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Providing loan relief for legal aid attorneys is
crucial. Legal Aid attorneys protect the safety,
security, and health of low-income citizens na-
tionwide. Support for such programs not only
provides relief for prospective legal aid attor-
neys but also for the most vulnerable mem-
bers of our population. Such programs are
available for Federal prosecutors and other
Federal employees. But, for the legal aid attor-
neys—who have the lowest incomes—there
currently is not enough access to loan repay-
ment programs. We must ensure that legal aid
attorneys receive the financial incentives they
need to commit to a career in legal aid.

Without such incentive as loan relief, the
legal aid field will continue to fall far short of
the mark to meet the needs and demands of
requests for legal assistance. Despite the im-
portance of the services legal aid lawyers pro-
vide, almost half of the eligible people seeking
assistance from Legal Aid are being turned
away because of a lack of resources. As law
school tuition has skyrocketed, so has a
young lawyer's debt. A recent survey found
that with median law school debt at $70,000
with an additional $16,000 in undergraduate
debt, over 65 percent of new law school grad-
uates were prevented from even considering a
public service career.

Given the financial realities, individuals who
take positions with legal aid often leave after
two or three years. One Midwestern program
cited a turnover rate of 60 percent over a two
year period, with an average tenure for new
attorneys of 17 months. Many of these young
attorneys leave at a time when they have just
develop necessary experience, creating a re-
volving door of inexperienced lawyers. This
turnover dramatically decreases the efficiency
of the program and the vital services it pro-
vides. Such a bill would allow young lawyers
to choose a career in public service without
having to bear the heavy burden of law school
debt on their own.

Madam Speaker, whether legal aid attor-
neys, prosecutors or public defenders, public
service attorneys must be given some com-
parable incentive to choose a career in public
service instead of a career in the higher-pay-
ing private sector arena. One of the primary
reasons for the recruiting difficulty of the ad-
ministration of the criminal justice system is
that huge amounts of student debt have pulled
students in the opposite direction of public
service careers such as those of prosecutors
and defenders. Why? We all know that no one
is going to get rich going into service careers
such as teachers, social workers, and pros-
ecutors and public defenders especially when
they are starting out with enormous student
loan obligations. That is why we must give
those who wish to serve in public service ca-
reers incentive such as loan forgiveness so
that they will not forgo service careers simply
because they are buried in mounds of student
loans.

H.R. 916, which authorizes $25 million in
appropriations for FYO08, establishes a pro-
gram of student loan repayment for borrowers
who agree to remain employed, for at least 3
years, as State or local criminal prosecutors or
as State, local or Federal public defenders in
criminal cases (note that Federal prosecutors
are already eligible for loan relief through ex-
isting Federal programs). The 3 year period is
comparable to other loan forgiveness pro-
grams.

Other important aspects of the bill include:
allowing eligible attorneys to receive student
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loan debt repayments of up to $10,000 per
year, with a maximum aggregate over time of
$60,000; covering student loans made, in-
sured or guaranteed under the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965, including consolidation
loans; providing that repayments benefits be
made available to eligible attorneys on a first-
come, first served basis, subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations; and permitting attor-
neys to enter into additional loan repayment
agreements, after the required 3-year period,
for additional periods of service. The bill also
sets safeguards to ensure loan forgiveness
participants satisfy their commitments by re-
quiring attorneys to repay the Government if
they do not complete their required period of
service.

Madam Speaker, this bill has bipartisan sup-
port as well as wide support in the legal com-
munity. H.R. 916 is supported by the Amer-
ican Bar Association, the National District At-
torneys Association, the National Association
of Prosecutor Coordinators, the National Legal
Aid and Defender Association and the Na-
tional Association of Criminal Defense Law-
yers.

Madam Speaker, | strongly support this bill
and urge my colleagues to support this bill.

Mr. FORBES. Madam Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
CONYERS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 916, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this question will be
postponed.

———

RECOGNIZING NATIONAL FOSTER
CARE MONTH

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 263) recognizing
National Foster Care Month as an op-
portunity for Congress to improve the
foster care system throughout the
United States, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 263

Whereas National Foster Care Month pro-
vides an opportunity to recognize the impor-
tant role that the foster care system plays in
the lives of the more than 500,000 children
currently in foster care programs through-
out the United States;

Whereas National Foster Care Month also
provides an opportunity to explore the dif-
ficulties faced by children in the foster care
system and to reaffirm the Nation’s commit-
ment to improving the lives of these children
by improving foster care programs;

Whereas many children in the foster care
system have spent multiple years in foster
care programs and have experienced an un-
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stable home life due to frequent moves from
one foster home to another;

Whereas approximately 50 percent of foster
care children have been placed in foster care
programs for longer than 1 year;

Whereas 25 percent of foster care children
have been placed in foster care programs for
at least 3 years;

Whereas children in foster care programs
for longer periods of time often experience
worse outcomes than children in foster care
programs for shorter periods of time;

Whereas children in foster care programs
are more likely than the general population
to become teen parents, to rely on public as-
sistance as adults, to become homeless, and
to experience mental health disorders at a
higher rate;

Whereas repeated studies have shown that
a child’s very early years are critical for
brain development, meaning that it is ex-
tremely important to find suitable perma-
nent homes for children during this critical
period;

Whereas there are 119,000 children eligible
for adoption every year and less than half of
the children in foster care programs actually
get adopted;

Whereas a stable home is critical to a
child’s development; and

Whereas every child deserves to be raised
by a loving family: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That in recognition of National
Foster Care Month and in order to improve
the foster care system throughout the
United States, it is the sense of the House of
Representatives that Congress should ensure
that improving the foster care system re-
mains a top priority for both Congress and
the Nation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT) and the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Madam Speaker,
the month of May marks National Fos-
ter Care Month. The foster care system
provides a safe sanctuary for children
who are unable to live safely in their
homes.

Its primary goal is to ensure their
safety and well-being by providing
them with critical services and work-
ing to find a safe and loving and perma-
nent home. Over 500,000 American chil-
dren are in the foster care system on
any given day with over 100,000 of these
children waiting to be adopted. They
need our help, and I believe this is one
place where every Member of the House
can come together as one, committed
to protecting these innocent children.

This morning, we, Mr. WELLER and I,
had a hearing in the Ways and Means
Subcommittee on Income Security and
Family Support to review the changes
and the challenges that child welfare
agencies encounter in achieving posi-
tive outcomes for children and families
under their service.

The hearing identified a number of
areas that need to be improved to
strengthen children and families,
which I am committed to addressing.
The hearing also highlighted the com-
mitment of some of our most selfless
Americans on behalf of some of our
most vulnerable children. Millions of
Americans serve as foster parents, and,
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in doing so, have unselfishly opened
their homes and their lives to children
in need. These families are to be com-
mended for working cooperatively with
human service agencies and biological
parents to strengthen the lives of these
foster children.

We should also recognize the work of
dedicated case workers, juvenile court
justices, physicians and the advocates
who have committed their lives to en-
suring the safety and well-being of our
most vulnerable children. These tire-
less workers should be commended for
their work on behalf of children and
families in crisis.

I ask my colleagues to join me in rec-
ognizing May 2007 as National Foster
Care Month and commending the dedi-
cation of foster parents, case workers,
judges, service providers and advocates
for their commitment to our Nation’s
most vulnerable children.
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Madam Speaker, I would now ask
unanimous consent to allow Represent-
ative CARDOZA of California, who is the
author of this resolution and a staunch
advocate for improving the well-being
of children in foster care, and actually
an adoptive parent of a couple of kids
from foster care, so he’s done it at
every level, to control the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, I'd
like to allow Mr. WELLER to speak
next.

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Madam
Speaker, I rise in support of H. Res. 263,
as amended, recognizing National Fos-
ter Care Month.

We’re here today to discuss foster
care, starting with recognizing the
thousands of foster parents who step in
to care for so many vulnerable young
people across America. It is right to
celebrate the efforts of foster parents
who step in to keep children safe.

In addition to these individuals,
thousands of local organizations, with
both public and private sector employ-
ees and volunteers, are also active in
foster care.

In the congressional district that I
represent, one good example of a trust-
ed foster care organization is Baby
Fold, and Baby Fold is a multi-service
family support agency that has served
the Bloomington-Normal region in cen-
tral Illinois for over a century.

Today the Baby Fold specializes in
residential, educational, therapeutic,
adoption, foster care, pregnancy coun-
seling and family support prevention
services for children and their families.

Many similar groups provide similar
services in every congressional district
in America. These organizations and
dedicated individuals, supported by pri-
vate donations and over $23 billion in
taxpayer funds each year, help children
and families lead safe and productive
lives. Today we thank each of them
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and all of them for their efforts and
dedication.

Yet, despite such dedicated efforts,
we also know a lot more work is needed
to ensure that all children are ade-
quately protected from abuse and ne-
glect.

I have a longstanding interest in
training of child welfare workers.
Today I am reintroducing legislation I
have authored in prior Congresses de-
signed to address a glaring flaw in cur-
rent rules by ensuring all child care
workers, whether they work for a pub-
lic agency or a private agency, have ac-
cess to the same training needed to
protect children.

Take Will County Catholic Charities,
which helps protect over 300 children in
foster care in the congressional district
I represent. There’s simply no reason
why a caseworker with Will County
Catholic Charities should have less ac-
cess to training than an equally dedi-
cated caseworker who happens to be a
public employee. Yet, that is what cur-
rent Federal rules promote, and we
should fix this.

We also need to do more to ensure
that each and every child involved with
the child welfare system is safe. Too
often that is not the case. The Sub-
committee on Income Security and
Family Support, on which I serve as
ranking member, held a hearing on
these challenges earlier today. We fo-
cused on areas like Clark County, Ne-
vada, which is home to Las Vegas. A
series of child deaths in Clark County
has proven the risks for children when
foster care and child protection sys-
tems fail to protect them.

As an August 5, 2006 article in the
Las Vegas Review Journal put it,
“Since 2002, at least 79 children have
died of abuse or neglect at the hands of
their parents, foster parents or other
caregivers while under the watch of the
Clark County Department of Family
Services.”

As troubling as that is, the response
of local officials has only made matters
worse. ‘“‘For years, the county child
welfare system has continuously avoid-
ed scrutiny by hiding behind a veil of
confidentiality meant to protect chil-
dren and families, but which the coun-
ty has used to shield itself from over-
sight and criticism.”

This sad trail of facts was supported
by testimony we received today from
Ed Cotton, who has broad experience in
child welfare programs in my home
State of Illinois, as well as New Jersey
and Nevada. Most recently Mr. Cotton
conducted a top-to-bottom review of
Clark County, Nevada’s child welfare
program in the wake of tragedies there.
And the evidence shows that Clark
County is a case study of what happens
when there’s no oversight from those
administering the program, and clearly
is a national embarrassment and a dis-
grace because Federal funds were in-
volved.

As Mr. Cotton testified, in Clark
County and too many other places, this
system has a very long way to go to en-
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sure that all children are adequately
protected.

Madam Speaker, in contrast with the
Clark County tragedies, some areas
have shown progress, but they’re all
too rare. Recent positive examples in-
clude my home State of Illinois.

Starting under the leadership of
former Governor Jim Edgar in the late
1990s, the entire child welfare system
in Illinois has undergone remarkable
changes, resulting in there being 16,272
children today in foster care, or in Jan-
uary of 2007 that number, down from
28,202 children in September of 2001.

New York City, under the leadership
of Mayor Rudy Giuliani, also made
changes that were positive, dramati-
cally reducing the number of children
who need foster care.

Many experts think we should build
on this success and do better when it
comes to targeting efforts to prevent
abuse and neglect from occurring in
the first place. That would result in
fewer children needing foster care,
tracking the Illinois and New York
City experiences, and that would free
more resources to ensure the safety,
permanency and well-being of those
children who do not need to be placed
in foster care. Both goals are critical,
better prevention and better oversight.

In 2006, Congress took some modest
steps in the right direction by tar-
geting more funds for child abuse pre-
vention and holding States more ac-
countable for results. So there is in-
creasing recognition of the steps need-
ed to turn this program around.

In the meantime, we will certainly
need the continuing involvement and
support of tens of thousands of foster
parents. We owe them, and especially
the children they protect each and
every day, our continued full support.

I urge bipartisan support for this res-
olution.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of House Resolution 263, a resolu-
tion recognizing May, this month, as
the National Foster Care Month.

I want to begin my statement today
by thanking subcommittee chairman,
Mr. MCDERMOTT from Washington, for
his outstanding support and work with
us to bring this resolution to the floor.
Chairman MCDERMOTT has dedicated
virtually his entire life to the work of
helping children that have been dis-
advantaged, and he deserves great
praise and thanks for the hard work he
continues to do in this Congress.

I also want to recognize Mr. WELLER
for cooperating with us today in bring-
ing this resolution to the floor, and
also for his thoughtful comments that
he just prepared.

However, this resolution has a long
and tortuous path to reaching the floor
today. My staff’s been working tire-
lessly with both the majority and the
minority staffs of the Ways and Means
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and Judiciary Committees. Before this
bill was able to reach the floor under
suspension, I was forced to make sub-
stantive changes which severely, in my
opinion, gut the force of this resolu-
tion.

Specifically, my original resolution,
drawing upon the recommendations of
the respected Pew Charitable Trust,
made clear that we need more funds for
the CASA Program, that we need more
funds to better ensure that we have
trained personnel working with foster
children, and that we provide more re-
sources to State agencies that deal
with foster children.

In the interest of comity, I was
forced to withdraw all these rec-
ommendations. Unfortunately, while of
course I still support the thrust of the
current resolution, without sufficient
resources we will never fully tackle
this problem.

I'd also like to just point out, and it’s
important history for us all to remem-
ber, that in the previous majority in
the last Congress, we took, in my
mind, unconscionable measures to re-
duce the funding to foster children.

On February 8, 2006, President Bush
signed the Deficit Reduction Act of
2005. The CBO estimates that this
measure cut funds of $1.3 billion over 10
years to foster care and $2.1 billion
over 10 years to Medicaid that would
affect these children.

I stood up on the House floor on that
day in December when it was being de-
bated in this institution and fought
against those cuts. I, at that time,
called it ‘‘Scroogenomics,” because we
were cutting the money for foster kids
right before the Christmas holiday.
And those concerns went for nought.
The bill was passed anyway and signed
into law, and foster kids continue to
suffer because of that act.

I won’t belabor the point too much at
this point because I really want to
focus on the needs today. But, Madam
Speaker, I speak passionately about
foster children because I have a very
personal interest in this issue. Seven
years ago I adopted two foster children.
In fact, Madam Speaker, as an aside,
I'm doing this resolution because they
asked me to do it today.

Since then, I have advocated on their
behalf and on the behalf of the adop-
tion of foster children in the California
State Assembly and now here in Con-
gress.

The need is tremendous and the sta-
tistics are sobering. It is estimated
that there are 800,000 children in foster
care at some point during any given
year. Moreover, children of color are
disproportionately represented in fos-
ter care. African American children
make up about 16 percent of the Na-
tion’s children, but make up 35 percent
of the children in foster care. These
children enter foster care at higher
rates and remain in care longer, for
longer periods than white children.

Too many children in foster care sit
waiting for permanent families. There
are about 118,000 children in foster care
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waiting to be adopted, and numerous
barriers keep them in limbo. Children
often bounce from one system to an-
other, from child welfare to juvenile
justice to mental health as their needs
intensify.

Each year, about 20,000 children age
out of the foster care system without
ever being adopted, placed with grand-
parents or any other supportive adult.
Oftentimes, these children have no con-
nection whatsoever to any adult.

Several studies released in 2005 docu-
mented the special challenges facing
these youths, especially in the area of
mental health, education and employ-
ment. They are especially poorly pre-
pared to be self-sufficient young adults.

These children are waiting. Speaking
from personal experience, there is no
greater joy in life than helping a child.
My wife and I can attest to this every
day.

Every child, no matter what their
situation that they may be born to, de-
serves a chance to be raised in a stable
and loving home. Innocent children
should not be forced to bear the mis-
takes of their parents. We have a moral
obligation to ensure that these chil-
dren, no matter what background they
come from, have a shot that is equal to
the shot that every American has to
the American dream.

This is a big problem that will re-
quire bold solutions. In order to save
the next generation of children, we
must rededicate ourselves to their wel-
fare and to pledge to do whatever is
necessary to nurture and protect them.

This resolution, by highlighting at-
tention to their problems, is a nec-
essary first step. But, Madam Speaker,
other dramatic actions need to be
taken. That is why I have introduced
legislation to expand Medicaid cov-
erage to children who age out of the
foster care system, and I’'m considering
legislation to ensure that every foster
child has a CASA representative, a
court-appointed special advocate, the
same type of court-appointed special
advocate that saved my children.

These are urgent problems. They re-
quire bold solutions. I urge my col-
leagues to support this resolution.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on the subject of the bill under
consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Madam
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
our time.

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, I
want to thank my colleague, Mr.
WELLER. I know he cares passionately
about these children, and while we
sometimes disagree on the specifics, I

May 15, 2007

know that all Members in this institu-
tion care passionately about foster
children.

But the time to act is now. We need
to do more to work on behalf of these
children to eliminate the barriers that
prohibit them from leading positive
lives in society.

We must extend health care coverage
to these young people until the age of
21. It’s currently a voluntary program.
Thirty-three States in this country do
not offer health care all the way to the
age of majority. We must, in fact, do
more. And it is imperative. And frank-
ly, if we can keep these young people
out of a life of crime, out of falling into
trouble, assisting them into becoming
productive citizens, instead of the cur-
rent situation where nearly 50 percent
of children who age out of the foster
care system end up homeless after 1
year, we can do better for our citizens
and we can, frankly, probably save
money to the taxpayers of the United
States.

So, Madam Speaker, I urge adoption
of this resolution. I urge my colleagues
here today within earshot of my voice
to redouble their efforts in helping this
population of our citizenry that has be-
come disadvantaged.

Mr. STARK. Madam Speaker, | rise today in
recognition of National Foster Care Month.
Our child welfare system faces severe chal-
lenges and this month provides Congress with
the opportunity to make needed reforms.

Our society has an obligation to ensure that
all children are raised in safe and loving envi-
ronments. For the 500,000 children in foster
care, the State is responsible for providing a
stable home, through reunification with their
families, permanent placements, or adoption.
Tragically, we are not doing a very good job.
Half of all foster children have been in care for
more than a year. A quarter have been in the
system for more than 3 years. For foster chil-
dren that remain in the system and “age out”
with no family supports, the future is not very
bright. For those children, the odds are that
they will end up in jail, homeless, or reliant on
public assistance.

The problems that plague our child welfare
system are largely the result of poor Federal
and State policy decisions. Luckily, we have
the power to reform those policies and directly
affect the lives of the hundreds of thousands
of children who are counting on us to do the
right thing.

There are very concrete steps we can take
to improve the foster care system. Congress
should reform the financing system to make
sure that we provide support for every foster
child. Currently, the Federal Government sup-
ports less than 50 percent of children in care.
We can also take steps to improve the child
welfare workforce and reduce the number of
cases those workers have to handle. A Fed-
eral ceiling for the number of cases a worker
can handle should be established so that chil-
dren get the attention needed to keep them
safe. In addition, we have to provide better
services to the estimated 25,000 children who
leave care each year when they turn 18. All of
these children should maintain Medicaid eligi-
bility until they are 21 and we should invest
further in training, education, and housing as-
sistance for these children.
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The resolution before us (H. Res. 263) can
serve as a stepping stone for real action to
protect our children and help them flourish. |
am proud to support it.

0O 1145

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
McDERMOTT) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 263, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion, as amended, was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
COPS IMPROVEMENTS ACT OF 2007

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1700) to amend the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of
1968 to enhance the COPS ON THE
BEAT grant program, and for other
purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1700

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 “COPS Improve-
ments Act of 2007°.

SEC. 2. COPS GRANT IMPROVEMENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1701 of the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42
U.S.C. 3796dd) is amended—

(1) by amending subsection (a) to read as fol-
lows:

“(a) GRANT AUTHORIZATION.—The Attorney
General shall carry out grant programs under
which the Attorney General makes grants to
States, units of local government, Indian tribal
governments, other public and private entities,
multi-jurisdictional or regional consortia, and
individuals for the purposes described in sub-
sections (b), (c), (d), and (e).”’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) by striking the subsection heading text
and inserting ‘‘COMMUNITY POLICING AND CRIME
PREVENTION GRANTS’;

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking , to increase
the number of officers deployed in community-
oriented policing’’;

(C) by amending paragraph (4) to read as fol-
lows:

‘““(4) award grants to pay for or train officers
hired to perform intelligence, anti-terror, or
homeland security duties;’’;

(D) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-
lowing:

“(5) award grants to hire school resource offi-
cers and to establish school-based partnerships
between local law enforcement agencies and
local school systems to combat crime, gangs,
drug activities, and other problems in and
around elementary and secondary schools;”’;

(E) by striking paragraph (9);

(F) by redesignating paragraphs (10) through
(12) as paragraphs (9) through (11), respectively;

(G) by striking paragraph (13);

(H) by redesignating paragraphs (14) through
(17) as paragraphs (12) through (15), respec-
tively;

(1) in paragraph (14), as so redesignated, by
striking “‘and’’ at the end;

(J) in paragraph (15), as so redesignated, by
striking the period at the end and inserting a
semicolon; and
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(K) by adding at the end the following:

““(16) establish and implement innovative pro-
grams to reduce and prevent illegal drug manu-
facturing, distribution, and use, including the
manufacturing, distribution, and use of meth-
amphetamine;

““(17) establish criminal gang enforcement task
forces, consisting of members of Federal, State,
and local law enforcement authorities (includ-
ing Federal, State, and local prosecutors), for
the coordinated investigation, disruption, ap-
prehension, and prosecution of criminal gangs
and offenders involved in local or multi-jurisdic-
tional gang activities; and

“(18) award enhancing community policing
and crime prevention grants that meet emerging
law enforcement needs, as warranted.’’;

(3) by striking subsection (c);

(4) by striking subsections (h) and (i);

(5) by redesignating subsections (d) through
(g) as subsections (f) through (i), respectively;

(6) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing:

“(c) TROOPS-TO-COPS PROGRAMS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Grants made under sub-
section (a) may be used to hire former members
of the Armed Forces to serve as career law en-
forcement officers for deployment in community-
oriented policing, particularly in communities
that are adversely affected by a recent military
base closing.

““(2) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, ‘former
member of the Armed Forces’ means a member of
the Armed Forces of the United States who has
been honorably discharged from the Armed
Forces of the United States.

“(d) COMMUNITY PROSECUTORS PROGRAM.—
The Attorney General may make grants under
subsection (a) to pay for additional community
prosecuting programs, including programs that
assign prosecutors to—

‘(1) handle cases from specific geographic
areas; and

“(2) address counter-terrorism problems, spe-
cific violent crime problems (including intensive
illegal gang, gun, and drug enforcement and
quality of life initiatives), and localized violent
and other crime problems based on needs identi-
fied by local law enforcement agencies, commu-
nity organizations, and others.

““(e) TECHNOLOGY GRANTS.—The Attorney
General may make grants under subsection (a)
to develop and use new technologies (including
interoperable  communications  technologies,
modernized criminal record technology, and fo-
rensic technology) to assist State and local law
enforcement agencies in reorienting the empha-
sis of their activities from reacting to crime to
preventing crime and to train law enforcement
officers to use such technologies.’’;

(7) in subsection (f), as so redesignated—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘to States,
units of local government, Indian tribal govern-
ments, and to other public and private enti-
ties,’’;

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘define for
State and local governments, and other public
and private entities,”” and inserting ‘‘establish’’;

(C) in the first sentence of paragraph (3), by
inserting ‘‘(including regional community polic-
ing institutes)’’ after ‘‘training centers or facili-
ties”’; and

(D) by adding at the end the following:

“(4) ExcLUSIVITY.—The Office of Community
Oriented Policing Services shall be the exclusive
component of the Department of Justice to per-
form the functions and activities specified in
this paragraph.’’;

(8) in subsection (g), as so redesignated, by
striking ‘“‘may utilice any component’, and all
that follows and inserting ‘‘shall use the Office
of Community Oriented Policing Services of the
Department of Justice in carrying out this
part.”’;

(9) in subsection (h), as so redesignated—

(A) by striking ‘‘subsection (a)’’ the first place
that term appears and inserting ‘‘paragraphs (1)
and (2) of subsection (b)”’; and
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(B) by striking ‘“in each fiscal year pursuant
to subsection (a)’’ and inserting ‘‘in each fiscal
year for purposes described in paragraph (1)
and (2) of subsection (b)’’;

(10) in subsection (i), as so redesignated—

(A) by striking ‘‘the Federal share shall de-
crease from year to year for up to 5 years’” and
inserting ‘‘unless the Attorney General waives
the non-Federal contribution requirement as de-
scribed in the preceding sentence, the non-Fed-
eral share of the costs of hiring or rehiring such
officers may be less than 25 percent of such costs
for any year during the grant period, provided
that the non-Federal share of such costs shall
not be less than 25 percent in the aggregate for
the entire grant period, but the State or local
government should make an effort to increase
the non-Federal share of such costs during the
grant period’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following new
sentence: ‘“‘The preceding sentences shall not
apply with respect to any program, project, or
activity provided by a grant made pursuant to
subsection (b)(4).”’; and

(11) by adding at the end the following:

““(j) RETENTION OF ADDITIONAL OFFICER POSI-
TIONS.—For any grant under paragraph (1) or
(2) of subsection (b) for hiring or rehiring career
law enforcement officers, a grant recipient shall
retain each additional law enforcement officer
position created under that grant for mot less
than 12 months after the end of the period of
that grant, unless the Attorney General waives,
wholly or in part, the retention requirement of
a program, project, or activity.’’.

(b) APPLICATIONS.—Section 1702 of the Omni-
bus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968
(42 U.S.C. 3796dd-1) is amended—

(1) in subsection (c)—

(4) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), by
inserting ‘‘, unless waived by the Attorney Gen-
eral’” after “‘under this part shall’’; and

(B) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘share of the
cost” and all that follows and inserting ‘‘share
of the costs during the grant period, how the
applicant will maintain the increased hiring
level of the law enforcement officers, and how
the applicant will eventually assume responsi-
bility for all of the costs for such officers;”’; and

(2) by striking subsection (d).

(c) RENEWAL OF GRANTS.—Section 1703 of the
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of
1968 (42 U.S.C. 3796dd-2) is amended to read as
follows:

“SEC. 1703. RENEWAL OF GRANTS.

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
section (b), a grant made under this part may be
renewed, without limitations on the duration of
such renewal, to provide additional funds if the
Attorney General determines that the funds
made available to the recipient were used in a
manner required under an approved application
and if the recipient can demonstrate significant
progress in achieving the objectives of the initial
application.

““(b) GRANTS FOR HIRING.—Grants made under
this part for hiring or rehiring additional career
law enforcement officers may be renewed for up
to 5§ years, except that the Attorney General
may waive such 5-year limitation for good
cause.

‘““(c) NO COST EXTENSIONS.—Notwithstanding
subsections (a) and (b), the Attorney General
may extend a grant period, without limitations
as to the duration of such extension, to provide
additional time to complete the objectives of the
initial grant award.” .

(d) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—Section
1704 of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe
Streets Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 3796dd-3) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking ‘‘that would, in the absence of
Federal funds received under this part, be made
available from State or local sources’” and in-
serting ‘‘that the Attorney General determines
would, in the absence of Federal funds received
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