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United States until the Congress appropriates
for said purpose.

(Sept. 3, 1954, ch. 1262, §101, 68 Stat. 1221.)

Editorial Notes

CODIFICATION

Section was enacted as a part of section 101 of the
Mutual Security Appropriation Act, 1955. No other part
of section 101 of the Mutual Security Appropriation
Act, 1955, was classified to the Code.

§ 1896b. Colombo Plan Council for Technical Co-
operation; authorization

To enable the United States to maintain mem-
bership in the Colombo Plan Council for Tech-
nical Cooperation, there is authorized to be ap-
propriated from time to time to the Department
of State such sums as may be necessary for the
payment by the United States of its share of the
expenses of the Colombo Plan Council for Tech-
nical Cooperation.

(Pub. L. 86-108, ch. V, §502, July 24, 1959, 73 Stat.
256.)

Editorial Notes

CODIFICATION

Section was enacted as part of the Mutual Security
Act of 1959.

Statutory Notes and Related Subsidiaries

ANNUAL APPROPRIATIONS

Annual appropriations to meet the obligations of
membership in various international organizations
were contained in acts listed in a note set out under
section 269a of this title.

§1897. Repealed. Pub. L. 87-195, pt.
§ 642(a)(2), Sept. 4, 1961, 75 Stat. 460

Section, acts Aug. 26, 1954, ch. 937, ch. II, §307, 68 Stat.
842; July 18, 1956, ch. 627, §7(c), 70 Stat. 557; May 14, 1960,
Pub. L. 86-472, ch. II, §203(c), 74 Stat. 136, authorized ad-
vances and grants-in-aid for technical cooperation pro-
gram.

§1898. Repealed. Pub. L. 86-472, ch. II, §203(d),
May 14, 1960, 74 Stat. 136

Section, acts Aug. 26, 1954, ch. 937, ch. II, §308, 68 Stat.
842; July 8, 1955, ch. 301, §7(c), 69 Stat. 286; July 24, 1959,
Pub. L. 86-108, ch. II, §204(c), 73 Stat, 249, created an ad-
visory board and provided for its duties, membership,
allowances, and expenses.

111,

PART D—SPECIAL ASSISTANCE AND OTHER
PROGRAMS

§§1920, 1921. Repealed. Pub. L. 87-195, pt. III,
§642(a)(2), Sept. 4, 1961, 75 Stat. 460

Section 1920, act Aug. 26, 1954, ch. 937, ch. II, §400, as
added Aug. 14, 1957, Pub. L. 85-141, §8(a), 71 Stat. 360;
amended June 30, 1958, Pub. L. 85-477, ch. II, §205(a), 72
Stat. 266; July 24, 1959, Pub. L. 86-108, ch. II, §205(a), 73
Stat. 249; May 14, 1960, Pub. L. 86-472, ch. II, §204(a), 74
Stat. 136, authorized assistance for special programs to
maintain political or economic stability, for programs
of economic development in Latin America and for
schools and libraries abroad. See section 2171 et seq. of
this title.

Section 1921, act Aug. 26, 1954, ch. 937, ch. II, §401, as
added July 24, 1959, Pub. L. 86-108, ch. II, §205(b), 73
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Stat. 249; amended May 14, 1960, Pub. L. 86-472, ch. II,
§204(b), 74 Stat. 136, authorized contributions to the
United Nations Emergency Fund. See section 2221 of
this title.

§1922. Repealed. Pub. L. 104-127, title II, §228,
Apr. 4, 1996, 110 Stat. 963

Section, acts Aug. 26, 1954, ch. 937, title IV, §402, 68
Stat. 843; July 8, 1955, ch. 301, §8(b), 69 Stat. 286; July
18, 1956, ch. 627, §8(b), 70 Stat. 558; Aug. 14, 1957, Pub. L.
85-141, §8(c), 71 Stat. 361; June 30, 1958, Pub. L. 85477,
ch. II, §205(b), 72 Stat. 266; July 24, 1959, Pub. L. 86-108,
ch. II, §205(c), 73 Stat. 250; May 14, 1960, Pub. L. 86-472,
ch. II, §204(c), 74 Stat. 136, related to disposition of sur-
plus agricultural commodities and use of foreign cur-
rency proceeds.

§§ 1923, 1924. Repealed. Pub. L. 87-195, pt. III,
§ 642(a)(2), Sept. 4, 1961, 75 Stat. 460

Section 1923, act Aug. 26, 1954, ch. 937, ch. II, §403, as
added June 30, 1958, Pub. L. 85-477, ch. II, §205(c), 72
Stat. 266; amended July 24, 1959, Pub. L. 86-108, ch. II,
§205(d), 73 Stat. 250; May 14, 1960, Pub. L. 86-472, ch. II,
§204(d), 74 Stat. 136, authorized the use of funds to meet
responsibilities in Germany. See section 2364(b) of this
title.

Section 1924, act Aug. 26, 1954, ch. 937, ch. II, §404, as
added May 14, 1960, Pub. L. 86-472, ch. II, §204(e), 74
Stat. 136, related to the Indus Basin Development. See
section 2223 of this title.

§ 1925. Repealed

Subsecs. (a), (¢), and (d), acts Aug. 26, 1954, ch. 937, ch.
II, §405(a), (c), (d), 68 Stat. 844; July 8, 1955, ch. 301,
§8(d), 69 Stat. 286; July 18, 1956, ch. 627, §8(d), 70 Stat.
558; Aug. 14, 1957, Pub. L. 85-141, §8(e), 71 Stat. 361; June
30, 1958, Pub. L. 85477, ch. II, §205(d), ch. V, §501(13), 72
Stat. 266, 271; July 24, 1959, Pub. L. 86-108, ch. II, §205(e),
73 Stat. 250; May 14, 1960, Pub. L. 86-472, ch. II, §204(f),
74 Stat. 137, related to movement of migrants, refugees,
and escapees, and were repealed by Pub. L. 87-510, §6,
June 28, 1962, 76 Stat. 124. See section 2601(a), (b)(1) of
this title.

Subsec. (b), act Aug. 26, 1954, ch. 937, ch. II, §405(b), 68
Stat. 844, which related to the use of funds to facilitate
migration of persons resident in Ryukyu Island Archi-
pelago, was repealed by Pub. L. 87-195, pt. III, §642(a)(2),
Sept. 4, 1961, 75 Stat. 460. See section 1945(b) of this
title.

§§1926, 1927. Repealed. Pub. L. 87-195, pt. III,
§642(a)(2), Sept. 4, 1961, 75 Stat. 460

Section 1926, acts Aug. 26, 1954, ch. 937, ch. II, §406, 68
Stat. 844; July 8, 1955, ch. 301, §8(e), 69 Stat. 286; July
18, 1956, ch. 627, §8(e), 70 Stat. 558; Aug. 14, 1957, Pub. L.
85-141, §8(f), 71 Stat. 361; June 30, 1958, Pub. L. 85477,
ch. IT, §205(e), 72 Stat. 266; July 24, 1959, Pub. L. 86-108,
ch. II, §205(f), 73 Stat. 250; May 14, 1960, Pub. L. 86-472,
ch. II, §204(g), 74 Stat. 137, authorized appropriations
for United Nations Children’s Fund.

Section 1927, acts Aug. 26, 1954, ch. 937, ch. II, §407, 68
Stat. 844; July 8, 1955, ch. 301, §8(f), 69 Stat. 286; July 18,
1956, ch. 627, §8(f), 70 Stat. 558; Aug. 14, 1957, Pub. L.
85-141, §8(g), 71 Stat. 361; June 30, 1958, Pub. L. 85477,
ch. II, §205(f), 72 Stat. 266; July 24, 1959, Pub. L. 86-108,
ch. II, §205(g), 73 Stat. 250; May 14, 1960, Pub. L. 86-472,
ch. II, §204(h), 74 Stat. 137, authorized appropriations
for contributions to Palestine refugees in Near East.
See section 2221 of this title.

§1928. North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(a) Authorization for expenses

In order to provide for United States partici-
pation in the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion, there is authorized to be appropriated such
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amounts as may be necessary from time to time
for the payment by the United States of its
share of the expenses of the Organization and all
necessary salaries and expenses of the United
States permanent representative to the Organi-
zation, of such persons as may be appointed to
represent the United States in the subsidiary
bodies of the Organization or in any multilat-
eral organization which participates in achiev-
ing the aims of the North Atlantic Treaty, and
of their appropriate staffs, and the expenses of
participation in meetings of such organizations,
including salaries, expenses, and allowances of
personnel and dependents as authorized by the
Foreign Service Act of 1980 [22 U.S.C. 3901 et
seq.], and allowances and expenses as provided
in section 287r of this title.

(b) Appointment of personal representative

The United States permanent representative
to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization shall
be appointed by the President by and with the
advice and consent of the Senate and shall hold
office at the pleasure of the President. Such rep-
resentative shall have the rank and status of
ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary
and shall be a chief of mission under the Foreign
Service Act of 1980 [22 U.S.C. 3901 et seq.].

(¢) Duration of staff service

Persons detailed to the international staff of
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization in ac-
cordance with section 2388 of this title who are
members of the Foreign Service serving under
limited appointments may serve for periods of
more than five years notwithstanding the limi-
tation in section 309 of the Foreign Service Act
of 1980 [22 U.S.C. 3949].

(Aug. 26, 1954, ch. 937, title IV, §408, 68 Stat. 845;
Pub. L. 85-141, §8(h), Aug. 14, 1957, 71 Stat. 361;
Pub. L. 86-108, ch. II, §205(h), July 24, 1959, 73
Stat. 250; Pub. L. 96-465, title II, §2206(a)(6), Oct.
17, 1980, 94 Stat. 2161.)

Editorial Notes
REFERENCES IN TEXT

The Foreign Service Act of 1980, referred to in sub-
secs. (a) and (b), is Pub. L. 96-465, Oct. 17, 1980, 94 Stat.
2071, which is classified principally to chapter 52 (§3901
et seq.) of this title. For complete classification of this
Act to the Code, see Short Title note set out under sec-
tion 3901 of this title and Tables.

AMENDMENTS

1980—Subsec. (a). Pub. L. 96-465, §2206(a)(6)(A), sub-
stituted ‘‘Foreign Service Act of 1980 for ‘‘Foreign
Service Act of 1946, as amended (22 U.S.C. 801),”.

Subsec. (b). Pub. L. 96-465, §2206(a)(6)(B), substituted
“chief of mission under the Foreign Service Act of
1980’ for ‘‘chief of mission, class 1, within the meaning
of the Foreign Service Act of 1946, as amended (22
U.S.C. 801)”.

Subsec. (¢). Pub. L. 96-465, §2206(a)(6)(C), among other
changes, substituted references to sections 2388 and 3949
of this title for references to sections 1789 and 922 of
this title, respectively, and reference to members of the
Foreign Service for reference to Foreign Service Re-
serve officers.

1959—Subsec. (c). Pub. L. 86-108 substituted
years’ for ‘“‘four years’.

1957—Subsec. (a). Pub. L. 85-141 struck out provisions
authorizing appropriations of not more than $3,200,000
for the fiscal year 1955.

“five
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Statutory Notes and Related Subsidiaries
EFFECTIVE DATE OF 1980 AMENDMENT

Amendment by Pub. L. 96-465 effective Feb. 15, 1981,
except as otherwise provided, see section 2403 of Pub. L.
96-465, set out as an Effective Date note under section
3901 of this title.

ANNUAL APPROPRIATIONS

Annual appropriations to meet the obligations of
membership in various international organizations
were contained in acts listed in a note set out under
section 269a of this title.

ANNUAL REPORT REGARDING NATO SPECIAL
OPERATIONS HEADQUARTERS

Pub. L. 111-84, div. A, title XII, §1244(d), as added by
Pub. L. 112-239, div. A, title XII, §1272(b), Jan. 2, 2013,
126 Stat. 2023, which mandated an annual report, with
specified details, to Congress regarding support for
NATO Special Operations Headquarters, was repealed
by Pub. L. 115-232, div. A, title VIII, §813(d), Aug. 13,
2018, 132 Stat. 1851.

REPORT ON HOST COUNTRIES ASSUMING GREATER
SHARE OF COMMON DEFENSE BURDEN

Pub. L. 111-117, div. E, title I, §118, Dec. 16, 2009, 123
Stat. 3293, provided that:

‘“(a) The Secretary of Defense, in consultation with
the Secretary of State, shall submit to the Committees
on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress, by Feb-
ruary 15 of each year, an annual report in unclassified
and, if necessary, classified form, on actions taken by
the Department of Defense and the Department of
State during the previous fiscal year to encourage host
countries to assume a greater share of the common de-
fense burden of such countries and the United States.

‘“(b) The report under subsection (a) shall include a
description of—

(1) attempts to secure cash and in-kind contribu-
tions from host countries for military construction
projects;

“(2) attempts to achieve economic incentives of-
fered by host countries to encourage private invest-
ment for the benefit of the United States Armed
Forces;

‘(3) attempts to recover funds due to be paid to the
United States by host countries for assets deeded or
otherwise imparted to host countries upon the ces-
sation of United States operations at military instal-
lations;

‘(4) the amount spent by host countries on defense,
in dollars and in terms of the percent of gross domes-
tic product (GDP) of the host country; and

“(5) for host countries that are members of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), the
amount contributed to NATO by host countries, in
dollars and in terms of the percent of the total NATO
budget.

‘“(c) In this section, the term ‘host country’ means
other member countries of NATO, Japan, South Korea,
and United States allies bordering the Arabian Sea.”’

Similar provisions were contained in the following
prior appropriation acts:

Pub. L. 110-329, div. E, title I, §118, Sept. 30, 2008, 122
Stat. 3698.

Pub. L. 110-161, div. I, title I, §118, Dec. 26, 2007, 121
Stat. 2259.

NATO FREEDOM CONSOLIDATION

Pub. L. 110-17, Apr. 9, 2007, 121 Stat. 73, provided that:

“SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.
“This Act may be cited as the ‘NATO Freedom Con-
solidation Act of 2007°.
“SEC. 2. FINDINGS.
“‘Congress makes the following findings:
‘(1) The sustained commitment of the North Atlan-
tic Treaty Organization (NATO) to mutual defense
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has made possible the democratic transformation of
Central and Eastern Europe. Members of the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization can and should play a
critical role in addressing the security challenges of
the post-Cold War era in creating the stable environ-
ment needed for those emerging democracies in Eu-
rope.

‘“(2) Lasting stability and security in Europe re-
quires the military, economic, and political integra-
tion of emerging democracies into existing European
structures.

‘“(3) In an era of threats from terrorism and the pro-
liferation of weapons of mass destruction, the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization is increasingly contrib-
uting to security in the face of global security chal-
lenges for the protection and interests of its member
states.

‘“(4) In the NATO Participation Act of 1994 (title II
of Public Law 103-447; 22 U.S.C. 1928 note), Congress
declared that ‘full and active participants in the
Partnership for Peace in a position to further the
principles of the North Atlantic Treaty and to con-
tribute to the security of the North Atlantic area
should be invited to become full NATO members in
accordance with Article 10 of such Treaty at an early
date . . ..

‘(5) In the NATO Enlargement Facilitation Act of
1996 (title VI of section 101(c) of title I of division A
of Public Law 104-208; 22 U.S.C. 1928 note), Congress
called for the prompt admission of Poland, Hungary,
the Czech Republic, and Slovenia to the North Atlan-
tic Treaty Organization, and declared that ‘in order
to promote economic stability and security in Slo-
vakia, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania, Bul-
garia, Albania, Moldova, and Ukraine . . . the process
of enlarging NATO to include emerging democracies
in Central and Eastern Europe should not be limited
to consideration of admitting Poland, Hungary, the
Czech Republic, and Slovenia as full members of the
NATO Alliance’.

‘“(6) In the European Security Act of 1998 (title
XXVII of division G of Public Law 105-277; 22 U.S.C.
1928 note), Congress declared that ‘Poland, Hungary,
and the Czech Republic should not be the last emerg-
ing democracies in Central and Eastern Europe in-
vited to join NATO’ and that ‘Romania, Estonia, Lat-
via, Lithuania, and Bulgaria . . . would make an out-
standing contribution to furthering the goals of
NATO and enhancing stability, freedom, and peace in
Europe should they become NATO members [and]
upon complete satisfaction of all relevant criteria
should be invited to become full NATO members at
the earliest possible date’.

(T In the Gerald B. H. Solomon Freedom Consoli-
dation Act of 2002 (Public Law 107-187; 22 U.S.C. 1928
note), Congress endorsed ‘. . . the vision of further
enlargement of the NATO Alliance articulated by
President George W. Bush on June 15, 2001, and by
former President William J. Clinton on October 22,
1996°.

‘“(8) At the Madrid Summit of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization in July 1997, Poland, Hungary,
and the Czech Republic were invited to join the Alli-
ance, and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
heads of state and government issued a declaration
stating ‘[t]he alliance expects to extend further invi-
tations in coming years to nations willing and able to
assume the responsibilities and obligations of mem-
bership . . . [n]Jo European democratic country whose
admission would fulfill the objectives of the [North
Atlantic] Treaty will be excluded from consider-
ation’.

‘“(9) At the Washington Summit of the North Atlan-
tic Treaty Organization in April 1999, the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization heads of state and govern-
ment issued a communiqué declaring ‘[wle pledge
that NATO will continue to welcome new members in
a position to further the principles of the [North At-
lantic] Treaty and contribute to peace and security
in the Euro-Atlantic area . . . [tJhe three new mem-
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bers will not be the last . .. [nJo European demo-
cratic country whose admission would fulfill the ob-
jectives of the Treaty will be excluded from consider-
ation, regardless of its geographic location . . .’.

‘“(10) In May 2000 in Vilnius, Lithuania, the foreign
ministers of Albania, Bulgaria, Estonia, Latvia, Lith-
uania, the Republic of Macedonia (FYROM), Roma-
nia, Slovakia, and Slovenia issued a statement (later
joined by Croatia) declaring that—

‘““(A) their countries will cooperate in jointly
seeking membership in the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization in the next round of enlargement of
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization;

‘(B) the realization of membership in the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization by one or more of
these countries would be a success for all; and

“(C) eventual membership in the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization for all of these countries
would be a success for Europe and for the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization.

‘“(11) On June 15, 2001, in a speech in Warsaw, Po-
land, President George W. Bush stated ‘[a]ll of Eu-
rope’s new democracies, from the Baltic to the Black
Sea and all that lie between, should have the same
chance for security and freedom—and the same
chance to join the institutions of Europe—as Eu-
rope’s old democracies have . . . I believe in NATO
membership for all of Europe’s democracies that seek
it and are ready to share the responsibilities that
NATO brings . . . [a]s we plan to enlarge NATO, no
nation should be used as a pawn in the agenda of oth-
ers . . . [w]e will not trade away the fate of free Euro-
pean peoples . . . [nJo more Munichs . . . [n]Jo more
Yaltas ... [a]ls we plan the Prague Summit, we
should not calculate how little we can get away with,
but how much we can do to advance the cause of free-
dom’.

‘(12) On October 22, 1996, in a speech in Detroit,
Michigan, former President William J. Clinton stated
‘NATO’s doors will not close behind its first new
members . . . NATO should remain open to all of Eu-
rope’s emerging democracies who are ready to shoul-
der the responsibilities of membership . . . [n]Jo na-
tion will be automatically excluded . . . [n]Jo country
outside NATO will have a veto . . . [a] gray zone of
insecurity must not reemerge in Europe’.

‘(13) At the Prague Summit of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization in November 2002, Bulgaria, Es-
tonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania, Slovakia, and
Slovenia were invited to join the Alliance in the sec-
ond round of enlargement of the North Atlantic Trea-
ty Organization since the end of the Cold War, and
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization heads of
state and government issued a declaration stating
‘NATO’s door will remain open to European democ-
racies willing and able to assume the responsibilities
and obligations of membership, in accordance with
Article 10 of the Washington Treaty’.

“(14) On May 8, 2003, the United States Senate
unanimously approved the Resolution of Ratification
to Accompany Treaty Document No. 108-4, Protocols
to the North Atlantic Treaty of 1949 on Accession of
Bulgaria, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania, Slo-
vakia, and Slovenia, inviting Bulgaria, Estonia, Lat-
via, Lithuania, Romania, Slovakia, and Slovenia to
join the North Atlantic Treaty Organization.

‘“(15) At the Istanbul Summit of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization in June 2004, the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization heads of state and government
issued a communiqué reaffirming that NATO’s door
remains open to new members, declaring ‘[w]le cele-
brate the success of NATO’s Open Door Policy, and
reaffirm tody [sic] that our seven new members will
not be the last. The door to membership remains
open. We welcome the progress made by Albania, Cro-
atia, and the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia
(1) [sic] in implementing their Annual National Pro-
grammes under the Membership Action Plan, and en-
courage them to continue pursuing the reforms nec-
essary to progress toward NATO membership. We also
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commend their contribution to regional stability and
cooperation. We want all three countries to succeed
and will continue to assist them in their reform ef-
forts. NATO will continue to assess each country’s
candidacy individually, based on the progress made
towards reform goals pursued through the Member-
ship Action Plan, which will remain the vehicle to
keep the readiness of each aspirant for membership
under review. We direct that NATO Foreign Ministers
keep the enlargement process, including the imple-
mentation of the Membership Action Plan, under
continual review and report to us. We will review at
the next Summit progress by aspirants towards mem-
bership based on that report’.

‘(16) Georgia and Ukraine have stated their desire
to join the Euro-Atlantic community, and in par-
ticular, are seeking to join the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization. Georgia and Ukraine are working close-
ly with the North Atlantic Treaty Organization and
its members to meet criteria for eventual member-
ship in NATO.

“(17) At a press conference with President Mikhail
Saakashvili of Georgia in Washington, D.C. on July 5,
2006, President George W. Bush stated that ‘. . . I be-
lieve that NATO would benefit with Georgia being a
member of NATO, and I think Georgia would benefit.
And there’s a way forward through the Membership
Action Plan . . . And I'm a believer in the expansion
of NATO. I think it’s in the world’s interest that we
expand NATO’.

‘“(18) Following a meeting of NATO Foreign Min-
isters in New York on September 21, 2006, NATO Sec-
retary General Jaap de Hoop Scheffer announced the
launching of an Intensified Dialogue on membership
between the Alliance and Georgia.

“(19) At the NATO-Ukraine Commission Summit in
Brussels in February 2005, President of Ukraine Vic-
tor Yushchenko declared membership in NATO as the
ultimate goal of Ukraine’s cooperation with the Alli-
ance and expressed Ukraine’s desire to conclude a
Membership Action Plan.

‘“(20) At the NATO-Ukraine Commission Foreign
Ministerial meeting in Vilnius in April 2005, NATO
and Ukraine launched an Intensified Dialogue on the
potential membership of Ukraine in NATO.

‘“(21) At the Riga Summit of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization in November 2006, the Heads of
State and Government of the member countries of
NATO issued a declaration reaffirming that NATO’s
door remains open to new members, declaring that
‘all European democratic countries may be consid-
ered for MAP (Membership Action Plan) or admis-
sion, subject to decision by the NAC (North Atlantic
Council) at each stage, based on the performance of
these countries towards meeting the objectives of the
North Atlantic Treaty. We direct that NATO Foreign
Ministers keep that process under continual review
and report to us. We welcome the efforts of Albania,
Croatia, and the former Yugoslav Republic of Mac-
edonia to prepare themselves for the responsibilities
and obligations of membership. We reaffirm that the
Alliance will continue with Georgia and Ukraine its
Intensified Dialogues which cover the full range of
political, military, financial and security issues re-
lating to those countries’ aspirations to membership,
without prejudice to any eventual Alliance decision.
We reaffirm the importance of the NATO-Ukraine
Distinctive Partnership, which has its 10th anniver-
sary next year and welcome the progress that has
been made in the framework of our Intensified Dia-
logue. We appreciate Ukraine’s substantial contribu-
tions to our common security, including through par-
ticipation in NATO-led operations and efforts to pro-
mote regional cooperation. We encourage Ukraine to
continue to contribute to regional security. We are
determined to continue to assist, through practical
cooperation, in the implementation of far-reaching
reform efforts, notably in the fields of national secu-
rity, defence, reform of the defence-industrial sector
and fighting corruption. We welcome the commence-
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ment of an Intensified Dialogue with Georgia as well
as Georgia’s contribution to international peace-
keeping and security operations. We will continue to
engage actively with Georgia in support of its reform
process. We encourage Georgia to continue progress
on political, economic and military reforms, includ-
ing strengthening judicial reform, as well as the
peaceful resolution of outstanding conflicts on its
territory. We reaffirm that it is of great importance
that all parties in the region should engage construc-
tively to promote regional peace and stability.’.

¢(22) Contingent upon their continued implementa-
tion of democratic, defense, and economic reform,
and their willingness and ability to meet the respon-
sibilities of membership in the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization and a clear expression of national in-
tent to do so, Congress calls for the timely admission
of Albania, Croatia, Georgia, Macedonia (FYROM),
and Ukraine to the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion to promote security and stability in Europe.

‘“SEC. 3. DECLARATIONS OF POLICY.

‘““Congress—

‘(1) reaffirms its previous expressions of support for
continued enlargement of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization contained in the NATO Participation
Act of 1994 [title II of Pub. L. 103-447, set out as a
note below], the NATO Enlargement Facilitation Act
of 1996 [section 101(c) [title VI] of div. A of Pub. L.
104-208, set out as a note below], the European Secu-
rity Act of 1998 [title XXVII of div. G of Pub. L.
105-277, set out as a note below], and the Gerald B. H.
Solomon Freedom Consolidation Act of 2002 [Pub. L.
107-187, set out as a note below];

“(2) supports the commitment to further enlarge-
ment of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization to
include European democracies that are able and will-
ing to meet the responsibilities of Membership, as ex-
pressed by the Alliance in its Madrid Summit Dec-
laration of 1997, its Washington Summit Communiqué
of 1999, its Prague Summit Declaration of 2002, its
Istanbul Summit Communiqué of 2004, and its Riga
Summit Declaration of 2006; and

‘“(3) endorses the vision of further enlargement of
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization articulated
by President George W. Bush on June 15, 2001, and by
former President William J. Clinton on October 22,
1996, and urges our allies in the North Atlantic Trea-
ty Organization to work with the United States to re-
alize a role for the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion in promoting global security, including contin-
ued support for enlargement to include qualified can-
didate states, specifically by entering into a Member-
ship Action Plan with Georgia and recognizing the
progress toward meeting the responsibilities and obli-
gations of NATO membership by Albania, Croatia,
Georgia, Macedonia (FYROM), and Ukraine.

“SEC. 4. DESIGNATION OF ALBANIA, CROATIA,

GEORGIA, MACEDONIA (FYROM), AND UKRAINE
AS ELIGIBLE TO RECEIVE ASSISTANCE UNDER
THE NATO PARTICIPATION ACT OF 1994.

‘‘(a) DESIGNATION.—

‘(1) ALBANIA.—The Republic of Albania is des-
ignated as eligible to receive assistance under the
program established under section 203(a) of the NATO
Participation Act of 1994 (title II of Public Law
103-447; 22 U.S.C. 1928 note), and shall be deemed to
have been so designated pursuant to section 203(d)(1)
of such Act.

‘(2) CROATIA.—The Republic of Croatia is des-
ignated as eligible to receive assistance under the
program established under section 203(a) of the NATO
Participation Act of 1994, and shall be deemed to have
been so designated pursuant to section 203(d)(1) of
such Act.

‘“(3) GEORGIA.—Georgia is designated as eligible to
receive assistance under the program established
under section 203(a) of the NATO Participation Act of
1994, and shall be deemed to have been so designated
pursuant to section 203(d)(1) of such Act.
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‘“(4) MACEDONIA (FYROM).—The Republic of Mac-
edonia (FYROM) is designated as eligible to receive
assistance under the program established under sec-
tion 203(a) of the NATO Participation Act of 1994, and
shall be deemed to have been so designated pursuant
to section 203(d)(1) of such Act.

‘“(5) UKRAINE.—UKkraine is designated as eligible to
receive assistance under the program established
under section 203(a) of the NATO Participation Act of
1994, and shall be deemed to have been so designated
pursuant to section 203(d)(1) of such Act.

““(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—The designation of the
Republic of Albania, the Republic of Croatia, Georgia,
the Republic of Macedonia (FYROM), and Ukraine pur-
suant to subsection (a) as eligible to receive assistance
under the program established under section 203(a) of
the NATO Participation Act of 1994—

‘(1) is in addition to the designation of Poland,
Hungary, the Czech Republic, and Slovenia pursuant
to section 606 of the NATO Enlargement Facilitation
Act of 1996 (title VI of section 101(c) of title I of divi-
sion A of Public Law 104-208; 22 U.S.C. 1928 note), the
designation of Romania, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania,
and Bulgaria pursuant to section 2703(b) of the Euro-
pean Security Act of 1998 (title XXVII of division G
of Public Law 105-277; 22 U.S.C. 1928 note), and the
designation of Slovakia pursuant to section 4(a) of
the Gerald B. H. Solomon Freedom Consolidation Act
of 2002 (Public Law 107-187; 22 U.S.C. 1928 note) as eli-
gible to receive assistance under the program estab-
lished under section 203(a) of the NATO Participation
Act of 1994; and

‘(2) shall not preclude the designation by the Presi-
dent of other countries pursuant to section 203(d)(2)
of the NATO Participation Act of 1994 as eligible to
receive assistance under the program established
under section 203(a) of such Act.

“SEC. 5. AUTHORIZATION OF SECURITY ASSIST-
ANCE FOR COUNTRIES DESIGNATED UNDER
THE NATO PARTICIPATION ACT OF 19%4.

“Of the amounts made available for fiscal year 2008
under section 23 of the Arms Export Control Act (22
U.S.C. 2763) such sums as may be necessary are author-
ized to be appropriated for assistance to the Republic of
Albania, the Republic of Croatia, Georgia, the Republic
of Macedonia (FYROM), and Ukraine.”’

ANNUAL REPORT ON THE NATO PRAGUE CAPABILITIES
COMMITMENT AND THE NATO RESPONSE FORCE

Pub. L. 108-136, div. A, title XII, §1231, Nov. 24, 2003,
117 Stat. 1654, provided that:

‘‘(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the following find-
ings:

‘(1) At the meeting of the North Atlantic Council
held in Prague in November 2002, the heads of states
and governments of the North Atlantic Treaty Orga-
nization (NATO) launched a Prague Capabilities Com-
mitment and decided to create a NATO Response
Force.

‘(2) The Prague Capabilities Commitment is part of
the continuing NATO effort to improve and develop
new military capabilities for modern warfare in a
high-threat environment. As part of this commit-
ment, individual NATO allies have made firm and
specific political commitments to improve their ca-
pabilities in the areas of—

‘“(A) chemical, biological, radiological, and nu-
clear defense;

‘“(B) intelligence, surveillance, and target acqui-
sition;

“(C) air-to-ground surveillance;

‘(D) command, control, and communications;

‘“(E) combat effectiveness, including precision
guided munitions and suppression of enemy air de-
fenses;

‘“(F) strategic air and sea lift;

(@) air-to-air refueling; and

‘“(H) deployable combat support and combat serv-
ice support units.
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‘“(3) The NATO Response Force is envisioned to be
a technologically advanced, flexible, deployable,
interoperable, and sustainable force that includes
land, sea, and air elements ready to move quickly to
wherever needed, as determined by the North Atlan-
tic Council. The NATO Response Force is also in-
tended to be a catalyst for focusing and promoting
improvements in NATO’s military capabilities. It is
expected to have initial operational capability by Oc-
tober 2004, and full operational capability by October
2006.

““(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—(1) Not later than January 31
of each year through 2008, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to the congressional committees specified
in paragraph (5) a report, to be prepared in consultation
with the Secretary of State, on implementation of the
Prague Capabilities Commitment and development of
the NATO Response Force by the member nations of
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO).

‘“(2) The annual report under this subsection shall in-
clude the following matters:

‘“(A) A description of the actions taken by NATO as
a whole and by each member nation of NATO other
than the United States to further the Prague Capa-
bilities Commitment, including any actions taken to
improve capability shortfalls in the areas identified
for improvement.

‘“(B) A description of the actions taken by NATO as
a whole and by each member nation of NATO, includ-
ing the United States, to create the NATO Response
Force.

‘“(C) A discussion of the relationship between
NATO’s efforts to improve capabilities through the
Prague Capabilities Commitment and those of the
European Union to enhance European capabilities
through the European Capabilities Action Plan, in-
cluding the extent to which they are mutually rein-
forcing.

‘(D) A discussion of NATO decisionmaking on the
implementation of the Prague Capabilities Commit-
ment and the development of the NATO Response
Force, including—

‘(i) an assessment of whether the Prague Capa-
bilities Commitment and the NATO Response Force
are the sole jurisdiction of the Defense Planning
Committee, the North Atlantic Council, or the
Military Committee;

‘‘(ii) a description of the circumstances which led
to the defense, military, security, and nuclear deci-
sions of NATO on matters such as the Prague Capa-
bilities Commitment and the NATO Response Force
being made in bodies other than the Defense Plan-
ning Committee;

‘‘(iii) a description of the extent to which any
member that does not participate in the integrated
military structure of NATO contributes to each of
the component committees of NATO, including any
and all committees relevant to the Prague Capa-
bilities Commitment and the NATO Response
Force;

“(iv) a description of the extent to which any
member that does not participate in the integrated
military structure of NATO participates in delib-
erations and decisions of NATO on resource policy,
contribution ceilings, infrastructure, force struc-
ture, modernization, threat assessments, training,
exercises, deployments, and other issues related to
the Prague Capabilities Commitment or the NATO
Response Force;

“(v) a description and assessment of the impedi-
ments, if any, that would preclude or limit NATO
from conducting deliberations and making deci-
sions on matters such as the Prague Capabilities
Commitment or the NATO Response Force solely in
the Defense Planning Committee; and

‘“(vi) the recommendations of the Secretary of
Defense on streamlining defense, military, and se-
curity decisionmaking within NATO relating to the
Prague Capabilities Commitment, the NATO Re-
sponse Force, and other matters, including an as-
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sessment of the feasibility and advisability of the
greater utilization of the Defense Planning Com-
mittee for such purposes.

“(3) In the case of a report under this subsection after
the first such report, the information submitted in
such report under any of clauses (i) through (vi) of sub-
paragraph (D) of paragraph (2) may consist solely of an
update of any information previously submitted under
that clause in a preceding report under this subsection.

‘(4) Each report under this subsection shall be sub-
mitted in unclassified form, but may also be submitted
in classified form if necessary.

‘(6) The committees specified in this paragraph are—

‘“(A) the Committee on Armed Services and the

Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate; and

‘“(B) the Committee on Armed Services and the

Committee on International Relations [now Com-

mittee on Foreign Affairs] of the House of Represent-

atives.”

SENSE OF CONGRESS ON COOPERATION BY UNITED
STATES AND NATO WITH RUSSIA ON BALLISTIC MIS-
SILE DEFENSES

Pub. L. 108-136, div. C, title XXXVI, §3623, Nov. 24,
2003, 117 Stat. 1824, provided that:

‘‘(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of Congress
that the President should, in conjunction with the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization, encourage appro-
priate cooperative relationships between the Russian
Federation and the United States and North Atlantic
Treaty Organization with respect to the development
and deployment of ballistic missile defenses.

‘“(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than one year
after the date of the enactment of this Act [Nov. 24,
2003], the Secretary of Defense shall transmit to the
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and the
Committee on Armed Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives a report (in unclassified or classified form
as necessary) on the feasibility of increasing coopera-
tion between the Russian Federation and the United
States and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization on
the subject of ballistic missile defense. The report shall
include—

‘(1) the recommendations of the Secretary;

‘(2) a description of the threat such cooperation is
intended to address; and

‘(3) an assessment of possible benefits to ballistic
missile defense programs of the United States.”

GERALD B. H. SOLOMON FREEDOM CONSOLIDATION ACT

Pub. L. 107-187, June 10, 2002, 116 Stat. 590, provided
that:

“SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.
“This Act may be cited as the ‘Gerald B. H. Solomon
Freedom Consolidation Act of 2002’.

“SEC. 2. FINDINGS.
“The Congress makes the following findings:

‘(1) In the NATO Participation Act of 1994 (title II
of Public Law 103-447; 22 U.S.C. 1928 note), Congress
declared that ‘full and active participants in the
Partnership for Peace in a position to further the
principles of the North Atlantic Treaty and to con-
tribute to the security of the North Atlantic area
should be invited to become full NATO members in
accordance with Article 10 of such Treaty at an early
date . . ..

‘(2) In the NATO Enlargement Facilitation Act of
1996 (title VI of section 101(c) of title I of division A
of Public Law 104-208; 22 U.S.C. 1928 note), Congress
called for the prompt admission of Poland, Hungary,
the Czech Republic, and Slovenia to NATO, and de-
clared that ‘in order to promote economic stability
and security in Slovakia, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania,
Romania, Bulgaria, Albania, Moldova, and Ukraine
. . . the process of enlarging NATO to include emerg-
ing democracies in Central and Eastern Europe
should not be limited to consideration of admitting
Poland, Hungary, the Czech Republic, and Slovenia as
full members of the NATO Alliance’.
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“(3) In the European Security Act of 1998 (title
XXVII of division G of Public Law 105-277; 22 U.S.C.
1928 note), Congress declared that ‘Poland, Hungary,
and the Czech Republic should not be the last emerg-
ing democracies in Central and Eastern Europe in-
vited to join NATO’ and that ‘Romania, Estonia, Lat-
via, Lithuania, and Bulgaria . . . would make an out-
standing contribution to furthering the goals of
NATO and enhancing stability, freedom, and peace in
Europe should they become NATO members [and]
upon complete satisfaction of all relevant criteria
should be invited to become full NATO members at
the earliest possible date’.

‘“(4) At the Madrid Summit of the NATO Alliance in
July 1997, Poland, Hungary, and the Czech Republic
were invited to join the Alliance in the first round of
NATO enlargement, and the NATO heads of state and
government issued a declaration stating ‘[t]The Alli-
ance expects to extend further invitations in coming
years to nations willing and able to assume the re-
sponsibilities and obligations of membership . . . [n]o
European democratic country whose admission would
fulfill the objectives of the [North Atlantic] Treaty
will be excluded from consideration’.

“(6) At the Washington Summit of the NATO Alli-
ance in April 1999, the NATO heads of state and gov-
ernment issued a communique declaring ‘[w]e pledge
that NATO will continue to welcome new members in
a position to further the principles of the [North At-
lantic] Treaty and contribute to peace and security
in the Euro-Atlantic area . . . [tJhe three new mem-
bers will not be the last . .. [n]Jo European demo-
cratic country whose admission would fulfill the ob-
jectives of the Treaty will be excluded from consider-
ation, regardless of its geographic location . . .’.

“(6) In late 2002, NATO will hold a summit in
Prague, the Czech Republic, at which it will decide
which additional emerging democracies in Central
and Eastern Europe to invite to join the Alliance in
the next round of NATO enlargement.

‘(M In May 2000 in Vilnius, Lithuania, the foreign
ministers of Albania, Bulgaria, Estonia, Latvia, Lith-
uania, the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia,
Romania, Slovakia, and Slovenia issued a statement
(later joined by Croatia) declaring that their coun-
tries will cooperate in jointly seeking NATO member-
ship in the next round of NATO enlargement, that the
realization of NATO membership by one or more of
these countries would be a success for all, and that
eventual NATO membership for all of these countries
would be a success for Europe and NATO.

‘“(8) On June 15, 2001, in a speech in Warsaw, Poland,
President George W. Bush stated ‘[a]ll of Europe’s
new democracies, from the Baltic to the Black Sea
and all that lie between, should have the same chance
for security and freedom—and the same chance to
join the institutions of Europe—as Europe’s old de-
mocracies have . . . I believe in NATO membership
for all of Europe’s democracies that seek it and are
ready to share the responsibilities that NATO brings
. . . [a]ls we plan to enlarge NATO, no nation should
be used as a pawn in the agenda of others . . . [w]e
will not trade away the fate of free European peoples
. . . [n]Jo more Munichs . . . [n]Jo more Yaltas . . . [a]s
we plan the Prague Summit, we should not calculate
how little we can get away with, but how much we
can do to advance the cause of freedom’.

“(9) On October 22, 1996, in a speech in Detroit,
Michigan, former President William J. Clinton stated
‘NATO’s doors will not close behind its first new
members . . . NATO should remain open to all of Eu-
rope’s emerging democracies who are ready to shoul-
der the responsibilities of membership . . . [n]Jo na-
tion will be automatically excluded . . . [n]Jo country
outside NATO will have a veto . . . [a] gray zone of
insecurity must not reemerge in Europe’.

“SEC. 3. DECLARATIONS OF POLICY.
‘““Congress—

‘(1) reaffirms its previous expressions of support for

continued enlargement of the NATO Alliance con-
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tained in the NATO Participation Act of 1994 [title II
of Pub. L. 103-447, set out as a note below], the NATO
Enlargement Facilitation Act of 1996 [section 101(c)
[title VI] of div. A of Pub. L. 104-208, set out as a note
below], and the European Security Act of 1998 [title
XXVII of div. G of Pub. L. 105-277, set out as a note
below];

‘(2) supports the commitment to further enlarge-
ment of the NATO Alliance expressed by the Alliance
in its Madrid Declaration of 1997 and its Washington
Summit Communique of 1999; and

‘“(3) endorses the vision of further enlargement of
the NATO Alliance articulated by President George
W. Bush on June 15, 2001, and by former President
William J. Clinton on October 22, 1996, and urges our
NATO allies to work with the United States to real-
ize this vision at the Prague Summit in 2002.

“SEC. 4. DESIGNATION OF SLOVAKIA TO RECEIVE

ASSISTANCE UNDER THE NATO PARTICIPA-

TION ACT OF 1994.

‘“‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Slovakia is designated as eligible
to receive assistance under the program established
under section 203(a) of the NATO Participation Act of
1994 (title II of Public Law 103-447; 22 U.S.C. 1928 note)
and shall be deemed to have been so designated pursu-
ant to section 203(d)(1) of such Act.

‘“(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—The designation of Slo-
vakia pursuant to subsection (a) as eligible to receive
assistance under the program established under section
203(a) of the NATO Participation Act of 1994—

‘(1) is in addition to the designation of Poland,
Hungary, the Czech Republic, and Slovenia pursuant
to section 606 of the NATO Enlargement Facilitation
Act of 1996 (title VI of section 101(c) of title I of divi-
sion A of Public Law 104-208; 22 U.S.C. 1928 note) and
the designation of Romania, Estonia, Latvia, Lith-
uania, and Bulgaria pursuant to section 2703(b) of the
European Security Act of 1998 (title XXVII of division
G of Public Law 105-277; 22 U.S.C. 1928 note) as eligi-
ble to receive assistance under the program estab-
lished under section 203(a) of the NATO Participation
Act of 1994; and

‘“(2) shall not preclude the designation by the Presi-
dent of other emerging democracies in Central and
BEastern Europe pursuant to section 203(d)(2) of the
NATO Participation Act of 1994 as eligible to receive
assistance under the program established under sec-
tion 203(a) of such Act.

“SEC. 5. AUTHORIZATION OF SECURITY ASSIST-
ANCE FOR COUNTRIES DESIGNATED UNDER
THE NATO PARTICIPATION ACT OF 199%4.

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION OF FOREIGN MILITARY FINANC-
ING.—Of the amounts made available for fiscal year 2002
under section 23 of the Arms Export Control Act (22
U.S.C. 2763)—

‘(1) $6,500,000 is authorized to be available on a
grant basis for Estonia;

“(2) $7,000,000 is authorized to be available on a
grant basis for Latvia;

““(3) $7,500,000 is authorized to be available on a
grant basis for Lithuania;

‘“(4) $8,500,000 is authorized to be available on a
grant basis for Slovakia;

““(5) $4,500,000 is authorized to be available on a
grant basis for Slovenia;

‘“(6) $10,000,000 is authorized to be available on a
grant basis for Bulgaria; and

“(7) $11,500,000 is authorized to be available on a
grant basis for Romania.

‘“(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection (a) of sec-
tion 515 of the Security Assistance Act of 2000 (Public
Law 106-280) [114 Stat. 858] is amended by striking para-
graphs (1), (5), (6), (7), and (8) and redesignating para-
graphs (2), (3), (4), and (9) as paragraphs (1) through (4),
respectively.”’

REPORTS ON BURDENSHARING OF FUTURE NATO
OPERATIONS

Pub. L. 106-398, §1 [[div. A], title XII, §1221(b)-(d)],
Oct. 30, 2000, 114 Stat. 1654, 16564A-328, provided that:
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““(b) REPORT ON BURDENSHARING OF FUTURE NATO OP-
ERATIONS.—Whenever the North Atlantic Treaty Orga-
nization undertakes a military operation, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to the Committee on
Armed Services of the Senate and the Committee on
Armed Services of the House of Representatives a re-
port describing—

‘(1) the contributions to that operation made by
each of the member nations of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization during that operation; and

‘(2) the contributions that each of the member na-
tions of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization are
making or have pledged to make during any follow-
on operation.

‘‘(c) TIME FOR SUBMISSION OF REPORT.—A report under
subsection (b) shall be submitted not later than 90 days
after the completion of the military operation.

‘(d) APPLICABILITY.—Subsection (b) shall apply only
with respect to military operations begun after the
date of the enactment of this Act [Oct. 30, 2000].”’

EUROPEAN SECURITY

Pub. L. 105-277, div. G, subdiv. B, title XXVII, Oct. 21,
1998, 112 Stat. 2681-839, as amended by Pub. L. 106-113,
div. B, §1000(a)(7) [div. A, title II, §209(d)], Nov. 29, 1999,
113 Stat. 1536, 1501A-423, provided that:

“SEC. 2701. SHORT TITLE.
“This title may be cited as the ‘European Security
Act of 1998°.

“SEC. 2702. STATEMENT OF POLICY.

“(a) PoLicy WITH RESPECT TO NATO ENLARGEMENT.—
Congress urges the President to outline a clear and
complete strategic rationale for the enlargement of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), and de-
clares that—

(1) Poland, Hungary, and the Czech Republic
should not be the last emerging democracies in Cen-
tral and Eastern Europe invited to join NATO;

‘“(2) the United States should ensure that NATO
continues a process whereby all other emerging de-
mocracies in Central and Eastern Europe that wish to
join NATO will be considered for membership in
NATO as soon as they meet the criteria for such
membership;

‘(3) the United States should ensure that no limita-
tions are placed on the numbers of NATO troops or
types of equipment, including tactical nuclear weap-
ons, to be deployed on the territory of new member
states;

‘“(4) the United States should reject all efforts to
condition NATO decisions on review or approval by
the United Nations Security Council;

‘“(6) the United States should clearly delineate
those NATO deliberations, including but not limited
to discussions on arms control, further Alliance en-
largement, procurement matters, and strategic doc-
trine, that are not subject to review or discussion in
the NATO-Russia Permanent Joint Council;

‘“(6) the United States should work to ensure that
countries invited to join the Alliance are provided an
immediate seat in NATO discussions; and

“(7T) the United States already pays more than a
proportionate share of the costs of the common de-
fense of Europe and should obtain, in advance, agree-
ment on an equitable distribution of the cost of
NATO enlargement to ensure that the United States
does not continue to bear a disproportionate burden.
“(b) PoLicY WITH RESPECT TO NEGOTIATIONS WITH

RUSSIA.—

‘(1) IMPLEMENTATION.—NATO enlargement should
be carried out in such a manner as to underscore the
Alliance’s defensive nature and demonstrate to Rus-
sia that NATO enlargement will enhance the security
of all countries in Europe, including Russia. Accord-
ingly, the United States and its NATO allies should
make this intention clear in negotiations with Rus-
sia, including negotiations regarding adaptation of
the Conventional Armed Forces in Europe (CFE)
Treaty of November 19, 1990.
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‘(2) LIMITATIONS ON COMMITMENTS TO RUSSIA.—In
seeking to demonstrate to Russia NATO’s defensive
and security-enhancing intentions, it is essential
that neither fundamental United States security in-
terests in Europe nor the effectiveness and flexibility
of NATO as a defensive alliance be jeopardized. In
particular, no commitments should be made to Rus-
sia that would have the effect of—

‘“(A) extending rights or imposing responsibilities
on new NATO members different from those appli-
cable to current NATO members, including rights
or responsibilities with respect to the deployment
of nuclear weapons and the stationing of troops and
equipment from other NATO members;

‘(B) limiting the ability of NATO to defend the
territory of new NATO members by, for example,
restricting the construction of defense infrastruc-
ture or limiting the ability of NATO to deploy nec-
essary reinforcements;

“(C) providing any international organization, or
any country that is not a member of NATO, with
authority to delay, veto, or otherwise impede delib-
erations and decisions of the North Atlantic Coun-
cil or the implementation of such decisions, includ-
ing deliberations and decisions with respect to the
deployment of NATO forces or the admission of ad-
ditional members to NATO;

‘(D) impeding the development of enhanced rela-
tions between NATO and other European countries
that do not belong to the Alliance;

‘“(E) establishing a nuclear weapons-free zone in
Central or Eastern Europe;

‘“(F) requiring NATO to subsidize Russian arms
sales, service, or support to the militaries of those
former Warsaw Pact countries invited to join the
Alliance; or

‘(G) legitimizing Russian efforts to link conces-
sions in arms control negotiations to NATO en-
largement.

‘4(3) COMMITMENTS FROM RUSSIA.—In order to en-
hance security and stability in Europe, the United
States should seek commitments from Russia—

““(A) to demarcate and respect all its borders with
neighboring states;

‘“(B) to achieve the immediate and complete with-
drawal of any armed forces and military equipment
under the control of Russia that are deployed on
the territories of the independent states of the
former Soviet Union without the full and complete
agreement of those states;

“(C) to station its armed forces on the territory
of other states only with the full and complete
agreement of that state and in strict accordance
with international law; and

‘(D) to take steps to reduce further its nuclear
and conventional forces in Kaliningrad.

‘“(4) CONSULTATIONS.—AS negotiations on adapta-
tion of the Treaty on Conventional Armed Forces in
Europe proceed, the United States should engage in
close and continuous consultations not only with its
NATO allies, but also with the emerging democracies
of Central and Eastern Europe, Ukraine, and the
South Caucasus.

““(c) PoLicy WITH RESPECT TO BALLISTIC MISSILE DE-
FENSE COOPERATION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—As the United States proceeds
with efforts to develop defenses against ballistic mis-
sile attack, it should seek to foster a climate of co-
operation with Russia on matters related to missile
defense. In particular, the United States and its
NATO allies should seek to cooperate with Russia in
such areas as early warning.

‘“(2) DISCUSSIONS WITH NATO ALLIES.—The United
States should initiate discussions with its NATO al-
lies for the purpose of examining the feasibility of de-
ploying a ballistic missile defense capable of pro-
tecting NATO’s southern and eastern flanks from a
limited ballistic missile attack.

¢“(3) CONSTITUTIONAL PREROGATIVES.—Even as the
Congress seeks to promote ballistic missile defense
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cooperation with Russia, it must insist on its con-
stitutional prerogatives regarding consideration of
arms control agreements with Russia that bear on
ballistic missile defense.

“SEC. 2703. AUTHORITIES RELATING TO NATO EN-

LARGEMENT.

‘‘(a) POLICY OF SECTION.—This section is enacted in
order to implement the policy set forth in section
2702(a).

“(b) DESIGNATION OF ADDITIONAL COUNTRIES ELIGIBLE
FOR NATO ENLARGEMENT ASSISTANCE.—

‘(1) DESIGNATION OF ADDITIONAL COUNTRIES.—Roma-
nia, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, and Bulgaria are
each designated as eligible to receive assistance
under the program established under section 203(a) of
the NATO Participation Act of 1994 [Pub. L. 103-447,
title II] (22 U.S.C. 1928 note) and shall be deemed to
have been so designated pursuant to section 203(d)(1)
of such Act.

‘(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—The designation of
countries pursuant to paragraph (1) as eligible to re-
ceive assistance under the program established under
section 203(a) of the NATO Participation Act of 1994—

“(A) is in addition to the designation of other
countries by law or pursuant to section 203(d)(2) of
such Act as eligible to receive assistance under the
program established under section 203(a) of such
Act; and

‘“(B) shall not preclude the designation by the
President of other emerging democracies in Central
and Eastern Europe pursuant to section 203(d)(2) of
such Act as eligible to receive assistance under the
program established under section 203(a) of such
Act.

““(3) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of Congress
that Romania, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, and Bul-
garia—

““(A) are to be commended for their progress to-
ward political and economic reform and meeting
the guidelines for prospective NATO members;

“(B) would make an outstanding contribution to
furthering the goals of NATO and enhancing sta-
bility, freedom, and peace in Europe should they be-
come NATO members; and

“(C) upon complete satisfaction of all relevant
criteria should be invited to become full NATO
members at the earliest possible date.

“(c) REGIONAL AIRSPACE INITIATIVE AND PARTNERSHIP
FOR PEACE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT SYSTEM.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Funds described in paragraph (2)
are authorized to be made available to support the
implementation of the Regional Airspace Initiative
and the Partnership for Peace Information Manage-
ment System, including—

““(A) the procurement of items in support of these
programs; and

‘(B) the transfer of such items to countries par-
ticipating in these programs.

‘“(2) FuNDS DESCRIBED.—Funds described in this
paragraph are funds that are available—

“(A) during any fiscal year under the NATO Par-
ticipation Act of 1994 [Pub. L. 103-447, title II, set
out as a note below] with respect to countries eligi-
ble for assistance under that Act; or

‘“(B) during fiscal year 1998 under any Act to
carry out the Warsaw Initiative.

¢“(d) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY REGARDING EXCESS DE-
FENSE ARTICLES.—[Amended section 105 of Pub. L.
104-164, 110 Stat. 1427.]

“‘(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO THE NATO PARTICI-
PATION ACT OF 1994.—[Amended section 203(c) of Pub. L.
103-447, set out in a note below.]

“SEC. 2704. SENSE OF CONGRESS WITH RESPECT TO
THE TREATY ON CONVENTIONAL ARMED
FORCES IN EUROPE.

“It is the sense of Congress that no revisions to the
Treaty on Conventional Armed Forces in Europe will
be approved for entry into force with respect to the
United States that jeopardize fundamental United
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States security interests in Europe or the effectiveness
and flexibility of NATO as a defensive alliance by—

‘(1) extending rights or imposing responsibilities
on new NATO members different from those applica-
ble to current NATO members, including rights or re-
sponsibilities with respect to the deployment of nu-
clear weapons and the stationing of troops and equip-
ment from other NATO members;

“(2) limiting the ability of NATO to defend the ter-
ritory of new NATO members by, for example, re-
stricting the construction of defense infrastructure
or limiting the ability of NATO to deploy necessary
reinforcements;

‘“(3) providing any international organization, or
any country that is not a member of NATO, with the
authority to delay, veto, or otherwise impede delib-
erations and decisions of the North Atlantic Council
or the implementation of such decisions, including
deliberations and decisions with respect to the de-
ployment of NATO forces or the admission of addi-
tional members to NATO; or

‘“(4) impeding the development of enhanced rela-
tions between NATO and other European countries
that do not belong to the Alliance.

“SEC. 2705. RESTRICTIONS AND REQUIREMENTS

RELATING TO BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE.
‘‘(a) POLICY OF SECTION.—This section is enacted in

order to implement the policy set forth in section
2702(c).

*“(b) RESTRICTION ON ENTRY INTO FORCE OF ABM/TMD
DEMARCATION AGREEMENTS.—An ABM/TMD demarca-
tion agreement shall not be binding on the United
States, and shall not enter into force with respect to
the United States, unless, after the date of enactment
of this Act [Oct. 21, 1998], that agreement is specifically
approved with the advice and consent of the United
States Senate pursuant to Article II, section 2, clause
2 of the Constitution.

‘‘(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS WITH RESPECT TO DEMARCA-
TION AGREEMENTS.—

‘(1) RELATIONSHIP TO MULTILATERALIZATION OF ABM
TREATY.—It is the sense of Congress that no ABM/
TMD demarcation agreement will be considered for
advice and consent to ratification unless, consistent
with the certification of the President pursuant to
condition (9) of the resolution of ratification of the
CFE Flank Document, the President submits for Sen-
ate advice and consent to ratification any agreement,
arrangement, or understanding that would—

‘“(A) add one or more countries as State Parties
to the ABM Treaty, or otherwise convert the ABM
Treaty from a bilateral treaty to a multilateral
treaty; or

‘“(B) change the geographic scope or coverage of
the ABM Treaty, or otherwise modify the meaning
of the term ‘national territory’ as used in Article
VI and Article IX of the ABM Treaty.

‘“(2) PRESERVATION OF UNITED STATES THEATER BAL-
LISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE POTENTIAL.—It is the sense of
Congress that no ABM/TMD demarcation agreement
that would reduce the capabilities of United States
theater missile defense systems, or the numbers or
deployment patterns of such systems, will be ap-
proved for entry into force with respect to the United
States.

‘(d) REPORT ON COOPERATIVE PROJECTS WITH RUS-
SIA.—Not later than January 1, 1999, January 1, 2000,
and January 1, 2001, the President shall submit to the
Committees on International Relations, National Secu-
rity [now Armed Services], and Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Committees on For-
eign Relations, Armed Services, and Appropriations of
the Senate a report on cooperative projects with Russia
in the area of ballistic missile defense, including in the
area of early warning. Each such report shall include
the following:

‘(1) COOPERATIVE PROJECTS.—A description of all
cooperative projects conducted in the area of early
warning and ballistic missile defense during the pre-
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ceding fiscal year and the fiscal year during which

the report is submitted.

‘“(2) FUNDING.—A description of the funding for such
projects during the preceding fiscal year and the year
during which the report is submitted and the pro-
posed funding for such projects for the next fiscal
year.

“(3) STATUS OF DIALOGUE OR DISCUSSIONS.—A de-
scription of the status of any dialogue or discussions
conducted during the preceding fiscal year between
the United States and Russia aimed at exploring the
potential for mutual accommodation of outstanding
issues between the two nations on matters relating to
ballistic missile defense and the ABM Treaty, includ-
ing the possibility of developing a strategic relation-
ship not based on mutual nuclear threats.

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) ABM/TMD DEMARCATION AGREEMENT.—The
term ‘ABM/TMD demarcation agreement’ means any
agreement that establishes a demarcation between
theater ballistic missile defense systems and stra-
tegic antiballistic missile defense systems for pur-
poses of the ABM Treaty.

‘“(2) ABM TREATY.—The term ‘ABM Treaty’ means
the Treaty Between the United States of America and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Limi-
tation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems, signed at
Moscow on May 26, 1972 (23 UST 3435), and includes
the Protocols to that Treaty, signed at Moscow on
July 3, 1974 (27 UST 1645).”

[Memorandum of President of the United States, Mar.
3, 2000, 66 F.R. 3851, delegated to the Secretary of De-
fense the duties and responsibilities of the President
under section 2705(d) of div. G of Pub. L. 105-277, set out
above, with such duties and responsibilities to be exer-
cised subject to the concurrence of the Secretary of
State, authorized redelegation not lower than the
Under Secretary level of the delegated reporting re-
quirements, and provided that the Department of De-
fense was to obtain clearance on the report from the
Office of Management and Budget prior to its submis-
sion to Congress.]

LIMITATION ON UNITED STATES SHARE OF COSTS OF
NATO EXPANSION

Pub. L. 105-261, div. A, title XII, §1221, Oct. 17, 1998,
112 Stat. 2152, provided that:

‘‘(a) LIMITATION.—The United States share of defined
NATO expansion costs may not exceed the lesser of—

‘(1) the amount equal to 25 percent of those costs;
or
€“(2) $2,000,000,000.

‘“(b) DEFINED NATO EXPANSION COSTS.—For purposes
of subsection (a), the term ‘defined NATO expansion
costs’ means the commonly funded costs of the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) during fiscal
years 1999 through 2011 for enlargement of NATO due to
the admission to NATO of Poland, Hungary, and the
Czech Republic.”

REPORTS ON DEVELOPMENT OF EUROPEAN SECURITY
AND DEFENSE IDENTITY

Pub. L. 105-261, div. A, title XII, §1223, Oct. 17, 1998,
112 Stat. 2154, as amended by Pub. L. 106-65, div. A, title
X, §1067(3), Oct. 5, 1999, 113 Stat. 774, required the sub-
mission of reports by the Secretary of Defense on the
development of the European Security and Defense
Identity within the NATO Alliance, prior to repeal by
Pub. L. 108-136, div. A, title X, §1031(g)(2), Nov. 24, 2003,
117 Stat. 1604.

NATO ENLARGEMENT FACILITATION

Pub. L. 104-208, div. A, title I, §101(c) [title VI], Sept.
30, 1996, 110 Stat. 3009-121, 3009-173, provided that:
“SEC. 601. SHORT TITLE.

““This title may be cited as the ‘NATO Enlargement
Facilitation Act of 1996°.
“SEC. 602. FINDINGS.

““The Congress makes the following findings:
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‘(1) Since 1949, the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion (NATO) has played an essential role in guaran-
teeing the security, freedom, and prosperity of the
United States and its partners in the Alliance.

‘“(2) The NATO Alliance is, and has been since its
inception, purely defensive in character, and it poses
no threat to any nation. The enlargement of the
NATO Alliance to include as full and equal members
emerging democracies in Central and Eastern Europe
will serve to reinforce stability and security in Eu-
rope by fostering their integration into the struc-
tures which have created and sustained peace in Eu-
rope since 1945. Their admission into NATO will not
threaten any nation. America’s security, freedom,
and prosperity remain linked to the security of the
countries of Europe.

‘“(83) The sustained commitment of the member
countries of NATO to a mutual defense has made pos-
sible the democratic transformation of Central and
Eastern Europe. Members of the Alliance can and
should play a critical role in addressing the security
challenges of the post-Cold War era and in creating
the stable environment needed for those emerging de-
mocracies in Central and Eastern Europe to success-
fully complete political and economic trans-
formation.

‘“(4) The United States continues to regard the po-
litical independence and territorial integrity of all
emerging democracies in Central and Eastern Europe
as vital to European peace and security.

‘() The active involvement by the countries of
Central and Eastern Europe has made the Partner-
ship for Peace program an important forum to foster
cooperation between NATO and those countries seek-
ing NATO membership.

‘“(6) NATO has enlarged its membership on 3 dif-
ferent occasions since 1949.

“(T) Congress supports the admission of qualified
new members to NATO and the European Union at an
early date and has sought to facilitate the admission
of qualified new members into NATO.

‘(8) Lasting security and stability in Europe re-
quires not only the military integration of emerging
democracies in Central and Eastern Europe into ex-
isting European structures, but also the eventual eco-
nomic and political integration of these countries
into existing European structures.

“(9) As new members of NATO assume the respon-
sibilities of Alliance membership, the costs of main-
taining stability in Europe should be shared more
widely. Facilitation of the enlargement process will
require current members of NATO, and the United
States in particular, to demonstrate the political will
needed to build on successful ongoing programs such
as the Warsaw Initiative and the Partnership for
Peace by making available the resources necessary to
supplement efforts prospective new members are
themselves undertaking.

‘/(10) New members will be full members of the Alli-
ance, enjoying all rights and assuming all the obliga-
tions under the North Atlantic Treaty, signed at
Washington on April 4, 1949 (hereafter in this Act re-
ferred to as the ‘Washington Treaty’).

‘“(11) In order to assist emerging democracies in
Central and Eastern Europe that have expressed in-
terest in joining NATO to be prepared to assume the
responsibilities of NATO membership, the United
States should encourage and support efforts by such
countries to develop force structures and force mod-
ernization priorities that will enable such countries
to contribute to the full range of NATO missions, in-
cluding, most importantly, territorial defense of the
Alliance.

‘“(12) Cooperative regional peacekeeping initiatives
involving emerging democracies in Central and East-
ern Europe that have expressed interest in joining
NATO, such as the Baltic Peacekeeping Battalion,
the Polish-Lithuanian Joint Peacekeeping Force, and
the Polish-Ukrainian Peacekeeping Force, can make
an important contribution to European peace and se-
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curity and international peacekeeping efforts, can as-
sist those countries preparing to assume the respon-
sibilities of possible NATO membership, and accord-
ingly should receive appropriate support from the
United States.

¢(13) NATO remains the only multilateral security
organization capable of conducting effective military
operations and preserving security and stability of
the Euro-Atlantic region.

‘(14) NATO is an important diplomatic forum and
has played a positive role in defusing tensions be-
tween members of the Alliance and, as a result, no
military action has occurred between two Alliance
member states since the inception of NATO in 1949.

‘“(156) The admission to NATO of emerging democ-
racies in Central and Eastern Europe which are found
to be in a position to further the principles of the
Washington Treaty would contribute to international
peace and enhance the security of the region. Coun-
tries which have become democracies and established
market economies, which practice good neighborly
relations, and which have established effective demo-
cratic civilian control over their defense establish-
ments and attained a degree of interoperability with
NATO, should be evaluated for their potential to fur-
ther the principles of the Washington Treaty.

‘“(16) Democratic civilian control of defense forces
is an essential element in the process of preparation
for those states interested in possible NATO member-
ship.

‘“(17) Protection and promotion of fundamental
freedoms and human rights is an integral aspect of
genuine security, and in evaluating requests for
membership in NATO, the human rights records of
the emerging democracies in Central and Eastern Eu-
rope should be evaluated according to their commit-
ments to fulfill in good faith the human rights obli-
gations of the Charter of the United Nations, the
principles of the Universal Declaration on Human
Rights, and the Helsinki Final Act.

‘(18) A number of Central and Eastern European
countries have expressed interest in NATO member-
ship, and have taken concrete steps to demonstrate
this commitment, including their participation in
Partnership for Peace activities.

‘“(19) The Caucasus region remains important geo-
graphically and politically to the future security of
Central Europe. As NATO proceeds with the process
of enlargement, the United States and NATO should
continue to examine means to strengthen the sov-
ereignty and enhance the security of United Nations
recognized countries in that region.

‘(20) In recognition that not all countries which
have requested membership in NATO will necessarily
qualify at the same pace, the accession date for each
new member will vary.

‘(21) The provision of additional NATO transition
assistance should include those emerging democ-
racies most ready for closer ties with NATO and
should be designed to assist other countries meeting
specified criteria of eligibility to move forward to-
ward eventual NATO membership.

‘(22) The Congress of the United States finds in
particular that Poland, Hungary, and the Czech Re-
public have made significant progress toward achiev-
ing the criteria set forth in section 203(d)(3) of the
NATO Participation Act of 1994 [Pub. L. 103-447, set
out in a note below] and should be eligible for the ad-
ditional assistance described in this Act.

¢(23) The evaluation of future membership in NATO
for emerging democracies in Central and Eastern Eu-
rope should be based on the progress of those nations
in meeting criteria for NATO membership, which re-
quire enhancement of NATO’s security and the ap-
proval of all NATO members.

‘“(24) The process of NATO enlargement entails the
consensus agreement of the governments of all 16
NATO members and ratification in accordance with
their constitutional procedures.

“(25) Some NATO members, such as Spain and Nor-
way, do not allow the deployment of nuclear weapons
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on their territory although they are accorded the full
collective security guarantees provided by Article 5
of the Washington Treaty. There is no a priori re-
quirement for the stationing of nuclear weapons on
the territory of new NATO members, particularly in
the current security climate. However, NATO retains
the right to alter its security posture at any time as
circumstances warrant.

“SEC. 603. UNITED STATES POLICY.
“It is the policy of the United States—

(1) to join with the NATO allies of the United
States to adapt the role of the NATO Alliance in the
post-Cold War world;

‘“(2) to actively assist the emerging democracies in
Central and Eastern Europe in their transition so
that such countries may eventually qualify for NATO
membership;

‘“(3) to support the enlargement of NATO in rec-
ognition that enlargement will benefit the interests
of the United States and the Alliance and to consider
these benefits in any analysis of the costs of NATO
enlargement;

‘“(4) to ensure that all countries in Central and
Eastern Europe are fully aware of and capable of as-
suming the costs and responsibilities of NATO mem-
bership, including the obligation set forth in Article
10 of the Washington Treaty that new members be
able to contribute to the security of the North Atlan-
tic area; and

‘“(5) to work to define a constructive and coopera-
tive political and security relationship between an
enlarged NATO and the Russian Federation.

“SEC. 604. SENSE OF THE CONGRESS REGARDING

FURTHER ENLARGEMENT OF NATO.

“It is the sense of the Congress that in order to pro-
mote economic stability and security in Slovakia, Es-
tonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania, Bulgaria, Albania,
Moldova, and Ukraine—

‘(1) the United States should continue and expand
its support for the full and active participation of
these countries in activities appropriate for quali-
fying for NATO membership;

‘“(2) the United States Government should use all
diplomatic means available to press the European
Union to admit as soon as possible any country which
qualifies for membership;

‘(3) the United States Government and the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization should continue and ex-
pand their support for military exercises and peace-
keeping initiatives between and among these nations,
nations of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization,
and Russia; and

‘“(4) the process of enlarging NATO to include
emerging democracies in Central and Eastern Europe
should not be limited to consideration of admitting
Poland, Hungary, the Czech Republic, and Slovenia as
full members of the NATO Alliance.

“SEC. 605. SENSE OF THE CONGRESS REGARDING

ESTONIA, LATVIA AND LITHUANIA.

“In view of the forcible incorporation of Estonia, Lat-
via, Lithuania into the Soviet Union in 1940 under the
Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact and the refusal of the United
States and other countries to recognize that incorpora-
tion for over 50 years, it is the sense of the Congress
that—

‘(1) Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania have valid his-
torical security concerns that must be taken into ac-
count by the United States; and

‘“(2) Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania should not be
disadvantaged in seeking to join NATO by virtue of
their forcible incorporation into the Soviet Union.

“SEC. 606. DESIGNATION OF COUNTRIES ELIGIBLE
FOR NATO ENLARGEMENT ASSISTANCE.

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The following countries are des-
ignated as eligible to receive assistance under the pro-
gram established under section 203(a) of the NATO Par-
ticipation Act of 1994 [Pub. L. 103-447, set out in a note
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below] and shall be deemed to have been so designated
pursuant to section 203(d)(1) of such Act: Poland, Hun-
gary, and the Czech Republic.

“(b) DESIGNATION OF SLOVENIA.—Effective 90 days
after the date of enactment of this Act [Sept. 30, 1996],
Slovenia is designated as eligible to receive assistance
under the program established under section 203(a) of
the NATO Participation Act of 1994, and shall be
deemed to have been so designated pursuant to section
203(d) of such Act, unless the President certifies to Con-
gress prior to such effective date that Slovenia fails to
meet the criteria under section 203(d)(3) of such Act.

‘“(c) DESIGNATION OF OTHER COUNTRIES.—The Presi-
dent shall designate other emerging democracies in
Central and Eastern Europe as eligible to receive as-
sistance under the program established under section
203(a) of such Act if such countries—

‘(1) have expressed a clear desire to join NATO;
‘“(2) have begun an individualized dialogue with

NATO in preparation for accession;

‘“(3) are strategically significant to an effective

NATO defense; and

‘“(4) meet the other criteria outlined in section

203(d)(3) of the NATO Participation Act of 1994 (title

II of Public Law 103-447; 22 U.S.C. 1928 note).

‘(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this section
precludes the designation by the President of Estonia,
Latvia, Lithuania, Romania, Slovakia, Bulgaria, Alba-
nia, Moldova, Ukraine, or any other emerging democ-
racy in Central and Eastern Europe pursuant to section
203(d) of the NATO Participation Act of 1994 as eligible
to receive assistance under the program established
under section 203(a) of such Act.

“SEC. 607. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS

FOR NATO ENLARGEMENT ASSISTANCE.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be appro-
priated $60,000,000 for fiscal year 1997 for the program
established under section 203(a) of the NATO Participa-
tion Act of 1994 [Pub. L. 103-447, set out in a note
below].

‘“(b) AVAILABILITY.—Of the funds authorized to be ap-
propriated by subsection (a)—

‘(1) not less than $20,000,000 shall be available for
the cost, as defined in section 502(5) of the [Federal]
Credit Reform Act of 1990 [2 U.S.C. 661a(5)], of direct
loans pursuant to the authority of section 203(c)(4) of
the NATO Participation Act of 1994 (relating to the
‘Foreign Military Financing Program’);

‘(2) not less than $30,000,000 shall be available for
assistance on a grant basis pursuant to the authority
of section 203(c)(4) of the NATO Participation Act of
1994 (relating to the ‘Foreign Military Financing Pro-
gram’); and

““(3) not more than $10,000,000 shall be available for
assistance pursuant to the authority of section
203(c)(3) of the NATO Participation Act of 1994 (relat-
ing to international military education and training).
“(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Amounts authorized to

be appropriated under this section are authorized to be
appropriated in addition to such amounts as otherwise
may be available for such purposes.

“SEC. 608. REGIONAL AIRSPACE INITIATIVE AND
PARTNERSHIP FOR PEACE INFORMATION MAN-
AGEMENT SYSTEM.

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—To the extent provided in advance
in appropriations acts for such purposes, funds de-
scribed in subsection (b) are authorized to be made
available to support the implementation of the Re-
gional Airspace Initiative and the Partnership for
Peace Information Management System, including—

‘(1) the procurement of items in support of these
programs; and

‘“(2) the transfer of such items to countries partici-
pating in these programs.

‘“(b) FUNDS DESCRIBED.—Funds described in this sub-
section are funds that are available—

‘(1) during any fiscal year under the NATO Partici-
pation Act of 1994 [Pub. L. 103-447, set out as a note
below] with respect to countries eligible for assist-
ance under that Act; or
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‘“(2) during fiscal year 1997 under any Act to carry
out the Warsaw Initiative.

“SEC. 609. EXCESS DEFENSE ARTICLES.

‘‘(a) PRIORITY DELIVERY.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, the delivery of excess defense articles
under the authority of section 203(c)(1) and (2) of the
NATO Participation Act of 1994 [Pub. L. 103-447, set out
in a note below] and section 516 of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 [22 U.S.C. 2321j] shall be given priority
to the maximum extent feasible over the delivery of
such excess defense articles to all other countries ex-
cept those countries referred to in section 541 of the
Foreign Operations, Export Financing, and Related
Programs Appropriations Act, 1995 (Public Law 103-306;
108 Stat. 1640).

“(b) COOPERATIVE REGIONAL PEACEKEEPING INITIA-
TIVES.—The Congress encourages the President to pro-
vide excess defense articles and other appropriate as-
sistance to cooperative regional peacekeeping initia-
tives involving emerging democracies in Central and
Eastern Europe that have expressed an interest in join-
ing NATO in order to enhance their ability to con-
tribute to European peace and security and inter-
national peacekeeping efforts.

“SEC. 610. MODERNIZATION OF DEFENSE CAPA-
BILITY.

“The Congress endorses efforts by the United States
to modernize the defense capability of Poland, Hun-
gary, the Czech Republic, Slovenia, and any other
countries designated by the President pursuant to sec-
tion 203(d) of the NATO Participation Act of 1994 [Pub.
L. 103-447, set out in a note below], by exploring with
such countries options for the sale or lease to such
countries of weapons systems compatible with those
used by NATO members, including air defense systems,
advanced fighter aircraft, and telecommunications in-
frastructure.

“SEC. 611. TERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY.

‘‘(a) TERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY.—The eligibility of a
country designated pursuant to subsection (a) or (b) of
section 606 or pursuant to section 203(d) of the NATO
Participation Act of 1994 [Pub. L. 103-447, set out in a
note below] may be terminated upon a determination
by the President that such country does not meet the
criteria set forth in section 203(d)(3) of the NATO Par-
ticipation Act of 1994.

‘“(b) NOTIFICATION.—At least 15 days before termi-
nating the eligibility of any country pursuant to sub-
section (a), the President shall notify the congressional
committees specified in section 634A of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 [22 U.S.C. 2394-1] in accordance with
the procedures applicable to reprogramming notifica-
tions under that section.

“SEC. 612. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS TO THE
NATO PARTICIPATION ACT.
“[Amended section 203 of Pub. L. 103447, set out in a
note below.]”’

DEFENSE BURDENSHARING

Pub. L. 105-85, div. A, title XII, §1221, Nov. 18, 1997, 111
Stat. 1935, as amended by Pub. L. 105-261, div. A, title
XII, §1233, Oct. 17, 1998, 112 Stat. 2156; Pub. L. 106-398,
§1 [[div. A], title X, §1087(e)(2)], Oct. 30, 2000, 114 Stat.
1654, 1654A-293, provided that:

‘“(a) EFFORTS TO INCREASE ALLIED BURDENSHARING.—
The President shall seek to have each nation that has
cooperative military relations with the United States
(including security agreements, basing arrangements,
or mutual participation in multinational military or-
ganizations or operations) take one or more of the fol-
lowing actions:

‘(1) For any nation in which United States military
personnel are assigned to permanent duty ashore, in-
crease its financial contributions to the payment of
the nonpersonnel costs incurred by the United States
Government for stationing United States military
personnel in that nation, with a goal of achieving by
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September 30, 2000, 75 percent of such costs. An in-
crease in financial contributions by any nation under
this paragraph may include the elimination of taxes,
fees, or other charges levied on United States mili-
tary personnel, equipment, or facilities stationed in
that nation.

‘“(2) Increase its annual budgetary outlays for na-
tional defense as a percentage of its gross domestic
product by 10 percent or at least to a level commen-
surate to that of the United States by September 30,
1999.

‘“(3) Increase its annual budgetary outlays for for-
eign assistance (to promote democratization, govern-
mental accountability and transparency, economic
stabilization and development, defense economic con-
version, respect for the rule of law and internation-
ally recognized human rights, and humanitarian re-
lief efforts) by 10 percent or to provide such foreign
assistance at an annual rate that is not less than one
percent of its gross domestic product, by September
30, 1999.

‘“(4) Increase the military assets (including per-
sonnel, equipment, logistics, support and other re-
sources) that it contributes or has pledged to con-
tribute to multinational military activities world-
wide by 10 percent by September 30, 1999.

“(b) AUTHORITIES TO ENCOURAGE ACTIONS BY UNITED
STATES ALLIES.—In seeking the actions described in
subsection (a) with respect to any nation, or in re-
sponse to a failure by any nation to undertake one or
more of such actions, the President may take any of
the following measures to the extent otherwise author-
ized by law:

‘(1) Reduce the end strength level of members of
the Armed Forces assigned to permanent duty ashore
in that nation.

‘(2) Impose on that nation fees or other charges
similar to those that such nation imposes on United
States forces stationed in that nation.

‘“(3) Reduce (through rescission, impoundment, or
other appropriate procedures as authorized by law)
the amount the United States contributes to the
NATO Civil Budget, Military Budget, or Security In-
vestment Program.

‘“(4) Suspend, modify, or terminate any bilateral se-
curity agreement the United States has with that na-
tion, consistent with the terms of such agreement.

‘(6) Reduce (through rescission, impoundment or
other appropriate procedures as authorized by law)
any United States bilateral assistance appropriated
for that nation.

‘(6) Take any other action the President deter-
mines to be appropriate as authorized by law.

‘“(c) REPORT ON PROGRESS IN INCREASING ALLIED
BURDENSHARING.—Not later than March 1, 1999, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to Congress a report
on—

‘(1) steps taken by other nations to complete the
actions described in subsection (a);

‘(2) all measures taken by the President, including
those authorized in subsection (b), to achieve the ac-
tions described in subsection (a);

‘“(3) the difference between the amount allocated by
other nations for each of the actions described in sub-
section (a) during the period beginning on October 1,
1996, and ending on September 30, 1997, and during the
period beginning on October 1, 1997, and ending on
September 30, 1998, or, in the case of any nation for
which the data for such periods is inadequate, the dif-
ference between the amounts for the latest periods
for which adequate data is available; and

‘“(4) the budgetary savings to the United States
that are expected to accrue as a result of the steps
described under paragraph (1).

“(d) REPORT ON NATIONAL SECURITY BASES FOR FOR-
WARD DEPLOYMENT AND BURDENSHARING RELATION-
SHIPS.—(1) In order to ensure the best allocation of
budgetary resources, the President shall undertake a
review of the status of elements of the United States
Armed Forces that are permanently stationed outside
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the United States. The review shall include an assess-
ment of the following:

““(A) The alliance requirements that are to be found
in agreements between the United States and other
countries.

‘“(B) The national security interests that support
permanently stationing elements of the TUnited
States Armed Forces outside the United States.

‘“(C) The stationing costs associated with the for-
ward deployment of elements of the United States
Armed Forces.

‘(D) The alternatives available to forward deploy-
ment (such as material prepositioning, enhanced air-
lift and sealift, or joint training operations) to meet
such alliance requirements or national security in-
terests, with such alternatives identified and de-
scribed in detail.

‘“(E) The costs and force structure configurations
associated with such alternatives to forward deploy-
ment.

‘“(F) The financial contributions that allies of the
United States make to common defense efforts (to
promote democratization, economic stabilization,
transparency arrangements, defense economic con-
version, respect for the rule of law, and internation-
ally recognized human rights).

‘(G) The contributions that allies of the United
States make to meeting the stationing costs associ-
ated with the forward deployment of elements of the
United States Armed Forces.

‘““(H) The annual expenditures of the United States
and its allies on national defense, and the relative
percentages of each nation’s gross domestic product
constituted by those expenditures.

‘(2) The President shall submit to Congress a report
on the review under paragraph (1). The report shall be
submitted not later than March 1, 1999, in classified and
unclassified form.”

[Pub. L. 105261, div. A, title XII, §1233(a), Oct. 17,
1998, 112 Stat. 2156, provided that the amendments made
by that section to section 1221(a) of Pub. L. 105-85, set
out above, are effective Oct. 1, 1998.]

Similar provisions were contained in the following
prior authorization act:

Pub. L. 104201, div. A, title X, §1084, Sept. 23, 1996, 110
Stat. 2673, as amended by Pub. L. 108-136, div. A, title
X, §1045(e), Nov. 24, 2003, 117 Stat. 1613.

NATO PARTICIPATION

Pub. L. 103-447, title II, Nov. 2, 1994, 108 Stat. 4695, as
amended by Pub. L. 104-107, title V, §585, Feb. 12, 1996,
110 Stat. 752; Pub. L. 104-208, div. A, title I, §101(c) [title
VI, §612], Sept. 30, 1996, 110 Stat. 3009-121, 3009-178; Pub.
L. 105-2717, div. G, subdiv. B, title XXVII, §2703(e), Oct.
21, 1998, 112 Stat. 2681-842, provided that:

“SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE.
“This title may be cited as the ‘NATO Participation
Act of 1994°.

“SEC. 202. SENSE OF THE CONGRESS.
“It is the sense of the Congress that—

‘(1) the leaders of the NATO member nations are to
be commended for reaffirming that NATO member-
ship remains open to Partnership for Peace countries
emerging from communist domination and for wel-
coming eventual expansion of NATO to include such
countries;

‘4(2) full and active participants in the Partnership
for Peace in a position to further the principles of the
North Atlantic Treaty and to contribute to the secu-
rity of the North Atlantic area should be invited to
become full NATO members in accordance with Arti-
cle 10 of such Treaty at an early date, if such partici-
pants—

‘“(A) maintain their progress toward establishing
democratic institutions, free market economies, ci-
vilian control of their armed forces, and the rule of
law; and

‘“(B) remain committed to protecting the rights
of all their citizens and respecting the territorial
integrity of their neighbors;
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‘“(3) the United States, other NATO member na-
tions, and NATO itself should furnish appropriate as-
sistance to facilitate the transition to full NATO
membership at an early date of full and active par-
ticipants in the Partnership for Peace; and

‘“(4) in particular, Poland, Hungary, the Czech Re-
public, and Slovakia have made significant progress
toward establishing democratic institutions, free
market economies, civilian control of their armed
forces, and the rule of law since the fall of their pre-
vious communist governments.

“SEC. 203. AUTHORITY FOR PROGRAM TO FACILI-

TATE TRANSITION TO NATO MEMBERSHIP.

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The President may establish a pro-
gram to assist the transition to full NATO membership
of Poland, Hungary, the Czech Republic, Slovakia, and
other Partnership for Peace emerging democracies in
Central and Eastern Europe designated pursuant to
subsection (d).

‘“(b) CoNDUCT OF PROGRAM.—The program established
under subsection (a) shall facilitate the transition to
full NATO membership of the countries designated
under subsection (d) by supporting and encouraging,
inter alia—

‘(1) joint planning, training, and military exercises
with NATO forces;

‘“(2) greater interoperability of military equipment,
air defense systems, and command, control, and com-
munications systems; and

“(3) conformity of military doctrine.

‘“(c) TYPE OF ASSISTANCE.—In carrying out the pro-
gram established under subsection (a), the President
may provide to the countries designated under sub-
section (d) the following types of security assistance:

‘(1) The transfer of excess defense articles under
section 516 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 [22
U.S.C. 2321j].

‘“(2) Assistance under chapter 5 of part II of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 [22 U.S.C. 2347 et seq.] (re-
lating to international military education and train-
ing).

‘(3) Assistance under section 23 of the Arms Export
Control Act [22 U.S.C. 2763] (relating to the ‘Foreign
Military Financing Program’).

‘“(4) Assistance under chapter 4 of part II of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 [22 U.S.C. 2346 et seq.] (re-
lating to the Economic Support Fund).

‘“(5) Funds made available for the ‘Nonproliferation
and Disarmament Fund’.

‘“(6) Assistance under chapter 6 of part II of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 [22 U.S.C. 2348 et seq.] (re-
lating to peacekeeping operations and other pro-
grams).

‘“(7T) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, in-
cluding section 516(e) of the Foreign Assistance Act
of 1961 [22 U.S.C. 2321j(e)], the President may direct
the crating, packing, handling, and transportation of
excess defense articles provided pursuant to para-
graph (1) of this subsection without charge to the re-
cipient of such articles.
¢‘(d) DESIGNATION OF ELIGIBLE COUNTRIES.—

‘(1) INITIAL PRESIDENTIAL REVIEW AND DESIGNA-
TION.—Within 60 days of the enactment of the NATO
Participation Act Amendments of 1995 [NATO Par-
ticipation Act Amendments of 1995 was contained in
S. 602 and title VII of H.R. 1868 which were prede-
cessor versions of provisions enacted into law by sec-
tion 585 of Pub. L. 104-107, which was approved Feb.
12, 1996], the President should evaluate the degree to
which any emerging democracies in Central and East-
ern Europe which has expressed its interest in joining
NATO meets the criteria set forth in paragraph (3),
and may designate one or more of these countries as
eligible to receive assistance under the program es-
tablished under subsection (a). The President shall,
at the time of designation of any country pursuant to
this paragraph, determine and report to the Commit-
tees on International Relations and Appropriations of
the House of Representatives and the Committees on
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Foreign Relations and Appropriations of the Senate
with respect to each country so designated that such
country meets the criteria set forth in paragraph (3).

‘(2) OTHER EUROPEAN COUNTRIES EMERGING FROM

COMMUNIST DOMINATION.—In addition to the countries

designated pursuant to paragraph (1), the President

may at any time designate other European emerging
democracies in Central and Eastern Europe as eligi-
ble to receive assistance under the program estab-
lished under subsection (a). The President shall, at
the time of designation of any country pursuant to
this paragraph, determine and report to the Commit-
tees on International Relations and Appropriations of
the House of Representatives and the Committees on

Foreign Relations and Appropriations of the Senate

with respect to each country so designated that such

country meets the criteria set forth in paragraph (3).

‘(3) CRITERIA.—The criteria referred to in para-
graphs (1) and (2) are, with respect to each country,
that the country—

‘“(A) has made significant progress toward estab-
lishing—

‘(i) shared values and interests;

‘“(ii) democratic governments;

‘“(iii) free market economies;

‘‘(iv) civilian control of the military, of the po-
lice, and of intelligence services, so that these or-
ganizations do not pose a threat to democratic in-
stitutions, neighboring countries, or the security
of NATO or the United States;

‘“(v) adherence to the rule of law and to the val-
ues, principles, and political commitments set
forth in the Helsinki Final Act and other declara-
tions by the members of the Organization on Se-
curity and Cooperation in Europe;

‘“(vi) commitment to further the principles of
NATO and to contribute to the security of the
North Atlantic area;

‘Y(vil) commitment to protecting the rights of
all their citizens and respecting the territorial in-
tegrity of their neighbors;

“(viii) commitment and ability to accept the
obligations, responsibilities, and costs of NATO
membership; and

“(ix) commitment and ability to implement in-
frastructure development activities that will fa-
cilitate participation in and support for NATO
military activities;

‘(B) is likely, within five years of such deter-
mination, to be in a position to further the prin-
ciples of the North Atlantic Treaty and to con-
tribute to the security of the North Atlantic area;
and

‘“(C) is not ineligible to receive assistance under
section 552 of the Foreign Operations, Export Fi-
nancing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act,
1996 [110 Stat. 741], with respect to transfers of
equipment to a country the government of which
the Secretary of State has determined is a terrorist
government for purposes of section 40(d) of the
Arms Export Control Act [22 U.S.C. 2780(d)].

‘‘(e) NOTIFICATION.—At least 15 days before desig-
nating any country pursuant to subsection (d), the
President shall notify the appropriate congressional
committees in accordance with the procedures applica-
ble under section 634A of the Foreign Assistance Act of
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2394-1), and shall include with such noti-
fication a memorandum of justification with respect to
the proposed designation.

‘(f) DETERMINATION.—It is hereby determined that
Poland, Hungary, the Czech Republic, and Slovakia
meet the criteria required in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3)
of subsection (d).

‘(g) EFFECT ON OTHER AUTHORITIES.—Nothing in this
Act [title] shall affect the eligibility of countries to
participate under other provisions of law in programs
described in this Act [title].

“SEC. 204. ADDITIONAL AUTHORITIES.

‘“(a) ARMS EXPORT CONTROL ACT.—The President is
authorized to exercise the authority of sections 63 and
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65 of the Arms Export Control Act [22 U.S.C. 2796b,
2796d] with respect to any country designated under
section 203(d) of this title on the same basis authorized
with respect to NATO countries.

‘“(b) OTHER NATO AUTHORITIES.—The President
should designate any country designated under section
203(d) of this title as eligible under sections 2350c and
23501 of title 10, United States Code.

‘“(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of Congress
that, in the interest of maintaining stability and pro-
moting democracy in Poland, Hungary, the Czech Re-
public, Slovakia, and any other Partnership for Peace
country designated under section 203(d) of this title,
those countries should be included in all activities
under section 2457 of title 10, United States Code, re-
lated to the increased standardization and enhanced
interoperability of equipment and weapons systems,
through coordinated training and procurement activi-
ties, as well as other means, undertaken by the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization members and other allied
countries.

“SEC. 205. ANNUAL REPORTING REQUIREMENT.

‘““The President shall include in the annual report re-
quired by [former] section 514(a) of Public Law 103-236
(22 U.S.C. 1928 note) the following:

‘(1) A description of all assistance provided under
the program established under section 203(a), or oth-
erwise provided by the United States Government to
facilitate the transition to full NATO membership of
Poland, Hungary, the Czech Republic, Slovakia, and
any other country designated by the President pursu-
ant to section 203(d).

“(2) A description, on the basis of information re-
ceived from the recipients and from NATO, of all as-
sistance provided by other NATO member nations or
NATO itself to facilitate the transition to full NATO
membership of Poland, Hungary, the Czech Republic,
Slovakia, and any other country designated by the
President pursuant to section 203(d).”

COST-SHARING PoLIicy

Pub. L. 103-337, div. A, title XIII, §1313(a)-(d), Oct. 5,
1994, 108 Stat. 2894, 2895, as amended by Pub. L. 110-417,
[div. A], title XII, §1238(b), Oct. 14, 2008, 122 Stat. 4644,
provided that:

‘‘(a) PorLicY.—It is the policy of the United States
that the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)
allies should assist the United States in paying the in-
cremental costs incurred by the United States for
maintaining members of the Armed Forces in assign-
ments to permanent duty ashore in European member
nations of NATO solely for support of NATO roles and
missions.

‘“(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—The President shall take all
necessary actions to ensure the effective implementa-
tion of the policy set forth in subsection (a).

“(c) INCREMENTAL COSTS DEFINED.—For purposes of
subsection (a), the definition provided for the term ‘in-
cremental costs’ in section 1046 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 [Pub.
L. 102-190, set out below], as added by subsection (e),
shall apply with respect to maintaining members of the
Armed Forces in assignments to permanent duty
ashore in European member nations of NATO in the
same manner as such term applies with respect to per-
manent stationing ashore of United States forces in
foreign nations for purposes of subsection (e)(4) of such
section 1046.

““[(d) Redesignated (c).]”

IMPLEMENTATION OF PARTNERSHIP FOR PEACE

Pub. L. 103-236, title V, §514, Apr. 30, 1994, 108 Stat.
467, as amended by Pub. L. 112-74, div. I, title VII,
§7034(n), Dec. 23, 2011, 125 Stat. 1217, provided that:

“[(a) Repealed. Pub. L. 112-74, div. I, title VII,
§7034(n), Dec. 23, 2011, 125 Stat. 1217.]

“(b) AUTHORITY OF THE PRESIDENT.—The President is
authorized to confer, pursuant to agreement with any
country eligible to participate in the Partnership for
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Peace, rights in respect of the military and related ci-
vilian personnel (including dependents of any such per-
sonnel) and activities of that country in the United
States comparable to the rights conferred by that
country in respect of the military and related civilian
personnel (including dependents of any such personnel)
and activities of the United States in that country.”

[Functions of President under section 514 of Pub. L.
103-236, set out above, delegated to Secretary of State
by section 1 of Ex. Ord. No. 13313, July 31, 2003, 68 F.R.
46073, set out as a note under section 301 of Title 3, The
President.]

DEFENSE COST-SHARING

Pub. L. 102-190, div. A, title X, §1046, Dec. 5, 1991, 105
Stat. 1466, as amended by Pub. L. 103-160, div. A, title
XIV, §1412(b), Nov. 30, 1993, 107 Stat. 1829; Pub. L.
103-337, div. A, title XIII, §1313(e), Oct. 5, 1994, 108 Stat.
2895; Pub. L. 11591, div. A, title X, §1051(e), Dec. 12,
2017, 131 Stat. 1563, provided that:

‘(a) DEFENSE COST-SHARING AGREEMENTS.—(1) The
President shall consult with the foreign nations de-
scribed in paragraph (2) to seek to achieve, within 12
months after the date of the enactment of this Act
[Dec. 5, 1991], an agreement on equitable defense cost-
sharing with each such nation.

“(2) The foreign nations referred to in paragraph (1)
are—

‘““(A) each member nation of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization (other than the United States);
and

‘(B) every other foreign nation with which the
United States has a bilateral or multilateral defense
agreement that provides for the assignment of com-
bat units of the Armed Forces of the United States to
permanent duty in the nation or the placement of
combat equipment of the United States in the nation.
‘“(3) Each defense cost-sharing agreement entered

into under paragraph (1) should provide that the for-
eign nation agrees to share equitably with the United
States, through cash compensation or in-kind contribu-
tions, or a combination thereof, the costs to the United
States that arise solely from the implementation of the
provisions of the bilateral or multilateral defense
agreement with that nation.

‘“(b) EXCEPTION.—The provisions of subsection (a)
shall not apply to those foreign nations that receive as-
sistance under section 23 of the Arms Export Control
Act (22 U.S.C. 2763) relating to the foreign military fi-
nancing program or under chapter 4 of part II of the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2346 et seq.) re-
lating to the Economic Support Fund.

‘‘(c) CONSULTATIONS.—In conducting the consulta-
tions required under subsection (a), the President
should make maximum feasible use of the Department
of Defense and the post of Ambassador-at-Large created
by section 8125(c) of the Department of Defense Appro-
priations Act, 1989 [Pub. L. 100-463] (10 U.S.C. 113 note).

“(d) ALLIES MUTUAL DEFENSE PAYMENTS ACCOUNT.—
The Secretary of Defense shall maintain an accounting
for defense cost-sharing under each agreement entered
into with a foreign nation pursuant to subsection (a).
The accounting shall show for each foreign nation the
amount and nature of the—

‘(1) cost-sharing contributions agreed to by the na-
tion;

‘(2) cost-sharing contributions delivered by the na-
tion;

‘(3) additional contributions by the nation to any
commonly funded multilateral programs providing
for United States participation in the common de-
fense;

‘“(4) contributions by the United States to any such
commonly funded multilateral programs;

‘“(5) contributions of all other nations to any such
commonly funded multilateral programs; and

‘“(6) costs to the United States that arise solely
from the implementation of the provisions of the bi-
lateral or multilateral defense agreement with the
nation.
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ACTIVE-DUTY FORCES IN EUROPE OF MEMBER NATIONS
OF NATO

Pub. L. 101-189, div. A, title IX, §912, Nov. 29, 1989, 103
Stat. 1523, directed Secretary of Defense to ensure that,
for the next three years, the current ratio (expressed as
a percentage) of U.S. active duty forces in Europe to al-
lied active duty forces in Europe does not increase by
more than a specified amount.

SENSE OF CONGRESS ON NEED FOR MODERNIZATION OF
THEATER NUCLEAR CAPABILITIES OF NATO

Pub. L. 100456, div. A, title X, §1004, Sept. 29, 1988, 102
Stat. 2039, provided that:

‘‘(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the following find-
ings:

‘(1) The security of the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization (NATO) alliance will continue for the fore-
seeable future to rely on a modern and credible nu-
clear deterrent.

‘“(2) NATO should make every effort to achieve the
goal of raising the threshold for the use of nuclear
weapons in the event of a conflict in Europe.

‘(3) While recognizing that there is a critical need
for improvements in conventional forces, Congress
also recognizes that the United States will have to
devote defense resources in the future to the con-
tinuing modernization of the theater nuclear capa-
bilities of NATO.

‘“(4) The modernization of the theater nuclear capa-
bilities of NATO is a continuing process and stems
from the 1983 Montebello decision by NATO to reduce
the stockpile of nuclear weapons in Europe while tak-
ing steps to ensure that the remaining nuclear weap-
ons of the alliance are responsive, survivable, and ef-
fective.

‘(5) Programs to modernize theater nuclear forces,
which had a high priority for NATO before the ratifi-
cation of the Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces
(INF) Treaty, are at least as important following the
ratification of that treaty in May 1988.

‘“(6) The NATO Nuclear Planning Group recently re-
affirmed its endorsement of development by the
United States of a new missile for delivery of theater
nuclear weapons as a follow-on to the current Lance
missile, with a view toward an eventual decision on
deployment of such a follow-on missile.

‘“(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—In light of the findings in
subsection (a), it is the sense of Congress that—

‘(1) modernization of the theater nuclear capabili-
ties of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization is es-
sential to the deterrence strategy of the NATO alli-
ance, particularly in light of the requirements of the
Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces (INF) Treaty for
the destruction of intermediate-range nuclear weap-
ons;

‘(2) continued modernization by the United States
of theater nuclear capabilities should be undertaken
in close consultation with other NATO member na-
tions; and

““(8) the United States should proceed with ongoing
activities to meet the identified requirement of the
NATO alliance for development of a new missile for
delivery of theater nuclear weapons as a follow-on to
the Lance missile.”

REPORT ON OFFICIAL DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE
PROGRAM OF JAPAN

Pub. L. 100456, div. A, title X, §1009(b), Sept. 29, 1988,
102 Stat. 2041, which required annual reports on the Of-
ficial Development Assistance program of the Govern-
ment of Japan, was repealed by Pub. L. 115-91, div. A,
title X, §1051(c), Dec. 12, 2017, 131 Stat. 1562.

JAPAN-UNITED STATES SECURITY RELATIONSHIP AND
EFFORTS BY JAPAN TO FULFILL SELF-DEFENSE RE-
SPONSIBILITIES

Pub. L. 99-93, title VIII, §812, Aug. 16, 1985, 99 Stat.
453, as amended by Pub. L. 103-236, title I, §139(14), Apr.
30, 1994, 108 Stat. 398, provided that:
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‘‘(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress hereby finds—

‘(1) the Japan-United States security relationship
is the foundation of the peace and security of Japan
and the Far East, as well as a major contributor to
the protection of the United States and of the demo-
cratic freedoms and economic prosperity enjoyed by
both the United States and Japan;

‘“(2) the threats to our two democracies have in-
creased significantly since 1976, principally through
the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, the expansion of
Soviet armed forces in the Far East, the invasion of
Cambodia by Vietnam, and the instability in the Per-
sian Gulf region as signified by the continuing Iran-
Iraq conflict;

“(3) in recognition of these and other threats, the
United States has greatly increased its annual de-
fense spending through sustained real growth aver-
aging 8.8 percent yearly between fiscal 1981 and 1985,
and cumulative real growth of 50 percent in that pe-
riod;

‘“(4) the United States Government appreciates the
May 1981 commitment by the Prime Minister of
Japan that, pursuant to the Treaty of Mutual Co-
operation and Security of 1960 between Japan and the
United States, Japan, on its own initiative, would
seek to make even greater efforts for improving its
defense capabilities, and pursuant to Japan’s own
Constitution, it was national policy for his country
to acquire and maintain the self-defense forces ade-
quate for the defense of its land area and surrounding
airspace and sealanes, out to a distance of 1,000 miles;

‘() the United States Government applauds the
policy of Japan to obtain the capabilities to defend
its sea and air lanes out to 1,000 miles, expects that
these capabilities should be acquired by the end of
the decade, and recognizes that achieving those capa-
bilities would significantly improve the national se-
curity of both Japan and the United States;

‘“(6) the United States Government appreciates the
contribution already made by Japan through the
Host Nation Support Program and its recent efforts
to increase its defense spending; and

‘(7) Japan, however, in recent years consistently
has not provided sufficient funding and resources to
meet its self-defense needs and to meet common
United States-Japan defense objectives and alliance
responsibilities.

““(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of the Con-
gress that Japan, to fulfill its self-defense responsibil-
ities pursuant to the 1960 Mutual Cooperation and Se-
curity Treaty with the United States, and in accord-
ance with the national policy declaration made by its
Prime Minister in May 1981, to develop a 1,000-mile air-
space and sealanes defense capability, should imple-
ment a 1986-1990 Mid-Term Defense Plan containing
sufficient funding, program acquisition, and force de-
velopment resources to obtain the agreed-upon 1,000
mile self-defense capabilities by the end of the decade,
including the allocation of sufficient budgetary re-
sources annually to reduce substantially the ammuni-
tion, logistics, and sustainability shortfalls of its self-
defense forces.”

SENSE OF CONGRESS RELATING TO INCREASE IN
DEFENSE SPENDING BY UNITED STATES ALLIES

Pub. L. 98-525, title X, §1001, Oct. 19, 1984, 98 Stat.
2574, expressed the sense of Congress that the President
should call on the nations of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization to meet or exceed their pledges for an an-
nual increase in defense spending during fiscal years
1984 and 1985 of at least 3 percent real growth and
should call on Japan to further increase its defense
spending during fiscal years 1984 and 1985.

Similar provisions were contained in Pub. L. 98-473,
title I, §101(e) [§127], (h) [title VIII, §8105], Oct. 12, 1984,
98 Stat. 1877, 1883, 1904, 1943.

IMPROVEMENTS TO NATO CONVENTIONAL CAPABILITY

Pub. L. 98-525, title X, §1002, Oct. 19, 1984, 98 Stat.
2574, as amended by Pub. L. 99-145, title XI, §1101, Nov.
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8, 1985, 99 Stat. 707; Pub. L. 101-189, div. A, title IX,
§911(a), Nov. 29, 1989, 103 Stat. 1523; Pub. L. 101-510, div.
A, title IV, §406, title XIII, §1312(c)(1), (2), Nov. 5, 1990,
104 Stat. 15646, 1670; Pub. L. 102-25, title VII, §704(a)(2),
Apr. 6, 1991, 105 Stat. 118; Pub. L. 102-190, div. A, title
X, §1042, Dec. 5, 1991, 105 Stat. 1462; Pub. L. 102-484, div.
A, title XIII, §1303(a), Oct. 23, 1992, 106 Stat. 2546; Pub.
L. 103-160, div. A, title XIV, §1412(a), Nov. 30, 1993, 107
Stat. 1828; Pub. L. 103-337, div. A, title XIII, §1303(a)-(c),
Oct. 5, 1994, 108 Stat. 2889, 2890; Pub. L. 104-106, div. A,
title XIII, §1334(a), title XV, §1502(c)(7), Feb. 10, 1996, 110
Stat. 484, 508; Pub. L. 106-65, div. A, title X, §§1032(b)(4),
1067(12), Oct. 5, 1999, 113 Stat. 751, 775, provided that:

‘‘(a) The Congress finds—

‘(1) that the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO) should improve its conventional defense ca-
pability so as to lengthen the period of time that
Western Europe can be defended by conventional
forces without the necessity of resorting to the early
use of nuclear weapons in the event of a non-nuclear
attack on any NATO member country;

‘“(2) that fulfillment by NATO member nations of
their goals and commitments to increase defense
spending, improve conventional sustainability, and
provide support facilities in Western Europe for rapid
reinforcements from the United States is crucial to
accomplishing that objective; and

‘“(3) that an increase over current United States
military personnel levels in European member na-
tions of NATO can be justified only if these goals and
commitments are substantially met by NATO mem-
ber nations (other than the United States).

‘“(b) The Congress urges the President and the Sec-
retary of Defense to continue to encourage member na-
tions of NATO (other than the United States) to work
expeditiously to fulfill the following commitments
they have undertaken:

‘(1) To achieve and maintain an annual increase in
their defense spending of at least 3 percent, after in-
flation.

‘(2) To acquire a 30-day supply of air and ground
munitions among those NATO members which have
committed forces to the Northern, Center, and South-
ern Regions.

‘“(3) To construct the number of minimum essential
and emergency operating facilities and semihardened
aircraft shelters in Western Europe required by
NATO Ministerial Guidance to support, under NATO/
SHAPE standards, as a minimum, the annual com-
mitment of United States reinforcing tactical air-
craft.

‘“(c)(1) The end strength level of members of the
Armed Forces of the United States assigned to perma-
nent duty ashore in European member nations of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization may not exceed a
permanent ceiling of approximately 100,000 in any fiscal
year.

‘“(2) If the Secretary of Defense certifies to the Con-
gress in writing during any fiscal year after fiscal year
1985 that during the previous fiscal year the member
nations of NATO (other than the United States) have
undertaken significant measures to improve their con-
ventional defense capacity consistent with the goals
set forth in subsection (b) which contributes to length-
ening the time period between an armed attack on any
NATO country and the time the Supreme Allied Com-
mander, Europe, would have to request the release and
use of nuclear weapons, the Congress would give strong
consideration to authorizing an increase in the perma-
nent ceiling prescribed in paragraph (1) for fiscal years
after such fiscal year.

‘“(3) For purposes of this subsection, the following
members of the Armed Forces are excluded in calcu-
lating the end strength level of members of the Armed
Forces of the United States assigned to permanent
duty ashore in European member nations of NATO:

“(A) Members assigned to permanent duty ashore
in Iceland, Greenland, and the Azores.

‘“(B) Members performing duties in Europe for more
than 179 days under a military-to-military contact
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program under [former] section 168 of title 10, United
States Code.

“[(d) Repealed. Pub. L. 106-65, div. A, title X,
§1032(b)(4), Oct. 5, 1999, 113 Stat. 751.]
‘“(e)(1) The Congress finds that a viable ‘two-way

street’ of defense procurement improves NATO inter-
operability and therefore is important to overall im-
provements in conventional defense.

‘(2) In addition to any funds appropriated pursuant
to the authorization contained in this Act for the ac-
tivities of the Director of Operational Test and Evalua-
tion, Defense, the Director may use an additional
amount, not to exceed $50,000,000, to acquire certain
types of weapons, subsystems, and munitions of Euro-
pean NATO manufacture for side-by-side testing with
comparable United States manufactured items. Such
additional amount shall be derived from any funds ap-
propriated pursuant to an authorization contained in
this Act. Items that may be acquired under this para-
graph include submunitions and dispensers, anti-tank
and anti-armor guided missiles, mines, runway-
cratering devices, torpedoes, mortar systems, light ar-
mored vehicles, and high-velocity anti-tank guns.

“(f)(1) This section shall not apply in the event of a
declaration of war or an armed attack on any NATO
member country.

‘(2) This section may be waived by the President if
he declares an emergency and immediately informs the
Congress of his action and the reasons therefor.”

[Pub. L. 103-337, div. A, title XIII, §1303(d), Oct. 5,
1994, 108 Stat. 2890, provided that: ‘“The amendment
made by subsection (a) [amending section 1002(c)(1) of
Pub. L. 98-525, set out above] shall take effect on Octo-
ber 1, 1995.”"]

[Pub. L. 102-484, div. A, title XIII, §1303(b), Oct. 23,
1992, 106 Stat. 25646, which provided that the amendment
of section 1002(c)(1) of Pub. L. 98-525, set out above, by
section 1303(a) of Pub. L. 102-484, take effect Oct. 1, 1995,
was repealed by Pub. L. 103-337, div. A, title XIII,
§1303(c), Oct. 5, 1994, 108 Stat. 2890.]

[Pub. L. 101-189, div. A, title IX, §911(b), Nov. 29, 1989,
103 Stat. 1523, which provided that the amendment of
section 1002 of Pub. L. 98-525, set out above, by section
911(a) of Pub. L. 101-189, take effect on Sept. 30, 1991,
was repealed by Pub. L. 101-510, div. A, title IV, §406(c),
Nov. 5, 1990, 104 Stat. 1546.]

REPORT ON ALLIED CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE COMMON
DEFENSE

Pub. L. 98-525, title X, §1003, Oct. 19, 1984, 98 Stat.
2576, as amended by Pub. L. 101-510, div. A, title XIII,
§1312(c)(3), Nov. 5, 1990, 104 Stat. 1670; Pub. L. 104-201,
div. A, title X, §1084(e), Sept. 23, 1996, 110 Stat. 2675;
Pub. L. 108-136, div. A, title X, §1045(e), Nov. 24, 2003, 117
Stat. 1613; Pub. L. 110417, [div. A], title XII, §1238(a),
Oct. 14, 2008, 122 Stat. 4644; Pub. L. 11591, div. A, title
X, §1051(b), Dec. 12, 2017, 131 Stat. 1562, provided that:

‘“(a) In recognition of the increasing military threat
faced by the Western World and in view of the growth,
relative to the United States, in the economic strength
of Japan, Canada, and a number of Western European
countries which has occurred since the signing of the
North Atlantic Treaty on April 4, 1949, and the Mutual
Cooperation and Security Treaty between Japan and
the United States on January 19, 1960, it is the sense of
the Congress that—

‘(1) the burdens of mutual defense now assumed by
some of the countries allied with the United States
under those agreements are not commensurate with
their economic resources;

‘(2) since May 1978, when each member nation of
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)
agreed to increase real defense spending annually in
the range of 3 percent, most NATO members, except
for the United States, have failed to meet the 3 per-
cent real growth commitment consistently;

‘(3) since May 1981, when the Government of Japan
established its policy to defend the air and sea lines
of communication out to 1,000 nautical miles from
the coast of Japan, progress to develop the necessary
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self-defense capabilities to fulfill that pledge has been

extremely disappointing;

‘“(4) Japan is the ally of the United States with the
greatest potential for improving its self-defense capa-
bilities and should, therefore, rapidly increase its an-
nual defense spending to the levels required to fulfill
that pledge and to enable Japan to be capable of an
effective conventional self-defense capability by 1990,
including the capability to carry out its 1,000-mile de-
fense policy, a development that would be consonant
not only with Japan’s current prominent position in
the family of nations but also with its unique sen-
sibilities on the issues of war and peace, sensibilities
that are recognized and respected by the people of the
United States; and

‘(5) the continued unwillingness of such countries
to increase their contributions to the common de-
fense to more appropriate levels will endanger the vi-
tality, effectiveness, and cohesion of the alliances be-
tween those countries and the United States.

“(b) It is further the sense of the Congress that the
President should seek from each signatory country
(other than the United States) of the two treaties re-
ferred to in subsection (a) acceptance of international
security responsibilities and an agreement to make
contributions to the common defense which are com-
mensurate with the economic resources of such coun-
try, including, when appropriate, an increase in host
nation support.

[Pub. L. 108-136, div. A, title X, §1045(e), Nov. 24, 2003,
117 Stat. 1613, provided in part that: “The amendment
made by the preceding sentence [amending section
1084(e) of 104-201, set out in the credit of the note
above] shall take effect as if included in Public Law
104-201.""]

Similar provisions were contained in the following
prior authorization act:

Pub. L. 98-94, title XI, §1102, Sept. 24, 1983, 97 Stat.
673.

NATO DEFENSE INDUSTRIAL COOPERATION

Pub. L. 97-252, title XI, §1122, Sept. 8, 1982, 96 Stat.
755, provided that:

‘‘(a) The Congress finds that—

‘(1) the United States remains firmly committed to
cooperating closely with its North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (hereinafter in this section referred to
as ‘NATO’) allies in protecting liberty and maintain-
ing world peace;

‘“(2) the financial burden of providing for the de-
fense of Western Europe and for the protection of the
interests of NATO member countries in areas outside
the NATO treaty area has reached such proportions
that new cooperative approaches among the United
States and its NATO allies are required to achieve
and maintain an adequate collective defense at ac-
ceptable costs;

‘“(3) the need for a credible conventional deterrent
in Western Europe has long been recognized in theory
but has never been fully addressed in practice;

‘“(4) a more equitable sharing by NATO member
countries of both the burdens and the technological
and economic benefits of the common defense would
do much to reinvigorate the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization alliance with a restored sense of unity
and common purpose;

‘“(5) a decision to coordinate more effectively the
enormous technological, industrial, and economic re-
sources of NATO member countries will not only in-
crease the efficiency and effectiveness of NATO mili-
tary expenditures but also provide inducement for
the Soviet Union to enter into a meaningful arms re-
duction agreement so that both Warsaw Pact coun-
tries and NATO member countries can devote more of
their energies and resources to peaceful and economi-
cally more beneficial pursuits.

‘“(b) It is the sense of the Congress that the President
should propose to the heads of government of the NATO
member countries that the NATO allies of the United
States join the United States in agreeing—
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‘(1) to coordinate more effectively their defense ef-
forts and resources to create, at acceptable costs, a
credible, collective, conventional force for the de-
fense of the North Atlantic Treaty area;

‘“(2) to establish a cooperative defense-industrial ef-
fort within Western Europe and between Western Eu-
rope and North America that would increase the effi-
ciency and effectiveness of NATO expenditures by
providing a larger production base while eliminating
unnecessary duplication of defense-industrial efforts;

‘“(3) to share more equitably and efficiently the fi-
nancial burdens, as well as the economic benefits (in-
cluding jobs, technology, and trade) of NATO defense;
and

‘“(4) to intensify consultations promptly for the
early achievement of the objectives described in
clauses (1) through (3).”

NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANIZATION COUNTRIES
AND JAPAN; CONTRIBUTIONS OF ALLIES OF UNITED
STATES TO COMMON DEFENSE COMMENSURATE WITH
ECONOMIC RESOURCES; REPORT TO CONGRESS

Pub. L. 96-342, title X, §1006, Sept. 8, 1980, 94 Stat.
1120, as amended by Pub. L. 97-86, title IX, §919, Dec. 1,
1981, 95 Stat. 1132; Pub. L. 97-252, title XI, §1120, Sept.
8, 1982, 96 Stat. 754, provided that:

‘“(a) In recognition of the growth, relative to the
United States, in the economic strength of Japan, Can-
ada, and Western European countries which has oc-
curred since the signing of the North Atlantic Treaty
on April 4, 1949, and the Mutual Cooperation and Secu-
rity Treaty between Japan and the United States on
January 19, 1960, it is the sense of Congress that—

‘(1) the burdens of mutual defense now assumed by
the countries allied with the United States under
those agreements are not commensurate with their
economic resources; and

‘(2) the continued unwillingness of those countries
to increase their contributions to the common de-
fense to more appropriate levels would endanger the
vitality, effectiveness, and cohesiveness of the alli-
ances between those countries and the United States.
‘“(b) It is further the sense of Congress that the Presi-

dent should seek from each signatory country (other
than the United States) of the two treaties referred to
in subsection (a) acceptance of international security
responsibilities and agreement to make contributions
to the common defense which are commensurate with
the economic resources of such country, including,
when appropriate, an increase in host nation support.

‘“(e)(1) The Secretary of Defense shall submit to the
Congress not later than March 1, 1983, a report pro-
viding—

‘“(A) a comparison of the fair and equitable shares
of the mutual defense burdens of these alliances that
should be borne by the United States, by other mem-
ber nations of the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion (NATO), and by Japan, based upon economic
strength and other relevant factors, and the actual
defense efforts of each nation together with an expla-
nation of disparities that currently exist and their
impact on mutual defense efforts;

‘“(B) a description of efforts by the United States
and of other efforts to eliminate existing disparities;

‘(C) estimates of the real growth in defense spend-
ing in fiscal year 1983 projected for each NATO mem-
ber nation compared to the annual real growth goal
in the range of 3 percent set in May 1978;

‘(D) a description of the defense-related initiatives
undertaken by each NATO member nation within the
real growth in defense spending of such nation in fis-
cal year 1983;

‘“(E) an explanation of those instances in which the
commitments to real growth in defense spending and
to the Long-Term Defense Program have not been re-
alized and a description of efforts being made by the
United States to ensure fulfillment of these impor-
tant NATO commitments; and

‘““(F) a description of what additional actions the
President plans to take should the efforts by the
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United States referred to in clauses (B) and (E) fail
and, in those instances where such additional actions
do not include consideration of the repositioning of
elements of the Armed Forces of the United States, a
detailed explanation as to why such repositioning is
not being so considered.

‘“(2) If the report required by paragraph (1) as sub-
mitted to Congress is designated as having been classi-
fied, pursuant to Executive order, as requiring protec-
tion against unauthorized disclosure in the interest of
national defense or foreign policy, then not later than
thirty days after the submission of such report the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a further report con-
taining all the information in the initial report that
does not require such protection.”

NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANIZATION; BALANCE-OF-
PAYMENTS DEFICIT; EQUITABLE COST SHARING; RE-
PORT TO CONGRESS

Pub. L. 93-155, title VIII, §812, Nov. 16, 1973, 87 Stat.
619, provided that:

‘“(a) The Congress finds that in order to achieve a
more equitable sharing of the costs and expenses aris-
ing from commitments and obligations under the North
Atlantic Treaty, the President should seek, through ap-
propriate bilateral and multilateral arrangements, pay-
ments sufficient in amount to offset fully any balance-
of-payment deficit incurred by the United States dur-
ing the fiscal year ending June 30, 1974, as the result of
the deployment of forces in Europe in fulfillment of the
treaty commitments and obligations of the United
States. This balance-of-payment deficit shall be deter-
mined by the Secretary of Commerce in consultation
with the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States.

‘“(b) In the event that the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization members (other than the United States) fail
to offset the net balance-of-payment deficit described
in subsection (a) prior to the expiration of eighteen
months after the date of enactment of this section
[Nov. 16, 1973], no funds may be expended after the expi-
ration of twenty-four months following the date of en-
actment of this section [Nov. 16, 1973] for the purpose of
maintaining or supporting United States forces in Eu-
rope in any number greater than a number equal to the
average monthly number of United States forces as-
signed to duty in Europe during the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1974, reduced by a percentage figure equal to
the percentage figure by which such balance-of-pay-
ment deficit during such fiscal year was not offset.

‘“(c) The Congress further finds (1) that the other
members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
should, in order to achieve a more equitable sharing of
the cost burden under the treaty, substantially in-
crease their contributions to assist the United States
in meeting those added budgeting expenses incurred as
the result of maintaining and supporting United States
forces in Europe, including, but not limited to, wages
paid to local personnel by the United States, recurring
expenses incurred in connection with the maintenance
and operation of real property, maintenance facilities,
supply depots, cold storage facilities, communications
systems, and standby operations, and nonrecurring ex-
penses such as the construction and rehabilitation of
plants and facilities; (2) that the amount paid by the
United States in connection with the North Atlantic
Treaty infrastructure program should be reduced to a
more equitable amount; and (3) that the President
should seek, through appropriate bilateral and multi-
lateral arrangements, a substantial reduction of the
amounts paid by the United States in connection with
those matters described in (1) and (2) above.

‘‘(d) The President shall submit to the Congress with-
in ninety days after the date of enactment of this Act
[Nov. 16, 1973], and at the end of each ninety-day period
thereafter, a written report informing the Congress of
the progress that has been made in implementing the
provisions of this section.”
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UNITED STATES CITIZENS COMMISSION ON NATO

Pub. L. 86-719, Sept. 7, 1960, 74 Stat. 818, as amended
by Pub. L. 87-116, July 31, 1961, 75 Stat. 242, provided for
a United States Citizens Commission on NATO to ter-
minate on June 30, 1962, including the appointment of
the Commission, vacancies, chairman and vice chair-
man, statement of purpose, conferences in NATO coun-
tries, representative status, authority of Commission,
compensation and expenses, appropriations, and reports
to Congress.

Executive Documents

EX. ORD. NO. 11633. SECURITY CLEARANCE PROGRAM FOR
UNITED STATES CITIZENS EMPLOYED DIRECTLY BY
NATO, SEATO, AND CENTO

Ex. Ord. No. 11633. Dec. 3, 1971, 36 F.R. 23197, provided:

The United States now participates in the activities
of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), the
South-East Asia Treaty Organization (SEATO), and the
Central Treaty Organization (CENTO). The Security
regulations of these three treaty organizations provide
that each participating nation shall be responsible for
the security screening and security clearance of its own
citizens before they are authorized access to the Orga-
nization’s TOP SECRET, SECRET, or CONFIDENTIAL
information. There is no existing program, however,
under which United States civilians who are hired di-
rectly by these organizations can be screened and
cleared for access to such Organization’s TOP SECRET,
SECRET, or CONFIDENTIAL information while so em-
ployed. It is, of course, in the interest of the United
States that United States citizens who participate in
the activities of NATO, SEATO, and CENTO as direct
hire employees of the civil or military agencies of
those organizations be reliable, trustworthy, of good
conduct and character, and of complete and unswerving
loyalty to the United States. At the same time, it is a
fundamental principle of our Government to protect
against unreasonable or unwarranted encroachment on
the freedom and privacy of individuals.

I have determined that the provisions and procedures
prescribed by this Order are necessary to assure the
preservation of the integrity of the classified informa-
tion of NATO, SEATO, and CENTO, and to protect the
national interest. I have also determined that these
provisions and procedures recognize the rights of indi-
viduals affected thereby and provide maximum possible
safeguards to protect such rights.

NOW, THEREFORE, by virtue of the authority vested
in me by the Constitution and statutes of the United
States, and as Commander-in-Chief of the Armed
Forces of the United States, it is ordered as follows:

SECTION 1. The Secretary of Defense shall establish a
program and, by regulation, shall prescribe such spe-
cific requirements, restrictions, and other safeguards
as he considers necessary for the administration of pro-
cedures whereby ‘‘Certificates of Security Clearance’
for the United States citizens directly employed by
civil or military agencies of NATO, SEATO, or CENTO
may be provided to these international organizations
when they so request. Such program shall also provide
for the denial, revocation, or suspension of such ‘‘Cer-
tificates.”

SEC. 2. Subject to the provisions of applicable inter-
national agreements, the procedures established by the
Secretary of Defense shall, insofar as is practical, be
similar to those established by him pursuant to the au-
thority vested in him by Executive Order No. 10865 of
February 20, 1960, as amended [set out as a note under
section 3161 of Title 50, War and National Defense].

SEC. 3. The substance of the criteria, safeguards, and
procedures provided in Sections 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 9 of
Executive Order No. 10865, as amended [set out as a
note under section 3161 of Title 50, War and National
Defense], shall be incorporated in the regulations of the
Secretary of Defense governing the program estab-
lished hereunder.

SEC. 4. Any authority vested in the Secretary of De-
fense by this Order may be delegated to the Deputy
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Secretary of Defense or an Assistant Secretary of De-
fense.

RICHARD NIXON.

DETERMINATION REGARDING END STRENGTH LEVEL OF

U.S. ARMED FORCES IN EUROPE FOR FISCAL YEAR 1991

Determination of President of the United States, No.
91-37, May 29, 1991, 56 F.R. 25611, provided:

Memorandum for the Secretary of Defense

Consistent with section 406(b) of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law
101-510; 104 Stat. 15646) [amending section 1002 of Pub. L.
98-525, set out as a note above], I hereby authorize an
end strength level of members of the Armed Forces as-
signed to permanent duty ashore in European member
nations of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization in
excess of 261,855 for fiscal year 1991, and determine that
the national security interests of the United States re-
quire such authorization.

You are authorized and directed to notify the Con-
gress of this determination and of the necessity there-
for contained in the attached justification [not set out
in the Code], and to publish this determination in the
Federal Register.

GEORGE BUSH.

§1928a. North Atlantic Treaty Parliamentary
Conference; participation; appointment of
United States Group

Not to exceed twenty-four Members of Con-
gress shall be appointed to meet jointly and an-
nually with representative parliamentary
groups from other NATO (North Atlantic Treaty
Organization) members, for discussion of com-
mon problems in the interests of the mainte-
nance of peace and security in the North Atlan-
tic area. Of the Members of the Congress to be
appointed for the purposes of this resolution
(hereinafter designated as the ‘‘United States
Group’’), half shall be appointed by the Speaker
of the House from Members of the House (not
less than four of whom shall be from the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs), and half shall be ap-
pointed by the President of the Senate upon rec-
ommendations of the majority and minority
leaders of the Senate from Members of the Sen-
ate. Not more than seven of the appointees from
the Senate shall be of the same political party.
The Chairman or Vice Chairman of the House
delegation shall be a Member from the Foreign
Affairs Committee, and, unless the President of
the Senate, upon the recommendation of the
Majority Leader, determines otherwise, the
Chairman or Vice Chairman of the Senate dele-
gation shall be a Member from the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee. Each delegation shall have a
secretary. The secretaries of the Senate and
House delegations shall be appointed, respec-
tively, by the chairman of the Committee on
Foreign Relations of the Senate and the chair-
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the
House of Representatives.

(July 11, 1956, ch. 562, §1, 70 Stat. 523; Pub. L.
88-205, pt. IV, §406, Dec. 16, 1963, 77 Stat. 392;
Pub. L. 9545, §4(c), June 15, 1977, 91 Stat. 222;
Pub. L. 100-204, title VII, §744(a), Dec. 22, 1987,
101 Stat. 1396; Pub. L. 103-437, §9(a)(5), Nov. 2,
1994, 108 Stat. 4588.)

Editorial Notes

CODIFICATION

This section was not enacted as part of the Mutual
Security Act of 1954 which comprises this chapter.
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