne-
gotiated by a military department, the Sec-
retary of Defense, may waive the require-
ment in subsection (a) with respect to a con-
tract if the Secretary concerned determines
that the waiver is necessary for reasons of
national security.

(d) REGULATIONS.—The Federal Acquisition
Regulation shall be revised as necessary to
implement this section.

AMENDMENT NO. 22 OFFERED BY MR. MATHESON

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of title X (page 402, after line
22), insert the following new section:

SEC. 10xx. PRESERVATION OF INFORMATION AND
RECORDS PERTAINING TO RADIO-
ACTIVE FALLOUT.

(a) PROHIBITION OF DESTRUCTION OF CER-
TAIN DOCUMENTS.—The Secretary of Defense
may not destroy any document in the cus-
tody or control of the Department of Defense
that is a historical record (or part of a his-
torical record) relating to radioactive fallout
from the testing of any nuclear device.

(b) PRESERVATION AND PUBLICATION OF IN-
FORMATION.—The Secretary of Defense shall
identify, preserve, and publish information
contained in documents referred to in sub-
section (a).
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AMENDMENT NO. 23 OFFERED BY MR.
HOSTETTLER

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of title X (page 402, after line
22), insert the following new section:

SEC. . SPECIAL IMMIGRANT STATUS FOR PER-
SONS SERVING AS TRANSLATORS
WITH UNITED STATES ARMED
FORCES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101 et
seq.), subject to subsection (c)(1), the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security may provide an
alien described in subsection (b) with the
status of a special immigrant under section
101(a)(27) of such Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(27)), if
the alien—

(1) files with the Secretary of Homeland
Security a petition under section 204 of such
Act (8 U.S.C. 1154) for classification under
section 203(b)(4) of such Act (8 U.S.C.
1153(b)(4)); and

(2) is otherwise eligible to receive an immi-
grant visa and is otherwise admissible to the
United States for permanent residence, ex-
cept in determining such admissibility, the
grounds for inadmissibility specified in sec-
tion 212(a)(4) of such Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(4))
shall not apply.

(b) ALIENS DESCRIBED.—

(1) PRINCIPAL ALIENS.—An alien is de-
scribed in this subsection if the alien—

(A) is a national of Iraq or Afghanistan;

(B) worked directly with United States
Armed Forces as a translator for a period of
at least 12 months;

(C) obtained a favorable written rec-
ommendation from the first general or flag
officer in the chain of command of the
United States Armed Forces unit that was
supported by the alien; and

(D) prior to filing the petition described in
subsection (a)(1), cleared a background check
and screening, as determined by the first
general or flag officer in the chain of com-
mand of the United States Armed Forces
unit that was supported by the alien.

(2) SPOUSES AND CHILDREN.—AnN alien is de-
scribed in this subsection if the alien is the
spouse or child of a principal alien described
in paragraph (1), and is following or accom-
panying to join the principal alien.

(¢) NUMERICAL LIMITATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The total number of prin-
cipal aliens who may be provided special im-
migrant status under this section during any
fiscal year shall not exceed 50.

(2) COUNTING AGAINST SPECIAL IMMIGRANT
CAP.—For purposes of the application of sec-
tions 201 through 203 of the Immigration and
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1151-1153) in any
fiscal year, aliens eligible to be provided sta-
tus under this section shall be treated as spe-
cial immigrants described in section
101(a)(27) of such Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(27))
who are not described in subparagraph (A),
(B), (C), or (K) of such section.

(d) APPLICATION OF IMMIGRATION AND NA-
TIONALITY ACT PROVISIONS.—The definitions
in subsections (a) and (b) of section 101 of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1101) shall apply in the administration of
this section.

MODIFICATION TO AMENDMENT NO. 16 OFFERED
BY MR. HUNTER

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that amendment
No. 16 offered by the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. ANDREWS) and printed
in House Report 109-96 be modified in
the form I have placed at the desk.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk
will report the modification.

The Clerk read as follows:
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Modification to amendment No. 16 offered
by Mr. ANDREWS:

At the end of subtitle B of title VIII (page
321, after line 3), insert the following new
section:

SEC. 818. PROHIBITION ON DEFENSE CONTRAC-
TORS REQUIRING LICENSES OR
FEES FOR USE OF MILITARY
LIKENESSES AND DESIGNATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense
shall require that any contract entered into
by the Department of Defense include a pro-
vision prohibiting the contractor from re-
quiring toy and hobby manufacturers, dis-
tributors, or merchants to obtain licenses
from or pay fees to the contractor for the use
of military likenesses or designations on
items provided under the contract.

(b) LIMITATION TO UNITED STATES COMPA-
NIES.—Subsection (a) applies only with re-
spect to toy and hobby manufacturers, dis-
tributors, or merchants incorporated in or
organized under the laws of the United
States.

Mr. HUNTER (during the reading).
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the amendment, as modified,
be considered as read and printed in
the RECORD.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman
from California?

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the amendment is modified.

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
House Resolution 293, the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER) and the
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER).

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, we are
gathering our speakers, and I would
hope my colleague, the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) would be able
to lead off with his speakers, so I re-
serve my time.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ).

(Mr. MENENDEZ asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

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

Mr. Chairman, over the past 15 to 20
years, there has been a major and fun-
damental change in the way that our
Reserve component has been used. His-
torically, National Guardsmen and Re-
servists were primarily viewed as a
force expansion that could be used to
supplement our active duty troops at
times of a major war or conflict. But
today these forces not only support our
active forces, they also replace them in
operations around the world.

Since September 11, a large number
of our Reserve component has been
called to active duty, and the pace of
Reserve perstempo is very high and ex-
pected to remain that way for the fore-
seeable future. In fact, as of May 20, we
had over 162,000 National Guard mem-
bers and Reservists on active duty both
here at home and around the world.

Unfortunately, there have been a va-
riety of reports detailing recruiting
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and retention problems that our Armed
Forces have experienced over the last
year. Clearly, if our Nation continues
to rely more and more on National
Guard members and Reservists without
providing them and their families the
support they need at home, we risk es-
tablishing a pattern of failure when it
comes to meeting the recruitment and
retention targets.

That is why I am very happy that we
have included this amendment as part
of the en bloc, and I appreciate the
chairman’s and the ranking member’s
help in doing so.

In September of 2003, the GAO found
that the DOD lacked sufficient infor-
mation and data to address financial
and health care issues affecting Reserv-
ists and their families. Fortunately,
there is new information that could be
used to determine the effect on readi-
ness, recruiting, retention and, yes, on
these families.

Both a CBO study and a DOD survey,
which were recently completed, have
some interesting facts: 56 percent of
National Guard members and Reserv-
ists are married; 55 percent of married
Guard members and Reservists report a
loss of income over their civilian jobs;
15 percent of those Guard members and
Reservists report a pay decrease of
$30,000 a year; and 71 percent of them
cite family burdens as a reason to leave
the military.

For all of those reasons, I am happy
to see that our amendment, which will
have a GAO report to provide rec-
ommendations to the Congress on how
these programs can be improved to
treat more fairly our Guardsmen, our
Reservists, and their families, will be a
reality.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2% minutes to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. BISHOP).

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing me this time.

I rise today in support of the en bloc
amendment to H.R. 1815 and in support
of my ‘‘Healthy Troops’” amendment
contained therein.

Mr. Chairman, I first introduced the
Healthy Troops Act when it was
brought to my attention that many of
our men and women serving in harm’s
way are not receiving hands-on medical
examinations before or after they are
deployed in combat. A 1997 congres-
sional mandate requires both pre- and
post-deployment medical exams, but
this requirement is currently being
met by the DOD by having our troops
fill out self-administered question-
naires.

This concerns me, as I believe it
should concern all Americans, first, be-
cause the health of our servicemembers
should not rely on their ability to self-
diagnose; and secondly, because these
brave men and women deserve an accu-
rate documentation of their health sta-
tus in combat so that, if necessary,
they can claim veterans’ health bene-
fits when they come home.

My original amendment required
that DOD provide full hands-on and
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pre- and post-deployment exams for all
deployed troops as opposed to the self-
administered questionnaires. It also
mandated a study of the effectiveness
of the self-administered exams.

The revised amendment, which re-
flects a bipartisan compromise struck
with the chairman and the committee,
provides only for the study into the ef-
fectiveness of the questionnaires and
that the study be performed within 120
days of enactment.

I do not believe that this is enough,
but it does represent a victory for our
servicemembers, men and women be-
cause, one, it continues an important,
ongoing dialogue on the health and
safety of our servicemen and -women,
and two, because it requires further
analysis of the effectiveness of the ac-
tual hands-on health screens.

I think that we can all agree that the
health of servicemembers must be at
the top of our agenda. This amendment
puts the focus where it belongs.

I urge my colleagues to support the
en bloc amendment.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3% minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. BLUNT).

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from California (Chair-
man HUNTER) for yielding me this time
and for the work he has done on this
bill.

In the en bloc amendment, really sev-
eral of the provisions of a bill that I in-
troduced recently, along with the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK) and
others, to try to address the concerns
that we have and, I think, concerns
that are shared by not only the gen-
tleman from California (Chairman
HUNTER) and the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Ranking Member SKELTON), but
many of the Members of this Congress,
on people who serve in the National
Guard and Reserves.

We see declining recruitment num-
bers. Clearly, the service, and the
Guard and Reserves is a service where
people who often have already served
full-time in the military are willing to
be available to the country in time of
crisis, in times of imminent need; but
people who were joining the Guard and
Reserve, until recent years, until the
last decade, at least, did not expect to
be joining the Guard and Reserve to ef-
fectively be serving in the full-time
force.

I believe in an integrated armed serv-
ice. I believe in the importance of a
full-time force that is no bigger than it
needs to be, to be supplemented in
times of crisis by the great skills of
people who either have served in the
full-time force or who have received
their training in the Guard and the Re-
serve.

The Army is more than halfway
through its fiscal year with only 33,000
soldiers signed up, and is certainly
likely to miss the target of 80,000 for
2005. That sort of recruiting puts more
pressure on the Guard and Reserve. For
3 consecutive months, the Army has
been short of its goal; and the Marines,
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that traditionally meet their goals,
have not met their monthly goal this
entire year. So we need to be concerned
about the use of the full-time force
and, obviously, the impact that has on
the Guard and Reserve that are avail-
able.

Legislation from our bill will be in-
cluded in this en bloc amendment. The
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK) is
joining me in proposing this amend-
ment, and the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. SIMMONS) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
REICHERT) will bring other amend-
ments from our bill to the floor.

In the amendment that I am speak-
ing in favor of, this is an amendment
that just simply would allow and en-
courage the Department of Defense to
take into account National Guard and
Reserve personnel as one of the items
that they would look at when they
evaluate a bid for DOD work.

I had a specific instance in my dis-
trict in the last year where a business
that had a government repair contract,
that had a significant number of
Guardsmen, in fact, those Guardsmen
had been called up; and while those
Guardsmen were called up, the work
that they had been doing was given, in
competitive bidding, no doubt, but
given in competitive bidding to a Cana-
dian company. Nobody in that Cana-
dian company was serving in Iraq at
the time for reasons we all understand.

We would like to see that taken into
account as these contracts are evalu-
ated and look for other ways that the
military can do things to further sup-
port our Guardsmen and Reservists.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 1 minute to thank the gen-
tleman for his amendment.

There is nothing more important for
our returning Guardsmen and Reserv-
ists than to know that they have a
good job, and the idea of directing
some of this money, the massive
amount is $441 billion, that we pass in
this bill goes to not only pay for peo-
ple, but also to pay for the products
that are used in the defense apparatus;
to make sure that that is, as much as
possible, those products are made by
Americans. And made by Americans
who are serving this flag should be a
priority for our country.

So I can assure the gentleman, we
will be happy to continue to work on
this as it moves through the process.

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Chairman, if the
gentleman will yield, I really appre-
ciate the chairman’s understanding of
this problem and his commitment to
this problem.

The other thing that we need to be
doing is to ensure that Guardsmen and
Reservists do have jobs when they
come back; and if that job is a govern-
ment contract, we should be doing ev-
erything we can to ensure that their
service is noted in awarding the exten-
sion of that contract.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, before
I recognize the gentleman from Utah,
let me say I wish to compliment my
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fellow Missourian on his amendment.
The Guard and Reserve mean very
much to us, and I think it is a major
step in the right direction.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. MATHE-
SON).
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Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in support of this en bloc amend-
ment to the Defense bill.

I have offered an amendment to the
bill that would require the Department
of Defense to preserve irreplaceable
historical records related to radio-
active fallout, and I am pleased this
amendment was ruled in order and is
part of this en bloc amendment.

Now currently the Department of En-
ergy has ordered a moratorium on the
destruction of such records, but the De-
partment of Defense has no such prohi-
bition and relevant records could po-
tentially be lost.

The National Academy of Sciences
has pointed out that both the Navy and
the Air Force have important docu-
ments that should be archived.

As a result, the National Academy
urged Congress to require better pres-
ervation of historical data related to
radioactive fallout records.

That is exactly what this amendment
does.

My amendment prohibits the Depart-
ment of Defense from destroying these
historical records and directs the De-
partment to identify, preserve, and
publish information contained in these
records.

Atmospheric testing was a dark pe-
riod in our history for many Ameri-
cans. We should do whatever we can to
preserve the limited records from that
time so they remain viable for sci-
entific study. With this amendment we
are taking a good first step toward pre-
serving history.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. KIRK).

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Chairman, I thank the
chairman especially for his inclusion of
major parts of the Americans in Uni-
form Act authored by the majority
whip, the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. BLUNT), in this legislation.

One amendment in particular would
allow the Defense Department to re-
view the record of a contractor in re-
taining and keeping Reservists. Now,
we have had a case in which some em-
ployers are so good at keeping Reserv-
ists that they have got a number of po-
sitions missing; and then they have
failed to get a new contract award and
providing material to the Department
of Defense, and contracts have even
gone to other companies in other coun-
tries that have no such Reserve obliga-
tion. That is wrong.

This amendment says that the De-
partment of Defense at least will be
able to look at the record of contrac-
tors in keeping Americans in uniform
when they make new awards. And that
means a signal will go throughout the
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business community that you should
be a good employer of Reservists.

We have had over 400,000 Americans
called to active duty. I stand here as, 1
think, the only Member of Congress
still regularly drilling in the Reserves.
I have got duty this weekend. And
when I talk to my fellow Americans in
uniform, there are unique pressures on
the Reserves. But we are proud. We are
proud to wear the uniform. We are
proud to take part in what we need to
do in the war on terror. And we are
proud to stand with other leaders, like
my colleague, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. LARSEN), that have
done so much to make it easier for Re-
servists to keep their jobs.

When you look at the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. REICHERT), sher-
iff, now Congressman, and what he did
as a good employer of making sure that
Reservists, when they go on active
duty, do not suffer a loss in pay, it is
what every employer should do in
America; but sadly some do not. And
we need to change that. This set of re-
forms in this legislation under the
Americans in Uniform Act, the Blunt
legislation, help do that, on the Space-
A reforms of the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. SIMMONS), on the study in
which we are going to see exactly what
we need to do for Reservists under the
Reichert legislation and under the
Blunt/Larsen/Kirk reforms that make
DOD contractors report on how they
are taking care of our Americans in
uniform, and to know that it will be
considered in the award of contracts
sends a powerful signal that the all-
volunteer military is working, that the
total force is working, and that we
look on these Americans who wear the
uniform part-time, in Winston Church-
ill’s eyes, as twice a citizen, as some-
one who is a good member of their
community, but when the country calls
they respond exactly when we need
them to go into harm’s way and to be
on the frontier of freedom.

And, Mr. Chairman, thank you so
much for including these reforms in
the Americans for Uniform Act.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. LARSEN).

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I also want to stand in sup-
port of the Blunt/Kirk amendment to
the Defense Authorization Act.

Today our Guard and Reserve are
protecting our security abroad. And,
frankly, it is Congress’s job and respon-
sibility to create a network of job secu-
rity when they come home. That is
why I support this amendment.

Our Guard and Reserve are over-
extended. Their Nation has called on
them to serve. In most cases they have
left a place of employment to do so,
and Congress has a responsibility to
ensure that we do not create any bar-
riers for our Guard and Reserve that
would keep them from returning to
those jobs.

This amendment will help ensure
that if you are a member of the Na-
tional Guard Or Reserve you will not



H4024

be at a disadvantage if working on a
DOD contract through your employ-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, this amendment will
push the DOD to consider the employ-
ment of Guard and Reserve members
when they award contracts. When serv-
ing, these women and men of the Guard
and Reserve protect this Nation. This
amendment gives us one more way that
we can protect these brave women and
men and their families when they come
home.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. REICHERT).

Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Chairman, I too
am proud to be a part of today’s proc-
ess and ensuring that our National
Guardsmen and -women and Reservists
are respected and we are showing them
that we have listened to their con-
cerns.

I have served in the Air Force Re-
serves, and I will not tell you how long
ago that exactly was. But let us just
say that my pay at that time was as a
police officer around $700 to $800 a
month. So it was awhile ago.

When I was on duty as a Reservist, I
took a pay cut. And that was a cut
from $700 a month. So you can imagine
that it was a little bit hard to keep
your family supported during that pe-
riod of time. And I know what it is like
to be a Reservist. I had a financial re-
sponsibility. I had employment issues.
And it is not easy to juggle those
weighty concerns while preparing to
serve your country or as soon as you
return.

When I was sheriff of King County,
we developed a standard to support our
employees who were also Reserve sol-
diers. Their jobs were guaranteed no
matter what length of time they served
or how long their tour of duty was. The
soldiers knew that when they came
back they had a job, they had employ-
ment, and that they were supported 100
percent. Men and women serving our
country should be praised, not pun-
ished for being guardians of our Flag.

During the last recess, I had the
honor of sitting down with 20 National
Guard soldiers who had just returned
from Iraq. In the 2 hours I spent with
them, we discussed a number of con-
cerns. But the issue reiterated by near-
ly every soldier in attendance was em-
ployment.

That is why I am offering an amend-
ment today to commission a study re-
quiring the GAO to report on employ-
ment matters for the National Guard
and Reserve, in particular the difficul-
ties faced by soldiers in gaining reem-
ployment once they return from duty.

It is important that we know what
types of jobs our servicemembers hold
so we can address their employment
issues. Our National Guard and Re-
serves are an incredibly important part
of our military; and we need to protect
their interests, protect their families,
protect their jobs, and make sure that
they are respected for their service.
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Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. STRICKLAND).

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Chairman, I
rise today in support of the en bloc
amendment which includes my amend-
ment regarding VA mental health serv-
ices. My amendment will make sure
that soldiers returning from Iraq and
Afghanistan know about the mental
health services available to them by
requiring that they be fully informed
of these services when separating from
active duty.

Our men and women are returning
from deployments with very high rates
of mental and emotional disorders. And
as we know, there is often a stigma re-
garding mental health treatment, espe-
cially in the military. That is why we
need to clearly communicate to our re-
turning troops that they are entitled
to receive help in dealing with prob-
lems resulting from their service to our
country. Whether they are struggling
with PTSD, depression or any other
mental disorder, there is treatment
available for them at our VA facilities.
My amendment would simply require
that those mental health treatment op-
tions are presented to our soldiers so
that they can make informed decisions
as they return to civilian life.

I appreciate that this amendment
was made in order, and I encourage my
colleagues to support the en bloc
amendment. Our men and women are
bearing great physical and mental bur-
dens from the operations in Iraq and
Afghanistan. The very least we can do
is to inform them of the benefits they
have earned.

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

Mr. Chairman, I would like to engage
my colleague, the gentleman from
California (Mr. FARR), in a colloquy.

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HUNTER. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to ask for the gentleman’s help
to make military golf courses acces-
sible with specialty golf carts for vet-
erans community and disabled golf pa-
trons. Our Nation’s disabled military
personnel and veterans have paid a
great debt to their country. We have an
obligation to make their reintegration
into society as seamless as possible,
and one way is to make it easier for
them to resume recreational activities
like golf.

And I would ask the chairman if he
would agree that the committee should
explore the feasibility of the cost of
providing specialty carts for disabled
golf patrons at military golf courses
with DOD and the services.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I would
just say to my colleague, I think he
has brought a great idea forward. We
have military bases around the country
that serve not only the active duty
folks, but also retired folks and dis-
abled folks; and it seems absolutely ap-
propriate that we make sure that those
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golf courses, all of which have electric
golf carts, have some specialty carts to
accommodate those who need them. So
I will work with the gentleman, and let
us see if we can make sure that there
are enough carts available at all the
courses to accommodate all the folks
that need them.

Mr. FARR. I thank the chairman. I
look forward to working with the gen-
tleman.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, first of all I want to thank
the ranking member, the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON), and the
chairman, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUNTER), for a bill that is
probably one of the more important
initiatives that this Congress address-
es, and that is the ordering and the
governance of the United States Mili-
tary, particularly this week that we
honor those fallen heroes.

Might I also say, however, that I wish
appropriately that this legislation had
the fullness of opportunity for many of
us to debate. I am reminded that times
before this legislation was debated for 2
weeks because it is so important and so
crucial for the men and women of the
United States military.

I rise in support of an amendment of-
fered by my distinguished colleague,
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
HOSTETTLER), which I am a cosponsor
of. I was a cosponsor of that bill, and
this was an amendment that was taken
from H.R. 2293. I continue to support it.
It would provide special immigrant
status for a limited number of Iraqis
and Afghanis who have served as trans-
lators for the U.S. armed services.

The translators are providing serv-
ices for our combat forces in Iraq. And
according to the Marines who work
with them, the translators and their
immediate families live in constant
danger of debt because of the key sup-
port they are providing for our combat
forces. The Marine commanders have
expressed a desire to help them come
to the U.S. with their immediate fami-
lies, and we wanted to answer their
call. The commanders believe that the
lives of the translators will be in even
jeopardy when the Marines withdraw
from Iraq.

The translators have gone far beyond
just providing translation services.
They stay with the Marines in their
camps, in the same living quarters, and
eat chow with the soldiers every day.

I am reminded of the individual who
helped translate and ultimately found
Saddam Hussein. He now is a citizen of
the United States, was previously so,
but has the ability to come here and he
is provided safety for him and his fam-
ily.

The amendment would make perma-
nent resident visas available to the na-
tionals of Iraq and Afghanistan and
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their spouses and children who have
helped the U.S. in this most difficult
effort. And so I would ask my col-
leagues to support this.

As I rise to honor these individuals,
might I also say that we need to honor
the fallen dead who come home to our
shores and allow them to be honored
when these soldiers return home. And I
hope that we will look forward to re-
moving the executive order that re-
quires lights out when our fallen he-
roes have come back having served in
the United States military, and having
lost their lives in battle.

Mr. Chairman, I ask my colleagues to
support the Hostettler/Jackson-Lee
amendment.

| rise in support of the amendment offered
by my distinguished colleague, the gentleman
from Indiana, Mr. HOSTETTLER. | was a co-
sponsor of the bill that this amendment was
taken from, H.R. 2293, and | continue to sup-
port it in its present form. It would provide spe-
cial immigrant status for a limited number of
Iragis and Afghanistani who have served as
translators for the U.S. Armed Forces.

The translators are providing services for
our combat forces in Iraq. According to the
Marines who work with them, the translators
and their immediate families live in constant
danger of death because of the key support
they are providing for our combat forces. The
Marine commanders have expressed a desire
to help them to come to the U.S. with their im-
mediate families. The commanders believe
that the lives of the translators will be in even
greater jeopardy when the Marines withdraw
from Iraq.

The translators have gone far beyond just
providing translation services. They stay with
the Marines in their camp, in the same living
quarters, and eat chow with the soldiers every
day. They go into the field with the Marines.
They have fought along side of them and shed
blood with them during combat operations.
Some of the Marines feel so strongly about
helping the translators that they have offered
to take them into their homes in the United
States until they have had enough time to set-
tle in and find places of their own.

The amendment would make permanent
resident visas available to nationals of Iraq
and Afghanistan (and their spouses and minor
children) who have worked directly with U.S.
Armed Forces as translators for at least 12
months, who have obtained favorable written
recommendations from the officer in charge of
the unit they worked with, and who have
cleared a background check. No more than 50
principals would be eligible to receive perma-
nent resident status. The recipients would
count towards the 10,000-per-year quota of
special immigrant visas.

| am pleased that we can offer permanent
resident status to such deserving immigrants
with a bipartisan bill. | urge you to vote for this
amendment.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. NADLER).

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, the en
bloc amendment calls among other
things for special immigrant status for
Iraqi or Afghani nationals who have
served as translators with the United
States Armed Forces. This amendment
is a direct response to the critical need
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for translators and linguists in our
military. This interpreter shortage is
well documented. The 9/11 Commission
report stated that the government
“lacked sufficient translators pro-
ficient in Arabic and other key lan-
guages, resulting in a significant back-
log of untranslated intercepts.”

The 2002 GAO study and the Sep-
tember 2004 Justice Department IG re-
port made the same findings. The
shortage of Arabic translators in Iraq
and Afghanistan has made it harder for
U.S. soldiers to protect themselves and
has jeopardized interrogations of sus-
pected al Qaeda terrorists in U.S. cus-
tody.
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I commend the author of this legisla-
tion for his willingness to open the im-
migration doors to Arabic and Farsi
linguists serving as translators with
the United States Armed Forces. Yet,
the answer to this dire need is not to
give U.S. citizenship to Iraqis and
Afghanis, but rather to stop discrimi-
nating against American citizens who
are ready to loyally serve their coun-
try as Arabic translators.

It is no coincidence that this bill
would create 50 spots for Iraqi and
Afghani nationals, almost the exact
number of translators who have been
discharged under the military’s ‘“Don’t
Ask, Don’t Tell” law in effect since
1994. Fifty-four Arabic and nine Per-
sian/Iranian, including Farsi, trans-
lators have been discharged under this
policy.

Because of “Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell,”
the military continues to devote its re-
sources to rooting out patriotic gay
Americans whose service is central to
the war on terrorism. This is another
example of how ‘“Don’t Ask, Don’t
Tell” is not in the best interest of our
national security.

Mr. Chairman, this Congress says,
“Don’t ask, Don’t tell, Don’t trans-
late.”

I urge my colleagues to recognize the
fundamental rights of American citi-
zens and the fundamental absurdity of
denying the right to serve to citizens
who have vitally needed skills that we
all know we need.

I urge this Congress to repeal the ob-
noxious and incredibly self-defeating
policy of “Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell.”

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. ANDREWS).

(Mr. ANDREWS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON) for yielding me time.

Mr. Chairman, I want to express my
appreciation to the gentleman from
California (Mr. HUNTER) and to the
ranking member, the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. SKELTON), and to the
members of the staff for including in
this en bloc amendment a proposal
with respect to the retailers and dis-
tributors of model airplanes and model
ships.
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One way to express your patriotism
and support for the military is to col-
lect and assemble and build models of
military craft and military vehicles.
An unfortunate occurrence has hap-
pened in the last few years where the
large defense contractors which re-
ceived the right to build these mate-
rials are extracting royalties from the
consumers who buy them. They extract
those royalties from the distributors
and the retailers. We would like to stop
that practice.

These ships and planes are designed
with public money. They are conceived
of with public money, and we do not
think the American public should pay
for this twice.

I very much appreciate the fact that
language that takes us in that direc-
tion has been included in the bill.
Frankly, there is more work to do in
my judgment concerning who is cov-
ered by the scope of the language but
this is an important first step. It will
promote patriotism for those who col-
lect and build these models, and it will
do so in a fair way to the consumer.

I thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUNTER), the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) and the
staffs for making this possible.

I would ask for support of the en bloc
amendment.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. HEFLEY), the chairman of the
Subcommittee on Readiness.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not
intend to take 2 minutes, but I just
wanted to say that in committee the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. AN-
DREWS) introduced this amendment. I
thought it was an excellent amend-
ment and that we ought to follow
through on it.

We had a problem in committee that
it might have a jurisdictional problem.
The gentleman was nice enough to
agree to withdraw it so we could check
that jurisdictional problem. We do not
have that problem at this point.

The gentleman is on the right track.
It ought to be passed. I am glad it is in
the en bloc, and I thank the gentleman
for bringing this to our attention.

I do not think most of us who grew
up with the thrill of playing with
model airplanes ever dreamed that this
was the situation, and this will correct
the situation. I appreciate the gen-
tleman doing that.

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

Mr. Chairman, we have talked about
the translator provision that would
give some accommodation to those
folks who have served our U.S. mili-
tary in those warfighting theaters, and
I just wanted to give some credit for
the originator of this proposal. It was a
Marine captain in Fallujah who talked
about the service of these translators,
how much they risk, the exposure that
they take, and the dedication that they
have to America and to our cause. So it
was that recommendation that found
its way back to the floor of the House,
and I am glad that we are passing it.
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I want to thank all of my colleagues
who have spoken in favor of this
provision.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, | rise in opposi-
tion to this defense authorization bill. Once
again, the Republican majority has pushed for-
ward a defense budget that does nothing to
make this country any safer.

This bill continues Congress’ long-held tradi-
tion of throwing away billions on the develop-
ment of ineffective or duplicative weapons sys-
tems that pad the pockets of big defense con-
tractors. It authorizes $7.9 billion on pie-in-the-
sky Star Wars missile defense, a $100 million
increase over President Bush’s request. Yet,
this unproven Cold War concept does not ad-
dress the very real security threat posed by
weapons of significant magnitude that are
readily delivered in a suitcase or cargo con-
tainer.

Developing new nuclear weapons, as this
bill encourages, will not deter terrorists or
rogue nations like North Korea. It encourages
them to answer in kind, especially as the Bush
Administration pursues its belligerent policy of
preemption.

Further, as long as the United States is in
Iraq, the Iraqi insurgency will continue to have
a justification to carry out their savage attacks
on the Iragi people and security forces and
American soldiers. It is unfortunate the Repub-
lican majority continues to believe that throw-
ing more money at the problems in Iraq will
somehow slow death rates.

Over 1,500 young Americans and more than
20,000 lIraqi civilians have been killed; the im-
mediate withdrawal of U.S. troops from Iraq is
necessary if the United States is serious about
bringing peace and security to the Iraqgi peo-
ple.

Whether or not those soldiers currently fight-
ing overseas are active duty, National Guard
or reserves, they all deserve the same access
to health care. Unfortunately, this bill once
again shortchanges our troops. The Chairman
of the Armed Services Committee unilaterally
stripped out language in the bill that provided
the same health care to our National Guard
members and reservists as the rest of our sol-
diers. President Bush’s war in Iraq has leaned
heavily on National Guard members and re-
servists. It is only fair that we provide them—
and their family members—the same health
care as the rest of our soldiers; their sacrifice
has been no less.

The American people may be surprised to
know that even a defense bill can be used to
advance the agenda of the religious right. An
amendment to allow servicewomen to use
their own funds to obtain an abortion at an
overseas U.S. military medical facility was
beaten back by conservatives who continue to
prove they vote first, and think second.

How can we ask our women in uniform to
fight abroad for the rights of others, when we
prevent them from exercising their own con-
stitutional right to choose?

| urge my colleagues to vote down this
wasteful and irresponsible bill. It is time we
had a defense budget that lives within its
means, accounts for what is truly required in
Iraq, and provides the best possible support
for all our troops. Nor does it alleviate years
of Defense Department policies that discrimi-
nate against sexual orientation and gender.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, | am
pleased to have the opportunity to offer this
very important amendment that will help the
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Department of Defense improve their capa-
bility to provide care to victims of sexual as-
sault in the military.

Earlier this month, the Department of De-
fense released their first annual report to Con-
gress on sexual assault in the military. And
the findings were not good. Of the 1,275
cases of sexual assault among service mem-
bers, only 113 cases resulted in a court mar-
tial.

More discouraging is the fact that 278 cases
were not pursued because the perpetrator
could not be identified. And, another 351
cases were not pursued because of unsub-
stantiated or insufficient evidence. Mr. Chair-
man, this amounts to 629 sexual assault
cases, nearly 50 percent of those reported,
where the perpetrator is still out there, free to
commit further assaults on our brave service
women defending our country.

Surely the Department of Defense can and
needs to do a better job of training new and
existing first responders to respond to sexual
assaults occurring in the military. Criminal in-
vestigators, medical professionals, and victims
advocates all need to be trained on gathering,
protecting, and processing evidence.

The Defense Department must do a better
job of providing the best possible care for
service women who are victims of sexual as-
sault. And that is what my amendment will do.

Last March, servicewomen spoke before the
Congressional Women’s Caucus about the in-
ability of some military healthcare facilities to
appropriately care for women who had been
sexually assaulted. In some areas, medical
providers are not familiar with the gathering
and processing of rape kits. More dismaying,
some facilities are not even equipped with
rape kits. With great emotion, these service
women recounted the military’s failure to pro-
vide them with a private examination or tests
for pregnancy and sexually transmitted infec-
tions.

Mr. Chairman, we cannot allow women to
be victimized once by their perpetrator and
then again by the lack of appropriate, compas-
sionate care at military healthcare facilities.

My amendment seeks to prevent our
women in uniform from experiencing this egre-
gious treatment. It requires the Secretary of
Defense to assess the training and resource
gaps, which have prevented victims of sexual
assault in the military from receiving the best
possible care. Based on this assessment, my
amendment also requires the Secretary to de-
velop a plan to address these gaps by en-
hancing the accessibility and availability of
supplies and trained personnel by military vic-
tims of sexual assault.

It is my hope that through this plan the Sec-
retary will require military healthcare facilities
to carry emergency contraception (EC). Al-
though emergency contraception has been
available in the U.S. by prescription since the
late 1990s, it is not available to U.S. service-
women. EC is widely recognized as an inte-
gral part of comprehensive and compas-
sionate emergency treatment for sexual as-
sault survivors. We do a disservice to women
in the military by not requiring EC be available
to them after a sexual assault.

Women in the service put themselves in
harms way to protect us and our Nation from
threats at home and abroad. The least we can
do is ensure they are protected when facing a
horrible tragedy. My amendment helps the De-
fense Department provide military victims of
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sexual assault with honor, respect, and the
best possible care that they deserve.

| urge everyone to support my amendment.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, when a
woman enlists in the military to serve her
country honorably, she expects that the re-
sources will be there to take care of her in the
unfortunate tragedy of rape. But a recent re-
port from the Miles Foundation revealed that
three fourths of the female veterans who were
raped did not report the incident to a ranking
officer. One third didn’t know how to; and one
fifth believed that rape was to be expected in
the military. Even if they had reported the inci-
dent, if the service woman who had been sex-
ually assaulted seeks care at a military
healthcare facility, she may not be granted a
private examination or tests for pregnancy and
STIS. This is an outrageous way to treat our
female military volunteers. That's why | urge
my colleagues to support the Slaughter
amendment, which would assure that our
service women have access to the medical
care and evaluation that they need when this
type of strategy strikes. We owe them no less.

Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Chairman, | would like to
commend the gentleman from Washington on
this amendment. It is important to evaluate
and understand the financial difficulties that
citizen-soldiers face when called to serve their
country.

Over 400,000 citizen-soldiers have been
mobilized since September 11, 2001. This is
the largest activation of National Guard and
Reserve members since World War Il and will
likely continue for the immediate future. About
half of our total military are National Guard
and Reserve forces.

Recent government studies show that 40
percent of them make less money while mobi-
lized than they earn in their civilian jobs. To
solve this pay problem, | have introduced H.R.
838, which would offer employers a tax credit
to help make up some of the pay gap.

Military Reservists and Guardsmen unself-
ishly answer the call to serve and protect their
country at a moment’s notice, many times at
a personal and financial cost. In turn, we need
to show appreciation and support for their pa-
triotic efforts.

We ask a lot of those who serve the cause
of American freedom. Financial ruin should not
be one of those sacrifices.

| commend the gentleman for his work on
behalf of our Guard and Reservists and urge
passage of this amendment.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

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

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

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. TERRY).
The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from California
(Mr. HUNTER).

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in
order to consider the amendment No. 2
printed in House Report 109-96.
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. BRADLEY OF

NEW HAMPSHIRE

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.
Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk
will designate the amendment.
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The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. BRADLEY
of New Hampshire:

At the end of subtitle C of title XXVIII, in-
sert the following new section:

SEC. 28 . POSTPONEMENT OF 2005 ROUND OF
DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND RE-
ALIGNMENT.

(a) POSTPONEMENT.—The Defense Base Clo-
sure and Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of
title XXIX of Public Law 101-09510; 10 U.S.C.
2687 note) is amended by adding at the end
the following new section:

“SEC. 2915. POSTPONEMENT OF 2005 ROUND OF
DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE AND RE-
ALIGNMENT.

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of this part, the round of de-
fense base closure and realignment otherwise
scheduled to occur under this part in 2005 by
reasons of sections 2912, 2913, and 2914 shall
occur instead in the year following the year
in which the last of the actions described in
subsection (b) occurs (in this section referred
to as the ‘postponed closure round year’).

“(b) ACTIONS REQUIRED BEFORE BASE CLO-
SURE ROUND.—(1) The actions referred to in
subsection (a) are the following actions:

““(A) The complete analysis, consideration,
and, where appropriate, implementation by
the Secretary of Defense of the recommenda-
tions of the Commission on Review of Over-
seas Military Facility Structure of the
United States.

‘“(B) The return from deployment in the
Iraq theater of operations of substantially
all (as determined by the Secretary of De-
fense) major combat units and assets of the
Armed Forces.

‘(C) The receipt by the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives of the report on the quad-
rennial defense review required to be sub-
mitted in 2006 by the Secretary of Defense
under section 118(d) of title 10, United States
Code.

‘(D) The complete development and imple-
mentation by the Secretary of Defense and
the Secretary of Homeland Security of the
National Maritime Security Strategy.

‘“(E) The complete development and imple-
mentation by the Secretary of Defense of the
Homeland Defense and Civil Support direc-
tive.

‘“(F) The receipt by the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives of a report submitted by
the Secretary of Defense that assesses mili-
tary installation needs taking into account—

‘(i) relevant factors identified through the
recommendations of the Commission on Re-
view of Overseas Military Facility Structure
of the United States;

‘“(ii) the return of the major combat units
and assets described in subparagraph (B);

‘“(iii) relevant factors identified in the re-
port on the 2005 quadrennial defense review;

“(iv) the National Maritime Security
Strategy; and

‘‘(v) the Homeland Defense and Civil Sup-
port directive.

‘“(2) The report required under subpara-
graph (F) of paragraph (1) shall be submitted
not later than one year after the occurrence
of the last action described in subparagraphs
(A) through (E) of such paragraph.

‘‘(c) ADMINISTRATION.—For purposes of sec-
tions 2912, 2913, and 2914, each date in a year
that is specified in such sections shall be
deemed to be the same date in the postponed
closure round year, and each reference to a
fiscal year in such sections shall be deemed
to be a reference to the fiscal year that is
the number of years after the original fiscal
year that is equal to the number of years
that the postponed closure round year is
after 2005.”".

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

(b) INEFFECTIVENESS OF 2005 ROUND OF DE-
FENSE BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT.—Ef-
fective as of the date of the enactment of
this Act, any list of military installations
recommended for closure or realignment
submitted to Congress pursuant to section
2914 of the Defense Base Closure and Realign-
ment Act of 1990 shall have no further force
and effect.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to
House Resolution 293, the gentleman
from New Hampshire (Mr. BRADLEY)
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Hampshire (Mr. BRADLEY).

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 3 min-
utes.

Mr. Chairman, let me start out by
thanking the ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON);
the chairman of the House Committee
on Armed Services, the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER); the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY);
the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
SNYDER); and all of the members of the
House Committee on Armed Services
for the defense of our Nation and for
working so hard for our troops.

The gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER) and the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON) are indeed fine
leaders and it is a pleasure to serve
under them in the bipartisan fashion
that they conduct the committee busi-
ness.

Mr. Chairman, let me explain this
amendment because the sponsors be-
lieve that this amendment is critical
to our Nation’s defense. It postpones
the base realignment and closure proc-
ess until 1 year after a number of stud-
ies are completed and until 1 year after
the troops have returned home from
the Iraqi theater.

The studies in question, number one,
the Overseas Base Commission Report,
which was released on May 9, 4 days be-
fore the BRAC list came out, what of
the 70,000 troops that are slated to re-
turn to our country and the 30,000 new
troops that we have authorized? Where
will they be housed, on what bases?
Where will the children of these troops
go to school? What are the MILCON ex-
penditures likely to be that we have to
appropriate? We need to have those an-
swers.

We also need the Quadrennial De-
fense Review, the potential threats
that our Nation faces, the force struc-
ture, the defense infrastructure.

Mr. Speaker, the last QDR was com-
pleted on September 30 of 2001, so the
Department of Defense is using out-
dated information, information that
predates Iraq, predates the hostility in
Afghanistan, predates the war on ter-
ror. The next QDR is slated to be com-
pleted this fall, too late for the BRAC
Commission’s report.

Other studies that are necessary are
the National Marine Security Strategy
Study by the Department of Defense,
as well as the Secretary’s report as-
sessing our Nation’s military installa-
tion needs.
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Mr. Speaker, let us be extremely
careful before closing 33 major bases
and hundreds of smaller facilities that
we have not undermined through the
base closure process the security of our
Nation.

This amendment ensures that we ex-
ercise that necessary care and nec-
essary restraint so important to the se-
curity of our country.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to
the gentlewoman from South Dakota
(Ms. HERSETH).

Ms. HERSETH. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman from New Hamp-
shire (Mr. BRADLEY) for his leadership
on this important issue.

I rise today in support of this amend-
ment, delaying the implementation of
the BRAC recommendation, because it
is clear that we need to slow this proc-
ess down. Given the broad range of un-
certainties surrounding our overall
military infrastructure and operations,
now is not the time to be shutting
down domestic military installations.
There are serious questions that need
to be answered first.

We have more than 120,000 soldiers
currently deployed in Iraq and Afghan-
istan. We are planning to realign our
overseas bases. We are less than 1 year
away from completing a comprehensive
Quadrennial Defense Review. There are
simply too many moving parts and too
many unanswered questions right now
to complete this domestic BRAC round
end process on the currently prescribed
schedule and close bases here at home.

Simply put, we need to slow the proc-
ess down to ensure we do not make
critical mistakes when we are deciding
our national security and military
strategy. These are decisions that we
should make with all available infor-
mation and we are nowhere near hav-
ing all of the necessary information.

Ellsworth Air Force Base in Rapid
City, South Dakota, is my State’s sec-
ond largest employer and an integral
part of our national defense as home to
the 28th Bomb Wing and the B-1 Bomb-
er. It is also scheduled for closure,
along with 32 other major installations
across the country. Now, inexcusably,
we have yet to receive complete infor-
mation regarding the criteria and the
reasons for the Department of De-
fense’s recommendations. This is true
of many other installations in affected
communities.

Site visits by BRAC commissioners
are already under way. We are only
weeks away from the commission hold-
ing regional hearings, including one in
Rapid City to discuss the DOD’s rec-
ommendations. But neither they nor
we have received the complete infor-
mation that was used to make those
recommendations.

That fact alone is evidence that there
is not adequate time built into this
process and ample reason to slow the
process down.

I respectfully request every one of
my colleagues, regardless of how your
district may have been affected by
DOD’s recommendations, to support



H4028

this important amendment for our na-
tional security and for essential fair-
ness in the process.

Is postponing this BRAC round a rea-
sonable action in light of the fact that
we as Members of Congress and every
member of the commission lacks the
information that we have identified
here today, lacks the information un-
derlying the DOD’s analysis in their
decisions? The obvious answer to that
question is ‘‘yes,” it is a reasonable ac-
tion. And the obvious vote on this
amendment is a ‘‘yes’’ vote.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY) is
recognized for 30 minutes.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to yield 15 minutes
of my time to the gentleman from Ar-
kansas (Mr. SNYDER), a very active and
thoughtful member of the Sub-
committee on Readiness of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, for purposes
of control.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman
from Colorado?

There was no objection.

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

Over the past several years many
Members of this body, including my-
self, have tried to delay or cancel the
2005 Base Closure Realignment and Clo-
sure round. Last year, in fact for a cou-
ple of years, the House has actually
passed something to do that. And last
year in the Defense act we passed a 2-
year delay which would have required
very much similar types of reports and
so forth, which we thought was a very
reasonable approach to give us more
evidence to base our decision on.

I think the approach the gentleman
makes today is a very reasonable ap-
proach. And I had hopes that last year
we could delay the process because it
did not seem to me to be the time for
a base closure round, and I used many
of the same reasons that the gentleman
from New Hampshire (Mr. BRADLEY)
does. But I do think that last year was
the last chance to delay BRAC.

Unfortunately, we faced a veto threat
from the President and opposition from
the other body, and in the conference
committee what we passed here in the
House disappeared. And as I said, I
think it is too late now. The Secretary
of Defense has made recommendations
for the base realignments and closures.

The BRAC Commission has been ap-
pointed and has begun review of BRAC
data. The Commission has held hear-
ings. I think today they started their
visits to bases around the Nation. And
as the old cliche says, ‘“‘The train has
left the station.” I think it is very dif-
ficult to call that train back at this
stage.

BRAC is a carefully crafted process.
It was designed in time to ensure that
base closures are made in a fair and
nonpartisan manner. The process al-
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lows for Congress to disapprove the
final BRAC recommendations. And
while I recognize that disapproving the
recommendations is a difficult hurdle
to clear, that is our best remaining op-
portunity to terminate the BRAC proc-
ess.

The Bradley amendment before us
today may be tempting to anybody
who has a military installation in or
near their district. Those who dodged
the bullet fired by the DOD’s BRAC
recommendations are still at risk of
being placed on a closure or realign-
ment list by the Commission. Those
who were not so fortunate face a very
difficult task in trying to convince the
BRAC Commission to remove their
bases from the closure and reassign-
ment list.
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However, those tempted to support
this amendment should know that it
does have some problems.

First, the amendment would termi-
nate all that has already occurred and
would restart the BRAC process at
some undetermined time out in the fu-
ture. For communities not on the
DOD’s BRAC list, this amendment
would reset the process and put them
through years, perhaps, of worry that
DOD might change its mind. For com-
munities on DOD’s BRAC list, the
Bradley amendment may spare them
temporarily, but they would face the
likelihood and perception that DOD is
likely to reach the same closure and
realignment conclusions when the
round recommenced in the future. Such
a stigma would leave those commu-
nities in a state of limbo.

Can any of us imagine businesses in-
vesting money into a community
around a base they almost are sure or
know will be closed or realigned, but
that lacks a redevelopment plan? For
such communities, the sooner BRAC is
complete, the sooner they will be able
to redevelop and attract new busi-
nesses and commerce.

Secondly, the Bradley amendment
would postpone BRAC until some un-
known period in the future. According
to the amendment, BRAC would re-
start 1 year after a number of items are
completed, including the quadrennial
defense review and the withdrawal of
substantially all major combat units
and assets from Iraq.

Not only would this rolling delay
leave all of our communities without
any clarity when the next BRAC round
will occur, but it means the next BRAC
round could occur during an election
year. We tried to get away from that
because of the partisanship of it. Those
that built the 2005 round of BRAC
timed it carefully to ensure that Presi-
dential politics or even congressional
politics for that matter do not drive
the process. So the timing would be a
problem, perhaps.

On a final note, the Bradley amend-
ment is effectively dead on arrival, un-
fortunately. The administration
threatened to veto the bill 2 years ago,
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and I am sure that threat will come
about again. I do not think the Senate
is in a mood to change its mind, al-
though that may have changed because
of the recommendations that were
made.

Mr. Chairman, I have the greatest re-
spect for my colleagues from New
Hampshire and Connecticut and those
who are very interested in this. They
have the best of intentions. But with
reluctance, I cannot support the
amendment, and I encourage a ‘‘no”’
vote on it.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HEFLEY. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding because he
mentioned our great colleague, the
gentleman from New Hampshire (Mr.
BRADLEY); and I know this is a matter
of heartfelt importance to him and to
his constituents, and to the gentleman
from Connecticut (Mr. SIMMONS) and to
all the Members who have bases in
their districts that have been targeted.

I have had bases removed from our
defense complex in San Diego. I know
what it means and how difficult it is,
and I can just say that those constitu-
ents have had no finer representation
than the people who are fighting for
them right now. I understand this is a
very difficult process. It is a tough one.

We do have another, through this
summer, the opportunity for commu-
nities to make their case with their
congressional leadership to the base
closing commission, which reports on
September 5; and that is the course
that all Members will have to take.

It is a tough, tough call. I join with
my friend from Colorado in his analysis
of this particular situation. I think the
horse is out of the stable at this point,
and we need to move ahead with the
process; but I want to thank everyone
who is involved in this debate.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.
Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. SIM-
MONS).

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of the amendment, and I
thank my friend, the gentleman from
New Hampshire (Mr. BRADLEY), for his
leadership on this important under-
taking.

In simplest terms, this amendment
simply delays the process of realigning
and closing bases across our country
until certain events take place and cer-
tain reports are submitted to Congress
by the Department of Defense. And
there are several important reasons
why this should take place.

First and foremost, Mr. Chairman,
we are at war. We are at war. We have
troops abroad fighting in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. We should focus all of our
energy on supporting these troops in
the field. We should not be distracted
with the complicated burden of re-
aligning our whole military base struc-
ture here at home.
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In October of 2003, I went to Iraq and
learned that our troops were des-
perately in need of armor on their vehi-
cles. One month later, the Secretary of
the Army wrote to me and said getting
armor into the field was a ‘‘top pri-
ority.” A top priority, and yet today
there are tens of thousands of vehicles
in theater that are still not armored.
We should be spending our time, Mr.
Chairman, and our money on this life-
threatening problem and not wasting
time and energy and resources on re-
aligning and closing bases.

Second, the strategic environment in
which we are trying to operate is
changing. The threats from North
Korea, from China, from Iran are rising
while we are still engaged in Iraq and
Afghanistan. How do we know what the
future basing requirements will be? We
do not. We do not. The quadrennial de-
fense review, the last one we did, is
September 2001. The next one due is
later this year. The quadrennial de-
fense review will answer the questions
that we need answered before we can
decide what our basing needs are going
to be.

Thirdly, closing bases costs billions
of dollars. Not millions of dollars, bil-
lions of dollars. The Department of De-
fense cannot close or dispose of a prop-
erty until it is properly cleaned up, but
the investment of these cleanup dollars
takes dollars away from our troops.
That is wrong.

Fourth, I hope that our troops over-
seas will not be there forever. I look
forward to when they come home. But
when will they come home? Who
knows? Where will they go when they
come home? Who knows? As for the
Guard and the Reserve, we do know
that many of them will no longer have
a Guard or a Reserve center when they
get back.

For example, in my State of Con-
necticut, where I served for many years
as a Reserve officer, they are recom-
mending closing three Reserve centers
and realigning the Air Guard’s A-10s
out of Bradley Field. Why is this good
for morale of returning troops? It is
not. Why does this help build the force
and contribute to readiness of those
Guard and Reserve forces still in this
country? It does not.

I know from my own service as a
member of the U.S. Army Reserve that
the location of the drill center contrib-
utes to reenlistment and readiness.
This is why we need to slow this proc-
ess down and take a closer look.

Fifth, I represent the Naval Sub-
marine Base New London located in
Groton, Connecticut, the submarine
capital of the world. Working with our
friends around the country, we design,
develop, build, maintain, base and de-
ploy the best submarines in the world.
The synergy between those who design
and build submarines and those who
drive them is critical to our national
security.

One of the BRAC principles requires
‘“‘access to logistical and industrial in-
frastructure capabilities optimally in-
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tegrated into a skilled and cost-effi-
cient industrial base.”” This synergy is
just what we have between this sub-
marine base and Electric Boat, which
designs and builds these submarines.
Yet the Department of Defense is vio-
lating its own principles for BRAC in
making a recommendation to close the
base.

Close the submarine base in Groton
is kind of like taking cars out of De-
troit. Decisions of this magnitude re-
quire time and study, and yet the De-
partment of Defense has delayed re-
lease of vital data in support of their
decision, making it impossible for us,
the defense communities, to respond to
these decisions in a timely manner. I
still do not have the data that was used
in their decisions, and yet the BRAC
committee will be going up to Groton
New London on the 31st of this month.
We need additional time, Mr. Chair-
man, to make reasonable judgments.

We, as Members of Congress, have the
responsibility under article 1, section 8
to provide for the common defense. Let
us accept these responsibilities. Let us
support the Bradley amendment.

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

Mr. Chairman, I too want to join in
commending the gentleman from New
Hampshire (Mr. BRADLEY) for his zeal-
ous advocacy on behalf of our men and
women in uniform and on behalf of the
national defense of this country. We
have served together on the Committee
on Armed Services, and he is a great,
great member.

One of the problems that we have
with base closure is we are not talking
about bad bases. We are not talking
about bases that are not achieving
good things on behalf of America. We
are not talking about bad workers that
are somehow not cutting it. We are
talking about wonderful people work-
ing at great and historic places that
have been a vital part of the national
security of our country. The problem
is, the world has changed and our mili-
tary must be leaner and smarter and
save money to prepare for the future.

During the Committee on Armed
Services markup, we had two different
amendments on BRAC, one to elimi-
nate it and one to delay it. The vote on
the amendment to eliminate it was
eight people for it and 50 against in the
Committee on Armed Services. On the
one to delay it, there were 10 votes in
support of it and 47 against. Also, the
chairman, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUNTER), and the ranking
member, the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON), are in opposition to this
amendment, as they were during the
committee markup.

Now, why is that? The issue that we
have here is this is not a good process
to go through, and the gentleman from
Connecticut and New Hampshire make
good points about wanting additional
information and would like to have ad-
ditional time. The problem is, we can-
not take a time out. The United States
cannot declare and say, Time out. We
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need a couple, 3 or 4 years to go
through finding the most efficient way
of delivering our national security. The
world does not work that way. There
will never be a good time to do some-
thing like this.

As the gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
HEFLEY) pointed out, we have already
had a considerable amount of effort put
into coming up with the process thus
far. That money will be wasted if we
were to delay this further.

I think it also bears repeating, in re-
flection on the fact that the supporters
of base closure have been bipartisan,
both the Clinton administration and
the second Bush administration have
been in support of another round of
base closures. When we look at the
numbers of former Secretaries of De-
fense and former chairmen of the joint
chiefs, they have been in support of an-
other round of base closures.

And it is not just closure; it is re-
alignment. It is shifting things around
to modernize the military and to pre-
pare for the efficiencies of the future.
If we delay 1 year or 2 years or 3 years,
it delays the savings that can come
from a realignment and closure. Obvi-
ously, the American people expect us
as lawmakers to administer govern-
ment efficiently.

Probably the biggest concern I have,
as someone who also has facilities in
my district and in our State, we know
the turmoil that communities go
through. This will prolong that turmoil
were we to adopt this amendment and
delay it. So I strongly recommend a
vote against this amendment. Let the
process proceed in a very fair manner
over the next 4 or 5 months.

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

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.
Mr. Chairman, it is with great pleasure
that I yield 2 minutes to the gentle-
woman from West Virginia (Mrs.
CAPITO).

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from New Hampshire for
yielding me this time, and I appreciate
his efforts on this important issue.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in strong
support of the Bradley amendment to
delay the 2005 round of base closings
and realignment because of questions
involving these decisions, the timing,
and also the way it is affecting my
State.

The BRAC recommendations released
by the Secretary of Defense include the
removal of eight C-130 aircraft from
the 130th Airlift Wing in Charleston,
West Virginia. That means taking all
the aircraft out. Do you have an air
base without aircraft? I do not believe
so. This removal will cost hundreds of
jobs in the Kanawha Valley. The loss of
the C-130s will strip the 130th of its pri-
mary mission, and it will hurt the West
Virginia National Guard that responds
to natural disasters in our State quite
frequently and also inhibits their im-
portant mission in training and readi-
ness.
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The 130th Airlift Wing has a long rep-
utation as one of the Nation’s elite Na-
tional Guard units. They have served
in the first Gulf War, Kosovo, Afghani-
stan, and are currently in Iraq. They
have demonstrated a commitment to
service and sacrifice made by thou-
sands of West Virginians and their fam-
ilies.

Despite adding four new units, the
130th is at 104 percent strength. The
unit has a retention rate of nearly 97
percent, fifth best in the Nation. The
National Guard Association has con-
sistently ranked the 130th as one of the
best units in the country. These are
not the rankings of a unit that should
be realigned.

The Bradley amendment to delay
BRAC is the correct approach because
the additional time will allow the De-
partment of Defense and the BRAC
Commission to gather accurate infor-
mation about the bases they are clos-
ing and realigning.
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In West Virginia’s case, the Depart-
ment of Defense makes the incorrect
assertion that Yeager Airport is only
large enough for eight C-130s, when it
can already accommodate 14 C-130s,
and they are making accommodations
to accommodate up to 26 C-130s.

I ask my colleagues to join me in
supporting the Bradley amendment to
allow a comprehensive look at our de-
fense needs prior to the closing of these
important facilities.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.
Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Maine (Mr. ALLEN).

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

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of
the Bradley-Herseth-Simmons-Allen
amendment to postpone the base clo-
sure process. Why are we closing mili-
tary installations when we are at war?
Why are we building new bases in Iraq
while closing them in America? Will
our troops in Iraq and Afghanistan
have the right facilities to come home
to?

These are the questions my constitu-
ents are asking. I do not have good an-
swers, but neither does the Pentagon.
This BRAC was formulated in 2001 be-
fore September 11 and before our occu-
pation of two countries. The world has
changed, but the process has not.

The Pentagon says it wants to bring
home 70,000 troops, but the Overseas
Basing Commission has found that the
massive realignment of forces requires
that the pace of events be slowed and
reordered.

This validates our concern that this
BRAC is the wrong process at the
wrong time. If we do not do this right,
our Nation risks losing key assets that
can never be reconstituted, like the nu-
clear shipyard in Kittery, Maine. We
jeopardize our security if we close in-
frastructure before we first come to
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consensus on an overall defense and
homeland security strategy.

Our amendment puts the horse where
it belongs, before the cart. It requires
implementation of the Overseas Basing
Initiative, the Quadrennial Defense Re-
view, the National Maritime Security
Strategy and the Homeland Defense
and Civil Support Strategy before
BRAC takes effect.

It is the right process, and I urge my
colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’ on the Brad-
ley amendment.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.
Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL).

(Mr. PAUL asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong support of this amendment.

Some Members wonder why I would
support this amendment, considering
the fact that I am the most fiscally
conservative Member of Congress and
vote for the least amount of spending.
But I think this amendment is a good
amendment, and I think the closing of
these bases represents bad policy. I do
not have a base in my district that is
being threatened to be closed.

Let me tell Members why I think this
is a mistake. First, I think the process
is very poor. I think we are ducking
our responsibility. To turn this respon-
sibility over to a commission and duck
the responsibility of facing up to mak-
ing tough decisions, I think, is some-
thing we do too often. Too often in the
Congress, we do things we should not
be doing, and we forget to assume the
responsibilities we have. In this case, I
think we are not assuming the respon-
sibility to face up to making this tough
decision.

It is claimed we will save $5 billion a
year on base closings. We spend $5 bil-
lion a month in Iraq. We are spending
nearly a billion dollars in building an
embassy in Iraq. We are going to build
four bases in Iraq that are going to be
permanent, costing tens of billions of
dollars. I think we have our priorities
all messed up.

I think that it makes a lot more
sense to keep a submarine base in Con-
necticut and keep a deep seaport in
Ingleside, Texas, than it does to be
closing these down and at the same
time building bases up around the
world.

I think the savings issue is a red her-
ring. Between 1995 and 2001, the last
base closing, $6.5 billion was spent, and
$6.1 billion was saved. So we are spend-
ing more money than we are saving in
closing down these bases.

I have a quote here I want to read; it
comes from a think tank, one of the de-
fense policy think tanks. This to me is
important. ‘“The big story here is not
going to be saving money; the big story
is going to be preparing the force for
future threats by moving it to more
logical locations.” In other words, de-
fending our borders, protecting our
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homeland, worry about defending this
country is less important than spread-
ing our troops and protecting the em-
pire and expanding the empire and ex-
posing us to greater danger.

This is an issue of policy. This is an
issue of process, and this is a red her-
ring when you think you are saving
money. We are not going to be saving
money in this process. We are just
going to be giving an excuse to build
bases around the world.

This is the time that we ought to re-
assess our policies and how we spend
our money. This is why a 1l-year delay
is a perfect time to take time, stand
back and figure out when we are going
to get our troops home, when are we
going to have a defense policy that de-
fends this country and our borders
rather than spreading ourselves so
thinly around the world and building
huge bases in foreign lands.

That, to me, is the real issue. I hope
we take deep consideration and support
this amendment.

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.
Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. TAY-

LOR).
Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, if you were to travel to

North Carolina today, you would find
the Navy out trying to buy 35,000 acres
of land. Once they buy it, they have to
get the environmental permits. Once
they do that, they are going to bull-
doze the woods and build a runway.
After they build a runway, they build a
firehouse. After they build a firehouse,
they build the enlisted barracks. After
that, they build the married housing.
After that, they will have to have mess
halls, a clinic, golf course, tennis
courts, swimming pools, all of the
things that people in uniform deserve.

They had all of those things. It is
called Cecil Field. They had three 8,000~
foot runways and a 10,000-foot runway.
It had world-class dining facilities,
world-class barracks and world-class
family housing. It was already paid for
by the American taxpayer, and they
shut it down in a previous round of
BRAC.

If Members need one word, or two
words, to tell you why we do not need
another round of BRAC, it is Cecil
Field.

Right now, the Navy has to have a
place to put their F-18E and Fs when
they come off the carriers. Cecil Field
would have been the perfect place, but
no, because it was closed and the prop-
erty was given away. And before we
gave it away, we had to clean it up en-
vironmentally at no telling how many
billions of dollars.

So before we closed it and gave it
away, just to replace it by building it
someplace else, maybe we should not
make that mistake again. Maybe the
people who are given the constitutional
responsibility to provide for the com-
mon defense, who every 2 years go out
and beg for this job, which entails the
constitutional responsibility to provide
for the common defense, maybe we
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ought to make that call and maybe we
should not rush into more bad judg-
ments like Cecil Field.

Last year, this House by over a 100-
vote margin passed the 2-year delay to
BRAC. Now we have even more troops
coming home from Korea and Iraq. We
have agreed finally to grow the Army
and the Marine Corps. Where are we
going to put these folks if we are clos-
ing bases? And how many more mis-
takes like Cecil Field are we going to
rush into just for the sake of doing
something, even if it is wrong?

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.
Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
HowrmT).

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. HOLT).

(Mr. HOLT asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for offering this amend-
ment, and I rise in support of it.

We could go through a list of all of
the problems that will be created, but
let me just paint a picture here. At
Fort Monmouth in New Jersey, there
are really the best people in the world,
mostly civilians, engineers, scientists,
procurement  specialists, providing
communications, surveillance, track-
ing friendly forces and unfriendly
forces, providing equipment, services,
software that men and women in the
field in Iraq and Afghanistan need and
use every day. Thousands of jobs will
be sent elsewhere.

Now picture this: A commander in
Iraq places an emergency call back to
the U.S. The insurgents have changed
the electronics in the roadside bombs,
the IED devices, and they need new
electronics to detect and disarm them.
The reply, “I am sorry, that guy does
not work here anymore. We are in the
middle of realignment and we have not
hired his replacement yet.”

Repeated 5,000 times, ‘“That guy does
not work here anymore,” that is what
is at stake here. The gentleman from
Arkansas says there is never a good
time, there are no bad bases; this is a
terrible time.

I can talk about the economic impact
of moving jobs away from Fort Mon-
mouth or to some other place. That is
not the point. There are soldiers in the
field. We are to look after their safety
and effectiveness. The Secretary of the
Army himself said before the BRAC
Commission this past week that they
have concerns whether those civilians,
those experts with security clearance,
with advanced degrees, with special-
ties, will make the move. How many
years of reduced capability can we tol-
erate while we have men and women in
the field?

This is a terrible time to proceed. Let
us admit that we have gotten off on the
wrong track, slow it down and look
after the interests of the people in the
field.

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.
Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman
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from New Mexico (Mr. UDALL) 2 min-
utes.

(Mr. UDALL of New Mexico asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr.
Chairman, first of all, I thank the gen-
tleman from New Hampshire (Mr.
BRADLEY) for his hard work on this im-
portant issue and support the amend-
ment today.

This amendment simply postpones
the implementation of the Pentagon’s
BRAC recommendations until we have
a more thorough inventory of our mili-
tary assets and priorities. This is en-
tirely appropriate and necessary, con-
sidering the number of operations our
Armed Forces are currently engaged in
around the world.

As we have heard, we are at war. I
have great concern about the Penta-
gon’s ability to adequately assess our
needs and assets while there are so
many soldiers abroad and while the
Pentagon awaits recommendations and
reviews pertaining to almost all of its
branches of service.

My concern about the Pentagon’s
ability to adequately assess their needs
is further heightened by their rec-
ommendation to close Cannon Air
Force Base. This recommendation dem-
onstrates to me that they have failed
to adequately collect and interpret the
facts. Cannon Air Force Base is the
home of the 27th Fighter Wing and of-
fers the Air Force and its pilots unre-
stricted air space and bombing ranges
in which to train just off the runways.
This is a rarity in today’s Air Force as
more and more bases experience in-
creasing encroachment. Cannon has
zero encroachment.

In addition, the Pentagon did not
take into account the New Mexico
Training Initiative, which is expected
to be approved soon. This initiative
would make Cannon’s air space wider
and taller and allow for training at su-
personic speeds, another rarity today.

If we lose this air space, we lose it
forever. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port the Bradley-Herseth amendment.

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.
Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD).

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in strong support of the Bradley
amendment. I do not believe that the
Department of Defense’s BRAC rec-
ommendations were based on facts and
future threats, and I believe this
amendment is critical to ensuring that
we understand the security environ-
ment in which we are making BRAC
decisions.

The Department of Defense’s rec-
ommendations continue an irrational
and dangerous assault on New England
that would leave it as an undefended
region of our Nation.

J 1800
The proposals would close the best
performing shipyard in the country,

Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, a facility
that actually saves the Navy money by
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completing its work ahead of schedule
and under budget. They would realign
Brunswick Naval Air Station, the last
active military airfield in the North-
east, despite being described as critical
to our national security by the Depart-
ment of Defense. And they would close
one of the most cost-efficient and inno-
vative facilities in the Defense Finance
and Accounting Service system located
in Limestone, Maine.

Worst of all, the BRAC Commission
and the affected communities do not
even have the detailed information
used by the Department of Defense to
formulate their proposal. The delay by
DOD in releasing the data to the BRAC
Commission and local communities is
an outrage. It calls into question the
credibility of the process. And from re-
viewing the limited information that
DOD has submitted, it turns out that
some of the data used by DOD is actu-
ally inaccurate. BRAC is not an experi-
ment for testing theories. Once we lose
these assets, we cannot bring them
back.

Mr. Chairman, our national security
is at stake. We must move cautiously
when we use these facts to justify our
actions, and we must allow the critical
actions outlined in this amendment to
take place to make sure we understand
our future threats before we close any
of our key military assets.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment.

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.
Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE).

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE).

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 2
minutes.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, let me
say that I very much support the Brad-
ley amendment. At a time when Amer-
ican troops are dying on a daily basis
in Iraq, we simply cannot afford to dis-
rupt the military framework that our
soldiers rely on every day to help them
in their mission and to keep them
alive.

I want to say last week I listened to
the BRAC hearings and I saw the com-
missioners ask many questions related
to the fact that our military are now in
combat. The Pentagon could not an-
swer many of the more important ques-
tions that were asked by the BRAC
commissioners. This was not the case
in previous BRAC rounds. I have been
here since 1988, and I have now been
through three or four BRAC rounds.
The fact of the matter is there were
many unanswered questions regarding
the future of our military, and it is
simply not the right time to be shut-
ting down military facilities here at
home. If you listened to the BRAC last
week and you listened to the questions,
you could see why in fact the Bradley
amendment makes sense.

I want to mention one thing about
my base, Fort Monmouth, that was
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mentioned already by the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. HoLT). What
many people do not realize, and I will
use Fort Monmouth but it could be any
base, in the case of Fort Monmouth,
though, we have people on a daily
basis, soldiers in the field and their
commanders that will call back and
ask for a particular type of commu-
nications or electronic equipment that
may have to be altered in a matter of
days or a number of weeks in order to
be able to be prepared for combat, to
defend the soldier in the field, to make
sure that they are not wounded, to
make sure that they are adequately
prepared for combat.

Imagine a situation where in the
course of the next 2 or 3 years, that re-
search and development, that oper-
ation, that communication, electronics
function, is transferred to another lo-
cation and all that science and all that
engineering background is lost. It
would be very, very difficult to operate
and make sure that that soldier in the
field is properly equipped and is able to
deal with that particular situation
that he or she may face on a daily or
weekly basis. That is why it does not
make sense to do this in time of war.

Support the Bradley amendment.

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.
Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from Wisconsin (Ms.
MOORE).

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, I would like to associate myself
with the many sage comments of sup-
porters of this amendment. The gen-
tleman from Colorado has opined that
the BRAC Commission would reach the
same conclusion if we were to grant
this extension. I really question that.
Since we are at war, we have engaged
in two wars since the BRAC Commis-
sion was last considering these bases,
we have had many humanitarian re-
quests for assistance. Our men and
women in uniform have been stretched
thin all across this country and
throughout the world.

Mr. Chairman, I would ask that we
support the Bradley amendment be-
cause I believe that a comprehensive
examination of our future defense
needs, our potential threats, have not
been adequately reviewed.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from New
Mexico (Mrs. WILSON).

Mrs. WILSON of New Mexico. Mr.
Chairman, I thank the gentleman from
Colorado for yielding me this time. I
thank the gentlemen from New Hamp-
shire and Connecticut for their leader-
ship on this issue.

The Base Realignment and Closure
Commission is starting its visit to
America’s bases today and many of our
communities do not have the data or
the analysis to be able to explain where
they are wrong. That is not fair. We
are expanding the Army and the Ma-
rine Corps by 39,000 troops over the
next 3 years and bringing back 70,000
troops and their families from over-
seas. We are fighting a war 6,000 miles
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from home and about to go through a
quadrennial defense review to restruc-
ture our forces and changing around
the organization of the entire United
States Army. BRAC was a bad idea
when we started it, and it is an even
worse idea today.

I encourage my colleagues to vote in
favor of the amendment.

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.
Mr. Chairman, I yield 1%2 minutes to
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
CROWLEY).

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman from New Hamp-
shire for yielding me the time and for
his leadership here. I thank all of those
who are participating in this evening’s
debate.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to speak
in strong support of the Bradley/Sim-
mons/Herseth/Allen amendment to
postpone the base realignment and clo-
sure. This amendment will force the
Department of Defense to postpone
BRAC for 1 year until more informa-
tion is out there. I believe it is impera-
tive to have a real discussion of this
issue before the closures begin.

The amendment would postpone the
BRAC recommendations until 1 year
after the last of the following actions
occurs: the recommendations of the
Commission to Review of Overseas
Military Facility Structure are imple-
mented by the Secretary of Defense; a
substantial number of American troops
return from Iraq as determined by the
Secretary of Defense; the House and
Senate Armed Services Committees re-
ceive the quadrennial defense review;
the national maritime security strat-
egy is implemented; and the homeland
defense and civil support directive is
implemented.

While I do not have any bases in my
district, I recognize the devastation
too many of my colleagues’ districts
who have bases will incur by the clo-
sure of those bases. In today’s environ-
ment of job loss all around the coun-
try, many of these towns that depend
on the military bases for their liveli-
hoods will be simply devastated if
these bases were to close. Before the
Department of Defense closes bases,
they need to keep in mind what the
closure will do to the communities
that have been supportive of our mili-
tary for many, many years. I urge all
of my colleagues to support this
amendment to make sure we have all
the facts before us before this process
moves any further forward.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. KUCINICH).

Mr. KUCINICH. I want to thank the
gentleman from Arkansas for yielding
me this time.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port of the Bradley amendment be-
cause my hometown, Cleveland, is los-
ing 1,100 jobs. The Defense Finance and
Accounting Service, DFAS, which is
the fourth largest employer in Cleve-
land, is shifting these jobs to DFAS fa-
cilities in Columbus; Denver, Colorado;
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and Indianapolis. The NASA Glenn Re-
search Center will also lose 50 civilian
military research jobs as a part of
BRAC. The Army research laboratory
at Glenn is losing the vehicle tech-
nology directorate. And, finally, the
Navy Corps Reserve Center in Cleve-
land will close and lose 25 jobs.

The Secretary of Defense is required
to consider the economic impact on ex-
isting communities in the vicinity of
military installations. In this case, the
Department of Defense erroneously
states that a 0.1 percent job loss in the
Cleveland metropolitan statistical area
has minimal economic impact. How-
ever, the Department of Defense failed
to take into account the current eco-
nomic position of the Cleveland area.

Cleveland has been labeled as the
poorest city in the country today. Its
poverty rate of 31.3 percent is the high-
est in the Nation, according to the
most recent Census Bureau data from
2003. Cleveland’s number one ranking
in poverty rate results from the signifi-
cant job losses in the steel and manu-
facturing industries over the past sev-
eral decades.

These job losses continue. For exam-
ple, the current 2006 budget recently
passed by Congress would slash up to
700 high-paying Federal jobs at the
NASA Glenn Research Center. The
economy around Cleveland is stag-
nating. It is inconceivable that the De-
partment of Defense thinks that 1,100
more job losses will not have a major
impact on the city of Cleveland.

If the process used to cut these jobs
is flawed, I have no choice but to vote
for a fix to disable the BRAC process.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. GINGREY).

Mr. GINGREY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding me this time.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in strong
support of the Bradley amendment
that would postpone the BRAC rec-
ommendations until 1 year after sev-
eral important actions by the Depart-
ment of Defense occur, including the
recommendations of the Review of
Overseas Military Facility Structure
are implemented by the Secretary of
Defense and the Armed Services Com-
mittees receive the quadrennial de-
fense review. These are important and
very telling studies that have not yet
been completed that will give us in
Congress a much clearer picture of our
military’s future landscape and needs.

For example, Mr. Chairman, I just re-
turned a few moments ago from my
district where I had the pleasure of
meeting one of the nine BRAC commis-
sioners as he toured Naval Air Station
Atlanta in my district. While we were
there, a comment was made that the
commander of the facility would like
to have rolled out the 40-plus planes,
Humvees, and Cobra helicopters on the
tarmac for review, but they are all de-
ployed in the war on terror. Mr. Chair-
man, the DOD has recommended that
these assets be realigned elsewhere.
Yet I am concerned that proper due
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diligence has not been paid to consider
the overall force structure needs of the
military, the very purpose of the QDR
that will not be completed for months.

If BRAC is to occur, I believe that it
can be carried out in a much more ef-
fective manner once we have a better
idea about what the future holds.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from
South Dakota (Ms. HERSETH) who is
one of the cosponsors of the gentleman
from New Hampshire’s amendment.

Ms. HERSETH. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding me this time.

Mr. Chairman, I would just like to
echo the comments made by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL) a little
bit ago. It has been about a year since
I came to Congress to represent South
Dakota. This is one of those instances
in which we do have time to do the
right thing. We can take a step back
and take a breath and realize that the
train has not left the station and the
growing frustration of Members of this
body as you can see from the testi-
mony offered today is about whether or
not we have complete information for
us to make wise and prudent decisions
and for the commission to make wise
and prudent decisions. And we can
learn from the lessons of what is hap-
pening with our overseas Base Realign-
ment and Closure Commission when
they released major conclusions and
recommendations on May 9, only 4
days before the BRAC list was released.

According to that report ‘‘the de-
tailed synchronization required by so
massive a realignment of forces re-
quires that the pace of events be
slowed and reordered. That is precisely
what the Bradley amendment is re-
questing to do, an action this body has
taken before.

Again, I encourage my colleagues to
vote ‘“yes’ on the Bradley amendment.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. CONAWAY), a member of the com-
mittee.

Mr. CONAWAY. I thank the gen-
tleman from Colorado for yielding me
this time and appreciate this oppor-
tunity, Mr. Chairman.

I want to speak against the Bradley
amendment. Many of my colleagues
have stood at these microphones this
afternoon and said it is our responsi-
bility as Members of this House to per-
form this function. I would respectfully
disagree with that. No one member of
this committee could speak or vote to
close a facility in their district.

O 1815

I represent a community that has a
base that was not on the list, and the
euphoria of that day would be lost if we
have to put that community back
through this process over again.

All of the communities affected have
an opportunity to present their best
foot forward through the BRAC Com-
mission’s visits. The gentleman from
Georgia has already said he met with
one of the members of the BRAC Com-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

mission on that base that was affected
today. That process will go on. Those
communities will be able to dem-
onstrate to the Commission that the
criteria were improperly applied to
their bases and present their case for
keeping those open.

So I respectfully disagree with the
Members who have spoken in favor of
the amendment and ask my colleagues
to vote against the Bradley amend-
ment.

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

It will not be much time because we
are coming to the end of this. I just
want to say this. I think we have heard
some excellent debate here this after-
noon, and the arguments have been
very good, mostly in favor of the Brad-
ley amendment and very positive. And
if I thought it was possible for us to get
from here to there in a reasonable
manner, as those who serve on the
Committee on Armed Services with me
know, I would be very sympathetic
with the Bradley amendment.

The gentleman from New Hampshire
(Mr. BRADLEY) and the gentleman from
Connecticut (Mr. SIMMONS) and the
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. TAY-
LOR) particularly serve on the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. I serve with
these gentlemen on the Committee on
Armed Services. They are fine, decent,
hard-working, thoughtful members of
the committee that are valued by, I
think, all of their colleagues on that
committee.

And I got to thinking about this as
we have approached this day, if anyone
could have kept those bases of theirs
off the list, they would have been able
to do it because they have that kind of
respect. But the gentleman from Texas
made the point that the way the BRAC
situation is set up is to take us out of
that formula at this stage and to let
the Department of Defense and then
the Commission do their work. Once
the Commission gets started, we can
get back into it and do whatever we
can do to do that, but it was designed
to take politics out of it.

So the people who try to make a po-
litical issue out of someone’s base clos-
ing, I think, are making a very bad
mistake and are fooling the American
public.

And we see this from both sides going
on, rushing to say, oh, my gosh, if
someone else had been there. No, that
is not the case. This should not be a po-
litical issue; this should be a national
defense issue. It should be evaluated
based upon the need to defend this
country. And we will have disagree-
ments about what is needed and what
is not needed, but that is what it
should be based on. It should not be po-
litical.

I commend these gentlemen and all
those who have spoken. They did an ex-
cellent job.

But I encourage people, reluctantly,
not to support the Bradley amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.
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Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I will be brief here. I once again want
to commend the gentleman from New
Hampshire (Mr. BRADLEY) for the work
he does on behalf of our country and on
national security. He is a great mem-
ber of the committee.

I would like to restate two points.
First of all, there is never a good time
to do a round of base closure. The
United States cannot say, let us take a
break here for a few years, let us just
stop having conflict, let us let the ten-
sion go away so we can all work this
out on our time schedule.

It is not going to work that way. The
world has never worked that way.
There is never a good time. This is the
time, and the process needs to move
forward.

For those Members who are watching
in their offices and who follow the com-
mittee process, the Committee on
Armed Services dealt last week with
two different amendments to either
eliminate or delay the BRAC process,
and the vote on one was 8 in support, 50
against. The other one was 10 in sup-
port and 47 against.

The committee now recognizes, as
has been the gentleman from Colo-
rado’s (Mr. HEFLEY) metaphor, The
horse is out of the barn, and the oppo-
sition to this amendment includes the
gentleman from California (Chairman
HUNTER) and the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON), the ranking mem-
ber.

With that, I recommend a ‘‘no’’ vote
on the gentleman from New Hamp-
shire’s (Mr. BRADLEY) amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

First of all, I would like to commend
my colleague from Arkansas and my
colleague from Colorado for the very
courteous way in which they have con-
ducted this debate, allowing those of us
who did not have adequate time to
speak to be able to do so tonight.

Mr. Chairman, I believe that we must
be very cautious before reducing our
Nation’s industrial base capability and
base capacity. Many of the 33 bases are
irreplaceable national security assets.
For instance, the nuclear license facil-
ity in my area, the Portsmouth Naval
Shipyard, it will never be recreated
again if closed. The Portsmouth Naval
Shipyard has served our Nation well
for 200 years and saves taxpayers mil-
lions and millions of hard-earned dol-
lars while returning our Nation’s nu-
clear submarines to the water ahead of
schedule.

Mr. Chairman, we all know that our
Nation is fighting a war on terror. It
began on a fateful morning in Sep-
tember 3% years ago. Let us be careful
before we close irreplaceable national
security assets that we will not have
the ability to recreate without either
huge expense or local opposition.

This amendment appropriately
delays that process, enables our Nation
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to study that process so that we can
best defend ourselves from the threats
to our national security.

I urge my colleagues to vote for the
Bradley amendment.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman,
| rise today in strong support of the Bradley
amendment to H.R. 1815 to postpone the
2005 Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC)
recommendations until Congress receives crit-
ical reports from the Overseas Basing Com-
mission and the 2005 Quadrennial Defense
Review.

Quite simply, this is the wrong process at
the wrong time. Even as 100,000 of our men
and women are in uniform are serving over-
seas in the Middle East and our armed serv-
ices continue to miss their recruiting goals,
this Administration has rushed forward with a
plan that closes 33 major bases across the
country. We should not be closing and con-
solidating bases and infrastructure here in the
states now, when in another 2 years we may
be bringing a significant amount of troops and
equipment back from Europe and other for-
ward deployed locations and we would have
to spend more money again to reopen or
recreate space for them.

Since the Pentagon released their rec-
ommendations on May 13, the BRAC commis-
sion has moved swiftly forward with its job.
Yet even as BRAC begins to hold regional
hearings and site visits as early as next week,
the Pentagon has yet to release the detailed
and facility specific information that was used
to formulate their recommendations.

The BRAC process has the potential to
drastically impact communities surrounding fa-
cilities slated for closure or realignment, and it
is vital that this process be as open and
opaque as possible. However, if the depart-
ment continues to delay the release of this in-
formation, these same communities will be un-
able to asses or challenge the Pentagon’s rec-
ommendations in the limited time they have
remaining.

Anyone familiar with the 103rd Fighter Wing
at Bradley, the Sub base in New London, and
the assets both bring to our national defense
are at a loss to explain these recommenda-
tions. The 103rd calls home an international
airport with the capability and resources to
host a range of aircraft, large and small—in-
cluding Air Force One. Yet, the Pentagon ap-
parently deemed Bradley unable to retain their
current aircraft or take on more. In New Lon-
don, one finds incredible and dynamic synergy
between the base, the Sub School and an in-
dustrial base capable of manufacturing and re-
pairing today’s most advanced vessels. Yet,
the birthplace of the modem submarine serv-
ice was unable to garner enough military value
points in the Pentagon’s review to stay off the
BRAC list.

Were other options explored? How did each
score in critical evaluation areas? Did the Pen-
tagon accurately asses both bases and their
capabilities? Will leaving the state, like several
others, without a flying unit affect recruiting
and retention for the Air National Guard?
These are all questions that hold the key to
the future of the “Flying Yankees” and the
Sub base—questions that cannot be answered
until the Pentagon levels with us and count-
less other bases around the country facing the
same delay.

| sincerely hope that there is no agenda be-
hind this delay. But the clock is ticking and
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deadlines are fast approaching. Next week,
four commissioners will visit the New London
Submarine base without ever seeing the facil-
ity specific data that led to its recommended
closure. And, in littte over a month, Con-
necticut will have the opportunity to present its
rebuttal to the recommendations to the com-
mission. The submariners, airmen and com-
munities affected deserve the most thorough
and extensive review possible because once
these recommendations are implemented,
they can never be undone.

There is no doubt that Connecticut was hit
hard by BRAC, but this is not a political or pa-
rochial issue. This is an issue of ensuring the
best possible defense of our Nation, and the
best possible resources for our men and
women in uniform. But neither this Congress,
nor the BRAC Commissioners, can make a ju-
dicious and thoughtful review of these rec-
ommendations with the lack of data and short-
ened timeframe we now face.

In 2002 | voted in the Armed Services Com-
mittee to repeal the BRAC process outright,
and again in 2003 to postpone it for 2 more
years, because | have felt all along that the
process had serious flaws. However, there is
still time to put on the brakes before we reach
the point of no return. That time is now. | urge
my colleagues to support this amendment.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, | thank
my colleagues on both sides of the isle for
their leadership on this issue and | rise in sup-
port of the Bradley/Simmons/Herseth/Allen
amendment to the National Defense Author-
ization Bill.

Mr. Chairman, why are we proposing base
closures during a time of war? This BRAC
round should be delayed until the rec-
ommendations of the Review of Overseas Mili-
tary Facility Structure are implemented by the
Secretary of Defense, a substantial number of
American troops return from lIraq, the House
and Senate Armed Services Committees re-
ceive the quadrennial defense review, the Na-
tional Maritime Security Strategy is imple-
mented, and the Homeland Defense and Civil
Support directive is implemented. It is impor-
tant that these issues be addressed before im-
plementing the BRAC process because once
a base is closed, it can never be reopened.

In the 11th Congressional District and in
Northeast Ohio, over 1100 jobs will be lost
through the BRAC process. These job losses
will have a tremendous economic impact on
the City of Cleveland, which has been named
“The Most Impoverished City” in the country.
Now is simply not the time for BRAC; in
Cleveland or around the country.

Communities affected by the BRAC process
are going to be hit with a double whammy—
once when the base closes and the military
leaves town, then again when the Defense
Department leaves an environmental mess be-
hind: unexploded bombs, chemical contamina-
tion, and environmental toxins.

| believe we need to address the environ-
mental and redevelopment issues pending
from previous rounds before initiating another
round of BRAC closings. According to the
General Accountability Office, 28 percent of
the bases closed in previous BRAC rounds
have still not been transferred, which means
about 219 square miles of property are sitting
unused.

Mr. Chairman, | realize the importance of
the BRAC process, however, now is simply
not the time for it. | commend my Colleagues
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STEPHANIE HERSETH and JOHN THUNE for intro-
ducing legislation to address this issue. | sup-
port this amendment.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, | rise today in
strong support of the amendment to the Fiscal
Year 2006 Defense Authorization bill offered
by the gentleman from New Hampshire, Mr.
BRADLEY. Like my friend from New Hampshire,
| believe that the current BRAC round should
be delayed and the process re-evaluated. Let
me explain why.

At the BRAC hearing on May 4, BRAC
Commission Chairman Anthony Principi and
several other Commissioners asked Defense
Department witnesses whether they had taken
into account the need to house troops return-
ing from Europe and other overseas locations
as part of the BRAC evaluation. The Penta-
gon’s witnesses assured the Commission that,
yes, the department had indeed factored the
returning troops into the equation, and that the
proposed BRAC list would reflect those plan-
ning assumptions.

The next day—the very next day—Mr. Al
Cornella, Chairman of the Overseas Basing
Commission, issued a statement in which he
said in part:

Our review leads us to conclude that the
timing and synchronization of such a mas-
sive realignment of forces... requires that the
proposed pace of events for our overseas bas-
ing posture be slowed and re-ordered. Such a
step is of paramount importance in address-
ing quality of life issues for 70,000 returning
American military personnel plus their fami-
lies. Schools, health care and housing need
to be in place at domestic receiving bases on
the first day troops and their families arrive
home.

Mr. Cornella went on to note that “The inter-
agency process has not been fully used in the
development of the Department’s plan” and
that “The Commission notes there has been
almost no public discussion of this multi-billion
dollar process that affects the security of every
American.”

In other words, DoD had failed to truly factor
in the return of American forces from overseas
into the BRAC equation . . . and the Over-
seas Basing Commission isn’t the only inde-
pendent body to question the Pentagon’s
BRAC criteria.

On May 3, the Government Accountability
Office issued a report on the methodology
used by the Pentagon in the BRAC process
that states the Defense Department “did not
fully consider the impact of force structure
changes underway and the planned resta-
tioning of thousands of forces from overseas
bases.”

Mr. Chairman, we know the day is coming—
and | pray that it's sooner rather than later—
that those serving in Iraq and Afghanistan will
be coming home. The Overseas Basing Com-
mission and GAO are warning DoD and the
Congress that we must ensure that any
changes in our domestic basing structure do
not leave these troops and their families with
no place to call home. That's reason enough
to delay the current BRAC round, but there
are others.

The Defense Department will not submit its
report on the Quadrennial Defense Review—
the QDR, as it's known, is the Department’s
method of examining of America’s defense
needs from 1997 to 2015—until at least the
first quarter of 2006, after the current BRAC
round has run its course. Several BRAC Com-
missioners have questioned the wisdom of
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proceeding with the current BRAC round be-
fore the QDR report has been delivered to
Congress. | would argue, as others have, that
this is another example of putting the prover-
bial cart before the horse. How can DoD re-
structure its forces for the future—including its
domestic and overseas bases—when its pri-
mary blueprint for the future is still a work in
progress?

For my part, I've also discovered a BRAC-
related planning issue that the Pentagon does
not appear to have addressed. Nowhere in the
hundreds of pages of BRAC reports that DoD
has thus far made public will you find a single
reference to the difficulty in getting properly
qualified scientists and engineers the security
clearances they need in a timely fashion.

Why is this important? At the May 18 BRAC
hearing on the Army’s portion of the proposed
BRAC list, Army Secretary Francis Harvey
said, “l won't sit here and tell you that we ex-
pect all the people from Fort Monmouth to
move to Aberdeen Proving Ground . . . |
won’'t sit here and tell you that that's not a
concern.” Mr. Speaker, the bottom line is that
the vast majority of the skilled scientists and
engineers who have current security clear-
ances wont move to Aberdeen Proving
Ground or anywhere else. Their lives, their
families, their research centers are all in New
Jersey—and we can say the same thing about
any other community with a military installation
that employs a large number of skilled civilian
specialists with security clearances anywhere
in the country.

Every day at Ft. Monmouth, the talented en-
gineers, scientists and technicians—working in
secrecy—are providing the latest intelligence
and communications technologies to our
troops in the field, including the roadside
bomb jammers that have become so very im-
portant in our struggle against the insurgents
in Irag. If we allow the Pentagon to play the
BRAC equivalent of musical chairs with our
critical research and development assets in
wartime, we will lose thousands of skilled,
trained, and cleared intelligence and commu-
nications specialists that we will not be able to
replace for years. That's an unacceptable risk
in wartime, Mr. Speaker, and for that reason
and the other, strategic reasons cited by the
Overseas Basing Commission and GAO, we
need to terminate the current BRAC round.
Let's restructure our military for the 21st cen-
tury, but let’s do it right, and minimize the risk
to our warfighters in Irag and Afghanistan.
Again, | urge adoption of the Bradley amend-
ment.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Mr. Chairman, | rise today
in support of the amendment.

Since the BRAC list was announced, many
of my constituents have been asking the same
question. Did the Pentagon, did the White
House, take into account the homeland secu-
rity implications of closing military bases?

The honest answer is that it doesn’t appear
so. In fact, it doesn’t appear that anyone is ob-
ligated to consider the homeland security im-
plications of these base closings.

On September 11, 2001, fighter jets from
the 102nd Fighter Wing of the Otis Air Force
Base on Cape Cod, Massachusetts, were the
first military presence to arrive on the scene in
New York City.

Just last week, the Air Wing escorted an Al
Italia flight to Bangor, Maine, after it was dis-
covered that a passenger on board was on
the no-fly list.
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Yet, Otis is slated for closure on the BRAC
list.

It takes nine minutes for the fighters on
Cape Cod to reach New York City. Nine min-
utes because they can take off and land in to-
tally unrestricted air space. The same can’t be
said of Atlantic City—where some of the
planes may be reassigned.

We shouldn’t have to ask commercial air
traffic to back off so we can scramble our own
planes to defend us.

Contrary to the prevailing logic at the Pen-
tagon, national defense and homeland security
are not conflicting priorities—they go hand in
hand. Many of these bases—like Otis—com-
plement the defense of our homeland.

| urge the adoption of this amendment.

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Chairman, | rise in support
of the amendment by the gentleman from New
Hampshire, Mr. BRADLEY and join him in his
concerns about conducting a BRAC right now.

There are a number of concerns that | have
about conducting base closures during a time
of war, and without the benefit of global fore-
thought.

| have spoken to the need for this Nation to
be more focused and more careful about how
we proceed.

We are conducting a global war.

We are closing bases overseas.

We are just one year out from our QDR to
establish our global strategic footprint.

It is folly to proceed with domestic base clo-
sures while we are at war and unclear of our
global military presence.

It is akin to replacing a hot engine in a flying
plane—we ought not do it.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, | rise in
strong support of the Bradley amendment. We
are a nation at war and now is not the time
to be closing American military bases.

In formulating the BRAC list, Secretary
Rumsfeld ignored the base-closure criteria that
Congress approved. Just yesterday, an Air
Force BRAC spokesman admitted that the ex-
tensive criterion used to evaluate the strategic
military value of each base was not adhered
to by the Pentagon. Instead, the Base Closure
Executive Group used their “collective judg-
ment” to recommend closure for bases that
had higher rankings—such as the Niagara
Falls Air Reserve Station—than many others
which were kept off the list.

This amendment would let the DoD know
that a group’s “collective judgment” is not
good enough. Secretary Rumsfeld better have
some stronger arguments than “collective
judgment,” because his proposed BRAC list
would cripple Guard and Reserve recruitment
and weaken our homeland defense.

By passing this amendment, Congress
would recognize that the DoD’s base closure
recommendations were budget-driven and did
not take into account the military’s long-term
needs. | urge a “yes” vote on the Bradley
amendment.

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.
Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Hampshire (Mr.
BRADLEY).

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

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire.
Mr. Chairman, I demand a recorded
vote.
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The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Hampshire (Mr.
BRADLEY) will be postponed.

It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 26 printed in House Report
109-96.

AMENDMENT NO. 26 OFFERED BY MS. WOOLSEY

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 26 Offered by Ms. WOOL-
SEY:

At the end of title XII (page 427, after line
11), insert the following new section:

SEC. 1223. WITHDRAWAL OF UNITED STATES
ARMED FORCES FROM IRAQ.

It is the sense of Congress that the Presi-
dent should—

(1) develop a plan as soon as practicable
after the date of the enactment of this Act
to provide for the withdrawal of United
States Armed Forces from Iraq; and

(2) transmit to the congressional defense
committees a report that contains the plan
described in paragraph (1).

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to House
Resolution 293, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER)
each will control 15 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY).

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I thank the members
of the Committee on Rules for making
this important amendment in order. It
has been a long time coming for Con-
gress to discuss this war in Iraq and
how we will plan to end the terrible
suffering it is causing our troops, their
families, and the Iraqi people.

First and foremost, I honor and I sup-
port the brave men and women who are
serving our country in Iraq, and I be-
lieve that the best way to support
them is to establish a plan to bring
them home.

In just over 2 years of war, more than
1,600 American soldiers and an esti-
mated 25,000 Iraqi civilians have been
killed. The number of American
wounded, according to the Pentagon, is
greater than 12,000, and that does not
even count the invisible mental wounds
they are bringing home, afflicting tens
of thousands of our soldiers.

And, of course, with more than $200
billion on the line, do the Members not
think that the American people de-
serve to know what the President plans
to do in Iraq?

I also honor the many voters who
risked their lives to ‘‘give Iraq back to
the Iraqi people.” But our continued
presence in Iraq after the election has
caused America to be seen by the Iraqi
people as an occupying power, not as a
liberating force. Our continued pres-
ence in Iraq works against efforts for
democracy, provides a rallying point
for angry insurgents, and ultimately
makes the United States less safe.

My amendment expresses the Sense
of the Congress that the President
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must develop a plan to bring our troops
home and that he must submit this
plan to the appropriate committees in
Congress. We can truly support our
troops by bringing them home.

At the same time, withdrawing U.S.
troops must not result in abandoning a
country that has been devastated. We
must assist Iraq, not through our mili-
tary but through international human-
itarian efforts to rebuild their war-torn
economic and physical infrastructure.
We need to defend America by relying
on the very best of American values,
our commitment to peace and freedom,
our compassion for the people of the
world, and our capacity for multilat-
eral leadership.

Mr. Chairman, Congress must sup-
port our troops, and we must begin the
difficult recovery process from a long
and destructive war. But first, the
President must create a plan to bring
our troops home. Our troops deserve
nothing less.

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

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

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to the gentlewoman’s amendment.

Make no mistake about it. This
amendment is a message-sender. It is a
message-sender to people like Al Sadr
who are considering even now con-
tinuing to foment rebellion against the
elected government in Iraq. It is a mes-
sage-sender to Zarqawi and his fol-
lowers, who think that perhaps the
United States does not have the stom-
ach to continue to oppose them. It is a
message-sender to our troops, who
might, in seeing if this amendment
should pass, feel that the resolve of the
American people is fading away.

This is precisely the kind of a mes-
sage we do not want to send to friend
and foe alike, and certainly not to the
140,000 Americans serving presently in
Iraq, who feel that the country is
strongly behind them.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to
the gentleman from XKentucky (Mr.
DAVIS).

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Mr. Chair-
man, I speak not simply as a Member
of Congress, but as a former enlisted
soldier and military officer.

I find myself somewhat dismayed
that we have to spend time here today
debating an amendment that would tell
our enemies when our forces are going
to withdraw from Iraq. This amend-
ment is tantamount to posting a bill-
board saying, ‘“We will be gone by 5
o’clock Friday. If you wait until 6
o’clock, you can perform a murderous
rampage through this growing democ-
racy and terrify and intimidate the
people back into living under a des-
potic regime.”

I respect the gentlewoman’s pas-
sionate declarations regarding toler-
ance, diversity, and the rights of
women, all of which would be ruth-
lessly, violently, and murderously sup-
pressed if we were to leave at this time,
something I am sure she would not
want to see happen.
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Some might argue that this amend-
ment does not set a timetable, but
rather states that Congress just wants
to see a plan. The amendment, some
would argue, is innocuous. I cannot
stress enough how damaging this
amendment would be, if it passes, to
our troops, to our national security,
and also to the Iraqi democracy.

Our troops in the field look to us for
strength and solid, confident, unwaver-
ing leadership. If this passes, they
would instead see a government that
does not possess the fortitude to hold
the course and finish the job. If this
passes, their families would see a Con-
gress that cares more for timelines and
wordy resolutions than it does for the
safety of their loved ones.

We also need to understand how oth-
ers will see this around the world. If
this passes, the Iraqis, who every day
put their lives on the line to form secu-
rity forces and battle terrorists in
their streets and in their neighbor-
hoods, would see a military that is not
committed to training them to defend
themselves. They would see an Amer-
ica that broke its promise to walk with
them to democracy and independence.

If this passes, the world would see a
country that takes no pride in its role
in establishing a free Iraq, one that
confirms the lies of the terrorists that
we are weak and lack the fortitude and
resolve to finish this mission.

Are we going to let less than 1 per-
cent of the Iraqi population dictate our
course and the course of the Iraqi peo-
ple? I say no. Our enemies would stand
up if this passes and cheer the moment
it is passed because they would know
that we will desert the Iraqi people
who have invested their blood to de-
feat.

Mr. Chairman, we will not abandon a
people who have so willingly given of
themselves for the dream that we can
help them achieve. Mohandas Gandhi
said, ‘“The spirit of democracy cannot
be imposed from without. It has to
come from within.”” The people have
democracy in their hearts. They can
feel it within their grasp. They can
look up and see it shining near them.
We just have to stand and give them a
hand to reach for it.

It is all the more distressing to me
that we would consider this amend-
ment so close to Memorial Day, a day
when we honor the courage and the
valor of our veterans, especially those
who gave the ultimate sacrifice. We
can all sleep better at night because of
the blood shed by ordinary heroes who
believe their government supported
them and believe they were doing the
right thing.

O 1830

I recently spent 3 days visiting with
numerous units of the United States
Special Operations Command. Their
valor, their commitment to protecting
our freedom is insulted by bringing
forth this amendment so close to Me-
morial Day.

I ask my colleague to join me in op-
posing this amendment in honor of
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those who have gone before us and in
honor of those whose names we do not
yet know, but will learn as we read of
their sacrifice.

Let our foes understand one thing.
Our exit strategy from Iraq is simply
this: winning the war on terror. We
must hold firm to the course and be re-
solved in our determination to win this
fight.

I ask my colleagues on the other side
of the aisle to stand with us today and
reaffirm our commitment to our
troops, to their families, to our coun-
try, to the Iraqis and to our enemies
that we will not retreat in the face of
this evil.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I am
proud to yield 2% minutes to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES).

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I want to thank the gentle-
woman for yielding me this time.

Mr. Chairman, I want to say to my
side, my leader on the Committee on
Armed Services who I have great re-
spect for, this is not about our troops.
This is about a policy, that I believed
when I voted 2 years ago to commit the
troops that I was making my decision
on facts. Since that time, I have been
very disappointed in what I have
learned about the justification for
going into Iraq. Afghanistan, abso-
lutely. We should be there. We should
probably have more troops. But we
cannot have more troops when they are
in Iraq.

Mr. Chairman, with regard to this ef-
fort by the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia, we have never voted one time
together, not one time in the 11 years
I have been here. But, Mr. Chairman, I
have beside me a picture of a young
man whose name is Tyler Jordan. His
daddy was a gunny sergeant killed two
years ago, Phillip Jordan. He has under
his arm the flag that was over the cof-
fin.

To my left are just a few faces of
those who have died for this country.
They died doing what they thought was
right for America, and God bless them.

But all this amendment does is just
say that it is time for the Congress to
meet its responsibility. The responsi-
bility of Congress is to make decisions
whether we should send our men and
women to war or not send them to war.
What we are saying here tonight is we
think it is time for the Congress to
begin, to start the debate and discus-
sion of what the exit strategy is of this
government, whether it be 2 years
down the road, 3 years down the road,
or 1 year.

Mr. Chairman, what I am saying to-
night is we have a responsibility. We
should not be into some endless, end-
less war in Iraq, when we have so many
other countries that we need to be
watching much more carefully than
Iraq. So I hope that this resolution
passes and we can start meeting our re-
sponsibilities of discussing the policy
for America.
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Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER)

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, I thank our great chairman
of the Committee on Armed Services
for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I would urge all of my
colleagues to oppose this amendment
because it is totally unnecessary. In
fact, no one who has ever studied at a
war college, no one who is a combat
commander, no military strategist, no
one who really wants to achieve vic-
tory, would ever support what this
amendment is asking those of us in the
House to support here today. Besides,
we already have a timetable for with-
drawal from Iraq, and that is when we
have achieved victory, that is when we
have helped to deliver freedom to the
Iraqi people, and that is when we have
secured a foothold for liberty in the
Middle East.

My question is this: Did we ask Gen-
eral Eisenhower for a plan for the with-
drawal of the forces from Europe before
the war was won? Of course not. And I
would ask this: Did we ask General
McArthur for a plan for withdrawal in
the Pacific before the war was won? Of
course not.

Mr. Chairman, it makes no sense to
telegraph our plans to the enemy. In
fact, that would be an incredibly dan-
gerous thing for us to do. But our en-
emies should know this: America will
not cut and run. And to the Iraqi peo-
ple, I would say this: liberty, democ-
racy and freedom are coming, and the
men and women of the American
Armed Forces, God bless them, will
help you achieve all of them.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN).

Mr. McCGOVERN. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in support of this amendment. This
is a very modest amendment. As a
sense of Congress provision, it is a rec-
ommendation from Congress, not a re-
quirement. It sets no date by when the
President must present a plan to Con-
gress, just as soon as it is practicable.
I cannot imagine why anyone would
oppose this language.

Currently, we have close to 140,000
uniformed men and women in Iraq. No
matter where you stand on the ques-
tion of Iraq, we owe it to these coura-
geous men and women, and to their
families, to let them know when and
how we will bring them home to stay.

Mr. Chairman, it is easy to start a
war; but it is hard to get out of one. It
is easy to go along and accept the mili-
tary occupation. It is a lot harder to
take an honest look at where we are
now and determine when and how we
are going to get out. But that is what
we need to do, and we need to do it
now.

As a Congress, we should be ashamed
that we have not demanded such a re-
port from the President. This is the
least we can do, to suggest that he send
one.

There has been no accountability
with regard to this war, and this Con-
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gress has been all too content to just
go along with an open-ended occupa-
tion. It is time we change that compla-
cency. It is time we do our job. Support
the Woolsey amendment.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2% minutes to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. CONAWAY).

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the chairman of the Committee
on Armed Services for yielding me
time.

Mr. Chairman, I would speak today
in strong opposition to this amend-
ment of my colleague from California.
First, let me say that I certainly un-
derstand their concern about the safety
and well-being of our dedicated men
and women of our Armed Forces who
are currently deployed in Iraq. I, too,
look forward to their safe and expedi-
tious return home to the United States
and to their loved ones.

However, 1 cannot support this
amendment, as I believe it sends ex-
actly the wrong message concerning
our current commitment in Iraq and
gives aid and comfort to those who op-
pose us.

Mr. Chairman, I am concerned that
passing this amendment will send a
clear signal to the insurgents in Iraq
that Congress, and by extension the
United States, is wavering in our com-
mitment to their defeat. Doing so
would create the impression that their
terrorist tactics are working and that
a U.S. withdrawal from the region is
imminent.

The last thing we want to do is cre-
ate a new burst of enthusiasm for the
misguided causes championed by the
insurgents and al Qaeda. Establishing a
plan for withdrawal would give those
groups the hope that they are wearing
down our resolve when, instead, we
need to be clear in our commitment to
defeating the insurgents in Iraq.

Further, I believe that this amend-
ment would serve only to discourage
those Iraqi citizens who are dedicated
to building a stable and secure democ-
racy and defending it against terrorist
factions. The coalition forces involved
in the Multinational Security Transi-
tion Command in Iraq are working
hard to build and train a competent
Iraqi security force capable of defend-
ing their government and aiding the
transition to democracy. Thus far,
they have demonstrated initial success,
as evidenced by the ISF’s role in secur-
ing polling locations during the Janu-
ary elections.

It is imperative that we continue to
mirror their commitment and remain
dedicated to the stabilization efforts as
they work toward the ultimate goal of
a free and democratic Iraq. This
amendment would, in my opinion, un-
dermine the Iraqis’ confidence in our
continuing support.

Mr. Chairman, I think it is important
to stress that we in Congress, in addi-
tion to the President and the Depart-
ment of Defense leadership, do not
want to maintain a U.S. military pres-
ence in Iraq one day longer than is nec-
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essary. Clearly, the goal is to bring our
troops home as quickly and as effi-
ciently as possible. However, we cannot
do so until we succeed in enabling the
Iraqis to defend themselves, secure
their borders, and ensure the success of
this new democracy.

We agree there are certain mile-
stones that must be met before we can
in good conscience withdraw our forces
from Iraq. It is not prudent to set an
arbitrary date or timeline about which
we can only speculate. While my col-
league’s amendment does not specify
specifically a required date or timeline,
I believe any formal plan would be mis-
interpreted and would send the wrong
message.

As the President has stated, ‘It is in-
appropriate to put a specific timeline
on the ultimate goal of ensuring that
the Iraqi people can take care of them-
selves, protect themselves and provide
for their fellow citizens.”

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to vote against this amendment and
send a message to the Iraqi forces and
the Iraqi people, as well as to the in-
surgent groups, that the U.S. Congress
and, by extension, the United States of
America, is fully committed to the es-
tablishment of a stable and secure de-
mocracy in Iraq.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. KUCINICH).

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia for yielding me time.

The reason I am rising to support her
amendment is because I think that we
have come to a time in the war in Iraq
where Democrats and Republicans
alike need to consider all the events
that have transpired, to do it in a way
that is compassionate for the decisions
that were made to send us into war,
and to do it without recriminations,
without challenging each other’s integ-
rity, without challenging each other’s
love for our country or support for the
troops.

Democrats and Republicans came to-
gether to send this country to war. We
can only come together to take this
country out of Iraq. You start to see
the signs that make it so apparent that
the time is near. The time is near when
this Congress must consider the reality
facing our troops, the reality of the cir-
cumstances which sent our troops into
battle. And we need to do this as col-
leagues who may have started from dif-
ferent points of view on Iraq. I cer-
tainly have a different point of view. I
voted against the war. But now we are
starting to see people who voted for the
war coming forward and expressing
their concerns.

We have to have that capacity for ra-
tional reflection and an ability, not to
say so much that we were wrong, but
to say we have new information and we
therefore have a right to reappraise the
situation and take a new direction. The
Woolsey amendment gives us a chance
to do that, and it sets us on a path.

So whether it is the Woolsey amend-
ment or something that happens in the
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next few weeks and months, Democrats
and Republicans are going to have to
come together to help the President
get out of the mess that this country is
in.

So I think we can proceed in a spirit
that is amicable. We do not have to be
beating each other up on this. We do
not have to have a war about war, or
certainly a war about a peaceful with-
drawal.

So the Woolsey amendment is an im-
portant step in the direction of setting
this country on a path towards extri-
cating ourself from Iraq. For that rea-
son, I support it, and I want to com-
mend her for her activity on behalf of
it.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
4 minutes to the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. BUYER), a veteran of Desert
Storm and the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

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

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
this amendment because of its timing.
It is wonderful to talk about an exit
strategy, if in fact it was timely to do
so. But I oppose the timing of this con-
versation and debate.

As a Nation and society committed
to freedom and democratic principles
and peace, I believe this amendment at
this time would undermine our core
values and the mentorship that we are
having with a new, free country.

When the President declared the
global war on terrorism and Congress
authorized the use of force in Iraq, the
United States made a significant in-
vestment in world peace. Like any
sound investment, our investment in
peace is subject to volatility and out-
side influences. The forces of evil that
oppose the U.S. liberation of Iraq are
the same forces in Iraq that want to
suppress women and children, kill in-
nocent people, attack schools, hos-
pitals and religious institutions.

Asking for an exit strategy for U.S.
forces at this time is essentially call-
ing it quits, and that is not the Amer-
ica I know. I believe that peace and
freedom are inextricable and insepa-
rable. Forsaking the Iraqi people in
their hour of need is counter to the fab-
ric of this great Nation.

As a newly established free society,
the Iraqi people are in their infancy of
establishing the rule of law. Like the
birth of any nation, there will be grow-
ing pains and unpleasant and tragic
events. But let us be very clear: it has
been the United States and our coali-
tion partners that have given the Iraqi
people hope.

So this debate with regard to setting
an exit strategy or a timetable for
withdrawal, again, is not timely. It
would be arbitrary. It is the mission
that determines the exit strategy.

Mr. Chairman, the debate we are hav-
ing here really is not too much dif-
ferent from the debate we had during
the Balkans, at the time when Presi-
dent Clinton, to his credit, brought the
guns to silence. But what he said was,
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“I want to commit U.S. ground troops
for only 1 year.”

[ 1845

The Republicans immediately said,
But, Mr. President, that is not an exit
strategy. You cannot say we will only
send the troops for 1 year, because it is
the mission that will determine the
exit. The exit then was determined in
the civil implementation of the Dayton
Accords by creating benchmarks for
the success of the implementation of
Dayton.

So it is the mission with regard to
stable civil institutions in achieving
benchmarks of that free society in Iraq
that will determine the exit strategy.
The stabilizing of Iraq is extremely im-
portant. The training of their security
forces is extremely important. And I
assure my friends that the more that
the insurgents attack security forces
and police forces in Iraq, mosques,
schools, innocent people within Iraq, it
builds the esprit of the Iraqi people
themselves, who are a very proud peo-
ple, that they want to take these insur-
gents who are not of their land, not of
their people and expel them from their
land. I assure my colleagues that they
equally, at that moment in time, will
be just as eager for us to come home.

So it is the mission that will deter-
mine the exit strategy. This amend-
ment, while worthy and noble in its
cause, is just not timely and, therefore,
I will oppose the amendment.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. CONYERS).

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chairman, what a
great day this is. After 73 times on the
floor, the gentlewoman from California
(Ms. WOOLSEY) now has an amendment
to discuss a plan to develop a plan as
soon as practicable to provide for the
withdrawal of the United States Armed
Forces from Iraq. Here are Members of
the House of Representatives who are,
if we look at Article I, Section 8, the
only ones that can declare war under
this great Constitution, saying, We do
not even want to talk about a plan.

Well, I say to my colleagues, the
President of the United States has al-
ready said that America does not plan
an indefinite occupation of Iraq, and
neither do the independent Iraqi peo-
ple. So what we want our colleagues to
understand is that Congress can talk
about this. Please, summon up your
courage. That is your job. That is why
we are here.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from San
Diego, California (Mr. CUNNINGHAM).

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Chairman,
summon up my courage? I do not think
I have to question anybody to summon
up my courage. I am a combat veteran,
I was shot down in Vietnam, I was
shot, and you do not tell the enemy
what you are going to do, because you
put those people at risk.

Mr. Chairman, it is interesting that
as a combat veteran, I spoke to lit-
erally thousands of other combat vet-

May 25, 2005

erans, and it is amazing the differences
of their opinions versus liberal politi-
cians.

Our kids over there are proud of what
they do. Yes, I want them back. I want-
ed to get out of Vietnam just like any-
body else, but I did not want to leave
before the job was done. I do not want
the over 1,700 men and women that
have died in Iraq to die for nothing.
And if we go ahead and tell the enemy
what we are going to do, we put those
kids at risk.

I just think it is wrong. From my ex-
perience in the military of 20 years, it
is wrong, what the gentlewoman is try-
ing to do. She has good intentions. But
I will tell my colleagues that if we let
folks know what we are going to do, I
say to the gentlewoman, it is going to
put those men and women at risk, and
I think it is wrong.

I urge opposition to this amendment.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1%2 minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PAYNE).

(Mr. PAYNE asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, as a co-
sponsor of the Woolsey amendment
calling on the President to develop and
implement a plan to begin the with-
drawal of U.S. troops from Iraq and to
take other steps to provide the Iraqi
people with the opportunity to control
their internal affairs, I rise in support
of this amendment.

Mr. Chairman, although I strongly
opposed the preemptive war in Iraq,
which the administration promoted
based on false information and which
has resulted in tragic loss of American
and Iraqi lives, I would have supported
as many troops as necessary in Afghan-
istan where our enemy, Osama bin
Laden, was.

I do not believe that it would be fair
to abandon the Iraqi people at this
juncture. So, therefore, we should look
towards having the United Nations cre-
ate an international peacekeeping
force to keep Iraq secure.

I would also like to take this oppor-
tunity, though, to commend a group of
activists in my congressional district
who are lending their voices to the im-
portant debate about our future in
Iraq. South Mountain Peace Action,
representing residents of Maplewood
and South Orange, New Jersey, are
strongly committed to seeking an
international solution, led by the
United Nations, and a rapid return of
U.S. soldiers. Nearly 80 percent of Ma-
plewood and South Orange voters and
52 percent of New Jersey voters voiced
their agreement that President Bush’s
war in Iraq is the wrong war at the
wrong time in the wrong place.

The war has already exacted a heavy
price. More than 1,600 American lives
have been lost and over 10,000 service-
men and women have been wounded.
More than 100,000 Iraqi civilians have
lost their lives, and $210 billion have
been spent.

I urge support of the Woolsey amend-
ment.
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Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1% minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. SCHWARZ).

Mr. SCHWARZ of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
Woolsey amendment.

As a veteran of two tours of duty in
Vietnam, I do not think it is appro-
priate to pull the forces out. The Iraqis
want us to stay until the government
takes on its full mission. Creating a
timetable for withdrawal would hand
the military initiative over to the in-
surgents and undermine the Iraqi Gov-
ernment to draft a constitution and
prepare for a constitutional govern-
ment.

As Generals Myers, Pace, and Abizaid
have reminded us, the enemy gets a
vote on how the war is fought. Iraqi-
U.S. coalition forces need flexibility to
respond to any enemy offensive which
a benchmark-based plan for withdrawal
would absolutely preclude.

I believe the amendment is well-in-
tentioned, but the President, the Sec-
retary of Defense, General Abizaid and
the democratically elected Govern-
ment of Iraq agree that it would not be
in U.S. or Iraqi interests for the U.S. to
remain in Iraq any longer than the
government wants us there, but they
are committed to reducing the U.S.
presence only when that U.S. presence
can safely be reduced and no sooner.

Vote “no’ on this amendment.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Wash-
ington State (Mr. MCDERMOTT).

(Mr. McDERMOTT asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. McCDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman,
Monday’s Guardian’s editorial line was,
“U.S. Military to Build Four Giant
New Bases in Iraq.”

The violence in Iraq has never been
greater. That is not what winning
looks like to me.

The President’s strategy is to re-cre-
ate the Old West: Build four forts capa-
ble of withstanding mortar rounds.
With the death toll and casualties
mounting, the President’s best idea is
to keep U.S. soldiers in the midst of
uncontrollable, horrific violence.

This administration has put this Na-
tion and our generals in a no-win situa-
tion. We have been there before in
Vietnam, and we vowed never to let it
happen again. But this administration
has frayed the military, keeping sol-
diers in the target zone without enough
armor to protect them and without a
plan to bring them home.

Colonel David Hackworth died about
2 weeks ago, a highly decorated combat
veteran of the Vietnam War, eight Pur-
ple Hearts, a soldier’s soldier who re-
cently died, said we will be in Iraq for
30 years, 30 years. Colonel Hackworth
was a man who saw the battlefield and
could see the folly of the Iraq war.

The American people know the truth.
The President misled this country into
war, and it is time to get out.
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[From the Guardian, Monday, May 23, 2005]

U.S. MILITARY To BUILD FOUR GIANT NEW
BASES IN IRAQ

(By Michael Howard in Baghdad)

U.S. military commanders are planning to
pull back their troops from Iraq’s towns and
cities and redeploy them in four giant bases
in a strategy they say is a prelude to even-
tual withdrawal.

The plan, details of which emerged at the
weekend, also foresees a transfer to Iraqi
command of more than 100 bases that have
been occupied by U.S.-led multinational
forces since the invasion of Iraq in March
2003.

However, the decision to invest in the
bases, which will require the construction of
more permanent structures such as blast-
proof barracks and offices, is seen by some as
a sign that the U.S. expects to keep a perma-
nent presence in Iraq.

Politicians opposed to a long-term U.S.
presence on Iraqi soil questioned the plan.

“They appear to settling in a for the long
run, and that will only give fuel for the ter-
rorists,” said a spokesman for the main-
stream Sunni Iraqi Islamic party.

A senior U.S. official in Baghdad said yes-
terday: ‘It has always been a main plank of
our exit strategy to withdraw from the urban
areas as and when Iraqi forces are trained up
and able to take the strain. It is much better
for all concerned that Iraqis police them-
selves.”

Under the plan, for which the official said
there was no ‘‘hard-and-fast’” deadline, U.S.
troops would gradually concentrate inside
four heavily fortified air bases, from where
they would provide ‘‘logistical support and
quick reaction capability where necessary to
Iraqis’”. The bases would be situated in the
north, south, west and centre of the country.

He said the place of the ‘‘troop consolida-
tion”” would be dictated by the level of the
insurgency and the progress of Iraq’s fledg-
ling security structures.

A report in yesterday’s Washington Post
said the new bases would be constructed
around existing airfields to ensure supply
lines and troop mobility. It named the four
probable locations as: Tallil in the south; Al
Asad in the west; Balad in the centre and ei-
ther Irbil or Qayyarah in the north.

U.S. officers told the paper that the bases
would have a more permanent character to
them, with more robust buildings and struc-
tures than can be seen at most existing bases
in Iraq. The new buildings would be con-
structed to withstand direct mortar fire.

A source at the Iraqi defence ministry said:
“We expect these facilities will ultimately
be to the benefit of the domestic forces, to be
handed over when the U.S. leaves.”

Three Romanian journalists kidnapped in
Iraq were freed yesterday after two months
in captivity.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. MEEHAN).

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in strong support of the Woolsey
amendment.

This amendment does not say, Cut
and run. This amendment does not call
it quits. It asks the President for an
exit strategy. And since the President
declared victory in Iraq, more than
1,500 Americans have been killed. The
Bush administration still has not laid
out a strategy to win the peace in Iraq
and bring our American forces home.

Now, when he was Governor of Texas,
this is the advice that George W. Bush
gave President Clinton about the war
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in Kosovo. Victory, he said, means exit
strategy, and it is important for the
President of the United States to ex-
plain to us what the exit strategy is.

Now, that is what Governor Bush
said about President Clinton and the
war in Kosovo, and the need for an exit
strategy is even more apparent in Iraq.
In the absence of an exit strategy, the
administration continues to pursue the
same strategy that has only led to
more casualties and less stability. We
have killed or captured 1,000 to 3,000 in-
surgents every month for more than a
year. But with thousands of new re-
cruits, the insurgency strengths have
quadrupled.

Without an exit strategy to win the
peace and bring our troops home, our
policy is going in circles.

Our troops have won tactical vic-
tories, but they have not translated
into strategic advances. Any successful
strategy in Iraq has to address the fun-
damental factors that are continuing
to fuel the insurgency.

One of those factors is the suspicion
that U.S. troops are going to occupy
Iraq indefinitely. Those suspicions are
being reinforced by the fact that we
have three or four times as many
troops in Iraq today as the administra-
tion predicted we would. Until we lay
out a framework for bringing our
troops home and replacing them with
Iraqis, the Iraqi people will never feel
that they are in control of their own
destiny.

A clear exit strategy would help
splinter insurgent groups who have set
aside their own differences in order to
unite against the United States. It
would send a message to the Iraqi Gov-
ernment that it needs to take responsi-
bility for its own security. And, finally,
an exit strategy is that light at the end
of the tunnel that our troops need and
the taxpayers need.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1% minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LEE).

Ms. LEE. Mr. Chairman, I want to
thank my friend and cochair of the
Congressional Progressive Caucus, the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
WOOLSEY), for her leadership in offer-
ing this amendment.

I stand here today as the proud
daughter of a veteran of two wars. Let
me just say, this amendment says what
we have been saying all along, and it is
time to make it real in terms of sup-
porting our troops. The way we support
our troops is by developing a plan to
get them out of harm’s way and to
bring them home.

To date, more than 1,600 American
troops have given their lives, over
11,000 American troops have been in-
jured, and over 17,000 innocent Iraqi ci-
vilians, including women and children,
have died in a war that should never
have started in the first place.

I distinctly remember the day in May
2003 when the President stood on the
deck of the USS Abraham Lincoln and
proclaimed, ‘‘Mission Accomplished.”
Of course, the administration has
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called off the search for weapons of
mass destruction because there simply
were not any. But the occupation still
continues.

We have seen a war that has created
a haven for terrorists in Iraq. We have
seen troops become targets of the in-
surgency when they were supposed to
be liberators.

Mr. Chairman, the President needs to
be honest with the American people
and tell us what his plan is, and that is
what this amendment says. Give us a
plan to bring our troops home. It is
very important. We need an exit strat-
egy.

The taxpayers have spent over $200
billion, soon to be $300 billion, and we
have little or no accountability for
where this money has gone.

I congratulate the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for this
amendment. We should adopt this
amendment. We should send the signal
that we support our troops, we love our
troops, we value our troops, and we
want them home.

O 1900

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, I thank the distinguished
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON), and I thank him again for his
leadership. I thank the distinguished
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
WOOLSEY) for allowing us to have the
opportunity to stand on the floor of the
House just a few days away from hon-
oring America’s war dead, and I hope
that this debate is not in any way sug-
gesting our lack of respect and admira-
tion for those fallen as well as their
families. I do not believe the distin-
guished gentlewoman from California
has any idea or any sense of dis-
respecting the Nation’s fallen dead. In
fact, so many of us, no matter where
we have come from, have soldiers and
families living among us, families that
mourned and families that are willing
and wanting for their loved ones to
come home.

This is not Vietnam in terms of the
approach that those of us who are
against the war would put it in that
context. We understand that the troops
are following the orders of their lead-
ers, the Commander in Chief, the
United States Congress. That is why
this amendment puts the burden on the
United States Congress and asks for
the President to create a success strat-
egy, an exit strategy that will allow
these troops to come home.

This is about conserving resources.
We have 140,000 troops in Iraq. We have
equipment that is stretched. We have
questions about the armor that is
being utilized by our troops, the body
armor. We have 60 people dead in the
last 24 hours and eight of our troops
dying in the last 24 hours and troops
dying every single day. And you know
what the tragedy of it is? That when
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our fallen heroes come to the soil of
the United States we cannot even view
their bodies with the Flag draped over
the coffin. We are denied that oppor-
tunity to mourn them.

So this amendment is really to re-
spond to the need that the Congress
have the opportunity to address the
question in hearing and to review the
President’s offering of a withdrawal or
a success strategy, in great respect to
the men and women in the United
States military, in great respect to the
families, in great respect to those who
have lost their lives.

I ask my colleagues to consider this
amendment primarily to give us an op-
portunity to do our constitutional
duty, and that is a declaration of war
is a constitutional duty by this Con-
gress to declare war. We failed in that
duty a couple of years ago, in 2002 Sep-
tember. But let us accept the challenge
to review the process and the strategy
of this administration.

I close by simply saying to the execu-
tive, I ask you to join us in a collabo-
rative effort to have a vote for peace
and to be able to conserve the re-
sources and to honor our fallen dead
and those who now serve, that we re-
spect their families, respect, in fact,
their lives and we will craft a strategy
to return our heroes home. That is not
in any way giving up on them. That is
saving them.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
to the gentlewoman from California
(Ms. WOOLSEY).

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, again,
I would like to thank the members of
the Rules Committee that made this
important amendment in order. It is
about time that in the Congress we dis-
cuss what is going on in the war in
Iraq. And it is only too bad that we had
only 15 minutes for this, well, a half an
hour, 15 minutes on both sides, for this
very, very important issue that is fac-
ing everybody in the United States of
America, our troops and their families
and the Iraqi people.

My amendment expresses the sense of
the Congress that the President must
develop a plan to bring our troops
home, that he must submit this plan to
the appropriate committees in Con-
gress so that we can truly support our
troops and bring them home where
they are safe.

So in closing, Mr. Chairman, Con-
gress must support our troops. We
must begin the difficult recovery proc-
ess from a long and destructive war.
The President has to create a plan and
tell us what he is going to do, and he
must get these troops home before we
lose any more lives. This is the best
way to support our troops, and they de-
serve nothing less.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from California has 30 seconds remain-
ing.

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

Mr. Chairman, and my colleagues, we
have an exit strategy, and that exit
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strategy is a free Iraq and a free gov-
ernment in Iraq and a military which
is strong enough to protect that gov-
ernment. And that is the military that
we are standing up right now, and that
is the mission, and that is the time-
table. And I would hope that the gen-
tlewoman’s amendment would be de-
feated.

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chairman, a safe and demo-
cratic Iraq is a goal | share with every Amer-
ican. Congresswoman WOOLSEY’s amendment
is critically important for reaching this goal.
The amendment urges the administration to
lay out a plan for withdrawing U.S. troops from
Irag. This amendment does not demand the
U.S. troops be withdrawn from Iraq imme-
diately or prematurely. It simply requests that
the President establish a plan for when he will
begin to bring our soldiers back home.

The best way to make Iraq a strong and
democratic country is to give Iraqgis the training
and education necessary for them to assume
responsibility for their own security needs and
to develop their civil society infrastructure.
Iragis yearn for freedom and democracy, and
ownership of their own country. American sol-
diers, sailors and marines want to return home
to be reunited with their families. A withdrawal
plan is in the best national security interests of
the United States and in the best interests of
a democratic Iraq.

| urge my colleagues to support the Wool-
sey amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY).

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

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
will be postponed.

The Chair understands that amend-
ment No. 19 was disposed of by the
adoption of amendment No. 1.

It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 27 printed in House Report
109-96.

AMENDMENT NO. 27 OFFERED BY MR. WELDON OF
PENNSYLVANIA

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 27 offered by Mr. WELDON
of Pennsylvania:

At the end of title XII (page 427, after line
11), insert the following new section:

SEC. . SENSE OF CONGRESS CONCERNING
COOPERATION WITH RUSSIA ON
ISSUES PERTAINING TO MISSILE DE-
FENSE.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) cooperation between the United States
and Russia with regard to missile defense is
in the interest of the United States;

(2) there does not exist strong enough en-
gagement between the United States and
Russia with respect to missile defense co-
operation;

(3) the United States should explore inno-
vative and nontraditional means of coopera-
tion with Russia on issues pertaining to mis-
sile defense; and
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(4) as part of such an effort, the Secretary
of Defense should consider the possibilities
for United States-Russian cooperation with
respect to missile defense through—

(A) the testing of specific elements of the
detection and tracking equipment of the
Missile Defense Agency of the United States
Department of Defense through the use of
Russian target missiles; and

(B) the provision of early warning radar to
the Missile Defense Agency by the use of
Russian radar data.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to House
Resolution 293, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON).

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself such time as
I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, this is an amendment
that I wish I did not have to offer be-
cause the amendment follows the lan-
guage of the President of the United
States, our leader, who has called for
joint cooperation with Russia on mis-
sile defense. The amendment calls for
the language of our Secretary of De-
fense, who has called for joint coopera-
tion on missile defense. The language
calls for an amendment that my good
friend, the gentleman from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SPRATT), and I offered in 1998
in H.R. 4 that actually calls for a na-
tional missile defense, and as a part of
that called for joint cooperation on
missile defense.

In fact, the weekend before the vote
on H.R. 4, I took Don Rumsfeld, private
citizen; Jim Woolsey, private citizen;
Bill Snyder, private citizen; and Demo-
crat Jim Turner and other Republicans
to Moscow, and we told the Russians
that our move in moving forward on
missile defense and not only abro-
gating the ABN treaty was not about
us scoring a strategic advantage over
them, but was about an effort to pro-
tect ourselves, as they had been doing
with their system around Moscow. And
we told them that we saw threats com-
ing from North Korea, China and Iran
and, therefore, we had to take the ac-
tion.

Mr. Chairman, for the past several
years we have had a joint program with
the Russians called RAMOS. A year
ago, our four star general, General
Kadisch, came in and said to me, Con-
gressman, I have got to cancel the pro-
gram, but I want to do a follow-on with
the Russians. And I said, that is great
because that is the intent of the Presi-
dent and that is the intent of the Con-
gress. He said, But Congressman, I can-
not get a meeting with my Russian
counterparts.

So in April of last year, we took, at
the request of General Kadisch and
General Obering, General Shakleford to
Moscow  with us. And General
Shakleford sat across the table in
Straya Polochad, the equivalent of the
West Wing in Moscow with General
Balyevsky who would become the chief
of the general staff. During the sum-
mer of last year, they negotiated a
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multi-phase agreement to work with
the Russians on joint use of their large
phased array radar, which we need; on
joint use of the Russian missile sys-
tems for targeting purposes, which we
want. But because none of the Missile
Defense Agency, but because of the bu-
reaucracy in the Pentagon, today we
have no cooperative program with Rus-
sia, and that is unacceptable and it is
outrageous.

So this amendment gets to the heart
of the office of Secretary of Defense
and the policy shop. You do not over-
ride the President of the United States.
You are not the ultimate decision-
makers above the Congress. The Con-
gress made a conscientious bipartisan
veto-proof effort in passing H.R. 4 in
1998. We were the ones that called for
this cooperation. The President has
said this repeatedly, and this amend-
ment says to those bureaucrats in the
policy shop, do your job.

I thank my colleagues for their ef-
fort. I ask all of my colleagues to sup-
port this because this is about our
word. This is about the trust of Amer-
ica. This is about building a relation-
ship that our Missile Defense Agency
wants.

General Obering was in my office 2
months ago with a policy person sit-
ting across the room, and General
Obering looked at him and said, I want
to do this. What we are saying is we
support General Obering. We support
the Secretary of Defense. We support
the President of the United States. And
to those bureaucrats in the Pentagon,
wake up and listen, because that is who
this amendment is aimed at.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Chairman, I do not
object to the amendment, but ask
unanimous consent to claim the time
in opposition.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
South Carolina?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. SPRATT) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

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

Mr. Chairman, my good friend and
colleague, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. WELDON), has been a
leader in the Congress on relations
with Russia for some time. I reviewed
his amendment, and I support it and
would like to state several reasons for
supporting it that I think others can
readily identify with.

First of all, this is not a new idea. It
has been talked about at least as long
ago as Reagan’s Presidency, when Mr.
Reagan was trying to make the point
that he did not necessarily seek nu-
clear dominance, and that he was ready
to share certain parts of missile de-
fense with the Russians if necessary to
show that it was consistent with the
balance of power between our two
countries.

But today, if you want principle rea-
sons, one reason to have an amendment
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like this and the policy that it sup-
ports is to show the Russians that bal-
listic missile defense need not be per-
ceived by them as adverse to their se-
curity. Just as our missiles are no
longer explicitly targeted at the Rus-
sians, the ballistic missile defense sys-
tems we are building are not directed
really at countering their systems, but
of the adversaries.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. WELDON) mentions two good rea-
sons, two practical reasons, for making
this amendment our policy. Number
one, it is possible that the Russians
could cooperate with us in allowing us
to test specific elements of their track-
ing equipment of their own missile sys-
tems. And, number two, they have
early warning radar that the Missile
Defense Agency may find very useful.
In fact, if we begin some day in the
near future to install systems that will
give us protection against threats like
Iran, we may find the geography inside
Russia is ideal geography, ideally lo-
cated for the kind of early warning sys-
tem and detection that we would need
and want and would be preferable pos-
sibly to locating some of these systems
in Eastern European countries.

So there are many good reasons at
this point in time to support this pol-
icy and therefore to support this
amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
WELDON).

The amendment was agreed to.
SEQUENTIAL VOTES POSTPONED IN COMMITTEE
OF THE WHOLE

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause
6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will now
resume on those amendments on which
further proceedings were postponed in
the following order: amendment No. 6
offered by the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. STEARNS), amendment No. 29 of-
fered by the gentleman from New
Hampshire (Mr. BRADLEY), amendment
No. 26 offered by the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY).

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes
the time for any electronic votes after
the first vote in this series.

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. STEARNS

The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-
ness is the demand for a recorded vote
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) on
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the ayes prevailed
by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has
been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 336, noes 92,
not voting 5, as follows:
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Abercrombie
Aderholt
AKin
Alexander
Andrews
Baca
Bachus
Baird
Baker
Barrett (SC)
Barrow
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Bass
Bean
Beauprez
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boustany
Boyd
Bradley (NH)
Brady (TX)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carter
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chocola
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Cole (OK)
Conaway
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Cox
Cramer
Crenshaw
Cubin
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
Delahunt
DeLay
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Doggett
Doolittle
Doyle
Drake

[Roll No. 218]
AYES—336

Dreier
Duncan
Edwards
Ehlers
Engel
English (PA)
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Flake

Foley
Forbes

Ford
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Green, Gene
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris

Hart

Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth
Higgins
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Hooley
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde

Inglis (SC)
Inslee

Israel

Issa

Istook
Jefferson
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Kanjorski
Keller

Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee

Kind

King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk

Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe

Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Lewis (CA)
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Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marshall
Matheson
McCarthy
McCaul (TX)
McCotter
McCrery
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Meek (FL)
Menendez
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Moore (KS)
Moran (KS)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Ortiz
Osborne
Otter
Oxley
Paul
Pearce
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Royce
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salazar
Sanchez, Loretta
Saxton
Schiff
Schwartz (PA)
Schwarz (MI)
Scott (GA)
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood

Shimkus Tancredo Walden (OR)
Shuster Tanner Walsh
Simmons Tauscher Wamp
Simpson Taylor (MS) Waxman
Skglton Taylor (NC) Weldon (FL)
Smith (NJ) Terry Weldon (PA)
Smith (TX) Thomas Weller
Smith (WA) Thompson (MS) Westmoreland
Snyder Thornberry Whitfield
Sodrel Tiahrt Wicker
Souder Tiberi R
Spratt Towns W}lson (NM)
Stearns Turner Wilson (SC)
Strickland Udall (CO) Wolf
Stupak Upton Wynn
Sullivan Van Hollen Young (AK)
Sweeney Visclosky Young (FL)
NOES—92
Ackerman Kilpatrick (MI) Pascrell
Allen Kucinich Pastor
Baldwin Larson (CT) Payne
Becerra Lee Pelosi
Blumenauer Levin Rahall
Brady (PA) Lewis (GA) Rangel
Brown (OH) Lofgren, Zoe Rothman
Capps Lowey Roybal-Allard
Carson Maloney Rush
Conyers Markey Sanchez, Linda
Crowley Matsui T,
Dayvis (IL) McCollum (MN)
DeGette McDermott :anders
chakowsky

DeLauro McGovern Scott (VA)
Dingell McKinney Serrano
Emanuel McNulty
Eshoo Meehan Slapghter
Farr Meeks (NY) Solis
Filner Melancon Stark
Frank (MA) Michaud Thompson (CA)
Green, Al Miller, George Tierney
Grijalva Mollohan Udall (NM)
Gutierrez Moore (WI) Velazquez
Hastings (FL) Moran (VA) Wasserman
Hinchey Nadler Schultz
Holt Napolitano Waters
Honda Neal (MA) Watson
Jackson (IL) Oberstar Watt
Jackson-Lee Obey Weiner

(TX) Olver Wexler
Jones (OH) Owens Woolsey
Kaptur Pallone Wu

NOT VOTING—5
Brown (SC) Emerson Millender-
Chandler Hastings (WA) McDonald
0 1935

Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. BROWN
of Ohio, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. PELOSI,
Mr. RAHALL and Mr. MOLLOHAN
changed their vote from ‘“‘aye’ to ‘‘no.”

Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. MEEK of Florida,
and Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia changed their vote from ‘‘no”’ to
“a.ye.”

So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 29 OFFERED BY MR. BRADLEY
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-
ness is the demand for a recorded vote
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Hampshire (Mr.
BRADLEY) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the noes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has
been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 5-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 112, noes 316,
not voting 5, as follows:

Abercrombie
Allen
Baird
Barrow
Bass
Boozman
Bradley (NH)
Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Capito
Capps
Cardoza
Clay
Crowley
Cuellar
Davis (AL)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
DeFazio
Delahunt
DeLauro
Doyle
Ehlers
Evans
Fattah
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Ford
Gallegly
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene

Ackerman
Aderholt
AKin
Alexander
Andrews
Baca
Bachus
Baker
Baldwin
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Bean
Beauprez
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono

Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boustany
Boyd

Brady (TX)
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capuano
Cardin
Carnahan
Carson
Carter

Case

Castle
Chabot
Chandler
Chocola
Cleaver
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[Roll No. 219]
AYES—112

Hall
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Herseth
Higgins
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Holt
Hooley
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kucinich
LaHood
Langevin
Larson (CT)
LaTourette
Lewis (GA)
Lowey
Lynch
Manzullo
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McNulty
Melancon
Menendez
Michaud
Mollohan
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Oberstar
Ortiz

NOES—316

Clyburn
Coble

Cole (OK)
Conaway
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Cox

Cramer
Crenshaw
Cubin
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
Deal (GA)
DeGette
DeLay

Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doolittle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards
Emanuel
Engel
English (PA)
Eshoo
Etheridge
Everett
Farr

Feeney
Ferguson
Filner
Flake

Foley
Forbes
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx

Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett (NJ)
Gilchrest

Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Paul
Payne
Pearce
Pickering
Poe
Rahall
Rehberg
Reynolds
Ross
Rothman
Schakowsky
Schwartz (PA)
Schwarz (MI)
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Shays
Shimkus
Simmons
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Strickland
Taylor (MS)
Thompson (MS)
Udall (NM)
Velazquez
Wasserman
Schultz
Watson
Weldon (FL)
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wolf
Wu

Gillmor
Goode
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Harman
Harris
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Honda
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde

Inglis (SC)
Inslee

Israel

Issa

Istook
Jackson (IL)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller

Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kind

King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk

Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe

Kuhl (NY)
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Latham
Leach
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Lee Obey Sherman
Levin Olver Sherwood
Lewis (CA) Osborne Shuster
Lewis (KY) Otter Simpson
Linder Oxley Skelton
Lipinski Pastor Smith (TX)
LoBiondo Pelosi Smith (WA)
Lofgren, Zoe Pence Snyder
Lucas Peterson (MN) Sodrel
Lungren, Daniel Peterson (PA) Solis

E. Petri Souder
Mack Pitts Spratt
Maloney Platts Stark
Marchant Pombo Stearns
Markey Pomeroy Stupak
Marshall Porter Sullivan
Matheson Price (GA) Sweeney
Matsui Price (NC) Tancredo
McCarthy Pryce (OH) Tanner
McCaul (TX) Putnam Tauscher
McCrery Radanovich Taylor (NC)
McDermott Ramstad Terry
McGovern Rangel Thomas
McHenry Regula Thompson (CA)
McHugh Reichert Thornberry
McIntyre Renzi Tiahrt
McKeon Reyes Tiberi
McKinney Rogers (AL) Tierney
McMorris Rogers (KY) Towns
Meehan Rogers (MI) Turner
Meek (FL) Rohrabacher Udall (CO)
Meeks (NY) Ros-Lehtinen Upton
Mica Roybal-Allard Van Hollen
Miller (FL) Royce Visclosky
Miller (MI) Ruppersberger Walden (OR)
Miller (NC) Rush Walsh
Miller, Gary Ryan (OH) Wamp
Miller, George Ryan (WI) Waters
Moore (KS) Ryun (KS) Watt
Moran (KS) Sabo Waxman
Musgrave Salazar Weiner
Myrick Sanchez, Linda Weldon (PA)
Nadler T. Weller
Napolitano Sanchez, Loretta Westmoreland
Neal (MA) Sanders Wexler
Neugebauer Saxton Whitfield
Ney Schiff Wilson (SC)
Northup Sensenbrenner Woolsey
Norwood Sessions Wynn
Nunes Shadegg Young (AK)
Nussle Shaw Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—5

Bishop (UT) Emerson Millender-
Brown (SC) Hastings (WA) McDonald

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHATRMAN

The CHAIRMAN (during the vote).
There are 2 minutes remaining in this
vote.

O 1944

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi changed
his vote from ‘‘no” to “‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 26 OFFERED BY MS. WOOLSEY

The CHAIRMAN. The pending busi-
ness is the demand for a recorded vote
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. WOOL-
SEY) on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The CHAIRMAN. A recorded vote has
been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The CHAIRMAN. This will be a 5-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 128, noes 300,
not voting 5, as follows:

Abercrombie
Allen

Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Becerra
Blumenauer
Boswell
Brady (PA)
Brown (OH)
Capps
Capuano
Carnahan
Carson
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Conyers
Costello
Cummings
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
Doggett
Doyle
Duncan
Emanuel
Eshoo
Evans

Farr
Fattah
Filner
Frank (MA)
Gordon
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hastings (FL)
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Holt

Ackerman
Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Andrews
Bachus
Baker
Barrett (SC)
Barrow
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Bass
Bean
Beauprez
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boren
Boucher
Boustany
Boyd
Bradley (NH)
Brady (TX)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Cardin
Cardoza

[Roll No. 220]

AYES—128

Honda
Hooley
Inslee
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kaptur
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kucinich
Larson (CT)
Leach
Lee
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren, Zoe
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Matsui
McCollum (MN)
McDermott
McGovern
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Menendez
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Owens

NOES—300

Carter

Case

Castle
Chabot
Chandler
Chocola
Cole (OK)
Conaway
Cooper
Costa

Cox

Cramer
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Cuellar
Culberson
Cunningham
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
Davis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeLauro
DeLay

Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Doolittle
Drake
Dreier
Edwards
Ehlers
Engel
English (PA)
Etheridge
Everett
Feeney
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Flake

Foley
Forbes

Ford
Fortenberry
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Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Rothman
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sabo
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanders
Schakowsky
Schwartz (PA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sherman
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Solis
Stark
Strickland
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Towns
Udall (NM)
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Wexler
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn

Fossella
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris

Hart

Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth
Higgins
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde

Inglis (SC)
Israel

Issa

Istook
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Kanjorski
Keller

Kelly
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Kennedy (MN) Musgrave Scott (GA)
Kennedy (RI) Myrick Sensenbrenner
Kildee Neugebauer Sessions
Kind Ney Shadegg
King (IA) Northup Shaw
King (NY) Norwood Shays
Kingston Nunes Sherwood
Kirk Nussle Shimkus
Kline Ortiz Shuster
Knollenberg Osborne Simmons
Kolbe Otter Simpson
Kuhl (NY) Oxley Skelton
LaHooq Pearqe Smith (NJ)
Langevin Pelosi Smith (TX)
Lantos Pence Snyder
Larsen (WA) Peterson (MN) Sodrel
Latham Peterson (PA) Souder
LaTourette Petri Spratt
Levin Pickering Stearns
Lewis (CA) Pitts Stupak
Lewis (KY) Platts g
Linder Poe Sullivan
LoBiondo Pombo Sweeney
Lowey Pomeroy Tancredo
Lucas Price (GA) Tanner
Lungren, Daniel ~ Pryce (OH) Tauscher

E. Putnam Taylor (MS)
Mack Radanovich Taylor (NC)
Manzullo Ramstad Terry
Marchant Regula Thomas
Marshall Rehberg Thornber Ty
Matheson Reichert Tiahrt
McCarthy Renzi Tiberi
McCaul (TX) Reyes Turner
McCotter Reynolds Udall (CO)
McCrery Rogers (AL) Upton
McHenry Rogers (KY) Visclosky
McHugh Rogers (MI) Walden (OR)
McIntyre Rohrabacher Walsh
McKeon Ros-Lehtinen Wamp
McMorris Ross Weldon (FL)
Meek (FL) Roybal-Allard Weldon (PA)
Mica Royce Weller
Miller (FL) Ruppersberger Westmoreland
Miller (MI) Ryan (WI) Whitfield
Miller, Gary Ryun (KS) Wicker
Mollohan Salazar Wilson (NM)
Moore (KS) Sanchez, Loretta Wilson (SC)
Moran (KS) Saxton Wolf
Murphy Schiff Young (AK)
Murtha Schwarz (MI) Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—b5
Brown (SC) Hastings (WA) Millender-
Emerson McDonald
Porter

0 1952

Mr. BUTTERFIELD changed his vote
from ‘‘aye’ to ‘“‘no.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.

Mr. Chairman, this place and our ac-
complishments all depend on great
staff people. And that is what we had
in Mr. Robert Rangel, who has been the
staff director over these last several
terms on the Committee on Armed
Services. He was a staff leader for some
18 years, heading up our great bipar-
tisan staff, and he is now leaving.

I thought of all of the great descrip-
tions of people who serve this Nation in
uniform, that adherence to duty and
honor and country, and I think those
are the metrics by which Mr. Rangel
has worked to serve our interests and
serve the interests of the people of this
country and to serve the interests of
the people who wear the uniform of the
United States.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUNTER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, let me
add a thank-you and it is a job well
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done to Robert Rangel. Your profes-
sionalism, your friendship, your integ-
rity, your hard work have served this
institution well. You love this institu-
tion, we know that, and we are most
appreciative of all you have done for us
in a bipartisan way. You understand
politics; but on the other hand, you un-
derstand this institution and help
make it work very, very well.

I might say, Robert, back in Lafay-
ette County, Missouri, the highest
compliment you ever get is, You done
good. So Robert Rangel, you done good.

The CHAIRMAN. There being no fur-
ther amendments, the question is on
the committee amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute, as amended.

The committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute, as amended, was
agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the
Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
LAHOOD) having assumed the chair, Mr.
SIMPSON, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H.R. 1815) to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2006 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, to
prescribe military personnel strengths
for fiscal year 2006, and for other pur-
poses, pursuant to House Resolution
293, he reported the bill back to the
House with an amendment adopted by
the Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment to the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute
adopted by the Committee of the
Whole? If not, the question is on the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT OFFERED BY MR. TAYLOR
OF MISSISSIPPI

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman opposed to the bill?

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. In its
present form, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi moves to recom-
mit the bill H.R. 1815 to the Committee on
Armed Services with instructions to report
the same back to the House forthwith with
the following amendments:

At the end of subtitle A of title VII (page
290, after line 5), add the following new sec-
tion:

SEC. 707. EXPANDED ELIGIBILITY OF SELECTED

RESERVE MEMBERS UNDER
TRICARE PROGRAM.
(a) GENERAL ELIGIBILITY.—Subsection (a)
of section 1076d of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—
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(1) by striking ‘‘(a) ELIGIBILITY.—A mem-
ber” and inserting ‘‘(a) ELIGIBILITY.—(1) Ex-
cept as provided in paragraph (2), a mem-
ber’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘after the member com-
pletes’ and all that follows through ‘‘one or
more whole years following such date’’; and

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

‘(2) Paragraph (1) does not apply to a
member who is enrolled, or is eligible to en-
roll, in a health benefits plan under chapter
89 of title 5.”.

(b) CONDITION FOR TERMINATION OF ELIGI-
BILITY.—Subsection (b) of such section is
amended by striking ‘‘(b) PERIOD OF COV-
ERAGE.—(1) TRICARE Standard” and all that
follows through *“(3) Eligibility” and insert-
ing ‘‘(b) TERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY UPON
TERMINATION OF SERVICE.—Eligibility”’.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(1) Such section is further amended—

(A) by striking subsection (e); and

(B) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-
section (e) and transferring such subsection
within such section so as to appear following
subsection (d).

(2) The heading for such section is amended
to read as follows:

“§1076d. TRICARE program: TRICARE stand-
ard coverage for members of the selected
reserve”.

(d) REPEAL OF OBSOLETE PROVISION.—Sec-
tion 1076b of title 10, United States Code, is
repealed.

(e) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 55 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking the item relating to section
1076b; and

(2) by striking the item relating to section
1076d and inserting the following:
¢1076d. TRICARE program: TRICARE Stand-

ard coverage for members of
the Selected Reserve.”.

(f) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Enrollments in
TRICARE Standard that are in effect on the
day before the date of the enactment of this
Act under section 1076d of title 10, United
States Code, as in effect on such day, shall
be continued until terminated after such day
under such section 1076d as amended by this
section.

Page 508, line 14, insert after the dollar
amount the following: ‘“(reduced by
$182,000,000)"".

Page 509, line 22, insert after the dollar
amount the following: ‘“(reduced by
$182,000,000)"".

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi (during
the reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the motion be con-
sidered as read and printed in the
RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Mississippi?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. TAYLOR)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, a few minutes ago the gen-
tleman from California (Chairman
HUNTER), in speaking to the Woolsey
amendment, described it as a message-
sender. This motion to recommit,
which is an amendment to the bill, is a
message-sender.

This is a message-sender to the
Guardsmen and Reservists of this Na-
tion who comprise 38 percent of the
total force, and who at this moment
comprise 40 percent of the men and
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women who are serving in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. By the way, they provide
about that same percentage of the
wounded, about the same percentage of
the people who come home dead from
that war.

See, unlike the regular soldier to
their right and the regular Marine to
their left, who are guaranteed health
care coverage through the TRICARE
program, 20 percent of our Guardsmen
and Reservists have no health care cov-
erage whatsoever. Coincidentally,
about 20 percent of our Guard and Re-
servists who are called up could not be
deployed because they were not medi-
cally ready to be deployed. This
amendment addresses that.

This amendment would take $185 mil-
lion out of the fund that is going to
fund base closure and apply it to
TRICARE for Guard and Reservists to
let those people know we appreciate
them.
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Why is this important? Just today in
south Mississippi, five families got the
worst message you could ever receive,
and that is that their loved one died in
Iraq. Every one of them was a Guards-
man or Reservist. Last Friday, I vis-
ited Walter Reed just like all of you do,
but a little bit different from my col-
leagues, just to see Mississippians.
Every one of the five Mississippians
that are there are Guardsmen or Re-
servists. One is a double amputee. The
other two have lost one leg. The other
two are in wheelchairs and will be for
some time. Every one of them is a
Guardsman or Reservist.

I have heard in committee that
maybe the Guard and Reserve does not
deserve this. What could be farther
from the truth? There are people who
say, Well, we can’t afford the money. It
is going to be expensive. I am not going
to lie about that. When it is fully im-
plemented, it is going to cost $1 billion
a year. But I will also remind you that
when it is fully implemented, that will
amount to one-quarter of 1 percent of
the entire DOD budget, one-quarter of 1
percent of the DOD budget so we can
tell our Guardsmen, so we can tell our
Reservists, and there are really only
three types of Guardsmen and Reserv-
ists, because I know a bunch of them.
There are those that have been to Iraq,
there are those that are in Iraq, and
there are those that are going to Iraq.
That is the only type of Guardsmen
and Reservists we have now. That is
how much we use them in the force. As
a matter of fact, the aviation classi-
fication repair unit that is shared in
the district of the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. SIMMONS) and my own
has already been to Iraq and they have
been told they are going back.

This is going to become law. It is
going to become law. The question is
whether the House is going to lead on
this or whether we are going to follow,
because tomorrow the Senator from
South Carolina is going to offer this
amendment, and it is going to pass. So
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then it goes to conference. One of the
arguments that is going to be made is
that by this motion to recommit, we
are slowing the process down. I would
beg to differ. By this motion to recom-
mit, we are stating the House’s posi-
tion that we agree with you, that this
is something that is worthwhile to do
and we go to conference, we are already
in agreement that we are going to pro-
vide TRICARE for our Guardsmen and
Reservists. I think it is a pretty good
idea, but that is just me. But there are
a lot of other folks who think this is a
good idea.

This motion to recommit has been
endorsed by the Military Officers Asso-
ciation of America, by the National
Guard Association of America, by the
Enlisted Association of the National
Guard, a unanimous vote last weekend
by the Adjutants General of the 54
States and territories, the Reserve Of-
ficers Association, and the Fleet Re-
serve Association.

Mr. Chairman, we are all going to go
to Memorial Day services on Monday.
A heck of a lot of people in that crowd
are going to be Guardsmen, Reservists
and their families. They are going to
know how we voted. So you can plan to
maybe duck some and hide from some,
you can give them some lame excuse
that, well, it wasn’t what my party
wanted, it wasn’t what my chairman
wanted; or you can look that young
person who in the next year might be
the father of a child and say, You're a
National Guardsman. You're a Reserv-
ist. We as a Nation are willing to help
you pay for that child.

Who in the next year may have can-
cer in their family, we are saying, Dog-
gone it, you’re serving your country.
We’re there to help you for that. Or
that you have a preexisting condition.
We all know how hard it is for someone
who has a loved one with a preexisting
condition to get insurance. We are tell-
ing them we value your service.

On Monday, when you look them in
the eye, I hope you will be in a position
to say we appreciate your service. You
were there for us. And last Wednesday
night, I was there for you.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHoOD). The gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUNTER) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, my good
colleague from Mississippi has spoken
of our great Guardsmen and Reservists
a number of times in his very eloquent
statement and talked about their de-
ployment, their imminent deployment,
or the deployment they are involved in
right now or the one they are returning
from in Afghanistan, Iraq, or other
places around the world.

We, in fact, do provide TRICARE. It
is medical care for every one of them
and every one of their dependents, for
90 days before mobilization and 180
days after mobilization.

So this body, starting with the Com-
mittee on Armed Services and then the
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full House, moving and working with
the Senate and with the President,
have done that. Now, let me just tell
you, there is a major problem from my
perspective and I have looked at this
during the last session and you have a
major, major problem, because all of
these people have jobs, they have em-
ployers who are carrying health care in
the private sector right now. If you
give an opportunity to employers, to
the private sector, to terminate the
health care that they are providing
right now to their employees, once
they understand that the government
will pick up that health care pursuant
to that status in the Guard, across the
board, you are going to see that 18 per-
cent of Guardsmen who right now do
not have that health care, you are
going to see that number go way up in
the private sector and you are going to
see, very simply, a large displacement
of that burden from the private sector
on to the DOD budget.

That gets to another responsibility
that everyone here has. We have a re-
sponsibility to replace those 18-year-
old helicopters. We have a responsi-
bility to replace those jet aircraft that
average now in the Navy about 17%
yvears old. We have a responsibility to
replace those tanks, those trucks,
those ships. If we take that $56.8 billion
that this will amount to over 5 years,
much of which will be the shifting of
this burden from the private sector to
DOD, we may think we have served
that Guardsman very well in one way,
but we will disserve him in another
way because he will not have the best
equipment.

Let me get to the issue at hand. We
have a $500 billion bill which provides
the tools to get the job done in this
war against terror. The war really
started when Todd Beamer, when that
United flight was over Pennsylvania
and he took on the terrorists and the
last words we heard from him were,
Let’s roll. Let’s roll echoed across the
mountains of Afghanistan, through
those dark canyons and those caves,
across the sands of Iraq; and right now
it is being carried in units like the 10th
Mountain Division, the First Marine
Division out to the western AO in Iraaq,
the First Armored Division in Bagh-
dad, and all those great Guardsmen and
Reservists who are fighting in this war
against terror. We have provided in
this bill the tools to get the job done.

Let us pass this bill. Let’s roll.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi.
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair

Mr.
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will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum
time for any electronic vote on the
question of passage.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 211, noes 218,
not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 221]

AYES—211

Abercrombie Green, Al Oberstar
Ackerman Green, Gene Obey
Allen Grijalva Olver
Andrews Gutierrez Ortiz
Baca Harman Owens
Baird Hastings (FL) Pallone
Baldwin Herseth Pascrell
Barrow Higgins Pastor
Bean Hinchey Paul
Becerra Hinojosa Payne
Berkley Holden Pelosi
Berman Holt Peterson (MN)
Berry Honda Pomeroy
B@shop (GA) Hooley Price (NC)
Bishop (NY) Hoyer Rahall
Blumenauer Inslee Ramstad
Boren Israel Rangel
Boswell Jackson (IL) Reyes
Boucher Jackson-Lee RosS
Boyd (TX) Rothman
Brady (PA) Jefferson Roybal-Allard
Brown (OH) ) Johnson, E. B. Ruppersberger
Brown, Corrine Jones (NC) Rush
Brown—Walte, Jongs (OH) Ryan (OH)

Ginny Kanjorski Sabo
Butterfield Kaptur Salazar
Capps Kennedy (RI) Sanchez, Linda
Capuano Kildee T. ’
Cardin Kilpatrick (MI) Sanchez. Loretta
Cardoza Kind ’
Carnahan Kucinich Sanders

N Schakowsky
Carson Langevin R
Case Lantos gcgg;rm (PA)
Chandler Larsen (WA) oot @
Clay Larson (CT) Scott (VA)
Cleaver Latham Serranc
Clyburn Leach Shays
Conyers Lee Shegman
Cooper Levin Skelt
Costa Lewis (GA) S hter
Costello Lipinski Slaughter
Cramer Lofgren, Zoe Smith (WA)
Crowley Lowey Snyder
Cuellar Lynch Solis
Cummings Maloney Spratt
Davis (AL) Markey Stark
Davis (CA) Marshall Strickland
Davis (FL) Matheson Stupak
Davis (IL) Matsui Tanner
Davis (TN) McCarthy Tauscher
DeFazio McCollum (MN) ~ Taylor (MS)
DeGette McDermott Thompson (CA)
Delahunt McGovern Thompson (MS)
DeLauro Mclntyre Tierney
Dicks McKinney Towns
Dingell McNulty Udall (CO)
Doggett Meehan Udall (NM)
Doyle Meek (FL) Van Hollen
Edwards Meeks (NY) Velazquez
Emanuel Melancon Visclosky
Engel Menendez Wasserman
Eshoo Michaud Schultz
Etheridge Miller (NC) Waters
Evans Miller, George Watson
Farr Mollohan Watt
Fattah Moore (KS) Waxman
Filner Moore (WI) Weiner
Ford Moran (VA) Wexler
Frank (MA) Murtha Wilson (NM)
Gonzalez Nadler Woolsey
Goode Napolitano Wu
Gordon Neal (MA) Wynn
NOES—218

Aderholt Blunt Camp
Akin Boehlert Cannon
Alexander Boehner Cantor
Bachus Bonilla Capito
Baker Bonner Carter
Barrett (SC) Bono Castle
Bartlett (MD) Boozman Chabot
Barton (TX) Boustany Chocola
Bass Bradley (NH) Coble
Beauprez Brady (TX) Cole (OK)
Biggert Burgess Conaway
Bilirakis Burton (IN) Cox
Bishop (UT) Buyer Crenshaw
Blackburn Calvert Cubin
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Culberson Jindal Pombo
Cunningham Johnson (CT) Porter
Davis (KY) Johnson (IL) Price (GA)
Davis, Jo Ann Johnson, Sam Pryce (OH)
Davis, Tom Keller Putnam
Deal (GA) Kelly Radanovich
DeLay Kennedy (MN) Regula
Dent King (IA) Rehberg
Diaz-Balart, L. King (NY) Reichert
Diaz-Balart, M. Kingston Renzi
Doolittle Kirk Reynolds
Drake Kline Rogers (AL)
Dreier Knollenberg Rogers (KY)
Duncan Kolbe Rogers (MI)
Ehlers Kuhl (NY) Rohrabacher
English (PA) LaHood Ros-Lehtinen
Everett LaTourette Royce
Feeney Lewis (CA) Ryan (WI)
Ferguson Lewis (KY) Ryun (KS)
Fitzpatrick (PA) Linder Saxton
Flake LoBiondo Schwarz (MI)
Foley Lucas Sensenbrenner
Forbes Lungren, Daniel Sessions
Fortenberry E. Shadegg
Fossella Mack Shaw
Foxx Manzullo Sherwood
Franks (AZ) Marchant Shimkus
Frelinghuysen McCaul (TX) Shuster
Gallegly McCotter Simmons
Garrett (NJ) McCrery Simpson
Gerlach McHenry Smith (NJ)
Gibbons McHugh Smith (TX)
Gilchrest McKeon Sodrel
Gillmor McMorris Souder
Gingrey Mica Stearns
Gohmert Miller (FL) Sullivan
Goodlatte Miller (MI) Sweeney
Granger Miller, Gary Tancredo
Graves Moran (KS) Taylor (NC)
Green (WI) Murphy Terry
Gutknecht Musgrave Thomas
Hall Myrick Thornberry
Harris Neugebauer Tiahrt
Hart Ney Tiberi
Hayes Northup Turner
Hayworth Norwood Upton
Hefley Nunes Walden (OR)
Hensarling Nussle Walsh
Herger Osborne Wamp
Hobson Otter Weldon (FL)
Hoekstra Oxley Weldon (PA)
Hostettler Pearce Weller
Hulshof Pence Westmoreland
Hunter Peterson (PA) Whitfield
Hyde Petri Wicker
Inglis (SC) Pickering Wilson (SC)
Issa Pitts Wolf
Istook Platts Young (AK)
Jenkins Poe Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—4
Brown (SC) Hastings (WA) Millender-
Emerson McDonald
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Mr. WHITFIELD changed his vote
from ‘‘aye’ to ‘“‘no.”

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHOOD). The question is on the pas-
sage of the bill.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 390, nays 39,
not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 222]

This

YEAS—390
Abercrombie Allen Baker
Ackerman Andrews Barrett (SC)
Aderholt Baca Barrow
Akin Bachus Bartlett (MD)
Alexander Baird Barton (TX)

Bass
Bean
Beauprez
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boustany
Boyd
Bradley (NH)
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (OH)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cannon
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson
Carter
Case
Castle
Chabot
Chandler
Chocola
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Cole (OK)
Conaway
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Cox
Cramer
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cubin
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Cunningham
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (FL)
Dayvis (KY)
Davis (TN)
Dayvis, Jo Ann
Davis, Tom
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DeLay
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doolittle
Doyle
Drake
Dreier
Edwards
Ehlers
Emanuel
Engel
English (PA)
Eshoo

Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Farr
Fattah
Feeney
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick (PA)
Flake
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fortenberry
Fossella
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Gordon
Granger
Graves
Green (WI)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Gutknecht
Hall
Harman
Harris
Hart
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth
Higgins
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Istook
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
Jindal
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kildee
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Levin
Lewis (CA)
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Lewis (KY)

Linder

Lipinski

LoBiondo

Lofgren, Zoe

Lowey

Lucas

Lungren, Daniel
E

Lynch
Mack
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Menendez
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy
Murtha
Musgrave
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nunes
Nussle
Obey

Ortiz
Osborne
Otter

Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts

Poe

Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
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Roybal-Allard Simpson Turner
Royce Skelton Udall (CO)
Ruppersberger Slaughter Udall (NM)
Ryan (OH) Smith (NJ) Upton
Ryan (WI) Smith (TX) Van Hollen
Ryun (KS) Smith (WA) Visclosky
Sabo Snyder Walden (OR)
Salazar Sodrel Walsh
Sanchez, Linda Souder Wamp

T. Spratt Wasserman
Sanchez, Loretta Stearns Schultz
Sanders Strickland Watson
Saxton Stupak Waxman
Schiff Sullivan Weiner
Schwartz (PA) Sweeney Weldon (FL)
Schwarz (MI) Tancredo
Scott (GA) Tanner Weldon (PA)
Scott (VA) Tauscher Weller
Sensenbrenner Taylor (MS) Westmoreland
Sessions Taylor (NC) Wexler
Shadegg Terry Whitfield
Shaw Thomas Wicker
Shays Thompson (CA) Wilson (NM)
Sherman Thompson (MS) Wilson (SC)
Sherwood Thornberry Wolf
Shimkus Tiahrt Wynn
Shuster Tiberi Young (AK)
Simmons Towns Young (FL)

NAYS—39

Baldwin Jones (OH) Payne
Blumenauer Kilpatrick (MI) Rangel
Conyers Kucinich Rush
Davis (IL) Lee Schakowsky
Delahunt Lewis (GA) Serrano
Duncan McDermott Solis
Filner McGovern Stark
Frank (MA) McKinney Tierney
Grijalva Moore (WI) Velazquez
Gutierrez Oberstar Waters
Hastings (FL) Olver Watt
Hinchey Owens Woolsey
Jackson (IL) Paul Wu

NOT VOTING—4

Brown (SC) Hastings (WA)

Emerson

Millender-
McDonald
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So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHoOD). Without objection, the com-
mittee amendment to the title is
adopted.

There was no objection.

The text of the committee amend-
ment to the title is as follows:

Amend the title so as to read: ‘A bill
to authorize appropriations for fiscal
year 2006 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military
construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

EXPRESSION OF THANKS TO
ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE
STAFF

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

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, let me
extend my thanks, and I know on the
other side of the aisle the leadership
and membership extend their thanks,
to all of our great staff people who did
such a wonderful job putting this bill
together and bringing it to the House
floor. We appreciate them.
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