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military superiority this evening I
think for two essential reasons. The
first and most important one is the
quality of the young men and women
who volunteer to serve us. Without
question, that’s the most important
reason. But the second, I believe, is our
superiority in the air, our ability in
any corner of the globe to establish
dominance over the battle space by vir-
tue of the quality of our air assets.

The operability of those air assets, as
Mr. HUNTER just mentioned a few min-
utes ago, is at risk if we are dependent
upon one supply chain, one manufac-
turing process, one set of parts, and
one set of solutions to a problem. You
always want to have a plan B. This
would be a difficult call if having that
plan B operationally cost us more
money, but it isn’t a difficult call be-
cause the opposite is true. Having the
plan B, having the option, saves money
for the American taxpayer. The GAO
has estimated about $21 billion over
time because of the merits and benefits
of choice and competition.

We have two fine enterprises involved
with these engines, and I think what
we ought to do is create a system
where each flourishes, not because of
the benefits of the job creation that
will occur—although that’s certainly a
welcome benefit—but because oper-
ationally, this is the best way to sup-
port those who serve us. This is the
best way to avoid putting them at risk
because of operational defects and be-
cause the benefits and merits of com-
petition over time will reduce pressure
on our taxpayers to the tune of $21 bil-
lion.

I thank the Chair for his collegial
work on this subject, and I would urge
Members to defeat this amendment.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I move that the Committee do
now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON) having assumed the chair,
Mr. CONAWAY, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H.R. 1) making appropriations
for the Department of Defense and the
other departments and agencies of the
Government for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2011, and for other pur-
poses, had come to no resolution there-
on.

——————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
SENATE AMENDMENT TO H.R.
514, EXTENDING COUNTERTER-
RORISM AUTHORITIES

Mr. DREIER, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 112-14) on the resolution (H.
Res. 93) providing for consideration of
the Senate amendment to the bill (H.R.
514) to extend expiring provisions of
the USA PATRIOT Improvement and
Reauthorization Act of 2005 and Intel-
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ligence Reform and Terrorism Preven-
tion Act of 2004 relating to access to
business records, individual terrorists
as agents of foreign powers, and roving
wiretaps until December 8, 2011, which
was referred to the House Calendar and
ordered to be printed.

———————

FULL-YEAR CONTINUING
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2011

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 92 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 1.
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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
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
1) making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense and the other de-
partments and agencies of the Govern-
ment for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2011, and for other purposes,
with Mr. CONAWAY (Acting Chair) in
the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today,
amendment No. 2, offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. ROONEY), was
pending.

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. CHABOT. I rise in opposition to
the gentleman’s amendment.

Mr. Chairman, as we debate the fund-
ing of a competing engine for the Joint
Strike Fighter Program, there are a
few key points that we should keep in
mind.

First, competition has long been the
best way to control costs on large de-
fense programs, and competition is the
centerpiece of acquisition reform. By
funding competing engines for the
Joint Strike Fighter, we can save $21
billion. Let me repeat that, $21 billion
savings in taxpayer money over time
according to the Government Account-
ability Office.
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Beyond the GAO’s projections, our
recent history demonstrates that com-
petition also leads to a more efficient
process, quicker innovation, and better
contractor responsiveness. Recently,
the Quadrennial Defense Review Inde-
pendent Panel concluded, ‘‘History has
shown that the only reliable source of
price reduction through the life of a
program is competition between dual
sources.”” Additionally, the absence of
competition makes it harder to address
the issues that inevitably arise in con-
nection with sophisticated and critical
technology, such as jet engines.

Mr. Chairman, we are seeing such
issues on the lead engine for the Joint
Strike Fighter. Pratt & Whitney was
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designated to power the JSF aircraft
under the theory that it could effec-
tively derive an engine from its engine
for the F-22. Unfortunately, it wasn’t
as easy as they had anticipated. As a
result, the lead engine for the Joint
Strike Fighter is now billions of dol-
lars over budget and, worse, struggling
to perform the critical functional re-
quirements for the aircraft.

I quote directly from the GAO report
from March 2010: ‘“The Pratt engine is
now estimated to cost about $7.3 bil-
lion, a 50 percent increase over the
original contract award. The total pro-
jected cost increased $800 million in
2008. Engine development cost in-
creases primarily resulted from higher
costs for labor and materials, supplier
problems, and the rework needed to
correct deficiencies with an engine
blade during redesign. Engine test
problems have also slowed develop-
ment.”

The GAO further confirmed an addi-
tional total project cost increase of $1.2
billion in 2010 alone to cover higher
than expected engine costs, tooling,
and other items. And on February 11,
2011, yet another cost overrun on the
lead engine was announced, this time
totaling at least $1 billion, bringing
total cost overruns on the lead engine
to an astounding $3.5 billion today.

The Department of Defense says we
don’t need a second engine, but these
issues won’t fix themselves. Only com-
petition will help control costs and cre-
ate a better, more efficient process. I
ask you, How can we afford not to in-
vest in a competing engine? Bottom
line, having the engine makers fight
head-to-head will give us a far more ca-
pable, more cost effective Joint Strike
Fighter.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. COURTNEY. I move to strike the
last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Connecticut is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Chair, I rise in
support of the gentleman from Flor-
ida’s amendment. And as a fellow mem-
ber of the House Armed Services Com-
mittee, I just want to share at least
some of the ad nauseam length of input
that we have had at the Armed Serv-
ices Committee over the last 2 or 3
years talking about this issue.

We have had the benefit of hearing
from the warfighters, the heads of the
various branches that are dealing with
this program, whether it’s the Marines,
the Navy, the Air Force, and they have
repeatedly, over the last 2 or 3 years,
stated that there is no justification for
this wasteful spending which, again,
both the President and the Secretary
of Defense have also supported.

On the Seapower Subcommittee,
which I serve on, Admiral Roughead,
the CNO, head of the Navy, talked
about the disastrous operational im-
pact that having two engines would
have in terms of our aircraft carriers.
As he stated: ““One can look at a car-
rier and see a very large ship, but when
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that ship is deployed, we have things
packed in almost every nook and cran-
ny in order to provide that reliability
and responsiveness. So having to stock
two different types of engines is just
not practical for us.”

It would be totally unrealistic to
have a situation where the F-35B and
the F-35C, which are the planes which
will land on our aircraft carriers, have
to fly in with two separate engines
that would require two separate sys-
tems of maintenance and repair. And
the notion which was stated earlier by
one of the prior speakers that they are
somehow  interchangeable—well, if
we’re going to have interchangeability,
then we may as well just have one en-
gine system which is, in fact, what we
have today in terms of the F-18 Super
Hornets which land on aircraft carriers
every day of the year. It is one engine
supplier which provides the engines for
those Super Hornets, GE, and good for
them. And as Admiral Roughead said,
he really doesn’t care which engine it
is, but the Navy needs to have only one
system in order for them to be oper-
ational on the 11 aircraft carriers that
today make up a key component of our
national defense.

One person on the committee sort of
suggested the fact that, well, maybe a
way to solve that problem would be to
have GE aircraft carriers and Pratt &
Whitney aircraft carriers which, again,
kind of I think highlights the absurd-
ity of the notion that you are going to
have two separate engine systems on
these vessels on which every square
inch is precious.

Mr. Chair, we have heard a lot of talk
about competition. I’'m sure there is
going to be lots of rebuttal about the
fact that there was a competition
which led into the selection of the
Pratt & Whitney engine. But what I
would just end with is that competi-
tion is one thing; redundancy and
waste is another.

We do not have two of everything in
terms of our procurement systems. We
did not have two engines for
Blackhawk helicopters. We did not
have two engines for F-18s or our ships.
We don’t have two nuclear reactor sys-
tems for our submarines, for our air-
craft carriers. We don’t have two sepa-
rate engines for our destroyers.

The fact of the matter is you have to
make decisions sometimes in order to
achieve efficiency, and that’s where we
are today with the F-35 program. The
notion that we are going to add $3 bil-
lion to production costs by having a
separate alternate engine and all of the
rippling effects of operational head-
aches which Admiral Roughead elo-
quently described before the Armed
Services Committee is just not some-
thing that our military can afford
today.

We have reached a tipping point in
terms of our military budgets. We have
got to focus on effective, efficient use
of resources to help the warfighter and
to advance our national security. And
having a bloated, wasteful system of an
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alternate engine, which is the way The
Washington Post described this pro-
gram, is not the way to achieve that
goal.

I strongly support this amendment
and urge my colleagues to pass this
amendment for a cost-effective, effi-
cient use of our resources for our na-
tional defense.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Mr. Chair, I move to
strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Mr. Chair, I rise
today to strongly urge my colleagues
to vote ‘‘no” on this amendment. This
is the wrong way to go at our critical
hour of need. Congress has consistently
provided funding for the development
of the alternative engine because Con-
gress knows full well the benefits of
competition in weapons acquisition
and procurement.

Last session, we passed the Weapons
Systems Acquisition Reform Act of
2009, 411-0 in favor, and, in fact, our
Senate colleagues agreed with 95-0. If
there is such overwhelming bipartisan
agreement in both Chambers on the
need for competition in weapons sys-
tems acquisition, then why are we tak-
ing a vote to eliminate competition for
the propulsion system that is going to
power 95 percent of our tactical fighter
fleet over the next 40 years?

Section 202 of the Weapons Systems
Acquisition Reform Act clearly states,
“The Secretary of Defense shall ensure
that the acquisition strategy for each
major defense acquisition program in-
cludes measures to ensure competition
throughout the life cycle of such pro-
gram.”’

The Joint Strike Fighter is the De-
partment of Defense’s largest procure-
ment program. The Department of De-
fense plan calls for acquiring nearly
2,600 Joint Strike Fighters. Hundreds
of additional F-35s were expected to be
purchased by U.S. allies. If the propul-
sion system that powers nearly 3,000
tactical jet fighters is not a major de-
fense acquisition, then I'm not sure
what qualifies.

Passing this amendment will hand
Pratt & Whitney a $100 billion monop-
oly on a 30-year contract that has
never been competitively bid. Pro-
ponents of this amendment will argue
that Pratt & Whitney won the engine
competition when Lockheed was
awarded the contract to develop a
Joint Strike Fighter. Not so fast.

Last May, Mr. John Roth, from the
Office of the Under Secretary of De-
fense Comptroller, and Mr. Mike Sul-
livan, the Director of Acquisition and
Sourcing Management at the GAO,
both testified before the House Over-
sight and Government Reform’s Sub-
committee on National Security and
Foreign Affairs that the competition
was done at the contractor level and
that the engines were never actually
competed.

The point of all this, Mr. Chair, is
that the engine competition never oc-
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curred, and it is disingenuous to argue
that Pratt & Whitney has already won.
The fact is that providing funds for the
competitive alternate engine will ulti-
mately drive down costs, improve prod-
uct quality and contractor responsive-
ness, drive technological innovation,
and ensure that taxpayer dollars are
not wasted.
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History shows that competing en-
gines can result in significant long-
term savings. The ‘‘Great Engine War”’
saved the F16 program 21 percent in
overall costs according to the 2007 GAO
report. This represents $20 billion in
savings for the lifetime of the Joint
Strike Fighter Engine program.

Additionally, the alternative engine
team represented by GE and Rolls-
Royce offered the Department of De-
fense a fixed-priced contract. Their
offer saves $1 billion in the first 5 years
and puts cost overruns at the risk of
the contractor. This is an unprece-
dented move in major defense acquisi-
tion.

Finally, providing for a competitive
alternate engine will serve as a hedge
against operational risk and ensure
that a fighter that makes up 95 percent
of our tactical fleet is not grounded
due to engine failures.

Fully funding the alternative engine
is not only prudent risk management,
but an acknowledgment of the funda-
mental responsibility that Congress
has to protect and provide the most re-
liable equipment to our men and
women in uniform.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to vote ‘“‘no’” on this ill-guided amend-
ment. It will not save taxpayers money
in the long run. I'm not even sure it’s
really going to save them money in the
short run.

I yield back my time.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. I move
to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in support of the
amendment by ToM ROONEY of Florida.
Let me commend my colleague from
Florida, first and foremost, and those
that have joined him in this amend-
ment.

At the President’s State of the Union
message there was a symbolic gesture
in this Chamber for us to sit together,
and we did. And we talked about the
camaraderie and the need to reach out
and work together.

I applaud my colleague for his strong
stance and his willingness to work
bipartisanly to do what the Navy, the
Air Force, the Marines, the Secretary
of Defense, the Bush administration
and the Obama administration have
asked Congress to do: end this waste-
ful, duplicative spending.

There are new Members that have
come to Congress on both sides with
new zeal and the ability to perhaps
look outside the beltway at what peo-
ple have to experience on a regular
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basis, and they scratch their heads in
awe of what seems to be a common-
sense proposal by the Bush administra-
tion, by the Obama administration, by
the Air Force, by the Marines, and by
the Navy, and that’s to end this waste-
ful spending.

We’ve heard great talk about com-
petition. My God, I'm all for competi-
tion. I don’t think there isn’t a person
who isn’t for competition. Two engines,
why not three? Why not four? It would
be better overall for our industrial
base.

But the people on the committee
know the hard truth, as do all Ameri-
cans. We’ve seen it. I fault no one for
support of the interest of their State or
their district or their employees, but
let’s be honest about this. We’re going
to have to make priorities. I've wit-
nessed it in the C-17 and the F-22. And
there comes a time when you recognize
that we need these precious dollars.
There has to be cuts. Both sides have
acknowledged, and again I want to
compliment my colleagues on the
other side for the zeal that they have
come here with to say, listen, the Pen-
tagon isn’t sacrosanct either, and we
have to make these cuts.

And here’s the Secretary of Defense
pleading yesterday at a conference say-
ing, please, the Navy, the Marines, the
Air Force do not want this engine.

Look, competition is great, but let’s
look at some of the facts here that
have been cited as well. If you have 86
percent of the market currently, and
you’re seeking to get 92 percent of it,
where does competition lie? With a
company that has 86 percent? I don’t
think so.

And I think anyone who looks at this
from a commonsense perspective comes
to that understanding, comes to that
difficult decision that has to be made
with respect to the Nation’s deficit.

Now, Mr. ROONEY has proposed that
this money go directly into a lock box
to deal with the Nation’s deficit. There
are a lot of good proposals where to use
money, but that’s what he’s proposed. I
submit, as a Democrat who would like
to see the money going to COPS fund-
ing, to make sure that LIHEAP fund-
ing gets there, that these are the kinds
of compromises and decisions that we
have to make. And this is what’s right
for the country. We have to address
this deficit.

And if we have our leadership, the
Bush administration, and their Pen-
tagon, the Obama administration, you
heard JOE COURTNEY talk about Admi-
ral Roughead again saying today the
absurdity involved in this argument.

It doesn’t matter what company.
What matters is this country. I strong-
ly support his amendment.

Mr. DOLD. I move to strike the last
word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of the amendment. At
a time when we’re running at $1.48 tril-
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lion deficits, the President’s budget ac-
tually talks about a $1.6 trillion def-
icit. We’re looking at debts of $14 tril-
lion.

We have to tighten our belt. There is
no question about it. The American
public’s doing it. We’ve asked the
American families and businesses
across the land to tighten their belts in
order to get by. The Federal Govern-
ment should be no different.

Now, we are very strong on defense.
We want to make sure that those that
are in harm’s way have everything at
their disposal to make sure that they
can do the task that we’ve asked them
to do. This, however is the program
that the Department of Defense, the
Secretary of Defense has said we don’t
need it, we don’t want it. We need to
make sure that we are cutting back
across the board in terms of all dif-
ferent Departments. We need to go into
every single one and say, where are the
areas that we can cut back? Where is
there duplication? Where are there
areas that we can find that we don’t
need to spend today? This is a program
that will save the American taxpayer
$3 billion.

Now, we admit, competition is good.
But why not three engines? Why not
four engines? The reason why, as some-
one said, is we can’t afford it. We can’t
afford two right now. We want to make
sure that the engine that’s out there,
the one that has been awarded by the
Department of Defense, has the oppor-
tunity to move forward. It is the base
for the F-22. It certainly has proved
itself in terms of a base engine. They’re
making improvements, but this is an
engine that they’ve invested over 20,000
flight hours in. This is something that
is going to move forward. The question
is, are we going to fund an additional
engine?

I think that we need to talk about
saving dollars, saving $3 billion when
both the Bush administration, the cur-
rent administration right now, and the
Department of Defense, the Secretary
of Defense—and when was the last time
you heard any of the Secretaries advo-
cating that we don’t need this money?
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This is probably a very historic mo-
ment. They are absolutely, 100 percent
looking out for the safety of those that
wear the uniform.

I am going to urge my colleagues
that we have to step forward, we have
to cut back on areas, and this is an
area that the Secretary of Defense has
said we need to cut back on. I am going
to urge you to vote ‘‘yes’” in favor of
this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike the last
word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Connecticut is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I rise
in strong support of the amendment
from the gentleman from Florida.
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Cutting spending is not easy, but this
one should be. I think the gentleman
hit it right on the head. You are talk-
ing about the Department of Defense,
the Secretary of Defense, the Presi-
dent, the generals who command the
field all recommending against the de-
velopment of a second engine. We
should listen.

Now, we have heard a lot of discus-
sion tonight, as we have when we’ve de-
bated this issue in the past, about the
dual issues of both quality and cost.
But if this was really about the issues
of both quality and cost, then we
wouldn’t just be talking about building
a second engine. We would be talking
about building a second plane; we
would be talking about building a sec-
ond aircraft carrier.

But as Representative COURTNEY SO
eloquently stated, the reason that we
aren’t talking about competitive bid-
ding for a second plane, the reason why
we aren’t talking about two or three
different aircraft carriers is that our
generals, our military professionals
have told us over and over again that it
would be a tactical and operational
nightmare to have a diversity of oper-
ational platforms with respect to these
large operating systems.

This isn’t about quality in the end,
because the Army, the Navy, the Sec-
retary of Defense tell us that it’s not
about quality.

If this was really about quality and
cost, then we would have actual real
competition. But we’re not going to
have real actual competition. What we
know about these competitive bidding
arrangements is that there is an ex-
plicit or implicit floor in the amount of
business that you get. So whichever
one of these engines is the inferior en-
gine or the more costly engine is going
to, on average, get about 40 percent of
the business on an annual basis. That’s
not real competition.

If we want to talk about real com-
petition, then there has to be real win-
ners and losers here. That’s not what is
going on in the proposal before us. And
if this was really about quality and
cost, then we wouldn’t have two other
tactical aircraft programs that have a
single engine and also have a near spot-
less record of performance and cost
control.

We know how this works in other
major aircraft acquisition programs.
Single engines work. They have
worked.

I think in the end, though, this is
really just about who we listen to. I
have great respect for the Members of
this Congress who have served for
years on the Armed Services Com-
mittee; but I think that when we get
such unanimity of opinion, such uni-
formness of opinion from our military
generals, from the Department of De-
fense, and the men and women who are

going to be flying these planes, we
should listen.
We should listen because it’s the

right thing to do for them, and we
should listen because $3 billion isn’t
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easy to cut out of the budget. But it’s
a lot easier when we have the people
that are going to be handling the air-
craft and the equipment telling us it’s
the right thing to do. I rise in support
of the amendment.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to this amendment.

This amendment is contrary to the
interests of taxpayers and our mili-
tary. It is not a cost-saving amend-
ment. It is an anti-competition amend-
ment. Therefore, it will cost us more
money in the long run.

It is recognized that the Department
of Defense suffers from a lack of com-
petition and acquisition process. Sole-
source contracts already account for
$140 billion, or 38 percent, of the $366
billion that DOD spent on contracts in
fiscal year 2010.

We know from experience that com-
peting the engine on the F-35 is likely
to both save money and improve the
performance on both engines. It’s not
me saying that; the GAO and DOD’s
own internal studies have said it.

DOD says it will cost $2.9 billion to
develop an alternative engine, al-
though GAO says it may be much less.
The F-35 will cost about $100 billion.
GAQO’s analysis suggests a savings of
about 20 percent in procurement, with
an additional savings over the life
cycle of the programs. The alternative
engine would more than pay for itself
in future savings, even putting aside
the potential benefits in performance.

The power of our tactical Air Force
is utterly dependent on the success of
the F-35 program. The total cost is ap-
proaching $400 billion. The air frame
and the engine portions of the program
have been riddled with cost growth
throughout the development effort.

Are we to say that it is unreasonable
to spend $450 million to ensure that our
fighter pilots have the best aircraft and
the best engine possible? I'm convinced
that competition will make both en-
gine variants of the F-35 better.

And why do we think DOD can stand
on a principle that has been proven
over and over again in the market-
place? Competition leads to lower cost
and better performance. Our fighters
deserve this.

The DOD’s position against this en-
gine has been shown to be faulty on
analysis and driven only by short-term
budget considerations. The inde-
pendent QDR review panel last year
stated: ‘‘History has shown that the
only reliable source of price reduction
throughout the life of a program is
competition between dual sources.”’

This amendment ignores that his-
tory. It will not save money and risks
the combat effectiveness of our Air
Force. Mr. Speaker, I oppose the
amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oregon is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Only inside the Wash-
ington, D.C. beltway could we be hav-
ing this debate.

The taxpayers are demanding that we
tighten our belts and save money. The
Pentagon says, let’s go ahead with the
single engine procurement, which re-
sulted from a competition, which is a
quality engine.

Now, if that engine has problems,
someone at the Pentagon should be
fired. If there was problems with the
original competition, a lot of people at
the Pentagon should be fired. And
maybe we ought to look at overhauling
the procurement process.

But to say now, well, we've got a
good engine. They want a competition.
But we’ve got another company that
really wishes it had won the competi-
tion but didn’t win the competition,
and now they still want to build an en-
gine and the taxpayers should subsidize
it, Which is what this is all about. It
only costs $2.9 billion for them to de-
velop an alternative engine. Only $2.9
billion. Inside the Washington, D.C.
beltway that’s not real money.

I guess the joke is, inside the Wash-
ington, D.C. beltway, how many jet en-
gines does it take to fly a single engine
fighter? Now, most Americans would
think, well, that’s probably not a joke,
and it would be one. Right? No. It’s
two.

Now, if we need two on the ground,
maybe we need two in the air. Maybe
we ought to redesign the plane and put
two engines in the tail, one from one
company and one from the other. In
case one flames out, we’ve got one left
at least to bring the plane back. I
mean, if we’re so worried about reli-
ability, maybe we just ought to start
all over again. Come on, guys. Let’s
not be ridiculous here.

Two supply chains. Two sets of me-
chanics. Two sets of spare parts. Oh,
wait a minute. This plane broke down
over here and the mechanic there and
the spare parts are for the other one.
Oh, we’ve got to keep them sorted out
by which engine they’ve got, where
they are, where they’ll fly in the world,
what mission they’ll go on, which me-
chanics we send, which supply chain we
send for it.

No, this is not going to save money.
This is not going to save money. If you
did a crappy procurement, then fix it;
but don’t say let’s do another procure-
ment in the way the Pentagon always
does things, which will inevitably be
another cost overrun procurement.

So it won’t only cost $2.9 billion to
develop the alternative engine. We’ll
hear 6 months from now, a year from
now, Oh, well, we thought we could de-
velop an alternative for 2.9, but it will
be 10. But don’t worry. It will still
bring down the overall cost.

Support this amendment. Support
common sense. Stand up for the tax-
payers, and stand up for the military
which says we don’t need a second en-
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gine for this plane. They are the guys
who fly them.
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The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. ROONEY).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Florida will be
postponed.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent that the
remainder of the bill through page 127,
line 17, be considered as read, printed
in the RECORD and open to amendment
at any point.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New Jersey?

There was no objection.

The text of that portion of the bill is
as follows:

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION, AIR FORCE

For expenses necessary for basic and ap-
plied scientific research, development, test
and evaluation, including maintenance, re-
habilitation, lease, and operation of facili-
ties and equipment, $26,742,405,000, to remain
available for obligation until September 30,
2012.

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION, DEFENSE-WIDE

For expenses of activities and agencies of
the Department of Defense (other than the
military departments), necessary for basic
and applied scientific research, development,
test and evaluation; advanced research
projects as may be designated and deter-
mined by the Secretary of Defense, pursuant
to law; maintenance, rehabilitation, lease,
and operation of facilities and equipment,
$20,797,412,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2012: Provided, That
of the funds made available in this para-
graph, $3,200,000 shall only be available for
program management and oversight of inno-
vative research and development.

OPERATIONAL TEST AND EVALUATION,
DEFENSE

For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the independent activities of
the Director, Operational Test and Evalua-
tion, in the direction and supervision of
operational test and evaluation, including
initial operational test and evaluation which
is conducted prior to, and in support of, pro-
duction decisions; joint operational testing
and evaluation; and administrative expenses
in connection therewith, $194,910,000, to re-
main available for obligation until Sep-
tember 30, 2012.

TITLE V
REVOLVING AND MANAGEMENT FUNDS
DEFENSE WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS

For the Defense Working Capital Funds,
$1,434,536,000.

NATIONAL DEFENSE SEALIFT FUND

For National Defense Sealift Fund pro-
grams, projects, and activities, and for ex-
penses of the National Defense Reserve
Fleet, as established by section 11 of the
Merchant Ship Sales Act of 1946 (50 U.S.C.
App. 1744), and for the necessary expenses to
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maintain and preserve a U.S.-flag merchant
fleet to serve the national security needs of
the United States, $1,474,866,000, to remain
available until expended: Provided, That
none of the funds provided in this paragraph
shall be used to award a new contract that
provides for the acquisition of any of the fol-
lowing major components unless such com-
ponents are manufactured in the United

States: auxiliary equipment, including
pumps, for all shipboard services; propulsion
system components (engines, reduction

gears, and propellers); shipboard cranes; and
spreaders for shipboard cranes: Provided fur-
ther, That the exercise of an option in a con-
tract awarded through the obligation of pre-
viously appropriated funds shall not be con-
sidered to be the award of a new contract:
Provided further, That the Secretary of the
military department responsible for such
procurement may waive the restrictions in
the first proviso on a case-by-case basis by
certifying in writing to the Committees on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate that adequate domestic
supplies are not available to meet Depart-
ment of Defense requirements on a timely
basis and that such an acquisition must be
made in order to acquire capability for na-
tional security purposes.

TITLE VI

OTHER DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
PROGRAMS

DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM

For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
for medical and health care programs of the
Department of Defense as authorized by law,
$31,382,198,000; of which $29,671,764,000 shall be
for operation and maintenance, of which not
to exceed 1 percent shall remain available
until September 30, 2012, and of which up to
$16,212,121,000 may be available for contracts
entered into under the TRICARE program; of
which $534,921,000, to remain available for ob-
ligation until September 30, 2013, shall be for
procurement; and of which $1,175,513,000, to
remain available for obligation until Sep-
tember 30, 2012, shall be for research, devel-
opment, test and evaluation: Provided, That,
notwithstanding any other provision of law,
of the amount made available under this
heading for research, development, test and
evaluation, not less than $10,000,000 shall be
available for HIV prevention educational ac-
tivities undertaken in connection with
United States military training, exercises,
and humanitarian assistance activities con-
ducted primarily in African nations.

CHEMICAL AGENTS AND MUNITIONS
DESTRUCTION, DEFENSE

For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the destruction of the United
States stockpile of lethal chemical agents
and munitions, to include construction of fa-
cilities, in accordance with the provisions of
section 1412 of the Department of Defense
Authorization Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C. 1521), and
for the destruction of other chemical warfare
materials that are not in the chemical weap-
on stockpile, $1,467,307,000, of  which
$1,067,364,000 shall be for operation and main-
tenance, of which no less than $111,178,000,
shall be for the Chemical Stockpile Emer-
gency Preparedness Program, consisting of
$35,130,000 for activities on military installa-
tions and $76,048,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2012, to assist State and
local governments; $7,132,000 shall be for pro-
curement, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2013; and $392,811,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2012, shall be
for research, development, test and evalua-
tion, of which $385,868,000 shall only be for
the Assembled Chemical Weapons Alter-
natives (ACWA) program.
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DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER-DRUG
ACTIVITIES, DEFENSE

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For drug interdiction and counter-drug ac-
tivities of the Department of Defense, for
transfer to appropriations available to the
Department of Defense for military per-
sonnel of the reserve components serving
under the provisions of title 10 and title 32,
United States Code; for operation and main-
tenance; for procurement; and for research,
development, test and evaluation,
$1,156,957,000: Provided, That the funds appro-
priated under this heading shall be available
for obligation for the same time period and
for the same purpose as the appropriation to
which transferred: Provided further, That
upon a determination that all or part of the
funds transferred from this appropriation are
not necessary for the purposes provided here-
in, such amounts may be transferred back to
this appropriation: Provided further, That the
transfer authority provided under this head-
ing is in addition to any other transfer au-
thority contained elsewhere in this Act.

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL

For expenses and activities of the Office of
the Inspector General in carrying out the
provisions of the Inspector General Act of
1978, as amended, $306,794,000, of which
$305,794,000 shall be for operation and main-
tenance, of which not to exceed $700,000 is
available for emergencies and extraordinary
expenses to be expended on the approval or
authority of the Inspector General, and pay-
ments may be made on the Inspector Gen-
eral’s certificate of necessity for confidential
military purposes; and of which $1,000,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2013,
shall be for procurement.

TITLE VII
RELATED AGENCIES
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY RETIREMENT
AND DISABILITY SYSTEM FUND

For payment to the Central Intelligence
Agency Retirement and Disability System
Fund, to maintain the proper funding level
for continuing the operation of the Central
Intelligence Agency Retirement and Dis-
ability System, $292,000,000.

INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY MANAGEMENT

ACCOUNT
For necessary expenses of the Intelligence
Community Management Account,
$649,732,000.
TITLE VIII

GENERAL PROVISIONS

SEC. 8001. No part of any appropriation
contained in this Act shall be used for pub-
licity or propaganda purposes not authorized
by the Congress.

SEC. 8002. During the current fiscal year,
provisions of law prohibiting the payment of
compensation to, or employment of, any per-
son not a citizen of the United States shall
not apply to personnel of the Department of
Defense: Provided, That salary increases
granted to direct and indirect hire foreign
national employees of the Department of De-
fense funded by this Act shall not be at a
rate in excess of the percentage increase au-
thorized by law for civilian employees of the
Department of Defense whose pay is com-
puted under the provisions of section 5332 of
title 5, United States Code, or at a rate in ex-
cess of the percentage increase provided by
the appropriate host nation to its own em-
ployees, whichever is higher: Provided fur-
ther, That, in the case of a host nation that
does not provide salary increases on an an-
nual basis, any increase granted by that na-
tion shall be annualized for the purpose of
applying the preceding proviso: Provided fur-
ther, That this section shall not apply to De-
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partment of Defense foreign service national
employees serving at United States diplo-
matic missions whose pay is set by the De-
partment of State under the Foreign Service
Act of 1980: Provided further, That the limita-
tions of this provision shall not apply to for-
eign national employees of the Department
of Defense in the Republic of Turkey.

SEC. 8003. No part of any appropriation
contained in this Act shall remain available
for obligation beyond the current fiscal year,
unless expressly so provided herein.

SEC. 8004. No more than 20 percent of the
appropriations in this Act which are limited
for obligation during the current fiscal year
shall be obligated during the last 2 months of
the fiscal year: Provided, That this section
shall not apply to obligations for support of
active duty training of reserve components
or summer camp training of the Reserve Of-
ficers’ Training Corps.

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8005. Upon determination by the Sec-
retary of Defense that such action is nec-
essary in the national interest, he may, with
the approval of the Office of Management
and Budget, transfer not to exceed
$4,000,000,000 of working capital funds of the
Department of Defense or funds made avail-
able in this Act to the Department of De-
fense for military functions (except military
construction) between such appropriations
or funds or any subdivision thereof, to be
merged with and to be available for the same
purposes, and for the same time period, as
the appropriation or fund to which trans-
ferred: Provided, That such authority to
transfer may not be used unless for higher
priority items, based on unforeseen military
requirements, than those for which origi-
nally appropriated and in no case where the
item for which funds are requested has been
denied by the Congress: Provided further,
That the Secretary of Defense shall notify
the Congress promptly of all transfers made
pursuant to this authority or any other au-
thority in this Act: Provided further, That no
part of the funds in this Act shall be avail-
able to prepare or present a request to the
Committees on Appropriations for re-
programming of funds, unless for higher pri-
ority items, based on unforeseen military re-
quirements, than those for which originally
appropriated and in no case where the item
for which reprogramming is requested has
been denied by the Congress: Provided fur-
ther, That a request for multiple
reprogrammings of funds using authority
provided in this section shall be made prior
to June 30, 2011: Provided further, That trans-
fers among military personnel appropria-
tions shall not be taken into account for pur-
poses of the limitation on the amount of
funds that may be transferred under this sec-
tion.

SEC. 8006. (a) With regard to the list of spe-
cific programs, projects, and activities (and
the dollar amounts and adjustments to budg-
et activities corresponding to such programs,
projects, and activities) contained in the ta-
bles titled ‘“‘Explanation of Project Level Ad-
justments’ in the explanatory statement re-
garding this Act, the obligation and expendi-
ture of amounts appropriated or otherwise
made available in this Act for those pro-
grams, projects, and activities for which the
amounts appropriated exceed the amounts
requested are hereby required by law to be
carried out in the manner provided by such
tables to the same extent as if the tables
were included in the text of this Act.

(b) Amounts specified in the referenced ta-
bles described in subsection (a) shall not be
treated as subdivisions of appropriations for
purposes of section 8005 of this Act: Provided,
That section 8005 shall apply when transfers
of the amounts described in subsection (a)
occur between appropriation accounts.
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SEC. 8007. (a) Not later than 60 days after
enactment of this Act, the Department of
Defense shall submit a report to the congres-
sional defense committees to establish the
baseline for application of reprogramming
and transfer authorities for fiscal year 2011:
Provided, That the report shall include—

(1) a table for each appropriation with a
separate column to display the President’s
budget request, adjustments made by Con-
gress, adjustments due to enacted rescis-
sions, if appropriate, and the fiscal year en-
acted level;

(2) a delineation in the table for each ap-
propriation both by budget activity and pro-
gram, project, and activity as detailed in the
Budget Appendix; and

(3) an identification of items of special
congressional interest.

(b) Notwithstanding section 8005 of this
Act, none of the funds provided in this Act
shall be available for reprogramming or
transfer until the report identified in sub-
section (a) is submitted to the congressional
defense committees, unless the Secretary of
Defense certifies in writing to the congres-
sional defense committees that such re-
programming or transfer is necessary as an
emergency requirement.

SEC. 8008. The Secretaries of the Air Force
and the Army are authorized, using funds
available under the headings ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Air Force’ and ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Army’’, to complete facility
conversions and phased repair projects which
may include upgrades and additions to Alas-
kan range infrastructure and training areas,
and improved access to these ranges.

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8009. During the current fiscal year,
cash balances in working capital funds of the
Department of Defense established pursuant
to section 2208 of title 10, United States
Code, may be maintained in only such
amounts as are necessary at any time for
cash disbursements to be made from such
funds: Provided, That transfers may be made
between such funds: Provided further, That
transfers may be made between working cap-
ital funds and the ‘“‘Foreign Currency Fluc-
tuations, Defense’’ appropriation and the
“Operation and Maintenance’ appropriation
accounts in such amounts as may be deter-
mined by the Secretary of Defense, with the
approval of the Office of Management and
Budget, except that such transfers may not
be made unless the Secretary of Defense has
notified the Congress of the proposed trans-
fer. Except in amounts equal to the amounts
appropriated to working capital funds in this
Act, no obligations may be made against a
working capital fund to procure or increase
the value of war reserve material inventory,
unless the Secretary of Defense has notified
the Congress prior to any such obligation.

SEC. 8010. Funds appropriated by this Act
may not be used to initiate a special access
program without prior notification 30 cal-
endar days in advance to the congressional
defense committees.

SEC. 8011. None of the funds provided in
this Act shall be available to initiate: (1) a
multiyear contract that employs economic
order quantity procurement in excess of
$20,000,000 in any one year of the contract or
that includes an unfunded contingent liabil-
ity in excess of $20,000,000; or (2) a contract
for advance procurement leading to a
multiyear contract that employs economic
order quantity procurement in excess of
$20,000,000 in any one year, unless the con-
gressional defense committees have been no-
tified at least 30 days in advance of the pro-
posed contract award: Provided, That no part
of any appropriation contained in this Act
shall be available to initiate a multiyear
contract for which the economic order quan-
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tity advance procurement is not funded at
least to the limits of the Government’s li-
ability: Provided further, That no part of any
appropriation contained in this Act shall be
available to initiate multiyear procurement
contracts for any systems or component
thereof if the value of the multiyear con-
tract would exceed $500,000,000 unless specifi-
cally provided in this Act: Provided further,
That no multiyear procurement contract can
be terminated without 10-day prior notifica-
tion to the congressional defense commit-
tees: Provided further, That the execution of
multiyear authority shall require the use of
a present value analysis to determine lowest
cost compared to an annual procurement:
Provided further, That none of the funds pro-
vided in this Act may be used for a
multiyear contract executed after the date
of the enactment of this Act unless in the
case of any such contract—

(1) the Secretary of Defense has submitted
to Congress a budget request for full funding
of units to be procured through the contract
and, in the case of a contract for procure-
ment of aircraft, that includes, for any air-
craft unit to be procured through the con-
tract for which procurement funds are re-
quested in that budget request for produc-
tion beyond advance procurement activities
in the fiscal year covered by the budget, full
funding of procurement of such unit in that
fiscal year;

(2) cancellation provisions in the contract
do not include consideration of recurring
manufacturing costs of the contractor asso-
ciated with the production of unfunded units
to be delivered under the contract;

(3) the contract provides that payments to
the contractor under the contract shall not
be made in advance of incurred costs on
funded units; and

(4) the contract does not provide for a price
adjustment based on a failure to award a fol-
low-on contract.

Funds appropriated in title IIT of this Act
may be used for a multiyear procurement
contract as follows:

Navy MH-60R/S Helicopter Systems.

SEC. 8012. Within the funds appropriated
for the operation and maintenance of the
Armed Forces, funds are hereby appropriated
pursuant to section 401 of title 10, United
States Code, for humanitarian and civic as-
sistance costs under chapter 20 of title 10,
United States Code. Such funds may also be
obligated for humanitarian and civic assist-
ance costs incidental to authorized oper-
ations and pursuant to authority granted in
section 401 of chapter 20 of title 10, United
States Code, and these obligations shall be
reported as required by section 401(d) of title
10, United States Code: Provided, That funds
available for operation and maintenance
shall be available for providing humani-
tarian and similar assistance by using Civic
Action Teams in the Trust Territories of the
Pacific Islands and freely associated states
of Micronesia, pursuant to the Compact of
Free Association as authorized by Public
Law 99-239: Provided further, That upon a de-
termination by the Secretary of the Army
that such action is beneficial for graduate
medical education programs conducted at
Army medical facilities located in Hawaii,
the Secretary of the Army may authorize
the provision of medical services at such fa-
cilities and transportation to such facilities,
on a nonreimbursable basis, for civilian pa-
tients from American Samoa, the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, the
Marshall Islands, the Federated States of Mi-
cronesia, Palau, and Guam.

SEC. 8013. (a) During fiscal year 2011, the ci-
vilian personnel of the Department of De-
fense may not be managed on the basis of
any end-strength, and the management of
such personnel during that fiscal year shall
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not be subject to any constraint or limita-
tion (known as an end-strength) on the num-
ber of such personnel who may be employed
on the last day of such fiscal year.

(b) The fiscal year 2012 budget request for
the Department of Defense as well as all jus-
tification material and other documentation
supporting the fiscal year 2012 Department of
Defense budget request shall be prepared and
submitted to the Congress as if subsections
(a) and (b) of this provision were effective
with regard to fiscal year 2012.

(c) Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to apply to military (civilian) techni-
cians.

SEC. 8014. None of the funds made available
by this Act shall be used in any way, directly
or indirectly, to influence congressional ac-
tion on any legislation or appropriation mat-
ters pending before the Congress.

SEC. 8015. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act shall be available for the basic
pay and allowances of any member of the
Army participating as a full-time student
and receiving benefits paid by the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs from the Department of
Defense Education Benefits Fund when time
spent as a full-time student is credited to-
ward completion of a service commitment:
Provided, That this section shall not apply to
those members who have reenlisted with this
option prior to October 1, 1987: Provided fur-
ther, That this section applies only to active
components of the Army.

SEC. 8016. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated by this Act shall be available to con-
vert to contractor performance an activity
or function of the Department of Defense
that, on or after the date of the enactment of
this Act, is performed by Department of De-
fense civilian employees unless—

(1) the conversion is based on the result of
a public-private competition that includes a
most efficient and cost effective organiza-
tion plan developed by such activity or func-
tion;

(2) the Competitive Sourcing Official deter-
mines that, over all performance periods
stated in the solicitation of offers for per-
formance of the activity or function, the
cost of performance of the activity or func-
tion by a contractor would be less costly to
the Department of Defense by an amount
that equals or exceeds the lesser of—

(A) 10 percent of the most efficient organi-
zation’s personnel-related costs for perform-
ance of that activity or function by Federal
employees; or

(B) $10,000,000; and

(3) the contractor does not receive an ad-
vantage for a proposal that would reduce
costs for the Department of Defense by—

(A) not making an employer-sponsored
health insurance plan available to the work-
ers who are to be employed in the perform-
ance of that activity or function under the
contract; or

(B) offering to such workers an employer-
sponsored health benefits plan that requires
the employer to contribute less towards the
premium or subscription share than the
amount that is paid by the Department of
Defense for health benefits for civilian em-
ployees under chapter 89 of title 5, United
States Code.

(b)(1) The Department of Defense, without
regard to subsection (a) of this section or
subsection (a), (b), or (c¢) of section 2461 of
title 10, United States Code, and notwith-
standing any administrative regulation, re-
quirement, or policy to the contrary shall
have full authority to enter into a contract
for the performance of any commercial or in-
dustrial type function of the Department of
Defense that—

(A) is included on the procurement list es-
tablished pursuant to section 2 of the Javits-
Wagner-O’Day Act (section 8503 of title 41,
United States Code);
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(B) is planned to be converted to perform-
ance by a qualified nonprofit agency for the
blind or by a qualified nonprofit agency for
other severely handicapped individuals in ac-
cordance with that Act; or

(C) is planned to be converted to perform-
ance by a qualified firm under at least 51 per-
cent ownership by an Indian tribe, as defined
in section 4(e) of the Indian Self-Determina-
tion and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C.
450b(e)), or a Native Hawaiian Organization,
as defined in section 8(a)(15) of the Small
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 637(a)(15)).

(2) This section shall not apply to depot
contracts or contracts for depot mainte-
nance as provided in sections 2469 and 2474 of
title 10, United States Code.

(c) The conversion of any activity or func-
tion of the Department of Defense under the
authority provided by this section shall be
credited toward any competitive or out-
sourcing goal, target, or measurement that
may be established by statute, regulation, or
policy and is deemed to be awarded under the
authority of, and in compliance with, sub-
section (h) of section 2304 of title 10, United
States Code, for the competition or out-
sourcing of commercial activities.

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8017. Funds appropriated in title III of
this Act for the Department of Defense Pilot
Mentor-Protege Program may be transferred
to any other appropriation contained in this
Act solely for the purpose of implementing a
Mentor-Protege Program developmental as-
sistance agreement pursuant to section 831
of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law 101-510; 10
U.S.C. 2302 note), as amended, under the au-
thority of this provision or any other trans-
fer authority contained in this Act.

SEC. 8018. None of the funds in this Act
may be available for the purchase by the De-
partment of Defense (and its departments
and agencies) of welded shipboard anchor and
mooring chain 4 inches in diameter and
under unless the anchor and mooring chain
are manufactured in the United States from
components which are substantially manu-
factured in the United States: Provided, That
for the purpose of this section, the term
“manufactured’” shall include cutting, heat
treating, quality control, testing of chain
and welding (including the forging and shot
blasting process): Provided further, That for
the purpose of this section substantially all
of the components of anchor and mooring
chain shall be considered to be produced or
manufactured in the United States if the ag-
gregate cost of the components produced or
manufactured in the United States exceeds
the aggregate cost of the components pro-
duced or manufactured outside the United
States: Provided further, That when adequate
domestic supplies are not available to meet
Department of Defense requirements on a
timely basis, the Secretary of the service re-
sponsible for the procurement may waive
this restriction on a case-by-case basis by
certifying in writing to the Committees on
Appropriations that such an acquisition
must be made in order to acquire capability
for national security purposes.

SEC. 8019. None of the funds available to
the Department of Defense may be used to
demilitarize or dispose of M-1 Carbines, M-1
Garand rifles, M-14 rifles, .22 caliber rifles,
.30 caliber rifles, or M-1911 pistols, or to de-
militarize or destroy small arms ammuni-
tion or ammunition components that are not
otherwise prohibited from commercial sale
under Federal law, unless the small arms
ammunition or ammunition components are
certified by the Secretary of the Army or
designee as unserviceable or unsafe for fur-
ther use.

SEC. 8020. No more than $500,000 of the
funds appropriated or made available in this
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Act shall be used during a single fiscal year
for any single relocation of an organization,
unit, activity or function of the Department
of Defense into or within the National Cap-
ital Region: Provided, That the Secretary of
Defense may waive this restriction on a case-
by-case basis by certifying in writing to the
congressional defense committees that such
a relocation is required in the best interest
of the Government.

SEC. 8021. In addition to the funds provided
elsewhere in this Act, $15,000,000 is appro-
priated only for incentive payments author-
ized by section 504 of the Indian Financing
Act of 1974 (25 U.S.C. 15644): Provided, That a
prime contractor or a subcontractor at any
tier that makes a subcontract award to any
subcontractor or supplier as defined in sec-
tion 1544 of title 25, United States Code, or a
small business owned and controlled by an
individual or individuals defined under sec-
tion 4221(9) of title 25, United States Code,
shall be considered a contractor for the pur-
poses of being allowed additional compensa-
tion under section 504 of the Indian Financ-
ing Act of 1974 (256 U.S.C. 15644) whenever the
prime contract or subcontract amount is
over $500,000 and involves the expenditure of
funds appropriated by an Act making Appro-
priations for the Department of Defense with
respect to any fiscal year: Provided further,
That notwithstanding section 430 of title 41,
United States Code, this section shall be ap-
plicable to any Department of Defense acqui-
sition of supplies or services, including any
contract and any subcontract at any tier for
acquisition of commercial items produced or
manufactured, in whole or in part by any
subcontractor or supplier defined in section
1544 of title 25, United States Code, or a
small business owned and controlled by an
individual or individuals defined under sec-
tion 4221(9) of title 25, United States Code.

SEC. 8022. Funds appropriated by this Act
for the Defense Media Activity shall not be
used for any national or international polit-
ical or psychological activities.

SEC. 8023. During the current fiscal year,
the Department of Defense is authorized to
incur obligations of not to exceed $350,000,000
for purposes specified in section 2350j(c) of
title 10, United States Code, in anticipation
of receipt of contributions, only from the
Government of Kuwait, under that section:
Provided, That upon receipt, such contribu-
tions from the Government of Kuwait shall
be credited to the appropriations or fund
which incurred such obligations.

SEC. 8024. (a) Of the funds made available
in this Act, not less than $30,374,000 shall be
available for the Civil Air Patrol Corpora-
tion, of which—

(1) $27,048,000 shall be available from ‘‘Op-
eration and Maintenance, Air Force’ to sup-
port Civil Air Patrol Corporation operation
and maintenance, readiness, counterdrug ac-
tivities, and drug demand reduction activi-
ties involving youth programs;

(2) $2,424,000 shall be available from ‘‘Air-
craft Procurement, Air Force’’; and

(3) $902,000 shall be available from ‘‘Other
Procurement, Air Force’” for vehicle pro-
curement.

(b) The Secretary of the Air Force should
waive reimbursement for any funds used by
the Civil Air Patrol for counter-drug activi-
ties in support of Federal, State, and local
government agencies.

SEC. 8025. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated in this Act are available to establish
a new Department of Defense (department)
federally funded research and development
center (FFRDC), either as a new entity, or as
a separate entity administrated by an orga-
nization managing another FFRDC, or as a
nonprofit membership corporation con-
sisting of a consortium of other FFRDCs and
other nonprofit entities.
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(b) No member of a Board of Directors,
Trustees, Overseers, Advisory Group, Special
Issues Panel, Visiting Committee, or any
similar entity of a defense FFRDC, and no
paid consultant to any defense FFRDC, ex-
cept when acting in a technical advisory ca-
pacity, may be compensated for his or her
services as a member of such entity, or as a
paid consultant by more than one FFRDC in
a fiscal year: Provided, That a member of any
such entity referred to previously in this
subsection shall be allowed travel expenses
and per diem as authorized under the Federal
Joint Travel Regulations, when engaged in
the performance of membership duties.

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, none of the funds available to the de-
partment from any source during fiscal year
2011 may be used by a defense FFRDC,
through a fee or other payment mechanism,
for construction of new buildings, for pay-
ment of cost sharing for projects funded by
Government grants, for absorption of con-
tract overruns, or for certain charitable con-
tributions, not to include employee partici-
pation in community service and/or develop-
ment.

(d) Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, of the funds available to the department
during fiscal year 2011, not more than 5,750
staff years of technical effort (staff years)
may be funded for defense FFRDCs: Provided,
That of the specific amount referred to pre-
viously in this subsection, not more than
1,125 staff years may be funded for the de-
fense studies and analysis FFRDCs: Provided
further, That this subsection shall not apply
to staff years funded in the National Intel-
ligence Program (NIP) and the Military In-
telligence Program (MIP).

(e) The Secretary of Defense shall, with the
submission of the department’s fiscal year
2012 budget request, submit a report pre-
senting the specific amounts of staff years of
technical effort to be allocated for each de-
fense FFRDC during that fiscal year and the
associated budget estimates.

(f) Notwithstanding any other provision of
this Act, the total amount appropriated in
this Act for FFRDCs is hereby reduced by
$125,000,000.

SEC. 8026. None of the funds appropriated
or made available in this Act shall be used to
procure carbon, alloy or armor steel plate for
use in any Government-owned facility or
property under the control of the Depart-
ment of Defense which were not melted and
rolled in the United States or Canada: Pro-
vided, That these procurement restrictions
shall apply to any and all Federal Supply
Class 9515, American Society of Testing and
Materials (ASTM) or American Iron and
Steel Institute (AISI) specifications of car-
bon, alloy or armor steel plate: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary of the military de-
partment responsible for the procurement
may waive this restriction on a case-by-case
basis by certifying in writing to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate that adequate
domestic supplies are not available to meet
Department of Defense requirements on a
timely basis and that such an acquisition
must be made in order to acquire capability
for national security purposes: Provided fur-
ther, That these restrictions shall not apply
to contracts which are in being as of the date
of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 8027. For the purposes of this Act, the
term ‘‘congressional defense committees”
means the Armed Services Committee of the
House of Representatives, the Armed Serv-
ices Committee of the Senate, the Sub-
committee on Defense of the Committee on
Appropriations of the Senate, and the Sub-
committee on Defense of the Committee on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives.
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SEC. 8028. During the current fiscal year,
the Department of Defense may acquire the
modification, depot maintenance and repair
of aircraft, vehicles and vessels as well as the
production of components and other Defense-
related articles, through competition be-
tween Department of Defense depot mainte-
nance activities and private firms: Provided,
That the Senior Acquisition Executive of the
military department or Defense Agency con-
cerned, with power of delegation, shall cer-
tify that successful bids include comparable
estimates of all direct and indirect costs for
both public and private bids: Provided further,
That Office of Management and Budget Cir-
cular A-76 shall not apply to competitions
conducted under this section.

SEC. 8029. (a)(1) If the Secretary of Defense,
after consultation with the United States
Trade Representative, determines that a for-
eign country which is party to an agreement
described in paragraph (2) has violated the
terms of the agreement by discriminating
against certain types of products produced in
the United States that are covered by the
agreement, the Secretary of Defense shall re-
scind the Secretary’s blanket waiver of the
Buy American Act with respect to such
types of products produced in that foreign
country.

(2) An agreement referred to in paragraph
(1) is any reciprocal defense procurement
memorandum of understanding, between the
United States and a foreign country pursu-
ant to which the Secretary of Defense has
prospectively waived the Buy American Act
for certain products in that country.

(b) The Secretary of Defense shall submit
to the Congress a report on the amount of
Department of Defense purchases from for-
eign entities in fiscal year 2011. Such report
shall separately indicate the dollar value of
items for which the Buy American Act was
waived pursuant to any agreement described
in subsection (a)(2), the Trade Agreement
Act of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2501 et seq.), or any
international agreement to which the United
States is a party.

(c) For purposes of this section, the term
“Buy American Act” means chapter 83 of
title 41, United States Code.

SEc. 8030. During the current fiscal year,
amounts contained in the Department of De-
fense Overseas Military Facility Investment
Recovery Account established by section
2921(c)(1) of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act of 1991 (Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C.
2687 note) shall be available until expended
for the payments specified by section
2921(c)(2) of that Act.

SEC. 8031. (a) Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, the Secretary of the Air
Force may convey at no cost to the Air
Force, without consideration, to Indian
tribes located in the States of Nevada, Idaho,
North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, Or-
egon, Minnesota, and Washington
relocatable military housing units located at
Grand Forks Air Force Base, Malmstrom Air
Force Base, Mountain Home Air Force Base,
Ellsworth Air Force Base, and Minot Air
Force Base that are excess to the needs of
the Air Force.

(b) The Secretary of the Air Force shall
convey, at no cost to the Air Force, military
housing units under subsection (a) in accord-
ance with the request for such units that are
submitted to the Secretary by the Operation
Walking Shield Program on behalf of Indian
tribes located in the States of Nevada, Idaho,
North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, Or-
egon, Minnesota, and Washington. Any such
conveyance shall be subject to the condition
that the housing units shall be removed
within a reasonable period of time, as deter-
mined by the Secretary.

(c) The Operation Walking Shield Program
shall resolve any conflicts among requests of
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Indian tribes for housing units under sub-
section (a) before submitting requests to the
Secretary of the Air Force under subsection
(b).
(d) In this section, the term ‘‘Indian tribe”’
means any recognized Indian tribe included
on the current list published by the Sec-
retary of the Interior under section 104 of the
Federally Recognized Indian Tribe Act of
1994 (Public Law 103-454; 108 Stat. 4792; 25
U.S.C. 479a-1).

SEC. 8032. During the current fiscal year,
appropriations which are available to the De-
partment of Defense for operation and main-
tenance may be used to purchase items hav-
ing an investment item unit cost of not more
than $250,000.

SEC. 8033. (a) During the current fiscal
year, none of the appropriations or funds
available to the Department of Defense
Working Capital Funds shall be used for the
purchase of an investment item for the pur-
pose of acquiring a new inventory item for
sale or anticipated sale during the current
fiscal year or a subsequent fiscal year to cus-
tomers of the Department of Defense Work-
ing Capital Funds if such an item would not
have been chargeable to the Department of
Defense Business Operations Fund during fis-
cal year 1994 and if the purchase of such an
investment item would be chargeable during
the current fiscal year to appropriations
made to the Department of Defense for pro-
curement.

(b) The fiscal year 2012 budget request for
the Department of Defense as well as all jus-
tification material and other documentation
supporting the fiscal year 2012 Department of
Defense budget shall be prepared and sub-
mitted to the Congress on the basis that any
equipment which was classified as an end
item and funded in a procurement appropria-
tion contained in this Act shall be budgeted
for in a proposed fiscal year 2012 procure-
ment appropriation and not in the supply
management business area or any other area
or category of the Department of Defense
Working Capital Funds.

SEC. 8034. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act for programs of the Central In-
telligence Agency shall remain available for
obligation beyond the current fiscal year, ex-
cept for funds appropriated for the Reserve
for Contingencies, which shall remain avail-
able until September 30, 2012: Provided, That
funds appropriated, transferred, or otherwise
credited to the Central Intelligence Agency
Central Services Working Capital Fund dur-
ing this or any prior or subsequent fiscal
year shall remain available until expended:
Provided further, That any funds appropriated
or transferred to the Central Intelligence
Agency for advanced research and develop-
ment acquisition, for agent operations, and
for covert action programs authorized by the
President under section 503 of the National
Security Act of 1947, as amended, shall re-
main available until September 30, 2012.

SEC. 8035. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, funds made available in this
Act for the Defense Intelligence Agency may
be used for the design, development, and de-
ployment of General Defense Intelligence
Program intelligence communications and
intelligence information systems for the
Services, the Unified and Specified Com-
mands, and the component commands.

SEC. 8036. Of the funds appropriated to the
Department of Defense under the heading
“Operation and Maintenance, Defense-
Wide”’, not less than $12,000,000 shall be made
available only for the mitigation of environ-
mental impacts, including training and tech-
nical assistance to tribes, related adminis-
trative support, the gathering of informa-
tion, documenting of environmental damage,
and developing a system for prioritization of
mitigation and cost to complete estimates
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for mitigation, on Indian lands resulting
from Department of Defense activities.

SEC. 8037. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated in this Act may be expended by an
entity of the Department of Defense unless
the entity, in expending the funds, complies
with the Buy American Act. For purposes of
this subsection, the term ‘“Buy American
Act” means chapter 83 of title 41, United
States Code.

(b) If the Secretary of Defense determines
that a person has been convicted of inten-
tionally affixing a label bearing a ‘‘Made in
America’ inscription to any product sold in
or shipped to the United States that is not
made in America, the Secretary shall deter-
mine, in accordance with section 2410f of
title 10, United States Code, whether the per-
son should be debarred from contracting
with the Department of Defense.

(c) In the case of any equipment or prod-
ucts purchased with appropriations provided
under this Act, it is the sense of the Congress
that any entity of the Department of De-
fense, in expending the appropriation, pur-
chase only American-made equipment and
products, provided that American-made
equipment and products are cost-competi-
tive, quality competitive, and available in a
timely fashion.

SEC. 8038. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act shall be available for a contract
for studies, analysis, or consulting services
entered into without competition on the
basis of an unsolicited proposal unless the
head of the activity responsible for the pro-
curement determines—

(1) as a result of thorough technical eval-
uation, only one source is found fully quali-
fied to perform the proposed work;

(2) the purpose of the contract is to explore
an unsolicited proposal which offers signifi-
cant scientific or technological promise, rep-
resents the product of original thinking, and
was submitted in confidence by one source;
or

(3) the purpose of the contract is to take
advantage of unique and significant indus-
trial accomplishment by a specific concern,
or to insure that a new product or idea of a
specific concern is given financial support:
Provided, That this limitation shall not
apply to contracts in an amount of less than
$25,000, contracts related to improvements of
equipment that is in development or produc-
tion, or contracts as to which a civilian offi-
cial of the Department of Defense, who has
been confirmed by the Senate, determines
that the award of such contract is in the in-
terest of the national defense.

SEC. 8039. (a) Except as provided in sub-
sections (b) and (c), none of the funds made
available by this Act may be used—

(1) to establish a field operating agency; or

(2) to pay the basic pay of a member of the
Armed Forces or civilian employee of the de-
partment who is transferred or reassigned
from a headquarters activity if the member
or employee’s place of duty remains at the
location of that headquarters.

(b) The Secretary of Defense or Secretary
of a military department may waive the lim-
itations in subsection (a), on a case-by-case
basis, if the Secretary determines, and cer-
tifies to the Committees on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives and Senate
that the granting of the waiver will reduce
the personnel requirements or the financial
requirements of the department.

(c) This section does not apply to—

(1) field operating agencies funded within
the National Intelligence Program; or

(2) an Army field operating agency estab-
lished to eliminate, mitigate, or counter the
effects of improvised explosive devices, and,
as determined by the Secretary of the Army,
other similar threats; or
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(3) an Army field operating agency estab-
lished to improve the effectiveness and effi-
ciencies of biometric activities and to inte-
grate common biometric technologies
throughout the Department of Defense.

SEC. 8040. The Secretary of Defense, not-
withstanding any other provision of law, act-
ing through the Office of Economic Adjust-
ment of the Department of Defense, may use
funds made available in this Act under the
heading ‘‘Operation and Maintenance, De-
fense-Wide”” to make grants and supplement
other Federal funds in accordance with the
guidance provided in the explanatory state-
ment regarding this Act.

(RESCISSIONS)

SEC. 8041. Of the funds appropriated in De-
partment of Defense Appropriations Acts,
the following funds are hereby rescinded
from the following accounts and programs in
the specified amounts:

“Procurement of Weapons and Tracked

Combat Vehicles, Army, 2009/2011,
$86,300,000;

“Other Procurement, Army, 2009/2011”,
$147,600,000;

““Aircraft Procurement, Navy, 2009/2011",

$26,100,000;

““Aircraft Procurement, Air Force,
2011, $116,900,000;

““‘Aircraft Procurement, Army, 2010/2012”,
$14,000,000;

“Procurement of Weapons and Tracked

2009/

Combat Vehicles, Army, 2010/2012°,
$36,000,000;

‘“‘Missile Procurement, Army, 2010/2012",
$9,171,000;

““Aircraft Procurement, Navy, 2010/2012",
$184,847,000;

“Procurement of Ammunition, Navy and

Marine Corps, 2010/2012”*, $11,576,000;

Under the heading, ‘‘Shipbuilding and Con-
version, Navy, 2010/2014’: DDG-51 Destroyer,
$22,000,000;

“Other
$9,042,000;

““Aircraft Procurement, Air Force,
2012”’, $151,300,000;

““Other Procurement, Air Force, 2010/2012”,
$36,600,000;

‘“‘Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Army, 2010/2011"", $53,500,000;

‘““Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Air Force, 2010/2011”’, $198,600,000; and

‘““‘Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Defense-Wide, 2010/2011, $10,000,000.

SEC. 8042. None of the funds available in
this Act may be used to reduce the author-
ized positions for military (civilian) techni-
cians of the Army National Guard, Air Na-
tional Guard, Army Reserve and Air Force
Reserve for the purpose of applying any ad-
ministratively imposed civilian personnel
ceiling, freeze, or reduction on military (ci-
vilian) technicians, unless such reductions
are a direct result of a reduction in military
force structure.

SEC. 8043. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available in this Act may
be obligated or expended for assistance to
the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea
unless specifically appropriated for that pur-
pose.

SEC. 8044. Funds appropriated in this Act
for operation and maintenance of the Mili-
tary Departments, Combatant Commands
and Defense Agencies shall be available for
reimbursement of pay, allowances and other
expenses which would otherwise be incurred
against appropriations for the National
Guard and Reserve when members of the Na-
tional Guard and Reserve provide intel-
ligence or counterintelligence support to
Combatant Commands, Defense Agencies and
Joint Intelligence Activities, including the
activities and programs included within the
National Intelligence Program and the Mili-

Procurement, Navy, 2010/2012",

2010/
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tary Intelligence Program: Provided, That
nothing in this section authorizes deviation
from established Reserve and National Guard
personnel and training procedures.

SEC. 8045. During the current fiscal year,
none of the funds appropriated in this Act
may be used to reduce the civilian medical
and medical support personnel assigned to
military treatment facilities below the Sep-
tember 30, 2003, level: Provided, That the
Service Surgeons General may waive this
section by certifying to the congressional de-
fense committees that the beneficiary popu-
lation is declining in some catchment areas
and civilian strength reductions may be con-
sistent with responsible resource steward-
ship and capitation-based budgeting.

SEC. 8046. (a) None of the funds available to
the Department of Defense for any fiscal
yvear for drug interdiction or counter-drug
activities may be transferred to any other
department or agency of the United States
except as specifically provided in an appro-
priations law.

(b) None of the funds available to the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency for any fiscal year
for drug interdiction and counter-drug ac-
tivities may be transferred to any other de-
partment or agency of the United States ex-
cept as specifically provided in an appropria-
tions law.

SEC. 8047. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act may be used for the procurement
of ball and roller bearings other than those
produced by a domestic source and of domes-
tic origin: Provided, That the Secretary of
the military department responsible for such
procurement may waive this restriction on a
case-by-case basis by certifying in writing to
the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate,
that adequate domestic supplies are not
available to meet Department of Defense re-
quirements on a timely basis and that such
an acquisition must be made in order to ac-
quire capability for national security pur-
poses: Provided further, That this restriction
shall not apply to the purchase of ‘‘commer-
cial items’’, as defined by section 4(12) of the
Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act,
except that the restriction shall apply to
ball or roller bearings purchased as end
items.

SEC. 8048. None of the funds in this Act
may be used to purchase any supercomputer
which is not manufactured in the United
States, unless the Secretary of Defense cer-
tifies to the congressional defense commit-
tees that such an acquisition must be made
in order to acquire capability for national se-
curity purposes that is not available from
United States manufacturers.

SEC. 8049. None of the funds made available
in this or any other Act may be used to pay
the salary of any officer or employee of the
Department of Defense who approves or im-
plements the transfer of administrative re-
sponsibilities or budgetary resources of any
program, project, or activity financed by
this Act to the jurisdiction of another Fed-
eral agency not financed by this Act without
the express authorization of Congress: Pro-
vided, That this limitation shall not apply to
transfers of funds expressly provided for in
Defense Appropriations Acts, or provisions of
Acts providing supplemental appropriations
for the Department of Defense.

SEC. 8050. (a) Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, none of the funds available
to the Department of Defense for the current
fiscal year may be obligated or expended to
transfer to another nation or an inter-
national organization any defense articles or
services (other than intelligence services) for
use in the activities described in subsection
(b) unless the congressional defense commit-
tees, the Committee on Foreign Affairs of
the House of Representatives, and the Com-
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mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate
are notified 15 days in advance of such trans-
fer.

(b) This section applies to—

(1) any international peacekeeping or
peace-enforcement operation under the au-
thority of chapter VI or chapter VII of the
United Nations Charter under the authority
of a United Nations Security Council resolu-
tion; and

(2) any other international peacekeeping,
peace-enforcement, or humanitarian assist-
ance operation.

(c) A notice under subsection (a) shall in-
clude the following—

(1) A description of the equipment, sup-
plies, or services to be transferred.

(2) A statement of the value of the equip-
ment, supplies, or services to be transferred.

(3) In the case of a proposed transfer of
equipment or supplies—

(A) a statement of whether the inventory
requirements of all elements of the Armed
Forces (including the reserve components)
for the type of equipment or supplies to be
transferred have been met; and

(B) a statement of whether the items pro-
posed to be transferred will have to be re-
placed and, if so, how the President proposes
to provide funds for such replacement.

SEC. 8051. None of the funds available to
the Department of Defense under this Act
shall be obligated or expended to pay a con-
tractor under a contract with the Depart-
ment of Defense for costs of any amount paid
by the contractor to an employee when—

(1) such costs are for a bonus or otherwise
in excess of the normal salary paid by the
contractor to the employee; and

(2) such bonus is part of restructuring costs
associated with a business combination.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8052. During the current fiscal year,
no more than $30,000,000 of appropriations
made in this Act under the heading ‘‘Oper-
ation and Maintenance, Defense-Wide”’ may
be transferred to appropriations available for
the pay of military personnel, to be merged
with, and to be available for the same time
period as the appropriations to which trans-
ferred, to be used in support of such per-
sonnel in connection with support and serv-
ices for eligible organizations and activities
outside the Department of Defense pursuant
to section 2012 of title 10, United States
Code.

SEC. 8053. During the current fiscal year, in
the case of an appropriation account of the
Department of Defense for which the period
of availability for obligation has expired or
which has closed under the provisions of sec-
tion 15562 of title 31, United States Code, and
which has a negative unliquidated or unex-
pended balance, an obligation or an adjust-
ment of an obligation may be charged to any
current appropriation account for the same
purpose as the expired or closed account if—

(1) the obligation would have been properly
chargeable (except as to amount) to the ex-
pired or closed account before the end of the
period of availability or closing of that ac-
count;

(2) the obligation is not otherwise properly
chargeable to any current appropriation ac-
count of the Department of Defense; and

(3) in the case of an expired account, the
obligation is not chargeable to a current ap-
propriation of the Department of Defense
under the provisions of section 1405(b)(8) of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 1991, Public Law 101-510, as
amended (31 U.S.C. 1551 note): Provided, That
in the case of an expired account, if subse-
quent review or investigation discloses that
there was not in fact a negative unliquidated
or unexpended balance in the account, any
charge to a current account under the au-
thority of this section shall be reversed and
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recorded against the expired account: Pro-
vided further, That the total amount charged
to a current appropriation under this section
may not exceed an amount equal to 1 percent
of the total appropriation for that account.

SEC. 8054. (a) Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, the Chief of the National
Guard Bureau may permit the use of equip-
ment of the National Guard Distance Learn-
ing Project by any person or entity on a
space-available, reimbursable basis. The
Chief of the National Guard Bureau shall es-
tablish the amount of reimbursement for
such use on a case-by-case basis.

(b) Amounts collected under subsection (a)
shall be credited to funds available for the
National Guard Distance Learning Project
and be available to defray the costs associ-
ated with the use of equipment of the project
under that subsection. Such funds shall be
available for such purposes without fiscal
year limitation.

SEC. 80565. Using funds made available by
this Act or any other Act, the Secretary of
the Air Force, pursuant to a determination
under section 2690 of title 10, United States
Code, may implement cost-effective agree-
ments for required heating facility mod-
ernization in the Kaiserslautern Military
Community in the Federal Republic of Ger-
many: Provided, That in the City of
Kaiserslautern and at the Rhine Ordnance
Barracks area, such agreements will include
the use of United States anthracite as the
base load energy for municipal district heat
to the United States Defense installations:
Provided further, That at Landstuhl Army
Regional Medical Center and Ramstein Air
Base, furnished heat may be obtained from
private, regional or municipal services, if
provisions are included for the consideration
of United States coal as an energy source.

SEC. 8056. None of the funds appropriated in
title IV of this Act may be used to procure
end-items for delivery to military forces for
operational training, operational use or in-
ventory requirements: Provided, That this re-
striction does not apply to end-items used in
development, prototyping, and test activi-
ties preceding and leading to acceptance for
operational use: Provided further, That this
restriction does not apply to programs fund-
ed within the National Intelligence Program:
Provided further, That the Secretary of De-
fense may waive this restriction on a case-
by-case basis by certifying in writing to the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate that it is
in the national security interest to do so.

SEC. 8057. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to approve or license
the sale of the F-22A advanced tactical fight-
er to any foreign government: Provided, That
the Department of Defense may conduct or
participate in studies, research, design and
other activities to define and develop a fu-
ture export version of the F-22A that pro-
tects classified and sensitive information,
technologies and U.S. warfighting capabili-
ties.

SEC. 8058. (a) The Secretary of Defense
may, on a case-by-case basis, waive with re-
spect to a foreign country each limitation on
the procurement of defense items from for-
eign sources provided in law if the Secretary
determines that the application of the limi-
tation with respect to that country would in-
validate cooperative programs entered into
between the Department of Defense and the
foreign country, or would invalidate recip-
rocal trade agreements for the procurement
of defense items entered into under section
2531 of title 10, United States Code, and the
country does not discriminate against the
same or similar defense items produced in
the United States for that country.

(b) Subsection (a) applies with respect to—
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(1) contracts and subcontracts entered into
on or after the date of the enactment of this
Act; and

(2) options for the procurement of items
that are exercised after such date under con-
tracts that are entered into before such date
if the option prices are adjusted for any rea-
son other than the application of a waiver
granted under subsection (a).

(c) Subsection (a) does not apply to a limi-
tation regarding construction of public ves-
sels, ball and roller bearings, food, and cloth-
ing or textile materials as defined by section
11 (chapters 50-65) of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule and products classified under head-
ings 4010, 4202, 4203, 6401 through 6406, 6505,
7019, 7218 through 7229, 7304.41 through
7304.49, 7306.40, 7502 through 7508, 8105, 8108,
8109, 8211, 8215, and 9404.

SEC. 8059. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used to support any
training program involving a unit of the se-
curity forces or police of a foreign country if
the Secretary of Defense has received cred-
ible information from the Department of
State that the unit has committed a gross
violation of human rights, unless all nec-
essary corrective steps have been taken.

(b) The Secretary of Defense, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of State, shall en-
sure that prior to a decision to conduct any
training program referred to in subsection
(a), full consideration is given to all credible
information available to the Department of
State relating to human rights violations by
foreign security forces.

(c) The Secretary of Defense, after con-
sultation with the Secretary of State, may
waive the prohibition in subsection (a) if he
determines that such waiver is required by
extraordinary circumstances.

(d) Not more than 15 days after the exer-
cise of any waiver under subsection (c), the
Secretary of Defense shall submit a report to
the congressional defense committees de-
scribing the extraordinary circumstances,
the purpose and duration of the training pro-
gram, the United States forces and the for-
eign security forces involved in the training
program, and the information relating to
human rights violations that necessitates
the waiver.

SEC. 8060. None of the funds appropriated
or made available in this Act to the Depart-
ment of the Navy shall be used to develop,
lease or procure the T-AKE class of ships un-
less the main propulsion diesel engines and
propulsors are manufactured in the United
States by a domestically operated entity:
Provided, That the Secretary of Defense may
waive this restriction on a case-by-case basis
by certifying in writing to the Committees
on Appropriations of the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate that adequate domes-
tic supplies are not available to meet De-
partment of Defense requirements on a time-
1y basis and that such an acquisition must be
made in order to acquire capability for na-
tional security purposes or there exists a sig-
nificant cost or quality difference.

SEC. 8061. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this or other
Department of Defense Appropriations Acts
may be obligated or expended for the purpose
of performing repairs or maintenance to
military family housing units of the Depart-
ment of Defense, including areas in such
military family housing units that may be
used for the purpose of conducting official
Department of Defense business.

SEC. 8062. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, funds appropriated in this Act
under the heading ‘‘Research, Development,
Test and Evaluation, Defense-Wide’’ for any
new start advanced concept technology dem-
onstration project or joint capability dem-
onstration project may only be obligated 30
days after a report, including a description
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of the project, the planned acquisition and
transition strategy and its estimated annual
and total cost, has been provided in writing
to the congressional defense committees:
Provided, That the Secretary of Defense may
waive this restriction on a case-by-case basis
by certifying to the congressional defense
committees that it is in the national inter-
est to do so.

SEC. 8063. The Secretary of Defense shall
provide a classified quarterly report begin-
ning 30 days after enactment of this Act, to
the House and Senate Appropriations Com-
mittees, Subcommittees on Defense on cer-
tain matters as directed in the classified
annex accompanying this Act.

SEC. 8064. During the current fiscal year,
none of the funds available to the Depart-
ment of Defense may be used to provide sup-
port to another department or agency of the
United States if such department or agency
is more than 90 days in arrears in making
payment to the Department of Defense for
goods or services previously provided to such
department or agency on a reimbursable
basis: Provided, That this restriction shall
not apply if the department is authorized by
law to provide support to such department or
agency on a nonreimbursable basis, and is
providing the requested support pursuant to
such authority: Provided further, That the
Secretary of Defense may waive this restric-
tion on a case-by-case basis by certifying in
writing to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate that it is in the national security
interest to do so.

SEC. 8065. Notwithstanding section 12310(b)
of title 10, United States Code, a Reserve
who is a member of the National Guard serv-
ing on full-time National Guard duty under
section 502(f) of title 32, United States Code,
may perform duties in support of the ground-
based elements of the National Ballistic Mis-
sile Defense System.

SEC. 8066. None of the funds provided in
this Act may be used to transfer to any non-
governmental entity ammunition held by
the Department of Defense that has a center-
fire cartridge and a United States military
nomenclature designation of ‘‘armor pene-
trator’”, ‘‘armor piercing (AP)”’, ‘‘armor
piercing incendiary (API)”, or ‘‘armor-pierc-
ing incendiary tracer (API-T)”’, except to an
entity performing demilitarization services
for the Department of Defense under a con-
tract that requires the entity to dem-
onstrate to the satisfaction of the Depart-
ment of Defense that armor piercing projec-
tiles are either: (1) rendered incapable of
reuse by the demilitarization process; or (2)
used to manufacture ammunition pursuant
to a contract with the Department of De-
fense or the manufacture of ammunition for
export pursuant to a License for Permanent
Export of Unclassified Military Articles
issued by the Department of State.

SEC. 8067. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, the Chief of the National
Guard Bureau, or his designee, may waive
payment of all or part of the consideration
that otherwise would be required under sec-
tion 2667 of title 10, United States Code, in
the case of a lease of personal property for a
period not in excess of 1 year to any organi-
zation specified in section 508(d) of title 32,
United States Code, or any other youth, so-
cial, or fraternal nonprofit organization as
may be approved by the Chief of the National
Guard Bureau, or his designee, on a case-by-
case basis.

SEC. 8068. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act shall be used for the support of
any nonappropriated funds activity of the
Department of Defense that procures malt
beverages and wine with nonappropriated
funds for resale (including such alcoholic
beverages sold by the drink) on a military
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installation located in the United States un-
less such malt beverages and wine are pro-
cured within that State, or in the case of the
District of Columbia, within the District of
Columbia, in which the military installation
is located: Provided, That in a case in which
the military installation is located in more
than one State, purchases may be made in
any State in which the installation is lo-
cated: Provided further, That such local pro-
curement requirements for malt beverages
and wine shall apply to all alcoholic bev-
erages only for military installations in
States which are not contiguous with an-
other State: Provided further, That alcoholic
beverages other than wine and malt bev-
erages, in contiguous States and the District
of Columbia shall be procured from the most
competitive source, price and other factors
considered.

SEC. 8069. Funds available to the Depart-
ment of Defense for the Global Positioning
System during the current fiscal year, and
hereafter, may be used to fund civil require-
ments associated with the satellite and
ground control segments of such system’s
modernization program.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8070. Of the amounts appropriated in
this Act under the heading ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Army’’, $147,258,300 shall re-
main available until expended: Provided,
That notwithstanding any other provision of
law, the Secretary of Defense is authorized
to transfer such funds to other activities of
the Federal Government: Provided further,
That the Secretary of Defense is authorized
to enter into and carry out contracts for the
acquisition of real property, construction,
personal services, and operations related to
projects carrying out the purposes of this
section: Provided further, That contracts en-
tered into under the authority of this section
may provide for such indemnification as the
Secretary determines to be necessary: Pro-
vided further, That projects authorized by
this section shall comply with applicable
Federal, State, and local law to the max-
imum extent consistent with the national se-
curity, as determined by the Secretary of
Defense.

SEC. 8071. Section 8106 of the Department
of Defense Appropriations Act, 1997 (titles I
through VIII of the matter under subsection
101(b) of Public Law 104-208; 110 Stat. 3009-
111; 10 U.S.C. 113 note) shall continue in ef-
fect to apply to disbursements that are made
by the Department of Defense in fiscal year
2011.

SEC. 8072. In addition to amounts provided
elsewhere in this Act, $4,000,000 is hereby ap-
propriated to the Department of Defense, to
remain available for obligation until ex-
pended: Provided, That notwithstanding any
other provision of law, these funds shall be
available only for a grant to the Fisher
House Foundation, Inc., only for the con-
struction and furnishing of additional Fisher
Houses to meet the needs of military family
members when confronted with the illness or
hospitalization of an eligible military bene-
ficiary.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8073. Of the amounts appropriated in
this Act under the headings ‘‘Procurement,
Defense-Wide”’ and ‘‘Research, Development,
Test and Evaluation, Defense-Wide”’,
$415,115,000 shall be for the Israeli Coopera-
tive Programs: Provided, That of this
amount, $205,000,000 shall be for the Sec-
retary of Defense to provide to the Govern-
ment of Israel for the procurement of the
Iron Dome defense system to counter short-
range rocket threats, $84,722,000 shall be for
the Short Range Ballistic Missile Defense
(SRBMD) program, including cruise missile
defense research and development under the
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SRBMD program, $58,966,000 shall be avail-
able for an upper-tier component to the
Israeli Missile Defense Architecture, and
$66,427,000 shall be for the Arrow System Im-
provement Program including development
of a long range, ground and airborne, detec-
tion suite, of which $12,000,000 shall be for
producing Arrow missile components in the
United States and Arrow missile components
in Israel to meet Israel’s defense require-
ments, consistent with each nation’s laws,
regulations and procedures: Provided further,
That funds made available under this provi-
sion for production of missiles and missile
components may be transferred to appropria-
tions available for the procurement of weap-
ons and equipment, to be merged with and to
be available for the same time period and the
same purposes as the appropriation to which
transferred: Provided further, That the trans-
fer authority provided under this provision is
in addition to any other transfer authority
contained in this Act.

SEC. 8074. None of the funds available to
the Department of Defense may be obligated
to modify command and control relation-
ships to give Fleet Forces Command admin-
istrative and operational control of U.S.
Navy forces assigned to the Pacific fleet:
Provided, That the command and control re-
lationships which existed on October 1, 2004,
shall remain in force unless changes are spe-
cifically authorized in a subsequent Act.

SEC. 8075. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law or regulation, the Secretary of
Defense may exercise the provisions of sec-
tion 7403(g) of title 38, United States Code,
for occupations listed in section 7403(a)(2) of
title 38, United States Code, as well as the
following:

Pharmacists, Audiologists, Psychologists,
Social Workers, Othotists/Prosthetists, Oc-
cupational Therapists, Physical Therapists,
Rehabilitation Therapists, Respiratory
Therapists, Speech Pathologists, Dietitian/
Nutritionists, Industrial Hygienists, Psy-
chology Technicians, Social Service Assist-
ants, Practical Nurses, Nursing Assistants,
and Dental Hygienists:

(A) The requirements of section
7403(2)(1)(A) of title 38, United States Code,
shall apply.

(B) The limitations of section 7403(g)(1)(B)
of title 38, United States Code, shall not
apply.

SEcC. 8076. Funds appropriated by this Act,
or made available by the transfer of funds in
this Act, for intelligence activities are
deemed to be specifically authorized by the
Congress for purposes of section 504 of the
National Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 414)
during fiscal year 2011 until the enactment of
the Intelligence Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2011.

SEcC. 8077. None of the funds provided in
this Act shall be available for obligation or
expenditure through a reprogramming of
funds that creates or initiates a new pro-
gram, project, or activity unless such pro-
gram, project, or activity must be under-
taken immediately in the interest of na-
tional security and only after written prior
notification to the congressional defense
committees.

SEC. 8078. The budget of the President for
fiscal year 2012 submitted to the Congress
pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, United
States Code, shall include separate budget
justification documents for costs of United
States Armed Forces’ participation in con-
tingency operations for the Military Per-
sonnel accounts, the Operation and Mainte-
nance accounts, and the Procurement ac-
counts: Provided, That these documents shall
include a description of the funding re-
quested for each contingency operation, for
each military service, to include all Active
and Reserve components, and for each appro-
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priations account: Provided further, That
these documents shall include estimated
costs for each element of expense or object
class, a reconciliation of increases and de-
creases for each contingency operation, and
programmatic data including, but not lim-
ited to, troop strength for each Active and
Reserve component, and estimates of the
major weapons systems deployed in support
of each contingency: Provided further, That
these documents shall include budget exhib-
its OP-5 and OP-32 (as defined in the Depart-
ment of Defense Financial Management Reg-
ulation) for all contingency operations for
the budget year and the two preceding fiscal
years.

SEC. 8079. None of the funds in this Act
may be used for research, development, test,
evaluation, procurement or deployment of
nuclear armed interceptors of a missile de-
fense system.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8080. In addition to the amounts ap-
propriated or otherwise made available else-
where in this Act, $65,200,000 is hereby appro-
priated to the Department of Defense: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of Defense shall
make grants in the amounts specified as fol-
lows: $20,000,000 to the United Service Orga-
nizations; $24,000,000 to the Red Cross;
$1,200,000 to the Special Olympics; and
$20,000,000 to the Youth Mentoring Grants
Program: Provided further, That funds avail-
able in this section for the Youth Mentoring
Grants Program may be available for trans-
fer to the Department of Justice Youth Men-
toring Grants Program.

SEC. 8081. None of the funds appropriated
or made available in this Act shall be used to
reduce or disestablish the operation of the
53rd Weather Reconnaissance Squadron of
the Air Force Reserve, if such action would
reduce the WC-130 Weather Reconnaissance
mission below the levels funded in this Act:
Provided, That the Air Force shall allow the
53rd Weather Reconnaissance Squadron to
perform other missions in support of na-
tional defense requirements during the non-
hurricane season.

SEC. 8082. None of the funds provided in
this Act shall be available for integration of
foreign intelligence information unless the
information has been lawfully collected and
processed during the conduct of authorized
foreign intelligence activities: Provided, That
information pertaining to United States per-
sons shall only be handled in accordance
with protections provided in the Fourth
Amendment of the United States Constitu-
tion as implemented through Executive
Order No. 12333.

SEC. 8083. (a) At the time members of re-
serve components of the Armed Forces are
called or ordered to active duty under sec-
tion 12302(a) of title 10, United States Code,
each member shall be notified in writing of
the expected period during which the mem-
ber will be mobilized.

(b) The Secretary of Defense may waive
the requirements of subsection (a) in any
case in which the Secretary determines that
it is necessary to do so to respond to a na-
tional security emergency or to meet dire
operational requirements of the Armed
Forces.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8084. The Secretary of Defense may
transfer funds from any available Depart-
ment of the Navy appropriation to any avail-
able Navy ship construction appropriation
for the purpose of liquidating necessary
changes resulting from inflation, market
fluctuations, or rate adjustments for any
ship construction program appropriated in
law: Provided, That the Secretary may trans-
fer not to exceed $100,000,000 under the au-
thority provided by this section: Provided
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further, That the Secretary may not transfer
any funds until 30 days after the proposed
transfer has been reported to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate, unless a re-
sponse from the Committees is received
sooner: Provided further, That any funds
transferred pursuant to this section shall re-
tain the same period of availability as when
originally appropriated: Provided further,
That the transfer authority provided by this
section is in addition to any other transfer
authority contained elsewhere in this Act.

SEC. 8085. For purposes of section 7108 of
title 41, United States Code, any subdivision
of appropriations made under the heading
““Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy’ that is
not closed at the time reimbursement is
made shall be available to reimburse the
Judgment Fund and shall be considered for
the same purposes as any subdivision under
the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Conversion,
Navy” appropriations in the current fiscal
year or any prior fiscal year.

SEC. 8086. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated by this Act may be used to transfer
research and development, acquisition, or
other program authority relating to current
tactical unmanned aerial vehicles (TUAVS)
from the Army.

(b) The Army shall retain responsibility
for and operational control of the MQ-1C
Sky Warrior Unmanned Aerial Vehicle
(UAV) in order to support the Secretary of
Defense in matters relating to the employ-
ment of unmanned aerial vehicles.

SEC. 8087. Of the funds provided in this Act,
$7,080,000 shall be available for the oper-
ations and development of training and tech-
nology for the Joint Interagency Training
and Education Center and the affiliated Cen-
ter for National Response at the Memorial
Tunnel and for providing homeland defense/
security and traditional warfighting training
to the Department of Defense, other Federal
agencies, and State and local first responder
personnel at the Joint Interagency Training
and Education Center.

SEC. 8088. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law or regulation, during the cur-
rent fiscal year and hereafter, the Secretary
of Defense may adjust wage rates for civilian
employees hired for certain health care occu-
pations as authorized for the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs by section 7455 of title 38,
United States Code.

SEC. 8089. Up to $15,000,000 of the funds ap-
propriated under the heading ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Navy’ may be made available
for the Asia Pacific Regional Initiative Pro-
gram for the purpose of enabling the Pacific
Command to execute Theater Security Co-
operation activities such as humanitarian
assistance, and payment of incremental and
personnel costs of training and exercising
with foreign security forces: Provided, That
funds made available for this purpose may be
used, notwithstanding any other funding au-
thorities for humanitarian assistance, secu-
rity assistance or combined exercise ex-
penses: Provided further, That funds may not
be obligated to provide assistance to any for-
eign country that is otherwise prohibited
from receiving such type of assistance under
any other provision of law.

SEC. 8090. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act for programs of the Office of the
Director of National Intelligence shall re-
main available for obligation beyond the
current fiscal year, except for funds appro-
priated for research and technology, which
shall remain available until September 30,
2012.

SEcC. 8091. For purposes of section 1553(b) of
title 31, United States Code, any subdivision
of appropriations made in this Act under the
heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Conversion,
Navy” shall be considered to be for the same
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purpose as any subdivision under the heading
““Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy’’ appro-
priations in any prior fiscal year, and the 1
percent limitation shall apply to the total
amount of the appropriation.

SEC. 8092. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, not more than 35 percent of
funds provided in this Act for environmental
remediation may be obligated under indefi-
nite delivery/indefinite quantity contracts
with a total contract value of $130,000,000 or
higher.

SEC. 8093. The Director of National Intel-
ligence shall include the budget exhibits
identified in paragraphs (1) and (2) as de-
scribed in the Department of Defense Finan-
cial Management Regulation with the con-
gressional budget justification books.

(1) For procurement programs requesting
more than $20,000,000 in any fiscal year, the
P-1, Procurement Program; P-5, Cost Anal-
ysis; P-ba, Procurement History and Plan-
ning; P-21, Production Schedule; and P-40,
Budget Item Justification.

(2) For research, development, test and
evaluation projects requesting more than
$10,000,000 in any fiscal year, the R-1, RDT&E
Program; R-2, RDT&E Budget Item Jus-
tification; R-3, RDT&E Project Cost Anal-
ysis; and R-4, RDT&E Program Schedule
Profile.

SEC. 8094. The Secretary of Defense shall
create a major force program category for
space for each future-years defense program
of the Department of Defense submitted to
Congress under section 221 of title 10, United
States Code, during fiscal year 2011. The Sec-
retary of Defense shall designate an official
in the Office of the Secretary of Defense to
provide overall supervision of the prepara-
tion and justification of program rec-
ommendations and budget proposals to be in-
cluded in such major force program cat-
egory.

SEC. 8095. (a) Not later than 60 days after
enactment of this Act, the Office of the Di-
rector of National Intelligence shall submit
a report to the congressional intelligence
committees to establish the baseline for ap-
plication of reprogramming and transfer au-
thorities for fiscal year 2011: Provided, That
the report shall include—

(1) a table for each appropriation with a
separate column to display the President’s
budget request, adjustments made by Con-
gress, adjustments due to enacted rescis-
sions, if appropriate, and the fiscal year en-
acted level;

(2) a delineation in the table for each ap-
propriation by Expenditure Center and
project; and

(3) an identification of items of special
congressional interest.

(b) None of the funds provided for the Na-
tional Intelligence Program in this Act shall
be available for reprogramming or transfer
until the report identified in subsection (a) is
submitted to the congressional intelligence
committees, unless the Director of National
Intelligence certifies in writing to the con-
gressional intelligence committees that such
reprogramming or transfer is necessary as an
emergency requirement.

SEC. 8096. The Director of National Intel-
ligence shall submit to Congress each year,
at or about the time that the President’s
budget is submitted to Congress that year
under section 1105(a) of title 31, United
States Code, a future-years intelligence pro-
gram (including associated annexes) reflect-
ing the estimated expenditures and proposed
appropriations included in that budget. Any
such future-years intelligence program shall
cover the fiscal year with respect to which
the budget is submitted and at least the four
succeeding fiscal years.

SEC. 8097. For the purposes of this Act, the
term ‘‘congressional intelligence commit-
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tees”” means the Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence of the House of Rep-
resentatives, the Select Committee on Intel-
ligence of the Senate, the Subcommittee on
Defense of the Committee on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives, and the
Subcommittee on Defense of the Committee
on Appropriations of the Senate.

SEC. 8098. The Department of Defense shall
continue to report incremental contingency
operations costs for Operation New Dawn
and Operation Enduring Freedom on a
monthly basis in the Cost of War Execution
Report as prescribed in the Department of
Defense Financial Management Regulation
Department of Defense Instruction 7000.14,
Volume 12, Chapter 23 ‘“‘Contingency Oper-
ations”, Annex 1, dated September 2005.

SEC. 8099. The amounts appropriated in
title II of this Act are hereby reduced by
$1,983,000,000 to reflect excess cash balances
in Department of Defense Working Capital
Funds, as follows: (1) From ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Army’’, $700,000,000; and (2)
From ‘“‘Operation and Maintenance, Defense-
Wide”’, $1,283,000,000.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEcC. 8100. During the current fiscal year,
not to exceed $11,000,000 from each of the ap-
propriations made in title II of this Act for
“Operation and Maintenance, Army”’, ‘‘Oper-
ation and Maintenance, Navy’’, and ‘‘Oper-
ation and Maintenance, Air Force’” may be
transferred by the military department con-
cerned to its central fund established for
Fisher Houses and Suites pursuant to section
2493(d) of title 10, United States Code.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8101. Of the funds appropriated in the
Intelligence Community Management Ac-
count for the Program Manager for the In-
formation Sharing Environment, $24,000,000
is available for transfer by the Director of
National Intelligence to other departments
and agencies for purposes of Government-
wide information sharing activities: Pro-
vided, That funds transferred under this pro-
vision are to be merged with and available
for the same purposes and time period as the
appropriation to which transferred: Provided
further, That the Office of Management and
Budget must approve any transfers made
under this provision.

SEC. 8102. Funds appropriated by this Act
for operation and maintenance may be avail-
able for the purpose of making remittances
to the Defense Acquisition Workforce Devel-
opment Fund in accordance with the require-
ments of section 1705 of title 10, United
States Code.

SEC. 8103. (a) Any agency receiving funds
made available in this Act, shall, subject to
subsections (b) and (c), post on the public
website of that agency any report required
to be submitted by the Congress in this or
any other Act, upon the determination by
the head of the agency that it shall serve the
national interest.

(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply to a re-
port if—

(1) the public posting of the report com-
promises national security; or

(2) the report contains proprietary infor-
madtion.

(c) The head of the agency posting such re-
port shall do so only after such report has
been made available to the requesting Com-
mittee or Committees of Congress for no less
than 45 days.

SEC. 8104. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this
Act may be expended for any Federal con-
tract for an amount in excess of $1,000,000 un-
less the contractor agrees not to:

(1) enter into any agreement with any of
its employees or independent contractors
that requires, as a condition of employment,
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that the employee or independent contractor
agree to resolve through arbitration any
claim under title VII of the Civil Rights Act
of 1964 or any tort related to or arising out
of sexual assault or harassment, including
assault and battery, intentional infliction of
emotional distress, false imprisonment, or
negligent hiring, supervision, or retention;
or

(2) take any action to enforce any provi-
sion of an existing agreement with an em-
ployee or independent contractor that man-
dates that the employee or independent con-
tractor resolve through arbitration any
claim under title VII of the Civil Rights Act
of 1964 or any tort related to or arising out
of sexual assault or harassment, including
assault and battery, intentional infliction of
emotional distress, false imprisonment, or
negligent hiring, supervision, or retention.

(b) None of the funds appropriated or oth-
erwise made available by this Act may be ex-
pended for any Federal contract unless the
contractor certifies that it requires each
covered subcontractor to agree not to enter
into, and not to take any action to enforce
any provision of, any agreement as described
in paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (a),
with respect to any employee or independent
contractor performing work related to such
subcontract. For purposes of this subsection,
a ‘‘covered subcontractor’ is an entity that
has a subcontract in excess of $1,000,000 on a
contract subject to subsection (a).

(c) The prohibitions in this section do not
apply with respect to a contractor’s or sub-
contractor’s agreements with employees or
independent contractors that may not be en-
forced in a court of the United States.

(d) The Secretary of Defense may waive
the application of subsection (a) or (b) to a
particular contractor or subcontractor for
the purposes of a particular contract or sub-
contract if the Secretary or the Deputy Sec-
retary personally determines that the waiver
is necessary to avoid harm to national secu-
rity interests of the United States, and that
the term of the contract or subcontract is
not longer than necessary to avoid such
harm. The determination shall set forth with
specificity the grounds for the waiver and for
the contract or subcontract term selected,
and shall state any alternatives considered
in lieu of a waiver and the reasons each such
alternative would not avoid harm to na-
tional security interests of the United
States. The Secretary of Defense shall trans-
mit to Congress, and simultaneously make
public, any determination under this sub-
section not less than 15 business days before
the contract or subcontract addressed in the
determination may be awarded.

(e) By March 1, 2011, or within 60 days after
enactment of this Act, whichever is later,
the Government Accountability Office shall
submit a report to the Congress evaluating
the effect that the requirements of this sec-
tion have had on national security, including
recommendations, if any, for changes to
these requirements.

SEC. 8105. (a) PROHIBITION ON CONVERSION
OF FUNCTIONS PERFORMED BY FEDERAL EM-
PLOYEES TO CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE.—
None of the funds appropriated by this Act or
otherwise available to the Department of De-
fense may be used to begin or announce the
competition to award to a contractor or con-
vert to performance by a contractor any
functions performed by Federal employees
pursuant to a study conducted under Office
of Management and Budget (OMB) Circular
A-T6.

(b) EXCEPTION.—The prohibition in sub-
section (a) shall not apply to the award of a
function to a contractor or the conversion of
a function to performance by a contractor
pursuant to a study conducted under Office
of Management and Budget (OMB) Circular
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A-T76 once all reporting and certifications re-
quired by section 325 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Pub-
lic Law 111-84) have been satisfactorily com-
pleted.

SEC. 8106. (a)(1) No National Intelligence
Program funds appropriated in this Act may
be used for a mission critical or mission es-
sential business management information
technology system that is not registered
with the Director of National Intelligence. A
system shall be considered to be registered
with that officer upon the furnishing notice
of the system, together with such informa-
tion concerning the system as the Director
of the Business Transformation Office may
prescribe.

(2) During the current fiscal year no funds
may be obligated or expended for a financial
management automated information system,
a mixed information system supporting fi-
nancial and non-financial systems, or a busi-
ness system improvement of more than
$3,000,000, within the Intelligence Commu-
nity without the approval of the Business
Transformation Office, and the designated
Intelligence Community functional lead ele-
ment.

(b) The Director of the Business Trans-
formation Office shall provide the congres-
sional intelligence committees a semi-an-
nual report of approvals under paragraph (1)
no later than March 30 and September 30 of
each year. The report shall include the re-
sults of the Business Transformation Invest-
ment Review Board’s semi-annual activities,
and each report shall certify that the fol-
lowing steps have been taken for systems ap-
proved under paragraph (1):

(1) Business process reengineering.

(2) An analysis of alternatives and an eco-
nomic analysis that includes a calculation of
the return on investment.

(3) Assurance the system is compatible
with the enterprise-wide business architec-
ture.

(4) Performance measures.

(5) An information assurance strategy con-
sistent with the Chief Information Officer of
the Intelligence Community.

(c) This section shall not apply to any pro-
grammatic or analytic systems or pro-
grammatic or analytic system improve-
ments.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8107. Of the funds appropriated in this
Act for the Office of the Director of National
Intelligence, $50,000,000, may be transferred
to appropriations available to the Central In-
telligence Agency, the National Security
Agency, and the National Geospatial Intel-
ligence Agency, the Defense Intelligence
Agency and the National Reconnaissance Of-
fice for the Business Transformation Trans-
fer Funds, to be merged with and to be avail-
able for the same time period and the same
purposes as the appropriation to which
transferred: Provided, That the transfer au-
thority provided under this provision is in
addition to any other transfer authority con-
tained in this Act.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8108. In addition to funds made avail-
able elsewhere in this Act, there is hereby
appropriated $538,875,000, to remain available
until transferred: Provided, That these funds
are appropriated to the ‘‘Tanker Replace-
ment Transfer Fund” (referred to as ‘‘the
Fund” elsewhere in this section): Provided
further, That the Secretary of the Air Force
may transfer amounts in the Fund to ‘‘Oper-
ation and Maintenance, Air Force”, ‘‘Air-
craft Procurement, Air Force’”, and ‘Re-
search, Development, Test and Evaluation,
Air Force”, only for the purposes of pro-
ceeding with a tanker acquisition program:
Provided further, That funds transferred shall

February 15, 2011

be merged with and be available for the same
purposes and for the same time period as the
appropriations or fund to which transferred:
Provided further, That this transfer authority
is in addition to any other transfer authority
available to the Department of Defense: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary of the Air
Force shall, not fewer than 15 days prior to
making transfers using funds provided in
this section, notify the congressional defense
committees in writing of the details of any
such transfer: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary shall submit a report no later than 30
days after the end of each fiscal quarter to
the congressional defense committees sum-
marizing the details of the transfer of funds
from this appropriation.
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8109. From within the funds appro-
priated for operation and maintenance for
the Defense Health Program in this Act, up
to $132,200,000, shall be available for transfer
to the Joint Department of Defense-Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs Medical Facility
Demonstration Fund in accordance with the
provisions of section 1704 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010,
Public Law 111-84: Provided, That for pur-
poses of section 1704(b), the facility oper-
ations funded are operations of the inte-
grated Captain James A. Lovell Federal
Health Care Center, consisting of the North
Chicago Veterans Affairs Medical Center, the
Navy Ambulatory Care Center, and sup-
porting facilities designated as a combined
Federal medical facility as described by sec-
tion 706 of Public Law 110-417: Provided fur-
ther, That additional funds may be trans-
ferred from funds appropriated for operation
and maintenance for the Defense Health Pro-
gram to the Joint Department of Defense-
Department of Veterans Affairs Medical Fa-
cility Demonstration Fund upon written no-
tification by the Secretary of Defense to the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate.

SEC. 8110. (a) Of the amounts made avail-
able in this Act under the heading ‘‘Oper-
ation and Maintenance, Navy’’, not less than
$2,000,000, shall be made available for
leveraging the Army’s Contractor Manpower
Reporting Application, modified as appro-
priate for Service-specific requirements, for
documenting the number of full-time con-
tractor employees (or its equivalent) pursu-
ant to United States Code title 10, section
2330a(c) and meeting the requirements of
United States Code title 10, section 2330a(e)
and United States Code title 10, section 235.

(b) Of the amounts made available in this
Act under the heading ‘‘Operation and Main-
tenance, Air Force”’, not less than $2,000,000
shall be made available for leveraging the
Army’s Contractor Manpower Reporting Ap-
plication, modified as appropriate for Serv-
ice-specific requirements, for documenting
the number of full-time contractor employ-
ees (or its equivalent) pursuant to United
States Code title 10 section 2330a(c) and
meeting the requirements of United States
Code title 10, section 2330a(e) and United
States Code title 10, section 235.

(c) The Secretaries of the Army, Navy, Air
Force, and the Directors of the Defense
Agencies and Field Activities (in coordina-
tion with the appropriate Principal Staff As-
sistant), in coordination with the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Personnel and Readi-
ness, shall report to the congressional de-
fense committees within 60 days of enact-
ment of this Act their plan for documenting
the number of full-time contractor employ-
ees (or its equivalent), as required by United
States Code title 10, section 2330a.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8111. In addition to amounts provided

elsewhere in this Act, there is appropriated
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$250,000,000, for an additional amount for
“Operation and Maintenance, Defense-
Wide”’, to be available until expended: Pro-
vided, That such funds shall only be available
to the Secretary of Defense, acting through
the Office of Economic Adjustment of the
Department of Defense, or for transfer to the
Secretary of Education, notwithstanding any
other provision of law, to make grants, con-
clude cooperative agreements, or supplement
other Federal funds to construct, renovate,
repair, or expand elementary and secondary
public schools on military installations in
order to address capacity or facility condi-
tion deficiencies at such schools: Provided
further, That in making such funds available,
the Office of Economic Adjustment or the
Secretary of Education shall give priority
consideration to those military installations
with schools having the most serious capac-
ity or facility condition deficiencies as de-
termined by the Secretary of Defense.

SEC. 8112. In addition to amounts provided
elsewhere in this Act, there is appropriated
$300,000,000, for an additional amount for
“Operation and Maintenance, Defense-
Wide”’, to remain available until expended.
Such funds may be available for the Office of
Economic Adjustment, notwithstanding any
other provision of law, for transportation in-
frastructure improvements associated with
medical facilities related to recommenda-
tions of the Defense Base Closure and Re-
alignment Commission.

SEC. 8113. Section 310(b) of the Supple-
mental Appropriations Act, 2009 (Public Law
111-32; 123 Stat. 1871) is amended by striking
‘1 year” both places it appears and inserting
‘2 years’’.

SEC. 8114. The Office of the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence shall not employ more
Senior Executive employees than are speci-
fied in the classified annex: Provided, That
not later than 90 days after enactment of
this Act, the Director of National Intel-
ligence shall certify that the Office of the
Director of National Intelligence selects in-
dividuals for Senior Executive positions in a
manner consistent with statutes, regula-
tions, and the requirements of other Federal
agencies in making such appointments and
will submit its policies and procedures re-
lated to the appointment of personnel to
Senior Executive positions to the congres-
sional intelligence oversight committees.

SEC. 8115. For all major defense acquisition
programs for which the Department of De-
fense plans to proceed to source selection
during the current fiscal year, the Secretary
of Defense shall perform an assessment of
the winning bidder to determine whether or
not the proposed costs are realistic and rea-
sonable with respect to proposed develop-
ment and production costs. The Secretary of
Defense shall provide a report of these as-
sessments, to specifically include whether
any cost assessments determined that such
proposed costs were unreasonable or unreal-
istic, to the congressional defense commit-
tees not later than 60 days after enactment
of this Act and on a quarterly basis there-
after.

SEC. 8116. (a) The Deputy Under Secretary
of Defense for Installations and Environ-
ment, in collaboration with the Secretary of
Energy, shall conduct energy security pilot
projects at facilities of the Department of
Defense.

(b) In addition to the amounts provided
elsewhere in this Act, $20,000,000, is appro-
priated to the Department of Defense for
“Operation and Maintenance, Defense-Wide”’
for energy security pilot projects under sub-
section (a).

SEC. 8117. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be obligated or expended to pay a retired
general or flag officer to serve as a senior
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mentor advising the Department of Defense
unless such retired officer files a Standard
Form 278 (or successor form concerning pub-
lic financial disclosure under part 2634 of
title 5, Code of Federal Regulations) to the
Office of Government Ethics.

SEC. 8118. Not later than 180 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Defense, the Chief of the Air Force
Reserve, and the Director of the National
Guard Bureau, in collaboration with the Sec-
retary of Agriculture and the Secretary of
the Interior, shall submit to the Committees
on Appropriations of the House and Senate,
the House Committee on Agriculture, the
Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition
and Forestry, the House Committee on Nat-
ural Resources, and the Senate Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources a report of
firefighting aviation assets. The report re-
quired under this section shall include each
of the following:

(1) A description of the programming de-
tails necessary to obtain an appropriate mix
of fixed wing and rotor wing firefighting as-
sets needed to produce an effective aviation
resource base to support the wildland fire
management program into the future. Such
programming details shall include the acqui-
sition and contracting needs of the mix of
aviation resources fleet, including the acqui-
sition of up to 24 C-130Js equipped with the
Mobile Airborne Fire Fighting System II (in
this section referred to as “MAFFS”), to be
acquired over several fiscal years starting in
fiscal year 2012.

(2) The costs associated with acquisition
and contracting of the aviation assets de-
scribed in paragraph (1).

(3) A description of the costs of the oper-
ation, maintenance, and sustainment of a
fixed and rotor wing aviation fleet, including
a C-130J/MAFFS II in an Air National Guard
tactical airlift unit construct of 4, 6, or 8 C—
130Js per unit starting in fiscal year 2012,
projected out through fiscal year 2020. Such
description shall include the projected costs
associated with each of the following
through fiscal year 2020:

(A) Crew ratio based on 4, 6, or 8 C-130J Air
National Guard unit construct and require-
ment for full-time equivalent crews.

(B) Associated maintenance and other sup-
port personnel and requirement for full-time
equivalent positions.

(C) Yearly flying hour model and the cost
for use of a fixed and rotor wing aviation
fleet, including C-130J in its MAFFS capac-
ity supporting the United States Forest
Service.

(D) Yearly flying hour model and cost for
use of a C-130J in its capacity supporting Air
National Guard tactical airlift training.

(E) Any other costs required to conduct
both the airlift and firefighting missions, in-
cluding the Air National Guard unit con-
struct for C-130Js.

(4) Proposed program management, utiliza-
tion, and cost share arrangements for the
aircraft described in paragraph (1) for pri-
mary support of the Forest Service and sec-
ondary support, on an as available basis, for
the Department of Defense, together with
any proposed statutory language needed to
authorize and effectuate the same.

(5) An integrated plan for the Forest Serv-
ice and the Department of the Interior
wildland fire management programs to oper-
ate the fire fighting air tanker assets re-
ferred to in this section.

SEC. 8119. The explanatory statement re-
garding this Act, printed in the House of
Representatives section of the Congressional
Record on or about February 16, 2011, by the
Chairman of the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House, shall have the same effect
with respect to the allocation of funds and
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implementation of this Act as if it were a
Report of the Committee on Appropriations.
TITLE IX
OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS
MILITARY PERSONNEL
MILITARY PERSONNEL, ARMY

For an additional amount for ‘‘Military
Personnel, Army”’, $11,468,033,000: Provided,
That each amount in this paragraph is des-
ignated as being for contingency operations
directly related to the global war on ter-
rorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res.
5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

MILITARY PERSONNEL, NAVY

For an additional amount for ‘‘Military
Personnel, Navy”, $1,308,719,000: Provided,
That each amount in this paragraph is des-
ignated as being for contingency operations
directly related to the global war on ter-
rorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res.
5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

MILITARY PERSONNEL, MARINE CORPS

For an additional amount for ‘‘Military
Personnel, Marine Corps’, $732,920,000: Pro-
vided, That each amount in this paragraph is
designated as being for contingency oper-
ations directly related to the global war on
terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

MILITARY PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE

For an additional amount for ‘‘Military
Personnel, Air Force”, $2,060,442,000: Pro-
vided, That each amount in this paragraph is
designated as being for contingency oper-
ations directly related to the global war on
terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

RESERVE PERSONNEL, ARMY

For an additional amount for ‘‘Reserve
Personnel, Army”, $268,031,000: Provided,
That each amount in this paragraph is des-
ignated as being for contingency operations
directly related to the global war on ter-
rorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res.
5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

RESERVE PERSONNEL, NAVY

For an additional amount for ‘‘Reserve
Personnel, Navy’’, $48,912,000: Provided, That
each amount in this paragraph is designated
as being for contingency operations directly
related to the global war on terrorism pursu-
ant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Con-
gress) and as an emergency requirement pur-
suant to section 403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13
(111th Congress), the concurrent resolution
on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

RESERVE PERSONNEL, MARINE CORPS

For an additional amount for ‘‘Reserve
Personnel, Marine Corps’, $45,437,000: Pro-
vided, That each amount in this paragraph is
designated as being for contingency oper-
ations directly related to the global war on
terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

RESERVE PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE

For an additional amount for ‘‘Reserve

Personnel, Air Force”, $27,002,000: Provided,
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That each amount in this paragraph is des-
ignated as being for contingency operations
directly related to the global war on ter-
rorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res.
5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

NATIONAL GUARD PERSONNEL, ARMY

For an additional amount for ‘‘National
Guard Personnel, Army’’, $853,022,000: Pro-
vided, That each amount in this paragraph is
designated as being for contingency oper-
ations directly related to the global war on
terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

NATIONAL GUARD PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE

For an additional amount for ‘‘National
Guard Personnel, Air Force’’, $16,860,000: Pro-
vided, That each amount in this paragraph is
designated as being for contingency oper-
ations directly related to the global war on
terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation
and Maintenance, Army’’, $59,212,782,000: Pro-
vided, That each amount in this paragraph is
designated as being for contingency oper-
ations directly related to the global war on
terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation
and Maintenance, Navy’’, $8,970,724,000: Pro-
vided, That each amount in this paragraph is
designated as being for contingency oper-
ations directly related to the global war on
terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS

For an additional amount for ‘“‘Operation
and Maintenance, Marine Corps”’,
$4,008,022,000: Provided, That each amount in
this paragraph is designated as being for con-
tingency operations directly related to the
global war on terrorism pursuant to section
3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an
emergency requirement pursuant to section
403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the
concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2010.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation
and Maintenance, Air Force’’, $12,989,643,000:
Provided, That each amount in this para-
graph is designated as being for contingency
operations directly related to the global war
on terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, DEFENSE-WIDE

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation
and Maintenance, Defense-Wide”’,
$9,276,990,000: Provided, That each amount in
this section is designated as being for contin-
gency operations directly related to the
global war on terrorism pursuant to section
3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an
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emergency requirement pursuant to section
403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the
concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2010: Provided further, That of the
funds provided under this heading:

(1) Not to exceed $12,500,000 for the Com-
batant Commander Initiative Fund, to be
used in support of Operation New Dawn and
Operation Enduring Freedom; and

(2) Not to exceed $1,600,000,000, to remain
available until expended, for payments to re-
imburse key cooperating nations for
logistical, military, and other support, in-
cluding access provided to United States
military operations in support of Operation
New Dawn and Operation Enduring Freedom,
notwithstanding any other provision of law:
Provided, That such reimbursement pay-
ments may be made in such amounts as the
Secretary of Defense, with the concurrence
of the Secretary of State, and in consulta-
tion with the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget, may determine, in his
discretion, based on documentation deter-
mined by the Secretary of Defense to ade-
quately account for the support provided,
and such determination is final and conclu-
sive upon the accounting officers of the
United States, and 15 days following notifi-
cation to the appropriate congressional com-
mittees: Provided further, That the require-
ment to provide notification shall not apply
with respect to a reimbursement for access
based on an international agreement: Pro-
vided further, That these funds may be used
for the purpose of providing specialized
training and procuring supplies and special-
ized equipment and providing such supplies
and loaning such equipment on a non-reim-
bursable basis to coalition forces supporting
United States military operations in Iraq
and Afghanistan, and 15 days following noti-
fication to the appropriate congressional
committees: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary of Defense shall provide quarterly re-
ports to the congressional defense commit-
tees on the use of funds provided in this
paragraph.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY

RESERVE
For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation
and Maintenance, Army Reserve”’,

$206,784,000: Provided, That each amount in
this paragraph is designated as being for con-
tingency operations directly related to the
global war on terrorism pursuant to section
3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an
emergency requirement pursuant to section
403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the
concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2010.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY RESERVE

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation
and Maintenance, Navy Reserve’’, $93,559,000:
Provided, That each amount in this para-
graph is designated as being for contingency
operations directly related to the global war
on terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS
RESERVE

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation
and Maintenance, Marine Corps Reserve’’,
$29,685,000: Provided, That each amount in
this paragraph is designated as being for con-
tingency operations directly related to the
global war on terrorism pursuant to section
3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an
emergency requirement pursuant to section
403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the
concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2010.
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE
RESERVE

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation
and Maintenance, Air Force Reserve”,
$203,807,000: Provided, That each amount in
this paragraph is designated as being for con-
tingency operations directly related to the
global war on terrorism pursuant to section
3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an
emergency requirement pursuant to section
403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the
concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2010.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY
NATIONAL GUARD

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation
and Maintenance, Army National Guard”,
$497,849,000: Provided, That each amount in
this paragraph is designated as being for con-
tingency operations directly related to the
global war on terrorism pursuant to section
3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an
emergency requirement pursuant to section
403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the
concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2010.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR NATIONAL
GUARD

For an additional amount for ‘‘Operation
and Maintenance, Air National Guard”,
$417,983,000: Provided, That each amount in
this paragraph is designated as being for con-
tingency operations directly related to the
global war on terrorism pursuant to section
3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an
emergency requirement pursuant to section
403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the
concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2010.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:
AFGHANISTAN INFRASTRUCTURE FUND
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

There is hereby established in the Treas-
ury of the United States the ‘‘Afghanistan
Infrastructure Fund’’. For the ‘‘Afghanistan
Infrastructure Fund’’, $400,000,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2012: Provided,
That such sums shall be available for infra-
structure projects in Afghanistan, notwith-
standing any other provision of law, which
shall be undertaken by the Secretary of
State, unless the Secretary of State and the
Secretary of Defense jointly decide that a
specific project will be undertaken by the
Department of Defense: Provided further,
That the infrastructure referred to in the
preceding proviso is in support of the coun-
terinsurgency strategy, requiring funding for
facility and infrastructure projects, includ-
ing, but not limited to, water, power, and
transportation projects and related mainte-
nance and sustainment costs: Provided fur-
ther, That the authority to undertake such
infrastructure projects is in addition to any
other authority to provide assistance to for-
eign nations: Provided further, That any
projects funded by this appropriation shall
be jointly formulated and concurred in by
the Secretary of State and Secretary of De-
fense: Provided further, That funds may be
transferred to the Department of State for
purposes of undertaking projects, which
funds shall be considered to be economic as-
sistance under the Foreign Assistance Act of
1961 for purposes of making available the ad-
ministrative authorities contained in that
Act: Provided further, That the transfer au-
thority in the preceding proviso is in addi-
tion to any other authority available to the
Department of Defense to transfer funds:
Provided further, That any unexpended funds
transferred to the Secretary of State under
this authority shall be returned to the Af-
ghanistan Infrastructure Fund if the Sec-
retary of State, in coordination with the
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Secretary of Defense, determines that the
project cannot be implemented for any rea-
son, or that the project no longer supports
the counterinsurgency strategy in Afghani-
stan: Provided further, That any funds re-
turned to the Secretary of Defense under the
previous proviso shall be available for use
under this appropriation and shall be treated
in the same manner as funds not transferred
to the Secretary of State: Provided further,
That contributions of funds for the purposes
provided herein to the Secretary of State in
accordance with section 635(d) of the Foreign
Assistance Act from any person, foreign gov-
ernment, or international organization may
be credited to this Fund, to remain available
until expended, and used for such purposes:
Provided further, That the Secretary of De-
fense shall, not fewer than 15 days prior to
making transfers to or from, or obligations
from the Fund, notify the appropriate com-
mittees of Congress in writing of the details
of any such transfer: Provided further, That
the ‘‘appropriate committees of Congress”
are the Committees on Armed Services, For-
eign Relations and Appropriations of the
Senate and the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices, Foreign Affairs and Appropriations of
the House of Representatives: Provided fur-
ther, That each amount in this paragraph is
designated as being for contingency oper-
ations directly related to the global war on
terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

AMENDMENT NO. 95 OFFERED BY MR. JONES

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 127, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert ““‘(reduced by $400,000,000)".

Page 359, line 6, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $400,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from North Carolina is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment removes the new $400 mil-
lion Afghan Infrastructure Fund and it
would be returned to the spending re-
duction account.

I bring this amendment to the floor
because of the frustration of the Amer-
ican people. Here we are trying to find
$400 million to put in an infrastructure
fund for Afghanistan, which is going to
be borrowed money from the Chinese to
begin with. It’s not even Uncle Sam’s
money. And then in addition to that,
we’re propping up a corrupt, dishonest
government headed by President
Karzai. At this time in America’s his-
tory when we are having these debates
tonight that I've heard all day long
with the frustration of the Members of
Congress from both parties that here
we cannot even balance the budget of
this country and we’re trying to find
this money to go to the infrastructure
of Afghanistan and we’re going to say
to the American people, we can’t help
you with your infrastructure needs in
your counties, in your towns, in your
cities, it makes absolutely no sense to
me, and more important than me is to
the American people.

I would also like to mention that the
Afghan Infrastructure Fund would help
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create another ‘‘bridge to nowhere.”
It’s going to be money that cannot
even be accounted for the majority of
the time, and I make mention of that
for this reason. The recent Special In-
spector General for Afghanistan Recon-
struction report released on January
30, 2011, cited significant fraud, waste
and abuse with Afghanistan recon-
struction funds.

I do not know why in the world we
cannot make the statement to the
American people that we’re going to
see that the $400 million going to a dis-
honest, dysfunctional government
overseas cannot be returned to help re-
duce the debt and deficit of this coun-
try or even returned to the cities and
counties throughout the country of
America.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Eliminating
the $400 million Afghanistan Infra-
structure Fund is ill-conceived and un-
wise. This fund provides funding for
high-priority, large-scale infrastruc-
ture programs in support of the civil-
military campaign in Afghanistan.
These projects are critical to con-
vincing the Afghan population to reject
the insurgency and side with the Af-
ghan Government. This in turn signifi-
cantly reduces the threat to our troops
and quickens the security transition
process, which we all seek.

Not only is this funding a top pri-
ority of the Secretaries of State and
Defense, it is also a top priority of Gen-
eral David Petraeus. This fund is so di-
rectly related to the safety and secu-
rity of our troops that it needs to be
preserved, and thus I urge a ‘‘no’ vote
on the amendment.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Washington is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. DICKS. The amendment would
eliminate all funding in the bill for the
Afghan Infrastructure Fund—a total of
$400 million. Establishing the fund at
this level of funding was done at the re-
quest of the Secretary of Defense and
the Secretary of State in a joint letter
to the congressional defense commit-
tees in November 2010.

The funding was not added to the
bill. It was derived by reducing the
amount available for the Commanders
Emergency Response Program. DOD re-
quested that funding for this account
be obtained in this manner. The De-
partments of Defense and State view
this fund as essential to completing
large scale infrastructure projects in
Afghanistan, such as electrical power
generation. Such projects provide the
means for economic activity which will
help to reduce risk for U.S. troops and
help improve security in Afghanistan.
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I urge rejection of this amendment.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the requisite number of
words.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Chairman,
the reason we have troops in Afghani-
stan is to prevent Afghanistan from
again becoming a sanctuary from
which terrorists will launch attacks
against us. For us to one day be able to
withdraw our troops from Afghanistan,
the Afghan people have to be able to
stand on their own two feet, and this
fund is designed to help them do that.

The people there have to be able to
resist the Taliban, al Qaeda and other
groups that want to undermine their
security and use Afghanistan once
again as a terrorist base. This program,
as has been mentioned, is a very high
priority of our own military com-
mander in  Afghanistan, General
Petraeus. Part of the reason it’s one of
his priorities is, as the gentleman from
New Jersey said, this helps keep our
own troops safe. When we are able to
work with the Afghan people and de-
velop the country, our troops in the
country have a less danger opposing
them. It is less likely that they will
suffer some of the problems from the
indigent population.

But the second reason General
Petraeus believes this is very impor-
tant is that it’s an integral part of his
counterinsurgency campaign plan. So
to withdraw this money at this point
makes his job more difficult and in-
creases the danger to our troops. I
don’t think that makes sense at any
level.

The other point I would make is this:
As the gentleman from Washington
said, this was a request from the Sec-
retary of State and Secretary of De-
fense for a fund that both agencies
would work on. One of these days this
government is going to have to get to
interagency funds so that you don’t
have the State Department working on
one hand, the Defense Department on
another, other agencies doing their
own thing. We have to have a combined
effort, and this fund is at least a step
in that direction. The interagency na-
ture of it helps to prevent waste, abuse
and misuse of these funds because you
do have the extra oversight on its use.
But I think the key point is—this is a
question of our national security to
help the Afghans stand on their own
two feet, and I believe the amendment
should be rejected.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of
words.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. HUNTER. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man.

First, I believe my friend from North
Carolina does have the best intentions
at heart. I believe he is doing this for
the right reason. He wants to get out of
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Afghanistan and he believes that Af-
ghanistan is a very corrupt country
with very corrupt leadership. The prob-
lem is, is that things in this world
aren’t perfect. I served for 6 months in
the Marine Corps in Afghanistan in
2007. I didn’t do anything of signifi-
cance, but when I was there I saw what
really turned the people of Afghanistan
towards America, what made them
turn around, what made them change
their mind. It wasn’t us killing people
who cause us to stay up at night and
worry about them. That’s what we’re
worried about. What the Afghans are
worried about is, will they have elec-
tricity? Can they drive on the roads?
Can they put fruit in their Mack truck
and drive it 20 miles and sell it at the
next town? Do their lights work? Is
their trash getting picked up? Is their
sewer getting cleaned out? General
Petraeus understands this is counterin-
surgency. That’s what counterinsur-
gency means.

O 2050

I want to get out of Afghanistan, too.
It is an expensive war in blood and
treasure, but it is a war that was not
started by us. It was started by two
airplanes flying into two towers. And 9/
11 has cost us more than Afghanistan
ever will in what it has done to this
Nation, making us second guess who
our friends are, sending us to Afghani-
stan.

I would ask my friend from North
Carolina this, and I am going to yield
the balance of my time to my friend
from North Carolina: If we are not the
ones helping out the Afghan people, I
will tell you who it is going to be—the
Taliban. The Taliban are the bankers
of Afghanistan. They have drug money
and they use it to loan to the locals in
Afghanistan. So if we don’t help them
out, if we don’t become their friends, if
we don’t befriend the people, the coun-
terinsurgency doesn’t work.

I think that my friend, if he knew
that we would leave quicker, we would
leave Afghanistan in victory quicker
by keeping this money there, I think
he would withdraw his amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES).

Mr. JONES. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

I would say if I thought Karzai was
an honest man that would appreciate
the American taxpayers’ money, I
would feel differently, quite frankly.
But I realize it is a corrupt govern-
ment. I wish that what you say was so.
And I trust you. I have great respect
for you as well, but we are dealing with
a dishonest, dysfunctional government.

When Karzai was quoted in The
Washington Post in December saying,
““I have three enemies, one being Amer-
ica, one being the Taliban, one being
the international community, and if I
had to choose one of these as a friend,
I would choose the Taliban,” this is
why 1 wanted to speak tonight, to
bring this forward and let the Members
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vote this up or down. That is fine with
me.

The point is this is money we could
be using right here in this country. If I
thought Karzai was an honest broker, I
would probably not even offer the
amendment.

Mr. HUNTER. Reclaiming my time,
this is an interagency fund, DOD, State
Department, USAID, different Amer-
ican agencies. They are going to be the
ones distributing this money. I doubt
Karzai ever sees this money, as it
would go straight to contractors, ei-
ther Afghan or from here, from the
U.S., or other countries.

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. JONES. My answer to that would
be that I would hope that this would
prove to be true. But the problem is we
always know that when you have got a
dysfunctional government, you have
got a dishonest man, it might be in-
tended to go this way, but too many
times it does not.

I would honestly say to you that I
offer this amendment on behalf of the
American people, because they can’t
fix their streets, they can’t fix their
roads. And, by God, it is only $400 mil-
lion, but to a lot of people in my dis-
trict, that is a lot of money going to a
dishonest leader of a country in Af-
ghanistan.

Mr. HUNTER. Reclaiming my time,
Mr. Chairman, $400 million is a lot of
money, and Americans do need that
money. But I would answer that with
this: The men and women that have
given their lives over in Afghanistan,
the men and women, as you well know,
representing Camp Lejeune and all of
those marines, the men and women
that have given their time and their
blood for this country I think deserve
to be backed up by us by saying we are
going to give the money to your boss,
General Petraeus, so we can win the
war and leave victoriously, and I think
that is what I think this $400 million
does.

With that, I oppose the gentleman’s
amendment.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Chair, | rise in strong
support of the amendment offered by my
friend, Mr. JONES of North Carolina. This
amendment would cut $400 million in funding
for the Afghanistan Infrastructure Fund. | sup-
port this cut not because | am opposed to pro-
viding humanitarian aid to other countries. To
the contrary, | am very supportive of helping
improve living conditions and human rights in
countries around the world by investing in in-
frastructure. However, | have strong concerns
about this important work being directed by
our armed forces because it raises the specter
of the “militarization” of our foreign aid, which
can often place troops, aid workers, and the
civilian population at risk.

In a January 2010 report, eight international
agencies expressed their concern that the mili-
tarization of aid in Afghanistan is putting ordi-
nary Afghans at risk when they build schools
and clinics, which then become targets of in-
surgents.

Additionally, many agencies say that these
“quick impact”’ projects do not contribute to
sustainable development, but instead are used
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as a good will building exercise by military
forces engaged in a failing counterinsurgency
strategy.

Under the current system, distribution of aid
is heavily biased in favor of areas where the
troop presence is strongest rather than distrib-
uted according to need. The needs of people
in more secure areas and vulnerable popu-
lations, particularly Afghans displaced by the
conflict and other factors as well as returnees,
are being overlooked. We need to rethink our
country’s militarized approach to aid and shift
our focus towards a long-term aid strategy
based on meeting the real needs of Afghans.

As a first step in this process, | encourage
my colleagues to support this amendment.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
will be postponed.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

AFGHANISTAN SECURITY FORCES FUND

For the ‘‘Afghanistan Security Forces
Fund”, $11,619,283,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2012: Provided, That such
funds shall be available to the Secretary of
Defense, notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, for the purpose of allowing the
Commander, Combined Security Transition
Command—Afghanistan, or the Secretary’s
designee, to provide assistance, with the con-
currence of the Secretary of State, to the se-
curity forces of Afghanistan, including the
provision of equipment, supplies, services,
training, facility and infrastructure repair,
renovation, and construction, and funding:
Provided further, That the authority to pro-
vide assistance under this heading is in addi-
tion to any other authority to provide assist-
ance to foreign nations: Provided further,
That up to $15,000,000 of these funds may be
available for coalition police trainer life sup-
port costs: Provided further, That contribu-
tions of funds for the purposes provided here-
in from any person, foreign government, or
international organization may be credited
to this Fund and used for such purposes: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary of Defense
shall notify the congressional defense com-
mittees in writing upon the receipt and upon
the obligation of any contribution, delin-
eating the sources and amounts of the funds
received and the specific use of such con-
tributions: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary of Defense shall, not fewer than 15
days prior to obligating from this appropria-
tion account, notify the congressional de-
fense committees in writing of the details of
any such obligation: Provided further, That
the Secretary of Defense shall notify the
congressional defense committees of any
proposed new projects or transfer of funds
between budget sub-activity groups in excess
of $20,000,000: Provided further, That each
amount in this paragraph is designated as
being for contingency operations directly re-
lated to the global war on terrorism pursu-
ant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Con-
gress) and as an emergency requirement pur-
suant to section 403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13
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(111th Congress), the concurrent resolution
on the budget for fiscal year 2010.
IRAQ SECURITY FORCES FUND

For the ‘Iraq Security Forces Fund”,
$1,500,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2012: Provided, That such funds
shall be available to the Secretary of De-
fense, notwithstanding any other provision
of law, for the purpose of allowing the Com-
mander, United States Forces-Iraq, or the
Secretary’s designee, to provide assistance,
with the concurrence of the Secretary of
State, to the security forces of Iraq, includ-
ing the provision of equipment, supplies,
services, training, facility and infrastructure
repair, and renovation: Provided further, That
the authority to provide assistance under
this heading is in addition to any other au-
thority to provide assistance to foreign na-
tions: Provided further, That contributions of
funds for the purposes provided herein from
any person, foreign government, or inter-
national organization may be credited to
this Fund and used for such purposes: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary shall notify
the congressional defense committees in
writing upon the receipt and upon the obli-
gation of any contribution, delineating the
sources and amounts of the funds received
and the specific use of such contributions:
Provided further, That the Secretary of De-
fense shall, not fewer than 15 days prior to
obligating from this appropriation account,
notify the congressional defense committees
in writing of the details of any such obliga-
tion: Provided further, That the Secretary of
Defense shall notify the congressional de-
fense committees of any proposed new
projects or transfer of funds between budget
sub-activity groups in excess of $20,000,000:
Provided further, That each amount in this
paragraph is designated as being for contin-
gency operations directly related to the
global war on terrorism pursuant to section
3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an
emergency requirement pursuant to section
403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the
concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2010.

AMENDMENT NO. 237 OFFERED BY MR. HOLT

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 131, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $1,500,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment to eliminate the $1.5 bil-
lion in funding for the Iraqi Security
Forces Fund.

If we are going to be cutting Pell
Grants and energy research and heat-
ing assistance for families here in the
United States, we certainly should
take a hard look at Pentagon spending
as well. Would taxpayers want their
dollars to go to pay for Iraqi police on
the streets of Baghdad when we are
cutting funding for police in Trenton,
New Jersey, and other cities and towns
across our Nation? I want my col-
leagues to understand what the authors
of H.R. 1 are proposing here today. It is
about choices.

My colleagues, I am sure, could
present a good justification for funding
Iraq Security Forces. I certainly want
to see the people of Iraq living in peace
and freedom, free from harm, either do-
mestic or foreign harm. However, the
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Government of Iraq has ample revenue
from oil sales to pay for Iraq security.
In contrast, our country faces not only
a budget deficit, but critical unmet do-
mestic needs, and this legislation be-
fore us today makes many, many un-
wise cuts.

H.R. 1 calls for spending $1.5 billion
in taxpayer money to pay for foreign
police officers in Iraq while simulta-
neously cutting $300 million for the
highly successful COPS program here
at home. The COPS program is vital.
Our local police departments count on
it to help them hire additional officers
to combat crime in our communities
and to provide true community polic-
ing. The contrast couldn’t be more
stark and absurd; have American tax-
payers foot the bill for police in Bagh-
dad but not for police in America.

H.R. 1 showcases the misguided prior-
ities of the new majority. What are
they thinking?

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

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to my col-
league from New Jersey’s amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Iraqi Se-
curity Forces Fund is required to en-
able the Iraqi Security Forces to reach
minimum essential capabilities. These
capabilities will allow those forces to
maintain internal security with police
forces in the lead and defense forces in
support while building foundational ca-
pabilities for the Iraqi military forces
to provide external defense prior to
U.S. forces’ departure on 31 December
2011.

This is our Nation’s commitment,
our President’s commitment, our Com-
mander-in-Chief’s commitment. It is a
bipartisan commitment. It is more
than just this majority’s commitment
to see the departure of our U.S. forces
in that time frame.

This Iraqi Security Forces Fund
funds the following five categories:

Equipment purchases and transpor-
tation of equipment, weapons, ammu-
nition, vehicles, communications gear
and spare parts;

Infrastructure projects such as con-
struction and improvements of police
stations, military bases, training cen-
ters, maintenance facilities, and border
enforcement facilities, among other in-
frastructure;

Training and operations projects and
programs such as training school and
maintenance facilities, vehicles for
training centers, and training of secu-
rity forces;

Sustainment of security forces
through maintenance programs, human
resources, information management
systems, support service, and medical
services;

Other activities such as detainee op-
erations, disarmament, demobilization,
and reintegration.

These are essential to speed our de-
parture from Afghanistan. So, Mr.
Chairman, I urge my colleagues to vote
“no’”” on Mr. HOLT’s amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I demand a
recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey will be
postponed.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

PROCUREMENT
AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, ARMY

For an additional amount for ‘‘Aircraft
Procurement, Army’’, $2,720,138,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2013: Pro-
vided, That each amount in this paragraph is
designated as being for contingency oper-
ations directly related to the global war on
terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

MISSILE PROCUREMENT, ARMY

For an additional amount for ‘‘Missile Pro-
curement, Army’’, $343,828,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2013: Provided,
That each amount in this paragraph is des-
ignated as being for contingency operations
directly related to the global war on ter-
rorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res.
5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

PROCUREMENT OF WEAPONS AND TRACKED
COMBAT VEHICLES, ARMY

For an additional amount for ‘‘Procure-
ment of Weapons and Tracked Combat Vehi-
cles, Army”’, $896,996,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2013: Provided, That each
amount in this paragraph is designated as
being for contingency operations directly re-
lated to the global war on terrorism pursu-
ant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Con-
gress) and as an emergency requirement pur-
suant to section 403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13
(111th Congress), the concurrent resolution
on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, ARMY

For an additional amount for ‘‘Procure-
ment of Ammunition, Army’’, $369,885,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2013:
Provided, That each amount in this para-
graph is designated as being for contingency
operations directly related to the global war
on terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

OTHER PROCUREMENT, ARMY

For an additional amount for ‘“Other Pro-
curement, Army’’, $6,423,832,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2013: Provided,
That each amount in this paragraph is des-
ignated as being for contingency operations
directly related to the global war on ter-
rorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res.
5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

ATRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, NAVY

For an additional amount for ‘‘Aircraft
Procurement, Navy”’, $1,269,549,000, to remain
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available until September 30, 2013: Provided,
That each amount in this paragraph is des-
ignated as being for contingency operations
directly related to the global war on ter-
rorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res.
5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.
WEAPONS PROCUREMENT, NAVY

For an additional amount for ‘““Weapons
Procurement, Navy’’, $90,502,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2013: Provided,
That each amount in this paragraph is des-
ignated as being for contingency operations
directly related to the global war on ter-
rorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res.
5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, NAVY AND

MARINE CORPS

For an additional amount for ‘‘Procure-
ment of Ammunition, Navy and Marine
Corps’’, $558,024,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2013: Provided, That each
amount in this paragraph is designated as
being for contingency operations directly re-
lated to the global war on terrorism pursu-
ant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Con-
gress) and as an emergency requirement pur-
suant to section 403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13
(111th Congress), the concurrent resolution
on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

OTHER PROCUREMENT, NAVY

For an additional amount for ‘“Other Pro-
curement, Navy’’, $316,835,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2013: Provided,
That each amount in this paragraph is des-
ignated as being for contingency operations
directly related to the global war on ter-
rorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res.
5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

PROCUREMENT, MARINE CORPS

For an additional amount for ‘‘Procure-
ment, Marine Corps’, $1,589,119,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2013: Pro-
vided, That each amount in this paragraph is
designated as being for contingency oper-
ations directly related to the global war on
terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE

For an additional amount for ‘‘Aircraft
Procurement, Air Force’”, $1,991,955,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2013:
Provided, That each amount in this para-
graph is designated as being for contingency
operations directly related to the global war
on terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

MISSILE PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE

For an additional amount for ‘“Missile Pro-
curement, Air Force’, $56,621,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2013: Provided,
That each amount in this paragraph is des-
ignated as being for contingency operations
directly related to the global war on ter-
rorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res.
5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, AIR FORCE

For an additional amount for ‘‘Procure-
ment of Ammunition, Air Force”’,
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$292,959,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2013: Provided, That each amount
in this paragraph is designated as being for
contingency operations directly related to
the global war on terrorism pursuant to sec-
tion 3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Congress) and
as an emergency requirement pursuant to
section 403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13 (111th Con-
gress), the concurrent resolution on the
budget for fiscal year 2010.

OTHER PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE

For an additional amount for ‘“Other Pro-
curement, Air Force’, $2,868,593,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2013: Pro-
vided, That each amount in this paragraph is
designated as being for contingency oper-
ations directly related to the global war on
terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

PROCUREMENT, DEFENSE-WIDE

For an additional amount for ‘‘Procure-
ment, Defense-Wide’’, $1,262,499,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2013: Pro-
vided, That each amount in this paragraph is
designated as being for contingency oper-
ations directly related to the global war on
terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVE EQUIPMENT

For procurement of aircraft, missiles,
tracked combat vehicles, ammunition, other
weapons and other procurement for the re-
serve components of the Armed Forces,
$850,000,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2013, of which
$250,000,000 shall be available only for the
Army National Guard: Provided, That the
Chiefs of National Guard and Reserve compo-
nents shall, not later than 30 days after the
enactment of this Act, individually submit
to the congressional defense committees the
modernization priority assessment for their
respective National Guard or Reserve compo-
nent: Provided further, That each amount in
this paragraph is designated as being for con-
tingency operations directly related to the
global war on terrorism pursuant to section
3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an
emergency requirement pursuant to section
403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the
concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2010.

MINE RESISTANT AMBUSH PROTECTED VEHICLE
FUND

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the Mine Resistant Ambush Protected
Vehicle Fund, $3,415,000,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2012: Provided, That
such funds shall be available to the Sec-
retary of Defense, notwithstanding any other
provision of law, to procure, sustain, trans-
port, and field Mine Resistant Ambush Pro-
tected vehicles: Provided further, That the
Secretary shall transfer such funds only to
appropriations made available in this or any
other Act for operation and maintenance;
procurement; research, development, test
and evaluation; and defense working capital
funds to accomplish the purpose provided
herein: Provided further, That such trans-
ferred funds shall be merged with and be
available for the same purposes and the same
time period as the appropriation to which
transferred: Provided further, That this trans-
fer authority is in addition to any other
transfer authority available to the Depart-
ment of Defense: Provided further, That the
Secretary shall, not fewer than 10 days prior
to making transfers from this appropriation,
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notify the congressional defense committees
in writing of the details of any such transfer:
Provided further, That each amount in this
paragraph is designated as being for contin-
gency operations directly related to the
global war on terrorism pursuant to section
3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an
emergency requirement pursuant to section
403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the
concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2010.
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION, ARMY
For an additional amount for ‘‘Research,
Development, Test and Evaluation, Army”’,
$143,234,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2012: Provided, That each amount
in this paragraph is designated as being for
contingency operations directly related to
the global war on terrorism pursuant to sec-
tion 3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Congress) and
as an emergency requirement pursuant to
section 403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13 (111th Con-
gress), the concurrent resolution on the
budget for fiscal year 2010.
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION, NAVY
For an additional amount for ‘‘Research,
Development, Test and Evaluation, Navy”’,
$104,781,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2012: Provided, That each amount
in this paragraph is designated as being for
contingency operations directly related to
the global war on terrorism pursuant to sec-
tion 3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Congress) and
as an emergency requirement pursuant to
section 403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13 (111th Con-
gress), the concurrent resolution on the
budget for fiscal year 2010.
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION, AIR FORCE
For an additional amount for ‘‘Research,
Development, Test and Evaluation, Air
Force”’, $484,382,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2012: Provided, That each
amount in this paragraph is designated as
being for contingency operations directly re-
lated to the global war on terrorism pursu-
ant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Con-
gress) and as an emergency requirement pur-
suant to section 403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13
(111th Congress), the concurrent resolution
on the budget for fiscal year 2010.
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION, DEFENSE-WIDE
For an additional amount for ‘‘Research,
Development, Test and Evaluation, Defense-
Wide”’, $222,616,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2012: Provided, That each
amount in this paragraph is designated as
being for contingency operations directly re-
lated to the global war on terrorism pursu-
ant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Con-
gress) and as an emergency requirement pur-
suant to section 403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13
(111th Congress), the concurrent resolution
on the budget for fiscal year 2010.
REVOLVING AND MANAGEMENT FUNDS
DEFENSE WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS
For an additional amount for ‘‘Defense
Working Capital Funds’, $485,384,000: Pro-
vided, That each amount in this paragraph is
designated as being for contingency oper-
ations directly related to the global war on
terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.
OTHER DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
PROGRAMS
DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM
For an additional amount for
Health Program’, $1,422,092,000,

“Defense
of which
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$1,398,092,000 shall be for operation and main-
tenance, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2011, and of which $24,000,000 shall
be for research, development, test and eval-
uation, to remain available until September
30, 2012: Provided, That each amount in this
paragraph is designated as being for contin-
gency operations directly related to the
global war on terrorism pursuant to section
3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an
emergency requirement pursuant to section
403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the
concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2010.
DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER-DRUG
ACTIVITIES, DEFENSE

For an additional amount for ‘‘Drug Inter-
diction and Counter-Drug Activities, De-
fense’’, $440,510,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2012: Provided, That each
amount in this paragraph is designated as
being for contingency operations directly re-
lated to the global war on terrorism pursu-
ant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res. 5 (112th Con-
gress) and as an emergency requirement pur-
suant to section 403(a) of S. Con. Res. 13
(111th Congress), the concurrent resolution
on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

JOINT IMPROVISED EXPLOSIVE DEVICE DEFEAT
FUND
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the ‘“‘Joint Improvised Explosive De-
vice Defeat Fund’, $2,793,768,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2013: Provided,
That such funds shall be available to the
Secretary of Defense, notwithstanding any
other provision of law, for the purpose of al-
lowing the Director of the Joint Improvised
Explosive Device Defeat Organization to in-
vestigate, develop and provide equipment,
supplies, services, training, facilities, per-
sonnel and funds to assist United States
forces in the defeat of improvised explosive
devices: Provided further, That the Secretary
of Defense may transfer funds provided here-
in to appropriations for military personnel;
operation and maintenance; procurement;
research, development, test and evaluation;
and defense working capital funds to accom-
plish the purpose provided herein: Provided
further, That this transfer authority is in ad-
dition to any other transfer authority avail-
able to the Department of Defense: Provided
further, That the Secretary of Defense shall,
not fewer than 15 days prior to making
transfers from this appropriation, notify the
congressional defense committees in writing
of the details of any such transfer: Provided
further, That each amount in this paragraph
is designated as being for contingency oper-
ations directly related to the global war on
terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL

For an additional amount for the ‘‘Office of
the Inspector General’’, $10,529,000: Provided,
That each amount in this paragraph is des-
ignated as being for contingency operations
directly related to the global war on ter-
rorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H. Res.
5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

GENERAL PROVISIONS—THIS TITLE

SEC. 9001. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, funds made available in this
title are in addition to amounts appropriated
or otherwise made available for the Depart-
ment of Defense for fiscal year 2011.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 9002. Upon the determination of the

Secretary of Defense that such action is nec-
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essary in the national interest, the Sec-
retary may, with the approval of the Office
of Management and Budget, transfer up to
$4,000,000,000 between the appropriations or
funds made available to the Department of
Defense in this title: Provided, That the Sec-
retary shall notify the Congress promptly of
each transfer made pursuant to the author-
ity in this section: Provided further, That the
authority provided in this section is in addi-
tion to any other transfer authority avail-
able to the Department of Defense and is
subject to the same terms and conditions as
the authority provided in the Department of
Defense Appropriations Act, 2011.

SEC. 9003. Supervision and administration
costs associated with a construction project
funded with appropriations available for op-
eration and maintenance or the ‘‘Afghani-
stan Security Forces Fund’ provided in this
Act and executed in direct support of over-
seas contingency operations in Afghanistan,
may be obligated at the time a construction
contract is awarded: Provided, That for the
purpose of this section, supervision and ad-
ministration costs include all in-house Gov-
ernment costs.

SEC. 9004. From funds made available in
this title, the Secretary of Defense may pur-
chase for use by military and civilian em-
ployees of the Department of Defense in Iraq
and Afghanistan: (a) passenger motor vehi-
cles up to a limit of $75,000 per vehicle and
(b) heavy and light armored vehicles for the
physical security of personnel or for force
protection purposes up to a limit of $250,000
per vehicle, notwithstanding price or other
limitations applicable to the purchase of
passenger carrying vehicles.

SEC. 9005. Not to exceed $500,000,000 of the
amount appropriated in this title under the
heading ‘“‘Operation and Maintenance,
Army” may be used, notwithstanding any
other provision of law, to fund the Com-
mander’s Emergency Response Program
(CERP), for the purpose of enabling military
commanders in Iraq and Afghanistan to re-
spond to urgent, small scale, humanitarian
relief and reconstruction requirements with-
in their areas of responsibility: Provided,
That projects (including any ancillary or re-
lated elements in connection with such
project) executed under this authority shall
not exceed $20,000,000: Provided further, That
not later than 45 days after the end of each
fiscal year quarter, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to the congressional defense
committees a report regarding the source of
funds and the allocation and use of funds
during that quarter that were made avail-
able pursuant to the authority provided in
this section or under any other provision of
law for the purposes described herein: Pro-
vided further, That, not later than 30 days
after the end of each month, the Army shall
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees monthly commitment, obligation, and
expenditure data for the Commander’s Emer-
gency Response Program in Iraq and Afghan-
istan: Provided further, That not less than 15
days before making funds available pursuant
to the authority provided in this section or
under any other provision of law for the pur-
poses described herein for a project with a
total anticipated cost for completion of
$5,000,000 or more, the Secretary shall submit
to the congressional defense committees a
written notice containing each of the fol-
lowing:

(1) The location, nature and purpose of the
proposed project, including how the project
is intended to advance the military cam-
paign plan for the country in which it is to
be carried out.

(2) The budget, implementation timeline
with milestones, and completion date for the
proposed project, including any other CERP
funding that has been or is anticipated to be
contributed to the completion of the project.

H877

(3) A plan for the sustainment of the pro-
posed project, including the agreement with
either the host nation, a non-Department of
Defense agency of the United States Govern-
ment or a third party contributor to finance
the sustainment of the activities and main-
tenance of any equipment or facilities to be
provided through the proposed project.

SEC. 9006. Funds available to the Depart-
ment of Defense for operation and mainte-
nance may be used, notwithstanding any
other provision of law, to provide supplies,
services, transportation, including airlift
and sealift, and other logistical support to
coalition forces supporting military and sta-
bility operations in Iraq and Afghanistan:
Provided, That the Secretary of Defense shall
provide quarterly reports to the congres-
sional defense committees regarding support
provided under this section.

SEC. 9007. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this or any
other Act shall be obligated or expended by
the United States Government for a purpose
as follows:

(1) To establish any military installation
or base for the purpose of providing for the
permanent stationing of United States
Armed Forces in Iraq.

(2) To exercise United States control over
any oil resource of Iraq.

(3) To establish any military installation
or base for the purpose of providing for the
permanent stationing of United States
Armed Forces in Afghanistan.

SEC. 9008. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used in contravention of
the following laws enacted or regulations
promulgated to implement the United Na-
tions Convention Against Torture and Other
Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment (done at New York on December
10, 1984):

(1) Section 2340A of title 18, United States
Code.

(2) Section 2242 of the Foreign Affairs Re-
form and Restructuring Act of 1998 (division
G of Public Law 105-277; 112 Stat. 2681-822; 8
U.S.C. 1231 note) and regulations prescribed
thereto, including regulations under part 208
of title 8, Code of Federal Regulations, and
part 95 of title 22, Code of Federal Regula-
tions.

(3) Sections 1002 and 1003 of the Depart-
ment of Defense, Emergency Supplemental
Appropriations to Address Hurricanes in the
Gulf of Mexico, and Pandemic Influenza Act,
2006 (Public Law 109-148).

SEC. 9009. (a) The Secretary of Defense
shall submit to the congressional defense
committees not later than 45 days after the
end of each fiscal quarter a report on the
proposed use of all funds appropriated by
this or any prior Act under each of the head-
ings Iraq Security Forces Fund, Afghanistan
Security Forces Fund, Afghanistan Infra-
structure Fund, and Pakistan Counterinsur-
gency Fund on a project-by-project basis, for
which the obligation of funds is anticipated
during the 3-month period from such date,
including estimates for the accounts referred
to in this section of the costs required to
complete each such project.

(b) The report required by this subsection
shall include the following:

(1) The use of all funds on a project-by-
project basis for which funds appropriated
under the headings referred to in subsection
(a) were obligated prior to the submission of
the report, including estimates for the ac-
counts referred to in subsection (a) of the
costs to complete each project.

(2) The use of all funds on a project-by-
project basis for which funds were appro-
priated under the headings referred to in
subsection (a) in prior appropriations Acts,
or for which funds were made available by
transfer, reprogramming, or allocation from
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other headings in prior appropriations Acts,
including estimates for the accounts referred
to in subsection (a) of the costs to complete
each project.

(3) An estimated total cost to train and
equip the Iraq, Afghanistan, and Pakistan
security forces, disaggregated by major pro-
gram and sub-elements by force, arrayed by
fiscal year.

SEC. 9010. Funds made available in this
title to the Department of Defense for oper-
ation and maintenance may be used to pur-
chase items having an investment unit cost
of not more than $250,000: Provided, That,
upon determination by the Secretary of De-
fense that such action is necessary to meet
the operational requirements of a Com-
mander of a Combatant Command engaged
in contingency operations overseas, such
funds may be used to purchase items having
an investment item unit cost of not more
than $500,000.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 9011. Of the funds appropriated by this
Act for the Office of the Director of National
Intelligence, $3,375,000 is available, as speci-
fied in the classified annex, for transfer to
other departments and agencies of the Fed-
eral Government.

SEC. 9012. (a) The Task Force for Business
and Stability Operations in Afghanistan
may, subject to the direction and control of
the Secretary of Defense and with the con-
currence of the Secretary of State, carry out
projects in fiscal year 2011 to assist the com-
mander of the United States Central Com-
mand in developing a link between United
States military operations in Afghanistan
under Operation Enduring Freedom and the
economic elements of United States national
power in order to reduce violence, enhance
stability, and restore economic normalcy in
Afghanistan through strategic business and
economic opportunities.

(b) The projects carried out under para-
graph (a) may include projects that facili-
tate private investment, industrial develop-
ment, banking and financial system develop-
ment, agricultural diversification and revi-
talization, and energy development in and
with respect to Afghanistan.

(c) The Secretary may use up to $150,000,000
of the funds available for overseas contin-
gency operations in ‘‘Operation and Mainte-
nance, Army’’ for additional activities to
carry out projects under paragraph (a).

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN (during the
reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that the remainder of
the bill through page 154, line 14 be
considered as read, printed in the
RECORD, and open to amendment at
any point.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New Jersey?

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 9013. (a) Not more than 85 percent of
the funds provided in this title for Operation
and Maintenance may be available for obli-
gation or expenditure until the date on
which the Secretary of Defense submits the
report under subsection (b).

(b) Not later than 120 days after the date
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary
of Defense shall submit to the congressional
defense committees a report on contractor
employees in the United States Central Com-
mand, including—

(1) the number of employees of a con-
tractor awarded a contract by the Depart-
ment of Defense (including subcontractor
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employees) who are employed at the time of
the report in the area of operations of the
United States Central Command, including a
list of the number of such employees in each
of Iraq, Afghanistan, and all other areas of
operations of the United States Central Com-
mand; and

(2) for each fiscal year quarter beginning
on the date of the report and ending on Sep-
tember 30, 2012—

(A) the number of such employees
planned by the Secretary to be employed
during each such period in each of Iraq, Af-
ghanistan, and all other areas of operations
of the United States Central Command; and

(B) an explanation of how the number of
such employees listed under subparagraph
(A) relates to the planned number of mili-
tary personnel in such locations.

This division may be cited as the ‘De-
partment of Defense Appropriations Act,
2011,

AMENDMENT NO. 456 OFFERED BY MS. BALDWIN

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows:

At the end of division A, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . Each amount made available by

this division (other than an amount required
to be made available by a provision of law) is
hereby reduced by a pro rata amount so that
the total reduction resulting from the appli-
cation of this section is $1,000,000,000.

Page 287, line 12, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000,000)"".

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I reserve a point of order on the
gentlewoman’s amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order
is reserved.

The gentlewoman from Wisconsin is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of my amendment and
in opposition to H.R. 1, the Republican
bill to slash services to the American

people—a measure that 1 Dbelieve
threatens jobs and our fragile economic
recovery.

I agree with my Republican col-
leagues that we must reduce the deficit
and bring our budget into balance, but
we must be smart about it. This bill
harms the people who tend to our
health, those who educate our children,
and those who patrol our neighbor-
hoods and protect our safety. This bill
frustrates our economic recovery by
making job training and career train-
ing unattainable for many Americans.
Meanwhile, it does little to restrain ex-
cessive military spending or eliminate
government handouts to Big Oil or
eliminate tax breaks for multimillion-
aires.

Today, we spend millions of dollars
each day in Afghanistan and Iraq,
spending that is protected in the bill
that is before us. At the same time,
this Republican bill to slash services
cuts Community Health Centers to the
core. For those of you who are unfa-
miliar with the work of Community
Health Centers, they provide essential
health services to children and families
who lack insurance and have extremely
limited incomes. Community Health
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Centers provide a big bang for the
buck. They tend to the health care
needs of more than 17 million unin-
sured or underinsured men, women,
and children in America each year.

The cut in the Republican bill before
us is so deep that it will result in the
elimination of services to more than
half of the current capacity of Commu-
nity Health Centers today to serve our
neighbors. An estimated 127 new health
centers in underserved areas will close
across the United States. In some com-
munities, patients with diabetes, heart
disease, HIV and AIDS, pregnant
women, and sick children will have no-
where to turn except perhaps emer-
gency rooms ill-suited to their needs.

Thousands of health care workers in
rural and urban underserved commu-
nities will lose their jobs. I've already
heard from the Director of Community
Health Centers in both Beloit and
Janesville, Wisconsin. He let me know
about the serious impact this slash of
funding will have on thousands in just
one Wisconsin county.

Mr. Chairman, my amendment re-
stores Community Health Center fund-
ing, but I pay for it with a commensu-
rate cut in wasteful defense spending. I
said at the outset we need to be smart
if we are to cut spending without com-
promising our jobs, our economic re-
covery, and our future.

I agree with our President when he
said, if we are to ‘“win the future,” we
must out-educate, out-innovate, and
out-build the rest of the world. But we
can’t do that by cutting Pell Grants for
students and slashing the research
budgets of the National Institutes of
Health, the National Science Founda-
tion, and the Department of Energy.

This unwise bill jeopardizes our Na-
tion’s recovery and future. And it’s
particularly troublesome to me this
week because it falls on top of efforts
by Wisconsin’s Governor to cut health,
education, and public safety services
and to diminish the rights of the public
servants who provide them.

Mr. Chairman, I stand here today in
solidarity with my fellow Wisconsin-
ites as I fight for a better future for all
Wisconsinites and all Americans. I urge
an ‘‘aye’ vote on my amendment and a
‘“no’’ vote on H.R. 1.

Mr. DICKS. Will the gentlewoman
yield?

Ms. BALDWIN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Washington.

Mr. DICKS. I just want to say that I
share your enthusiasm for Community
Health Centers. I've seen them all
across my district. They are wonderful.
We’re going to have to keep fighting
for them.

Ms. BALDWIN. I thank the gen-
tleman.

I yield back the balance of my time.

POINT OF ORDER

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey will state his point of
order.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, the amendment is proposed to
amend portions of the bill not yet read.
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The amendment may not be considered
en bloc under clause 2(f) of rule XXI be-
cause the amendment proposes to
transfer between subcommittees.

I ask for a ruling from the Chair.

The Acting CHAIR. Does any Member
wish to be heard on the point of order?

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. Chairman, I do
rise to be heard on the point of order.

Mr. Chairman, here are the rules of
the House for the 112th Congress. Ac-
companying it, we also have something
called H. Res. 92. Oftentimes when we
get to the floor, we talk in inside-the-
Beltway language that’s really hard, I
think, for the American public to fol-
low. But I just want to make clear that
H. Res. 92 is a document drafted by the
Republicans to govern debate on this
bill, and this bill only. But our House
rules specifically allow an amendment
such as the one that I have presented
to this body and was just debating a
moment ago on the House floor. And I
think it’s a wise rule because it really
helps us pay as we go.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentle-
woman’s remarks must be confined to
the point of order.

Ms. BALDWIN. The underlying House
rules specifically permit an amend-
ment such as the one I've offered and
earlier debated in front of this body be-
cause it allows us to cut spending in
one area in order to restore services or
programs of greater priority in an-
other. In other words, it aids us in our
job to pay as we go.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentle-
woman’s remarks must be confined to
the point of order.

Ms. BALDWIN. Under the rules of
this House, my amendment would be
fine. In the House Resolution 92, to
which the gentleman referred, which
governs simply the debate that we’re
engaged in this evening, it waives the
rule of the House. It waives the rule of
the House, the people’s House. So I just
want to make it clear—I think I know
how the Chairman will end up ruling—
but that this is the Republicans’ will
that I cannot advance this amendment
and not because of the underlying rules
of this House.

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other
Member wish to be heard?

To be considered en bloc pursuant to
clause 2(f) of rule XXI, an amendment
must propose only to transfer appro-
priations among objects in the bill. Be-
cause the amendment offered by the
gentlewoman from Wisconsin proposes
also another kind of change in the bill;
namely, to reach back in the reading,
it may not avail itself of clause 2(f) to
address portions of the bill not yet
read.

The point of order is sustained.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

DIVISION B—FULL-YEAR CONTINUING
APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2011

The following sums are hereby appro-
priated, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, and out of appli-
cable corporate or other revenues, receipts,
and funds, for the several departments, agen-
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cies, corporations, and other organizational
units of Government for fiscal year 2011, and
for other purposes, namely:

TITLE I—GENERAL PROVISIONS

SEC. 1101. (a) Such amounts as may be nec-
essary, at the level specified in subsection (c)
and under the authority and conditions pro-
vided in applicable appropriations Acts for
fiscal year 2010, for projects or activities (in-
cluding the costs of direct loans and loan
guarantees) that are not otherwise specifi-
cally provided for, and for which appropria-
tions, funds, or other authority were made
available in the following appropriations
Acts:

(1) The Agriculture, Rural Development,
Food and Drug Administration, and Related
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public
Law 111-80).

(2) The Energy and Water Development and
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010
(Public Law 111-85).

(3) The Department of Homeland Security
Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-83).

(4) The Department of the Interior, Envi-
ronment, and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 2010 (division A of Public Law 111-
88).

(5) The Legislative Branch Appropriations
Act, 2010 (division A of Public Law 111-68).

(6) The Consolidated Appropriations Act,
2010 (Public Law 111-117).

(7) Section 102(c) (except the last proviso
relating to waiver of fees) of chapter 1 of
title I of the Supplemental Appropriations
Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-212) that addresses
guaranteed loans in the rural housing insur-
ance fund.

(8) The appropriation under the heading
“Department of Commerce—United States
Patent and Trademark Office’ in the United
States Patent and Trademark Office Supple-
mental Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public Law
111-224).

(b) For purposes of this division, the term
“level’” means an amount.

(c) The level referred to in subsection (a)
shall be the amounts appropriated in the ap-
propriations Acts referred to in such sub-
section, including transfers and obligation
limitations, except that—

(1) such level shall not include any amount
previously designated as an emergency re-
quirement and necessary to meet emergency
needs pursuant to sections 403(a) and 423(b)
of S. Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the con-
current resolution on the budget for fiscal
year 2010; and

(2) such level shall be calculated without
regard to any rescission or cancellation of
funds or contract authority.

SEC. 1102. Appropriations made by section
1101 shall be available to the extent and in
the manner that would be provided by the
pertinent appropriations Act.

SEC. 1103. Appropriations provided by this
division that, in the applicable appropria-
tions Act for fiscal year 2010, carried a mul-
tiple-year or no-year period of availability
shall retain a comparable period of avail-
ability.

SEC. 1104. Except as otherwise expressly
provided in this division, the requirements,
authorities, conditions, limitations, and
other provisions of the appropriations Acts
referred to in section 1101(a) shall continue
in effect through the date specified in sec-
tion 1106.

SEC. 1105. No appropriation or funds made
available or authority granted pursuant to
section 1101 shall be used to initiate or re-
sume any project or activity for which ap-
propriations, funds, or other authority were
specifically prohibited during fiscal year
2010.

SEC. 1106. Unless otherwise provided for in
this division or in the applicable appropria-
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tions Act, appropriations and funds made
available and authority granted pursuant to
this division shall be available through Sep-
tember 30, 2011.

SEC. 1107. Expenditures made pursuant to
the Continuing Appropriations Act, 2011
(Public Law 111-242), shall be charged to the
applicable appropriation, fund, or authoriza-
tion provided by this division.

SEC. 1108. Funds appropriated by this divi-
sion may be obligated and expended notwith-
standing section 10 of Public Law 91-672 (22
U.S.C. 2412), section 15 of the State Depart-
ment Basic Authorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C.
2680), section 313 of the Foreign Relations
Authorization Act, Fiscal Years 1994 and 1995
(22 U.S.C. 6212), and section 504(a)(1) of the
National Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C.
414(a)(1)).

SEC. 1109. (a) For entitlements and other
mandatory payments whose budget author-
ity was provided in appropriations Acts for
fiscal year 2010, and for activities under the
Food and Nutrition Act of 2008, the levels es-
tablished by section 1101 shall be the
amounts necessary to maintain program lev-
els under current law and under the author-
ity and conditions provided in the applicable
appropriations Acts for fiscal year 2010.

(b) In addition to the amounts otherwise
provided by section 1101, the following
amounts shall be available for the following
accounts for advance payments for the first
quarter of fiscal year 2012:

(1) “Department of Labor, Employment
Standards Administration, Special Benefits
for Disabled Coal Miners’’, for benefit pay-
ments under title IV of the Federal Mine
Safety and Health Act of 1977, $41,000,000, to
remain available until expended.

(2) ‘“‘Department of Health and Human
Services, Centers for Medicare and Medicaid
Services, Grants to States for Medicaid”’, for
payments to States or in the case of section
1928 on behalf of States under title XIX of
the Social Security Act, $86,445,289,000, to re-
main available until expended.

(3) “‘Department of Health and Human
Services, Administration for Children and
Families, Payments to States for Child Sup-
port Enforcement and Family Support Pro-
grams’’, for payments to States or other non-
Federal entities under titles I, IV-D, X, XI,
XIV, and XVI of the Social Security Act and
the Act of July 5, 1960 (24 U.S.C. ch. 9),
$1,200,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.

(4) “‘Department of Health and Human
Services, Administration for Children and
Families, Payments to States for Foster
Care and Permanency’, for payments to
States or other non-Federal entities under
title IV-E of the Social Security Act,
$1,850,000,000.

(5) ‘“Social Security Administration, Sup-
plemental Security Income Program’, for
benefit payments under title XVI of the So-
cial Security Act, $13,400,000,000, to remain
available until expended.

SEC. 1110. Amounts incorporated by ref-
erence in this division that were previously
designated as available for overseas deploy-
ments and other activities pursuant to S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010,
are designated as being for contingency oper-
ations directly related to the global war on
terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress) and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress).

SEC. 1111. Any language specifying an ear-
mark in an appropriations Act for fiscal year
2010, or in a committee report or joint ex-
planatory statement accompanying such an
Act, shall have no legal effect with respect
to funds appropriated by this division. For
purposes of this section, the term ‘“‘earmark”
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means a congressional earmark or congres-
sionally directed spending item, as defined in
clause 9(e) of rule XXI of the Rules of the
House of Representatives and paragraph 5(a)
of rule XLIV of the Standing Rules of the
Senate.

SEC. 1112. Notwithstanding section 1101,
none of the funds appropriated or otherwise
made available in this division or any other
Act (including division A of this Act) may be
used to transfer, release, or assist in the
transfer or release to or within the United
States, its territories, or possessions Khalid
Sheikh Mohammed or any other detainee
who—

(1) is not a United States citizen or a mem-
ber of the Armed Forces of the United
States; and

(2) is or was held on or after June 24, 2009,
at the United States Naval Station, Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba, by the Department of De-
fense.

SEC. 1113. (a)(1) Notwithstanding section
1101, except as provided in paragraph (2),
none of the funds appropriated or otherwise
made available in this division or any other
Act (including division A of this Act) may be
used to transfer any individual detained at
Guantanamo to the custody or effective con-
trol of the individual’s country of origin, any
other foreign country, or any other foreign
entity unless the Secretary of Defense sub-
mits to Congress the certification described
in subsection (b) by not later than 30 days
before the transfer of the individual.

(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply to any ac-
tion taken by the Secretary of Defense to
transfer any individual detained at Guanta-
namo to effectuate an order affecting the
disposition of the individual that is issued by
a court or competent tribunal of the United
States having lawful jurisdiction. The Sec-
retary of Defense shall notify Congress
promptly upon issuance of any such order.

(b) The certification described in this sub-
section is a written certification made by
the Secretary of Defense, with the concur-
rence of the Secretary of State, that the gov-
ernment of the foreign country or the recog-
nized leadership of the foreign entity to
which the individual detained at Guanta-
namo is to be transferred—

(1) is not a designated state sponsor of ter-
rorism or a designated foreign terrorist orga-
nization;

(2) maintains effective control over each
detention facility in which an individual is
to be detained if the individual is to be
housed in a detention facility;

(3) is not, as of the date of the certifi-
cation, facing a threat that is likely to sub-
stantially affect its ability to exercise con-
trol over the individual;

(4) has agreed to take effective steps to en-
sure that the individual cannot take action
to threaten the United States, its citizens, or
its allies in the future;

(5) has taken such steps as the Secretary
determines are necessary to ensure that the
individual cannot engage or re-engage in any
terrorist activity; and

(6) has agreed to share any information
with the United States that—

(A) is related to the individual or any asso-
ciates of the individual; and

(B) could affect the security of the United
States, its citizens, or its allies.

(c)(1) Except as provided in paragraph (3),
none of the funds appropriated or otherwise
made available in this division or any other
Act (including division A of this Act) may be
used to transfer any individual detained at
Guantanamo to the custody or effective con-
trol of the individual’s country of origin, any
other foreign country, or any other foreign
entity if there is a confirmed case of any in-
dividual who was detained at United States
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, at
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any time after September 11, 2001, who was
transferred to the foreign country or entity
and subsequently engaged in any terrorist
activity.

(2) The Secretary of Defense may waive the
prohibition in paragraph (1) if the Secretary
determines that such a transfer is in the na-
tional security interests of the United States
and includes, as part of the certification de-
scribed in subsection (b) relating to such
transfer, the determination of the Secretary
under this paragraph.

(3) Paragraph (1) shall not apply to any ac-
tion taken by the Secretary to transfer any
individual detained at Guantanamo to effec-
tuate an order affecting the disposition of
the individual that is issued by a court or
competent tribunal of the United States hav-
ing lawful jurisdiction. The Secretary shall
notify Congress promptly upon issuance of
any such order.

(d) For the purposes of this section:

(1) The term ‘‘individual detained at Guan-
tanamo’ means any individual who is lo-
cated at United States Naval Station, Guan-
tanamo Bay, Cuba, as of October 1, 2009,
who—

(A) is not a citizen of the United States or
a member of the Armed Forces of the United
States; and

(B) is—

(i) in the custody or under the effective
control of the Department of Defense; or

(ii) otherwise under detention at United
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay,
Cuba.

(2) The term ‘‘foreign terrorist organiza-
tion”” means any organization so designated
by the Secretary of State under section 219
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8
U.S.C. 1189).

SEC. 1114. (a) Notwithstanding section 1101,
none of the funds appropriated or otherwise
made available by this division or any other
Act (including division A of this Act) may be
used to construct or modify any facility in
the United States, its territories, or posses-
sions to house any individual described in
subsection (c¢) for the purposes of detention
or imprisonment in the custody or under the
effective control of the Department of De-
fense.

(b) The prohibition in subsection (a) shall
not apply to any modification of facilities at
United States Naval Station, Guantanamo
Bay, Cuba.

(¢) An individual described in this sub-
section is any individual who, as of June 24,
2009, is located at United States Naval Sta-
tion, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, and who—

(1) is not a citizen of the United States or
a member of the Armed Forces of the United
States; and

(2) is—

(A) in the custody or under the effective
control of the Department of Defense; or

(B) otherwise under detention at United
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay,
Cuba.

SEC. 1115. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this division
or any other Act (including division A of this
Act) may be obligated by any covered execu-
tive agency in contravention of the certifi-
cation requirement of section 6(b) of the Iran
Sanctions Act of 1996, as included in the revi-
sions to the Federal Acquisition Regulation
pursuant to such section.

SEC. 1116. Section 550(b) of Public Law 109-
295, as amended by section 550 of Public Law
111-83, shall be applied by substituting the
date specified in section 1106 of this division
for “‘October 4, 2010”.

SEC. 1117. Section 1(b)(2) of the Passport
Act of June 4, 1920 (22 U.S.C. 214(b)(2)) shall
be applied by substituting the date specified
in section 1106 of this division for ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2010”°.
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SEC. 1118. (a) Section 1115(d) of Public Law
111-32 shall be applied by substituting the
date specified in section 1106 of this division
for “‘October 1, 2010”".

(b) Section 824(g) of the Foreign Service
Act of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 4064(g)) shall be applied
by substituting the date specified in section
1106 of this division for ‘‘October 1, 2010 in
paragraph (2).

(c) Section 61(a) of the State Department
Basic Authorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C.
2733(a)) shall be applied by substituting the
date specified in section 1106 of this division
for “‘October 1, 2010”° in paragraph (2).

(d) Section 625(j)(1) of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2385(j)(1)) shall be
applied by substituting the date specified in
section 1106 of this division for ‘‘October 1,
2010’ in subparagraph (B).

SEC. 1119. The authority provided by sec-
tion 1334 of the Foreign Affairs Reform and
Restructuring Act of 1998 (22 U.S.C. 6553)
shall remain in effect through the date speci-
fied in section 1106 of this division.

SEC. 1120. The provisions of title II of the
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act
(42 U.S.C. 11311 et seq.) shall continue in ef-
fect, notwithstanding section 209 of such
Act, through the earlier of: (1) the date spec-
ified in section 1106 of this division; or (2) the
date of the enactment into law of an author-
ization Act relating to the McKinney-Vento
Homeless Assistance Act.

TITLE II—AGRICULTURE, RURAL DEVEL-

OPMENT, FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIS-

TRATION, AND RELATED AGENCIES

SEC. 1201. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“Agricultural Programs, Office
of the Secretary’ shall be $5,061,000.

SEC. 1202. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Agricultural Programs, Office
of Tribal Relations’ shall be $0.

SEC. 1203. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Execu-
tive Operations, Office of Chief Economist”’
shall be $10,032,000.

SEC. 1204. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Execu-
tive Operations, National Appeals Division”
shall be $14,711,000.

SEC. 1205. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Execu-
tive Operations, Office of Budget and Pro-
gram Analysis’’ shall be $9,054,000.

SEC. 1206. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Office
of Advocacy and Outreach’ shall be $0.

SEC. 1207. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Agricultural Programs, Office
of the Chief Information Officer” shall be
$17,000,000.

SEC. 1208. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Agricultural Programs, Office
of the Chief Financial Officer’” shall be
$5,954,000.

SEC. 1209. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Office
of Civil Rights’’ shall be $21,551,000.

SEC. 1210. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Agri-
culture Buildings and Facilities and Rental
Payments’ shall be $259,751,000, of which
$178,470,000 shall be available for payments to
the General Services Administration for rent
and of which $37,781,000 shall be for buildings
operations and maintenance expenses.

SEC. 1211. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Haz-
ardous Materials Management’’ shall be $0.

SEC. 1212. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, De-
partmental Administration” shall be
$30,706,000.

SEC. 1213. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Agricultural Programs, Office
of the Assistant Secretary for Congressional
Relations’ shall be $3,877,000.
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SEC. 1214. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Agricultural Programs, Office
of Communications’ shall be $9,514,000.

SEC. 1215. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Agricultural Programs, Office
of the Inspector General’’ shall be $80,000,000.

SEC. 1216. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Office
of the General Counsel” shall be $39,620,000.

SEC. 1217. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Eco-
nomic Research Service’ shall be $79,500,000.

SEC. 1218. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Na-
tional Agricultural Statistics Service’’ shall
be $151,565,000: Provided, That the amounts
included under such heading in Public Law
111-80 shall be applied to funds appropriated
by this division by substituting ‘‘$33,494,000’’
for ‘“$37,908,000°.

0 2120

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the remainder
of the bill through page 172, line 21 be
considered as read, printed in the
RECORD, and open to amendment at
any point.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Georgia?

There was no objection.

The text of that portion of the bill is
as follows:

SEC. 1219. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Agri-
cultural Research Service, Salaries and Ex-
penses’ shall be $1,065,406,000.

SEC. 1220. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Agri-
cultural Research Service, Buildings and Fa-
cilities” shall be $0.

SEC. 1221. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Na-
tional Institute of Food and Agriculture, Re-
search and Education Activities” shall be
$647,993,000: Provided, That the amounts in-
cluded under such heading in Public Law 111-
80 shall be applied to funds appropriated by
this division as follows: by substituting
¢‘$221,763,000 for ‘‘$215,000,000’; by sub-
stituting ‘‘$34,816,000” for ‘$29,000,000”’; by
substituting ‘‘$561,000,000” for ‘‘$48,500,000’"; by
substituting ‘‘$227,801,000” for ‘‘$216,482,000’;
by substituting <“$0”’ for ‘‘$89,029,000”’; by sub-
stituting ‘‘$20,500,000” for ¢$18,250,000’’; and
by substituting ‘‘$11,253,000”* for ‘‘$45,122,000"".

SEC. 1222. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Na-
tional Institute of Food and Agriculture, Ex-
tension Activities’ shall be $453,265,000: Pro-
vided, That the amounts included under such
heading in Public Law 111-80 shall be applied
to funds appropriated by this division as fol-
lows: by substituting ‘$267,673,000° for
¢$297,500,000” and by substituting
*‘$8,565,000"” for ‘‘$20,396,000"’.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 1223. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Na-
tional Institute of Food and Agriculture, In-
tegrated Activities’ shall be $24,874,000: Pro-
vided, That the amounts included under such
heading in Public Law 111-80 shall be applied
to funds appropriated by this division as fol-
lows: by substituting ‘$15,044,000" for
‘$45,148,000”’; by substituting ‘‘$10,948,000”’ for

¢$12,649,000”; by substituting ‘$0”° for
¢‘$14,5696,000”; by substituting ‘$0° for
¢‘$4,388,000’; by substituting ‘$0” for
‘$1,365,000’; by substituting $0° for
$3,054,000’; by substituting ‘$0” for
¢“$5,000,000’; by substituting ‘$0” for
¢$3,000,000’; by substituting ‘$0° for
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<‘$732,000"’;
€‘$1,312,000’".

AMENDMENT NO. 97 OFFERED BY MR. DEFAZIO

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 172, line 25, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".

Page 173, line 8, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)".

Page 173, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oregon is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DEFAZIO. At this point, Mr.
Chair, I would like to bring to the at-
tention of the Congress that we’re
about to eliminate a program which is
incredibly cost effective, which truly
supports a growing proportion of prof-
itable small family farms in America,
which is to help with research and
transition to organic production.

In the most recent statistics, the or-
ganic sector of the agriculture produc-
tion in this country was nearly $27 bil-
lion. That’s up from $4 billion in 1997.
There are over 14,500 family farms en-
gaged in organic agriculture, and they
have been experiencing dramatic in-
creases. Now you might say, well, why
would we want to continue to research
and help them. Well, we’re spending a
tremendous amount of money in re-
search and subsidies on other crops
which are obviously totally developed
and do not need assistance.

In this case, we’re talking about
many people who own struggling fam-
ily farms who want to convert. They’re
interested in moving to organics be-
cause they know there is potential for
higher profitability with those prod-
ucts with dramatically increasing de-
mand. In fact, the USDA says that the
average for small—these are truly
small farms, not what some people con-
sider small farms—organic farms was
$46,000 last year and for all farms,
small farms, was $26,000.

So there are many people who are en-
gaged in truly small farming activities
who want to stay on the land, don’t
want to parcel it up, don’t want to sell
to the developers. They want to con-
tinue to live there, raise their Kkids
there, but they’re having trouble mak-
ing ends meet. And this is an oppor-
tunity for many folks, an opportunity
both for consumers who are demanding
organically produced produce and for
producers, and I think it would be very
shortsighted to zero out this program
at this point in time.

So I'm asking that we take a very
small percentage of the APHIS budget,
well less than 1 percent, and at least on
a temporary measure restore the cuts
to the transitional and organic re-
search portion of the budget in the
hope that we can reach agreement on a
sustainable way to fund this program
in the future and look at more equi-
table distribution of funds, both for re-

and by substituting “$0° for
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search and subsidies and other things
that g0 on in the Department of Agri-
culture.

The amount of money we’re asking
for here at $6 million is a tiny fraction
of 1 percent of the amount of money
that we’re spending on subsidies for
five crops in eight States to pay people
not to grow things. Now, I think to ac-
tually help people to grow things, to
grow healthy produce, to supply the
American people, to be able to live on
their farms, support their families and
pass on the farms to the next genera-
tion, that this would be a very, very
wise investment, and I wish that this
had not been chosen for a cut. I'm
hopeful that my colleagues will see the
wisdom in restoring this cut and then
looking in the next farm bill or in the
next appropriation to an equitable divi-
sion of these funds.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise
to oppose the amendment, although I
know the two authors of this amend-
ment are very sincere about it, and I
think that they are underscoring some-
thing that we want to encourage people
to be organic farmers.

But if you consider that organic
farming is a $25 to $27 billion indus-
try—in fact, my friend Mr. DEFAZIO
just used the number $27 billion—it is a
successful ongoing and growing indus-
try already, and I do not believe that
we need to continue the transition sub-
sidy program to get more farmers in it.
American farmers know where the
profit is. They follow the commodity.
The commodity follows the profit.
They get into an area where it is going
to be most profitable already.

But I'm also concerned that the Ani-
mal and Plant Health Inspection Serv-
ice has already been cut $38 million,
and this is a service that enforces ani-
mal welfare, pest, and diseases. It is
very important to all farmers. It is cut
at this point 4.3 percent, and I hate to
see an additional $6 million taken out
of it.

So while I have sympathy for what
the gentlemen are trying to do—and I
know that they are great advocates for
organic farmers—I oppose the amend-
ment at this time.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. HOLT. Our colleagues may recall
that Mr. DEFAZIO and I and others of-
fered essentially this amendment in
fiscal year 2007 and it passed, dem-
onstrating the strong bipartisan sup-
port in this House for an increase in
funding in this program. The $5 million
funding level, however, although it was
preserved until now, has been com-
pletely eliminated by this continuing
resolution. In other words, both sides
of this aisle have felt that this is
worthwhile spending.
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Despite the worst economic down-
turn we’ve experienced since the De-
pression, the market for organic con-
sumer products grew more than 5 per-
cent in the past year, well several
times the growth of conventional food
sales, and growth in organic nonfood
items was even more pronounced, in-
creasing more than 9 percent as com-
pared to 1 percent in conventional
nonfood items.

Now, my friend who just spoke in op-
position to the legislation, Mr. KING-
STON, said, well, it’s a booming indus-
try, why do we need to do this? Well,
transition from nonorganic farming to
organic farming is a big step, espe-
cially for a small farm, and although
there are more than 13,000 certified or-
ganic producers in the United States,
that’s not enough. We still need to help
farmers make the transition to organic
farming, and this program does more
than help them make transition. It
helps build an understanding of best

practice. . o .
The organic transition program is a

highly competitive grants program.
It’s been extremely important to the
organic farming community. It funds
research to assist the farmers in over-
coming the barriers to make the tran-
sition and, as I say, to understand or-
ganic farming. Through grants awarded
under this program, for example,
projects were funded at Ohio State to
study the impact of organic animal
production on water quality or grafting
to improve organic vegetable produc-
tion. The small farmers don’t have the
opportunity to do this research as they
are facing the big step of whether to
make the transition to organic farm-
ing.
[ 2130

At the University of Minnesota, this
competitive grants program facilitated
organic poultry production and helped
achieve soybean aphid suppression
using a fall-seeded rye cover crop. In
other words, the organic industry real-
1y benefits from this.

We should be talking about job cre-
ation. The bill before us today, as it ap-
pears, will cost hundreds of thousands
of jobs—cost hundreds of thousands of
jobs. It will end hundreds of thousands
of jobs. We should focus our resources
on industries that are growing and pro-
viding jobs. This quite small restora-
tion of funds, $6 million, would do a
great deal for the quality of life of
farmers but also for jobs in America.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment to restore $6 million to the
organic transitions program.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FARR. I move to strike the last
word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. FARR. Mr. Chair, I was going to
speak on this, but let me tell you why
I changed my mind. First of all, I rep-
resent the largest number of organic
growers in the United States and the
headquarters of BREarthbound Farm,
which is the largest shipper of organic
produce in the United States. And what
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concerns me is that you totally wiped
out the program, zeroed it out.

It is organic transition grants. One,
they are competitive because they are
grants. Two, it’s about people
transitioning from traditional agri-
culture, which is agriculture that uses
pesticides, herbicides, and so on, into
organic, where you have to lay your
land fallow, which means that you
can’t, for 3 years, use any of those fu-
migants on your land. That is what
this money goes to, to help you transi-
tion.

It is not major agriculture that needs
these transition grants. It’s the really
small farmer who finds, as was stated
previously, an organic niche that they
want to sell to, and they need some as-
sistance both in research and how do
you get certified. Because in order to
be organic, you have to go out there
and have people test everything and be
certified as organic before you are al-
lowed to use the ‘‘organic’ label on
your marketing.

So it’s a small amount of money, but
to zero it out I think is just going too
far. I support the amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Oregon will be
postponed.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 1224. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Ani-
mal and Plant Health Inspection Service,
Salaries and Expenses’ shall be $829,953,000:
Provided, That the amounts included under
such heading in Public Law 111-80 shall be
applied to funds appropriated by this divi-

sion by substituting $45,219,000" for
‘$60,243,000"".
SEC. 1225. Notwithstanding section 1101,

the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, Marketing Serv-
ices’ shall be $81,711,000.

SEC. 1226. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Agri-
cultural Marketing Service, Limitation on
Administrative Expenses’ shall be $60,947,000
(from fees collected).

SEC. 1227. The amounts included under the
heading ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Agricul-
tural Marketing Service, Funds for
Strengthening Markets, Income, and Supply
(Section 32)” in Public Law 111-80 shall be
applied to funds appropriated by this divi-
sion by substituting ‘“$0’ for *$10,000,000"’.

SEC. 1228. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Grain
Inspection, Packers and Stockyards Admin-
istration, Salaries and Expenses’” shall be
$40,342,000.

SEC. 1229. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Grain
Inspection, Packers and Stockyards Admin-
istration, Limitation on Inspection and
Weighing Services Expenses’, $45,041,000.

SEC. 1230. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Food
Safety and Inspection Service” shall be
$930,120,000.
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AMENDMENT NO. 93 OFFERED BY MR. CONNOLLY
OF VIRGINIA

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Chair, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 174, line 17, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“(reduced by $200,000,000)’.

Page 347, strike lines 8 through 10.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve a point of order on the gentle-
man’s amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order
is reserved.

The gentleman from Virginia is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I offer this amendment on
behalf of myself, Mr. HOYER, Mr.
MORAN, Ms. EDWARDS, and Mr. VAN
HOLLEN.

In his final term in Congress, my Re-
publican predecessor Tom Davis helped
broker an agreement to boost Metro
funding by the Federal, State, and
local governments. Under this agree-
ment, the Federal Government would
invest $150 million annually, to be
matched by Virginia, Maryland, and
the District of Columbia. This invest-
ment is essential for our region, as it
has provided WMATA with funding to
begin fixing the safety problems identi-
fied by the National Transportation
Safety Board, which will cost over $1
billion, cumulatively. It also is essen-
tial for the Federal Government to
function efficiently, even as the Fed-
eral Government fails to pay its fair
share compared to local and State
funding for Metro. Finally, unlike any
other transit system in America, our
Metro system serves 12 million tourists
annually who come to visit their Na-
tion’s Capital.

The Federal Government relies on a
functional Metro system. Mr. Chair-
man, over half of all Metro stations
serve Federal offices, and 40 percent of
the entire Federal workforce uses
Metro to get to work every day. As
Congress, itself, noted when passing
the National Capital Region Transpor-
tation Act in 1960, ‘“An improved trans-
portation system of the National Cap-
ital Region is essential to the contin-
ued and effective performance of the
functions of the Government of the
United States.”

From September 11 to the blizzards
of last year, we have learned through
hard experience that Metro is essential
to move people both through severe
weather and emergencies in our region.

President Obama included the $150
million that my Republican prede-
cessor’s authorization bill called for in
his budget, but the Republican leader-
ship removed it in this continuing reso-
lution.

Perhaps my newer colleagues have
not yet had a chance to visit northern
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Virginia, where the Metrorail exten-
sion to Dulles Airport is spurring bil-
lions of dollars in private investment
while providing thousands of jobs for
the construction workers building the
rail line. If my colleagues had visited
this project, they might hesitate to
eliminate investments like this, which
will be repaid many times over by sub-
sequent private investment.

In recognition of the importance of
this Metro funding, I introduced an
amendment on behalf of my colleagues
and myself to restore $150 million in
Federal funding which would be
matched by State governments. To off-
set this expense and reduce the deficit,
I have proposed offsetting the expense
by cutting direct payments to large ag-
ribusiness.

As we debate this bill, there are peo-
ple at work building rail to Dulles; and
if the Republican majority succeeds in
passing appropriations bills such as
this, those transportation projects,
jobs, and real estate investments will
be a thing of the past. One step we can
take to reduce the damage done by this
CR is to restore this critical Metro
funding.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Chair, | rise today to sup-
port the intent of the Connolly Amendment
which seeks to restore $150 million in dedi-
cated Federal funding to “America’s Sub-
way”—the Washington Metro—which is other-
wise eliminated under the Republican Con-
tinuing Resolution.

The Washington Metropolitan Area Transit
Authority (WMATA) operates the country’s
second largest rail system. Every day, that
system carries more than a million people—
from the Federal employees who keep our
government running, to the families from
across the country who come to visit their na-
tion’s capital. Clearly, the system warrants a
strong commitment from the Federal Govern-
ment.

In 2009, we passed, and the President
signed, legislation that provides $1.5 billion in
Federal dedicated funding to WMATA over the
next 10 years to help meet the capital and in-
frastructure needs of the 30-year old system.
The first installment of this funding—which is
being matched by the District of Columbia, Vir-
ginia, and Maryland—was appropriated in Fis-
cal 2010.

This investment is, first and foremost, being
used to move forward with the implementation
of the recommendations of the National Trans-
portation Safety Board following the horrific
Red Line crash which tragically killed 9 people
and injured many more. This includes the pur-
chase of the new series 7000 rail cars to re-
place the oldest cars in the fleet. This funding
will also enable Metro to rebuild its core infra-
structure, replacing miles of track, switches
and fasteners, maintenance work that will help
to build a safer, more reliable system.

Eliminating this funding will cause the Fed-
eral Government to renege on its statutory
commitment to the Metro system, endangers
the local match, hampers the ability of Metro
to make much needed safety and capital im-
provements, and puts at risk countless tourists
and commuters who ride Metro every day. |
urge my colleagues to restore this critical in-
vestment in the Washington Metro System.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I yield back the balance of
my time.
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POINT OF ORDER

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr.
have a point of order.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
will state the point of order.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, the
amendment proposes to amend por-
tions of the bill not yet read. The
amendment may not be considered en
bloc under clause 2(f) of rule XXI be-
cause the amendment proposes a trans-
fer of funds between the subcommit-
tees.

Here’s what’s going on: You are mix-
ing your operating and your capital
funds on this particular account, and
this committee does not have jurisdic-
tion over those accounts. And I want to
point out that the subcommittee has
worked very hard to balance all these
very difficult cuts. We’re trying to
work within our 302(b) allocations.
We’re in a situation right now, for
every dollar that we spend as a U.S.
Government, 40 cents is borrowed.

The Acting CHAIR. If the gentleman
would confine his remarks to his point
of order first.

Mr. KINGSTON. I am speaking to the
point of order, and I ask for a ruling of
the Chair.

Chairman, I
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The Acting CHAIR. Does anyone wish
to be heard on the point of order?

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I deeply regret that my col-
league would invoke a point of order.
As 1 said, the Metro funding, in this
case, talks about difficult decisions.
This zeros out the entire Federal
amount of subsidy for capital construc-
tion and safety improvements from a
system that is over 30 years old, reach-
ing capacity, and serves, first and fore-
most, the Federal workforce.

The Acting CHAIR. Will the gen-
tleman confine his remarks to the
point of order.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Oh, I
thought I was speaking to the point of
order and the points made by our col-
leagues.

The Acting CHAIR. Remarks need to
be in reference to the point of order,
not the amendment.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. As I
said, Mr. Chairman, I deeply regret the
fact that my colleague would cite a
point of order on a bill of such impor-
tance to the National Capital region.

The Acting CHAIR. Does anyone else
wish to be heard?

To be considered en bloc, pursuant to
clause 2(f) of rule XXI and section 2 of
House Resolution 92, an amendment
must propose only to transfer appro-
priations among objects in the bill and
may not address objects within more
than one sub-allocation made by the
Committee on Appropriations under
section 302(b) of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974.

Because the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Virginia proposes
to transfer appropriations between ob-
jects falling within more than one sub-
allocation, it may not avail itself of
clause 2(f) of rule XXI to address por-
tions of the bill not yet read.

The amendment is not in order.
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The Clerk will resume reading the
bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 1231. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Farm
Service Agency, Salaries and Expenses”
shall be $1,063,558,000.

SEC. 1232. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Agricultural Programs, Farm
Service Agency, Grassroots Source Water
Protection Program’’ shall be $4,630,000.

SEC. 1233. The amounts included under the
heading ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Farm Serv-
ice Agency, Agricultural Credit Insurance
Fund Program Account” in Public Law 111-
80 shall be applied to funds appropriated by
this division as follows: by substituting
‘$1,975,000,000” for ‘‘$2,150,000,000°’; by sub-
stituting ‘‘$475,000,000”” for ‘‘$650,000,000"’; by
substituting *“$2,5644,035,000’ for
*‘$2,670,000,000"’, by substituting ‘‘$900,000,000’

for °$1,000,000,000°"; by substituting
‘$144,035,000”" for ‘‘$170,000,000’; by sub-
stituting “‘$0" for °‘$3,940,000"’; by sub-

stituting ¢$110,602,000" for ¢$150,000,000’; by
substituting <80’ for ‘$75,000,000’ the first
and second place it appears; by substituting
80’  for <‘$10,000,000”’; by substituting
¢‘$38,570,000”’ for ‘“$32,070,000’’; by substituting
‘$32,870,000”” for ‘‘$26,520,000”’; by substituting
‘$109,410,000 for ‘‘$106,402,000’; by sub-
stituting ‘‘$34,950,000 for ‘‘$35,100,000’’; by
substituting ‘‘$19,920,000”" for *‘$23,902,000"’; by
substituting ‘‘$54,540,000”" for *‘$47,400,000""; by

substituting ““$0” for °$1,065,000”’; by sub-
stituting “$0”’ for ‘$278,000"’; by substituting
80  for  “‘$793,000’; by  substituting
¢‘$318,508,000’" for ‘‘$321,093,000’’, and by sub-

stituting °‘$305,588,000" for ‘‘$313,173,000.
Funds appropriated by this division to such
heading for farm ownership, operating and
conservation direct loans, and guaranteed
loans may be transferred among these pro-
grams: Provided, That the Secretary of Agri-
culture shall notify the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate at least 15 days in advance of
any transfer.

SEC. 1234. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Risk
Management Agency’’ shall be $77,177,000.

SEC. 1235. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Conservation Programs, Nat-
ural Resources Conservation Service, Con-
servation Operations’ shall be $836,000,000.

SEC. 1236. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Conservation Programs, Nat-
ural Resources Conservation Service, Water-
shed and Flood Prevention Operations’ shall
be $0.

SEC. 1237. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Conservation Programs, Nat-
ural Resources Conservation Service, Water-

shed Rehabilitation Program’ shall be
$20,000,000.
SEC. 1238. Notwithstanding section 1101,

the level for ‘‘Conservation Programs, Nat-
ural Resources Conservation Service, Re-
source Conservation and Development’ shall
be $0.

SEC. 1239. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Development Salaries and Expenses’
shall be $181,987,000.

SEC. 1240. The amounts included under the
heading ‘“‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Housing Service, Rural Housing Insur-
ance Fund Program Account’ in Public Law
111-80 for gross obligations for the principal
amount of direct and guaranteed loans as au-
thorized by title V of the Housing Act of 1949
shall be applied to funds appropriated by this
division by substituting $34,004,000"° for
‘$34,412,000” and by substituting, $5,052,000”
for ‘“$5,045,000".
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SEC. 1241. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Housing Service, Rural Housing Insur-
ance Fund Program Account” for the cost of
direct and guaranteed loans, including the
cost of modifying loans, authorized by sec-
tion 502 of the Housing Act of 1949 shall be
$70,200,000: Provided, That the amounts in-
cluded for such costs under such heading in
Public Law 111-80 shall be applied to funds
appropriated by this division by substituting
¢‘$70,200,000”" for ‘‘$40,710,000” in the case of
direct loans and by substituting “$0” for
‘172,800,000 in the case of unsubsidized
guaranteed loans.

SEC. 1242. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Housing Service, Rural Housing Insur-
ance Fund Program Account’ for the cost of
housing repair loans authorized by section
504 of the Housing Act of 1949 shall be
$6,437,000.

SEC. 1243. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Housing Service, Rural Housing Insur-
ance Fund Program Account’ for the cost of
repair, rehabilitation, and new construction
of rental housing authorized by section 515 of
the Housing Act of 1949 shall be $23,446,000.

SEC. 1244. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Housing Service, Rural Housing Insur-
ance Fund Program Account’ for the cost of
multi-family housing guaranteed loans au-
thorized by section 538 of the Housing Act of
1949 shall be $12,513,000.

SEC. 1245. In addition to amounts otherwise
appropriated or made available by this divi-
sion, there is appropriated to the Secretary
of Agriculture $288,000 for section 523 self-
help housing land development loans author-
ized by section 523 of the Housing Act of 1949
and $294,000 for site development loans au-
thorized by section 524 of such Act.

SEC. 1246. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Housing Service, Rural Housing Insur-
ance Fund Program Account” for adminis-
trative expenses necessary to carry out the
direct and guaranteed loan programs shall be
$454,383,000.

SEC. 1247. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Housing Service, Rental Assistance
Program’ shall be $955,635,000: Provided, That
the amounts included under such heading in
Public Law 111-80 shall be applied to funds
appropriated by this division by substituting
30>’ for ‘‘$5,958,000”’; by substituting ‘‘$0” for
¢‘$50,000”’; and by substituting ‘‘$3,000,000’’ for
¢‘$3,400,000"".

SEC. 1248. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Housing Service, Multi-Family Hous-
ing Revitalization Program Account’ shall
be $16,400,000: Provided, That only the first,
second, and fourth provisos under such head-
ing in Public Law 111-80, relating to rural
housing vouchers to low-income households,
shall apply to funds appropriated by this di-
vision and the third, fifth, and subsequent
provisos under such heading shall not apply
to funds appropriated by this division.

SEC. 1249. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Housing Service, Mutual and Self-Help
Housing Grants’’ shall be $37,000,000.

SEC. 1250. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Housing Service, Rural Housing As-
sistance Grants’ shall be $40,400,000.

SEC. 1251. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Housing Service, Rural Community
Facilities Program Account’” shall be
$32,450,000: Provided, That the amounts in-
cluded under such heading in Public Law 111-
80 shall be applied to funds appropriated by
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this division as follows: by substituting, “$0”’

for ¢$6,256,000’; by substituting ‘$0” for
€‘$13,902,000”’; and by substituting, $0 for
‘$3,972,000”’.

SEC. 1252. Notwithstanding section 1101,

the level for ‘‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Business-Cooperative Service, Rural
Business Program Account’” shall be
$84,505,000: Provided, That the amounts in-
cluded under such heading in Public Law 111-
80 shall be applied to funds appropriated by
this division as follows: by substituting, “$0”’
for “‘$500,000”’; and by substituting, ‘‘$0”’ for
‘$250,000"".

SEC. 1253. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“Rural Development Programs,
Rural Business-Cooperative Service, Rural
Development Loan Fund Program Account’”
for the principal amount of direct loans as
authorized by Rural Development Loan Fund
shall be $21,936,000.

SEC. 12564. Notwithstanding section 1101, in
connection with the ‘“Rural Development
Programs, Rural Business—-Cooperative Serv-
ice, Rural Economic Development Loans
Program Account’’, of the funds derived from
interest on the cushion of credit payments,
as authorized by section 313 of the Rural
Electrification Act of 1936, $207,000,000 shall
not be obligated and $207,000,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1255. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Business—Cooperative Service, Rural
Cooperative Development Grants’ shall be
$30,254,000: Provided, That the amounts in-
cluded under such heading in Public Law 111-
80 shall be applied to funds appropriated by
this division as follows: by substituting “$0’
for ‘$300,000’; by substituting “$0” for
‘$2,800,000”’; and by substituting ‘‘$18,867,000"
for *“$20,367,000.

SEC. 1256. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“Rural Development Programs,
Rural Business-Cooperative Service, Rural
Microenterprise Investment Program Ac-
count’ shall be $3,350,000.

SEC. 1257. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Business—-Cooperative Service, Rural
Energy for America Program’ shall be
$25,010,000.

SEC. 1258. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Utilities Service, Rural Water and
Waste Disposal Program Account’ shall be
$405,564,000: Provided, That the amounts in-
cluded under such heading in Public Law 111-
80 shall be applied to funds appropriated by
this division as follows: by substituting,
‘$60,000,000”" for ‘‘$70,00,000’’; by substituting
‘$5,000,000" for ‘‘$6,000,000’; and by sub-
stituting, <“$0”’ for *“$17,500,000"".

SEC. 1259. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Utilities Service, Rural Electrification
and Telecommunications Loans Program Ac-
count” for administrative expenses nec-
essary to carry out the direct and guaran-
teed loan programs shall be $38,374,000.

SEC. 1260. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Rural Development Programs,
Rural Utilities Service, Distance Learning,
Telemedicine, and Broadband Program’
shall be $30,000,000: Provided, That the
amounts included under such heading in
Public Law 111-80 shall be applied to funds
appropriated by this division as follows: by
substituting, ‘‘$0° for ‘‘$4,500,000’’; by sub-
stituting, ‘‘$0”’ for ‘$28,960,000’’; and by sub-
stituting, ‘‘$13,406,000”’ for ‘‘$17,976,000"".

SEC. 1261. The amounts included under the
heading ‘“Domestic Food Programs, Food
and Nutrition Service, Child Nutrition Pro-
grams’’ in Public Law 111-80 shall be applied
to funds appropriated by this division by
substituting ‘“$0’’ for ‘‘$1,000,000”’ and by sub-
stituting “$0”’ for ‘$5,000,000"".

SEC. 1262. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Domestic Food Programs,
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Food and Nutrition Service, Special Supple-
mental Nutrition Program for Women, In-
fants, and Children (WIC)” shall be
$6,504,781,000.

SEC. 1263. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Domestic Food Programs,
Food and Nutrition Service, Commodity As-
sistance Program’’, shall be $241,979,000, of
which $151,409,000 shall be for the Commodity
Supplemental Food Program: Provided, That
the amounts included under such heading in
Public Law 111-80 shall be applied to funds
appropriated by this division by substituting
*$0”* for ‘*$6,000,000"".

SEC. 1264. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Domestic Food Programs,
Food and Nutrition Service, Nutrition Pro-
grams Administration’ shall be $144,801,000.

SEC. 1265. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Foreign Assistance and Re-
lated Programs, Foreign Agricultural Serv-
ice, Salaries and Expenses’” shall be
$165,436,000.

SEC. 1266. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Foreign Assistance and Re-
lated Programs, Foreign Agricultural Serv-
ice, Food for Peace Title II Grants’ shall be
$1,003,000,000.

SEC. 1267. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Foreign Assistance and Re-
lated Programs, Foreign Agricultural Serv-
ice, McGovern-Dole International Food for
Education and Child Nutrition Program
Grants’ shall be $100,000,000.

SEC. 1268. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Related Agencies and Food and
Drug Administration, Food and Drug Admin-
istration, Salaries and Expenses’” shall be
$3,307,418,000: Provided, That of the amount
provided under this heading, $667,057,000 shall
be derived from prescription drug user fees
authorized by section 736 of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C.
379h), shall be credited to this account and
remain available until expended, and shall
not include any fees pursuant to paragraphs
(2) and (3) of section 736(a) of such Act (21
U.S.C. 379h(a)(2) and (a)(3)) assessed for fiscal
year 2012 but collected in fiscal year 2011;
$61,860,000 shall be derived from medical de-
vice user fees authorized by section 738 of
such Act (21 U.S.C. 379j), and shall be cred-
ited to this account and remain available
until expended; $19,448,000 shall be derived
from animal drug user fees authorized by
section 740 of such Act (21 U.S.C. 379j-12), and
shall be credited to this account and remain
available until expended; $5,397,000 shall be
derived from animal generic drug user fees
authorized by section 741 of such Act (21
U.S.C. 379j-21), and shall be credited to this
account and shall remain available until ex-
pended; and $450,000,000 shall be derived from
tobacco product user fees authorized by sec-
tion 919 of such Act (21 U.S.C. 387s) and shall
be credited to this account and remain avail-
able until expended: Provided further, That in
addition and notwithstanding any other pro-
vision under this heading, amounts collected
for prescription drug user fees that exceed
the fiscal year 2011 limitation are appro-
priated and shall be credited to this account
and remain available until expended: Pro-
vided further, That fees derived from pre-
scription drug, medical device, animal drug,
animal generic drug, and tobacco product as-
sessments for fiscal year 2011 received during
fiscal year 2011, including any such fees as-
sessed prior to fiscal year 2011 but credited
for fiscal year 2011, shall be subject to the
fiscal year 2011 limitations: Provided further,
That none of these funds shall be used to de-
velop, establish, or operate any program of
user fees authorized by 31 U.S.C. 9701: Pro-
vided further, That of the total amount ap-
propriated under this heading: (1) $727,220,000
shall be for the Center for Food Safety and
Applied Nutrition and related field activities
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in the Office of Regulatory Affairs; (2)
$895,460,000 shall be for the Center for Drug
Evaluation and Research and related field
activities in the Office of Regulatory Affairs;
(3) $296,937,000 shall be for the Center for Bio-
logics Evaluation and Research and for re-
lated field activities in the Office of Regu-
latory Affairs; (4) $145,103,000 shall be for the
Center for Veterinary Medicine and for re-
lated field activities in the Office of Regu-
latory Affairs; (5) $318,768,000 shall be for the
Center for Devices and Radiological Health
and for related field activities in the Office
of Regulatory Affairs; (6) $35,052,000 shall be
for the National Center for Toxicological Re-
search; (7) $421,463,000 shall be for the Center
for Tobacco Products and for related field
activities in the Office of Regulatory Affairs;
(8) not to exceed $100,482,000 shall be for Rent
and Related activities, of which $22,683,000 is
for White Oak Consolidation, other than the
amounts paid to the General Services Ad-
ministration for rent; (9) not to exceed
$182,661,000 shall be for payments to the Gen-
eral Services Administration for rent; and
(10) $184,272,000 shall be for other activities,
including the Office of the Commissioner of
Food and Drugs; the Office of Foods; the Of-
fice of the Chief Scientist; the Office of Pol-
icy, Planning and Budget; the Office of Inter-
national Programs; the Office of Administra-
tion; and central services for these offices:
Provided further, That none of the funds made
available under this heading shall be used to
transfer funds under section 770(n) of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21
U.S.C. 379dd): Provided further, That not to
exceed $25,000 of the amount provided under
this heading shall be for official reception
and representation expenses, not otherwise
provided for, as determined by the Commis-
sioner: Provided further, That funds may be
transferred from one specified activity to an-
other with the prior approval of the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of both Houses of
Congress.

SEC. 1269. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Related Agencies and Food and
Drug Administration, Independent Agencies,
Commodity Futures Trading Commission”
shall be $112,000,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2012: Provided, That the
proviso under such heading in Public Law
111-80 shall not apply to funds appropriated
by this division.

SEC. 1270. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this division, the following set-
asides included in Public Law 111-80 for
‘“‘Congressionally Designated Projects’” in
the following accounts for the corresponding
amounts shall not apply to funds appro-
priated by this division:

(1) ‘““‘Agricultural Programs, Agricultural
Research Service, Salaries and Expenses’’,
$44,138,000.

(2) ““Agricultural Programs, National Insti-
tute of Food and Agriculture, Research and
Education Activities’’, $120,054,000.

(3) ‘“Agricultural Programs, National Insti-
tute of Food and Agriculture, Extension Ac-
tivities’’, $11,831,000.

(4) ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Animal and
Plant Health Inspection Service, Salaries
and Expenses’’, $24,410,000.

(5) ‘‘Conservation Programs, Natural Re-
sources Conservation Service, Conservation
Operations’, $37,382,000.

SEC. 1271. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this division, the following provi-
sions included in Public Law 111-80 shall not
apply to funds appropriated by this division:

(1) The first proviso under the heading
‘““Agricultural Programs, Agriculture Build-
ings and Facilities and Rental Payments’’.

(2) The second proviso under the heading
‘“‘Conservation Programs, Natural Resources
Conservation Service, Conservation Oper-
ations’.
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(3) The second proviso under the heading
“Rural Development Programs, Rural Utili-
ties Service, Rural Water and Waste Disposal
Account”.

(4) The first proviso under the heading
“Domestic Food Programs, Food and Nutri-
tion Service, Commodity Assistance Pro-
gram’’.

(5) The first proviso under the heading
“Foreign Assistance and Related Programs,
Foreign Agricultural Service, McGovern-
Dole International Food for Education and
Child Nutrition Program Grants’’.

SEC. 1272. Sections 718, 723, 727, 728, 738, 739,
and 741 of Public Law 111-80 shall be applied
to funds appropriated by this division by
substituting $0 for the dollar amounts in-
cluded in those sections.

SEC. 1273. Sections 715, 716, 721(2), 721(3),
724, 725, 726, 729, 730, 734, 735, 743, 745, and 748
of Public Law 111-80 shall not apply for fiscal
year 2011.

SEC. 1274. Sections 737, 740, 747, and 749 of
Public Law 111-80 authorized or required cer-
tain actions that have been performed before
the date of the enactment of this division
and need not reoccur.

SEC. 1275. Appropriations to the Depart-
ment of Agriculture made available in fiscal
yvear 2005 to carry out section 601 of the
Rural Electrification Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C.
950bb) for the cost of direct loans shall re-
main available until expended to disburse
valid obligations made in fiscal years 2005
and 2006.

SEC. 1276. In the case of each program es-
tablished or amended by the Food, Conserva-
tion, and Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-
246), other than by title I or subtitle A of
title III of such Act, or programs for which
indefinite amounts were provided in that Act
that is authorized or required to be carried
out using funds of the Commodity Credit
Corporation: (1) such funds shall be available
for salaries and related administrative ex-
penses, including technical assistance, asso-
ciated with the implementation of the pro-
gram, without regard to the limitation on
the total amount of allotments and fund
transfers contained in section 11 of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation Charter Act (156
U.S.C. 714i); and (2) the use of such funds for
such purpose shall not be considered to be a
fund transfer or allotment for purposes of ap-
plying the limitation on the total amount of
allotments and fund transfers contained in
such section.

SEC. 1277. With respect to any loan or loan
guarantee program administered by the Sec-
retary of Agriculture that has a negative
credit subsidy score for fiscal year 2011, the
program level for the loan or loan guarantee
program, for the purposes of the Federal
Credit Reform Act of 1990, shall be the pro-
gram level established pursuant to such Act
for fiscal year 2010.

SEC. 1278. Section 721(1) of Public Law 111-
80 (123 Stat. 2122) is amended by striking
‘$1,180,000,000”” and inserting ‘‘$1,238,000,000".

SEC. 1279. Section 742 of Public Law 111-80
(123 Stat. 2128) is amended by striking
‘$11,000,000” and inserting ‘$15,000,000"".

SEC. 1280. The following provisions of Pub-
lic Law 111-80 shall be applied to funds ap-
propriated by this division by substituting
€2010’, ‘20117, and ‘‘2012’" for ‘2009’’, ‘2010°,
and ‘2011, respectively, in each instance
that such terms appear:

(1) The second paragraph under the head-
ing ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Animal and
Plant Health Inspection Service, Salaries
and Expenses’’.

(2) The second proviso under the heading
‘‘Agricultural Programs, Food Safety and In-
spection Service”’.

(3) The first proviso in the second para-
graph under the heading ‘‘Rural Develop-
ment Programs, Rural Housing Service,
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Rural Housing Insurance Fund Program Ac-
count’’.

(4) The fifth proviso under the heading
“Rural Development Programs, Rural Hous-
ing Service, Rental Assistance Program’’.

(5) The proviso under the heading ‘‘Rural
Development Programs, Rural Housing Serv-
ice, Mutual and Self-Help Housing Grants’’.

(6) The first proviso under the heading
“Rural Development Programs, Rural Hous-
ing Service, Rural Housing Assistance
Grants”’.

(7) The seventh proviso under the heading
“Rural Development Programs, Rural Hous-
ing Service, Rural Community Facilities
Program Account’’.

(8) The third proviso under the heading
“Rural Development Programs, Rural Busi-
ness—Cooperative Service, Rural Business
Program Account’.

(9) The four availability of funds clauses
under the heading ‘“‘Rural Development Pro-
grams, Rural Business—Cooperative Service,
Rural Development Loan Fund Program Ac-
count’’.

(10) The fifth proviso under the heading
“Rural Development Programs, Rural Utili-
ties Service, Rural Water and Waste Disposal
Program Account’.

(11) Sections 713, 717, 732, and 746.

SEC. 1281. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this division
or any other Act shall be used to pay the sal-
aries and expenses of personnel to carry out
the Wetlands Reserve Program authorized by
sections 1237-1237F of the Food Security Act
of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3837-3837f) to enroll in ex-
cess of 202,218 acres in fiscal year 2011: Pro-
vided, That such program shall be perma-
nently reduced by 47,782 acres.

SEC. 1282. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this division
or any other Act shall be used to pay the sal-
aries and expenses of personnel to carry out
the Conservation Stewardship Program au-
thorized by sections 1238D-1238G of the Food
Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3838d-3838g) in
excess of $649,000,000.

SEC. 1283. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this division
or any other Act shall be used to pay the sal-
aries and expenses of personnel to carry out
the program authorized by section 14 of the
Watershed Protection and Flood Prevention
Act (16 U.S.C. 1012): Provided, That of the
funds available under such section for fiscal
year 2011, $165,000,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1284. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this division
or any other Act shall be used to pay the sal-
aries and expenses of personnel to transfer in
fiscal year 2011 to the Administrator of the
Food and Nutrition Service under subsection
(b) of section 14222 of the Food, Conserva-
tion, and Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-
246; 122 Stat. 2245) an amount in excess of
$1,098,000,000: Provided, That none of the
funds made available by this division or any
other Act shall be used to pay the salaries
and expenses of personnel to carry out sec-
tion 19 of the Richard B. Russell National
School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1769a) utilizing
funds otherwise required to be made avail-
able under subsection (i)(1)(D) of such sec-
tion 19 in excess of $33,000,000, including the
transfer of funds under subsection (c¢) of such
section 14222, until October 1, 2011: Provided
further, That the remaining $117,000,000 of the
amount specified in subsection (i)(1)(D) of
such section 19 made available on October 1,
2011, to carry out such section 19 shall be ex-
cluded from the limitation described in sub-
section (b)(2)(A)(iv) of such section 14222 for
fiscal year 2012.

SEC. 1285. None of the funds appropriated
or made available by this division or any
other Act shall be used to pay the salaries
and expenses of personnel to carry out the
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Biomass Crop Assistance Program author-
ized by section 9011 of the Farm Security and
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8111)
in excess of $112,000,000.

SEC. 1286. Of the unobligated balances
available for ‘‘Agricultural Programs, Agri-
cultural Research Service, Buildings and Fa-
cilities’ $223,700,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1287. Of the unobligated balances
available for the cost of broadband loans, as
authorized by section 601 of the Rural Elec-
trification Act of 1936, $15,000,000 is re-
scinded.

SEC. 1288. (a) Notwithstanding this Act or
any other Act, of the unobligated balances
available to the Department of Agriculture
from prior appropriations, $5685,000,000 in ap-
propriated discretionary funds are hereby re-
scinded.

(b) The Secretary of Agriculture shall de-
termine and identify from which appropria-
tion accounts the rescission under sub-
section (a) shall apply and the amount of
such rescission that shall apply to each such
account. Not later than 30 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Agriculture shall submit a report
to the Committees on Appropriations of both
Houses of Congress and the Secretary of the
Treasury of the accounts and amounts deter-
mined and identified for rescission under the
preceding sentence: Provided, That no
amounts may be rescinded from amounts
that were designated by the Congress as an
emergency requirement pursuant to the Con-
current Resolution on the Budget or the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control
Act of 1985, as amended.

TITLE III—COMMERCE, JUSTICE,
SCIENCE, AND RELATED AGENCIES

SEC. 1301. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Commerce,
International Trade Administration, Oper-
ations and Administration” shall be
$450,989,000.

SEC. 1302. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Commerce,
Economic Development Administration,
Economic Development Assistance Pro-
grams’’ shall be $175,000,000.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky (during
the reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the remainder
of the bill through page 196, line 18 be
considered as read, printed in the
RECORD, and open to amendment at
any point.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Kentucky?

There was no objection.

AMENDMENT NO. 153 OFFERED BY MR. MICHAUD

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 196, line 18, after the dollar amount
insert “(increased by $80,000,000)"".

Page 199, line 6, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $80,000,000).

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Maine is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to offer this amendment to re-
store funding to the Economic Develop-
ment Administration. The investments
made by EDA in all of our districts
lead to economic development and job
creation. But these investments are
not just some government handout.

By law, EDA projects require a 50
percent local cost share and must le-
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verage significant private sector in-
vestment. EDA’s investments are also
competitive and based on a regional,
comprehensive economic development
strategy that are spearheaded by local
officials, private sector leaders and
community representatives. The agen-
cy utilizes this approach to reflect the
local and regional priority of our com-
munities. But most importantly, all
EDA project investments must result
in creation and retention of high-qual-
ity jobs.

Let me repeat: EDA is the one agen-
cy of the Federal Government that has
a singular focus of creating jobs, and it
has a strong track record of success in
my home State of Maine and through-
out the country.
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In fact, from 2004 to 2008, EDA-funded
projects directly led to the creation of
approximately 200,000 jobs.

All of us support cuts to spending to
get our fiscal house in order, but we all
are realistic. We know that actions of
one program or agency won’t be
enough to solve the Nation’s job prob-
lems. But at a time when our States,
local communities, and businesses con-
tinue to struggle, it is the wrong time
to be cutting a program that is a prov-
en job creator. It’s the wrong time to
turn our backs on investments in our
communities that will make a real dif-
ference. But it is the right time to set
our priorities and insist that our in-
vestments are focused on job creation.

The fiscal year 2010 level was $293
million. The CR cuts it to $1756 million.
This amendment will actually bring it
up to $255 million. So I encourage my
colleagues to support this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Maine will be post-
poned.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 1303. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Commerce, Mi-
nority Business Development Agency, Minor-
ity Business Development” shall be
$30,400,000.

SEC. 1304. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Commerce, Na-
tional Telecommunications and Information
Administration, Salaries and Expenses’”’
shall be $40,649,000.

SEC. 1305. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Commerce, Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology, Scientific and Technical Research
and Services’’ shall be $469,500,000.

SEC. 1306. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Commerce, Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology, Industrial Technology Services”
shall be $169,600,000.
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SEC. 1307. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Commerce, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, Pacific Coastal Salmon Recovery”
shall be $50,000,000.

SEC. 1308. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Justice, Gen-
eral Administration, National Drug Intel-
ligence Center’’ shall be $34,023,000.

AMENDMENT NO. 368 OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 197, line 17, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $34,023,000)"".

Page 359, line 5, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $34,023,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Arizona is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment is straightforward. It
would simply reduce more than $34 mil-
lion in funding for the National Drug
Intelligence Center and transfer that
money into the spending reduction ac-
count.

In short, the amendment would zero
out funding for the National Drug In-
telligence Center, which has survived
for the past 3 years by way of a very
broken earmarking process.

For many institutions, drugs are
handled with a zero tolerance policy. I
would submit that taxpayers should
send a clear signal here that we have a
zero tolerance policy for this kind of
wasteful spending.

There has been no better example for
wasteful spending than the NDIC, an
entity I have come to the floor many
times within the past to criticize and
to limit funding for. Not just me, but
many other Members.

A pet project that once belonged to a
powerful Member of Congress, the
NDIC was established in 1992 and has
been the recipient of hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars since then.

In 2005, the White House OMB re-
ported that the NDIC ‘“‘has proven inef-
fective in achieving its assigned mis-
sion.” In 2006, a spokesman for the DOJ
asserted that the resources of the NDIC
should be ‘‘realigned to support pri-
ority counterterrorism and national se-
curity initiatives.” And yet, here we
are, b years later, funding the NDIC in
spite of what will be 3 years of trillion-
dollar deficits and a skyrocketing na-
tional debt.

According to a CQ article from today,
even the current administration’s Dep-
uty Attorney General James Cole said
that many of the center’s functions
could be performed elsewhere.

The President’s budget request was
released yesterday; and according to
CQ, the NDIC is slated to receive a cut
from its current level of funding from
$44 million down to $25 million. I sub-
mit that that is $256 million too much.

According to the fiscal year 2011
budget summary for the National Drug
Control Strategy, we spent more than
$15 billion on antidrug and drug-con-
trol efforts in fiscal year 2010. Even if
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you believe that the NDIC is effective
and that it pulls its own weight, the
anti-drug effort, like the budget of the
Department of Defense, should not be
immune from commonsense cuts that
increase efficiency, and I can think of
few things more efficient than closing
down the NDIC once and for all.

Let me just note, The Wall Street
Journal said at one point: ‘‘Conserv-
atives have argued that the center is a
waste of taxpayer money, and critics
argue that it has never fulfilled its
promise to provide high-quality anal-
ysis of drug networks.” Again, an in-
ternal White House budget proposal
aims to save nearly $17 million by
downsizing NDIC.

Clearly, clearly, I think everybody
admits that there is no reason for this
facility to exist anymore and to keep
sucking millions and millions of dol-
lars every year from the taxpayer. The
White House, successive White Houses,
Republican and Democrat alike, have
said this is inefficient. It is not filling
its mission. So it is up to Congress
now, when we’re running a $1.5 trillion
deficit that stacks up against a $14 tril-
lion debt, to look at programs like this
and say, All right. Enough is enough.
It’s time that we close them down.

So with that, Mr. Chairman, I say
let’s adopt this amendment. If we can’t
do this, where can we save money? If
we can’t close down a center that’s re-
ceived hundreds of millions of dollars
that the White House, successive ad-
ministrations, Republican and Demo-
crat, have said it is duplicative, it is
not fulfilling its mission; if we can’t
close these kind of things down, when
are we going to save money?

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Washington is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. DICKS. I appreciate the gentle-
man’s usual zeal for finding savings in
the budget, but I believe his amend-
ment goes too far to achieve savings
without considering the impacts.

NDIC plays an important role in ana-
lyzing and disseminating information
to law enforcement and the intel-
ligence community about the produc-
tion, trafficking, and consumption of
illegal drugs. It produces the annual
drug threat assessments, as well as
local and regional assessments.

DOJ is proposing a reduced funding
level for NDIC in 2012, along with the
realignment of some of its functions to
the Drug Enforcement Administration.
We will have to look closely at that
proposal to ensure it would not set us
back in dealing with the drug threat.
But, in any case, one simply cannot
eliminate an agency overnight.

NDIC performs significant functions
that are critical to our law enforce-
ment efforts, and those functions can’t
be simply shut down and transferred
without significant planning.

NDIC has been operating under the
current CR for several months and has
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been obligated a significant amount of
funding already, so there is no way to
cut its funding for the year to zero. In
fact, CBO scores the amendment as
saving only $16 million in budget au-
thority, not $34 million. I urge my col-
leagues to defeat this Flake amend-
ment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Arizona will be
postponed.
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The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 1309. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Justice, Gen-
eral Administration, Justice Information
Sharing Technology’’ shall be $78,285,000.

SEC. 1310. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Justice, Gen-
eral Administration, Tactical Law Enforce-
ment Wireless Communications’ shall be
$136,143,000.

SEC. 1311. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Justice, Gen-
eral Administration, Detention Trustee”
shall be $1,533,663,000.

SEC. 1312. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Justice, Legal
Activities, Salaries and Expenses, General
Legal Activities” shall be $865,097,000.

SEC. 1313. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Justice, United
States Marshals Service, Construction’ shall
be $16,929,000.

SEC. 1314. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Justice, Federal
Bureau of Investigation, Construction’ shall
be $106,915,000.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. BASS of New
Hampshire). Will the gentleman specify
which amendment.

Mr. HOLT. Amendment No. 235.

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair will
note that the reading has progressed
past that point in the bill.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to consider the
amendment out of order.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New Jersey?

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Reserving
the right to object, Mr. Chairman, as I
understand it, the gentleman wants to
go back to a section which we have al-
ready covered?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
correct.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Chair-
man, in order to move things along, we
have to have rules, and I have to ob-
ject.

The Acting CHAIR. Objection is
heard.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:
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SEC. 1315. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Justice, Federal
Prison System, Salaries and Expenses’’ shall
be $6,325,231,000.

SECc. 1316. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Office of Science and Tech-
nology Policy’’ shall be $6,500,000.

SEc. 1317. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘National Science Foundation,
Research and Related Activities’” shall be
$5,467,920,000.

SEC. 1318. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘National Science Foundation,
Major Research Equipment and Facilities
Construction” shall be $54,790,000.

SEC. 1319. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘National Science Foundation,
Education and Human Resources’ shall be
$725,760,000.

SEC. 1320. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Commerce, Bu-
reau of the Census, Periodic Censuses and
Programs’ shall be $913,707,000.

SEC. 1321. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for each of the following accounts
shall be $0: ‘“‘Department of Commerce, Na-
tional Telecommunications and Information
Administration, Public Telecommunications
Facilities, Planning and Construction”’; ‘‘De-
partment of Justice, Bureau of Alcohol, To-
bacco, Firearms, and Explosives, Construc-
tion”’; and ‘‘Department of Justice, Office of
Justice Programs, Weed and Seed Program
Fund”.

SEC. 1322. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this division, the following set-
asides included in division B of Public Law
111-117 for projects specified in the explana-
tory statement accompanying that Act in
the following accounts for the corresponding
amounts shall not apply to funds appro-
priated by this division: (1) ‘‘Department of
Commerce, International Trade Administra-
tion, Operations and Administration”,
$5,215,000; (2) ‘“‘Department of Commerce, Mi-
nority Business Development Agency, Minor-
ity Business Development’’, $1,100,000; and (3)
“Department of Commerce, National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology, Scientific
and Technical Research and Services”,
$10,500,000.

SEC. 1323. The Departments of Commerce
and Justice, the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, and the National
Science Foundation are directed to submit
spending plans, signed by the respective de-
partment or agency head, to the House and
Senate Committees on Appropriations with-
in 60 days of enactment of this division.

SEC. 1324. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this division, the set-aside included
in division B of Public Law 111-117 under the
heading ‘‘Department of Commerce, United
States Patent and Trademark Office, Sala-
ries and Expenses’ for policy studies related
to activities of United Nations Specialized
Agencies related to international protection
of intellectual property rights shall not
apply to funds appropriated by this division.

SEC. 1325. Of the amount provided by sec-
tion 1306 for ‘‘National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology, Industrial Technology
Services’, $44,900,000 shall be for the Tech-
nology Innovation Program.

SEC. 1326. (a) Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Commerce, Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology, Construction of Research Facilities”
shall be $58,000,000.

(b) The set-asides included in division B of
Public Law 111-117 under the heading ‘‘De-
partment of Commerce, National Institute of
Standards and Technology, Construction of
Research Facilities” for a competitive con-
struction grant program for research science
buildings and for projects specified in the ex-
planatory statement accompanying that Act
shall not apply to funds appropriated by this
division.
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AMENDMENT NO. 260 OFFERED BY MR. LATTA

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

HR.1
OFFERED BY: MR. LATTA

AMENDMENT No. 260: Page 200, line 25, after
the dollar amount insert ‘‘(reduced by
$10,000,000)"".

Page 359, line 5, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment would reduce spending for
the Department of Commerce under
the National Institute of Standards
and Technology construction of re-
search facilities account by $10 million
and transfer those funds to the spend-
ing reduction account. This program
provides government money for con-
struction of research science buildings.
Currently, H.R. 1 funds the technology
construction of research facilities ac-
count at $58 million and this amend-
ment would reduce it to $48 million.
While scientific research is important,
when our nation is experiencing mas-
sive deficits, we have to make these
difficult cuts.

With a forecasted deficit of $1.6 tril-
lion this year and the national debt
scheduled to triple in 10 years, I am
simply proposing cutting spending
from a program that received over $123
million in increased funding in the
stimulus. The President released his
budget proposal this week which re-
flects a pattern of record spending, and
even higher taxes. This continued
spending is funds that the U.S. Govern-
ment does not have, as we continue to
borrow from other countries. During
the last session of Congress alone, the
President signed into law over $1.8 tril-
lion in new government spending and
over $670 billion in new job damaging
tax hikes. My $10 million cut is an ex-
ample of a difficult cut that has to be
made in our Federal budget.

Furthermore, the Department of
Commerce has established a national
program office under the National In-
stitute of Standards and Technology to
begin development and implementation
of the national strategy for trusted
identities in cyberspace. The general
goal of this strategy is to secure and
protect transactions in cyberspace
through use of a special ID, or digital
identity, so that people can prove who
they say they are. Let me say that cy-
bersecurity and privacy are extremely
important issues to all Americans.
However, I have very strong concerns
that this government-directed effort
could destroy online anonymity, be-
come the equivalent of a mnational
Internet ID, and crowd out current pri-
vate-sector efforts. That this project
could potentially lead to issuance of a
unique Internet ID that would serve as
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a single identifier for access to pass-
word-protected Web sites is fright-
ening. It is equally concerning to think
that if this single digital identity were
to be hacked, the hacker would have
access to a wide range of a user’s per-
sonal information and accounts. Secu-
rity of the cyber domain is serious, but
a government-run or government-di-
rected Internet ID system is a risk to
liberty and this strategy is not the way
to go about achieving this goal. The
elected representatives of Congress
should address these issues, not a gov-
ernment bureaucracy. I will be offering
a limitation amendment to block any
funding towards the development of
this strategy, and that is why I am of-
fering this amendment, No. 260, to cut
funding from the National Institute of
Standards and Technology.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. WOLF. This account has been hit
very, very hard already. Each reduc-
tion in the bill was carefully deter-
mined. The funding level provided for
NIST construction in the bill is $89
million below FY 2010.

NIST has played a key role in ena-
bling innovative ideas with regard to

strengthening infrastructure for ad-
vance manufacturing, service and
science.

NIST works with the private sector,
other government agencies and univer-
sities to develop and apply the tech-
nology, measurements and standards
needed for new and improved products.

We have already reduced the funding
in this account quite dramatically, and
this would really, I think, hurt the jobs
effort and hurt manufacturing.

Mr. DICKS. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. WOLF. I yield to the gentleman
from Washington.

Mr. DICKS. I strongly support the
gentleman’s position here. We’ve al-
ready cut this account. There’s $68 mil-
lion in the account; a reduction of $89
million, or 60 percent below FY10. And
the NIST does very good work. So I
support the chairman and in opposition
to the Latta amendment.

Mr. WOLF. Reclaiming my time,
again, we want science, jobs, math,
science, physics, chemistry, biology to

create opportunities for manufac-
turing.

I urge a ‘“‘no” vote on the amend-
ment.
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The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. LATTA).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Ohio will be post-
poned.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 1327. (a) Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Commerce, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, Operations, Research, and Facilities”
shall be $2,850,883,000.

(b) The set-aside included in division B of
Public Law 111-117 under the heading ‘‘De-
partment of Commerce, National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration, Oper-
ations, Research, and Facilities’ for projects
specified in the explanatory statement ac-
companying that Act shall not apply to
funds appropriated by this division.

SEC. 1328. (a) Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Commerce, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, Procurement, Acquisition and Con-
struction’ shall be $1,455,353,000.

(b) The set-aside included in division B of
Public Law 111-117 under the heading ‘‘De-
partment of Commerce, National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration, Procure-
ment, Acquisition and Construction” for
projects specified in the explanatory state-
ment accompanying that Act shall not apply
to funds appropriated by this division.

SEC. 1329. (a) Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“Department of Justice, Office
of Justice Programs, Justice Assistance”
shall be $225,000,000.

(b) Amounts included in paragraphs (1)
through (5) under the heading ‘‘Department
of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, Jus-
tice Assistance” of division B of Public Law
111-117 shall be deemed to represent the max-
imum amount of funding available under the
respective paragraph.

SEC. 1330. (a) Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Justice, Office
of Justice Programs, State and Local Law
Enforcement Assistance” shall be
$953,500,000.

(b) The amount included in paragraph (4)
under the heading ‘‘Department of Justice,
Office of Justice Programs, State and Local
Law Enforcement Assistance’ of division B
of Public Law 111-117 shall be applied to
funds appropriated by this division by sub-
stituting ‘30>’ for **$185,268,000’.

(¢) Amounts included in paragraphs (1)
through (3) and paragraphs (5) through (29)
under the heading ‘‘Department of Justice,
Office of Justice Programs, State and Local
Law Enforcement Assistance’ of division B
of Public Law 111-117 shall be deemed to rep-
resent the maximum amount of funding
available under the respective paragraph.

AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. HOLT

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment as a designee of the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY).

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 202, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $20,000,000) (increased by
$20,000,000)".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment is to make sure that we
continue the good work of the National
Instant Criminal Background Check
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System. The NICS is a national data-
base system that keeps track of indi-
viduals who are disqualified under cur-
rent law from purchasing and pos-
sessing firearms. Need I remind my col-
leagues of the many reminders we have
had of the need for this.

The amendment before us here seeks
to ensure that the Department of Jus-
tice continues funding the NICS Im-
provement Amendments Act of 2007 at
the current level of $20 million. It was
signed into law in January 2008 and re-
quires all States to provide the NICS
with relevant records that are needed
to conduct effective background
checks. Additionally, the NICS Im-
provement Act provides grants to
States and territories to update their
records and transmit the records to the
NICS database.

NICS is a critical tool in the fight to
keep firearms from those legally dis-
qualified from purchasing and pos-
sessing them. The only way to enforce
the law is to ensure that NICS has up-
to-date records from State and Federal

sources.
We understand the constraints on the
Federal budget. However, by con-

tinuing to fund this program at the
current FY10 level, we continue the
vital effort to keep guns out of the
hands of people who should not have
them.

I encourage Members to support this
amendment.

Had I had the floor before, I would
have offered an amendment to restore
the $310 million that was cut from the
lifesaving Community Oriented Polic-
ing, or COPS Program, but I was de-
nied that opportunity. So I ask for sup-
port for the amendment from Mrs.
MCCARTHY and me to fund the NICS
Improvement Amendments Act.

I yield back my time.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. WOLF. The Appropriations Com-
mittee will be requiring the Depart-
ment of Justice to come back to the
committee with a spending plan out-
lining how it intends to use the funds
provided for State and local law en-
forcement. We accept the amendment.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, if the gen-
tleman will yield, we accept the
amendment on our side too.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT).

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 1331. (a) Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Justice, Office
of Justice Programs, Juvenile Justice Pro-
grams’’ shall be $232,500,000.

(b) The amount included in paragraph (2)
under the heading ‘‘Department of Justice,
Office of Justice Programs, Juvenile Justice
Programs’ of division B of Public Law 111-
117 shall be applied to funds appropriated by
this division by substituting ¢$0° for
£‘$91,095,000°’.
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(¢) Amounts included in paragraph (1) and
paragraphs (3) through (8) under the heading
“Department of Justice, Office of Justice
Programs, Juvenile Justice Programs’ of di-
vision B of Public Law 111-117 shall be
deemed to represent the maximum amount
of funding available under the respective
paragraph.

SEC. 1332. (a) Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Justice, Com-
munity Oriented Policing Services (Includ-
ing Transfers of Funds)”’ shall be $290,500,000.

(b) Amounts included under the heading
“Department of Justice, Community Ori-
ented Policing Services (Including Transfers
of Funds)”’ in division B of Public Law 111-
117 shall be applied to funds appropriated by
this division by substituting—

(1) ““$15,000,000*" for ‘‘40,385,000°’;

(2) ““$0” for *“$25,385,000’;

(3) ““$1,500,000°" for ‘*$170,223,000"’;

(4) ““$0” for ‘°$168,723,000"’; and

(5) ““$0”” for *$298,000,000"".

(¢c) Amounts included in paragraph (1) and
paragraphs (4) through (8) under the heading
“Department of Justice, Community Ori-
ented Policing Services (Including Transfers
of Funds)” of division B of Public Law 111-
117 shall be deemed to represent the max-
imum amount of funding available under the
respective paragraph.

AMENDMENT NO. 240 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON

LEE OF TEXAS

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment to Strike Section 1332 of Title
III, which reduces the funding level for the
Department of Justice, Community Oriented
Policing Services to $290,500,000.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a
point of order against the gentle-
woman’s amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order
is reserved.

The gentlewoman from Texas is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I thank
the gentleman, and I thank the rank-
ing member and, of course, the man-
ager for the majority.

Mr. Chairman, I rise for a very im-
portant discussion as a member of the
House Judiciary Committee and some-
one who truly believes that the COPS
Program that has been initiated over a
long tenure of time has truly brought
down the crime statistics across Amer-
ica. Whether you are a rural hamlet or
whether or not you happen to be a
major city, the COPS Program has
been an anchor for security for neigh-
borhoods who cannot afford to pay for
their own private police services.

This amendment restores the $600
million that is offered to be taken from
the present funding, and it restores or
would prevent the taking of 1,330 cops
off the street, and as well it will pro-
vide the safety net that is necessary.

If T had had command of the floor
earlier, I would have also added to this
discussion the elimination of salaries
that are eliminating the use of re-
sources for the enforcement of the Vot-
ing Rights Act and the resources nec-
essary to enforce the Voting Rights
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Act in the new redistricting plans that
will be coming forward.

But it is certainly a shame to take in
the middle of municipal budget years a
sizable amount of dollars which they
had been operating with and depended
on. There are local communities in
which the COPS Program provides one
police officer, two police officers, 20 po-
lice officers, 30 police officers, and that
is the very existence of that commu-
nity. In cities around America, cops
have been laid off, and that should be a
decision of last resort.

When you talk about going forward,
my question to my friends on the other
side of the aisle is, is the purpose of
this legislative initiative job creation,
or job elimination? How can you do
such damage to members of the munic-
ipal workforce that are on the front
lines serving local communities?

The COPS Program has been an enor-
mous success. It has survived several
administrations, Republican and Dem-
ocrat. And to suggest that the COPS
Program would be obliterated or at
least devastated in such an amount
would, from my perspective, be the
wrong direction to go. COPS academy
classes have been put on hold. Mayors
have eliminated classes. I have seen
that in cities around America, and as
members of the House Judiciary Com-
mittee, we have had several encounters
of eliminating COPS funding.

This amendment simply strikes the
elimination or the intent to eliminate
a certain amount of funding for the
COPS Program. As a member of the
Homeland Security Committee, I
would ask my colleagues to ask them-
selves the question, do the American
people deserve safety and security in a
time where we continue to face inter-
national and homeland security
threats here in the United States? Do-
mestic law enforcement is a key ele-
ment in providing that kind of safety
net.
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Training, the opportunity for secu-
rity, and the opportunity for ensuring
that hamlets, towns, cities, and rural
communities, counties, do not have to
suffer through the crisis of the lack of
security.

So I would ask my colleagues to con-
sider a waiver so that we can address
this question of the funding of a very
important program. And I might add
that I look forward to working with
the Senate to restore those salaries to
the Department of Justice so that we
do not have to undermine the enforce-
ment of an enormously important leg-
islative initiative, one that Martin Lu-
ther King and our colleague, JOHN
LEwWIS, fought hard for and one that has
withstood the test of time—and that is
enforcement of the Voting Rights Act.
How could we? And I look forward to
working with the Senate for allowing
that to go forward as well as to be able
to enforce the values or the laws, the
requirements of the Voting Rights Act,
as relates to the 2011 redistricting that
will take place in the coming months.
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I yield back the balance of my time.
POINT OF ORDER

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, the
amendment proposed a net increase in
budget authority. Before I comment on
it; one, this does not cut the Voting
Rights Act. So that’s not accurate.
This does not, this does not, this does
not cut the Voting Rights Act.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
may state his point of order but not en-
gage in debate on the issue.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, the
amendment is not in order under sec-
tion 3(j)(3) of House Resolution 5 of the
112th Congress, which states, ‘It shall
not be in order to consider an amend-
ment to a general appropriations bill
proposing a net increase in budget au-
thority in the bill unless considered en
bloc with another amendment or
amendments proposing an equal or
greater decrease in such budget author-
ity pursuant to clause 2(f) of rule XXI.

The amendment proposes a net in-
crease in budget authority in the bill
in violation of such section.

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other
Member wish to address the point of
order?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, as I indicated before, first of
all, the gentleman was mishearing
what I said. I indicated that I had an
earlier amendment that I decided not
to offer because I intend to work with
the other body on it. But it would have
diminished the ability to enforce the
Voting Rights Act. That is not what
we’re speaking of today.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
needs to address the point of order.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, I wanted to clarify that I
was not speaking on this amendment.
In this amendment I've simply asked
for a waiver. Frankly, this is too im-
portant an issue to be addressed by the
gentleman’s point of order. I ask for a
waiver. This is denying, if you will,
huge amounts of money to many mu-
nicipalities all across this Nation. And
$600 million is absolutely ludicrous. It
causes a loss of jobs and a loss of safety
for the United States.

I ask for a waiver on the point of
order.

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair is pre-
pared to rule.

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to be heard on the point of order.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New York is recognized.

Mr. WEINER. The intention of the
rule that the chairman is referring to
is to make sure we’re not adding any
additional spending. But in fact, by
cutting the COPS program, you'’re ac-
tually adding an enormous amount of
expenditure in the long run. And what
the gentlelady is going to being doing
by preserving COPS on the street, you
have less crime, lower insurance rates,
less costs for prevention. You wind
up—COPS on the beat wind up saving
money. They save money in another
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way. They save money because local-
ities don’t need to raise taxes to keep
these cops on the street.

So I think the gentlelady’s amend-
ment is a net budget reducer, net budg-
et saver. Sometimes we invest in
things here that save money, and the
gentlelady’s amendment does that. So
it’s in compliance with the rule.

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair is pre-
pared to rule on the point of order.

The gentleman from Virginia makes
a point of order that the amendment
offered by the gentlewoman from Texas
violates section 3(j)(3) of House Resolu-
tion 5.

Section 3(j)(3) establishes a point of
order against an amendment proposing
a net increase in budget authority in
the pending bill.

The Chair has been persuasively
guided by an estimate from the chair of
the Committee on the Budget that the
amendment proposes a net increase in
budget authority in the bill. Therefore,
the point of order is sustained and the
amendment is not in order.

AMENDMENT NO. 125 OFFERED BY MR. WEINER,

AS MODIFIED

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment, as modi-
fied, is as follows:

Page 203, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $298,000,000)’.

Page 204, line 8, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $298,000,000)’.

Page 206, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $298,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. WEINER. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. Before I proceed, I would make a
unanimous consent request. There’s a
typographical error that should say
$298 million, and it has only b zeros. So
in the two places that that is stated, I
ask unanimous consent to add the
extra zero so it makes sense.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment
is so modified.

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Chairman, my col-
leagues, this is to restore the COPS
program and take money out of space.
But before I do that, I really have to
say I don’t think this process is on the
level. What are we doing here? We're
figuring out which diminished amount
we’re going to take from to restore an-
other diminished amount. This bill
isn’t going to become law. The Presi-
dent today said that he is going to veto
this bill, as he should. It slashes fund-
ing on so many important things to our
communities. I bet you most of the au-
thors of the bill are praying that he ve-
toes this bill. But the fact is we’re kind
of in here playing this game. We’'re try-
ing to take from one slashed account
and move funds to another slashed ac-
count, but in the clear case of how the
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Republicans are swinging a meat ax
rather than a scalpel—the COPS pro-
gram, police officers, cops on the beat.

The COPS program has been a suc-
cess not just because it’s been a big-
city program. You’ve got COPS over
the first 10 years of the program in
every single State. Every single com-
munity has had an increase because of
police officers. And I thought being
tough on crime was a Republican ideal.
You slash this funding and what’s
going to wind up happening is your lo-
calities are going to have one of two
choices: Lay off police officers or raise
taxes some other way. It’s going to be
a net zero effect because they’re going
to want to keep these cops on the beat.

So where do we take the money to re-
place just the hiring component? We’re
not going to replace the whole pro-
gram, just the hiring component. We’re
going to take it out of space explo-
ration. I want to go see Mars, too, but
I'd much rather have cops on the
streets of Brooklyn and Queens. I want
it for all of your districts as well.

But let’s face a little something
about this budget. It’s an irresponsible
budget you’ve put on the floor. I'm
sure Mr. DICKS would agree it’s irre-
sponsible to slash air traffic controllers
20 percent. Who thinks that’s a good
idea? It’s irresponsible to cut 1,500 cops
on the street. Who thinks that’s a
great idea? It’s irresponsible to say to
middle class parents who are getting
Pell Grants, Sorry, your kid can’t go to
college next year. Who thinks that’s a
good idea?

The President has said that he’s
going to veto this bill. Why don’t we
stop right now, roll it up, fold it up, go
back and try to get this right? Let’s
try to come up with a commonsense
budget. We know there are going to be
cuts that are necessary. But to the
COPS program?

We’ve got to understand here that
these are going to require some tough
choices. And I had a joking exchange
with Mr. DICKS earlier, I think we can
get more from Defense, I think we can
get more from Agriculture. I get it.
But, frankly speaking, I believe that
there are some values that should tran-
scend politics and transcend commu-
nities—and one of them is how many
police officers.

And not only are there a lot of cops
going to these communities; let’s look
at what’s happening. In Jackson, Mis-
sissippi, 347 cops, they had a 12 percent
reduction in crime; Detroit, Michigan,
500 cops, a 7 percent reduction; Boston,
Massachusetts, almost a 29 percent re-
duction in crime. This is a good law en-
forcement program.

So I will say on behalf of all my col-
leagues, and Congressman GRIMM is
supportive of  this; Congressman
DEFAzIO I think is here; Congressman
COHEN is here; Congressman PALLONE I
know is interested in this; and we
know Congresswoman JACKSON LEE.
Congressman REICHERT on your side is
interested. I can tell you this: If we
asked every person to stand up who had
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COPS hired in their district, every one
of you would have to stand up. It’s
going to all 435 districts. So let’s keep
that program going.

Now, do I like the idea we have to
take it from NASA space exploration? I
don’t know any of the crime statistics
on Mars, and I'm interested, but it’s a
bad choice. If any of you like space ex-
ploration, so do I. In a way, I'm playing
the game too. I'm taking from one
place to give to another. But I do be-
lieve it’s in the interest of all of us to
try to set these priorities straight.
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One of the things we can do is vote
““yes’” on the Weiner amendment and
then do something else.

It’s late. We’ve gone through this ex-
ercise for a while. Since it’s really a
Kabuki dance and since we know that
this document isn’t going to become
law—the President has already said
he’s going to veto it, and we already
know the American people are not
going to sit back for a 20 percent reduc-
tion in air traffic controllers—how is it
a Republican ideal to make the air
traffic less safe? How is that a value
that somehow drove this Congress?

That shouldn’t be nor should it be
that we reduce the number of police of-
ficers on the streets. That’s not who we
are as a country. It’s not who we
should be as a Congress. So I hope you
support the Weiner amendment by tak-
ing from Mars and putting it in the
streets of your district.

I think it’s late. Let’s fold up the rest
of the bill. Let’s go back. Let’s have
some bipartisan discussion, and let’s
try to figure out how to do this in a
way that the President won’t veto it.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. WOLF. I would tell the gen-
tleman that the President of the
United States failed to do what he was
elected to do—that was to lead this
country—by rejecting the Simpson-
Bowles commission recommendation.

Mr. Chairman, President Obama sup-
ported and appointed the people to the
Simpson-Bowles commission. Then we
saw in the State of the Union message
that none of the cuts that are being
done tonight would have had to have
been done had the President done what
he should have done with regard to the
Simpson-Bowles commission.

If T had been appointed to the Simp-
son-Bowles commission, I would have
been supportive of it. If ToM COBURN
and DICK DURBIN can be in support of
it, hopefully we can come together in a
bipartisan manner; but all of the oppo-
sition would not even have had to take
place if the President had not failed to
provide the leadership that he failed to
provide.

This bill makes deliberate choices
within NASA to strike an appropriate
balance between achieving budget sav-
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ings, procurement support for NASA’s
$16 billion in annual contracts, and
safety and mission assurance to pre-
vent spaceflight accidents. To do this,
you would almost guarantee that
something could potentially happen.

I teach security to prevent the Chi-
nese from having cyber attacks. We
had hearings the other day, and we
learned that the Chinese have had
cyber attacks against NASA’s com-
puters. This amendment would say
that it’s okay, that we can have the
cyber attacks. We’re going to put it
somewhere else.

In addition—and I see the gentlelady
from Houston is here—this amendment
will cost NASA’s civil servants and
contractors between 1,500 and 2,000
jobs.

Had President Obama done what he
should have done by appointing that
commission, we wouldn’t even have
had any cuts here. We would have been
doing what we had to do. Since we’re
talking about crime, Willie Sutton said
he robbed banks. The reason he robbed
banks is that that’s where the money
is. The money is in entitlements. Had
we dealt with the Obama commission
of Simpson-Bowles, we would not be
where we are today.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Tennessee is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COHEN. Willie Sutton would love
it if the cops weren’t trying to protect
the banks—that would be great—but
the cops are important.

Mr. Chairman, my first job out of law
school was as an attorney for the Mem-
phis Police Department. One of the
first things I learned is that the best
deterrent to crime is patrol, and patrol
is policemen on the beat. That is the
most effective way to reduce crime.
When you have high unemployment,
when you have a great recession like
we’ve experienced with high unemploy-
ment, crime naturally does go up.
When you have crime go up, you need
more cops to protect property and indi-
viduals and lives.

This COPS program has been success-
ful. It was successful in the 1990s, and
we saw a tremendous decrease in
crime. As Mr. WEINER pointed out—and
I praise him for being a champion of
this for so many years—this has been
an effective program that has saved
lives and property, that has kept insur-
ance rates down, and that has kept
order and liberty in our country.

Willie Sutton would not be for this
amendment. He’d like to see the cops
off the streets, away from the banks,
away from the widows, away from the
children, away from everybody who is
in the arms of a potential crime, in the
way of a potential crime, and that’s
something we shouldn’t have in this
country.

The cost to get rid of this program
would be tremendous. The fact is the
COPS program saves money, and this
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amendment zeros out the COPS pro-
gram. It isn’t a simple change in elimi-
nating some of the moneys. It elimi-
nates the program, and that’s a mis-
take.

Local police are struggling with
shrinking budgets. Tax rates are down
as people have spent less money, so we
don’t have the money to support our
police and to keep our law enforcement
at the levels they should be. To cut po-
lice and law enforcement is a mistake,
a serious mistake that’s going to cost
the American people.

You can’t put it down in dollars and
cents. Lives will be lost. Property will
be lost. Insurance rates will go up. This
is one place among others, but particu-
larly here, they’re the first line of de-
fense. Of the police powers of the State,
the first one is safety.

There are other areas where you
could save money. If you want to keep
the budget and cut it, there are a lot of
defense programs that could be cut.
There are defense programs that are
not effectively keeping us safe from
foreign problems or from foreign adver-
saries, but our streets in every city in
this Nation and every hamlet has the
need for police. To cut this COPS pro-
gram is simply irresponsible, and it
disregards the American public’s re-
gard and need for safety on the streets
and for safety in their communities.
We should support our police and make
our streets safer.

I would ask that we support this
amendment. I would ask that the peo-
ple on the other side understand that
law enforcement is a primary concern
of government and that a reduction of
this program or the elimination of this
program will cost the American public
dearly, and lives will be lost.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Chairman, I fully
support the effort to restore funding to
the COPS Hiring Program.

We should absolutely look for savings
and reduce costs in the Federal budget,
but we should not be withdrawing sup-
port for law enforcement while cities
and towns across the country are
struggling to maintain their police
forces.

A good example is Camden, New Jer-
sey, which was forced by budget short-
falls to lay off 168 police officers last
month. The city recently raised prop-
erty taxes enough to restore about 20
percent of those positions, but law en-
forcement in the city is still woefully
understaffed.

The CR cuts COPS programs by $501
million, including a reduction of $298
million that specifically zeros out the
COPS Hiring Program. The elimination
of COPS Hiring would result in 1,330
fewer cops hired or rehired in FY11
compared to FY10, or 3,000 fewer cops
hired or rehired in FY11 compared to
the FY11 request of $600 million.
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Camden and many other cities and
towns across the country still need
Federal assistance to help them get
through this difficult economic period,
and that is exactly what this amend-
ment is designed to do.

By restoring funding for COPS Hiring
grants, Camden and other municipali-
ties across the country could get
grants to cover the 3-year cost of rehir-
ing officers they were forced to lay off
or of hiring new officers they need but
have been unable to afford. After 3
years, when the economy is expected to
be in much better shape, these munici-
palities would be required to take on
the costs of these officers.

While I support the gentleman’s
amendment and strongly believe we
should restore funding for the COPS
Hiring Program, I am deeply concerned
about the offset the amendment relies
upon.

NASA’s Cross-Agency Support ac-
count funds many of the vital efforts of
the NASA centers across the country.
Currently, there is a backlog of de-
ferred maintenance needs at NASA fa-
cilities, and this backlog has been
growing at the rate of about 9 percent
a year. Cutting funding for this ac-
count will only make NASA’s mainte-
nance backlog worse and will impede
NASA’s mission.

We need to fund both NASA’s Cross-
Agency Support and COPS Hiring at
adequate levels, and I hope, by the end
of this process, we can find a way to do
that.

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oregon is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DEFAZIO. When I was first elect-
ed to office, I served with a very con-
servative Republican, and he used to
say that government is about roads and
rope.

He was talking about the basis for
our system here in America—the ba-
sics. He was talking about transpor-
tation, the Boston Post Road, the
original roads of America that tied a
young Nation together on rope. He was
talking about law enforcement here on
Earth, law enforcement protecting
American citizens from criminals.

Now, somehow the Cross-Agency
Support account, which is an unbeliev-
able catchall slush fund at NASA
which has grown in the last 2 years
from $550 million to $3 billion and
which will actually be increased in this
continuing resolution by $36 million, is
more important than defending the
American people from criminals, from
lawbreakers, which is the most basic
requirement of the Government of the
United States.

Now, this isn’t even like real stuff at
NASA. It’s not the fantasy about going
to Mars or any of the other things
they’re engaged in for many billions of
dollars.
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This is a cross-agency support budget
which has gone up six times, 600 per-
cent in 2 years, and it’s going to go up
again here today, and we’re going to
slash the heck out of the COPS pro-
gram. Now, go home and explain that
to your constituents. You can’t even
say, Look up there, because it’s not a
satellite. It’s not headed to the Moon
or to Mars. You have to say, Hey, it’s
the cross-agency support budget at
NASA, and when the criminal is break-
ing down your door, call NASA. That
probably isn’t going to work too well.

This not only supports police on the
streets in overstretched agencies, it
supports—and we’ve had a lot of talk
about urban America—sheriffs in our
rural areas which are woefully
unpoliced, and in my district we’ve got
money out of this account which
you’re cutting by 65 percent to go after
methamphetamine manufacturing and
Mexican cartels moving methamphet-
amine up the West Coast of the United
States. We're going to cut that 65 per-
cent because it’s more important that
we fund the cross-agency support budg-
et of NASA and we increase it by 600
percent in 2 years and we decrease
funding for COPS and sheriffs and drug
reduction in our communities, in our
schools, in our rural areas by 65 per-
cent.

Well, you go on home and campaign
on that, and I will be campaigning on
my issues.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. PASCRELL. We used to argue at
one time on this floor whether or not
to help communities to support the po-
lice department. We argued here on
this floor as to whether this was a Fed-
eral issue, whether the Federal Govern-
ment had any responsibility in terms
of firefighters—I remember the de-
bates—and police officers, and we made
a decision on a bipartisan basis that it
was a responsibility because we needed
to protect the homeland.

So Democrats and Republicans sup-
ported the protection in trying to help
communities fight crime and put out
fires. We made that on a bipartisan
basis, and it is a shame that we do not
even consider the COPS program as
part of homeland security because, if
you don’t have it here, you have it no-
where. This is a security issue. It is a
priority. How many officers in the past
2 months have been shot down doing
their job in this country? Double last
year. And we know that small commu-
nities and large communities have
taken advantage of the COPS program.
This is important to our communities.

I was a mayor of the third largest
city in New Jersey. I know what those
police officers on the street in the com-
munities mean to protecting folks in
my town where I still live. I know the
results. Since 1992, I know those results
inside and out. You heard Mr. WEINER,
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who showed us the charts about what it
has meant right across the United
States of America. We’re making a big
mistake here. Throughout the United
States of America, everybody, citizens
know that when they see police officers
walking the beat, they know there is a
priority that the Federal Government
has not forgotten.

I ask you, you cannot do to police of-
ficers and you cannot do to firefighters
what this budget, at least for the next
6 months, is being represented by the
other side. We are going to take up a
FIRE Act pretty soon, the SAFER Act
pretty soon with our firefighters. We
can’t do this. We can’t pat them on the
back and say, Great job. We can’t go to
the parades and say, Look at this; this
is the protection we have in America,
and do this in a program that’s suc-
cessful.

No one has stood and questioned the
success of either of these programs. No
one. I haven’t heard one word tonight.
If a program wasn’t working, if cops
weren’t doing their job on the beat,
then you’d stand and you would defend
that particular position.

This is not the way to do it. This is
not the way to protect the homeland.
This is not the way to pat police offi-
cers on the back and then send them
out there without the resources and
without their brothers and sisters
fighting alongside of them to protect
the United States of America.

Mr. Chairman, this is a very serious
problem. We argue vociferously on this
floor to protect the soldier in the field
in foreign lands. I'm here today to sup-
port DEFAZIO, WEINER, and the rest of
the folks who have talked on this, to
defend our police officers on the street.
We owe them no less. I ask you to re-
store this money, the money that has
been taken away in this 7-month budg-
et. I don’t think it’s fair, and I don’t
think it’s wise.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. WEINER).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from New York will be
postponed.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, the CR’s proposal before us pro-
poses to cut $190 million from juvenile
justice programs. That cut is short-
sighted and misguided. Cutting effec-
tive crime prevention programs is
penny wise and pound foolish because
we have reams of research and dem-
onstration programs to show that evi-
dence-based crime prevention programs
save a lot of money in avoided law en-
forcement, victim, incarceration, and
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other expenditures and actually save
more than the programs cost.

The current Justice Department is
making excellent progress in assuring
that crime prevention programs and
funding are only used for those pro-
grams that have proven their effective-
ness through vigorous evaluation and
study and programs that have shown
their effectiveness. I can see that cut-
ting unproven programs as a result of
earmarks that haven’t gone through
that vigorous demonstration would be
appropriate, but the programs in the
Justice Department should not be cut.

Mr. Chairman, there are a lot of or-
ganizations that have written in oppo-
sition of the cuts in the juvenile justice
programs. They include the National
Disability Rights Network, the Cam-
paign for Youth Justice, the Children’s
Law Center, the National Council for
Community Behavioral Healthcare,
The Afterschool Alliance, the Cam-
paign for Fair Sentencing of Youth,
and the Coalition for Juvenile Justice.

Mr. Chairman, last month we passed
a tax bill that increased the deficit by
$400 billion a year for 2 years. Now, we
obviously need to cut the budget to pay
for those tax cuts, but cutting funding
for juvenile justice programs that are
proven to save more money than they
cost is not the right thing to do. We
need to defeat this bill and come back
with a bill that fully funds the juvenile
justice programs so that we can save
money and reduce crime.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 1333. (a) The percentage limitations
on transfers between appropriations of the
Department of Justice described in section
205 of division B of Public Law 111-117 shall
not apply to funds provided by this division
to the Department of Justice, or provided
under previous appropriations Acts to the
Department of Justice that remain available
for obligation or expenditure in fiscal year
2011, or provided from any accounts in the
Treasury of the United States derived by the
collection of fees available to the Depart-
ment of Justice.

(b) The transfer authority provided in sub-
section (a) shall pertain only to transfers
into the following accounts: ‘‘Department of
Justice, Salaries and Expenses, United
States Attorneys”’; ‘“‘Department of Justice,
United States Marshals Service, Salaries and
Expenses’; ‘“‘Department of Justice, Federal
Bureau of Investigation, Salaries and Ex-
penses’; ‘“‘Department of Justice, Drug En-
forcement Administration, Salaries and Ex-
penses’’; “‘Department of Justice, Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives,
Salaries and Expenses’’; and ‘‘Department of
Justice, Federal Prison System, Salaries and
Expenses’’.

(c) Any transfer pursuant to this section
shall be treated as a reprogramming of funds
under section 505 of division B of Public Law
111-117 and shall not be available for obliga-
tion except in compliance with the proce-
dures set forth in that section as amended by
this division.

SEC. 1334. Notwithstanding section 1105,
the proviso limiting the use of funds under
the heading ‘‘National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, Exploration” in divi-
sion B of Public Law 111-117 shall not apply
to funds appropriated by this division.
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SEC. 1335. (a) Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, Space Operations’
shall be $5,946,800,000.

(b) The proviso specifying amounts under
the heading ‘‘National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, Space Operations” in
division B of Public Law 111-117 for oper-
ations, production, research, development,
and support of the Space Shuttle and the
International Space Station and for Space
and Flight Support shall not apply to funds
appropriated by this division.

AMENDMENT NO. 78 OFFERED BY MR. OLSON

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 205, line 25, after the dollar amount
insert ‘‘(reduced by $517,000,000) (increased by
$517,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes.
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Mr. OLSON. Mr. Chair, I rise today in
support of my amendment to shift
funds in the NASA budget. I appreciate
the work that Chairman WOLF and his
colleagues have put into drafting this
bill. I know how tough it must have
been. We were elected to make tough
decisions, to cut spending, and to put
our fiscal house in order. In our Na-
tion’s current fiscal situation, we must
set clear and prudent guidelines on how
our limited tax dollars are spent. I pro-
pose today that we set such limits
within NASA to get better use out of
our money.

Climate research is currently con-
ducted in 16 different agencies, includ-
ing NASA, and received over $35 billion
through stimulus and last year’s appro-
priations bills. Human space flight is
conducted in exactly one agency,
NASA. In this tight budget cycle, we
must reduce duplicative spending and
target our resources where they will be
most beneficial. The 15 other agencies
conducting climate research can pick
up the slack while freeing up resources
for NASA to make a truly unique con-
tribution, maintaining U.S. dominance
in human space flight.

Accordingly, my amendment pro-
poses to reallocate $5617 million that
could be spent on NASA’s science pro-
grams so that it will instead be avail-
able to maintain stable operations for
human space flight. The amendment
does not—does not change the overall
NASA funding level. It simply reallo-
cates within the total.

I understand the tough task this CR
has been for our appropriators. It is
never easy to tell people they must do
more with less. NASA has been doing
more with less for almost a decade, and
that is why I am offering this amend-
ment.

I appreciate this opportunity to dis-
cuss NASA priorities with Chairman
WOoLF and my colleagues. And I ask for
Chairman WOLF’s commitment to work
with me going forward as we begin the
appropriations process for fiscal year
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2012, to ensure that we orient NASA
away from duplicative climate re-
search missions and back to its unique
human space flight mission.

Mr. Chair, I would like to yield to
Chairman WOLF for the purpose of en-
gaging in a colloquy.

Mr. WOLF. I thank the gentleman.

It’s my understanding that the gen-
tleman is withdrawing the amendment.
I want to thank the gentleman for rais-
ing some critically important points
about the value of NASA’s human ex-
ploration program and the need to
fully support it. And no one is a strong-
er supporter of NASA than the gen-
tleman from Texas, except maybe Mr.
CULBERSON who is equally supportive.

I share his concern with ensuring ex-
ploration is adequately funded and that
NASA remains on a clear path to
achieve the human space flight goals
laid out in last year’s authorization. I
will be happy to work together as
closely as we possibly can to finish FY
2011 and move forward into FY 2012 to
maintain a robust human space flight
program at NASA, just as Mr. OLSON
would like it to be.

In doing so, I agree that it will be
necessary to identify and eliminate du-
plicative, wasteful, or lower-priority
activities in NASA’s science programs
or any other NASA account, for that
matter, so that we can remain on a
sustainable overall budget path. I look
forward to working with the gentleman
and our colleagues who support NASA
and thank him for his continuing ef-
forts in this area.

Mr. OLSON. I yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I move
to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I rise to
support the amendment that Mr.
OLSON has offered, and I am delighted
that we have the opportunity to work
together collaboratively with the
chairman and with Mr. DICKS on this
very important issue.

I would like to say publicly that
Democrats and Republicans in the
State of Texas have worked enthu-
siastically together on supporting
NASA and human space exploration.
I'm sorry that I will not have the op-
portunity to support Mr. OLSON’s
amendment or vote for it. He is abso-
lutely right, human space flight is con-
ducted in exactly one agency, NASA,
and the general Houston area and
Texas are impacted enormously. We
have already lost 4,000 jobs. There will
be a decrease of $1 billion going to
NASA Johnson. That will impact the
transition, if you will, in human space
exploration. One very well known
member of our community, Captain
Mark Kelly, the husband of our dear
and beloved Member, Congresswoman
GIFFORDS, will have the opportunity to
be on one of the final shuttles.

But what most of us are not aware of,
because our memory fades, is how
much we gained from human space ex-
ploration. Research in HIV/AIDS and
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stroke and heart disease and weather
research, all improving the quality of
life for Americans. So I stand solemnly
behind continuing to fund human space
exploration and join Mr. OLSON in the
leadership that he has given.

This is a tight budget, but the Presi-
dent talked about investing in com-
petitiveness, creating jobs. NASA cre-
ates jobs. It creates jobs for small busi-
nesses. It creates jobs for large con-
tractors. It creates thousands upon
thousands of jobs. So I hope in this in-
stance that we can speak in a bipar-
tisan manner to speak to the adminis-
tration on the value of continuing to
support NASA. It is difficult when we
have a CR that, in fact, is cutting mil-
lions from the NASA budget, and I
would hope that there would be a rec-
ognition that it is important to put
$5617 million back into NASA, as was of-
fered by this amendment.

I can’t imagine a Nation without the
ability for young people to aspire to
the heights of those who have gone on
before, those who have been astro-
nauts, those who have explored the
skies, those who have done enormously
important research on the various trips
that have been taken that have pro-
vided the research and as well the
space station which has been an enor-
mous asset that has brought inter-
national partners together and helped
develop science that could not be de-
veloped before.

Having traveled to most of the cen-
ters that are under the NASA adminis-
tration, each and every one that I have
been to has had the quality of staff
that have been doing their job in the
name of progress for the American peo-
ple. So I'm disappointed with this CR
that has caused these enormous cuts,
and I would hope that we have the op-
portunity to restore them.

Where are we if we quash the genius
of America? Where are we if we extin-
guish the dreams of young students
and scientists around America? Where
are we if we quash the jobs that can be
created by science? NASA is an asset
and a jewel. And I hope together in this
Congress, and of course working to-
gether with the administration, we can
realize it once and for all. Why we have
to battle so hard for something that
has done so much for the American
people baffles me. I look forward to the
reinvestment in science and competi-
tiveness. I thank the gentleman for his
leadership, and I hope we’ll be able to
work in a bipartisan manner.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mrs. ADAMS. Mr. Chair, I move to
strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to join my colleague, Represent-
ative OLSON, in support of an amend-
ment to transfer $517 million out of
NASA’s climate change research fund
and into human space flight, a proven
economic driver and job creator. This
amendment sends a clear message to
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both the administration and the lead-
ership of NASA that it is Congress’ in-
tent that human space flight should
not and cannot be ignored or
marginalized.

As Representative OLSON just men-
tioned, the purpose of this amendment
is to highlight the administration’s ap-
proach to NASA and the direction in
which it’s heading. At a time when un-
employment is at 12 percent in Florida
and 9 percent nationwide and our coun-
try is facing trillion-dollar deficits, I
believe that limited Federal funds are
better invested in NASA’s human space
flight program, not climate change re-
search. Doing so will help to put people
back to work and stimulate the econ-
omy.

For the last half century, the United
States has made a commitment to
human space exploration, creating
thousands of jobs and contributing to
the economies of places like central
Florida, Texas, Mississippi, and Ala-
bama.

With the shuttle program winding
down and the Constellation program no
longer a priority for this administra-
tion, I want the American people lis-
tening today to understand the fear
and uncertainty felt by hardworking
families throughout central Florida
and the 24th District. They need to
know the great benefits that NASA’s
human space flight program has
brought to this Nation in the past and
how a policy shift from NASA-adminis-
tered human space flight to increased
research on potential climate changes
would devastate the economy of cen-
tral Florida and many other regions of
our country.
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The facts are that in Fiscal Year
2010, the President designated $1.2 bil-
lion of NASA’s total budget towards
climate change research. This is on top
of the 16 separate agencies and depart-
ments outside of NASA that spent an
additional $8.7 Dbillion on climate
change research in the same fiscal
year. Now the President’s Fiscal Year
2012 proposed budget allocates even
more funding for this type of research.

As NASA’s human spaceflight pro-
gram hangs in the balance, and the
tens of thousands of jobs the program
supports along with it, it is time for
Congress to return NASA’s directives
and goals back to the congressional in-
tent and the original agency mission:
keeping America in front as a global
leader in space exploration and helping
to rebuild struggling communities in
the process.

In closing, I would like to thank Rep-
resentatives OLSON and POSEY for
working with me in drafting this
amendment, and to Chairman WOLF for
agreeing to work with our offices as
the regular Fiscal Year 2012 appropria-
tions process proceeds.

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to withdraw the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Texas?
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There was no objection.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SCHIFF. I will be very brief since
the gentleman withdrew the amend-
ment.

I am a big fan and supporter of our
manned spaceflight program, which I
think has just an extraordinary record
of achievement and is enormously im-
portant to our position in the world in
terms of our leadership in science. It is
also very important to many of the
space centers around the country in
terms of the important jobs that it pro-
vides.

But I don’t want to see us rob Peter
to pay Paul within the sciences, to go
after the earth sciences budget, which
is also critically important to the Na-
tion’s future. When we look at some of
the breathtaking and disastrous weath-
er patterns that we have seen around
the world, whether it was the incred-
ible and tragic flooding in Australia or
that in South America, the ability to
understand better the nature of our cli-
mate and climate change is not only
extraordinarily important in terms of
saving lives but in terms of under-
standing what is happening to our
planet.

We also derive a lot of commercial
benefits from our investment not only
in earth science but space science as
well. These investments pay enormous
dividends in technologies that have be-
come a part of all of our homes now. So
this is investment that I think we want
to continue to make and make strong-
ly.
And while I, again, am a fervent sup-
porter of our manned spaceflight pro-
gram, I don’t think any one portion of
our space budget or science budget
ought to be cannibalizing the other. We
do have to make sacrifices, and we’re
going to have to scrutinize every pro-
gram that is not working well or not
efficient, eliminate any waste, elimi-
nate even programs that are working
but not working well enough.

But in terms of our investment in the
future, in terms of our investment in
understanding our planet, it would be,
I think, very shortsighted for us to be
cutting those budgets and cutting that
vital research.

I thank the gentleman for with-
drawing the amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 1336. (a) Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, Cross Agency Sup-
port”’ shall be $3,131,000,000.

(b) The set-asides under the heading ‘‘Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion, Cross Agency Support’ in division B of
Public Law 111-117 for center management
and operations, independent verification and
validation activities and projects specified in
the explanatory statement accompanying
that Act shall not apply to funds appro-
priated by this division.
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Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. LIPINSKI. I rise today to discuss
an amendment that I filed with Mr. WU
of Oregon but will not be offering. In-
stead, in a minute, I will be engaging
Chairman WOLF in a brief colloquy.

Our goal is simple: to preserve fund-
ing at fiscal year 2010 levels for two
critical National Weather Service pro-
grams. We drafted this amendment be-
cause these are two programs that save
lives.

Many Americans might not realize it,
but the weather forecasts we all get
from the Internet, the Weather Chan-
nel, or from local TV or radio are all
built on the raw data provided by the
National Weather Service. These are
the same weather reports that are re-
lied upon every day by emergency re-
sponders, pilots, and sailors.

My goal is to protect local warnings
and forecast centers around the coun-
try, along with the Severe Storms Cen-
ter, the National Hurricane Center, and
the Aviation Weather Center. Without
these centers, we wouldn’t have daily
forecasts or flood warnings, and air
travel would be significantly more dan-
gerous.

The National Weather Service has
been essentially flat funded since 1995.
Much of their equipment is in need of
repair or replacement. As a country,
we simply cannot afford to cut back
any further on the service that saves
lives, allows us to plan for and respond
to weather emergencies, and enables
air travel. I am concerned about the
adverse impact that this cut could
have on essential services.

I understand that my colleague from
Virginia, Chairman WOLF, shares some
of my concerns, and I'd like to engage
in a brief colloquy on this topic.

Mr. Chairman, I know that this legis-
lation requires the Department of Com-
merce to produce a spending plan that
explains how they will implement
these cuts. Would you be willing to
work with me to make sure the plan
NOAA produces reflects the important
work done by the National Weather
Service and does not adversely affect
critical services.

Mr. WOLF. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LIPINSKI. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Virginia.

Mr. WOLF. I appreciate the gentle-
man’s concern. He makes a very, very
powerful point. I completely agree with
him. These are important programs, as
are many others in the bill, and we will
ensure that as we review the FY 2011
spend plan that all NOAA’s important
activities are sufficiently funded.

I also, I might say, have a large
weather service presence in my district
and appreciate their hard work, and
it’s one of the more important things
that NOAA does with regard to the
weather.

I thank the gentleman for with-
drawing his amendment, and I look for-
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ward and promise to work with him on
these issues to resolve it, that we pro-
tect the issues that the gentleman’s
raising.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Reclaiming my time,
I thank Chairman WOLF, and I appre-
ciate your willingness to work with me
on this important issue.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 1337. (a) Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, Construction and En-
vironmental Compliance and Remediation”
shall be $408,300,000.

(b) The set-asides under the heading ‘‘Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion, Construction and Environmental Com-
pliance and Remediation’” in division B of
Public Law 111-117 for science research and
development activities, exploration research
and development activities, space operations
research and development activities, and
cross agency support activities shall not
apply to funds appropriated by this division.

SEC. 1338. (a) Transfer limitations for the
National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion described in the Administrative Provi-
sions of division B of Public Law 111-117
shall not apply to funds available under the
following headings: (1) ‘‘National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration, Aero-
nautics’; (2) ‘‘National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, Space Operations’;
and (3) ‘“‘National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration, Education”.

(b) Any transfer pursuant to this section
shall be treated as a reprogramming of funds
under section 505 of division B of Public Law
111-117 and shall not be available for obliga-
tion except in compliance with the proce-
dures set forth in that section as amended by
this division.

SEC. 1339. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able by this division may be used for the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion or the Office of Science and Technology
Policy to develop, design, plan, promulgate,
implement, or execute a policy, program,
order, or contract of any kind to participate,
collaborate, or coordinate in any way with
China or any Chinese-owned company unless
such activities are specifically authorized by
a law enacted after the date of enactment of
this division.

(b) The limitation in subsection (a) shall
also apply to any funds used to effectuate
the hosting of official Chinese visitors at fa-
cilities belonging to or utilized by the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion.

SEC. 1340. Notwithstanding section 1101,
amounts are provided for ‘‘Legal Services
Corporation, Payment to the Legal Services
Corporation” in division B of Public Law
111-117 in the manner authorized in Public
Law 111-117 for fiscal year 2010, except that
for fiscal year 2011 the amounts specified in
division B of Public Law 111-117 shall be
modified by substituting—

(1) *‘$350,000,000’ for ‘*$420,000,000"’; and

(2) “‘$324,400,000 for ‘‘$394,400,000’.

AMENDMENT NO. 173 OFFERED BY MR. COHEN

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 208, line 14, after the first dollar
amount within the quotes, insert ‘‘(increased
by $70,000,000)"".

Page 208, line 15, after the first dollar
amount within the quotes, insert ‘“‘(increased
by $70,000,000)*".
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Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a
point of order on the gentleman’s
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order
is reserved.

The gentleman from Tennessee is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. COHEN. I’'m pleased to offer this
amendment, of which many members
of the Judiciary Committee have
worked on behalf of legal services in
the past. Many members of the Judici-
ary Committee have championed legal
services over the years, none greater
than BOBBY SCOTT, who’s been a mem-
ber of the committee for some time,
and the current ranking member, Mr.
CONYERS, Mr. NADLER, Ms. JACKSON
LEE and others.

Legal services is so important to giv-
ing people representation, and this
amendment will restore $70 million
that’s being cut from the Legal Serv-
ices Corporation. That’s 17% percent of
the money legal services got in the
past. Legal services is already woefully
underfunded. If you look at the funding
they’ve gotten over the last 30 years
and prorate it, they’ve been behind in
funds for a long time, and we’ve tried
to make that up in the past years.
Right now they turn away half of all
eligible clients who seek assistance.
Slashing these funds would make it
even worse. And the fact is, in these
dire economic times, some of the worst
we’ve seen, although they’re getting
better, more and more people need
legal services.

The housing crisis is not over with,
and one of the major areas they work
with is people who are having problems
with foreclosures because of unscrupu-
lous loans that they’ve been given, and
there will be more and more people los-
ing their homes or potentially losing
their homes needing legal services. And
if they don’t have legal representation
and they lose those homes, neighbor-
hoods are hurt, individuals are hurt,
and that is a major cost on the econ-
omy.
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The executive director of Memphis
Area Legal Services, Harrison Mclver,
said the cuts would be devastating to
Memphis Area Legal Services, and it
would be devastating to their capacity
to remain an effective advocate and re-
source for low-income individuals with
all the civil legal problems that they
may have. It would require laying off
at least five attorneys and taking 725
fewer cases.

Memphis Area Legal Services, as
other legal service clinics, help victims
of domestic violence, as well as with
protective orders from abusive part-
ners, as well as assisting folks with
foreclosures and elderly people who
have been victimized by predatory
lenders. Think about how many vic-
tims of domestic abuse will be in dan-
ger without access to the courts, how
many families will become homeless
without this foreclosure assistance,
and how many seniors would fall prey
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to predatory loans without legal help.
How many of our vulnerable citizens
will have the courthouse door closed in
their face?

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, that legal
services is more needed in dire eco-
nomic times than at any other time.
And I understand the majority’s posi-
tions about saying they were elected to
make cuts. They weren’t elected to
make cruel cuts that hurt the most
vulnerable people in situations that
aren’t of their own making, and who
fall prey to predatory lenders or abu-
sive spouses or people who prey on sen-
iors in abusive ways. This is targeting
the most vulnerable people in our soci-
ety.

I realize that there isn’t an offset on
this, and I realize the reason Mr. WOLF
has made his point. I understand, too,
somewhat, and feel a little bit of Kkin-
ship with the Roman gladiators who,
when they went into the field of com-
bat, told the emperor that, We who are
about to die salute you. And knowing
kind of what the situation is, I also un-
derstand that ave imperartor moriture
te salutant.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SCHIFF. I want to speak in sup-
port of what my colleague from Ten-
nessee has said. In the United States,
access to justice shouldn’t be available
only for those who can afford it.

I think most Americans recognize
that we have an out-of-control deficit
and debt, that we need tough action to
deal with that, and I think Americans,
irrespective of party, are ready to
make sacrifices. The President’s budg-
et I think indicates that there are
going to be some tough days ahead, and
there are going to be some of the ef-
forts we have supported in the past
that we can’t afford to support any-
more.

But at the same time, I think the
American people recognize that there
is a lot of waste in government that
can be eliminated without harming
people; that a lot of inefficiencies can
and must be eliminated; but they also
don’t want in these difficult economic
times for our first steps to be to take
away vital resources from those who
are most in need or from middle-in-
come families that are trying to stay
in their homes.

One of the reasons why legal services
has been so busy in the last several
years is because of the foreclosure cri-
sis, where many who are being forced
out of their homes who can’t afford
counsel have nowhere to turn and have
increasingly turned to legal services
for help in trying to get them to stay
in their home.

Imagine what we are telling those
families that are struggling to stay in
their homes that we are now going to
defund the lawyer that’s been helping
them. I don’t think that’s where we

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

need to go in order to balance our
budget.

Legal Services Corporation is the
largest funder of legal services for low-
income Americans and for the growing
population of Americans who have no
income because they can’t find work.
Legal Services helps ensure representa-
tion before courts and is available to
all Americans no matter what their in-
come, their station in life, or what
their circumstances happen to be.

LSC-funded programs help single
women trying to keep their families
together, victims of domestic violence,
elderly Americans trying to avoid fore-
closure, and an increasing number of
veterans arriving home from service in
Iraq and Afghanistan who are unable to
find jobs.

Federal funding for LSC makes up
only 40 percent of the operating income
of those programs. The rest comes from
State funding, support from the private
bar, and funds from lawyer trust ac-
counts; but the economy that is send-
ing more people to the door of legal aid
offices than at any time in history has
also sapped those other sources of fund-
ing. The CR cuts legal services to the
poor by $70 million. That’s a 17 percent
cut compared to the current level.

Again, there is no question we need
to find savings in the budget, and we
are and we will, and we stand ready to
work with our colleagues across the
aisle to fund cuts that make sense. But
to make a drastic cut to a program at
a time that it is keeping people in their
homes and where people are struggling
most is not the most propitious place
to find savings.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. I continue to reserve my
point of order.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman from Ten-
nessee for offering the amendment and
the gentleman from California for his
remarks.

Legal Services Corporation programs
are forced to already reject over half
the cases that come before them. This
cut found in the CR only makes mat-
ters worse by requiring the firing of
hundreds of Liegal Services Corporation
attorneys.

Mr. Chairman, our justice system
promises fairness to all litigants; but
when people are unable to afford a law-
yer, they are vulnerable to being ripped
off in consumer transactions, vulner-
able to unnecessary evictions, or un-
able to afford a divorce or resolve child
custody disputes.

Mr. Chairman, we need to make sure
that justice is more than just an idea.
One Supreme Court Justice suggested
that the kind of justice one gets should
not depend on the amount of money
they have. Two months ago, we passed
a tax cut that gave significant tax re-
lief to multimillionaires. It would be
tragic if Legal Services Corporation

February 15, 2011

funding for legal aid lawyers was cut to
help pay for those tax cuts to multi-
millionaires.

Mr. Chairman, the Legal Services
Corporation needs to be fully funded.
We should defeat this CR and come up
with a continuing resolution that fully
funds the Legal Services Corporation.
Again, I thank the gentleman from
Tennessee and the gentleman from
California.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. I continue to reserve my
point of order.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SERRANO. You know, if you
stay around here long enough, you see
very interesting things happen.

As I look at my friend—and when I
say ‘“‘my friend,” I really mean that,
Mr. WoLF, and I think of the chairman
of the full committee, Mr. ROGERS, I
am reminded of the fact of two very in-
teresting things. One, that it was Mr.
WoLF and I, and Mr. ROGERS and I, who
made sure during some very difficult
years a long time ago that the Legal
Services Corporation would stay alive
and grow and strengthen itself and sup-
port those who needed help in our com-
munity. As I said, if you stay around
long enough, then you see the other
side, which is the same folks accepting
a cut that would devastate this agency.

The other irony is, as I said so many
times years before when I was the
ranking member on this committee
and some folks would try to cut it, that
this was President Nixon’s baby. This
was one of the highlights, I believe, of
his career, that he felt that every
American had the right to legal rep-
resentation.

So in the times that we are in and
with the desire of some folks to go
after certain agencies, the Legal Serv-
ices Corporation becomes a good tar-
get; but it indeed is a bad target to go
after, because as we hear more and
more talk about protecting, sup-
porting, and keeping the Constitution
alive, what better show than to allow
folks legal representation?

When we say life, liberty, and the
pursuit of happiness, all that has cer-
tain meaning to me, and it has certain
meanings to all of us; but at the center
of that may be the ability to have rep-
resentation and to have your day in
court. There are folks that can’t afford
a lawyer, and the Legal Services Cor-
poration has helped them.

Now, mind you, throughout the years
folks like myself have accepted the
fact that they have great limitations
placed on them. There are a lot of
things they can’t do, but there are still
a lot of good things that they can do.

So I would hope we could support
this amendment; but more than that, I
would hope that as we look, sadly, for-
ward to this massive behavior of cuts
across the board, that we realize that
there are some basic needs and basic
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protections that we need. This is one of
them. And this is a sad day, indeed,
when I see so many of us who worked
to preserve the Legal Services Corpora-
tion now engaged in seeing, perhaps,
its demise.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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The Acting CHAIR. Does the gen-
tleman from Virginia continue to re-
serve his point of order?

Mr. WOLF. I do, Mr. Chairman.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike the req-
uisite number of words.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Thank
you very much, Mr. Chairman.

I had intended to offer an amendment
similar to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee’s that strikes the elimination of
$75 million. Rather than do that, I am
going to join in support of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee’s amendment.
Mine was striking the full $75 million
that was being taken from the Legal
Services Corporation.

BEarlier today I was on the floor ex-
plaining what a continuing resolution
is, because I know more than my col-
leagues are listening. What would actu-
ally happen if this cut was to go
through is, frankly, that the services
to the poor, meaning cases who are

now in court, cases that are pro-
ceeding, would be suspended in air.
Frankly, you would deny justice to

those who have begun to get some re-
lief. This cut will impact 136 nonprofit
Legal Services offices. It will frankly
cut 300 Legal Aid attorneys; 136 offices
across America.

This $75 million will stop Mr. and
Mrs. Jones in the middle of representa-
tion to save their home. This cut will
stop Mrs. Smith from being able to get
relief from a domestic violence situa-
tion, because her lawyer, or that fam-
ily’s lawyer, will be fired. This cut will
stop someone who has been defrauded.
Some senior citizen who paid a con-
tractor to fix their leaking roof in mid-
stream will lose their lawyer. This is a
denial of justice. Having had the privi-
lege today of visiting the construction
site of the Martin Luther King Memo-
rial, it was interesting that I read
these words: ‘“‘Injustice anywhere is in-
justice everywhere.”” And for us to cut
the very framework of the Constitution
that calls for justice, I believe, is some-
thing that should halt us on the very
floor of this House and we should im-
mediately accept the amendment with-
out the point of order and allow these
individuals to have the ability to be
served. Frankly, this is beyond the
imagination of any of us. The board
chairman, John G. Levi, of the Legal
Services board said, ‘‘Justice is a hol-
low promise without the Legal Services
Corporation.” He is absolutely right.

And as I indicated, I, too, wanted to
strike the elimination of $756 million
from the Legal Services Corporation,
but the greater insult is the fact that
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work that is proceeding as we speak
would be eliminated: 300 lawyers, 136
nonprofit offices and how many hun-
dreds upon hundreds and maybe thou-
sands of clients who would not have
the opportunity to be served.

So I would ask my colleagues to con-
sider what we do here in this place and
to consider what a continuing resolu-
tion will do midstream similar to the
point I made earlier about resources
that could be taken from the section of
the Department of Justice that would
enforce the Voting Rights Act. It
means that you would stop cases deal-
ing with the enforcement of the right
to vote. Let us not deny justice to-
night. I would ask my colleagues to
support the adding back of the $70 mil-
lion to the Legal Services Corporation.

POINT OF ORDER

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I must in-
sist on my point of order.

I wanted to just say, I appreciate the
comments of the gentleman from New
York (Mr. SERRANO) and the Members
on the other side of the aisle. I share
many of his concerns. However, as the
gentleman knows, there is not an offset
to this bill and the amendment pro-
poses a net increase in budget author-
ity in the bill. The amendment is not
in order under section 3(j)(3) of House
Resolution 5, 112th Congress, which
states, ‘It shall not be in order to con-
sider an amendment to a general ap-
propriations bill proposing a net in-
crease in budget authority in the bill
unless considered en bloc with another
amendment or amendments proposing
an equal or greater decrease in such
budget authority pursuant to clause
2(f) of rule XXI.” The amendment pro-
poses a net increase in the budget au-
thority in the bill. Therefore, it is in
violation of such section.

I ask for a ruling of the Chair.

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other
Member wish to be heard on the point
of order?

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I re-
spect the chairman and I know that he
has, as the gentleman from New York
said, has his own commitment.

I consider this an emergency and
would only make the point that wheth-
er or not a point of order could be
waived, in light of the fact that cases
that are now in litigation would be in
essence left without representation ei-
ther for the client or for the case. I
consider it a legal emergency, an emer-
gency dealing with justice questions,
and I would ask that the point of order
be waived.

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair is pre-
pared to rule.

The gentleman from Virginia makes
a point of order that the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Ten-
nessee violates section 3(j)(3) of House
Resolution 5.

Section 3(j)(3) establishes a point of
order against an amendment proposing
a net increase in budget authority in
the pending bill.
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The Chair has been persuasively
guided by an estimate from the chair of
the Committee on the Budget that the
amendment proposes a net increase in
budget authority in the bill. Therefore,
the point of order is sustained. The
amendment is not in order.

AMENDMENT NO. 110 OFFERED BY MR. DUNCAN OF
SOUTH CAROLINA

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 208, line 14, after
amount inside the quotes,
by $324,400,000)’.

Page 208, line 15, after
amount inside the quotes,
by $324,400,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I won’t take
the full time here.

This amendment deals with the Legal
Services Corporation, which is a relic
from the Great Society, originally
known in the 1960s as the Office of Eco-
nomic Opportunity Legal Services, and
later renamed.

Folks, let me remind you that we
have a trillion-and-a-half-dollar deficit
spending and we have $14 trillion in
debt. We can’t afford to keep paying for
liberal trial lawyer bailouts like the
LSC. This is low hanging fruit if we are
serious about cutting spending in this
body. This is exactly the kind of pro-
gram that we would be cutting if we
had a Byrd-style committee in place.
That’s why we need to pass House Res-
olution 82.

This amendment effectively zeros out
the LSC, allowing only a small amount
for agency audits to continue. This cut
is in the DeMint-Jordan Spending Re-
duction Act, which would eliminate the
program entirely.

A number of groups have advocated
for the abolition of the LSC. Human
Events describes the LSC as one of the
top 10 ‘‘most outrageous government
programs.’”’ Stephen Moore of the Wall
Street Journal calls LLSC ‘‘a slush fund
for special interests.”” And the Ameri-
cans for Limited Government’s Bill
Wilson says: ‘““This corporation just
serves as the legal arm for left-wing
causes and should be abolished.”

In noting the LSC’s penchant for tak-
ing cases it has been legislatively
barred from being involved in, the Her-
itage Foundation declares: ‘‘Obviously,
if LSC would stop wasting funds rep-
resenting people it isn’t supposed to, it
would have more money to spend rep-
resenting needy people.”

Americans for Tax Reform calls LSC
“ineffective’” and notes that their
‘“‘services are duplicated by State and
private agencies.”

And just recently, the Cato Institute
notes that the LSC ‘‘too often uses tax
dollars for lobbying and other political
advocacy activities” and adds that the
LSC ‘‘should be abolished.”

the first dollar
insert ‘‘(reduced

the first dollar
insert ‘‘(reduced
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I go back to the amount of debt that
we have in this Nation and the deficit
spending that we have in this fiscal
year. Again, this is low hanging fruit
and if we are serious about cutting
spending, this is an easy one for us to
deal with.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong opposition to this amendment
and move to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SCHIFF. We can have reasonable
debates about the deficit situation and
the actions that should be taken, but I
don’t think the hyperbole that we are
hearing is adding to the quality of the
debate. When the Legal Services Cor-
poration is described as a ‘‘trial lawyer
bailout,” I think it shows a total mis-
apprehension of what Legal Services
does.

For many Americans, tens of thou-
sands of Americans who are at risk of
having their house foreclosed out from
under them, seeking assistance from
Legal Services to stay in your home,
that is not a trial lawyer bailout. I
don’t think people who go to Legal
Services because they can’t afford an
attorney and desperately want to stay
in their home feel like they are giving
some sort of bailout to trial lawyers
when they go to the neighborhood
Legal Services and ask for help to stay
in their home.

It also has been described as some
kind of a bastion for left-wing causes. I
don’t think it is a left-wing cause to
want to help people stay in their house.
I don’t think it is a left-wing cause
when you have veterans coming back
from Iraq and Afghanistan who need
mental health services and need the ad-
vice of counsel and need the help of
counsel to get services they are enti-
tled to. I don’t think that is a left-wing
cause.

I don’t think it is a right-wing cause
to want to foreclose on someone, and I
don’t think it is a left-wing cause to
want to keep them in their home. I
think, frankly, this ought to be all of
our cause, that people through no fault
of their own who are hardworking but
have lost their job as a result of the
economy or lost part of their income as
a result of the economy and need help
to stay in their home, and this is the
only place they can get it, the only
place they can afford a lawyer, and
anyone who has tried to hire a lawyer
knows how expensive that is, I don’t
think that is a left-wing cause, and I
just don’t think it sheds much light on
the debate.

Are there things that can be cut?
Yes. Is the President’s budget cutting
them? Yes. Are there more cuts we are
going to have to find? Yes. But let’s
speak frankly about what this organi-
zation does and what it doesn’t do. And
if my colleagues have issues to take
with a particular Legal Services
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branch in a particular city, then we
should take that cause in our com-
mittee, the Commerce, Justice,
Science Committee, with our chair-
man, Mr. WOLF, and do oversight to
make sure that LSC funds aren’t being
used to lobby Congress, to make sure
that only for permissible purposes are
funds being used in LSCs around the
country.

The LSCs I think over the last sev-
eral years have done extraordinarily
well under that oversight, and that
oversight needs to continue. And where
LSCs can operate more efficiently,
they are going to have to, because it is
not just a problem in terms of the Fed-
eral budget, but all the States are cut-
ting back as well.

But I don’t think we can really get to
the heart of where we can afford to
make cuts, where the cuts will inflict
the least pain, if we are going to
pejoratize the service of a lot of hard-
working lawyers out there who work
for Legal Services, many of whom offer
their services pro bono, who get no
compensation whatsoever for the work
they provide, and try to demean them
by saying this is a trial lawyer bailout.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. WOLF. I won’t go into great
length about it. The very fact that the
President has failed to address the
issue of entitlements, has walked away
from his own commission, the Bowles-
Simpson Commission that had the sup-
port of Senator COBURN and Senator
DURBIN, leads you to activity like this.
Many times Members are frustrated to
deal with this issue.

We have $14 trillion of debt, and in
the statement I gave on the floor sev-
eral weeks ago, I said had I been a
member of the commission, I would
have voted for it. I think it was a
missed opportunity. I also said that
failure to address the issue of dealing
with Medicare and Medicaid and Social
Security will unfortunately result in
many times the poor being hurt. In the
Bible it says in Proverbs when you give
to the poor, you loan to God, and I am
sensitive to that. But the very fact
that the administration, the President
appoints the commission, comes out at
a big press conference, and then walks
away from it, leads you to some activ-
ity like this.

This would wipe out Legal Services,
so I strongly urge Members to oppose
the amendment, and I urge Members to
contact the White House and ask them
to support entitlement reform in the
Simpson-Bowles package.

Mr. SCHIFF. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. WOLF. I yield to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. SCHIFF. I appreciate your yield-
ing, Mr. Chairman, and I agree with
you.

First of all, I appreciate your opposi-
tion to the amendment. The big enti-

February 15, 2011

tlement programs are going to have to
be addressed, and what we are doing
here in dealing with this small piece of
the Federal budget pie, that is, domes-
tic discretionary spending, there is no
way we can find enough savings to
make a real dent in the magnitude of
our deficit and debt. That has to be
done. I can understand your frustration
about it. It is a frustration I think we
all share.

I think the difficulty, frankly, that
the administration is having is prob-
ably the same difficulty that the ma-
jority is having, and that is whoever
puts the proposal on the table first gets
their head taken off. I think probably
the only way to get to ‘‘yes’—and
there is no way we are going to be able
to reform the entitlement programs in
a partisan way; it has to be done in a
bipartisan way—is frankly if both par-
ties can come together and put some-
thing on the table together. I think
that is what is going to have to happen.

But you are right, there is no way we
are going to make even a small dent in
things until we have that bigger, more
important conversation.

Mr. WOLF. Reclaiming my time, I
believe that if President Reagan were
President of the United States today,
he would provide the leadership, be-
cause he did in saving Social Security.
It was the Greenspan Commission, and
he worked with them in a bipartisan
way. I think if we had a President like
Ronald Reagan, we would be resolving
these issues.

With that, I urge opposition to the
amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SERRANO. The last thing I want
to do is prolong this debate this
evening. It is getting late. But I think
what is happening with these budget
cuts, under the disguise of budget cuts,
is that we are discussing some very se-
rious issues, and at times we use words
or phrases that should not go unchal-
lenged.

So, first of all, I want to thank the
chairman of the subcommittee for his
opposition to the amendment, because
he has got a history of being sup-
portive. And he is a fiscal conservative.
He knows that he wants to go after
waste and high expenses and programs
that don’t function well. But he also
has always had a belief that the person
who may not have the most resources
in this society should be given a shot
at being protected.

I want to join Mr. SCHIFF in that we
have to continue to be careful. To say
that this is a trial lawyers’ bailout,
when we in fact have had incredibly se-
rious bailouts in the last couple of
years, that is a bad statement to make.

I am old enough to remember Presi-
dent Nixon, and I don’t remember that
he went around creating left-wing
causes or left-wing programs. Again, I
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repeat, and it bears repeating, this was
his creation. Because within that com-
plex human being known as Richard
Nixon, there were a couple of things
that were very interesting to analyze,
and one of them was his fundamental
belief that everyone in this country
needed the ability to be represented
and represented properly.

Now, what is ironic is, the same folks
who would destroy the Legal Services
Corporation will not utter a word as we
continue to protect people in this soci-
ety gaining more power and more
wealth and never needing a Legal Serv-
ices lawyer for one of their issues, one
of their cases.

So as we look at these cuts, as we
look at this desire to bring down the
deficit, as we do all these things that I
think on a bipartisan basis we believe
have to be done, we also have to pay
attention to the fact that we can’t de-
stroy that which is fundamentally
sound in our society. Cut here and
there, I understand that. That train
left the station a long time ago. De-
stroy it? Totally wrong.

Lastly, not to repeat myself, you
can’t on one hand claim that we need
to protect more than ever the Con-
stitution, and tell somebody with a
home being foreclosed that can’t afford
a lawyer that they can’t get any assist-
ance. This is the wrong way to go, and
I really hope this amendment is de-
feated and defeated soundly.

I yield back the balance of my time.

0 2340

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike the last
word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, I appreciate the fact that
the gentleman from Virginia has op-
posed this; but I just wonder whether
or not there’s any shame when it
comes to literally gutting the Legal
Services Corporation some $324 million
and practically eliminating any oppor-
tunity for justice. I just want to repeat
some of the words that were offered:
slush fund for special interests, lob-
bying, and political activities.

We spent some time in the 1990s on
the Judiciary Committee looking
closely at the Legal Services Corpora-
tion and, frankly, gave generous over-
sight on some of the issues that might
have suggested that there were other
activities going on. When the Legal
Services Corporation non-profits come
from around the Nation, you are seeing
members of the bar who are from major
law firms, major leaders in the commu-
nity who are on the boards of these
particular services, local offices, and
they have the highest standard of legal
excellence that they try to portray and
therefore try to encourage as relates to
the representation of poor people. My
brother-in-law, to his death, was a
legal services lawyer in New York. Not
one time did I see him or hear of him
doing anything other than attempting
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to do justice for people who could not
achieve such.

I, frankly, believe when you talk
about a continuing resolution, make it
very clear: it is stopping programs in
the middle of operation. It is closing
136 offices in midstream. It is laying off
300 lawyers in the middle of litigation
that they are pursuing to keep Mrs.
Jones in her home and to keep an el-
derly person who’s been defrauded by
an unscrupulous contractor simply try-
ing to fix an old home. She has no
other options sometimes than a legal
services lawyer. So I hope that we will
see less of this.

Might I just say it’s interesting that
we have a difference of opinion. Frank-
ly, I don’t think the President has
walked away from any Financial Com-
mission report. The majority in this
House has every opportunity to present
their cuts to entitlement and to begin
the discussion. The President has not
indicated he is not interested. But
while we recognize that this House is a
revenue-generating House and, there-
fore, with the responsibility now in the
hands of Republicans, it is appropriate
for the chairman of the Budget Com-
mittee and others to present their pro-
posal for such.

The President’s budget cuts the debt.
The President’s budget has strength in
going forward; but it has a purpose:
competitiveness; morality; and, of
course, to rebuild America. I'm waiting
on the Republicans to present their
proposal, and I'm sure that we will
look closely and be able to work in a
bipartisan manner. But I would vigor-
ously oppose any cuts of this measure
at all to the Legal Services Corpora-
tion, which is a mark for justice in this
country.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. DUN-
CAN).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from South Carolina
will be postponed.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 1341. Section 505(a)(1) of division B of
Public Law 111-117 is amended by inserting
‘“, unless the House and Senate Committees
on Appropriations are notified 15 days in ad-
vance of such reprogramming of funds’ be-
fore the semicolon.

SEC. 1342. Of the funds made available for
“Department of Commerce, Bureau of the
Census, Periodic Censuses and Programs’ in
division B of Public Law 111-117, $1,740,000,000
is rescinded.

SEC. 1343. Of the unobligated balances
available for ‘“‘Emergency Steel, Oil, and Gas
Guaranteed Loan Program Account”’,
$48,000,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1344. Of the unobligated balances
available to the Department of Justice from
prior appropriations, the following funds are
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rescinded, not later than September 30, 2011,

from the following accounts in the specified

amounts: (1) ‘“‘Office of Justice Programs’’,

$42,000,000; and (2) ‘“‘Community Oriented Po-

licing Services’’, $10,000,000.

TITLE IV—ENERGY AND WATER DEVEL-
OPMENT AND RELATED AGENCIES

SEC. 1401. All of the provisos under the
heading ‘“‘Corps of Engineers—Civil, Depart-
ment of the Army, Construction” in the En-
ergy and Water Development and Related
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public
Law 111-85) shall not apply to funds appro-
priated by this division.

SEC. 1402. The proviso under the heading
“Corps of Engineers—Civil, Department of
the Army, Mississippi River and Tribu-
taries’” in the Energy and Water Develop-
ment and Related Agencies Appropriations
Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-85) shall not apply
to funds appropriated by this division.

SEC. 1403. The fifth proviso (regarding the
San Gabriel Basin Restoration Fund), sev-
enth proviso (regarding the Milk River
Project) and eighth proviso (regarding the
Departmental Irrigation Drainage program)
under the heading ‘‘Department of the Inte-
rior, Bureau of Reclamation, Water and Re-
lated Resources’ in the Energy and Water
Development and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-85) shall
not apply to funds appropriated by this divi-
sion.

SEC. 1404. All of the provisos under the
heading ‘‘Department of Energy, Energy
Programs, Energy Efficiency and Renewable
Energy’’ in title III of the Energy and Water
Development and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-85) shall
not apply to funds appropriated by this divi-
sion.

SEC. 1405. All of the provisos under the
heading ‘‘Department of Energy, Energy
Programs, Electricity Delivery and Energy
Reliability” in title III of the Energy and
Water Development and Related Agencies
Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-85)
shall not apply to funds appropriated by this
division.

SEC. 1406. The proviso under the heading
“Department of Energy, Energy Programs,
Nuclear Energy” in title III of the Energy
and Water Development and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public Law
111-85) shall not apply to funds appropriated
by this division.

SEC. 1407. The second proviso under the
heading ‘‘Department of Energy, Energy
Programs, Fossil Energy Research and De-
velopment” in title III of the Emnergy and
Water Development and Related Agencies
Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-85)
shall not apply to funds appropriated by this
division.

SEC. 1408. All of the provisos under the
heading ‘‘Department of Energy, Energy
Programs, Science’ in title III of the Energy
and Water Development and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public Law
111-85) shall not apply to funds appropriated
by this division.

SEC. 1409. The thirteenth proviso (regard-
ing Commission funding) under the heading
“Department of Energy, Energy Programs,
Nuclear Waste Disposal’” in title III of the
Energy and Water Development and Related
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public
Law 111-85) shall not apply to funds appro-
priated by this division.

SEC. 1410. All of the provisos under the
heading ‘“‘Department of Energy, Atomic En-
ergy Defense Activities, National Nuclear
Security Administration, Weapons Activi-
ties” in title III of the Energy and Water De-
velopment and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-85) shall not
apply to funds appropriated by this division.
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SEC. 1411. The proviso under the heading
“Department of Energy, Atomic Energy De-
fense Activities, National Nuclear Security
Administration, Defense Nuclear Non-
proliferation’ in title III of the Energy and
Water Development and Related Agencies
Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-85)
shall not apply to funds appropriated by this
division.

SEC. 1412. All of the provisos under the
heading ‘‘Department of Energy, Atomic En-
ergy Defense Activities, National Nuclear
Security Administration, Office of the Ad-
ministrator” in title III of the Energy and
Water Development and Related Agencies
Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-85)
shall not apply to funds appropriated by this
division.

SEC. 1413. The proviso under the heading
“Department of Energy, Atomic Energy De-
fense Activities, Environmental and Other
Defense Activities, Defense Environmental
Cleanup” in title III of the Energy and Water
Development and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-85) shall
not apply to funds appropriated by this divi-
sion.

SEC. 1414. The proviso under the heading
“Department of Energy, Atomic Energy De-
fense Activities, Environmental and Other
Defense Activities, Other Defense Activi-
ties” in title III of the Energy and Water De-
velopment and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-85) shall not
apply to funds appropriated by this division.

SEC. 1415. The fifth proviso under the head-
ing ‘“‘Department of Energy, Power Mar-
keting Administrations, Construction, Reha-
bilitation, Operation and Maintenance,
Western Area Power Administration” in
title III of the Energy and Water Develop-
ment and Related Agencies Appropriations
Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-85) shall not apply
to funds appropriated by this division.

SEC. 1416. Sections 105, 106, 107, 110 through
125, 205 through 211, 502, and 506 of the En-
ergy and Water Development and Related
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public
Law 111-85) shall not apply to funds appro-
priated by this division.

SEC. 1417. In addition to amounts otherwise
made available by this division, $50,000,000 is
appropriated for ‘‘Department of Energy, En-
ergy Programs, Advanced Research Projects
Agency—Energy’’.
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AMENDMENT NO. 192 OFFERED BY MRS. BIGGERT

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 213, line 19, after the dollar amount
insert ‘‘(reduced by $50,000,000)"’.

Page 359, line 8, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $50,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment would cut funding for the
Advanced Research Projects Agency—
Energy, commonly known as ARPA-E,
by $60 million, and it would put that
funding towards deficit reduction.

For my colleagues who know me,
they know it is not easy for me to cut
funding for energy research. I have al-
ways maintained that there are two
priorities I believe in and will continue
to promote in Congress. Energy R&D is
one of them. I believe the greatest in-
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vestments we can make to secure our
economic competitiveness are those in-
vestments that cultivate scientists and
engineers of the future and provide the
research infrastructure from which
they can innovate and create jobs.

ARPA-E was first proposed in 2005 in
the distinguished report entitled, ‘‘Ris-
ing Above the Gathering Storm.”’ Mod-
eled on DARPA, ARPA-E was rec-
ommended along with dozens of rec-
ommendations designed to spur sci-
entific investment. These recommenda-
tions were authorized as a part of the
first America COMPETES Act of 2007
and reauthorized again last year.

Despite my strong support and lead-
ership for COMPETES and its pro-
grams, I have had concerns about
ARPA-E since inception. As a senior
member of the Science, Space, and
Technology Committee, our minority
views on the President’s fiscal year
2010 budget accurately reflect my sen-
timent:

“Those of us in opposition to ARPA-
E maintain the view that creating a
new agency to do work that is cur-
rently being done at the DOE is not a
justified use of the limited funds avail-
able to the Department, and we sup-
port the Department’s previous deci-
sion to not establish ARPA-E but to
engage in ARPA-E-type projects within
the current DOE structure.”

Most importantly, I have always be-
lieved that ARPA-E threatens to divert
resources from the DOE’s Office of
Science, the largest supporter of basic
research. That is why I secured lan-
guage through COMPETES 2007 that
would prohibit funding for ARPA-E un-
less the Office of Science is fully fund-
ed. I felt this was the most productive
way to move forward with the ARPA-E
concept and to prevent duplication or
competition with other DOE programs.
However, when we reauthorized COM-
PETES last year, this language was
not included; and, unfortunately, my
attempts to limit ARPA-E appropria-
tions were unsuccessful.

In supporting my concerns about
spreading resources too thin, now-Sec-
retary Steven Chu said the following of
ARPA-E in testimony before the En-
ergy subcommittee in 2006: ‘‘In funding
ARPA-E, it is critical that its funding
not jeopardize the basic research sup-
ported by the Department of Energy’s
Office of Science. The committee’s rec-
ommendations are prioritized, and its
top recommendation in the area of re-
search is to increase the funding for
basic research by 10 percent per year
over the next 7 years.”

Mr. Chairman, were it not for the
2009 American Recovery and Reinvest-
ment stimulus bill, ARPA-E would
never have been funded. I urge my col-
leagues to join me in cutting ARPA-E
funding and in rejecting duplication
and stretched resources.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the gentle-
woman’s amendment.
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. We are here
to follow through on our pledge to
right-size the government, and I appre-
ciate my colleague’s amendment for
that reason. However, in addition to
enacting historic reductions in spend-
ing in the CR, we are also committed
to an unprecedented level of oversight
to ensure that every dollar spent by
the Federal Government is, indeed,
well spent.

My colleague’s amendment would
virtually eliminate the Advanced Re-
search Projects Agency—Energy, or
ARPA-E, as we call it. This relatively
new program is getting positive early
results for its strong management, for
its ability to execute, and for its focus
on American competitiveness.

We certainly can and must debate
which programs are the most worthy of
taxpayers’ dollars and which we should
terminate, but the debate to end a po-
tentially promising initiative to in-
crease funds for another Federal pro-
gram, as this amendment does, must be
thoroughly considered in more than 5
or 10 minutes.

I and the committee would be happy
to work with my colleague in the fiscal
year 2012 process to ensure the proper
and thorough oversight and evaluation
of this program. However, I must re-
gretfully oppose her amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the requisite
number of words.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. I join the
chairman in his opposition to this
amendment.

Mr. Chairman, it is a promising pro-
gram that already has provided not
only research but the taking of the re-
search, the finding of private capital-
ization, and the developing of products
that can go forward.

One of the problems that we have
found in the past for many years is
that the Department of Energy has
sometimes great problems in doing the
basic research or in funding basic re-
search. It has a difficult time getting
out to find capitalization and then in
being able to commercialize it.

ARPA-E is a process that is small but
big in talent which is able to take in-
novative ideas and is able to research
and take them to the next step with
private capitalization. It is a program
that takes public investment and in-
creases the investment by the private
sector. The outcome is the innovation
of products, new employment, and new
jobs. It is the way to transform the De-
partment of Energy to make it more
effective, and it would be a great loss
to zero fund it at this time.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of
words.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from West Virginia is recognized for 5
minutes.
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Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the gentlewoman’s amend-
ment, although I had an amendment
that was to follow this amendment
which sought to grab $47 million from
the ARPA-E program to fund a jobs
program to restore the clean coal re-
search dollars that are stricken in this
continuing resolution.

My amendment would have restored
funding to the DOE’s Fossil Energy Re-
search and Development program to
maintain our commitment to domestic
coal and natural gas, which powers our
Nation. It protects our environment
and enhances our energy independence.

Certainly, in being from the State of
West Virginia, this is a jobs issue for
us. Our coal industry is under serious
attack in this administration, both
from the regulatory perspective and
from other environmental areas. We re-
alize that 50 percent of the Nation’s en-
ergy is powered by coal. In order to use
that most abundant resource that we
have in our Nation, we need to find
ways to burn it cleaner and mine it
more efficiently.

For more than a quarter of a century,
Fossil Energy Research has converted
taxpayer investment into high-tech ad-
vances that in some ways touch every
single American’s life. Fossil Energy is
finding and testing new ways to use
coal more cleanly and efficiently by
producing energy from coal gasifi-
cation and by improving technologies
to clean, capture, or store the emis-
sions from coal-fired power plants.
Over 1,000 American pioneers are doing
research in this area, many of them lo-
cated in our State of West Virginia at
the National Energy Technology Lab-
oratory in Morgantown, West Virginia.
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The Morgantown facility is the only
national laboratory devoted to fossil
energy research. So while I'm unable to
offer my amendment to strike $47 mil-
lion from the ARPA-E program and re-
store the $30.6 million into the clean
coal research program, I did want to
take this opportunity to emphasize the
feeling that I have of how important it
is for us to move forward in a bold and
technologically superior way to find a
way to use our most abundant re-
source.

The advanced research projects hap-
pening at Fossil Energy now will help
keep clean, affordable energy from our
traditional few resources as an integral
part of our energy supply while we in-
novate and research our way to those
new energy resources.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in support of the gentle-
woman from Illinois’ amendment
which would strike funding for ARPA-
E within the Department of Energy.

There is little disagreement in Con-
gress on the importance of funda-
mental advances in energy tech-
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nologies to America’s future economic
and national security. It is a priority
that we all share. The challenge lies in
how best to structure the Federal Gov-
ernment’s involvement in energy re-
search and development to maximize
use of limited resources.

Republican Members on the Com-
mittee on Science, Space and Tech-
nology have had serious reservations
regarding the appropriateness of
ARPA-E since it was first debated in
the 110th Congress. A primary concern
was that ARPA-E would focus on late-
stage technology development activi-
ties that the private sector was already
addressing, and we’ve seen that hap-
pen.

While language was incorporated into
ARPA-E’s authorizing statute direct-
ing the agency to only support ‘‘tech-
nological advances in areas that indus-
try by itself is not likely to undertake
because of technical and financial un-
certainty,” there are numerous in-
stances of ARPA-E awards that indi-
cate the agency is not following these
guidelines, instead providing funding
to companies that are already actively
pursuing development of the tech-
nology area for which they are request-
ing funding. This is a serious issue—
taxpayer funding for R&D should only
go toward areas that are too risky for
private investment.

Due to these concerns, Mr. Chairman,
I along with Chairman HALL, chairman
of the Science, Space and Technology
Committee, have requested that the
Government Accountability Office un-
dertake a study to review and report
on the extent to which this problem is
occurring with respect to other awards.
At least until this study is completed
and Congress has had an opportunity to
consider its findings, ARPA-E should
not receive additional taxpayer money,
especially in this current environment
of fiscal disaster that we’re headed to-
wards.

I urge support for the gentlelady’s
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. CHAFFETZ).
The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentlewoman from Illinois
(Mrs. BIGGERT).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from Illinois will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 395 OFFERED BY MR. INSLEE

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 213, line 19, after the dollar amount
insert ‘‘(increased by $20,000,000)"’.

Page 217, line 13, after the dollar amount
insert ‘‘(reduced by $20,000,000)’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Washington is recognized for 5
minutes.
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Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, we have
a simple amendment that will help re-
store two principles to our budget: one
is innovation, and two is balance. What
our amendment would do would be add
$20 million to the ARPA-E account. It
would be fully paid for with a balance
taken out of the fossil fuel research ac-
count, and this is important for two
fundamental reasons.

Our Nation’s economic performance
will live or it will die on the ability to
innovate a new clean energy tech-
nology; and today, tonight, when we’re
speaking, the Chinese are investing
$786 billion in the development of new
clean energy technologies. Yet, what
does this CR do to our advanced clean
energy research budget? It cuts it by 85
percent. While the Chinese are racing
ahead on clean energy, we’re running
backwards 85 percent in ARPA-E,
which has tremendous potential in
solar energy, in efficient, enhanced
geothermal and new efficiencies in
electric storage, in high-capacity grid
systems. This is our seed corn of inno-
vation, and yet we have slashed it 85
percent in this CR. We are simply ask-
ing to reduce that cut to about 65 per-
cent and add $20 million.

Now, let me put this in context. That
is the innovation part of this agenda;
and for those who are critical of
ARPA-E, let me suggest, in the first
year of this operation, in the first year,
it has attracted six private equity in-
vestments for $23 million of Uncle
Sam’s investment of $100 million that
has been leveraged for private equity
investment. This program has some
promise, and we are cutting off tiny
little crumbs to cut off the innovation
budget for clean energy. It’s a huge
mistake.

Now, balance, here’s where the bal-
ance part comes in. We want to pay for
this, obviously. We don’t want to cre-
ate further deficit spending on this pro-
gram. In the fossil fuel research budg-
et, we’ve cut that 17 percent, and it’s 10
times larger than the ARPA-E budget.
That is wildly out of balance where we
cut ARPA-E. Instead of 17 percent, we
cut it 85 percent. Fossil fuels, we’ve got
$5666 million in research. For ARPA-E,
we’ve got 50 million unless we adopt
the Inslee amendment. So I would en-
courage us to get in the game of com-
peting with China.

Now, I was talking to former Gov-
ernor Ted Strickland tonight about a
company called Willard & Kelsey, WK
Solar Group, a company that’s devel-
oped a new way of manufacturing solar
cells using a horizontal manufacturing
project, much more efficient, quicker
manufacturing. If we don’t start devel-
oping these technologies, the Chinese
are going to have us for lunch, and this
is a small thing that the payoffs could
be dramatic. We’d encourage more in-
novation, and we’d encourage more bal-
ance for the future.

We recommend this amendment.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition.
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, the gentleman’s amendment adds,
as we know, $560 million for ARPA-E
while cutting funding for the fossil en-
ergy program. The Energy and Water
portion of this bill strikes a careful
balance between national security,
American competitiveness, and the
grave responsibility of deficit reduc-
tion. As written, this bill provides suf-
ficient funding to keep ARPA-E oper-
ational and active in fiscal year 2011
while we thoroughly evaluate the pro-
gram and its future in the fiscal year
2012 appropriations process.

ARPA-E has shown some promise in
advancing our competitiveness; but in
the light of the tough tradeoffs we’ve
had to make in this bill—and indeed,
they’ve been tough—I can’t support
further increased funding for ARPA-E
before we’ve had a broader discussion
of the new program.

Further, to achieve this bill’s his-
toric levels of spending reduction, the
bill has struck a finely tuned balance
of support across programs within the
Department of Energy. The amend-
ment would reduce funding for fossil
energy research and development. The
program cut by the amendment en-
sures not only that fossil energy which
generates nearly 70 percent of the Na-
tion’s electricity is clean and efficient
but that it uses technologies invented
in America and creates jobs here at
home. Yet, because reducing spending
is our top priority, all programs must
sacrifice, and the bill cuts fossil en-
ergy, research and development well
below the 2010 mark and 21 percent
below fiscal year 2008.
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Further reductions to fossil energy
can be damaging to the program’s im-
portant goals and may lead to exces-
sive job losses. For this reason and be-
cause further increases to ARPA-E are
currently unwarranted, I oppose the
amendment.

Mr. INSLEE. Will the gentleman
yield for a clarification?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I yield to the
gentleman from Washington.

Mr. INSLEE. I thank the gentleman.

The gentleman suggested that our
amendment added $50 million. I know
it was unintentional. We would only
ask an additional $20 million. I just
want to make that clear for the record.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The record is
corrected, and you are absolutely
right.

Mr. INSLEE. I yield back the balance
of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
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ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Washington will be
postponed.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 1418. Notwithstanding section 1105, no
appropriation, funds, or authority made
available pursuant to section 1101 for the De-
partment of Energy or Corps of Engineers,
Civil, shall be used to initiate or resume any
program, project, or activity or to initiate
Requests For Proposals or similar arrange-
ments (including Requests for Quotations,
Requests for Information, and Funding Op-
portunity Announcements) for a program,
project, or activity if the program, project,
or activity has not been funded by Congress,
unless prior approval is received from the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate.

SEC. 1419. No funds made available by this
division or any other Act may be used by the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission to conduct
closure of adjudicatory functions, technical
review, or support activities associated with
the Yucca Mountain geologic repository li-
cense application until the Commission re-
verses ASLB decision LBP-10-11.

SEC. 1420. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Appa-
lachian Regional Commission” shall be
$68,400,000.

SEC. 1421. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Independent Agencies, Delta
Regional Authority’ shall be $11,700,000.

SEC. 1422. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Independent Agencies, Denali
Commission”’ shall be $10,800,000.

SEC. 1423. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, North-
ern Border Regional Commission’ shall be
$0.
SEC. 1424. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, South-
east Crescent Regional Commission’ shall be
$0.
SEC. 1425. The total principal amount for
commitments to guarantee loans for eligible
projects (other than nuclear power facilities
and front-end nuclear facilities) under the
heading ‘‘Department of Energy, Title 17 In-
novative Technology Loan Guarantee Au-
thority Loan Program’’, in title III of divi-
sion C of Public Law 111-8, is hereby reduced
by $25,000,000,000.

SEC. 1426. Of the unobligated balances of
funds transferred to ‘‘Department of the In-
terior, Bureau of Reclamation, Water and
Related Resources’ for desert terminal lakes
under section 2507 of the Farm Security and
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (43 U.S.C. 2211
note), $115,000,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1427. Of the unobligated balances
available for ‘‘Corps of Engineers—Civil, De-
partment of the Army, Mississippi River and
Tributaries’’, $21,000,000 is rescinded, to be
derived by cancelling unobligated balances
for the Yazoo Basin, Backwater Pump, Mis-
sissippi project.

SEC. 1428. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Corps of Engineers—Civil, De-
partment of the Army, Investigations’ shall
be $104,000,000.

SEC. 1429. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Corps of Engineers—Civil, De-
partment of the Army, Construction” shall
be $1,690,000,000.

SEC. 1430. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Corps of Engineers—Civil, De-
partment of the Army, Mississippi River and
Tributaries’’ shall be $239,600,000.

SEC. 1431. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Corps of Engineers—Civil, De-
partment of the Army, Operation and Main-
tenance’ shall be $2,361,000,000.

SEC. 1432. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Corps of Engineers—Civil, De-
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partment of the Army,
Sites Remedial Action Program’
$130,000,000.

SEC. 1433. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of the Interior,
Bureau of Reclamation, Water and Related
Resources’ shall be $913,500,000.

AMENDMENT NO. 297 OFFERED BY MR.
MCCLINTOCK

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 216, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,897,000)"".

Page 359, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $1,897,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MCcCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman,
this is a poster child for I guess what
could best be described as ‘‘Greens
Gone Wild.” As part of the so-called
Klamath Hydroelectric Settlement
Agreement, it is proposed to use tax-
payer funds to tear down four perfectly
good hydroelectric dams on the Klam-
ath that are producing 155 megawatts
of the cleanest, cheapest electricity on
the planet—that’s enough to power
over 150,000 homes—because, we’re told,
of catastrophic declines in salmon.

When I suggested building a salmon
hatchery instead, I was informed there
already is one. It produces 5 million
salmon smolt each year, 17,000 of which
return to that river as fully grown
adults to spawn, but they are delib-
erately ignored in the population
counts. To add insult to insanity, as
they tear down these dams in the name
of saving the salmon, they are actually
tearing down the fish hatchery that ac-
tually is saving the salmon.

This amendment targets the study
that is underway to do so. A policy
that is as manifestly insane as this
should not require $2 million of addi-
tional funding.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, we are prepared to accept the
gentleman from California’s amend-
ment.

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. I move to
strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. I rise in sup-
port.

This amendment simply reduces the
water and related resources account by
$1.9 million. Given the limited nature
of the amendment, I do not object to
the amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCCLIN-
TOCK).

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 1434. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Energy, Energy
Programs, Energy Efficiency and Renewable

Formerly Utilized
shall be
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Energy’’ shall be $1,467,400,000: Provided, That
none of the funds made available by this di-
vision may be used for the Weatherization
Assistance Program authorized under part A
of title IV of the Energy Conservation and
Production Act (42 U.S.C. 6861 et seq.) or the
State Energy Program authorized under part
D of title III of the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act (42 U.S.C. 6321 et seq.).
AMENDMENT NO. 315 OFFERED BY MR.
MCCLINTOCK

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 216, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $247,000,000)"".

Page 359, line 8, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $247,000,000)’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman,
this amendment saves $247 million by
relieving taxpayers of having to sub-
sidize solar energy research and devel-
opment.

I am tempted to point out that solar
power is not a new technology. Photo-
voltaic electricity generation was in-
vented by Edmond Becquerel in 1836.
That was 1756 years ago. And in 175
years of continuing research and devel-
opment and technological advance-
ment, we have not yet been able to in-
vent a more expensive way of gener-
ating electricity. Yet we’re perfectly
comfortable telling our constituents
that we’re taking another $250 million
from their families to throw at this
175-year-old technology for no par-
ticular reason other than it makes us
feel good.

I'm also tempted to point out that
not only is this the most expensive way
that we have ever invented to generate
electricity, but it also adds nothing—I
repeat, nothing—to our baseline power.
Our electricity systems operate on an
integrated grid, meaning that we have
to constantly match the power going
onto the grid with the power coming
off the grid. And since there is no way
to tell when a cloud passing over a
solar array will immediately drop the
output to zero, we have to construct an
equal amount of reliable conventional
power to back up that solar power. In
other words, for every kilowatt of solar
power we add to the grid, we also have
to pay to add an additional kilowatt of
backup power.

But the principal objection I have is
this: This technology was truly on the
verge of a breakthrough. After 175
years, investors would be tripping over
themselves to get a piece of the action.
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If they are, there’s no need to sub-
sidize it. And if they’re not, we have no
right to force American taxpayers to
make investments that no investor in
his right mind would make.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I rise in op-
position to the amendment.
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, the continuing resolution before
us enacts historic spending reductions
but it does so by striking a careful bal-
ance between deficit reduction and
other important goals.

I regret the gentleman’s amendment
goes far beyond the point of balance,
and thus, I must oppose it.

Mr. Chairman, deficit reduction is
the bill’s top priority, and our bill al-
ready significantly reduces the Energy
Efficiency and Renewable Energy Ac-
count. As written, our bill cuts that ac-
count to 35 percent below current lev-
els and 38 percent, or nearly $900 mil-
lion, below the fiscal year 2000 budget
request.

Our bill cuts the excess and provides
only enough funding to continue past
commitments, leaving little room left
to cut.

While I support the intent of the gen-
tleman’s amendment, as it aims to re-
duce further spending, we must do so
responsibly and with a careful balance
among deficit reduction, jobs, and our
Nation’s energy security. The gentle-
man’s amendment fails to maintain
this balance and would, to my mind,
create undue job losses which would be
considerable and irreversibly damage
this particular program.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the requisite
number of words.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. I join the
chairman. We need a mix of energy to
gain energy independence. We cannot
just rely on the mix of energy we have
today, where 70 percent of our energy
is generated through coal or natural
gas.

Rather than sacrifice our future, we
should be looking at methods of closing
loopholes for the oil and gas industry.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCCLIN-
TOCK).

The amendment was rejected.

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY TONKO

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 216, line 23, through page 217, line 4,
strike ‘‘: Provided,”” and all that follows
through ‘“‘et seq.)”.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Chairman, I offer
this amendment to section 1434 of the
Republican spending bill. The section
includes language that bans funds allo-
cated to energy efficiency and renew-
able energy from being used for the
weatherization assistance program or
the State Energy Program. This rider
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has nothing to do with reducing funds;
it is a policy rider. My amount would
simply strike that language from this
bill. This amendment does not add a
single dollar to the deficit, the con-
tinuing resolution, or energy efficiency
and renewable energy programs. It pre-
serves the Republicans’ cuts, though
misguided, to energy efficiency and re-
newable energy. It merely states that
weatherization and state energy pro-
grams remain eligible for funds.

There are many cuts in this bill that
we cannot fix for procedural reasons.
And there are many more that Repub-
licans will oppose for political reasons,
but this is something we can save. This
amendment has strong bipartisan ap-
peal. It is about lowering utility bills
for people on the brink. It is about pre-
serving construction, inspection, and
renovation jobs. It is about States
rights. It has been a harsh and unre-
lenting winter in many parts of Amer-
ica. We should not be leaving our
friends and our neighbors out in the
cold.

The State Energy Program is a 30-
year old program that provides re-
sources to states for energy efficiency
and renewable energy, and it works. I
know this because I used to run this
program for New York State as the
President and CEO of the New York
State Energy Research and Develop-
ment Authority. For every $1 in fund-
ing it yields $7.22 in annual energy sav-
ings. Each $1 in State Energy Program
Federal funds is leveraged by $10.71 of
state and private funds. States receiv-
ing this funding are eligible to do en-
ergy audits on over 15,000 buildings per
year, including residential, commer-
cial, and industrial properties. They
are also able to renovate over 13,000
buildings per year to be more energy
efficient. Think of it. Energy efficiency
as our fuel of choice.

The other program my amendment
addresses is the Weatherization Assist-
ance Program. Some 38.6 million low-
income, elderly, and disabled house-
holds are eligible for renovations to be-
come more energy efficient and to
lower their electric bills. Per house-
hold, this program creates a $437 sav-
ings or more in annual utility bills, or
about 35 percent off of a typical utility
bill. In 2010 alone, weatherized homes
nationally would have saved some $2.1
billion. The weatherization program
decreases national energy consumption
by the equivalent of 24.1 million barrels
of o0il annually. For every $1 invested,
weatherization returns $2.51 to the
household and our society.

This is an appropriations bill. Ac-
cording to my colleagues across the
aisle, it is a bill with the sole purpose
of reducing the deficit, a noble goal.
However, the State Energy Program
and Weatherization Assistance Pro-
gram rider does not reduce the deficit
by 1 cent. It is not about funding. It is
about restricting programs that work
and playing politics as usual.

We should be focused on creating
jobs, reducing our dependence on for-
eign oil, and innovating for our future.
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My amendment restores our ability to
do all three without adding a single
cent to this bill. I ask for your support
of this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I rise in op-
position to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, while the energy efficiency and
renewable energy program supports re-
search and development important to
American competitiveness, the pro-
gram has seen a 30 percent increase
since the fiscal year 2008 and received
$16.8 billion in stimulus funding in the
Recovery Act. Now is therefore the
right time to cut the fat and replace
indiscriminate spending increases with
smart prioritization and oversight.

Two programs within this account,
Weatherization Assistance and the
State Energy Program, do not focus on
competitiveness and instead pass fund-
ing on to state and local governments.
These two programs together have $4.7
billion in unspent Recovery Act fund-
ing and have encountered substantial
management challenges in the last 2
years. And I may say, substantial.

The bill eliminates funding in fiscal
year 2011 for weatherization and state
energy programs whose unspent Recov-
ery Act funding should sustain it
through fiscal year 2011. In fact, at cur-
rent implementation rates, which have
been incredibly slow, unspent funding
would last through 2012.

The amendment ignores these com-
monsense facts and the imperative to
reduce spending by moving unneeded
funding back into an already bloated
program. I therefore, oppose the
amendment and urge Members to do
the same.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. TONKO).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from New York will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 259 OFFERED BY MR. LATTA

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 216, line 23, after the dollar amount
insert ‘‘(reduced by $70,000,000)"’.

Page 359, line 8, after the dollar amount
insert ‘‘(increased by $70,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, amend-
ment 259 will cut $70 million from the
Office of Energy Efficiency and Renew-
able Energy, which I intend to be re-
moved from the FreedomCAR initia-
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tive. Currently, H.R. 1 funds the Office
of Emnergy Efficiency and Renewable
Energy at $1,467,400,000 for the remain-
der of fiscal year 2011.

[ 0030

This amendment would reduce that
amount to $1,397,400,000. This office al-
ready received $16.8 billion in stimulus
funds, and $2.24 billion was appro-
priated in fiscal year 2010.

While citizens across the country are
struggling to pay their bills, it would
be very difficult to justify not being
able to cut $70 million from this office.
With Americans also struggling with
higher gasoline prices and other fuel
costs rising, Congress should focus on
legislation that allows us to utilize re-
sources we have available to drive
prices down.

The free market is the best place for
technological innovation. Reducing
taxes and eliminating burdensome reg-
ulations will allow private companies
to bring new, more fuel-efficient tech-
nologies to market when it becomes
cost effective.

With a forecasted deficit of $1.6 tril-
lion this year and the national debt
scheduled to triple in 10 years, I have
serious concerns with spending more
funds on programs that have received
massive increases from stimulus spend-
ing. The President released his budget
proposal this week which reflects a
pattern of record spending and even
higher taxes, this continued spending
of funds that the United States Gov-
ernment does not have as we continue
to borrow from other nations.

During the last session of Congress
alone, the President signed into law
over $1.8 trillion in new government
spending and over $670 billion in new
job-damaging tax hikes. My $70 million
cut will be a small reduction in an
overbloated Federal budget.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, the Energy Efficiency and Renew-
able Energy program supports tech-
nology, research, and development to
keep America competitive and ensure
our access to domestic energy sources.
While these are critically important
goals, so too is meeting our pledge to
substantially reduce the Nation’s def-
icit beginning this year.

Our bill cuts energy efficiency and
renewable energy 35 percent below the
current level and 38 percent, or $888
million, below the President’s fiscal
year 2011 budget request.

The bill limits funding for programs
that are still supported by unspent Re-
covery Act dollars. It also eliminates
earmarks and slims down research pro-
grams by more than $500 million while
preserving core activities supporting
American competitiveness in emerging
energy industries.
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After these cuts, there is simply no
more fat to trim. Cutting the program
would cost excessive job losses and de-
faults on past commitments. While I
support the gentleman’s efforts to fur-
ther reduce spending, this amendment
would go too far beyond the careful
balance that we have crafted in this
bill.

I and the committee fully intend to
exert unprecedented oversight of this
program. So as we move forward, I
would be happy to work with the gen-
tleman as we do; however, I must re-
gret that I oppose his amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the requisite
number of words.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. I join the
chairman in opposition to this amend-
ment.

As I stated before, we need a mix of
energy to gain energy independence.
We cannot just rely on the mix of en-
ergy that we have today, where 70 per-
cent of our energy is generated through
coal or natural gas.

Rather than sacrifice our future, we
should be looking at methods for clos-
ing loopholes in the oil and gas indus-
try. I am in opposition to the amend-
ment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. LATTA).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Ohio will be post-
poned.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 1435. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Energy, Energy
Programs, Electricity Delivery and Energy
Reliability’’ shall be $139,000,000.

SEC. 1436. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Energy, Energy
Programs, Nuclear Energy’’ shall be
$661,100,000.

SEC. 1437. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Energy, Energy
Programs, Fossil Energy Research and De-
velopment’’ shall be $586,600,000.

SEC. 1438. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Energy, Energy
Programs, Strategic Petroleum Reserve”’
shall be $138,900,000.

SEC. 1439. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Energy, Energy
Programs, Energy Information Administra-
tion’’ shall be $95,600,000.

SEC. 1440. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Energy, Energy
Programs, Non-Defense Environmental
Cleanup’’ shall be $225,200,000.

SEC. 1441. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Energy, Energy
Programs, Uranium Enrichment Decon-
tamination and Decommissioning Fund”
shall be $513,900,000.

SEC. 1442. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Energy, Energy
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Programs, Science” shall be $4,017,700,000:
Provided, That of the amount provided by
this division for ‘‘Department of Energy, En-
ergy Programs, Science’’, not more than
$302,000,000 shall be for biological and envi-
ronmental research authorized under sub-
title G of title IX of the Energy Policy Act
of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16311 et seq.).

SEC. 1443. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Energy, Energy
Programs, Departmental Administration”
shall be $148,900,000.

SEC. 1444. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Energy, Energy

Programs, Advanced Technology Vehicles
Manufacturing Loan Program’ shall be
$9,998,000.

SEC. 1445. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Energy, Atomic
Energy Defense Activities, National Nuclear
Security Administration, Weapons Activi-
ties’ shall be $6,696,400,000.

SEC. 1446. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Energy, Atomic
Energy Defense Activities, National Nuclear
Security Administration, Defense Nuclear
Nonproliferation’ shall be $2,085,200,000.

SEC. 1447. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Energy, Atomic
Energy Defense Activities, National Nuclear
Security Administration, Naval Reactors”
shall be $967,100,000.

SEC. 1448. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Energy, Atomic
Energy Defense Activities, National Nuclear
Security Administration, Office of the Ad-
ministrator’ shall be $407,800,000.

SEC. 1449. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Energy, Envi-
ronmental and Other Defense Activities, De-
fense Environmental Cleanup’ shall be
$5,016,041,000, of which $33,700,000 shall be
transferred to the “Uranium Enrichment De-
contamination and Decommissioning Fund’’.

SEC. 1450. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Energy, Envi-
ronmental and Other Defense Activities,
Other Defense Activities” shall be
$773,400,000.

SEC. 1451. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for
“Corps of Engineers—Civil, Department of
the Army, Construction’, $100,000,000 is re-
scinded.

SEC. 1452. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
partment of Energy, Energy Programs, En-
ergy Efficiency and Renewable Energy”’,
$11,200,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1453. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
partment of Energy, Energy Programs, Elec-
tricity Delivery and Energy Reliability”’,
$2,400,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1454. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
partment of Energy, Energy Programs, Nu-
clear Energy’’, $6,300,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1455. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
partment of Energy, Energy Programs, Fos-
sil Energy Research and Development”,
$30,600,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1456. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
partment of Energy, Energy Programs,
Naval Petroleum and Oil Shale Reserves’,
$2,100,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1457. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘“‘De-
partment of Energy, Energy Programs, Clean
Coal Technology’’, $18,000,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1458. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
partment of Energy, Energy Programs, Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve’, $15,300,000 is re-
scinded.

SEC. 1459. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
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partment of Energy, Energy Programs, En-
ergy Information Administration’, $400,000
is rescinded.

SEC. 1460. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
partment of Energy, Energy Programs, Non-
Defense Environmental Cleanup’, $900,000 is
rescinded.

SEC. 1461. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
partment of Energy, Energy Programs, Ura-
nium Enrichment Decontamination and De-
commissioning Fund”, $10,000,000 is re-
scinded.

SEC. 1462. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
partment of Energy, Energy Programs,
Science”’, $7,200,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1463. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
partment of Energy, Energy Programs, Nu-
clear Waste Disposal’’, $2,800,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1464. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
partment of Energy, Energy Programs, De-
partmental Administration’, $11,900,000 is
rescinded.

SEC. 1465. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
partment of Energy, Atomic Energy Defense
Activities, National Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration, Defense Nuclear Nonprolifera-
tion”’, $45,500,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1466. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
partment of Energy, Atomic Energy Defense
Activities, National Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration, Naval Reactors’, $1,200,000 is
rescinded.

SEC. 1467. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
partment of Energy, Atomic Energy Defense
Activities, National Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration, Office of the Administrator”,
$4,400,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1468. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
partment of Energy, Environmental and
Other Defense Activities, Defense Environ-
mental Cleanup’’, $11,900,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1469. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for ‘‘De-
partment of Energy, Environmental and
Other Defense Activities, Other Defense Ac-
tivities”’, $3,400,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1470. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for
‘“Independent Agencies, Delta Regional Au-
thority’’, $6,000,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1471. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available for
‘“‘Independent Agencies, Denali Commis-
sion”’, $15,000,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1472. Within 30 days of enactment of
this division, the Department of Energy;
Corps of Engineers, Civil; Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission; and Bureau of Reclama-
tion shall submit to the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate a spending, expenditure, or
operating plan for fiscal year 2011 at a level
of detail below the account level.

SEC. 1473. No rescission made in this title
shall apply to any amount previously des-
ignated by the Congress as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to a concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget or the Balanced Budget
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985.

SEC. 1474. None of the funds made available
by this division or prior appropriation Acts
(other than Public Law 111-5) for Energy and
Water Development may be used to pay the
costs of employment (such as pay and bene-
fits), or termination (such as severance pay),
of any employee of the Department of En-
ergy who is appointed, employed, or retained
under the authority of, or using funds pro-
vided by, Public Law 111-5, or whose func-
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tions or operations (including programmatic
or oversight responsibilities) are substan-
tially or entirely funded under Public Law
111-5.

SEC. 1475. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used to implement—

(1) Reasonable and Prudent Action Compo-
nent 1, Reasonable and Prudent Action Com-
ponent 2, or Reasonable and Prudent Action
Component 3 described in the biological
opinion for the operations of the Central
Valley Project and the California State
Water Project issued by the United States
Fish and Wildlife Service and dated Decem-
ber 15, 2008; or

(2) Reasonable and Prudent Action IV.2.1
or Reasonable and Prudent Action IV.2.3 de-
scribed in the biological opinion for the oper-
ations of the Central Valley Project and the
California State Water Project issued by the
National Marine Fisheries Service and dated
June 4, 2009.

(b) None of the funds made available by
this Act may be used to implement section
10004, 10005, 10006, 10009, or 10011 of Public
Law 111-11.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN (during the
reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that the remainder of
the bill through page 224, line 21 be
considered as read, printed in the
RECORD, and open to amendment at
any point.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New Jersey?

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

TITLE V—FINANCIAL SERVICES AND
GENERAL GOVERNMENT

SEC. 1501. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of the Treasury,
Departmental Offices, Salaries and Ex-
penses’” shall be $299,888,000, of which
$102,613,000 shall be for terrorism and finan-
cial intelligence activities, and the require-
ments to transfer funds to the National
Academy of Science and the funding designa-
tions related to executive direction program
activities, economic policies and program ac-
tivities, financial policies and program ac-
tivities, Treasury-wide management policies
and program activities, and administration
program activities shall not apply to funds
appropriated by this division.

SEC. 1502. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of the Treasury,
Departmental Offices, Department-wide Sys-
tems and Capital Investment Programs”
shall be $4,000,000.

SEC. 1503. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Treasury, Office
of Inspector General, Salaries and Expenses’’
shall be $29,403,000.

SEC. 1504. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of the Treasury,
Departmental Offices, Special Inspector Gen-
eral for the Troubled Asset Relief Program,
Salaries and Expenses’ shall be $36,300,000.

SEC. 1505. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Treasury, Fi-
nancial Crimes Enforcement Network, Sala-
ries and Expenses’’ shall be $108,927,000.

SEC. 1506. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of the Treasury,
Financial Management Service, Salaries and
Expenses’’ shall be $232,838,000.

SEC. 15607. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of the Treasury,
Bureau of the Public Debt, Administering
the Public Debt’’ shall be $184,658,000.

SEC. 1508. Of the unobligated balances
available under the heading ‘‘Department of
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the Treasury, Treasury Forfeiture Fund”,
$400,000,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1509. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of the Treasury,
Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and Trade Bureau,
Salaries and Expenses’ shall be $99,831,000,
and the first proviso under such heading
shall not apply to funds appropriated by this
division.

SEC. 1510. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of the Treasury,
Community Development Financial Institu-
tions Fund Program Account’” shall be
$50,000,000 for financial assistance, technical
assistance, training outreach programs, and
administrative expenses, of which not less
than $2,500,000 shall be for programs under
sections 105 through 109 of the Community
Development Banking and Financial Institu-
tions Act of 1994 (12 U.S.C. 4704-4708) designed
to benefit Native communities; and the re-
quirement to transfer funds to the Capital
Magnet Fund and the funding designations
for pilot project grants and administration
shall not apply to funds appropriated by this
division.

SEC. 1511. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of the Treasury,
Internal Revenue Service, Taxpayer Serv-
ices” shall be $2,187,836,000.

SEC. 1512. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of the Treasury,
Internal Revenue Service, Enforcement’”
shall be $5,219,016,000.

SEc. 15613. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of the Treasury,
Internal Revenue Service, Operations Sup-
port” shall be $3,856,894,000, and the funding
designations for tax enforcement under such
heading shall not apply to funds appro-
priated by this division.

SEC. 1514. Notwithstanding section 1101,
and section 101 of division C of Public Law
111-117, the Secretary of the Treasury is au-
thorized to transfer up to $83,211,000 of the
funds appropriated to the Internal Revenue
Service for ‘‘Enforcement’ and ‘‘Operations
Support” to ‘‘Business Systems Moderniza-
tion” upon notification and approval of the
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions.

SEC. 1515. Notwithstanding section 1101,
section 105 of division C of Public Law 111-
117 shall not apply to funds appropriated by
this division.

SEC. 1516. None of the funds made available
by this division may be used by the Internal
Revenue Service to implement or enforce
any amendment made to section 6041 of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 by section 9006
of the Patient Protection and Affordable
Care Act (Public Law 111-148).

SEC. 1517. (a) During fiscal year 2011, the
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
may not transfer more than $80,000,000 to the
Bureau of Consumer Financial Protection for
activities authorized to be carried out by the
Bureau under title X of the Dodd-Frank Wall
Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act.

(b) During fiscal year 2011, the Bureau of
Consumer Financial Protection may not ob-
ligate more than $80,000,000 for such activi-
ties.

SEC. 1518. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent, The White House, Salaries and Ex-
penses’’ shall be $56,186,000.

SEC. 1519. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to the Presi-

dent, Executive Residence at the White
House, Operating Expenses’” shall be
$13,146,000.

SEC. 1520. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent, White House Repair and Restoration”
shall be $2,005,000.
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SEC. 1521. Of the unobligated balances
available for ‘“Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent, Office of National Drug Control Policy,
Counterdrug Technology Assessment Cen-
ter’’, $5,000,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1522. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘““Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent, Council of Economic Advisors, Salaries
and Expenses’’ shall be $3,990,000.

SEC. 1523. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent, National Security Council, Salaries
and Expenses’’ shall be $11,619,000.

SEC. 1524. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent, Office of Administration, Salaries and
Expenses’’ shall be $109,516,000.

SEC. 1525. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent, Office of Management and Budget, Sal-
aries and Expenses’’ shall be $88,220,000.

SEC. 1526. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent, Office of National Drug Control Policy,
Salaries and Expenses’ shall be $24,886,000.

SEC. 1527. Of the unobligated balances
available for ‘‘Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent, Office of National Drug Control Policy,
Salaries and Expenses’ for policy research
and evaluation, $2,000,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1528. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent, Office of National Drug Control Policy,
Counterdrug Technology Assessment Cen-
ter”’ shall be $0.

SEC. 1529. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to President,
Unanticipated Needs’ shall be $0.

SEC. 1530. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent, Partnership Fund for Program Integ-
rity Innovation’’ shall be $0.

SEC. 1531. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent, Special Assistance to the President,
Salaries and Expenses’ shall be $4,374,000.

SEC. 1532. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent, Official Residence of the Vice Presi-
dent, Operating Expenses’ shall be $314,000.

SEC. 1533. Of the unobligated balances
available for ‘““Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent, Partnership Fund for Program Integ-
rity Innovation’’, $10,000,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1534. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Executive Office of the Presi-
dent and Funds Appropriated to the Presi-
dent, Office of National Drug Control Policy,
Other Federal Drug Control Programs’ shall
be $96,425,000, of which $85,500,000 shall be for
the Drug-Free Communities Program;
$9,025,000 shall be for anti-doping activities;
and the matter related to a national media
campaign, the National Drug Court Insti-
tute, the United States Anti-Doping Agency,
Model State Drug Laws and performance
measures shall not apply to the funds appro-
priated by this division.

SEC. 1535. Notwithstanding section 1101,
none of the funds appropriated by this divi-
sion under heading ‘‘Executive Office of the
President and Funds Appropriated to the
President’ shall be for an Assistant to the
President for Energy and Climate Change, or
any substantially similar position.
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SEC. 15636. Notwithstanding section 1101,
none of the funds appropriated by this divi-
sion under the heading ‘‘Executive Office of
the President and Funds Appropriated to the
President’ shall be for the Director of the
Office of Health Care Reform, or any sub-
stantially similar position.

SEC. 15637. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘““The Judiciary, Supreme Court
of the United States, Care of the Building
and Grounds’ shall be $8,175,000.

SEC. 15638. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“The Judiciary, Courts of Ap-
peals, District Courts, and Other Judicial
Services, Salaries and Expenses’ shall be
$4,860,585,000.

SEC. 1539. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for “The Judiciary, Courts of Ap-
peals, District Courts, and Other Judicial
Services, Fees of Jurors and Commissioners”
shall be $52,410,000.

SEC. 15640. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“The Judiciary, Administrative
Office of the United States Courts, Salaries
and Expenses’’ shall be $82,575,000.

SEC. 1541. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“The Judiciary, Federal Judi-
cial Center, Salaries and Expenses’ shall be
$27,078,000.

SEC. 1542. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“The Judiciary, United States
Sentencing Commission, Salaries and Ex-
penses’’ shall be $16,737,000.

SEC. 1543. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for “The Judiciary, Courts of Ap-
peals, District Courts, and Other Judicial
Services, Court Security”’ shall be
$467,607,000.

SEC. 15644. The amount included in the sec-
ond paragraph under the heading ‘‘The Judi-
ciary, Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and
Other Judicial Services, Salaries and Ex-
penses’ in division C of Public Law 111-117
shall be applied to funds appropriated by this

division by substituting $4,785,000° for
‘85,428,000
SEC. 1545. Of the unobligated balances

available for ‘“The Judiciary, United States
Sentencing Commission, Salaries and Ex-
penses’’, $100,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1546. Section 203(c) of the Judicial Im-
provements Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-650;
28 U.S.C. 133 note) is amended in the third
sentence (relating to the District of Kansas)
by striking ‘19 years” and inserting ‘20
years’’.

SEC. 15647. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘District of Columbia, Federal
Funds, Federal Payment to the District of
Columbia Courts’ shall be $235,660,000, of
which $50,000,000 shall be for capital improve-
ments.

SEC. 1548. (a) Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“District of Columbia, Federal
Funds, Federal Payment for School Improve-
ment”’ shall be $60,000,000, of which $24,500,000
shall be for the District of Columbia Public
Schools, $20,000,000 shall be to expand quality
public charter schools, and $15,500,000 shall
be for opportunity scholarships, and the sec-
ond reference to $1,000,000” under such
heading shall be applied to funds appro-
priated by this division by substituting “‘$0°’.

(b) The authority and conditions provided
in the District of Columbia Appropriations
Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-117; 123 Stat. 3181)
under the heading described in subsection (a)
shall apply with respect to the funds made
available under this division, with the fol-
lowing modifications:

(1) The first proviso under such heading
shall not apply.

(2) Notwithstanding the second proviso
under such heading, the funds may be made
available for scholarships to students, with-
out regard to whether any student received a
scholarship in any prior school year.

(3) The fourth proviso under such heading
shall not apply.
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(4) Notwithstanding the fifth proviso under
such heading, the Secretary of Education
shall ensure that site inspections of partici-
pating schools are conducted annually.

SEC. 1549. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“District of Columbia, Federal
Funds, Federal Payment to the District of
Columbia Water and Sewer Authority’’ shall
be $10,000,000.

SEC. 1550. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“District of Columbia, Federal
Funds, Federal Payment to the Criminal
Justice Coordinating Council”’ shall be
$1,800,000.

SEC. 1551. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘District of Columbia, Federal
Funds, Federal Payment to the Office of the
Chief Financial Officer for the District of Co-
lumbia’ shall be $0.

SEC. 1552. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“District of Columbia, Federal
Funds, Federal Payment for Consolidated
Laboratory Facility’ shall be $0.

SEC. 15653. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘District of Columbia, Federal
Funds, Federal Payment for Housing for the
Homeless’’ shall be $10,000,000.

SEC. 15654. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘District of Columbia, Federal
Funds, Federal Payment for Youth Services”
shall be $0.

SEC. 1555. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this division, except section 1106,
the District of Columbia may expend local
funds for programs and activities under the
heading ‘‘District of Columbia Funds’ for
such programs and activities under title IV
of S. 3677 (111th Congress), as reported by the
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate,
at the rate set forth under ‘‘District of Co-
lumbia Funds’” as included in the Fiscal
Year 2011 Budget Request Act (D.C. Act 18-
448), as modified as of the date of the enact-
ment of this division.

SEC. 15656. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Chris-
topher Columbus Fellowship Foundation,
Salaries and Expenses’ shall be $500,000.

SEC. 15657. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Independent Agencies, Elec-
tion Assistance Commission, Election Re-
form Programs’ shall be $0.

SEC. 15658. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Independent Agencies, General
Service Administration, General Activities,
Government-Wide Policy”’ shall be
$59,068,000.

SEC. 1559. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation, Office of the
Inspector General’ shall be $42,942,000.

SEC. 1560. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Federal
Labor Relations Authority, Salaries and Ex-
penses’’ shall be $24,500,000.

SEC. 15661. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Independent Agencies, General
Services Administration, Electronic Govern-
ment Fund” shall be $2,000,000.

SEC. 15662. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, General
Services Administration, Federal Citizen
Services Fund’ shall be $34,689,000.

SEC. 1563. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Federal
Election Commission, Salaries and Ex-
penses’’ shall be $65,835,000.

SEC. 1564. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Independent Agencies, Federal
Trade Commission, Salaries and Expenses’
shall be $288,783,000.

SEC. 15665. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Independent Agencies, Morris
K. Udall and Stewart Udall Foundation, Mor-
ris K. Udall and Stewart Udall Trust Fund”
shall be $1,000,000.

SEC. 1566. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Na-
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tional Credit Union Administration, Commu-
nity Development Revolving Loan Fund”
shall be $500,000.

SEC. 1567. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Privacy
and Civil Liberties Oversight Board, Salaries
and Expenses’’ shall be $100,000.

SEC. 1568. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“Independent Agencies, Con-
sumer Product Safety Commission, Salaries
and Expenses’ shall be $115,018,000, of which
$500,000 shall be for the Virginia Graeme
Baker Pool and Spa Safety Act grant pro-
gram.

SEC. 1569. Of the unobligated balances
available under the heading ‘‘Independent
Agencies, Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion, Salaries and Expenses’ for the Virginia
Graeme Baker Pool and Spa Safety Act
grant program, $2,000,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1570. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Elec-
tion Assistance Commission, Salaries and
Expenses’ shall be $15,020,000, of which
$2,345,000 shall be transferred to the National
Institute of Standards and Technology for
election reform activities authorized under
the Help America Vote Act of 2002 (Public
Law 107-252), the level under such heading
for the Help America Vote College Program
shall be $0, and the level under such heading
for a competitive grant program to support
community involvement in student and par-
ent mock elections shall be $0.

SEC. 1571. Of the unobligated balances
available for ‘“‘Independent Agencies, Elec-
tion Assistance Commission, Election Re-
form Programs”’, $5,000,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1572. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the aggregate amount of new obligational
authority provided under the heading ‘‘Inde-
pendent Agencies, General Services Adminis-
tration, Real Property Activities, Federal
Buildings Fund, Limitations on Availability
of Revenue” for Federal buildings and court-
houses and other purposes of the Fund shall
be $7,428,007,000, of which (1) $0 is for ‘‘Con-
struction and Acquisition’’; and 2)
$280,000,000 is for ‘‘Repairs and Alterations’,
of which $260,000,000 is for basic repairs and
alterations and $20,000,000 is for fire and life
safety programs.

SEC. 1573. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Independent Agencies, General
Services Administration, General Activities,
Operating Expenses’ shall be $71,381,000 and
matters pertaining to the amount of
$1,000,000 shall not apply to funds appro-
priated by this division.

SEC. 1574. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Na-
tional Archives and Records Administration,
Operating Expenses’ shall be $336,372,000.

SEC. 1575. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Na-
tional Archives and Records Administration,
Electronic Records Archives’” shall be
$72,000,000, of which $52,500,000 shall remain
available until September 30, 2013.

SEC. 1576. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Na-
tional Archives and Records Administration,
Repairs and Restoration’ shall be $11,730,000.

SEC. 1577. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Na-
tional Archives and Records Administration,
National Historical Publications and
Records Commission, Grants Program’ shall
be $4,000,000.

SECc. 1578. Of the wunobligated balances
available under the heading ‘‘Independent
Agencies, National Archives and Records Ad-
ministration, Repairs and Restoration”
$3,198,000 is rescinded, which shall be derived
from amounts made available for a new re-
gional archives and records facility in An-
chorage, Alaska.

SEC. 1579. The amounts included under the
heading ‘“‘Independent Agencies, Merit Sys-
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tems Protection Board, Salaries and Ex-
penses’ in division C of Public Law 111-117
shall be applied to funds appropriated by this
division by substituting ¢$39,000,000"° for
¢°$40,339,000°".

SEC. 15680. The amounts included under the
heading ‘‘Independent Agencies, Office of
Personnel Management, Salaries and Ex-
penses’ in division C of Public Law 111-117
shall be applied to funds appropriated by this
division as follows:

(1) By substituting ¢$101,270,000"" for
¢‘$102,970,000°".
(2) By substituting °$111,038,000" for

‘112,738,000,

SEC. 1581. The amounts included under the
heading ‘‘Independent Agencies, Office of
Personnel Management, Office of Inspector
General” in division C of Public Law 111-117
shall be applied to funds appropriated by this
division as follows:

(1) By substituting $2,136,000” for
¢°$3,148,000°.
(2) By substituting 20,428,000 for
21,215,000,

SEC. 15682. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Office
of Special Counsel, Salaries and Expenses’
shall be $18,300,000.

SEC. 1583. Of the unobligated balances
available for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Privacy
and Civil Liberties Oversight Board, Salaries
and Expenses’’, $1,500,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 1584. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level provided under section 523 of divi-
sion C of Public Law 111-117 shall be $0.

SEC. 15685. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Small
Business Administration, Salaries and Ex-
penses’’ shall be $408,438,000.

SEC. 15686. The amounts included under the
heading ‘‘Independent Agencies, United
States Postal Service, Payment to the Post-
al Service Fund” in division C of Public Law
111-117 shall be applied to funds appropriated
by this division as follows:

(1) By substituting $103,905,000" for
‘$118,328,000"".
(2) By substituting $74,905,000” for
$89,328,000".

(3) By substituting ‘2011"° for ‘‘2010’.

SEC. 15687. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, Salaries and
Expenses’ shall be $1,069,916,000 and the pro-
viso pertaining to prior year unobligated bal-
ances shall not apply to funds appropriated
by this division.

Mrs. EMERSON (during the reading).
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the remainder of the bill
through page 243, line 4 be considered
as read, printed in the RECORD, and
open to amendment at any point.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentlewoman
from Missouri?

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 15688. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, Selec-
tive Service System, Salaries and Expenses’’
shall be $24,032,000.

O 0040

AMENDMENT NO. 98 OFFERED BY MR. DEFAZIO

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:
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Page 243, line 7, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $24,032,000)"’.

Page 359, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert “(increased by $24,032,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oregon is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DEFAZIO. I had hoped to be
joined by Dr. PAUL, who is a coauthor
of this amendment. Unfortunately
given the very late hour, I’'m not cer-
tain he’ll make it. However, we’re talk-
ing tonight about making cuts. We’ve
heard in the earlier debate of programs
that actually have constituencies, ac-
tually serve Americans: The COPS pro-
gram which puts officers on the beat
and helps with drug interdiction, drug
prevention; the LIHEAP program pro-
viding financial assistance to families
who can’t afford to heat their homes.
The list is long. But there are a few
programs in the government which
have no constituency and no purpose,
and this is one of them. And somehow
it escaped the knife, which I assume
was just an oversight. So I'm hoping to
persuade the committee to adopt this
amendment. This is the expenditures
for the Selective Service System of the
United States of America, i.e., the
draft boards. That is, if we believe that
at some time in the future that the
United States of America is going to
reimpose the draft, then one might
want to maintain this bureaucracy in
deep standby. On the other hand, it
might not, because the few times that
this agency has attempted to test its
capabilities with its obsolete computer
systems, which could be surpassed by
anything available publicly on the
Internet, they showed that they
couldn’t have conducted a legal draft.
And even if they could have conducted
a legal draft, we no longer have a surge
capacity at our training bases so we
would be drafting people for no pur-
pose. Beyond that, I don’t think there
are many in this House who believe
that we are going to go back to having
a draft. The Pentagon doesn’t want to
go back to a draft. The Pentagon has
said time and time and time again they
believe in an all-volunteer military;
the all-volunteer military is superior
to forced enlistment, as in the years of
the draft. We’re a higher quality, we’re
using significant incentives to get peo-
ple to enlist in the military, and we
have the best military in the world as
a result.

So why would we maintain this bu-
reaucracy? Here’s what they spent $25
million on, or intend to, this year. It
will be used for expenses of attendance
at meetings. For purchase of uniforms.
Now beyond me, I'm not certain what
the uniforms are. I served actually on a
draft board once and we didn’t have
uniforms. I don’t know. I guess now
we’ve got uniforms for people who are
going to go sit somewhere and hear
claims, if we ever reimpose the draft. I
really don’t know who they’re pur-
chasing uniforms for or what the pur-
pose might be or what a Selective
Service member’s uniform might look
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like. They also will hire passenger
motor vehicles and for official recep-
tion and representation expenses—all
for a dead bureaucracy that does noth-
ing and never will do anything.

Now, colleagues, truly if we are seri-
ous here, if we are in a crisis and we’re
going to cut programs that actually
have large constituencies; my phone’s
been ringing off the hook about public
broadcasting. Other people are hearing
about other programs. Here’s one
where you’re not going to get a single
call except maybe a thank-you if you
eliminate this useless bureaucracy that
will never be activated for any purpose,
foreseeable, in the future.

Colleagues, we have twice actually in
the House voted to end the Selective
Service System: in 1993 when Demo-
crats were in control and in 1999 when
the Republicans were in control. Unfor-
tunately, the termination of the pro-
gram never became law. Now is the
time. Now is the time. I'm just dedi-
cating the money to deficit reduction.
It could be used to restore some meri-
torious spending elsewhere within this
title by somebody else.

With that, I would yield back the bal-
ance of my time and urge my col-
leagues to end this useless bureauc-
racy.

Mrs. EMERSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Missouri is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. EMERSON. Thank you,
Chairman.

While most would hope that we
would never need to use the draft
again, I think this agency is an impor-
tant insurance policy against unfore-
seen threats. If we eliminate the Selec-
tive Service System, it would take us
over a year to draft men into military
service, whereas now it would take 90
to 120 days. And in any kind of an
emergency, wartime situation, this
could be disastrous. Further, we’re al-
most 6 months into the budget year
and the Selective Service has already
spent money on salaries and expenses,
so we really can’t take all of their
money away. This is a small agency
with the potential to avert a crisis,
should the draft ever be reinstated.

I urge a ‘‘no’” vote on this amend-
ment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike the requisite number of words,
in opposition to this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Washington is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. DICKS. The Selective Service is
a readiness issue. If we don’t have the
process all set up, it would take 2 years
to restore it. And if we’re in a national
emergency—that’s why we put the Se-
lective Service thing in place—because
if we were in a national emergency and
we had to get more people and we
couldn’t do it through the all-volunteer
force, we have to have a way to do it.

And so we put this in place several
yvears ago. It was very bipartisan at the

Mr.
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time. I can understand the gentleman’s
skepticism, but this is the first we’ve
heard of this. I think it would be better
for the committee to look at this and
maybe have a hearing on this and then
we can address it again in the 2012 bill.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Oregon will be
postponed.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 15689. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Independent Agencies, United
States Tax Court, Salaries and Expenses’”
shall be $52,093,000, of which $2,852,000 shall
be for security improvements.

SEC. 1590. Section 814 of division C of Pub-
lic Law 111-117 shall be applied to funds ap-
propriated by this division by striking ‘‘Fed-
eral”.

SEC. 1591. (a) Notwithstanding section 1101,
and section 810 of division C of Public Law
111-117, none of the funds contained in this
division may be used for any program of dis-
tributing sterile needles or syringes for the
hypodermic injection of any illegal drug.

(b) Any individual or entity who receives
any funds contained in this division and who
carries out any program described in sub-
section (a) shall account for all funds used
for such program separately from any funds
contained in this division.
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SEC. 1601. Within 30 days after the date of
enactment of this division, the Department
of Homeland Security shall submit to the
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate
and the House of Representatives an expendi-
ture plan for fiscal year 2011 that displays
the level of funding by program, project, and
activity consistent with the table of detailed
funding recommendations contained at the
end of the joint explanatory statement ac-
companying the Department of Homeland
Security Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public
Law 111-83).

SEC. 1602. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Office of the Secretary and Executive
Management” shall be $136,818,000.

SEC. 1603. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Office of the Under Secretary for
Management’’ shall be $239,933,000.

SEC. 1604. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Office of the Chief Information Offi-
cer”’ shall be $333,393,000, of which not less
than $77,788,000 shall be available for data
center development and migration.

SEC. 1605. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Office of the Federal Coordinator for
Gulf Coast Rebuilding’’ shall be $0.

SEC. 1606. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, U.S. Customs and Border Protection,
Salaries and Expenses’’ shall be $8,212,626,000:
Provided, That for fiscal year 2011, the Border
Patrol shall maintain an active duty pres-
ence of not fewer than 20,500 full-time equiv-
alent agents throughout the fiscal year.

SEC. 1607. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, U.S. Customs and Border Protection,
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Automation Modernization” shall be
$341,575,000, of which $153,090,000 shall be for
the Automated Commercial Environment.

SEC. 1608. (a) Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, U.S. Customs and Border Protection,
Border Security Fencing, Infrastructure, and
Technology’’ shall be $450,000,000.

(b) Paragraph (11) of the first proviso and
the third and fourth provisos under the head-
ing ‘“‘Border Security Fencing, Infrastruc-
ture, and Technology’ of Public Law 111-83
shall not apply to funds appropriated by this
division.

SEC. 1609. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, U.S. Customs and Border Protection,
Air and Marine Interdiction, Operations,

Maintenance, and Procurement’’ shall be
$516,326,000.
SEC. 1610. Notwithstanding section 1101,

the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, U.S. Customs and Border Protection,
Construction and Facilities Management’’
shall be $241,040,000.

SEC. 1611. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement, Salaries and Expenses’ shall be
$5,399,894,000: Provided, That U.S. Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement shall main-
tain a level of not fewer than 33,400 detention
beds throughout fiscal year 2011.

SEC. 1612. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement, Automation Modernization”
shall be $75,000,000.

SEC. 1613. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement, Construction’ shall be $0.

SEC. 1614. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Transportation Security Administra-
tion, Aviation Security”’ shall be
$5,113,796,000: Provided, That the amounts in-
cluded under such heading in Public Law 111-
83 shall be applied to funds appropriated by
this division as follows: by substituting
‘$5,113,796,000”" for ‘‘$5,214,040,000°’; by sub-
stituting ‘‘$4,121,329,000"* for ‘‘$4,358,076,000’;
by substituting ¢“$607,891,000”° for

¢$1,116,406,000"’; by substituting ‘“$992,467,000"
for ‘$855,964,000°’; by substituting
¢$291,266,000 for ‘‘$778,300,000’; by sub-

stituting ‘9 percent’ for ‘28 percent’’; and
by substituting ¢°$3,013,796,000"’ for
¢“$3,114,040,000’: Provided further, That none
of the funds in this division may be used for
any recruiting or hiring of personnel into the
Transportation Security Administration
that would cause the agency to exceed a
staffing level of 46,000 full-time equivalent
screeners: Provided further, That not later
than August 15, 2011, the Secretary of Home-
land Security shall submit a detailed report
on (1) the Department’s efforts and the re-
sources being devoted to develop more ad-
vanced, integrated passenger screening tech-
nologies for the most effective security of
passengers and baggage at the lowest pos-
sible operating and acquisition costs, and (2)
how the Transportation Security Adminis-
tration is deploying its existing screener
workforce in the most cost-effective manner.

SEC. 1615. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Transportation Security Administra-
tion, Surface Transportation Security’’ shall
be $105,961,000.

SEC. 1616. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Transportation Security Administra-
tion, Transportation Threat Assessment and
Credentialing”’ shall be $162,999,000.

SEC. 1617. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
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curity, Transportation Security Administra-
tion, Transportation Security Support’’ shall
be $988,638,000: Provided, That within ‘‘De-
partment of Homeland Security, Transpor-
tation Security Administration, Transpor-
tation Security Support’, funding for intel-
ligence and international programs shall be
no less than the level provided for such pur-
poses for fiscal year 2010: Provided further,
That within ‘“Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, Transportation Security Administra-
tion, Transportation Security Support”,
funding for headquarters administration and
information technology shall not exceed
$705,239,000.

SEC. 1618. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Transportation Security Administra-
tion, Federal Air Marshals’” shall be
$934,802,000.

SEC. 1619. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Coast Guard, Operating Expenses’
shall be $6,885,432,000 of which $241,503,000 is
designated as being for contingency oper-
ations directly related to the global war on
terrorism pursuant to section 3(c)(2) of H.
Res. 5 (112th Congress), and as an emergency
requirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress): Provided, That
the Coast Guard may decommission one Me-
dium Endurance Cutter, two High Endurance
Cutters, four HU-25 aircraft, and one Mari-
time Safety and Security Team, and may
make necessary staffing adjustments at the
Coast Guard Investigative Service and other
support units, as specified in the budget jus-
tification materials for fiscal year 2011 as
submitted to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the Senate and House of Representa-
tives: Provided further, That the Coast Guard
shall submit a future-years capital invest-
ment plan, as specified in the Department of
Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2010
(Public Law 111-83), for fiscal years 2012
through 2016 to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives in conjunction with the budget
justification materials for fiscal year 2012.

SEC. 1620. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Coast Guard, Acquisition, Construc-
tion, and Improvements” shall be
$1,427,783,000, of which $42,000,000 shall be for
vessels, small boats, critical infrastructure,
and related equipment; of which $36,000,000
shall be for other equipment; of which
$49,200,000 shall be for shore facilities and
aids to mnavigation facilities; of which
$106,083,000 shall be available for personnel
compensation and benefits and related costs;
and of which $1,194,500,000 shall be for the In-
tegrated Deepwater Systems program: Pro-
vided, That of the funds made available for
the Integrated Deepwater Systems program,
$101,000,000 is for aircraft and $938,000,000 is
for surface ships.

SEC. 1621. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Coast Guard, Alteration of Bridges’
shall be $0.

SEC. 1622. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“Department of Homeland Se-
curity, United States Secret Service, Sala-
ries and Expenses’’ shall be $1,499,669,000.

SEC. 1623. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, National Protection and Programs
Directorate, Management and Administra-
tion’ shall be $43,577,000.

SEC. 1624. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“Department of Homeland Se-
curity, National Protection and Programs
Directorate, Infrastructure Protection and
Information Security’’ shall be $805,965,000.

SEC. 1625. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, National Protection and Programs
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Directorate, United States Visitor and Immi-
grant Status Indicator Technology’’ shall be
$334,613,000.

SEC. 1626. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Office of Health Affairs’” shall be
$134,250,000.

SEC. 1627. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Federal Emergency Management
Agency, Management and Administration”
shall be $773,350,000, of which $0 shall be for
capital improvements at the Mount Weather
Emergency Operations Center.

SEC. 1628. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Federal Emergency Management
Agency, State and Local Programs’ shall be
$2,149,500,000: Provided, That of the amount
provided by this division for the State Home-
land Security Grant Program under such
heading, $50,000,000 shall be for the Driver’s
License Security Grant Program and
$10,000,000 shall be for the Citizen Corps Pro-
gram: Provided further, That the amounts
provided by this division for the Citizen
Corps Program under such heading shall not
be subject to the requirements of subtitle A
of title XX of the Homeland Security Act of
2002 (6 U.S.C. 603 et seq.): Provided further,
That the amounts included under such head-
ing in Public Law 111-83 shall be applied to
funds appropriated by this division as fol-
lows: in paragraph (1), by substituting
‘$900,000,000*" for ‘‘$950,000,000’; in paragraph
(2), by substituting $800,000,000” for
¢‘$887,000,000’’; in paragraph (3), by sub-
stituting “$0*’ for ‘“$35,000,000’’; in paragraph
(5), by substituting *‘$0”’ for ‘‘$13,000,000”’; in
paragraph (6), by substituting $100,000,000"
for ‘‘$300,000,000’; in paragraph (7), by sub-
stituting ‘‘$100,000,000 for ‘‘$300,000,000’’; in
paragraph (8), by substituting ‘‘$5,000,000"" for
¢“$12,000,000’; in paragraph (9), by sub-
stituting ““$0”’ for ‘$50,000,000"’; in paragraph
(10), by substituting ‘$0”’ for <“$50,000,000’’; in
paragraph (11), by substituting $0° for
¢“$50,000,000’; in paragraph (12), by sub-
stituting ‘$0”’ for each amount in such para-
graph; in paragraph (13), by substituting
¢¢$203,500,000"" for ‘$267,200,000’’; in paragraph
(13)(A), by substituting $112,500,000" for
¢‘$164,500,000”’; in paragraph (13)(B), by sub-
stituting ““$0”’ for ‘$1,700,000”’; and in para-
graph (13)(C), by substituting $0” for
¢‘$3,000,000’: Provided further, That 4.5 per-
cent of the amount provided for ‘‘Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency, State and Local
Programs’ by this division shall be trans-
ferred to ‘‘Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, Federal Emergency Management Agen-
cy, Management and Administration” for
program administration.
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Mr. ADERHOLT (during the reading).
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the remainder of the bill
through page 253, line 6 be considered
as read, printed in the RECORD and
open to amendment at any point.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Alabama?

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 1629. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Federal Emergency Management
Agency, Firefighter Assistance Grants’ for
programs authorized by the Federal Fire
Prevention and Control Act of 1974 (15 U.S.C.
2201 et seq.), shall be $300,000,000, of which
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$30,000,000 shall be available to carry out sec-
tion 33 of that Act (15 U.S.C. 2229) and $0
shall be available to carry out section 34 of
that Act (15 U.S.C. 2229a).

AMENDMENT NO. 223 OFFERED BY MR. PASCRELL

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, I
offer an amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 253, line 12, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $510,000,000)"".

Page 253, line 12, after the second dollar
amount, insert ‘“‘(increased by $90,000,000)"".

Page 253, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $420,000,000)’.

Page 255, line 21, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $510,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, as a
former mayor, I have always believed
that our Nation’s first responders con-
stitute both our first and our last line
of defense for the American people.
This continuing resolution before us
today fails our first responders. Regret-
tably, we are treating these public
safety officers as being non-security,
discretionary spending and have sub-
jected them to drastic cuts.

Real homeland security starts on our
streets. We all remember on 9/11 when
we were attacked on our own soil. It
was our brave cops and firefighters who
ran into the burning buildings. The
Federal Government was not there. To
say that funding our cops and fire-
fighters is not national security spend-
ing is ludicrous. Our brave local police
officers and firefighters who protect
our streets day and night are the very
essence of our national security.

Earlier in the process we debated the
COPS Program. An amendment tonight
restores critical funding for its coun-
terpart, the FIRE Act and the SAFER
Grant programs. The continuing reso-
lution significantly reduces funding for
the FIRE Act and eliminates all fund-
ing for SAFER grants, over $510 mil-
lion in cuts in total. This would abso-
lutely be devastating for our public
safety professionals who rely on this
funding for the equipment and per-
sonnel they need to protect our com-
munities.

The FIRE and SAFER grants help
local fire departments equip, train and
maintain their personnel, preparing
them to respond to all forms of an
emergency. And things changed, didn’t
they, after 9/11? An independent eval-
uation of the FIRE program published
by the U.S. Fire Administration con-
cluded that it was highly effective in
improving the readiness and capabili-
ties of firefighters across the Nation.

I may add, Mr. Chairman, that the
FIRE programs and the COPS pro-
grams are among the highest efficiency
and most effective programs run by the
Federal Government. The money goes
directly to the communities, so States
can’t skim off the top. They are effec-
tive and they are competitive, and no
one has challenged that in 10 years.
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SAFER has been critical to many
local departments who, as a result of
recent economic downturns, have been
forced to cut personnel and services.

What effect would cuts to these pro-
grams have? Let’s go to the real world
and not the video.

Bethesda Volunteer Fire Department
in Coleman, Alabama, they used the
FIRE grant to purchase personnel pro-
tective equipment which now allows
them to enter a burning structure to
search for victims and to extinguish
the fires. Previously, the department
did not have the proper equipment to
do this. Today they have greatly re-
duced the amount of total-loss struc-
tures in their region.

North County Fire Protection Dis-
trict in Holbrooke, California, they
were able to purchase emergency
backup power generators. During the
2007 San Diego firestorms, power failed
throughout the community early on
the first day and was not completely
restored in the community for 2 weeks.
The emergency power generators they
purchased with their FIRE grant al-
lowed them to keep all of the facilities
fully functional.

Before the Belle Chasse Volunteer
Fire Department in Belle Chasse, Lou-
isiana, received a SAFER grant in 2008,
the department could not comply with
the National Fire Protection Associa-
tion standards. There is such a thing.
Before we cut something, we should
know what the alternatives are. Its ini-
tial alarm assignment capability was
only 20 percent in that time. That in-
sufficient level of service put the com-
munities and the volunteer firefighters
at considerable risk for injury or even
the loss of life.

Thanks to a SAFER grant, the de-
partment was able to hire 45 fire-
fighters, increase the rate of compli-
ance, and it is now estimated that the
compliance is 90 percent and they have
increased their initial alarm dispatch
with three more engine companies.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

(By unanimous consent, Mr.
PASCRELL was allowed to proceed for 1
additional minute.)

Mr. PASCRELL. Together, FIRE and
SAFER grants have provided over $7
billion in firefighter jobs, equipment
and training for local fire departments.
It is serious business. We are talking
life and limb, and we are talking about
property here. To me, cutting these
critical programs is wrong, especially
when local fire department budgets are
already strained. We are facing it in all
of our districts. You know that.

My amendment restores the funding
for FIRE and SAFER to their fiscal
2010 amounts: $390 million for FIRE,
$420 million for SAFER. Because of the
rule, we are forced to reluctantly take
funding from DHS Science and Tech-
nology. If this amendment passes, I
hope we can restore some of the fund-
ing during conference.

I hope that both sides will come to-
gether on this. It has bipartisan sup-
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port. We need to protect our
fighters.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Alabama is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, this
CR strikes the right balance between
funding priority programs that are es-
sential to our Nation’s security and
keeping our discretionary spending in
check. Let me just say that $300 mil-
lion is included in this CR for fire
equipment, and this only applies to the
SAFER grants. As has been stated,
there are no funds in the bill for
SAFER grants.

Just b years ago, this program was
funded at $65 million, but last year it
had ballooned to $420 million and in-
cluded a waiver for the cost-share re-
quirements with local governments. In
2009, Congress provided $210 million for
the SAFER grants, supporting 1,236
jobs at the high cost of $170,000 per job.

In the just-released FY12 request, the
Department of Homeland Security
plans to create or retain 2,200 fire-
fighters at a cost of $190,000 per job.
This seems unrealistic at a time when
our Nation faces serious fiscal con-
straints. While we all know local budg-
ets are under fiscal pressures, the hir-
ing of local firefighters at a cost of
$190,000 per job should not be borne by
the Federal Government. These cuts
will not be easy, but they are long
overdue and necessary to address our
out-of-control Federal spending.

Beyond this, the proposed offset is
not prudent and ignores the fact that
this CR has already cut the Science
and Technology Directorate funding.
This enormous reduction to a budget
that barely amounts to $1 billion would
absolutely be devastating.
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S&T is the single organization within
the Department of Homeland Security
that performs research and stimulates
and funds related research initiatives
within the private sector—to include
work underway at the Transportation
Security Laboratory in New Jersey and
at the Pacific Northwest Laboratory.
The projects that this funding supports
are crucial to the homeland mission,
and this cut will either significantly
slow or end their progress.

I would urge my colleagues to oppose
this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike the last
word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in qualified support of
this amendment.

The bill before us eliminates the fire-
fighter hiring program, known as
SAFER, and it reduces funding for
grants to purchase fire equipment by 23
percent. If adopted, these cuts will re-
sult in over 2,400 firefighters being laid

fire-
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off in 2011 and prevent fire departments
from purchasing equipment, breathing
apparatus, and protective gear that our
firefighters depend on during a time of
emergency. This is simply not accept-
able.

During my tenure as chairman of the
Homeland Security Appropriations
Committee, we ensured that not only
was funding providing for these critical
firefighter programs, but that these
dollars could be used flexibly in this
time of economic stress to retain fire-
fighters that might lose their jobs, to
rehire firefighters that have been laid
off due to economic conditions, as well
as to hire new firefighters.

Repeatedly, I hear from communities
that were able to use funds for these
purposes. For example, in Plaguemines
Parish, Louisiana, SAFER funding was
used to hire and retain a total of 73
firefighters, ensuring that seven de-
partments had salaried firefighters and
that 12 parish fire stations could be
manned 24 hours a day, 7 days a week.

The North Las Vegas Fire Depart-
ment was able to hire 15 new fire-
fighters with a SAFER grant, permit-
ting them to open an eighth fire sta-
tion, thereby reducing response times
and enhancing the level of protection
for city residents as well as the mil-
lions of visitors to Las Vegas.

Spanish Forth, Alabama, recently re-
ceived a SAFER grant that allowed
them to retain their whole roster of
firefighters instead of letting some go.
Collinsville, Illinois, received a recent
grant, allowing them to retain five
firefighters who otherwise would have
been laid off.

Retaining this funding, Mr. Chair-
man, preserves government services
that are critical to our public safety
and security. Local governments are
already facing serious budget con-
straints. The CR simply exacerbates
the layoffs we’re already seeing with
public safety personnel. This amend-
ment will help keep thousands of fire-
fighters on the job.

Mr. Chairman, I must express some
reservations about how the increase in
firefighter grants is paid for in this
amendment. The gentleman’s amend-
ment drastically reduces funding for
research and development activities
throughout the Department of Home-
land Security. It’s not desirable or wise
to cut the Department’s research and
development budget so much. But, un-
fortunately, the majority has pre-
vented us from paying for these amend-
ments from other parts of the bill, and
the overall allocation for Homeland Se-
curity and the rest of the domestic
agencies is completely inadequate.

So I support this amendment, but I'll
work diligently to restore these fund-
ing cuts as the bill progresses and we
get down to responsible budgeting in
negotiations with the Senate and the
White House.

Mr. Chairman, Members have a
choice to make: Support this amend-
ment and support your local fire-
fighters, or vote “no” and see a decline
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in critical first responder personnel in
this country and in the options avail-
able to hard-pressed local commu-
nities.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes”
on this amendment.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I yield to
the chairman of the subcommittee.

Mr. ADERHOLT. Let me say, Mr.
Chairman, that I realize the impor-
tance that these grants do contribute,
and the bottom line right now is we
simply can’t afford it in the position
we’re in right now. As we move forward
for the FY12 budget, I'll be happy to
work with the ranking member of the
subcommittee and the gentleman from
New Jersey as we move forward to try
to work on this. But the bottom line is
today we cannot afford this at this
point, but I certainly would look for-
ward to working with both of them as
we move forward in FY12.

At the end of the day, on the amend-
ment today, I do urge my colleagues to
oppose the amendment that we have
before us.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from New Jersey is
recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. PASCRELL. To zero out one of
the most effective and efficient pro-
grams in the Federal Government—and
all objective observers have come to
that conclusion. And yes, we do have to
cut. That’s why we’re here. But we
don’t have to cut what is an essential
service when we know what the results
of this legislation have brought. I have
been on Homeland Security from day
one. I think I know it. But that’s be-
side the point.

Today, we know what the results
have been of this legislation. So, for
the 2,400 firefighters right off that bat
that would be laid off, because this is a
3-year plan, there’s certain matches
that have to go into it. Those matches
have been reduced so that other local
communities can get involved.

When we see what happens with
many Federal programs that go
through States and never wind up to do
what they have to do, this stands out
above everything else. It is not enough
for us to pat firefighters on the back,
to bring our grandkids to get up on the
fire engines when we are pulling the
rug out from under them.

When this passed 10 years ago, there
were fire companies throughout the
United States that had to push their
equipment to the fire. We are here at 1
o’clock in the morning questioning
that this is not a priority of ours and
we can’t afford this right now. I can
tell you what we can’t afford. We can’t
afford other things in other places, but
we need to protect our first responders.
If we meant what we said on 9/12/2001,
then we need to do something right
now to protect them.
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This is a visceral subject, there’s no
question about it. I have not heard one
argument where this legislation has let
us down one iota. In fact, it has deliv-
ered what it said it was going to de-
liver.

Whether you be volunteers or career
firefighters, you are assisted by the
SAFER bill, and we made it that way.
When you look at the FIRE Act itself,
that act went to all the small depart-
ments. In fact, we skewed it. The first
2 years of the program was to go to
smaller fire departments, not to big
cities, and we followed through on
that.

Do you know how these applications
are evaluated? They're evaluated by
peers. It costs us very little to do it.
That’s why it’s efficient as well as an
effective program. We should all belong
to the Police Caucus and the Fire Cau-
cus. They don’t need our pats on the
back. They don’t need our words of in-
spiration. What they need is some help
to put enough people out there.

These are people’s lives we’re talking
about. How dare we even consider. You
talk about 6 years ago. The conditions
of our municipalities large and small
are quite different now than they were
6 years ago. They’re laying off cops and
firefighters.

Someone mentioned when we were
discussing the COPS program earlier
this evening—Ilast night—they were
talking about what happened in Cam-
den, New Jersey. They’re laying off
half the fire department and half the
police department. Don’t we have some
responsibility in this?

And, by the way, that part of Home-
land Security which protects the Na-
tion and protects them through our
first responders, since they’re the fire
people there, God knows, when a catas-
trophe occurs, what, are we putting the
brakes on that? Are we going out on re-
cess? These are the line between us and
perhaps disaster. We cannot.

Much of the equipment that was
bought in the FIRE Act, competitive
bidding, much of that equipment saved
lives already. Most of the firefighters—
all of the firefighters—who were hired,
because we wanted to give someone in
every town some edge when they were
down below the ranks that they should
have, those firefighters save lives.
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Mr. Chairman, we need bipartisan
support on this amendment. It is good
for America, and it works. No one has
questioned that this evening.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PASCRELL).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
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the gentleman from New Jersey will be
postponed.

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill
through page 263, line 9, be considered
as read, printed in the RECORD, and
open to amendment at any point.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Alabama?

There was no objection.

The text of that portion of the bill is
as follows:

SEC. 1630. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Federal Emergency Management
Agency, Emergency Management Perform-
ance Grants’’ shall be $300,000,000.

SEC. 1631. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Federal Emergency Management
Agency, Disaster Relief”’ shall be
$3,165,000,000.

SEC. 1632. Notwithstanding section 1101, in
fiscal year 2011, funds shall not be available
from the National Flood Insurance Fund
under section 1310 of the National Flood In-
surance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4017) for oper-
ating expenses in excess of $110,000,000, and
for agents’ commissions and taxes in excess
of $963,339,000: Provided, That notwith-
standing section 1101, for activities under the
National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (42
U.S.C. 4001 et seq.) and the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 1973 (42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.),
the level shall be $169,000,000, which shall be
derived from offsetting collections assessed
and collected under 1308(d) of the National
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C.
4015(d)), of which not to exceed $22,145,000
shall be available for salaries and expenses
associated with flood mitigation and flood
insurance operations; and not less than
$146,855,000 shall be available for floodplain
management and flood mapping, which shall
remain available until September 30, 2012.

SEC. 1633. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Federal Emergency Management
Agency, National Predisaster Mitigation
Fund” shall be $65,000,000.

SEC. 1634. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Federal Emergency Management
Agency, Emergency Food and Shelter’” shall
be $100,000,000.

SEC. 1635. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, United States Citizenship and Immi-
gration Services’ shall be $275,776,000, of
which $151,376,000 is for processing applica-
tions for asylum and refugee status, and of
which $103,400,000 shall be for the E-Verify
Program: Provided, That none of the funds
made available under this heading may be
used for grants for immigrant integration.

SEC. 1636. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Federal Law Enforcement Training
Center, Acquisitions, Construction, Improve-
ments, and Related Expenses’” shall be
$38,456,000.

SEC. 1637. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Science and Technology, Manage-
ment and Administration” shall be
$141,200,000.

SEC. 1638. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Science and Technology, Research,
Development, Acquisition, and Operations”
shall be $778,906,000: Provided, That the final
proviso included under the heading ‘‘Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, Science and
Technology, Research, Development, Acqui-
sition, and Operations’ in the Department of
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Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2010
(Public Law 111-83) shall have no force or ef-
fect.

SEC. 1639. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Domestic Nuclear Detection Office,
Management and Administration” shall be
$36,992,000.

SEC. 1640. Notwithstanding section 1101,
the level for ‘‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Domestic Nuclear Detection Office,
Research, Development, and Operations”
shall be $293,537,000.

SEC. 1641. (a) Section 560 of Public Law 111-
83 shall not apply to funds appropriated by
this division.

(b) Upon completion of 50 percent of design
planning for the National Bio- and Agro-De-
fense Facility, and prior to construction of
that facility, the Department of Homeland
Security shall submit to the Committees on
Appropriations of the Senate and the House
of Representatives a revised site-specific bio-
safety and biosecurity mitigation risk as-
sessment that describes how to significantly
reduce risks of conducting essential research
and diagnostic testing at the National Bio-
and Agro-Defense Facility and addresses
shortcomings identified in the National
Academy of Sciences’ evaluation of the ini-
tial site-specific biosafety and biosecurity
mitigation risk assessment.

(c) The revised site-specific biosafety and
biosecurity mitigation risk assessment re-
quired by subsection (b) shall—

(1) include a quantitative risk assessment
for foot-and-mouth disease virus, in par-
ticular epidemiological and economic impact
modeling to determine the overall risk of op-
erating the facility for its expected 50-year
life span, taking into account strategies to
mitigate risk of foot-and-mouth disease
virus release from the laboratory and ensure
safe operations at the approved National
Bio- and Agro-Defense Facility site;

(2) address the impact of surveillance, re-
sponse, and mitigation plans (developed in
consultation with local, State, and Federal
authorities and appropriate stakeholders) if
a release occurs, to detect and control the
spread of disease; and

(3) include overall risks of the most dan-
gerous pathogens the Department of Home-
land Security expects to hold in the National
Bio- and Agro-Defense Facility’s biosafety
level 4 facility, and effectiveness of mitiga-
tion strategies to reduce those risks.

(d) The Department of Homeland Security
shall enter into a contract with the National
Academy of Sciences to evaluate the ade-
quacy and validity of the risk assessment re-
quired by subsection (b). The National Acad-
emy of Sciences shall submit a report on
such evaluation within four months after the
date the Department of Homeland Security
concludes its risk assessment.

SEC. 1642. Section 503 of the Department of
Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2010
(Public Law 111-83) is amended by adding at
the end the following:

‘“(e) The notification thresholds and proce-
dures set forth in this section shall apply to
deviations from the amounts designated for
specific activities in this Act and accom-
panying statement, and to any use of
deobligated balances of funds provided under
this title in previous years.”.

SEC. 1643. For fiscal year 2011, sections 529,
541, and 545 of the Department of Homeland
Security Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public
Law 111-83; 123 Stat. 2174, 2176) shall have no
force or effect.

SEC. 1644. Section 831 of the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 391) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘Until
September 30, 2010, and inserting ‘‘Until
September 30, 2011,”"; and
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(2) in subsection (d)(1), by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and inserting ‘‘September
30, 2011,”.

SEC. 1645. Section 532(a) of Public Law 109-
295 (120 Stat. 1384) is amended by striking
2010 and inserting ‘‘2011”’.

SEC. 1646. Of the funds transferred to the
Department of Homeland Security when it
was created in 2003, the following funds are
hereby rescinded from the following ac-
counts and programs in the specified
amounts:

(1) ““Operations’, $1,891,657;

(2) ‘““Violent Crime Reduction Program’,
$4,912,245;

(3) ““U.S. Customs and Border Protection,
Salaries and Expenses’’, $21,210,423; and

(4) ‘“‘Office for Domestic Preparedness’,
$10,568,964.

SEC. 1647. The following unobligated bal-
ances made available to the Department of
Homeland Security pursuant to section 505
of Department of Homeland Security Appro-
priations Act, 2010 (Public Law 111-83; 123
Stat. 2174) are rescinded: $886,665 from ‘‘Of-
fice of the Secretary and Executive Manage-
ment’’; $604,342 from ‘‘Office of the Under
Secretary for Management’’; $24,379 from the
“Office of the Chief Financial Officer’’;
$29,741 from ‘‘Office of the Chief Information
Officer”’; $218,173 from ‘‘Analysis and Oper-
ations’; $76,498 from ‘‘Office of the Federal
Coordinator for Gulf Coast Rebuilding’’;
$197,272 from ‘‘Office of Inspector General’’;
$11,373,129 from ‘‘U.S. Customs and Border
Protection, Salaries and Expenses’’; $691,552
from “U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement, Salaries and Expenses’’; $2,555,962
from ‘‘Transportation Security Administra-
tion, Federal Air Marshals’’; $8,617,331 from
“Coast Guard, Operating Expenses’’;
$2,965,312 from ‘‘Coast Guard, Reserve Train-
ing”’; $83,784 from ‘‘National Protection and
Programs Directorate, Management and Ad-
ministration’’; $551,737 from ‘‘National Pro-
tection and Programs Directorate, Infra-
structure Protection and Information Secu-
rity’’; $704,700 from ‘‘United States Secret
Service, Salaries and Expenses’; $863,628
from ‘‘Federal Emergency Management
Agency, Management and Administration’’;
$864,660 from ‘‘Office of Health Affairs’’;
$7,945,983 from ‘‘United States Citizenship
and Immigration Services’; $960,828 from
“Federal Law Enforcement Training Center,
Salaries and Expenses’’; $353,5624 from
““Science and Technology, Management and
Administration’; and $45,468 from ‘‘Domestic
Nuclear Detection Office, Management and
Administration’.

SEC. 1648. Of the funds appropriated to the
Department of Homeland Security, the fol-
lowing unobligated balances are hereby re-
scinded from the following accounts and pro-
grams in the specified amounts:

(1) “Department of Homeland Security,
U.S. Customs and Border Protection, Auto-
mation Modernization’, $10,000,000.

(2) “Department of Homeland Security,
U.S. Customs and Border Protection, Border
Security Fencing, Infrastructure, and Tech-
nology’’, $119,000,000.

(3) “Department of Homeland Security, Of-
fice of Health Affairs”, $5,562,000.

(4) “Department of Homeland Security,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
National Predisaster Mitigation Fund”,
$18,173,641.

(5) “Department of Homeland Security,
Science and Technology, Research, Develop-
ment, Acquisition, and Operations”,
$8,500,000.

(6) “Department of Homeland Security,
Domestic Nuclear Detection Office, Re-
search, Development, and Operations”,
$17,100,000.

(7) “Department of Homeland Security,
Coast Guard, Acquisition, Construction, and
Improvements’, $1,122,000.
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SEC. 1649. Of the unobligated balances
available for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, U.S. Customs and Border Protection,
Construction” for construction projects,
$106,556,000 is rescinded: Provided, That the
amounts rescinded under this section shall
be limited to amounts available for Border
Patrol projects and facilities as rec-
ommended by the Department of Homeland
Security in the fiscal year 2011 budget re-
quest.

SEC. 1650. Of the unobligated balances
made available under section 44945 of title 49,
United States Code, $800,000 is rescinded.

SEC. 16561. Of the unobligated balances
available for ‘‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, Transportation Security Administra-
tion”’, $15,000,000 is rescinded: Provided, That
the Transportation Security Administration
shall not rescind any unobligated balances
from the following programs: explosives de-
tection systems; checkpoint support; avia-
tion regulation and other enforcement; and
air cargo.

SEC. 1652. Of the unobligated balances
available for ‘“‘Department of Homeland Se-
curity, National Protection and Programs
Directorate, Infrastructure Protection and
Information Security”’, the following
amounts are rescinded:

(1) $6,000,000 from Next Generation Net-
works.

(2) $9,600,000 to be specified in a report sub-
mitted by the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity to the Committees on Appropriations of
the Senate and the House of Representatives
no later than 15 days after the date of enact-
ment of this division, that describes the
amounts rescinded and the original purpose
of such funds.

SEC. 1653. From the unobligated balances
of funds made available in the Department of
the Treasury Forfeiture Fund established by
section 9703 of title 31, United States Code,
that was added to such title by section 638 of
Public Law 102-393, $22,600,000 is rescinded.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Chair-
man, I move that the Committee do
now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
ALDERHOLT) having assumed the chair,
Mr. CHAFFETZ, Acting Chair of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 1) making appro-
priations for the Department of De-
fense and the other departments and
agencies of the Government for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2011, and
for other purposes, had come to no res-
olution thereon.

—————

PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE
RULES

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON ETHICS FOR THE
112TH CONGRESS

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, | submit for
publication the attached copy of the Rules of
the Committee on Ethics for the U.S. House of
Representatives for the 112th Congress. The
Committee on Ethics adopted these rules pur-
suant to House Rule XlI, clause 2(a)(1) on
February 15, 2011. | am submitting these
rules for publication in compliance with House
Rule XI, clause 2(a)(2).

FOREWORD

The Committee on Ethics is unique in the
House of Representatives. Consistent with
the duty to carry out its advisory and en-
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forcement responsibilities in an impartial
manner, the Committee is the only standing
committee of the House of Representatives
the membership of which is divided evenly
by party. These rules are intended to provide
a fair procedural framework for the conduct
of the Committee’s activities and to help en-
sure that the Committee serves well the peo-
ple of the United States, the House of Rep-
resentatives, and the Members, officers, and
employees of the House of Representatives.

PART I—GENERAL COMMITTEE RULES
RULE 1. GENERAL PROVISIONS

(a) So far as applicable, these rules and the
Rules of the House of Representatives shall
be the rules of the Committee and any sub-
committee. The Committee adopts these
rules under the authority of clause 2(a)(1) of
Rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives, 112th Congress.

(b) The rules of the Committee may be
modified, amended, or repealed by a vote of
a majority of the Committee.

(c) When the interests of justice so require,
the Committee, by a majority vote of its
members, may adopt any special procedures,
not inconsistent with these rules, deemed
necessary to resolve a particular matter be-
fore it. Copies of such special procedures
shall be furnished to all parties in the mat-
ter.

(d) The Chair and Ranking Minority Mem-
ber shall have access to such information
that they request as necessary to conduct
Committee business.

RULE 2. DEFINITIONS

(a) ‘“Committee” means the Committee on
Ethics.

(b) ‘“Complaint’” means a written allega-
tion of improper conduct against a Member,
officer, or employee of the House of Rep-
resentatives filed with the Committee with
the intent to initiate an inquiry.

(c) “Inquiry” means an investigation by an
investigative subcommittee into allegations
against a Member, officer, or employee of
the House of Representatives.

(d) “Investigate,” ‘“‘Investigating,”’” and/or
“Investigation’” mean review of the conduct
of a Member, officer or employee of the
House of Representatives that is conducted
or authorized by the Committee, an inves-
tigative subcommittee, or the Chair and
Ranking Minority Member of the Com-
mittee.

(e) ““‘Board” means the Board of the Office
of Congressional Ethics.

(f) “Referral’”’ means a report sent to the
Committee from the Board pursuant to
House Rules and all applicable House Resolu-
tions regarding the conduct of a House Mem-
ber, officer or employee, including any ac-
companying findings or other supporting
documentation.

(g) “‘Investigative Subcommittee’ means a
subcommittee designated pursuant to Rule
19(a) to conduct an inquiry to determine if a
Statement of Alleged Violation should be
issued.

(h) ¢‘‘Statement of Alleged Violation”
means a formal charging document filed by
an investigative subcommittee with the
Committee containing specific allegations
against a Member, officer, or employee of
the House of Representatives of a violation
of the Code of Official Conduct, or of a law,
rule, regulation, or other standard of con-
duct applicable to the performance of official
duties or the discharge of official respon-
sibilities.

(i) ““Adjudicatory Subcommittee’ means a
subcommittee designated pursuant to Rule
23(a) that holds an adjudicatory hearing and
determines whether the counts in a State-
ment of Alleged Violation are proved by
clear and convincing evidence.
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(j) ““‘Sanction Hearing’’ means a Committee
hearing to determine what sanction, if any,
to adopt or to recommend to the House of
Representatives.

(k) “Respondent’ means a Member, officer,
or employee of the House of Representatives
who is the subject of a complaint filed with
the Committee or who is the subject of an in-
quiry or a Statement of Alleged Violation.

(1) ““Office of Advice and Education’ refers
to the Office established by section 803(i) of
the Ethics Reform Act of 1989. The Office
handles inquiries; prepares written opinions
in response to specific requests; develops
general guidance; and organizes seminars,
workshops, and briefings for the benefit of
the House of Representatives.

(m) ‘“Member’”’ means a Representative in,
or a Delegate to, or the Resident Commis-
sioner to, the U.S. House of Representatives.

RULE 3. ADVISORY OPINIONS AND WAIVERS

(a) The Office of Advice and Education
shall handle inquiries; prepare written opin-
ions providing specific advice, including re-
views of requests for privately-sponsored
travel pursuant to the Committee’s travel
regulations; develop general guidance; and
organize seminars, workshops, and briefings
for the benefit of the House of Representa-
tives.

(b) Any Member, officer, or employee of
the House of Representatives may request a
written opinion with respect to the propriety
of any current or proposed conduct of such
Member, officer, or employee.

(¢) The Office of Advice and Education may
provide information and guidance regarding
laws, rules, regulations, and other standards
of conduct applicable to Members, officers,
and employees in the performance of their
duties or the discharge of their responsibil-
ities.

(d) In general, the Committee shall provide
a written opinion to an individual only in re-
sponse to a written request, and the written
opinion shall address the conduct only of the
inquiring individual, or of persons for whom
the inquiring individual is responsible as em-
ploying authority.

(e) A written request for an opinion shall
be addressed to the Chair of the Committee
and shall include a complete and accurate
statement of the relevant facts. A request
shall be signed by the requester or the re-
quester’s authorized representative or em-
ploying authority. A representative shall
disclose to the Committee the identity of the
principal on whose behalf advice is being
sought.

(f) Requests for privately-sponsored travel
shall be treated like any other request for a
written opinion for purposes of paragraphs
(g) through (1).

(1) The Committee’s Travel Guidelines and
Regulations shall govern the request submis-
sion and Committee approval process for pri-
vately-sponsored travel consistent with
House Rules.

(2) A request for privately-sponsored travel
of a Member, officer, or employee shall in-
clude a completed and signed Traveler Form
that attaches the Private Sponsor Certifi-
cation Form and includes all information re-
quired by the Committee’s travel regula-
tions. A private sponsor offering officially-
connected travel to a Member, officer, or em-
ployee must complete and sign a Private
Sponsor Certification Form, and provide a
copy of that form to the invitee(s).

(3) Any individual who knowingly and will-
fully falsifies, or who knowingly and will-
fully fails to file a Traveler Form or Private
Sponsor Certification Form may be subject
to civil penalties and criminal sanctions pur-
suant to 18 U.S.C. §1001.

(g) The Office of Advice and Education
shall prepare for the Committee a response
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