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House of Representatives
The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. CULBERSON). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC, 
November 12, 2002. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN 
ABNEY CULBERSON to act as Speaker pro tem-
pore on this day. 

J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

f 

MORNING HOUR DEBATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 23, 2002, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning hour debates. The Chair will 
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to 
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member, 
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. RAMSTAD) for 5 
minutes.

TRIBUTE TO SENATOR PAUL AND 
SHEILA WELLSTONE 

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to Senator PAUL 
WELLSTONE and his wife, Sheila 
Wellstone. As we all know, the Well-
stones perished in a tragic plane crash, 
along with their daughter Marcia, 
three staff members and two pilots on 
October 25, 2002. 

It has been 18 days since that terrible 
day, and I am still overwhelmed by 
sadness at the tragic death of our dear 
friends whose plane went down in a 
northern Minnesota wetland near 
Eveleth. 

I continue to join all Minnesotans in 
mourning our great loss. Minnesota 
has lost two compassionate and caring 
public servants. Both PAUL and Sheila 
will be sorely missed by all of us who 
knew and loved them. 

As the Wellstones’ son, David, said, 
‘‘The words that come to mind about 
my dad are integrity, passion, fairness 
and intensity. When the going got 
rough, there was no one else you want-
ed in your corner.’’ And about his 
mother, Sheila, David Wellstone said, 
‘‘The words that come to mind are self-
less, caring, loving, tenacious, proud 
and strong. She gave of herself like you 
would not believe.’’

Mr. Speaker, we all know that no-
body fought harder or with greater pas-
sion for the underdog than PAUL and 
Sheila WELLSTONE. Senator WELLSTONE 

dedicated his life to serving others, and 
he was a tireless advocate for people in 
need. PAUL WELLSTONE was a person of 
absolute integrity and was often will-
ing to ‘‘go it alone’’ to stand up for 
what he believed was right. 

Sheila Wellstone was a true cham-
pion for battered women and their fam-
ilies, and I was privileged to work with 
her on many important causes like the 
Violence Against Women Act and se-
curing funding for Cornerstone, an 
emergency shelter for women and their 
children who are victims of domestic 
violence in the Twin Cities of Min-
nesota. 

Senator WELLSTONE’s best friend, 
Rick Kahn of Minnetonka, tells how 
PAUL used to say to him, ‘‘It is not 
enough to cling to principles, no mat-
ter how noble they may be, unless we 
are truly willing to risk everything.’’ 

While Senator WELLSTONE and I had 
our disagreements on many policy 
issues, there is no disagreeing that I 
lost my partner in the fight for people 
with chemical addiction. I will always, 
always be grateful to Senator 
WELLSTONE for his tireless and prin-
cipled efforts to provide chemical de-
pendency treatment for more Ameri-
cans, and PAUL WELLSTONE was the 
Senate sponsor of our legislation to 
provide parity for chemical dependency 
treatment.
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Even though we encountered stren-

uous resistance from special interests, 
Senator WELLSTONE was always truly 
willing to risk everything for our cause 
to help people with addiction. He was 
absolutely relentless in his efforts to 
push for parity, both for people with 
chemical addiction, and those suffering 
from mental illness. PAUL would call 
me frequently, and usually late at 
night, to breathlessly relay his 
progress in securing another cosponsor 
for our bill or to ask for advice; or usu-
ally to give advice. I came to abso-
lutely cherish those late night phone 
calls from my friend. 

As William Cope Moyers, vice presi-
dent of the Hazelden Foundation in 
Minnesota, the world-renowned treat-
ment center for chemically dependent 
people, put it, ‘‘Senator WELLSTONE 
was a passionate champion of what we 
do at Hazelden, and his loss is immeas-
urable.’’

Not only did we lose two deeply com-
mitted champions for battered women 
and people with addiction, and so many 
other Americans, I lost two of my dear-
est friends in that plane crash. I have 
been asked many times since the crash 
to share personal stories about the 
Wellstones. It has been absolutely 
heart warming to share personal 
memories about PAUL and Sheila with 
people throughout Minnesota. 

And as we all know, in this body as 
well as the other body, PAUL 
WELLSTONE took his job very seriously, 
but he never, ever took himself too se-
riously. He had a great ability to poke 
fun at himself and bring people to-
gether. Even when he had policy dis-
agreements with people, he always dis-
agreed in an agreeable way, flashing 
that contagious Wellstone smile and 
slapping the person on the back in a 
warm, loving way. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to finish this eulogy to our de-
parted comrade and friend. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair cannot entertain that request. 
The gentleman has been recognized for 
5 minutes. The Chair would entertain a 
request from the gentleman to revise 
and extend his remarks in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. The gen-
tleman may complete his oral thought, 
and conclude his remarks. 

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Speaker, one of 
my favorite recollections of PAUL was 
the time he was considering a cam-
paign for President. Before he got on 
the airplane for our weekly commute 
back to Minnesota, I instructed all of 
the regular commuters to start hum-
ming ‘‘Hail to the Chief’’ as soon as 
PAUL got on the plane. 

On cue, the passengers struck up a 
cord of ‘‘Hail to the Chief,’’ and PAUL 
saw me sitting in the back and came 
right over to me and said ‘‘Ramstad, do 
not forget. I might be only 5 feet 5 and 
you are 6 feet 3, but don’t ever forget I 
was a wrestler and you were only a bas-
ketball player.’’

That was PAUL WELLSTONE, always in 
good humor, always flashing that con-

tagious smile that reflected his love for 
all people. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, PAUL 
WELLSTONE was a person of great cour-
age. Who can forget Senator 
WELLSTONE painfully walking around 
the Capitol bent nearly double from 
the back injuries he had sustained as a 
wrestler and from his struggles with 
multiple sclerosis, but always the first 
to run back into the kitchen of the 
Senate Dining Room to thank the 
cooks and dishwashers for his meals. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask all in this body to 
pause for a silent moment to pay our 
respects to PAUL and Sheila 
WELLSTONE, their daughter Marcia, and 
to the others who perished in that 
plane crash, Tom Lapic, Mary McEvoy, 
Will McLaughlin, Richard Conry and 
Michael Guess. My heart goes out to 
the family members left behind and to 
PAUL’s dedicated staff. May you rest in 
peace, dear friends. Amen. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, it is ordered that the gentle-
man’s written extension of his remarks 
will be included in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

There was no objection.
f 

REPUBLICANS HAVE HEAVY 
RESPONSIBILITY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 23, 2002, the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) is recognized 
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, the 
election is over and we know the re-
sults: The Republicans retained the 
majority in the House of Representa-
tives and actually will now have the 
majority in the Senate; in fact, will 
control the Presidency and both 
Houses of Congress for quite a while. 

I want to congratulate the Repub-
lican Party and the President, but I 
want to also point out that now that 
they are in charge of everything in 
Washington, they have a heavy respon-
sibility, and one of the responsibilities 
they have is on an issue I talked about 
a great deal here on the floor of the 
House of Representatives and that is 
on health care reform. 

There is absolutely no question that 
during the course of the campaign, and 
well before that, that I heard from my 
constituents about the need for a Medi-
care prescription drug benefit, about 
the fact that so many who now have 
health care insurance are losing their 
insurance and are afraid even if they 
have a job about whether or not that 
health insurance will continue to be af-
fordable. And I also heard from a num-
ber of my constituents, and I know my 
colleagues did as well, about the need 
for HMO reform and a Patients’ Bill of 
Rights. 

I must say it disturbed me that dur-
ing the course of the campaign that the 
Republicans, in talking about some of 
these issues, I think have done a spin 
on the issues in a fashion that was not 

completely honest about what their 
agenda was on some of these very im-
portant issues, particularly the need to 
provide a prescription drug benefit and 
the need to make sure that the costs of 
prescription drugs would not continue 
to climb. 

I want to point out in particular the 
effort on the part of the drug manufac-
turers, the prescription drug manufac-
turers, to influence the election, to 
spend a tremendous amount of money 
trying to convince the electorate that 
Republicans were really going to effec-
tively address the issue of affordable 
prescription drugs. I think that much 
of it was advertising, trying to con-
vince the public that the Republican 
plan was a good one when in fact it was 
not. 

I have a clip that was in my local 
newspaper by the Associated Press on 
Saturday, November 9, and it says, 
‘‘Drugmakers Glad for GOP Wins.’’

‘‘Experts say the pharmaceutical in-
dustry’s heavy spending in the election 
paid off in a Republican Congress that 
will certainly be more sympathetic to 
its views.’’

There is a quote that says, ‘‘ ‘The 
pharmaceutical companies spent a lot 
of money and they are going to be 
looking for a payback,’ said Stephen 
Schondelmeyer, director of the Phar-
maceutical Research in Management 
Economics, or PRIME.’’

The article continues, ‘‘Investors are 
also optimistic. Pharmaceutical stocks 
rose an average of 2.25 percent in the 2 
days following the election compared 
with a 1.12 percent increase in the over-
all market, according to 
Morningstar.com.’’

The problem is that the Republicans 
were also funneling money into so-
called senior groups that were nothing 
more than a front for the pharma-
ceutical industry. The pharmaceutical 
industry was the ninth largest political 
contributor during the 2002 election; 73 
percent of the $18.1 million it doled out 
went to Republican candidates, accord-
ing to the Center for Responsible Poli-
tics. It also reportedly funneled $16 
million to two senior citizen groups 
that ran ads supporting Republican 
candidates. 

There is another article in the New 
York Times from Sunday, October 20, 
that talks about United Seniors Asso-
ciation, a conservative group, that ac-
knowledges it receives financing from 
the drug industry’s major trade group, 
and they ran ads in various districts, 
mostly saying Republicans had the 
right answers to the prescription drug 
problem facing seniors. 

Now I say that the Republican an-
swer to prescription drugs is basically 
to privatize Medicare. They wanted to 
give some money to seniors on the the-
ory that they would take that money 
and go out and buy drug insurance in 
the private market. 

The Democrats talked during the 
campaign, and continue to talk, about 
the need to just expand the existing 
Medicare program to provide a pre-
scription drug benefit the same way we 
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do with doctors’ bills: Pay $25 a month, 
get 80 percent of the costs of prescrip-
tion drugs covered by the Federal Gov-
ernment through Medicare. There is a 
$100 deductible and a 20 percent copay-
ment. 

I would hate to see the Republicans 
take the election results as a mandate 
to say they should not have a Medicare 
prescription drug benefit and instead 
should move towards a private scheme. 
Frankly, I do not think that is what 
the average senior wants. I do not 
think that is what the average senior 
thinks that the Republican Party 
stands for. 

The problem is that the Republican 
Party, through the pharmaceutical in-
dustry, spent so much money con-
vincing the electorate that this is the 
way to go, I do not think that the pub-
lic really understands what the Repub-
lican proposal for prescription drug 
benefit is all about. 

The same is true with regard to the 
need for health insurance and also with 
HMOs, and we will get into that an-
other time. But I am simply saying to 
my colleagues on the Republican side, 
if they want to see progress on health 
care reform, sit down with the Demo-
crats and work with us because this is 
something that must be addressed on a 
bipartisan basis in the next Congress. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until 2 p.m. 
today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 44 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m.

f 

b 1400

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order at 2 p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P. 
Coughlin, offered the following prayer: 

Lord God, all religious traditions ex-
hort disciples of faith to open their 
minds, their hearts, and any door with 
the gracious gift of hospitality. You 
ask Your people to be considerate to 
every stranger and every visitor. Bless 
today this House of Representatives as 
we welcome the newly-elected to ori-
entation and receive again visitors 
from across this country and from 
other nations. May all who come here 
find in congressional Members, staff, 
the Capitol Police, official guides and 
all who work here, people of Your own 
making, who are gracious in manner, 
kind in word, generous in time, and 
open to every question and need of a 
guest. 

In the midst of the primary tasks 
You set before this Congress, may we 
all find in this place a rich experience 
of America’s great gifts of freedom, 

equal justice, productivity, and true 
happiness. Bless us here and bless 
America now and forever. Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. CULBERSON) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

Mr. CULBERSON led the Pledge of 
Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Evans, one 
of his secretaries.

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM CASEWORK 
DIRECTOR/OFFICE AND SYSTEMS 
ADMINISTRATOR OF HON. JOHN 
M. MCHUGH, MEMBER OF CON-
GRESS 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication from 
Joann E. Humphries, Casework Direc-
tor/Office and Systems Administrator 
of the Hon. JOHN M. MCHUGH, Member 
of Congress:

NOVEMBER 7, 2002. 
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to formally no-
tify you, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 
of the House, that I have been served with a 
trial subpoena for testimony and documents 
issued by the U.S. District Court for the 
Northern District of New York. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoenas is consistent with 
the precedents and privileges of the House. 

Sincerely, 
JOANN E. HUMPHRIES, 

Casework Director/
Office and Systems Administrator.

f 

PRAISING THE FIVE HIGGINS 
BROTHERS FROM SOUTH CARO-
LINA 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, with yesterday marking Vet-
erans Day, I rise to commend the val-
iant service of all of the men and 
women who have served America in the 
armed forces. In particular, I want to 
recognize the Higgins family of Colum-

bia, South Carolina who had 5 sons 
serving our Nation during World War 
II. 

Elliott Higgins served as a Captain 
with Army Intelligence under General 
George Patton in Germany; Harold 
Higgins served as a Sergeant with the 
Army Air Corps in Europe; John Hig-
gins served as a Corporal with the 
Army on stateside assignments; Pat-
rick Higgins enlisted with the Mer-
chant Marines in the North Atlantic; 
and the youngest, Ross Higgins, at age 
17 joined the Navy and served in the 
Pacific Theater. 

We should also remember the five 
Sullivan brothers from Iowa who died 
together on the USS Juneau after the 
Japanese torpedoed their ship. After 
their deaths, President Roosevelt 
began a policy that brothers should 
serve in different branches of the 
Armed Forces. 

This enabled the 5 Higgins brothers 
to serve our Nation with honor, and we 
will always be indebted to the sac-
rifices made for our country by vet-
erans and their families.

f 

TIME FOR CONGRESS TO ADDRESS 
THE ECONOMY 

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, during 
morning hour and once again, I want to 
thank or congratulate, I should say, 
the Republicans on their election vic-
tories last Tuesday, but I would say 
that now that they will control both 
the House and the other body, as well 
as the presidency, they have the obli-
gation to address the Nation’s eco-
nomic woes. They cannot continue to 
mask the economic slump that we face. 

During the last week, there was 
news, this is in the International Her-
ald Tribune from November 2 to 3 of 
this year, and it says, ‘‘Indications 
that the United States may be headed 
for a renewed slump have piled up over 
the last week, with weakness spreading 
from manufacturing to employment to 
consumer spending. The bad news cul-
minated Friday with reports of a rising 
jobless rate and softness in a variety of 
other indicators. 

‘‘The government reported that the 
unemployment rate rose last month to 
5.7 percent from 5.6 percent the pre-
vious month. 

‘‘In yet another bit of bad news, a 
survey that tracks activity of cor-
porate purchasing managers, a key 
gauge of manufacturing strength, 
showed another drop. The Institute for 
Supply Management said its manufac-
turing index fell once again.’’

The Republicans are in the majority 
now and soon in both Houses. They 
have to address the economy. It is 
their obligation to do so, Mr. Speaker.

f 

PROUD TO BE AN AMERICAN 

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

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, as we re-
turn and we begin session once again, I 
want to rise and express my apprecia-
tion for this country and for this insti-
tution. 

We all have experienced elections. 
What is interesting is that throughout 
the Nation, the elections have been re-
markably close in many cases. I am 
proud of that, because I would not want 
to live in a country where we have a 
dictator that gets 99 percent of the 
vote in a rigged election. We are in a 
country where we present our ideas and 
ourselves to the country and to its peo-
ple, and those people, on the basis of 
what we say and what we do, elect us. 
That is precisely the way the system is 
supposed to work. That is what the 
founders of this Nation wanted, and 
that is what they put in place 225 years 
ago. 

In addition to that, yesterday we 
celebrated Veteran’s Day and recog-
nized all those who have given the su-
preme sacrifice and those who have 
sacrificed parts of their lives to the 
service of this country. Once again, a 
date to remember, a date in which we 
honor people in our country. 

I am so proud to be an American. I 
am so very, very proud of our country, 
and I am delighted to be an American.

f 

A TRIBUTE OF GRATITUDE TO 
COLONEL PETE ‘‘CLARK’’ BUNCE 
(Mr. HANSEN asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise on 
this day after Veterans Day to salute 
one of the many brave men and women 
who serve all of us in our great mili-
tary. I rise today to pay tribute to and 
offer my personal thanks to Colonel 
Pete ‘‘Clark’’ Bunce, United States Air 
Force, for a job well done. 

Many of us know Colonel Bunce who, 
for the past 2 years, has led the House 
Office of Legislative Liaison for the Air 
Force. I have had the pleasure of trav-
eling with Pete on several occasions, 
and each time his professionalism and 
personal attention to detail were the 
keys to a smooth and successful 
CODEL. 

Before coming to the Hill, Colonel 
Bunce was an accomplished leader and 
command pilot with over 3,000 hours in 
F–15 and A–10 fighter aircraft. He has 
commanded at the squadron and group 
levels and served overseas in Germany 
and Southeast Asia. 

While I have relied upon Colonel 
Bunce’s military advice, I have valued 
Pete’s friendship even more. Pete, Mrs. 
Hansen and I, and I know many of my 
colleagues here, wish you the very best 
of luck in whatever your future holds, 
and thank you for your service to our 
great Nation. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CULBERSON). Pursuant to clause 8 of 

rule XX, the Chair will postpone fur-
ther proceedings today on motions to 
suspend the rules on which a recorded 
vote or the yeas and nays are ordered 
or on which the vote is objected to 
under clause 6 of rule XX. 

Any record votes on postponed ques-
tions will be taken tomorrow. 

f 

NATIONAL SEA GRANT COLLEGE 
PROGRAM ACT AMENDMENTS OF 
2002 
Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to 

suspend the rules and concur in the 
Senate amendment to the bill (H.R. 
3389), an Act to reauthorize the Na-
tional Sea Grant College Program Act, 
and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows:
Senate amendment:
Strike out all after the enacting clause and 

insert:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National Sea 
Grant College Program Act Amendments of 
2002’’. 
SEC. 2. AMENDMENTS TO FINDINGS. 

Section 202(a)(6) of the National Sea Grant 
College Program Act (33 U.S.C. 1121(a)(6)) is 
amended by striking the period at the end and 
inserting ‘‘, including strong collaborations be-
tween Administration scientists and scientists at 
academic institutions.’’. 
SEC. 3. REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO NA-

TIONAL SEA GRANT COLLEGE PRO-
GRAM. 

(a) QUADRENNIAL STRATEGIC PLAN.—Section 
204 (c)(1) of the National Sea Grant College Pro-
gram Act (33 U.S.C. 1123 (c)(1)) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(1) The Secretary, in consultation with the 
panel, sea grant colleges, and sea grant insti-
tutes, shall develop at least every 4 years a stra-
tegic plan that establishes priorities for the na-
tional sea grant college program, provides an 
appropriately balanced response to local, re-
gional, and national needs, and is reflective of 
integration with the relevant portions of the 
strategic plans of the Department of Commerce 
and of the Administration.’’. 

(b) PROGRAM EVALUATION AND RATING.—
(1) EVALUATION AND RATING REQUIREMENT.—

Section 204(d)(3)(A) of the National Sea Grant 
College Program Act (33 U.S.C. 1123(d)(3)(A)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(A)(i) evaluate the performance of the pro-
grams of sea grant colleges and sea grant insti-
tutes, using the priorities, guidelines, and quali-
fications established by the Secretary under sub-
section (c), and determine which of the pro-
grams are the best managed and carry out the 
highest quality research, education, extension, 
and training activities; and 

‘‘(ii) rate the programs according to their rel-
ative performance (as determined under clause 
(i)) into no less than 5 categories, with each of 
the 2 best-performing categories containing no 
more than 25 percent of the programs;’’. 

(2) REVIEW OF EVALUATION AND RATING PROC-
ESS.—(A) After 3 years after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Commerce, 
acting through the Under Secretary of Com-
merce for Oceans and Atmosphere, shall con-
tract with the National Academy of Sciences—

(i) to review the effectiveness of the evalua-
tion and rating system under the amendment 
made by paragraph (1) in determining the rel-
ative performance of programs of sea grant col-
leges and sea grant institutes; 

(ii) to evaluate whether the sea grant pro-
grams have improved as a result of the evalua-
tion process; and 

(iii) to make appropriate recommendations to 
improve the overall effectiveness of the evalua-
tion process. 

(B) The National Academy of Sciences shall 
submit a report to the Congress on the findings 
and recommendations of the panel under sub-
paragraph (A) by not later than 4 years after 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(c) ALLOCATION OF FUNDING.—Section 
204(d)(3)(B) of the National Sea Grant College 
Program Act (33 U.S.C. 1123(d)(3)(B)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon at the 
end of clause (ii) and by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(iv) encourage and promote coordination and 
cooperation between the research, education, 
and outreach programs of the Administration 
and those of academic institutions; and’’. 
SEC. 4. COST SHARE. 

Section 205(a) of the National Sea Grant Col-
lege Program Act (33 U.S.C. 1124(a)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘section 204(d)(6)’’ and inserting 
‘‘section 204(c)(4)(F)’’. 
SEC. 5. FELLOWSHIPS. 

(a) ENSURING EQUAL ACCESS.—Section 208(a) 
of the National Sea Grant College Program Act 
(33 U.S.C. 1127(a)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: ‘‘The Secretary shall strive to 
ensure equal access for minority and economi-
cally disadvantaged students to the program 
carried out under this subsection. Not later than 
1 year after the date of the enactment of the Na-
tional Sea Grant College Program Act Amend-
ments of 2002, and every 2 years thereafter, the 
Secretary shall submit a report to the Congress 
describing the efforts by the Secretary to ensure 
equal access for minority and economically dis-
advantaged students to the program carried out 
under this subsection, and the results of such 
efforts.’’. 

(b) POSTDOCTORAL FELLOWS.—Section 208(c) 
of the National Sea Grant College Program Act 
(33 U.S.C. 1127(c)) is repealed. 
SEC. 6. TERMS OF MEMBERSHIP FOR SEA GRANT 

REVIEW PANEL. 
Section 209(c)(2) of the National Sea Grant 

College Program Act (33 U.S.C. 1128(c)(2)) is 
amended by striking the first sentence and in-
serting the following: ‘‘The term of office of a 
voting member of the panel shall be 3 years for 
a member appointed before the date of enact-
ment of the National Sea Grant College Program 
Act Amendments of 2002, and 4 years for a mem-
ber appointed or reappointed after the date of 
enactment of the National Sea Grant College 
Program Act Amendments of 2002. The Director 
may extend the term of office of a voting member 
of the panel appointed before the date of enact-
ment of the National Sea Grant College Program 
Act Amendments of 2002 by up to 1 year.’’. 
SEC. 7. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Subsections (a), (b), and (c) of section 212 of 
the National Sea Grant College Program Act (33 
U.S.C. 1131) are amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 

appropriated to the Secretary to carry out this 
title—

‘‘(A) $60,000,000 for fiscal year 2003; 
‘‘(B) $75,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
‘‘(C) $77,500,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
‘‘(D) $80,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
‘‘(E) $82,500,000 for fiscal year 2007; and 
‘‘(F) $85,000,000 for fiscal year 2008. 
‘‘(2) PRIORITY ACTIVITIES.—In addition to the 

amounts authorized under paragraph (1), there 
are authorized to be appropriated for each of 
fiscal years 2003 through 2008—

‘‘(A) $5,000,000 for competitive grants for uni-
versity research on the biology and control of 
zebra mussels and other important aquatic non-
native species; 

‘‘(B) $5,000,000 for competitive grants for uni-
versity research on oyster diseases, oyster res-
toration, and oyster-related human health risks; 

‘‘(C) $5,000,000 for competitive grants for uni-
versity research on the biology, prevention, and 
forecasting of harmful algal blooms, including 
Pfiesteria piscicida; and 

‘‘(D) $3,000,000 for competitive grants for fish-
ery extension activities conducted by sea grant 
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colleges or sea grant institutes to enhance, and 
not supplant, existing core program funding. 

‘‘(b) LIMITATIONS.—
‘‘(1) ADMINISTRATION.—There may not be used 

for administration of programs under this title 
in a fiscal year more than 5 percent of the lesser 
of—

‘‘(A) the amount authorized to be appro-
priated under this title for the fiscal year; or 

‘‘(B) the amount appropriated under this title 
for the fiscal year. 

‘‘(2) USE FOR OTHER OFFICES OR PROGRAMS.—
Sums appropriated under the authority of sub-
section (a)(2) shall not be available for adminis-
tration of this title by the National Sea Grant 
Office, for any other Administration or depart-
ment program, or for any other administrative 
expenses. 

‘‘(c) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—In any fiscal 
year in which the appropriations made under 
subsection (a)(1) exceed the amounts appro-
priated for fiscal year 2003 for the purposes de-
scribed in such subsection, the Secretary shall 
distribute any excess amounts (except amounts 
used for the administration of the sea grant pro-
gram) to any combination of the following: 

‘‘(1) sea grant programs, according to their 
rating under section 204(d)(3)(A); 

‘‘(2) national strategic investments authorized 
under section 204(b)(4); 

‘‘(3) a college, university, institution, associa-
tion, or alliance for activities that are necessary 
for it to be designated as a sea grant college or 
sea grant institute; 

‘‘(4) a sea grant college or sea grant institute 
designated after the date of enactment of the 
National Sea Grant College Program Act 
Amendments of 2002 but not yet evaluated under 
section 204(d)(3)(A).’’. 
SEC. 8. ANNUAL REPORT ON PROGRESS IN BE-

COMING DESIGNATED AS SEA GRANT 
COLLEGES AND SEA GRANT INSTI-
TUTES. 

Section 207 of the National Sea Grant College 
Program Act (16 U.S.C. 1126) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(e) ANNUAL REPORT ON PROGRESS.—
‘‘(1) REPORT REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary 

shall report annually to the Committee on Re-
sources and the Committee on Science of the 
House of Representatives, and to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate, on efforts and progress made by col-
leges, universities, institutions, associations, 
and alliances to become designated under this 
section as sea grant colleges or sea grant insti-
tutes, including efforts and progress made by 
sea grant institutes in being designated as sea 
grant colleges. 

‘‘(2) TERRITORIES AND FREELY ASSOCIATED 
STATES.—The report shall include description 
of—

‘‘(A) efforts made by colleges, universities, as-
sociations, institutions, and alliances in United 
States territories and freely associated States to 
develop the expertise necessary to be designated 
as a sea grant institute or sea grant college; 

‘‘(B) the administrative, technical, and finan-
cial assistance provided by the Secretary to 
those entities seeking to be designated; and 

‘‘(C) the additional actions or activities nec-
essary for those entities to meet the qualifica-
tions for such designation under subsection 
(a)(1).’’. 
SEC. 9. COORDINATION. 

Not later than February 15 of each year, the 
Under Secretary of Commerce for Oceans and 
Atmosphere and the Director of the National 
Science Foundation shall jointly submit to the 
Committees on Resources and Science of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate a report on how the oceans and coastal 
research activities of the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, including the 
Coastal Ocean Program and the National Sea 
Grant College Program, and of the National 
Science Foundation will be coordinated during 

the fiscal year following the fiscal year in which 
the report is submitted. The report shall describe 
in detail any overlapping ocean and coastal re-
search interests between the agencies and speci-
fy how such research interests will be pursued 
by the programs in a complementary manner.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN). 

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

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to present 
to the House H.R. 3389, the National 
Sea Grant College Program Act 
Amendments, a bill introduced last fall 
by the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
GILCHREST) with 113 cosponsors. The 
Committee on Resources, the House 
Committee on Science, and the Senate 
Committee on Commerce have worked 
together to thoroughly review the Sea 
Grant College Program Act and 
thoughtfully crafted changes to 
strengthen and improve the authority. 
The bill reauthorizes Sea Grant for 5 
years within the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration and 
makes some minor improvements to 
the program. 

Sea Grant Colleges were envisioned 
as the Land-Grant colleges of the sea, 
and in 1966, Congress established Sea 
Grant as an academic/industry/govern-
ment partnership by passing the Na-
tional Sea Grant College Act. Since 
then, Sea Grant colleges have devel-
oped and sponsored research that im-
proves conservation and management 
of coastal and marine resources for the 
benefit of future generations. 

Today, there are 30 Sea Grant College 
programs representing a network of re-
searchers, educators, and marine advi-
sory agents at over 300 academic insti-
tutions. Although America’s inland 
sea, the Great Salt Lake, is not under 
the purview of the Sea Grant institu-
tions, I am still a strong supporter of 
the Sea Grant Program, not only be-
cause of the importance of marine and 
coastal issues, but also because these 
institutions are held to the highest 
standards of excellence and a rigorous 
peer review process to ensure the qual-
ity of their research. 

This bill strengthens the act by call-
ing for an increase in collaboration be-
tween other ocean research funding en-
tities and the National Sea Grant Col-
lege Program to limit duplication of ef-
forts and enhance related research. It 
increases authorization levels that 
have stagnated over the past number of 
years and ensures that the quality of 
research and management within the 
Sea Grant College system is rewarded 
through competitive merit-based dis-
bursements of funds. 

On June 19 of this year, we passed 
H.R. 3389 out of the House and sent it 
to the Senate. They have recently, 
bless their hearts, passed their version 
of the bill containing minor technical 
modifications to our bill. We concur 
with and support those changes. 

Sea Grant is important to the coun-
try and the reauthorization of its un-
derlying authority is necessary. We 
have improved the act through this 
process, and I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘aye’’ on H.R. 3389. 

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

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

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, as a 
former Sea Grant extension agent, I 
am pleased to rise in support of H.R. 
3389, a bill to reauthorize the National 
Sea Grant College Program Act. There 
is little more that I can add to the 
summary of the legislation provided by 
the chairman of the Committee on Re-
sources, the gentleman from Utah (Mr. 
HANSEN). 

However, I wanted to say that this 
final version of H.R. 3389 reflects a fair 
and noncontroversial compromise be-
tween legislation passed by the House 
in June by a 407 to 2 vote and the com-
panion legislation passed by the other 
body. 

Certainly the higher authorized lev-
els for program appropriations, revised 
rating and evaluation procedures, and 
new requirements to enhance coopera-
tion and coordination between Federal 
agencies and Sea Grant programs will 
help ensure that the National Sea 
Grant Program stays on the cutting 
edge of applied marine research, tech-
nology transfer, education, and out-
reach. 

Perhaps most important, Mr. Speak-
er, this legislation represents a clear 
repudiation by the Congress of the ad-
ministration’s ill-advised budget pro-
posal to transfer the National Sea 
Grant Program from NOAA, the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration, to the National Science 
Foundation.

b 1415 

While I approve and respect NSF’s 
mission and scientists, and while I con-
tinue to support full funding for NSF, 
I, like many other Members, believe 
that the national interest is best 
served by keeping Sea Grant in NOAA. 
This legislation unequivocally reaf-
firms that commitment. Let us also 
hope that it puts this misbegotten 
issue to rest once and for all. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to 
support passage of this important leg-
islation. 

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

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from New York 
(Mr. BOEHLERT). 

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

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in strong support of H.R. 3389, which 
was referred to the Committee on 
Science, as well as the Committee on 
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Resources. I wanted to thank the Com-
mittee on Resources, and especially the 
chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Fisheries Conservation, Wildlife, and 
Oceans, my good friend, the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. GILCHREST), for 
working so cooperatively with us on 
this measure. 

I also want to acknowledge the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS), 
the chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Environment, Technology, and Stand-
ards, who shepherded this bill through 
our committee. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill took a little bit 
of work to get through the process be-
cause we were not satisfied with simply 
reauthorizing the program, or even 
with simply increasing its funding, al-
though that is an important part of the 
bill. We wanted to make sure that an 
excellent program would become even 
better, and we took seriously the ad-
ministration’s interest in making the 
funding for the program more competi-
tive, even as we rejected moving the 
program to the National Science Foun-
dation. 

As a result, this bill will make some 
changes in the Sea Grant program. The 
State programs will now be subject to 
a competitive evaluation and ranking, 
and new monies will be distributed 
based on those rankings. New money 
can also be used for national initiatives 
and for new entrants in the Sea Grant 
program. We hope and expect that this 
new approach to Sea Grant so common 
elsewhere in the scientific community 
will spur the program to new heights. 

The bill includes a review of how the 
new evaluation system is working, so 
we are not just going to assume that 
our idea will pan out, but we will put it 
to the test. 

I am very pleased that we were able 
to develop a bill that recognizes the 
great contributions of the Sea Grant 
program, retains it within NOAA, pro-
vides additional funds, and challenges 
it to be more competitive. 

I want to thank the staff who worked 
so hard on this bill, particularly Eric 
Webster on the Committee on Science 
and John Rayfield on the Committee 
on Resources. This is a cooperative, bi-
partisan effort, and I urge its approval. 

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
41⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS).

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding time to me. 
I want to join in praise of the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN) for his 
work on this bill, and for his longtime 
work on this committee. He has done 
yeoman’s work, and we can be very 
thankful for all the good work he has 
done for the Congress and for the peo-
ple on this particular committee over 
the years. 

I rise today in strong support of H.R. 
3389, which reauthorizes the National 
Sea Grant College Program. This final 
version of H.R. 3389 resolves the few 
minor differences between the House 
and Senate while maintaining the pro-
visions to strengthen the merit review 

component of the program, and to 
interject more competition for addi-
tional funding. 

This bill will make an important ma-
rine research and outreach program 
even better. The National Sea Grant 
Program is unique in connecting re-
search results to coastal communities 
through a combination of research, ex-
tension and education. In this way, it 
is somewhat similar to the land grant 
program we developed for universities 
and agriculture extension many years 
ago. Of course, it is not as well-funded 
as that program, but this is a very good 
start. 

Currently, there are 30 Sea Grant 
College Programs which fund and in-
corporate research from hundreds of 
universities throughout the country. I 
am especially proud of my home State 
program, the Michigan Sea Grant Pro-
gram. It plays a vital role in enhancing 
our Nation’s knowledge and under-
standing of Great Lakes issues. 

While the administration has pro-
posed to transfer the National Sea 
Grant Program from the National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration 
to the National Science Foundation in 
its fiscal year 2003 budget proposal, we 
determined it was best to keep the pro-
gram in NOAA. However, the adminis-
tration did raise some legitimate con-
cerns with the program which we have 
addressed in the final version of H.R. 
3389. 

First, the legislation ensures that 
Sea Grant will better coordinate its ac-
tivities with other programs within 
NOAA and with NSF. To this end, the 
bill requires NOAA to provide a stra-
tegic plan that establishes the prior-
ities for the National Sea Grant Col-
lege Program and jointly submit a re-
port with NSF about how the oceans 
and coastal research activities of both 
agencies will be coordinated. This will 
reduce duplication and should increase 
the overall breadth of Federal marine 
research. 

Secondly, we acknowledge the unfair 
nature of how Federal funding is allo-
cated to the State programs, which ap-
pears to be based mostly on historical 
averages rather than merit or need. 
Therefore, H.R. 3389 will require that 
any monies appropriated above the fis-
cal year 2003 levels shall be distributed 
to the State Sea Grant Programs on a 
merit review competitive basis or dis-
tributed to national strategic initia-
tives. This will ensure the State pro-
grams can continue their vital out-
reach efforts while increasing the level 
of competition among the State pro-
grams, and providing the National Sea 
Grant Office the flexibility to use some 
of the additional money to address na-
tional problems as they arise. 

In addition, we added a review of this 
new evaluation system to ensure that 
it works as we intend it. In other 
words, what we are trying to do in this 
bill is to make certain that the peer re-
view mechanism applies very strin-
gently to the research that is done, but 
that the States will be able to continue 

their educational and extension pro-
grams as they have in the past. 

H.R. 3389 also provides much needed 
increases in overall funding levels for 
Sea Grant. The authorization gradu-
ally increases from a total of $78 mil-
lion for fiscal year 2003 to $103 million 
for fiscal year 2008. Included in that 
amount is $18 million a year specifi-
cally for research into aquatic nui-
sance species, harmful algae blooms, 
oysters, and fisheries outreach activi-
ties. 

Finally, I wanted to thank the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. GILCHREST) 
as well as the gentleman from Utah 
(Mr. HANSEN) for their work in intro-
ducing H.R. 3389, and thank the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. GILCHREST) 
for his leadership in these areas. 

I am particularly pleased that our 
two committees, the Committee on 
Science and the Committee on Re-
sources, were able to work so well to-
gether throughout this process. I look 
forward to working with the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. GILCHREST) and his 
staff on similar joint ventures in the 
next Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote in favor of H.R. 3389. Our Nation’s 
coasts, oceans, and Great Lakes will 
benefit from this legislation.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. WU). 

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from New Jersey for yield-
ing time to me. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of H.R. 3389, the bill to reau-
thorize the National Sea Grant College 
Program and to make important 
amendments. These vital marine re-
search programs provide money to aca-
demic institutions to study marine 
ecosystems. The work made possible by 
the Sea Grant program has led to 
greater understanding of the ocean 
world, vitally important to our fishing 
communities like Astoria, Oregon, and 
to the long-term health of our marine 
ecosystems. 

In Oregon, the vast majority of ma-
rine research is done out of the excel-
lent College of Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Sciences at Oregon State Uni-
versity. With the help of funding 
through Sea Grant funds, OSU has been 
able to fund important research initia-
tives, including the Marine Resource 
Management Program, which focuses 
on the effective management of marine 
and coastal ecosystems. Research ini-
tiatives like these are important for 
long-term, responsible stewardship of 
our oceans. 

To help our hard-hit fishing commu-
nities, we need to design better man-
agement strategies that allow for sus-
tainable and economically productive 
fishing. 

In addition, I would like to say that 
better understanding of our marine 
ecosystems and better understanding 
of our marine world is a fundamental 
need of expanding our base of knowl-
edge about the world in which we live. 
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Furthermore, as someone who wanted 
originally to be a marine biologist 
when I was in high school, had there 
been more programs like this funding 
for our national universities, who 
knows, I might have found a more con-
structive thing to do with my life. 

Mr. Speaker, during consideration of 
this bill in the Committee on Science, 
I enjoyed working with my colleagues 
to keep Sea Grant and the Coastal 
Ocean Program, another marine re-
search program, as two distinct pro-
grams with separate missions and 
scopes. 

I would also like to recognize the 
sponsor of this bill, my good friend, the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
GILCHREST), and thank him for his 
leadership on this bill. 

In closing, I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 3389.

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CULBERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) that the House sus-
pend the rules and concur in the Sen-
ate amendment to H.R. 3389. 

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate amendment was concurred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

CYBER SECURITY RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT ACT 

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and concur in the 
Senate amendment to the bill (H.R. 
3394) an Act to authorize funding for 
computer and network security re-
search and development and research 
fellowship programs, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read as follows:
Senate amendment:
Strike out all after the enacting clause and 

insert:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Cyber Security 
Research and Development Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

The Congress finds the following: 
(1) Revolutionary advancements in computing 

and communications technology have inter-
connected government, commercial, scientific, 
and educational infrastructures—including crit-
ical infrastructures for electric power, natural 
gas and petroleum production and distribution, 
telecommunications, transportation, water sup-
ply, banking and finance, and emergency and 
government services—in a vast, interdependent 
physical and electronic network. 

(2) Exponential increases in interconnectivity 
have facilitated enhanced communications, eco-
nomic growth, and the delivery of services crit-
ical to the public welfare, but have also in-
creased the consequences of temporary or pro-
longed failure. 

(3) A Department of Defense Joint Task Force 
concluded after a 1997 United States informa-
tion warfare exercise that the results ‘‘clearly 
demonstrated our lack of preparation for a co-

ordinated cyber and physical attack on our crit-
ical military and civilian infrastructure’’. 

(4) Computer security technology and systems 
implementation lack—

(A) sufficient long term research funding; 
(B) adequate coordination across Federal and 

State government agencies and among govern-
ment, academia, and industry; and 

(C) sufficient numbers of outstanding re-
searchers in the field. 

(5) Accordingly, Federal investment in com-
puter and network security research and devel-
opment must be significantly increased to—

(A) improve vulnerability assessment and 
technological and systems solutions; 

(B) expand and improve the pool of informa-
tion security professionals, including research-
ers, in the United States workforce; and 

(C) better coordinate information sharing and 
collaboration among industry, government, and 
academic research projects. 

(6) While African-Americans, Hispanics, and 
Native Americans constitute 25 percent of the 
total United States workforce and 30 percent of 
the college-age population, members of these mi-
norities comprise less than 7 percent of the 
United States computer and information science 
workforce. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Director’’ means 

the Director of the National Science Founda-
tion. 

(2) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—The 
term ‘‘institution of higher education’’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 101(a) of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1001(a)). 
SEC. 4. NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION RE-

SEARCH. 
(a) COMPUTER AND NETWORK SECURITY RE-

SEARCH GRANTS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall award 

grants for basic research on innovative ap-
proaches to the structure of computer and net-
work hardware and software that are aimed at 
enhancing computer security. Research areas 
may include—

(A) authentication, cryptography, and other 
secure data communications technology; 

(B) computer forensics and intrusion detec-
tion; 

(C) reliability of computer and network appli-
cations, middleware, operating systems, control 
systems, and communications infrastructure; 

(D) privacy and confidentiality; 
(E) network security architecture, including 

tools for security administration and analysis; 
(F) emerging threats; 
(G) vulnerability assessments and techniques 

for quantifying risk; 
(H) remote access and wireless security; and 
(I) enhancement of law enforcement ability to 

detect, investigate, and prosecute cyber-crimes, 
including those that involve piracy of intellec-
tual property. 

(2) MERIT REVIEW; COMPETITION.—Grants 
shall be awarded under this section on a merit-
reviewed competitive basis. 

(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
National Science Foundation to carry out this 
subsection—

(A) $35,000,000 for fiscal year 2003; 
(B) $40,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(C) $46,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(D) $52,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; and 
(E) $60,000,000 for fiscal year 2007. 
(b) COMPUTER AND NETWORK SECURITY RE-

SEARCH CENTERS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall award 

multiyear grants, subject to the availability of 
appropriations, to institutions of higher edu-
cation, nonprofit research institutions, or con-
sortia thereof to establish multidisciplinary Cen-
ters for Computer and Network Security Re-
search. Institutions of higher education, non-

profit research institutions, or consortia thereof 
receiving such grants may partner with 1 or 
more government laboratories or for-profit insti-
tutions, or other institutions of higher education 
or nonprofit research institutions. 

(2) MERIT REVIEW; COMPETITION.—Grants 
shall be awarded under this subsection on a 
merit-reviewed competitive basis. 

(3) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the Centers 
shall be to generate innovative approaches to 
computer and network security by conducting 
cutting-edge, multidisciplinary research in com-
puter and network security, including the re-
search areas described in subsection (a)(1). 

(4) APPLICATIONS.—An institution of higher 
education, nonprofit research institution, or 
consortia thereof seeking funding under this 
subsection shall submit an application to the Di-
rector at such time, in such manner, and con-
taining such information as the Director may 
require. The application shall include, at a min-
imum, a description of—

(A) the research projects that will be under-
taken by the Center and the contributions of 
each of the participating entities; 

(B) how the Center will promote active col-
laboration among scientists and engineers from 
different disciplines, such as computer sci-
entists, engineers, mathematicians, and social 
science researchers; 

(C) how the Center will contribute to increas-
ing the number and quality of computer and 
network security researchers and other profes-
sionals, including individuals from groups his-
torically underrepresented in these fields; and 

(D) how the center will disseminate research 
results quickly and widely to improve cyber se-
curity in information technology networks, 
products, and services. 

(5) CRITERIA.—In evaluating the applications 
submitted under paragraph (4), the Director 
shall consider, at a minimum—

(A) the ability of the applicant to generate in-
novative approaches to computer and network 
security and effectively carry out the research 
program; 

(B) the experience of the applicant in con-
ducting research on computer and network se-
curity and the capacity of the applicant to fos-
ter new multidisciplinary collaborations; 

(C) the capacity of the applicant to attract 
and provide adequate support for a diverse 
group of undergraduate and graduate students 
and postdoctoral fellows to pursue computer 
and network security research; and 

(D) the extent to which the applicant will 
partner with government laboratories, for-profit 
entities, other institutions of higher education, 
or nonprofit research institutions, and the role 
the partners will play in the research under-
taken by the Center. 

(6) ANNUAL MEETING.—The Director shall con-
vene an annual meeting of the Centers in order 
to foster collaboration and communication be-
tween Center participants. 

(7) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated for the 
National Science Foundation to carry out this 
subsection—

(A) $12,000,000 for fiscal year 2003; 
(B) $24,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(C) $36,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(D) $36,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; and 
(E) $36,000,000 for fiscal year 2007. 

SEC. 5. NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION COM-
PUTER AND NETWORK SECURITY 
PROGRAMS. 

(a) COMPUTER AND NETWORK SECURITY CA-
PACITY BUILDING GRANTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall establish 
a program to award grants to institutions of 
higher education (or consortia thereof) to estab-
lish or improve undergraduate and master’s de-
gree programs in computer and network secu-
rity, to increase the number of students, includ-
ing the number of students from groups histori-
cally underrepresented in these fields, who pur-
sue undergraduate or master’s degrees in fields 
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related to computer and network security, and 
to provide students with experience in govern-
ment or industry related to their computer and 
network security studies. 

(2) MERIT REVIEW.—Grants shall be awarded 
under this subsection on a merit-reviewed com-
petitive basis. 

(3) USE OF FUNDS.—Grants awarded under 
this subsection shall be used for activities that 
enhance the ability of an institution of higher 
education (or consortium thereof) to provide 
high-quality undergraduate and master’s degree 
programs in computer and network security and 
to recruit and retain increased numbers of stu-
dents to such programs. Activities may include—

(A) revising curriculum to better prepare un-
dergraduate and master’s degree students for 
careers in computer and network security; 

(B) establishing degree and certificate pro-
grams in computer and network security; 

(C) creating opportunities for undergraduate 
students to participate in computer and network 
security research projects; 

(D) acquiring equipment necessary for student 
instruction in computer and network security, 
including the installation of testbed networks 
for student use; 

(E) providing opportunities for faculty to 
work with local or Federal Government agen-
cies, private industry, nonprofit research insti-
tutions, or other academic institutions to de-
velop new expertise or to formulate new re-
search directions in computer and network secu-
rity; 

(F) establishing collaborations with other aca-
demic institutions or academic departments that 
seek to establish, expand, or enhance programs 
in computer and network security; 

(G) establishing student internships in com-
puter and network security at government agen-
cies or in private industry; 

(H) establishing collaborations with other aca-
demic institutions to establish or enhance a 
web-based collection of computer and network 
security courseware and laboratory exercises for 
sharing with other institutions of higher edu-
cation, including community colleges; 

(I) establishing or enhancing bridge programs 
in computer and network security between com-
munity colleges and universities; and 

(J) any other activities the Director determines 
will accomplish the goals of this subsection. 

(4) SELECTION PROCESS.—
(A) APPLICATION.—An institution of higher 

education (or a consortium thereof) seeking 
funding under this subsection shall submit an 
application to the Director at such time, in such 
manner, and containing such information as the 
Director may require. The application shall in-
clude, at a minimum—

(i) a description of the applicant’s computer 
and network security research and instructional 
capacity, and in the case of an application from 
a consortium of institutions of higher education, 
a description of the role that each member will 
play in implementing the proposal; 

(ii) a comprehensive plan by which the insti-
tution or consortium will build instructional ca-
pacity in computer and information security; 

(iii) a description of relevant collaborations 
with government agencies or private industry 
that inform the instructional program in com-
puter and network security; 

(iv) a survey of the applicant’s historic stu-
dent enrollment and placement data in fields re-
lated to computer and network security and a 
study of potential enrollment and placement for 
students enrolled in the proposed computer and 
network security program; and 

(v) a plan to evaluate the success of the pro-
posed computer and network security program, 
including post-graduation assessment of grad-
uate school and job placement and retention 
rates as well as the relevance of the instruc-
tional program to graduate study and to the 
workplace. 

(B) AWARDS.—(i) The Director shall ensure, to 
the extent practicable, that grants are awarded 

under this subsection in a wide range of geo-
graphic areas and categories of institutions of 
higher education, including minority serving in-
stitutions. 

(ii) The Director shall award grants under 
this subsection for a period not to exceed 5 
years. 

(5) ASSESSMENT REQUIRED.—The Director shall 
evaluate the program established under this 
subsection no later than 6 years after the estab-
lishment of the program. At a minimum, the Di-
rector shall evaluate the extent to which the 
program achieved its objectives of increasing the 
quality and quantity of students, including stu-
dents from groups historically underrepresented 
in computer and network security related dis-
ciplines, pursuing undergraduate or master’s de-
grees in computer and network security. 

(6) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
National Science Foundation to carry out this 
subsection—

(A) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2003; 
(B) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(C) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(D) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; and 
(E) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2007. 
(b) SCIENTIFIC AND ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY 

ACT OF 1992.—
(1) GRANTS.—The Director shall provide 

grants under the Scientific and Advanced Tech-
nology Act of 1992 (42 U.S.C. 1862i) for the pur-
poses of section 3(a) and (b) of that Act, except 
that the activities supported pursuant to this 
subsection shall be limited to improving edu-
cation in fields related to computer and network 
security. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
National Science Foundation to carry out this 
subsection—

(A) $1,000,000 for fiscal year 2003; 
(B) $1,250,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(C) $1,250,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(D) $1,250,000 for fiscal year 2006; and 
(E) $1,250,000 for fiscal year 2007. 
(c) GRADUATE TRAINEESHIPS IN COMPUTER AND 

NETWORK SECURITY RESEARCH.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall establish 

a program to award grants to institutions of 
higher education to establish traineeship pro-
grams for graduate students who pursue com-
puter and network security research leading to 
a doctorate degree by providing funding and 
other assistance, and by providing graduate stu-
dents with research experience in government or 
industry related to the students’ computer and 
network security studies. 

(2) MERIT REVIEW.—Grants shall be provided 
under this subsection on a merit-reviewed com-
petitive basis. 

(3) USE OF FUNDS.—An institution of higher 
education shall use grant funds for the purposes 
of—

(A) providing traineeships to students who are 
citizens, nationals, or lawfully admitted perma-
nent resident aliens of the United States and are 
pursuing research in computer or network secu-
rity leading to a doctorate degree; 

(B) paying tuition and fees for students re-
ceiving traineeships under subparagraph (A); 

(C) establishing scientific internship programs 
for students receiving traineeships under sub-
paragraph (A) in computer and network secu-
rity at for-profit institutions, nonprofit research 
institutions, or government laboratories; and 

(D) other costs associated with the adminis-
tration of the program. 

(4) TRAINEESHIP AMOUNT.—Traineeships pro-
vided under paragraph (3)(A) shall be in the 
amount of $25,000 per year, or the level of the 
National Science Foundation Graduate Re-
search Fellowships, whichever is greater, for up 
to 3 years. 

(5) SELECTION PROCESS.—An institution of 
higher education seeking funding under this 
subsection shall submit an application to the Di-
rector at such time, in such manner, and con-

taining such information as the Director may 
require. The application shall include, at a min-
imum, a description of—

(A) the instructional program and research 
opportunities in computer and network security 
available to graduate students at the applicant’s 
institution; and 

(B) the internship program to be established, 
including the opportunities that will be made 
available to students for internships at for-prof-
it institutions, nonprofit research institutions, 
and government laboratories. 

(6) REVIEW OF APPLICATIONS.—In evaluating 
the applications submitted under paragraph (5), 
the Director shall consider—

(A) the ability of the applicant to effectively 
carry out the proposed program; 

(B) the quality of the applicant’s existing re-
search and education programs; 

(C) the likelihood that the program will re-
cruit increased numbers of students, including 
students from groups historically underrep-
resented in computer and network security re-
lated disciplines, to pursue and earn doctorate 
degrees in computer and network security; 

(D) the nature and quality of the internship 
program established through collaborations with 
government laboratories, nonprofit research in-
stitutions, and for-profit institutions; 

(E) the integration of internship opportunities 
into graduate students’ research; and 

(F) the relevance of the proposed program to 
current and future computer and network secu-
rity needs. 

(7) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
National Science Foundation to carry out this 
subsection—

(A) $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2003; 
(B) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(C) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(D) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; and 
(E) $20,000,000 for fiscal year 2007. 
(d) GRADUATE RESEARCH FELLOWSHIPS PRO-

GRAM SUPPORT.—Computer and network secu-
rity shall be included among the fields of spe-
cialization supported by the National Science 
Foundation’s Graduate Research Fellowships 
program under section 10 of the National 
Science Foundation Act of 1950 (42 U.S.C. 1869). 

(e) CYBER SECURITY FACULTY DEVELOPMENT 
TRAINEESHIP PROGRAM.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall establish 
a program to award grants to institutions of 
higher education to establish traineeship pro-
grams to enable graduate students to pursue 
academic careers in cyber security upon comple-
tion of doctoral degrees. 

(2) MERIT REVIEW; COMPETITION.—Grants 
shall be awarded under this section on a merit-
reviewed competitive basis. 

(3) APPLICATION.—Each institution of higher 
education desiring to receive a grant under this 
subsection shall submit an application to the Di-
rector at such time, in such manner, and con-
taining such information as the Director shall 
require. 

(4) USE OF FUNDS.—Funds received by an in-
stitution of higher education under this para-
graph shall—

(A) be made available to individuals on a 
merit-reviewed competitive basis and in accord-
ance with the requirements established in para-
graph (7); 

(B) be in an amount that is sufficient to cover 
annual tuition and fees for doctoral study at an 
institution of higher education for the duration 
of the graduate traineeship, and shall include, 
in addition, an annual living stipend of $25,000; 
and 

(C) be provided to individuals for a duration 
of no more than 5 years, the specific duration of 
each graduate traineeship to be determined by 
the institution of higher education, on a case-
by-case basis. 

(5) REPAYMENT.—Each graduate traineeship 
shall—

(A) subject to paragraph (5)(B), be subject to 
full repayment upon completion of the doctoral 
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degree according to a repayment schedule estab-
lished and administered by the institution of 
higher education; 

(B) be forgiven at the rate of 20 percent of the 
total amount of the graduate traineeship assist-
ance received under this section for each aca-
demic year that a recipient is employed as a 
full-time faculty member at an institution of 
higher education for a period not to exceed 5 
years; and 

(C) be monitored by the institution of higher 
education receiving a grant under this sub-
section to ensure compliance with this sub-
section. 

(6) EXCEPTIONS.—The Director may provide 
for the partial or total waiver or suspension of 
any service obligation or payment by an indi-
vidual under this section whenever compliance 
by the individual is impossible or would involve 
extreme hardship to the individual, or if en-
forcement of such obligation with respect to the 
individual would be unconscionable. 

(7) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive a 
graduate traineeship under this section, an in-
dividual shall— 

(A) be a citizen, national, or lawfully admit-
ted permanent resident alien of the United 
States; 

(B) demonstrate a commitment to a career in 
higher education. 

(8) CONSIDERATION.—In making selections for 
graduate traineeships under this paragraph, an 
institution receiving a grant under this sub-
section shall consider, to the extent possible, a 
diverse pool of applicants whose interests are of 
an interdisciplinary nature, encompassing the 
social scientific as well as the technical dimen-
sions of cyber security. 

(9) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
National Science Foundation to carry out this 
paragraph $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2003 through 2007. 
SEC. 6. CONSULTATION. 

In carrying out sections 4 and 5, the Director 
shall consult with other Federal agencies. 
SEC. 7. FOSTERING RESEARCH AND EDUCATION 

IN COMPUTER AND NETWORK SECU-
RITY. 

Section 3(a) of the National Science Founda-
tion Act of 1950 (42 U.S.C. 1862(a)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph 
(6); 

(2) by striking ‘‘Congress.’’ in paragraph (7) 
and inserting ‘‘Congress ; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(8) to take a leading role in fostering and 

supporting research and education activities to 
improve the security of networked information 
systems.’’. 
SEC. 8. NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS 

AND TECHNOLOGY PROGRAMS. 
(a) RESEARCH PROGRAM.—The National Insti-

tute of Standards and Technology Act (15 
U.S.C. 271 et seq.) is amended—

(1) by moving section 22 to the end of the Act 
and redesignating it as section 32; 

(2) by inserting after section 21 the following 
new section: 

‘‘SEC. 22. RESEARCH PROGRAM ON SECURITY OF 
COMPUTER SYSTEMS 

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Director shall es-
tablish a program of assistance to institutions of 
higher education that enter into partnerships 
with for-profit entities to support research to 
improve the security of computer systems. The 
partnerships may also include government lab-
oratories and nonprofit research institutions. 
The program shall—

‘‘(1) include multidisciplinary, long-term re-
search; 

‘‘(2) include research directed toward address-
ing needs identified through the activities of the 
Computer System Security and Privacy Advisory 
Board under section 20(f); and 

‘‘(3) promote the development of a robust re-
search community working at the leading edge 

of knowledge in subject areas relevant to the se-
curity of computer systems by providing support 
for graduate students, post-doctoral researchers, 
and senior researchers. 

‘‘(b) FELLOWSHIPS.—
‘‘(1) POST-DOCTORAL RESEARCH FELLOW-

SHIPS.—The Director is authorized to establish a 
program to award post-doctoral research fellow-
ships to individuals who are citizens, nationals, 
or lawfully admitted permanent resident aliens 
of the United States and are seeking research 
positions at institutions, including the Institute, 
engaged in research activities related to the se-
curity of computer systems, including the re-
search areas described in section 4(a)(1) of the 
Cyber Security Research and Development Act. 

‘‘(2) SENIOR RESEARCH FELLOWSHIPS.—The Di-
rector is authorized to establish a program to 
award senior research fellowships to individuals 
seeking research positions at institutions, in-
cluding the Institute, engaged in research ac-
tivities related to the security of computer sys-
tems, including the research areas described in 
section 4(a)(1) of the Cyber Security Research 
and Development Act. Senior research fellow-
ships shall be made available for established re-
searchers at institutions of higher education 
who seek to change research fields and pursue 
studies related to the security of computer sys-
tems. 

‘‘(3) ELIGIBILITY.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible for an award 

under this subsection, an individual shall sub-
mit an application to the Director at such time, 
in such manner, and containing such informa-
tion as the Director may require. 

‘‘(B) STIPENDS.—Under this subsection, the 
Director is authorized to provide stipends for 
post-doctoral research fellowships at the level of 
the Institute’s Post Doctoral Research Fellow-
ship Program and senior research fellowships at 
levels consistent with support for a faculty mem-
ber in a sabbatical position. 

‘‘(c) AWARDS; APPLICATIONS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director is authorized 

to award grants or cooperative agreements to in-
stitutions of higher education to carry out the 
program established under subsection (a). No 
funds made available under this section shall be 
made available directly to any for-profit part-
ners. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible for an award 
under this section, an institution of higher edu-
cation shall submit an application to the Direc-
tor at such time, in such manner, and con-
taining such information as the Director may 
require. The application shall include, at a min-
imum, a description of—

‘‘(A) the number of graduate students antici-
pated to participate in the research project and 
the level of support to be provided to each; 

‘‘(B) the number of post-doctoral research po-
sitions included under the research project and 
the level of support to be provided to each; 

‘‘(C) the number of individuals, if any, in-
tending to change research fields and pursue 
studies related to the security of computer sys-
tems to be included under the research project 
and the level of support to be provided to each; 
and 

‘‘(D) how the for-profit entities, nonprofit re-
search institutions, and any other partners will 
participate in developing and carrying out the 
research and education agenda of the partner-
ship. 

‘‘(d) PROGRAM OPERATION.—
‘‘(1) MANAGEMENT.—The program established 

under subsection (a) shall be managed by indi-
viduals who shall have both expertise in re-
search related to the security of computer sys-
tems and knowledge of the vulnerabilities of ex-
isting computer systems. The Director shall des-
ignate such individuals as program managers. 

‘‘(2) MANAGERS MAY BE EMPLOYEES.—Program 
managers designated under paragraph (1) may 
be new or existing employees of the Institute or 
individuals on assignment at the Institute under 
the Intergovernmental Personnel Act of 1970, ex-

cept that individuals on assignment at the Insti-
tute under the Intergovernmental Personnel Act 
of 1970 shall not directly manage such employ-
ees. 

‘‘(3) MANAGER RESPONSIBILITY.—Program 
managers designated under paragraph (1) shall 
be responsible for—

‘‘(A) establishing and publicizing the broad 
research goals for the program; 

‘‘(B) soliciting applications for specific re-
search projects to address the goals developed 
under subparagraph (A); 

‘‘(C) selecting research projects for support 
under the program from among applications 
submitted to the Institute, following consider-
ation of—

‘‘(i) the novelty and scientific and technical 
merit of the proposed projects; 

‘‘(ii) the demonstrated capabilities of the indi-
vidual or individuals submitting the applica-
tions to successfully carry out the proposed re-
search; 

‘‘(iii) the impact the proposed projects will 
have on increasing the number of computer se-
curity researchers; 

‘‘(iv) the nature of the participation by for-
profit entities and the extent to which the pro-
posed projects address the concerns of industry; 
and 

‘‘(v) other criteria determined by the Director, 
based on information specified for inclusion in 
applications under subsection (c); and 

‘‘(D) monitoring the progress of research 
projects supported under the program. 

‘‘(4) REPORTS.—The Director shall report to 
the Senate Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation and the House of Rep-
resentatives Committee on Science annually on 
the use and responsibility of individuals on as-
signment at the Institute under the Intergovern-
mental Personnel Act of 1970 who are per-
forming duties under subsection (d). 

‘‘(e) REVIEW OF PROGRAM.—
‘‘(1) PERIODIC REVIEW.—The Director shall pe-

riodically review the portfolio of research 
awards monitored by each program manager 
designated in accordance with subsection (d). In 
conducting those reviews, the Director shall 
seek the advice of the Computer System Security 
and Privacy Advisory Board, established under 
section 21, on the appropriateness of the re-
search goals and on the quality and utility of 
research projects managed by program managers 
in accordance with subsection (d). 

‘‘(2) COMPREHENSIVE 5-YEAR REVIEW.—The Di-
rector shall also contract with the National Re-
search Council for a comprehensive review of 
the program established under subsection (a) 
during the 5th year of the program. Such review 
shall include an assessment of the scientific 
quality of the research conducted, the relevance 
of the research results obtained to the goals of 
the program established under subsection 
(d)(3)(A), and the progress of the program in 
promoting the development of a substantial aca-
demic research community working at the lead-
ing edge of knowledge in the field. The Director 
shall submit to Congress a report on the results 
of the review under this paragraph no later 
than 6 years after the initiation of the program. 

‘‘(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) COMPUTER SYSTEM.—The term ‘computer 

system’ has the meaning given that term in sec-
tion 20(d)(1). 

‘‘(2) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—The 
term ‘institution of higher education’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 101(a) of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1001(a)).’’. 

(b) AMENDMENT OF COMPUTER SYSTEM DEFINI-
TION.—Section 20(d)(1)(B)(i) of National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology Act (15 
U.S.C. 278g–3(d)(1)(B)(i)) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(i) computers and computer networks;’’. 
(c) CHECKLISTS FOR GOVERNMENT SYSTEMS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the National 

Institute of Standards and Technology shall de-
velop, and revise as necessary, a checklist set-
ting forth settings and option selections that 
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minimize the security risks associated with each 
computer hardware or software system that is, 
or is likely to become, widely used within the 
Federal government. 

(2) PRIORITIES FOR DEVELOPMENT; EXCLUDED 
SYSTEMS.—The Director of the National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology may establish 
priorities for the development of checklists 
under this paragraph on the basis of the secu-
rity risks associated with the use of the system, 
the number of agencies that use a particular 
system, the usefulness of the checklist to Fed-
eral agencies that are users or potential users of 
the system, or such other factors as the Director 
determines to be appropriate. The Director of 
the National Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology may exclude from the application of 
paragraph (1) any computer hardware or soft-
ware system for which the Director of the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Technology 
determines that the development of a checklist is 
inappropriate because of the infrequency of use 
of the system, the obsolescence of the system, or 
the inutility or impracticability of developing a 
checklist for the system. 

(3) DISSEMINATION OF CHECKLISTS.—The Di-
rector of the National Institute of Standards 
and Technology shall make any checklist devel-
oped under this paragraph for any computer 
hardware or software system available to each 
Federal agency that is a user or potential user 
of the system. 

(4) AGENCY USE REQUIREMENTS.—The develop-
ment of a checklist under paragraph (1) for a 
computer hardware or software system does 
not—

(A) require any Federal agency to select the 
specific settings or options recommended by the 
checklist for the system; 

(B) establish conditions or prerequisites for 
Federal agency procurement or deployment of 
any such system; 

(C) represent an endorsement of any such sys-
tem by the Director of the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology; nor 

(D) preclude any Federal agency from pro-
curing or deploying other computer hardware or 
software systems for which no such checklist 
has been developed. 

(d) FEDERAL AGENCY INFORMATION SECURITY 
PROGRAMS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In developing the agency-
wide information security program required by 
section 3534(b) of title 44, United States Code, an 
agency that deploys a computer hardware or 
software system for which the Director of the 
National Institute of Standards and Technology 
has developed a checklist under subsection (c) of 
this section—

(A) shall include in that program an expla-
nation of how the agency has considered such 
checklist in deploying that system; and 

(B) may treat the explanation as if it were a 
portion of the agency’s annual performance 
plan properly classified under criteria estab-
lished by an Executive Order (within the mean-
ing of section 1115(d) of title 31, United States 
Code). 

(2) LIMITATION.—Paragraph (1) does not 
apply to any computer hardware or software 
system for which the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology does not have re-
sponsibility under section 20(a)(3) of the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Technology 
Act (15 U.S.C.278g-3(a)(3)). 
SEC. 9. COMPUTER SECURITY REVIEW, PUBLIC 

MEETINGS, AND INFORMATION. 
Section 20 of the National Institute of Stand-

ards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 278g–3) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary $1,060,000 for fiscal year 2003 and 
$1,090,000 for fiscal year 2004 to enable the Com-
puter System Security and Privacy Advisory 
Board, established by section 21, to identify 
emerging issues, including research needs, re-

lated to computer security, privacy, and cryp-
tography and, as appropriate, to convene public 
meetings on those subjects, receive presen-
tations, and publish reports, digests, and sum-
maries for public distribution on those sub-
jects.’’. 
SEC. 10. INTRAMURAL SECURITY RESEARCH. 

Section 20 of the National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology Act (15 U.S.C. 278g–3), as 
amended by this Act, is further amended by re-
designating subsection (e) as subsection (f), and 
by inserting after subsection (d) the following: 

‘‘(e) INTRAMURAL SECURITY RESEARCH.—As 
part of the research activities conducted in ac-
cordance with subsection (b)(4), the Institute 
shall—

‘‘(1) conduct a research program to address 
emerging technologies associated with assem-
bling a networked computer system from compo-
nents while ensuring it maintains desired secu-
rity properties; 

‘‘(2) carry out research associated with im-
proving the security of real-time computing and 
communications systems for use in process con-
trol; and 

‘‘(3) carry out multidisciplinary, long-term, 
high-risk research on ways to improve the secu-
rity of computer systems.’’. 
SEC. 11. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary of Commerce for the National Institute 
of Standards and Technology—

(1) for activities under section 22 of the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Technology 
Act, as added by section 8 of this Act—

(A) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2003; 
(B) $40,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(C) $55,000,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(D) $70,000,000 for fiscal year 2006; 
(E) $85,000,000 for fiscal year 2007; and 
(2) for activities under section 20(f) of the Na-

tional Institute of Standards and Technology 
Act, as added by section 10 of this Act—

(A) $6,000,000 for fiscal year 2003; 
(B) $6,200,000 for fiscal year 2004; 
(C) $6,400,000 for fiscal year 2005; 
(D) $6,600,000 for fiscal year 2006; and 
(E) $6,800,000 for fiscal year 2007. 

SEC. 12. NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES 
STUDY ON COMPUTER AND NET-
WORK SECURITY IN CRITICAL INFRA-
STRUCTURES. 

(a) STUDY.—Not later than 3 months after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Director 
of the National Institute of Standards and 
Technology shall enter into an arrangement 
with the National Research Council of the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences to conduct a study 
of the vulnerabilities of the Nation’s network in-
frastructure and make recommendations for ap-
propriate improvements. The National Research 
Council shall—

(1) review existing studies and associated data 
on the architectural, hardware, and software 
vulnerabilities and interdependencies in United 
States critical infrastructure networks; 

(2) identify and assess gaps in technical capa-
bility for robust critical infrastructure network 
security and make recommendations for re-
search priorities and resource requirements; and 

(3) review any and all other essential elements 
of computer and network security, including se-
curity of industrial process controls, to be deter-
mined in the conduct of the study. 

(b) REPORT.—The Director of the National In-
stitute of Standards and Technology shall 
transmit a report containing the results of the 
study and recommendations required by sub-
section (a) to the Senate Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation and the 
House of Representatives Committee on Science 
not later than 21 months after the date of enact-
ment of this Act. 

(c) SECURITY.—The Director of the National 
Institute of Standards and Technology shall en-
sure that no information that is classified is in-
cluded in any publicly released version of the 
report required by this section. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary of Commerce for the National Institute 
of Standards and Technology for the purposes 
of carrying out this section, $700,000. 
SEC. 13. COORDINATION OF FEDERAL CYBER SE-

CURITY RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-
MENT 

The Director of the National Science Founda-
tion and the Director of the National Institute 
of Standards and Technology shall coordinate 
the research programs authorized by this Act or 
pursuant to amendments made by this Act. The 
Director of the Office of Science and Technology 
Policy shall work with the Director of the Na-
tional Science Foundation and the Director of 
the National Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology to ensure that programs authorized by 
this Act or pursuant to amendments made by 
this Act are taken into account in any govern-
ment-wide cyber security research effort. 
SEC. 14. OFFICE OF SPACE COMMERCIALIZATION. 

Section 8(a) of the Technology Administration 
Act of 1998 (15 U.S.C. 1511e(a)) is amended by 
inserting ‘‘the Technology Administration of’’ 
after ‘‘within’’. 
SEC. 15. TECHNICAL CORRECTION OF NATIONAL 

CONSTRUCTION SAFETY TEAM ACT. 
Section 2(c)(1)(d) of the National Construction 

Safety Team Act is amended by striking ‘‘section 
8;’’ and inserting ‘‘section 7;’’. 
SEC. 16. GRANT ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS AND 

COMPLIANCE WITH IMMIGRATION 
LAWS. 

(a) IMMIGRATION STATUS.—No grant or fellow-
ship may be awarded under this Act, directly or 
indirectly, to any individual who is in violation 
of the terms of his or her status as a non-
immigrant under section 101(a)(15)(F), (M), or 
(J) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(F), (M), or (J)). 

(b) ALIENS FROM CERTAIN COUNTRIES.—No 
grant or fellowship may be awarded under this 
Act, directly or indirectly, to any alien from a 
country that is a state sponsor of international 
terrorism, as defined under section 306(b) of the 
Enhanced Border Security and VISA Entry Re-
form Act (8 U.S.C. 1735(b)), unless the Secretary 
of State determines, in consultation with the At-
torney General and the heads of other appro-
priate agencies, that such alien does not pose a 
threat to the safety or national security of the 
United States. 

(c) NON-COMPLYING INSTITUTIONS.—No grant 
or fellowship may be awarded under this Act, 
directly or indirectly, to any institution of high-
er education or non-profit institution (or con-
sortia thereof) that has—

(1) materially failed to comply with the rec-
ordkeeping and reporting requirements to re-
ceive nonimmigrant students or exchange visitor 
program participants under section 
101(a)(15)(F), (M), or (J) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(F), (M), or 
(J)), or section 641 of the Illegal Immigration Re-
form and Responsibility Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 
1372), as required by section 502 of the En-
hanced Border Security and VISA Entry Reform 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1762); or 

(2) been suspended or terminated pursuant to 
section 502(c) of the Enhanced Border Security 
and VISA Entry Reform Act (8 U.S.C 1762(c)). 
SEC. 17. REPORT ON GRANT AND FELLOWSHIP 

PROGRAMS. 
Within 24 months after the date of enactment 

of this Act, the Director, in consultation with 
the Assistant to the President for National Secu-
rity Affairs, shall submit to Congress a report 
reviewing this Act to ensure that the programs 
and fellowships are being awarded under this 
Act to individuals and institutions of higher 
education who are in compliance with the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101 et 
seq.) in order to protect our national security.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
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New York (Mr. BOEHLERT) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. BAIRD) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. BOEHLERT). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 3394. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to bring 

H.R. 3394, the Cyber Security Research 
and Development Act, before the House 
again, this time for final passage. 

Back in February, the House passed 
the bill 400 to 12, a sign of the widely 
recognized need for this legislation. 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, has 
now returned the bill to us entirely in-
tact, with a few negotiated non-
controversial additions. These addi-
tions include an additional fellowship 
program, greater efforts to approve the 
security of Federal computers, lan-
guage to ensure that existing rules 
concerning foreign students are being 
enforced, and a technical correction to 
the bill we passed in response to the 
collapse of the World Trade Center. 

With this background, no one should 
be surprised that I expect this bill to be 
signed shortly by the President. That 
is as it should be. H.R. 3394 will provide 
a targeted solution to a serious but 
largely overlooked problem: cyber se-
curity. 

Cyber security is a problem that is 
even worse than it first appears. That 
is because not only are our Nation’s 
computers and networks vulnerable to 
attack, and not only could a cyber at-
tack disrupt our economy and threaten 
public health and safety, but we simply 
do not know enough about how to de-
sign computers and networks to make 
them less vulnerable. 

For too long, cyber security has just 
not been a research priority. The pri-
vate sector was much more focused on 
making computers cheaper, faster, and 
easier to use. The market did not put a 
premium on security. Government 
similarly turned its attention else-
where. 

As a result, computers have become 
omnipresent. We are more and more at 
their mercy, without becoming any 
more secure. In an age of terrorism, 
such willful ignorance about cyber se-
curity has got to come to an end.

b 1430 

We received yet another reminder of 
that monumental fact last month when 
the servers that run the Internet in the 
United States were subject to a con-
certed attack from overseas. 

H.R. 3394 is designed quite simply, to 
usher in a new era in cyber security re-
search. Cyber security research will no 

longer be a backwater, but rather will 
become a priority at two of our pre-
mier research agencies, the National 
Science Foundation and the National 
Institute of Standards and Technology, 
and through them, a priority in aca-
demia and industry. 

And the programs created by H.R. 
3394 are designed not only to spur new 
thinking about how to safeguard com-
puters and networks in both the short 
and long run, but to make sure that we 
have a cadre of experts who will devote 
their careers to improving cyber secu-
rity. The bill includes incentives for re-
searchers to turn their attention to 
cyber security, and incentives to at-
tract students to the field at the under-
graduate, graduate and post-doctoral 
levels. 

In short, this bill is a targeted but 
comprehensive attempt to ensure that 
the Nation’s best minds are focused on 
improving cyber security. That is what 
it will take to stave off a cyber attack. 

I want to thank the many people in-
side and outside Congress who helped 
us bring this bill to fruition. Bill Wulf, 
the president of the National Academy 
of Engineering, is really the godfather 
of this bill, bringing the problem and 
potential solutions to our attention, 
and he has always been available to 
bounce ideas off of. Industry groups 
have been enormously helpful and sup-
portive, including the Information 
Technology Association of America 
and the National Association of Manu-
facturers. 

This bill has been a bipartisan effort 
from its inception. I want to thank the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL), the 
ranking member, and the other Mem-
bers of the minority, including the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. BAIRD), 
who have helped shape this bill. We 
have had similar partnership in the 
other body led by Senators WYDEN and 
ALLEN. 

In short, H.R. 3394 is a bipartisan ap-
proach to a very real but very solvable 
problem. I urge its final passage, not 
just because it is needed, but because it 
will reflect the fine efforts of so many 
dedicated people on the staff of both 
the Republican and Democrat side. 
This bill has been bicameral, and has 
the private sector working in partner-
ship with government. That is the way 
it should be. We are addressing a very 
serious problem, and trying to get 
ahold of it before it gets out of hand, 
and I am optimistic we are moving in 
the right direction. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge final passage of 
this bill. 

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

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of H.R. 3394, the Cyber Security Re-
search and Development Act. I thank 
the gentleman from New York 
(Chairman BOEHLERT) for his out-
standing leadership on this bill, and 
commend the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. HALL) for his leadership as well. 

I am tremendously honored that H.R. 
3316, a computer security bill that I au-
thored along with the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. BOEHLERT), are included 
in today’s bill. 

Essentially, H.R. 3394 is the same as 
the version that was passed by the 
House back in February. This legisla-
tion will address the long-term needs 
to secure the Nation’s information in-
frastructure, as well as strengthening 
the security of the nonclassified com-
puter systems of our Federal agencies. 

Since September 11, attention has 
been focused in an unprecedented way 
on increasing our security against ter-
rorism. Today, security has to mean 
more than locking doors and installing 
metal detectors. In addition to phys-
ical security, virtual information sys-
tems that are vital to our Nation’s se-
curity and economy must be protected. 
Telecommunications and computer 
technologies are vulnerable to attack 
from far away by enemies who can re-
main anonymous, hidden in the vast 
maze of the Internet. 

Examples of systems that rely on 
computer networks include our electric 
power grid, rail networks and financial 
transaction networks. The gentleman 
from New York (Mr. BOEHLERT) and the 
gentlewoman from Maryland (Mrs. 
MORELLA), the former chairman of the 
subcommittee, have had the foresight 
to begin hearings on this matter, even 
well before September 11. It is that 
kind of forward thinking that we need 
to protect our Nation’s security and to 
secure our information infrastructure 
from cyber attacks. 

Our vulnerability to Internet-based 
computer viruses, denial of service at-
tacks, and defaced websites is well 
known to the general public. Such 
widely reported and indeed widely ex-
perienced events have increased in fre-
quency over time. These attacks dis-
rupt business and government activi-
ties, sometimes resulting in significant 
recovery costs. 

While we have yet to face a cata-
strophic cyber attack thus far, Richard 
Clarke, the chair of the President’s 
Critical Infrastructure Protection 
Board, has said that the government 
must make cyber security a priority or 
we face the possibility of what he 
termed a digital Pearl Harbor. 

Potentially vulnerable computer sys-
tems are largely owned and operated 
by the private sector, but the govern-
ment has an important role in sup-
porting the research and development 
activities that provide the tools for 
protecting information systems. An es-
sential component for ensuring im-
proved information security is a vig-
orous and creative basic research effort 
focused on the security of networked 
information systems. 

Witnesses at our Committee on 
Science hearings last year noted the 
anemic level of funding for research on 
computer and network security. Such 
lack of funding has resulted in the lack 
of a critical mass of researchers in the 
field and has severely limited the focus 

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 01:16 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00011 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K12NO7.017 H12PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8072 November 12, 2002
of research. The witnesses at the hear-
ings advocated increased and sustained 
research funding from the Federal Gov-
ernment to support both expanded 
training and research on a long-term 
basis. 

H.R. 3394 meets those needs. It au-
thorizes $903 million over 5 years to 
create new cyber security programs 
within the National Science Founda-
tion and the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology. Under the 
bill, the NSF will create new cyber se-
curity research centers, undergraduate 
grants, community college grants, and 
fellowships. 

The legislation also includes lan-
guage I authored pertaining to NIST. 
The bill requires NIST to create new 
program grants for partnerships be-
tween academia and industry, new 
post-doctoral students, and a new pro-
gram to encourage senior researchers 
in other fields to work on computer se-
curity. 

I believe the legislation before us 
today will provide the resources nec-
essary to ensure the security of busi-
ness networks and the safety of Amer-
ica’s computer infrastructure. I thank 
the staff of the Committee on Science 
for their tireless work on H.R. 3394, and 
I urge all members to support this im-
portant measure. 

Mr. Speaker, I invite the chairman of 
the Committee on Science to enter 
into a brief colloquy to ask for two 
brief points of clarification. 

Section 16(c) forbids the NSF from 
awarding grants or fellowships to insti-
tutions of higher education or non-
profit institutions that materially fail 
to comply with record-keeping require-
ments under certain sections of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act and the 
Illegal Immigration Reform and Re-
sponsibility Act. This section does not 
have an effective date at present. Many 
of these record-keeping requirements 
have yet to be written or promulgated. 
Therefore, the effective date for this 
subsection cannot be the date of enact-
ment. In bringing the bill forward for 
consideration by the House, what is the 
gentleman’s intent concerning the ef-
fective date for this provision?

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BAIRD. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman from Washington makes a 
very important point. Neither the Im-
migration and Naturalization Service 
nor the Department of State have pro-
vided final guidance to enable univer-
sities to participate in the new Student 
Exchange Visitor Information System, 
which provides tracking, monitoring, 
and access to accurate and current in-
formation on nonimmigration students 
and exchange visas. 

It is not possible to be materially out 
of compliance with these requirements 
until the final guidance and an appro-
priate time for implementation have 
been provided to the university re-
search community. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, my second 
question deals with Section 17 that re-
quires the Director, 24 months after 
the date of enactment of this act, to 
submit a report to Congress reviewing 
this act to ensure that awards under 
the act are made to individuals and in-
stitutions that are in compliance with 
the Immigration and Nationality Act. I 
assume this is a simple reporting re-
quirement similar to other reports to 
Congress by the NSF and that it is not 
meant to require the Director to en-
force our Nation’s immigration laws? 

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman would continue to yield, the 
gentleman is correct. Enforcement of 
the immigration laws is the responsi-
bility of the INS and the State Depart-
ment. Section 17 requires that NSF re-
port to Congress on information it ob-
tains from institutions of higher edu-
cation, State and INS. This section 
does not require the NSF Director to 
commission a duplicative study to se-
cure information that should be readily 
obtainable from the State Department 
and INS. 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for that clarification, and 
thank the gentleman for his leadership 
on this legislation. 

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

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to yield the bal-
ance of my time to the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) for purposes of 
control. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CULBERSON). Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection.
Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 

minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. WU). 

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong 
support of H.R. 3394, the Cyber Secu-
rity Research and Development Act. 
We have become increasingly reliant 
on the Internet and computer tech-
nology. And unfortunately, with this 
reliance comes increased vulnerability 
to cyber attacks on our network sys-
tems and infrastructure. America’s 
network infrastructure is increasingly 
exposed to both benign and destructive 
disruptions, including defacement of 
web sites, denial of service, virus infec-
tions throughout the computer net-
works, and unauthorized intrusions and 
sabotage of systems and networks. 

Past attacks show the types of dan-
ger and potential disruption cyber at-
tacks can have on our Nation’s infra-
structure. The cyber threats to this 
country are significant and getting 
more sophisticated as time goes by. 

A recent survey found that 85 percent 
of respondents experienced computer 
intrusions. Moreover, Carnegie Mellon 
University’s CERT Coordination Cen-
ter, which serves as a reporting center 
for Internet security problems, re-
ceived almost six times the number of 
vulnerability reports in 2001 as it did 
just 2 years earlier. Similarly, the 

number of specific incidents reported 
to CERT exploded from 9.589 in 1999 to 
52,658 in 2001. Even more alarming is 
CERT’s estimates that these statistics 
may only represent 20 percent of the 
incidents that actually occurred. 

The Cyber Security Research and De-
velopment Act will play a major role in 
fostering greater research in methods 
to prevent future cyber attacks and de-
sign more secure networks. This legis-
lation will harness and link the intel-
lectual power of the National Science 
Foundation, the National Institute of 
Science and Technology, universities, 
and private industry to develop new 
computer cryptography authentica-
tion, firewalls, forensics, intrusion de-
tection, wireless security and systems 
management. 

In addition, this bill is designed to 
draw more college undergraduate and 
graduate students into the field of 
cyber security. It establishes programs 
to use internships, research opportuni-
ties and better equipment to engage 
students in this field. 

America is a leader in computer 
hardware and software development. In 
order to preserve America’s 
technologic edge and our security, we 
must have a continuous pipeline of new 
students in computer science and re-
search. 

I strongly support this legislation 
and I am proud to support this impor-
tant bill as it moved through the Com-
mittee on Science and again as it 
passed the House earlier this February. 
I commend the leadership of the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. BAIRD), 
Senator WYDEN from Oregon, and the 
chairman of the Committee on Science, 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
BOEHLERT), for their leadership in mov-
ing this bill. I am confident that the 
Federal investment for long-term 
projects outlined in this legislation 
will enhance the security of our cyber 
homeland. 

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank all Members who worked on 
this, but certainly commend the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HALL), the 
ranking member, and the gentleman 
from New York (Chairman BOEHLERT) 
for having the foresight and commit-
ment to initiate and advance this legis-
lation that I would suggest is very im-
portant. 

As chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Research, I am proud to have worked 
on this bill and to be a prime sponsor. 
This act establishes programs at both 
the National Science Foundation and 
NIST, the National Institute for Stand-
ards and Technology, to advance re-
search and, perhaps most importantly, 
develop a talented workforce of cyber 
security researchers and professionals. 

While the focus in information tech-
nology has largely been to build it fast-
er, build it smaller, and build it less ex-
pensive, perhaps now more than ever 
we need to know how to build it safer 
and more secure. 

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 02:09 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00012 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K12NO7.019 H12PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8073November 12, 2002
The programs authorized by this act 

provide much needed support for the 
research that will help us understand 
just how to do that. By supporting un-
dergraduate and graduate post-doctoral 
students, as well as senior researchers 
who wish to focus some of their re-
search efforts on cyber security, we 
will train the experts who make sure 
the appropriate safeguards are in place 
to protect us from malicious cyber at-
tacks.

b 1445 
It is a huge challenge. It is not going 

to come cheaply and it is not going to 
come easily. 

There are some unique features of 
this bill that will make it particularly 
effective in fostering innovative re-
search and education in cyber security. 
For example, this act will establish a 
program at the National Science Foun-
dation to help institutions of higher 
education purchase the equipment that 
they need so that students can learn 
how to prevent cyber attacks without 
risking the integrity of the college’s 
own computer network. Another pro-
gram established by this act at the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology will support the kind of high-
risk, high-payoff research that is nec-
essary to make great advances in cyber 
security but that is unlikely to get 
funded under the traditional peer-re-
view process that tends to favor more 
conservative approaches to research 
questions. In addition, in recognition 
of the fact that effective cyber security 
will rely largely on the expertise of 
computer technicians, this bill amends 
the Scientific and Advanced Tech-
nology Act of 1992 to provide the Na-
tional Science Foundation funding to 
2-year colleges to make sure that grad-
uates of technical programs are prop-
erly trained in cyber security. 

Just a few weeks ago, an electronic 
attack crippled 13 computer servers 
that manage Internet traffic. While 
this hour-long attack went nearly un-
noticed by routine computer users, a 
longer attack could cripple commu-
nication, infrastructure operations and 
even national security efforts. This 
country more than any other country 
in the world has come to depend on our 
software and our computer technology, 
from how we run our financial services 
to how we move our railroads to cer-
tainly our airlines and transportation 
down to how we transfer electrical 
power throughout the United States, 
not to mention our national security 
and our military efforts. We cannot 
allow these kinds of attacks to happen. 

In conclusion, as we move forward in 
our war against terrorism, it is going 
to be as important for us to secure 
cyber space as it will be for us to se-
cure homeland security against mali-
cious attack. I look forward to working 
with the National Science Foundation 
as they implement the programs au-
thorized by this act.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH). 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. I thank the gen-
tleman from Michigan for yielding me 
this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I support the Senate 
amendment to H.R. 3394, the Cyber Se-
curity Research and Development Act. 
Earlier this year, a federally funded re-
search center operated by Carnegie 
Mellon University reported that 
breaches in security of computer sys-
tems more than doubled from 2000 to 
2001. More than 52,000 incidents were 
reported in 2001, up from 22,000 in 2000. 

Last spring the Committee on the 
Judiciary’s Subcommittee on Crime, 
Terrorism and Homeland Security that 
I chair held a series of hearings on 
cyber crime. We heard testimony from 
local, State and Federal officials and 
also from the private sector. A com-
mon observation emerged: The demand 
for highly trained and skilled personnel 
to investigate computer crimes is tre-
mendous. This problem is compounded 
by the rapid advances in technology 
which make continued training an ab-
solute necessity. We must have train-
ing both for a new generation of cyber 
warriors whose most important weapon 
is not a gun but a laptop and for pri-
vate sector companies that must pro-
tect their Internet presence. 

This bill seeks to expand what many 
States and cities are already doing, in-
vesting in cyber security training ac-
tivities. In my hometown, the Univer-
sity of Texas at San Antonio has estab-
lished the Center for Information As-
surance and Security, known as CIAS. 
The CIAS will be the hub of a city ini-
tiative to research, develop and address 
computer protection mechanisms to 
prevent and detect intrusions on com-
puter networks. With funding provided 
in this bill, UTSA and dozens of other 
universities will be able to train the 
next generation of cyber warriors, 
cyber defenders and ‘‘white hat 
netizens.’’ This legislation supports the 
work at UTSA and other universities 
for students who want to pursue com-
puter security studies. 

While the benefits of the digital age 
are obvious, the Internet also has fos-
tered an environment where hackers 
retrieve private data for amusement, 
individuals distribute software ille-
gally, and viruses circulate with the 
sole purpose of debilitating computers. 
A well-trained and highly skilled force 
of cyber protectors is urgently needed 
in America today. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation.

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

It is my pleasure to see this bill 
reach the floor for final passage and on 
its way to the President. I certainly 
agree with all the comments that have 
been made and I will not repeat them, 
but I did want to point out that in 
passing this legislation, both the House 
and the Senate have recognized the im-
portant role that the National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology 
plays in cyber security. This is very 
important to note, because in the origi-

nal proposal for the homeland security 
bill that particular activity would have 
been transferred out of the National In-
stitute of Standards and Technology 
and placed in the Department of Home-
land Security. I think that would have 
been very disruptive to the activity, 
but the important thing to recognize is 
that this group at the National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology is 
the leading group in doing the basic re-
search necessary to solve our cyber se-
curity problems. Members of the House 
and of the Senate working on the 
homeland security legislation should 
embrace this role as well. While there 
have been proposals to transfer NIST’s 
cyber security division into the new de-
partment, this legislation clearly iden-
tifies the role that NIST should play in 
cyber security. As such, the proposals 
to move this responsibility elsewhere 
do not meet the test. Any conference 
agreement should recognize this as 
well by keeping NIST’s cyber security 
division within NIST. 

Let me also add that to most individ-
uals in this land, cyber security means 
not having someone steal their credit 
card number. That is a very important 
function. But there is much more at 
stake here, as we have heard. That is 
the Nation’s security. Two years ago, I 
wrote a report for the NATO par-
liamentary assembly, which is the leg-
islative body relating to NATO, that 
discussed and studied information war-
fare. Much of what I said in that report 
is pertinent to this discussion today. 

Mr. Speaker, I include that report at 
this point in the proceedings.

INFORMATION WARFARE AND INTERNATIONAL 
SECURITY 

I. INTRODUCTION 
1. The importance of Information Tech-

nology (IT) to the functioning of our soci-
eties is evident in virtually every human ac-
tivity. Computers are involved in and often 
control everything from government oper-
ations to transportation, from energy to fi-
nance, from telecommunications to water 
management. Every day an enormous 
amount of information is exchanged or 
stored by electronic means and trillions of 
dollars travel throughout the world elec-
tronically. Information technology has be-
come even more pervasive with the wide-
spread dispersion of personal computers. Ac-
cording to projections of the US Computer 
Industry Almanac, by the year 2000 there 
will be more than 550 million PCs in the 
world, 230 million of which will be connected 
to the Internet (92 million in the United 
States alone). 

2. The pace of technological change and 
our increasing reliance on technology are 
even more impressive. Five years ago, a com-
puter chip could carry the equivalent of 1.1 
million transistors. Now the number has in-
creased to 120 million and engineers believe 
they can reach 400 million and even 1 billion. 
Capable of 256 billion multiplications per 
second, the latest desktop computers have 
acquired the speed of yesterday’s supercom-
puters. This has accelerated the dispersion 
and use of the Internet. To achieve mass-
user status, it took radio 35 years, television 
13 years and the Internet only 4 years. Micro-
soft experts assert that Internet traffic dou-
bles every 100 days and, according to other 
estimates, one billion people (one-sixth of 
humanity) will be on-line by 2005. 
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3. The reliance of our societies on com-

puters and the fact that many critical infra-
structures are electronically interconnected 
poses evident security problems. Although 
computer experts have been working on 
these problems for years, only in the mid–
1990s did Western defence analysts begin to 
pay serious attention to them. In a variety 
of studies and reports, a strategic catch 
phrase emerged to define a new concept: In-
formation Warfare. In a 1997 Report, the 
NAA Science and Technology Committee 
provided a first assessment of Information 
Warfare, analysing most of the available 
sources on the subject. The threat of possible 
attacks on information systems and the po-
tential risks for our military and civilian in-
frastructures were outlined in that Report. 
(1) 

4. In the last two years technological ad-
vances as well as governmental and inter-
national actions have changed the world of 
information security. As a consequence, the 
subject of information warfare has been ex-
tensively discussed and analysed, both with-
in and outside the information technology 
and defence communities. This report anal-
yses these new developments, starting with 
some new definitions of information warfare, 
assesses the effective strategic threats, and 
reports about the US and other governments’ 
initiatives to counter them. It is also our in-
tention to consider the concerns expressed 
by the science and technology community 
about the possible overstatement of such 
threats, especially with reference to some 
cases of media hyperbole. 

II. WHAT IS INFORMATION WARFARE? 
A. Definitions 

5. The cited 1997 STC Report emphasised 
the distinction between the use of informa-
tion in warfare and the newer concept of in-
formation warfare, the first being recognised 
since ancient times and referring basically 
to tactical and strategic deception, war prop-
aganda, and destruction of command and 
control systems. In the current 
conceptualisation, information warfare 
‘‘extends far beyond the traditional battle-
field, and its possible perpetrators and vic-
tims are by no means confined to the mili-
tary’’. A few definitions were reported then, 
to which your Rapporteur would like to add 
some new ones. The first is proposed by the 
Institute for the Advanced Study of Informa-
tion Warfare: ‘‘Information warfare is the of-
fensive and defensive use of information and 
information systems to exploit, corrupt, or 
destroy an adversary’s information and in-
formation systems, while protecting one’s 
own. Such actions are designed to achieve 
advantages over military or business adver-
saries.’’ (2) 

6. The International Centre for Security 
Analysis of King’s College, London suggests 
that information warfare ‘‘is about struggles 
for control over information activities’’ and 
distinguishes three levels or categories: idea-
tional struggle for the mind of an opponent, 
struggle for information dominance, and at-
tacks on, and defence of, information flows 
and activities. The first, highest level 
‘‘encompasses the whole range of psycho-
logical, media, diplomatic and military tech-
niques for influencing the mind of an oppo-
nent, whether that opponent is a military 
commander or a whole population’’. The sec-
ond level could be assimilated with the Rev-
olution in Military Affairs (RMA), whose 
theorists and advocates see, as the future 
evolution of armed forces, the goal of domi-
nating the ‘‘information spectrum’’. The ul-
timate objective of this level of information 
warfare would be to render physical conflict 
‘‘either unnecessary or at worst short, sharp 
and successful’’. At the third level the focus 
is on any kind of electronic attack upon 

military or civilian information infrastruc-
tures, including criminal hacking (or crack-
ing), data disruption, illegal systems pene-
tration, and also physical destruction, decep-
tion and psychological operations. (3) 

7. The Washington based Center for Stra-
tegic and International Studies (CSIS) re-
cently published a comprehensive study on 
these issues and admitted that so many dif-
ferent activities have been classified under 
the label ‘‘information warfare’’ that it is 
now difficult to understand exactly what it 
is. Nonetheless, this study classifies informa-
tion warfare activities according to the 
source, the form, and the tactical objectives 
of the attack. Thus, information warfare can 
be viewed as a combination of these three di-
mensions. 

8. First, an attack could originate either 
from outside or from within the targeted 
organisation or system. Second, four cat-
egories of attack can be identified: 

Data attacks are conducted by inserting 
data into a system to make it malfunction. 

Software attacks, similar to data attacks, 
are conducted by penetrating systems with 
software causing failure or making them 
perform functions different from those in-
tended. 

Hacking or cracking is seizing or attempt-
ing to seize control of an information system 
(or a vital part of it) to disrupt, deny use, 
steal resources or data, or cause any other 
kind of harm. 

Physical attacks are the traditional form 
of attack (bombing, assaulting, and destroy-
ing) directed against information systems. 
An electromagnetic pulse (EMP) produced by 
nuclear explosions can also be included in 
this kind of attack. 

9. All these different forms of information 
warfare attack can be categorised by their 
goals or tactical objectives: they could be 
aimed at exploitation, deception, disruption 
or destruction of information systems. (4) 

10. The French Ministry of Defence has 
also offered an interesting definition of in-
formation warfare. It has singled out three 
types: 

War for information (guerre pour 
l’information): to obtain information about 
the enemy’s means, capabilities and strate-
gies in order to defend ourselves; 

War against information (guerre contre 
l’information): at the same time to protect 
our information systems and to disrupt or 
destroy the enemy’s. 

War through information (guerre par 
l’information): to conduct misinformation or 
deception operations against the enemy in 
order to achieve ‘‘information dominance’’. 
(5) 

11. All the above are accurate and accept-
able definitions, but for the sake of clarity 
we can try to summarise them into a simpler 
and more limited formula. Information war-
fare could be then defined as defensive and 
offensive operations, conducted by individ-
uals or structured organisations with spe-
cific political and strategic goals, for the ex-
ploitation, disruption or destruction of data 
contained in computers or transmitted over 
the Internet and other networked informa-
tion systems. (6) 

B. Assessing the Threat 
12. In general terms, a threat can be de-

fined as the combination of a capability and 
a hostile intent. According to many ana-
lysts, the reason for concern about attacks 
upon information systems, or information 
warfare, is that the means of offence are 
widely available, inexpensive and easy to 
use. In a world where even governments and 
the military tend to rely on computer hard-
ware and software available commercially 
off-the-shelf (COTS), virtually anybody with 
a computer and the technical skills could be-

come a cracker or a cyberterrorist. More-
over, the progress in information technology 
makes the electronic tools available to con-
duct such attacks more sophisticated every 
day and, through the Internet and the inter-
linked computer world, easier to acquire. 
But the most potentially dangerous feature 
of information warfare is that it can be con-
ducted from anywhere in the world and the 
possibilities of discovering the attack’s ori-
gin, or even its presence, are extremely dif-
ficult. 

13. Who can conduct such attacks? A re-
cent analysis has listed the potential 
‘‘enemies’’ according to the levels of threat. 
At the lower level are the crackers, or 
‘‘hackers with malicious intentions’’, some-
times highly knowledgeable in technical 
matters and very determined, but often iso-
lated and without a clear political agenda. 
Then we have some pressure groups, 
organisations that fight for specific political 
causes and might decide to acquire the tech-
nology in order to attack the information 
systems of other organisations or even of 
states. Terrorists come next in the scale: 
some groups are becoming increasingly so-
phisticated in the use of technology and can 
conduct strategic offensive information war-
fare. At the highest level are the states, 
many of which now have access to extremely 
sophisticated technology and can acquire the 
necessary organisational infrastructure to 
conduct both offensive and defensive infor-
mation warfare. In fact, some experts doubt 
the effectiveness, capability, or even willing-
ness of the non-state actors to conduct at-
tacks that can seriously threaten other na-
tions’ security. (7) 

14. In the last fifteen years, both the pri-
vate and public sectors’ information systems 
have been subjected to attacks that have 
substantially increased with the growth of 
the Internet. Computer viruses have been a 
primary concern of information security ex-
perts. These are generally very small pro-
grammes, often with destructive capabili-
ties, designed to invade computer systems or 
individual PCs by attaching themselves to 
other bits of executable programme codes. 
Created by hackers, computer science stu-
dents or disgruntled programmers, these vi-
ruses have been extremely destructive to 
many computers and networks, but have not 
proved to be particularly effective as weap-
ons to date. Because of their non-profes-
sional origins, the viruses often contain er-
rors and, moreover, their authors are often 
incapable of envisioning the complexity and 
variety of the systems they are attacking. 

15. Of course, it is still possible that a state 
or a terrorist group can assemble a team of 
experts capable of creating malicious viruses 
and using them to conduct information war-
fare attacks. But computer viruses are ex-
tremely unpredictable and far from precise 
in their behaviour, and they might eventu-
ally damage the attacker as much as the vic-
tim. In addition, the international anti-virus 
industry is mature and is well positioned to 
create necessary antidotes to almost any 
new virus. 

16. Other, more dangerous attacks on infor-
mation systems have been conducted by 
criminal hacking intruders. Private corpora-
tions, particularly in the financial sector, 
are regularly penetrated by cybercriminals: 
the FBI estimates that these electronic in-
trusions cause yearly losses of about $10 bil-
lion in the United States alone. This is prob-
ably only the tip of the iceberg. In fact, con-
cerns about protecting shareholder value and 
customer confidence may keep many firms 
from reporting all the attacks to law en-
forcement agencies. 

17. Electronic intrusions into the military 
information infrastructure cause deep con-
cern in the United States. According to the 
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CSIS, probe attacks against the Pentagon 
number in the tens of thousands every year. 
John J. Hamre, Deputy Secretary of Defense, 
recently stated that from January to mid-
November 1998, the National Security Agen-
cy (NSA) recorded more than 3,800 incidents 
of intrusion attempts against the Defense 
Department’s unclassified computer systems 
and networks. Over 100 of these attacks 
reached root-level access and many were 
even able to break down some kinds of serv-
ice. This reflects only what has been re-
ported to NSA, but ‘‘the actual number of in-
trusions probably is considerably higher’’. (8) 

18. The literature and the chronicles are 
full of examples of successful network intru-
sions at the US Department of Defense (DoD) 
and other Western defence institutions. One 
of the most interesting is the break-in at the 
Air Force’s Laboratories in the town of 
Rome, in New York State, when two British 
boys hacked into the system with the help of 
what is called a ‘‘sniffer’’ programme, able to 
capture passwords and user log-ins to the 
network. The case served as a learning expe-
rience for the Air Force Information Warfare 
Center, which then developed the advanced 
technical skills to counter these intrusions. 
Similar hacker intrusions are regularly ex-
perienced by all other US military services 
and government agencies. 

19. While most of the attacks in the last 
few years were generally conducted by indi-
viduals or by small groups of intruders, with 
little or no political purpose, recently some 
cases suggested the possibility of state-spon-
sored hacking or cracking. Additionally, 
some anti-state, politically motivated activ-
ity has occurred. In October 1998, China 
launched a new website to publicise its ef-
forts in human rights. A few days later, 
hackers replaced the home page of that site 
with a message condemning Beijing for its 
poor record in human rights. (9) 

20. Another, more revealing case occurred 
in Ireland, where refugees from East Timor 
had set up a website to protest against the 
occupation of their country by Indonesia. 
The Irish Internet provider even created a 
new domain name ‘‘.tp’’, as if East Timor 
were an independent country. In January 
1999, a concerted attack against the East 
Timorese server started, originating from 18 
different places as far apart as Australia, the 
United States, Japan, the Netherlands and 
Canada. The attackers managed to render 
the web server useless and forced the Irish 
provider to disconnect its entire system. 
Clearly, this was not an ordinary cracker in-
trusion, though many doubt that the Indo-
nesian government had the capability to 
conduct such a concerted information war-
fare action. The most probable culprit is a 
group of politicised hackers sympathetic 
with the Indonesian position. (10) 

21. The NATO information system was also 
indirectly threatened in October 1998, when a 
Serbian group of hackers known as Black 
Hand penetrated a Kosovo Albanian web 
server and threatened to sabotage the Alli-
ance’s information system. The organisation 
temporarily closed all foreign access to its 
web server and its web site was down for two 
days. Realising that the electronic defences 
of the NATO web server were extremely 
weak, experts took some countermeasures, 
which proved to be insufficient in the light 
of subsequent events. (11) 

22. During the Kosovo crisis, hackers at-
tacked the NATO web site, causing a line 
saturation of the server by using a 
‘‘bombardment strategy’’. The organisation 
had to defend itself from macro viruses from 
FRY trying to corrupt its e-mail system, 
which was also being saturated by one indi-
vidual sending 2,000 messages a day. These 
attacks were possible because NATO was 
using the same server for the e-mail system 

and its web-pages. When these tasks are done 
by separate servers, as is now the case at 
NATO, the threat is reduced. Allied govern-
ments’ web sites have also been targeted dur-
ing the war, and according to US Air Force 
sources the attacks came not only from 
FRY, but also from Russia and China. It is 
unclear, however, whether these attacks 
were state-sponsored or the work of groups 
of hackers. Conversely, FRY’s information 
systems were severely damaged by NATO 
bombings and electronic operations—al-
though Belgrade itself dismantled commu-
nication systems to deprive its people of out-
side information. In addition, thousands of 
Western civilian hackers conducted online 
attacks against the FRY government’s web 
servers. (12) 

23. Such cases might not prove the exist-
ence of state-sponsored information warfare 
or cyberterrorism, but they offer good exam-
ples of what could happen if the capability is 
coupled with a hostile intent. The subse-
quent question is: could a group of state-
sponsored terrorists or individual crackers 
damage the information infrastructure of an-
other nation so as to cause a major strategic 
disruption? The US Department of Defense 
seems to think so. 

24. In the summer of 1997, a simulation ex-
ercise called ‘‘Eligible Receiver’’ was con-
ducted at the Pentagon, ordered by the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, to test the ability of the na-
tion’s military and civilian infrastructure to 
resist a concerted information warfare at-
tack. A team of fictional hackers, the Red 
Team, was allowed to use only COTS mate-
riel and information available on the Web 
and had to act within the US law. So far, the 
results of this exercise remain strictly ‘‘top 
secret’’. Nonetheless, many officials have re-
ferred to it in public declarations and some 
have partially revealed the outcome. James 
Adams, a journalist based in Washington DC, 
claimed in a book to have interviewed senior 
officials about ‘‘Eligible Receiver’’: ‘‘The 
[simulated] attacks focused on three main 
areas: the national information infrastruc-
ture, the military leadership and the polit-
ical leadership. In each of these three areas, 
the hackers found it exceptionally easy to 
penetrate apparently well-defended systems. 
Air traffic control systems were taken down, 
power grids made to fail, oil refineries 
stopped pumping—all initially apparent inci-
dents. At the same time, in response to a hy-
pothetical international crisis, the Defense 
department was moving to deploy forces 
overseas and the logistics network was 
swinging into action. It proved remarkably 
easy to disrupt that network by changing or-
ders and interrupt[ing] the logistics flow. 
The hackers began to feed false news reports 
into the decision-making process so that the 
politicians faced a lack of public will about 
prosecuting a potential conflict and lacked 
detailed and accurate information.’’ (13) 

25. In conclusion, according to Adams’ 
sources, a team of skilled hackers, using 
standard equipment and publicly available 
information and playing by the rules, was 
able to cause a ‘‘serious degradation of the 
Pentagon’s ability to deploy and to fight’’. 
In other words, they demonstrated that an 
‘‘electronic Pearl Harbor’’ was possible. 

26. Many things have changed in the last 
two years due to the fast pace of progress in 
information technology. Moreover, the poli-
cies and actions taken by the US govern-
ment may have reduced the vulnerability of 
the nation’s infrastructure. Nonetheless, if 
technology is helping Western governments 
establish better defences, it also helps poten-
tial enemies improve their capabilities to at-
tack. A recently announced new breed of 
hacker software, that can learn and adapt to 
the network environment it attacks, may 
represent a new threat. According to infor-

mation technology experts, the new pro-
grammes can change their mode of oper-
ation, or their targets, based on external 
stimulants. Pre-programmed to search for 
specific types of files common to most net-
works, such software, once in the system, 
can target data or files of interest to the in-
truders, even those marked secure or for in-
ternal use only. (14) 

27. In addition, many nations are trying to 
acquire the capabilities needed to conduct 
information warfare operations and new ter-
rorist groups like Osama bin Laden’s are 
known to use computers and satellite tele-
communications. China has recently intensi-
fied its information warfare programmes, 
both to protect its own military infrastruc-
tures and to enable the People’s Liberation 
Army to conduct electronic attacks. Accord-
ing to James Mulvenon, a defence specialist 
at Rand Corporation, Beijing ‘‘is seeking the 
ability both to interfere with Taiwan’s com-
mand system, and ultimately to ‘hack’ into 
US military networks which control deploy-
ment in the Asian region.’’ (15) 

28. A serious physical threat to informa-
tion systems can be posed by the effects of 
the electro-magnetic pulse (EMP) produced 
by nuclear explosions. The immediate energy 
release from a detonated nuclear device pro-
duces intense, rapidly varying electric and 
magnetic fields that can extend for consider-
able distances and severely affect all elec-
tronic equipment and electrical or radar 
transmissions even to the point of destroy-
ing equipment circuits, microprocessors, and 
other components. Therefore, a single, very 
high-altitude nuclear blast above Europe or 
the United States, which may cause no phys-
ical damage to structures or people, could 
disable or disrupt all non-hardened informa-
tion systems. While few nations currently 
have both nuclear weapons and the missiles 
capable of delivering them in space, the in-
creasing number of ‘‘rogue’’ nations with nu-
clear weapons that are also developing or ac-
quiring long-range missiles may present an 
extremely serious EMP threat in the near fu-
ture. 

29. EMP effects from nuclear explosions 
and non-nuclear weapons, such as HERP 
(High-Energy Radio Frequency) guns or 
EMP/T (Electro-Magnetic Pulses Trans-
former) bombs, may be much more dan-
gerous for civilian information systems than 
for military ones, most of which are now 
EMP hardened. Shielding of iron or other 
materials such as copper mesh or non-mag-
netic metals is generally available only for 
the protection of sensitive military tech-
nology. 

III. RESPONSES TO THE THREAT 
30. Efforts to respond to the threat of at-

tacks to information systems, or informa-
tion warfare, have been made by many na-
tions. Generally, the military and defence 
‘‘think tanks’’ have been the first to address 
the issue, but now most Western govern-
ments have taken steps towards more co-
ordinated and structured responses. 

31. In the United States, different panels, 
commissions and study groups have been ex-
amining these issues since the early 1990s 
and the government has taken several im-
portant measures. Congressional Commit-
tees have held hearings to investigate the 
nature of the information warfare threat. 
The National Defense University has exten-
sively worked on the issue since the early 
1990s. However, the most comprehensive ap-
praisal of the nation’s vulnerabilities in the 
field of information technology has been pro-
vided by the Presidential Commission on 
Critical Infrastructure Protection, created 
in 1996, involving officials from the energy, 
defence, commerce and law enforcement 
areas, as well as representatives of the pri-
vate sector. After 15 months of study, the 
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Commission published an extensive report 
highlighting the vulnerabilities of the US in-
frastructure and the weakness of the infor-
mation systems, which proved to be a poten-
tially easy target for any concerted attack. 
The report also indicated that government 
and industry do not efficiently share infor-
mation that might give warning of an elec-
tronic attack and that the federal R&D 
budget does not include the analysis of the 
threats to the information systems in the in-
frastructure. (16) 

32. The work of the Presidential Commis-
sion resulted in the issuing in May 1998 of 
two Presidential Decision Directives, 62 and 
63, on Critical Infrastructure Protection. The 
provisions of these Directives included: 

Interagency co-ordination for critical in-
frastructure protection; 

Definition of the roles and responsibilities 
of US agencies in fighting terrorism; 

Improvements in capabilities for pro-
tecting the national information structure, 
the most important of which is the creation 
of a National Infrastructure Protection Cen-
ter (NIPC) in the FBI; 

Promotion of partnerships with industry 
and other private players to enhance com-
puter security; 

Study of plans for minimising damage and 
recovering rapidly from attacks to its vital 
infrastructures. 

33. Some experts criticised the US adminis-
tration decisions, claiming that the above 
provisions underestimated the realities of 
the information warfare threat. Nonetheless 
this is the most comprehensive and complete 
initiative taken so far by any Western gov-
ernment to respond to the risks of attacks 
on information systems. 

34. Moreover, the DoD, actively partici-
pating in the government initiatives, has re-
cently created a Joint Task Force for Com-
puter Network Defense (JTF-CND) to co-or-
dinate all the activities in this field and di-
rect the Pentagon’s response to computer 
network attacks. The JTF-CND will plan de-
fensive measures, leverage existing capabili-
ties and develop procedures for the military 
commanders-in-chief, services and agencies, 
as well as provide strategic focus at all lev-
els. Fully operational in the summer of 1999, 
the JTF-CND will also develop relationships 
with intelligence and law enforcement agen-
cies, the NIPC and the private sector. (17) 

35. Among European nations, France ap-
pears to have developed a coherent strategy 
to deal with attacks on information systems. 
In the absence of a general programme for 
infrastructure protection, such as that in the 
United States, the Délegation générale pour 
l’armement (DGA) of the Ministry of Defence 
has concentrated technical activities in the 
field of information warfare at the Centre 
d’électronique de l’armement (CELAR). This 
centre employs some 900 experts in many sci-
entific and technological areas, and has re-
sources and capabilities with probably no 
equal on the continent. All CELAR activities 
are related to information warfare (guerre de 
l’information), defensive and offensive, and 
are divided into five tasks: weapon systems 
for electronic warfare, information security, 
information systems, telecommunications, 
and electronic components. CELAR analyses 
the threats, establishes the needs, and tests 
the proficiency and the limits of the systems 
and equipment. In particular, within the in-
formation security field of CELAR, the Cen-
tre de l’armement pour la sécurité des 
systémes d’information (CASSI), is respon-
sible for the development of all security pro-
grammes and strategies in the Ministry of 
Defence and acts as a consultant for other 
ministries and governmental agencies. (18) 

36. In Germany, the efforts of the Govern-
ment and the Bundestag to address the prob-
lem of security in information technology 

led to the creation, in 1991, of a Federal 
Agency for Security in Information Tech-
nology (Bundesamt für Sicherheit in der 
Informationstechnik, or BSI). The BSI is re-
sponsible for assessing the risks and devel-
oping the criteria, tools and procedures to 
assure the security of vital information sys-
tems. However, according to German offi-
cials, the BSI has concentrated its work on 
the non-military aspects of information war-
fare. In other words, it has considered the 
possibility of attacks to information systems 
only in the civilian field. At the same time, 
the German military has conducted some 
studies on information warfare and has re-
cently initiated a new one, called ‘‘2020’’, 
which will consider the future evolution of 
the topic. Recently, a working group has 
been created at a federal level to draft a pol-
icy paper on ‘‘Information Warfare and IT 
Security’’, aimed at reaching a better co-or-
dination within the civilian and military 
fields. 

37. The UK Ministry of Defence has ad-
dressed, in various areas, the problems re-
lated to information warfare, recognising 
that ‘‘the potential vulnerabilities and risks 
arising from ‘information warfare’ go much 
wider than the Armed Forces and the defence 
infrastructure’’ (19). The MoD is therefore 
known to be working with other areas of 
Government, allies and suppliers of key serv-
ices to co-ordinate security policies and find 
technical solutions to protect the nation’s 
infrastructure. 

38. Other countries, such as Finland, Nor-
way, Sweden and Switzerland have taken ini-
tiatives similar to those of the United 
States. Australia, Canada and Israel are in-
vesting in studies of defensive measures and 
approaches (20). NATO has recently analysed 
the threats of information warfare attacks 
and given indications to member states. For 
the moment, the most relevant studies con-
ducted by the Alliance on the subject are 
classified. 

IV. INFORMATION WARFARE OR SIMPLY 
INFORMATION SECURITY? 

39. As it is often the case with extensively 
debated issues, some defence analysts and in-
formation security experts are doubting the 
actual size of the information warfare threat 
as it is presented by the media and even by 
some official reports. They contend that 
newspapers and magazines report stories 
about dangerous viruses, violated military 
websites and crackers penetrating corporate 
information systems in distorted and exag-
gerated ways. Some also list errors and over-
statements included in official documents 
and defence studies. Fairness demands that 
we also consider these points of view, and 
below we summarise the most salient issues. 

40. In 1997, for instance, a US government 
commission, that included former directors 
of the CIA and the National Reconnaissance 
Office, warned against a virus contained in 
an e-mail message entitled ‘‘Penpal Greet-
ings’’. According to the commission’s report, 
the virus ‘‘could infect the hard-drive and de-
stroy all data present’’. Moreover, the virus 
was reportedly ‘‘self-replicating’’ and ‘‘would 
automatically forward itself to any e-mail 
address stored in the recipient’s in-box.’’ Ac-
cording to many computer security analysts, 
the report was wrong and the Penpal virus 
was in fact a hoax. However, more recently 
several viruses spreading by e-mail could 
nonetheless perform extremely destructive 
actions. (21) 

41. In March 1999, a type of macro virus 
propagating by e-mail called Melissa dam-
aged, according to many journalistic 
sources, more than 100,000 computers. Hidden 
within a file of a popular word processing 
software, Melissa affected its security set-
tings, rendering personal computers vulner-

able to further attacks. While some defence 
leaders, experts on terrorism, lawmen and 
software executives hailed ‘‘another warning 
siren of the vulnerability of our networks’’ 
or even ‘‘a demonstration of what an elec-
tronic Pearl Harbor might look like’’, most 
computer security people defined Melissa as 
‘‘just another dangerous virus’’, no more so-
phisticated than prior ones using the iden-
tical modus operandi. Moreover, they con-
tended, Melissa (although very costly to 
many businesses) had no noticeable effect on 
Internet use or stock markets or electronic 
commerce. They also noted that most per-
sons using the web on a regular basis would 
not open an unknown file attachment re-
ceived by e-mail, especially if reportedly it 
contained a list of pornographic websites. 
(22) 

42. But computer scientists and IT security 
experts are not only highlighting general 
misinformation and myths about viruses. 
They contest as well the alarming figures 
suggesting that the Pentagon and other US 
vital infrastructures are under almost per-
manent attack by crackers or 
cyberterrorists. They admit that malefactors 
can break into military and civilian web 
servers, and maybe even cause serious dam-
age, but that it is far from representing an 
‘‘electronic Pearl Harbor’’ for the United 
States. As Kevin Ziese, the computer sci-
entist who led the Rome Laboratories inves-
tigation, and other experts put it, these 
break-ins can be defined as the virtual equiv-
alent of a ‘‘kid walking into the Pentagon 
cafeteria.’’ (23) 

43. Equating computer viruses and hacker 
software with weapons of mass destruction, 
many analysts insist, is overreaching. And 
classifying them as such would be like con-
sidering teen hackers or virus creators 
equivalent to terrorists or ‘‘rogue’’ states. 
The recent attacks on the Alliance’s infor-
mation system during the Kosovo crisis, ac-
cording to these sources, might have proved 
just that. In fact, they report that computer 
security experts in the US Department of 
Defense were ‘‘completely unimpressed by 
whatever it was Serbian hackers did during 
the Yugoslavian war. The worst it did is 
make the NATO administrator of the site 
work a little harder. It didn’t have any im-
pact on the Yugoslavian war at all.’’ (24) 

44. With regard to the supposedly fright-
ening results of the ‘‘Eligible Receiver’’ exer-
cise, which are still considered ‘‘sensitive in-
formation’’ by the Pentagon, many object 
that they should be opened up to an inde-
pendent audit. Until then, computer sci-
entists declare that they will remain ex-
tremely sceptical. Moreover, they say the 
Pentagon’s position is in stark contrast to 
the wide-open discussions of computer secu-
rity vulnerabilities that reign on the Inter-
net. 

45. According to William M. Arkin, an 
army veteran, defence analyst and editor of 
US Military Online, the excessive secrecy in 
the Pentagon’s attitude towards information 
security reflects a basic misjudgement of the 
power of the Internet and the ability of the 
military to control it. A directive issued on 
24 September 1998 by Deputy Defense Sec-
retary John Hamre instructed all military 
services and agencies to ‘‘ensure national se-
curity is not compromised or personnel 
placed at risk’’ by information available on 
military websites. In fact, the Pentagon has 
for years had policies that required just that, 
and therefore only unclassified information 
has ever been made available on the Inter-
net. John Pike of the Federation of Amer-
ican Scientists agrees with Arkin that the 
DoD issued this new policy out of ‘‘a desire 
to show vigilance, coupled with a profound 
lack of understanding of information and 
computer security’’, rather than because of 
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any new threats coming from the Internet. 
(25) 

46. Many experts and scientists are critical 
of the approach taken by some of the Pen-
tagon leaders not because they believe there 
are no threats coming from cyberspace, but 
because they feel those threats might have 
been overstated or mystified through what 
they call ‘‘info-warrior rhetoric’’. Computer 
security analysts, who have been working on 
these problems for years, have the impres-
sion that ‘‘information warfare’’ might just 
be old wine in new bottles. In fact, many of 
the activities now classified under this defi-
nition could be traditional intelligence 
work, intelligence analyses through the 
Internet or psychological operations and de-
ception. For instance, the US Air Force In-
formation Warfare Center (AFIWC, part of 
the Air Intelligence Agency) in San Antonio 
and other similar organisations are the 
equivalent of computer emergency response 
teams, and the military and civilians em-
ployed in them are all computer security 
specialists. 

47. In spite of these reservations, it is clear 
that there are many serious threats. In sum, 
according to George Smith, editor of The 
Crypt Newsletter, an Internet publication 
dealing with computer security for computer 
analysts: ‘‘It is far from proven that the 
country [i.e., the United States] is at the 
mercy of possible devastating computerized 
attacks. On the other hand, even the small 
number of examples of malicious behaviour 
demonstrate that computer security issues 
in our increasingly technological world will 
be of primary concern well into the foresee-
able future.’’

V. CONCLUSION 
48. It is clear, even from the words of the 

most sceptical analysts, that the security of 
information systems must be a high priority 
for any nation. With the increasing depend-
ence on information technologies, all our 
vital infrastructures are potentially vulner-
able to some sort of external attack. Even if 
experts disagree on the extent and the na-
ture of the threat, we need nonetheless to 
adopt measures to strengthen the protection 
of our information systems. 

49. The first priority should be to seek ob-
jectivity in the assessment of the real 
threats. An independent group should be set 
up to provide such assessment, maybe at the 
international level. An example is provided 
by the G–8 High Tech Crime Group, a multi-
lateral forum seeking to enhance 
transnational co-operation in investigating 
and prosecuting criminal misuse and exploi-
tation of information systems. Parliaments 
and governments, as well as the industry, 
the scientific community and computer se-
curity experts should work within a similar 
group focused on information warfare 
threats in order to share their knowledge 
and competence and analyse the subject 
from different perspectives. A serious eval-
uation of the claims of computer security 
software and hardware producers could be 
the first task of such a group. 

50. Programmes to raise public awareness 
and encourage education in the field of com-
puter security and infrastructure protection 
would be extremely useful, and they should 
cover all possible audiences. They should in-
clude conferences, university studies, presen-
tations at industry associations and profes-
sional societies, and sponsorship of graduate 
studies and programmes. In addition, re-
search efforts are needed to both substan-
tially improve and deploy more widely the 
existing technology. In particular, new capa-
bilities for detection and identification of in-
trusion and improved simulation and model-
ling capability to understand the effects 
upon interconnected and interdependent in-
frastructures would be beneficial. 

51. The law has to keep pace with the de-
velopment of new technologies. Parliaments 
can play an important role in reconsidering 
and readapting the laws regulating infra-
structure protection and information sys-
tems assurance. The United States can pro-
vide some good examples in terms of both 
statutes and case law and the Justice De-
partment has a section devoted to this area. 
However, due to the open and global nature 
of the Internet, this effort should involve 
computer security experts and legislators 
internationally. In fact, creating a specific 
international set of rules or conventions is 
an essential prerequisite for establishing a 
credible and efficient Internet economy. 

52. Intelligence can also contribute to a 
clearer understanding of the new threats of 
the information age in terms of actors, mo-
tives, and capabilities. Of course, the tradi-
tional intelligence work and organisation, 
developed during the Cold War, must be 
adapted to the new environment. Intel-
ligence officials in all nations must recon-
sider their methods for information acquisi-
tion and rely on new sources. National agen-
cies must also start recruiting special tal-
ents familiar with the new threats, such as 
skilled computer analysts with a direct expe-
rience of hacking methods. 

53. Since most experts agree that commer-
cial information systems are now more vul-
nerable to external attacks, it is essential to 
foster public-private co-operation. Much of 
the information that private companies need 
to protect their information systems may be 
available from the defence, intelligence and 
law enforcement communities. Often the pri-
vate sector can better identify, understand 
and evaluate the threats. In many countries, 
co-operation between industries and their 
governments could be extremely helpful to 
share ‘‘information and techniques related to 
risk management assessment, including inci-
dent reports, identification of weak spots, 
plans and technology to prevent attacks and 
disruptions, and plans for how to recover 
from them.’’ Of course, public-private col-
laboration also has its limits, such as classi-
fied and secret materials or proprietary and 
competitively sensitive information. 

54. Finally, in most Western countries, but 
particularly in the United States, the mili-
tary should address many questions con-
cerning the effective role of the information 
warfare programmes in their general policy. 
Programmes like those going under the defi-
nition of ‘‘Revolution in Military Affairs’’ 
(RMA) have already tried to assess the fu-
ture impact that the use of information 
technology could have on weapon systems 
and on military organisation and strategy. 
However, the US military still needs to clar-
ify its policy about the options for deterring 
an attack on vital information systems and 
the possible use of offensive information 
warfare. The link between information war-
fare and other military strategies should be 
better articulated: for instance, would it be 
possible to respond to an information war-
fare attack with conventional forces? More-
over, the possibility that the United States 
(or any other Western country) would de-
velop and deploy offensive information war-
fare techniques has not been adequately dis-
cussed in public forums. This can be essen-
tial in order to build a national and possibly 
international consensus about the role of of-
fensive information warfare and to clearly 
define its policies of use.
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français’’, L’Armement, No. 60, Dec. 1997–
Jan. 1998, p. 11 

6. Information warfare should be limited to 
‘‘specific political and strategic goals’’ to 
avoid confusion with cybercrime or indus-
trial espionage. Attacks to private corpora-
tions (see para.16) might be included only if 
conducted as part of political or strategic of-
fensive. The limit to ‘‘Internet and other 
networked information systems’’ helps avoid 
confusion with espionage cases involving the 
use (or misuse) of restricted or secret infor-
mation systems and/or data bases (such as 
recent alleged espionage at DOE weapons 
laboratories). Lorenzo Valeri, ‘‘Information 
requirements for Information Warfare: the 
need for a multidisciplinary approach’’, pres-
entation prepared for the 1999 InfoWar Con-
ference, 27 May 1999, London; and George 
Ballantyne, ‘‘www.terrorism.now’’, RUSI 
Newsbrief, April 1999, p.31. From letter by 
John J. Hamre published in Issues in Science 
and Technology, Winter 1998–99, pp.10–11 

7. Alden M. Hayashi, ‘‘The Net Effect’’, 
Scientific American, January 1999, p. 13 

8. Niall McKay, ‘‘Indonesia, Ireland in Info 
War?’’ Wired News, 27 January 1999, at the 
website http://www.wired.com/news/; 
Michelle Knott, ‘‘Virtual Warfare’’, New Sci-
entist, 27 February 1999, p.51 

9. Chris Nuttall, ‘‘Kosovo info warfare 
spreads’’, BBC Online, 1 April 1999, http://
news.bbc.co.uk/ and interview with Mr. Chris 
Scheurweghs of the NATO Integrated Data 
Service 

10. ‘‘Computer hackers in Belgrade’’, Avia-
tion Week & Space Technology, 5 April 1999, 
p.23; Patrick Riley, ‘‘E-Strikes and Cyber-
Sabotage: Civilian Hackers Go Online to 
Fight’’, Fox News, 15 April 1999, http://
www.foxnews.com/; Bob Brewin, ‘‘General: 
Cyberattacks against NATO traced to 
China’’, Federal Computer Week, 1 Sep-
tember 1999, http://www.fcw.com/ 

11. James Adams, The Next World War, 
Hutchinson, London, 1998, pp.187–8 

12. George I. Seffers, ‘‘Stealthy New Soft-
ware Enhances Hacker Arsenal’’, Defense 
News, 15 March 1999, p. 3 

13. Tony Walker and Stephen Fidler, 
‘‘China studies computer warfare’’, Financial 
Times, 16 March 1999, p. 4 

14. Information on the Commission, as well 
as the text of the report are available on the 
Web at http://www.pccip.gov 

15. George I. Seffers, interview with Maj. 
Gen. John Campbell, Defense News, 29 March 
1999, p.30 

16. Jean-Pierre Meunier, ‘‘Le CELAR, cen-
tre technique de la guerre de l’information’’, 
L’Armement, N. 60, Dec. 1997–Jan. 1998, 
pp.84–88 

17. Strategic Defence Review, Chapter 5: 
The Future Shape of Our Forces, available 
on the Web at http://www.mod.uk/policy/sdr/ 

18. Andrew Rathmell, ‘‘Information War-
fare and sub-state actors’’, Information, 
Communication & Society, Winter 1998, p. 
490 

19. Quoted in George Smith, ‘‘Truth is the 
first casualty of cyberwar’’, The Wall Street 
Journal, 8 September 1998 

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 02:09 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00017 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.014 H12PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8078 November 12, 2002
20. Kurt Kleiner, Matt Walker, ‘‘Melissa’s 

mayhem’’, New Scientist, 10 April 1999, p.4; 
‘‘The Melissa media hangover’’, The Crypt 
Newsletter, available on the Web at http://
sun.soci.niu.edu/∼ crypt/ 

21. Quoted in George Smith, ‘‘An Elec-
tronic Pearl Harbor? Not Likely’’, Issues in 
Science and Technology, Fall 1998 

22. David Ruppe, ‘‘Cyber Scare’’, ABC 
News, 4 August 1999, available on the Web at 
http://www.abcnews.go.com/ 

23. Daniel G. Dupont, ‘‘Out of Site’’, Sci-
entific American, January 1999, p.26 

24. G. Smith, ‘‘An Electronic Pearl Harbor? 
Not Likely’’, Issues in Science and Tech-
nology, Fall 1998 

25. C. Paul Robinson, Joan B. Woodard, 
Samuel G. Varnado, ‘‘Critical Infrastructure: 
Interlinked and Vulnerable’’, Issues in 
Science and Technology, Fall 1998, p. 63

In summary, then, this is a very im-
portant issue, something that we must 
address not only for security for indi-
viduals’ privacy, not only for privacy 
and security and integrity in business 
communications, but also as a means 
of national security. I urge a ‘‘yes’’ 
vote on this bill. I look forward to the 
President signing this bill.

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

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

I would like to thank the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) for his 
leadership on this issue and on so many 
issues on the Committee on Science. 
He has been one of those voices that 
sees problems before they present 
themselves to the rest of the country 
and has been an outstanding leader on 
this and many other issues. 

I also want to reiterate my thanks to 
Chairman BOEHLERT, Ranking Member 
HALL, the committee staff and my own 
staff member, Chris Schloesser, for 
their good work on this. 

Coincidentally, a few weeks ago I was 
messing around with my own computer 
system and I took the hardware fire-
wall off that I have. I also have a soft-
ware firewall. During a brief 15-minute 
period, five attacks from outside were 
recorded. I say that to mention that it 
is not just government doing its part 
to provide increased funds, the general 
public will need to increase their level 
of security and awareness that if they 
have permanent on-line connections 
and as broadband becomes more readily 
available, the general public has an im-
portant role to play because those who 
wish to do our country harm will try to 
get to our secure infrastructure 
through just average citizens’ systems 
and through the network there. 

I also want to underscore what the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) 
said about the cost of this legislation. 
It may sound expensive, and indeed it 
is, but the cost of a coordinated attack 
on our information infrastructure 
would be vast indeed. I would ask peo-
ple to entertain the possibility of what 
might happen were there to be not only 
an attack from terrorists such as we 
saw on September 11 but if that were 
coordinated with a cyber attack on our 
air traffic control system or on our 
emergency communication systems. In 

an instance like that where informa-
tion flow would be critical and would 
mean the life or death of thousands of 
Americans, a cyber attack would am-
plify exponentially the cost of a more 
traditional terrorist kind of attack. 
This money will be well spent. By 
spending it today, we will prepare our 
country for the kinds of risks we may 
face tomorrow. 

I again urge passage of H.R. 3394. I 
commend those who have worked so 
hard to achieve this point. I thank the 
gentleman for his leadership. 

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

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

In response, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Washington for his very 
perceptive comments on this issue. One 
important additional point to note is 
that the country with the most sophis-
ticated computer systems is also the 
most vulnerable to information at-
tacks and cyber attacks. Therefore, we 
have the most to gain by engaging in 
studies of cyber security to protect our 
extremely advanced systems.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of the Cyber Security Research and 
Development Act, H.R. 3394. The bill is sub-
stantially the same as the version which was 
developed in a bipartisan manner by the 
Science Committee and passed by the House 
early in the current session. 

H.R. 3394 fills an important gap in current 
information technology research programs—
namely, the need for improved security for our 
computers and digital communication net-
works. 

I want to congratulate Science Committee 
Chairman BOEHLERT for his leadership and 
thank him for working with me in developing 
the bill. 

I also want to acknowledge my colleague, 
Mr. BAIRD, for his important contribution to this 
legislation. The provisions pertaining to the 
National Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology originated in his bill, H.R. 3316. 

Many systems that are vital to the Nation, 
such as transportation, the electric power grid, 
and financial services, rely on the transfer of 
information through computer networks. The 
trend in recent years of interconnecting com-
puter networks has had the unintended con-
sequence of making access to these critical 
systems easier for criminals, and potentially 
for terrorists. 

As a result, there have been an increased 
number of assaults on network systems. Com-
puter viruses, attacks by computer hackers, 
and electronic identification theft have become 
commonplace. 

The tragic events of last year have made us 
realize just how vulnerable we are to attack. 
We are beginning to understand the critical 
need to protect the Nation’s physical and elec-
tronic infrastructure. 

Testimony before the Science Committee 
has highlighted a serious obstacle to achieving 
this goal: there are too few scientists and en-
gineers engaged in research on information 
security and too little funding for security re-
search. And as federal agencies and private 
industry have found, there are few people with 
specialized computer security skills. 

H.R. 3394 establishes substantial new re-
search programs at the National Science 

Foundation and the National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology. The goal of both these 
multi-year programs is not only to advance 
computer security research, but also to ex-
pand the community of computer security re-
searchers. 

These programs will support graduate stu-
dents, post-doctoral researchers, and senior 
researchers, while encouraging stronger ties 
between universities and industry. This indus-
try linkage will provide a reality check for re-
search priorities and will facilitate transfer of 
research results into new products and serv-
ices. 

The research and education programs at 
the two agencies will be reinforcing rather than 
duplicative. Each agency will use a different 
approach for the competitive review of re-
search applications and for managing its re-
search program. NSF and NIST have com-
plementary linkages to the academic and in-
dustrial research communities, which will en-
sure a broad and varied research portfolio be-
tween the two programs.

Finally, the bill tasks the two agencies to 
formally coordinate their activities, and directs 
the Office of Science and Technology Policy 
to ensure that all the research activities sup-
ported under the bill are coordinated with any 
government-wide cyber security research ef-
fort. 

Before I close, I would like to make a few 
comments about Sections 16 and 17, which 
were added to this legislation by the Senate. 
While I don’t disagree with the objectives of 
these provisions, I am concerned about the 
procedures and the haste with which they 
were added to this bill. There was little con-
sultation about the inclusion of Sec. 16 and 
Sec. 17 among the Members involved in draft-
ing this legislation. In addition, there was no 
consultation with the university research com-
munity or the National Science Foundation, 
which will be affected by these provisions. The 
haste with which these provisions were drafted 
has resulted in language that is vague and un-
clear. 

Section 16 could be interpreted as forbid-
ding the National Science Foundation from 
awarding grants or fellowships to institutions of 
higher education or non-profit institutions that 
materially fail to comply with the record-keep-
ing requirements under the Immigration and 
Nationality Act and the Illegal Immigration Re-
form and Responsibility Act. However, the 
record-keeping requirements for these laws 
have not yet been promulgated. Therefore, the 
effective date for this section cannot be the 
date of enactment. If the research performed 
under these grants is crucial to enhanced in-
formation security, the grants program should 
commence immediately; the compliance re-
quirements should take effect only after the 
date of promulgation of the reporting and 
record-keeping requirements and after appro-
priate notice has been given to the affected in-
stitutions. 

Section 17 requires the Director of the Na-
tional Science Foundation to submit a report 
to Congress ensuring that awards made under 
this Act are given to individuals and institu-
tions that are in compliance with the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act. The National Science 
Foundation has neither the expertise nor re-
sponsibilities related to compliance with the 
Immigration and Nationality Act. I assume that 
the Department of State and the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service will ultimately cer-
tify compliance with the Act. Therefore, section 

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:15 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00018 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.016 H12PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8079November 12, 2002
17 should only require the NSF report to Con-
gress on information it obtains from State and 
INS. This section should not require the NSF 
Director to commission a duplicative study to 
secure information already held by State and 
INS. 

I have discussed these issues with Chair-
man BOEHLERT and we are in agreement in 
our interpretation of these provisions and the 
process. 

Mr. Speaker, the key to ensuring information 
security for the long-term is to establish a vig-
orous, creative and sustained basic research 
effort focused on the security of networked in-
formation systems. H.R. 3394 will make a 
major contribution toward accomplishing this 
goal. I commend this measure to my col-
leagues and ask for their support for its final 
passage by the House.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CULBERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. BOEHLERT) that the 
House suspend the rules and concur in 
the Senate amendment to the bill, H.R. 
3394. 

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate amendment was concurred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

GREAT LAKES AND LAKE 
CHAMPLAIN ACT OF 2002 

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and concur in the 
Senate amendments to the bill (H.R. 
1070) to amend the Federal Water Pol-
lution Control Act to authorize the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency to carry out projects 
and conduct research for remediation 
of sediment contamination in areas of 
concern in the Great Lakes, and for 
other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows:
Senate amendments:
Strike out all after the enacting clause and 

insert:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Great Lakes and Lake Champlain Act of 
2002’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows:
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

TITLE I—GREAT LAKES 
Sec. 101. Short title. 
Sec. 102. Report on remedial action plans. 
Sec. 103. Remediation of sediment contamina-

tion in areas of concern in the 
Great Lakes. 

Sec. 104. Relationship to Federal and State au-
thorities. 

Sec. 105. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 106. Research and development program. 

TITLE II—LAKE CHAMPLAIN 
Sec. 201. Short title. 
Sec. 202. Lake Champlain Basin Program. 

TITLE III—MISCELLANEOUS 
Sec. 301. Phase II storm water program. 
Sec. 302. Preservation of reporting require-

ments. 
Sec. 303. Repeal. 
Sec. 304. Cross Harbor Freight Movement 

Project EIS, New York City. 

Sec. 305. Center for Brownfields Excellence. 
Sec. 306. Louisiana Highway 1026 Project, Lou-

isiana.
TITLE I—GREAT LAKES 

SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Great Lakes 

Legacy Act of 2002’’. 
SEC. 102. REPORT ON REMEDIAL ACTION PLANS. 

Section 118(c)(3) of the Federal Water Pollu-
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1268(c)(3)) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(E) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this subparagraph, the 
Administrator shall submit to Congress a report 
on such actions, time periods, and resources as
are necessary to fulfill the duties of the Agency 
relating to oversight of Remedial Action Plans 
under—

‘‘(i) this paragraph; and 
‘‘(ii) the Great Lakes Water Quality Agree-

ment.’’. 
SEC. 103. REMEDIATION OF SEDIMENT CONTAMI-

NATION IN AREAS OF CONCERN IN 
THE GREAT LAKES. 

Section 118(c) of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1268(c)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(12) REMEDIATION OF SEDIMENT CONTAMINA-
TION IN AREAS OF CONCERN.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with this 
paragraph, the Administrator, acting through 
the Program Office, may carry out projects that 
meet the requirements of subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(B) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—A project meets the 
requirements of this subparagraph if the project 
is to be carried out in an area of concern located 
wholly or partially in the United States and the 
project—

‘‘(i) monitors or evaluates contaminated sedi-
ment; 

‘‘(ii) subject to subparagraph (D), implements 
a plan to remediate contaminated sediment; or 

‘‘(iii) prevents further or renewed contamina-
tion of sediment. 

‘‘(C) PRIORITY.—In selecting projects to carry 
out under this paragraph, the Administrator 
shall give priority to a project that—

‘‘(i) constitutes remedial action for contami-
nated sediment; 

‘‘(ii)(I) has been identified in a Remedial Ac-
tion Plan submitted under paragraph (3); and 

‘‘(II) is ready to be implemented; 
‘‘(iii) will use an innovative approach, tech-

nology, or technique that may provide greater 
environmental benefits, or equivalent environ-
mental benefits at a reduced cost; or 

‘‘(iv) includes remediation to be commenced 
not later than 1 year after the date of receipt of 
funds for the project. 

‘‘(D) LIMITATION.—The Administrator may 
not carry out a project under this paragraph for
remediation of contaminated sediments located 
in an area of concern—

‘‘(i) if an evaluation of remedial alternatives 
for the area of concern has not been conducted, 
including a review of the short-term and long-
term effects of the alternatives on human health 
and the environment; or 

‘‘(ii) if the Administrator determines that the 
area of concern is likely to suffer significant 
further or renewed contamination from existing 
sources of pollutants causing sediment contami-
nation following completion of the project. 

‘‘(E) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share of 

the cost of a project carried out under this para-
graph shall be at least 35 percent. 

‘‘(ii) IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS.—The non-Fed-
eral share of the cost of a project carried out 
under this paragraph may include the value of 
in-kind services contributed by a non-Federal 
sponsor. 

‘‘(iii) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The non-Federal 
share of the cost of a project carried out under 
this paragraph—

‘‘(I) may include monies paid pursuant to, or 
the value of any in-kind service performed 

under, and administrative order on consent or 
judicial consent decree; but 

‘‘(II) may not include any funds paid pursu-
ant to, or the value of any in-kind service per-
formed under, a unilateral administrative order 
or court order. 

‘‘(iv) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—The 
non-Federal share of the cost of the operation 
and maintenance of a project carried out under 
this paragraph shall be 100 percent. 

‘‘(F) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—The Adminis-
trator may not carry out a project under this 
paragraph unless the non-Federal sponsor en-
ters into such agreements with the Adminis-
trator as the Administrator may require to en-
sure that the non-Federal sponsor will maintain 
its aggregate expenditures from all other sources
for remediation programs in the area of concern 
in which the project is located at or above the 
average level of such expenditures in the 2 fiscal 
years preceding the date on which the project is 
initiated. 

‘‘(G) COORDINATION.—In carrying out projects 
under this paragraph, the Administrator shall 
coordinate with the Secretary of the Army, and 
with the Governors of States in which the 
projects are located, to ensure that Federal and 
State assistance for remediation in areas of con-
cern is used as efficiently as practicable. 

‘‘(H) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In addition to other 

amounts authorized under this section, there is 
authorized to be appropriated to carry out this 
paragraph $50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2004 through 2008. 

‘‘(ii) AVAILABILITY.—Funds made available 
under clause (i) shall remain available until ex-
pended. 

‘‘(13) PUBLIC INFORMATION PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator, acting 

through the Program Office and in coordination 
with States, Indian tribes, local governments, 
and other entities, may carry out a public infor-
mation program to provide information relating 
to the remediation of contaminated sediment to 
the public in areas of concern that are located 
wholly or partially in the United States. 

‘‘(B) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to carry 
out this paragraph $1,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2004 through 2008.’’. 
SEC. 104. RELATIONSHIP TO FEDERAL AND STATE 

AUTHORITIES. 
Section 118(g) of the Federal Water Pollution 

Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1268(g)) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘construed to affect’’ and in-

serting the following: ‘‘construed— 
‘‘(1) to affect’’; 
(2) by striking the period at the end and in-

serting ‘‘or’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) to affect any other Federal or State au-

thority that is being used or may be used to fa-
cilitate the cleanup and protection of the Great 
Lakes.’’.
SEC. 105. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Section 118(h) of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1268(h)) is amended—

(1) by striking the second sentence; and 
(2) in the first sentence—
(A) by striking ‘‘not to exceed $11,000,000’’ 

and inserting ‘‘not to exceed—
‘‘(1) $11,000,000’’; 
(B) by striking the period at the end and in-

serting a semicolon; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) such sums as are necessary for each of 

fiscal years 1992 through 2003; and 
‘‘(3) $25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 

through 2008.’’. 
SEC. 106. RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—In coordination with other 

Federal, State, and local officials, the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection Agency 
may conduct research on the development and 
use of innovative approaches, technologies, and 
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techniques for the remediation of sediment con-
tamination in areas of concern that are located 
wholly or partially in the United States. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to amounts au-

thorized under other laws, there is authorized to 
be appropriated to carry out this section 
$3,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 through 
2008. 

(2) AVAILABILITY.—Funds appropriated under 
paragraph (1) shall remain available until ex-
pended. 

TITLE II—LAKE CHAMPLAIN 
SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Daniel Patrick 
Moynihan Lake Champlain Basin Program Act 
of 2002’’. 
SEC. 202. LAKE CHAMPLAIN BASIN PROGRAM. 

Section 120 of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1270) is amended—

(1) by striking the section heading and all 
that follows through ‘‘There is established’’ in 
subsection (a) and inserting the following: 
‘‘SEC. 120. LAKE CHAMPLAIN BASIN PROGRAM. 

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established’’; 
(2) in subsection (a) (as amended by para-

graph (1)), by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Administrator—
‘‘(A) may provide support to the State of 

Vermont, the State of New York, and the New 
England Interstate Water Pollution Control 
Commission for the implementation of the Lake 
Champlain Basin Program; and

‘‘(B) shall coordinate actions of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency under subparagraph 
(A) with the actions of other appropriate Fed-
eral agencies.’’; 

(3) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘(1)’’; 
(4) in subsection (e)—
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘(hereafter 

in this section referred to as the ‘Plan’)’’; and 
(B) in paragraph (2)—
(i) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(ii) in subparagraph (E), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) be reviewed and revised, as necessary, at 

least once every 5 years, in consultation with 
the Administrator and other appropriate Fed-
eral agencies.’’; 

(5) in subsection (f)—
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘the Man-

agement Conference,’’ and inserting 
‘‘participants in the Lake Champlain Basin 
Program,’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘development of the Plan’’ and all that follows 
and inserting ‘‘development and implementation 
of the Plan.’’; 

(6) in subsection (g)—
(A) by striking ‘‘(g)’’ and all that follows 

through ‘‘the term’’ and inserting the following: 
‘‘(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) LAKE CHAMPLAIN BASIN PROGRAM.—The 

term ‘Lake Champlain Basin Program’ means 
the coordinated efforts among the Federal Gov-
ernment, State governments, and local govern-
ments to implement the Plan. 

‘‘(2) LAKE CHAMPLAIN DRAINAGE BASIN.—The 
term’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2) (as designated by sub-
paragraph (A))—

(i) by inserting ‘‘Hamilton,’’ after 
‘‘Franklin,’’; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘Bennington,’’ after 
‘‘Rutland,’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) PLAN.—The term ‘Plan’ means the plan 

developed under subsection (e).’’;
(7) by striking subsection (h) and inserting the 

following: 
‘‘(h) NO EFFECT ON CERTAIN AUTHORITY.—

Nothing in this section—
‘‘(1) affects the jurisdiction or powers of—
‘‘(A) any department or agency of the Federal 

Government or any State government; or 

‘‘(B) any international organization or entity 
related to Lake Champlain created by treaty or 
memorandum to which the United States is a 
signatory; 

‘‘(2) provides new regulatory authority for the 
Environmental Protection Agency; or 

‘‘(3) affects section 304 of the Great Lakes 
Critical Programs Act of 1990 (Public Law 101–
596; 33 U.S.C. 1270 note).’’; and 

(8) in subsection (i)—
(A) by striking ‘‘section $2,000,000’’ and in-

serting ‘‘section—
‘‘(1) $2,000,000’’; 
(B) by striking the period at the end and in-

serting a semicolon; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) such sums as are necessary for each of 

fiscal years 1996 through 2003; and 
‘‘(3) $11,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2004 

through 2008.’’. 
TITLE III—MISCELLANEOUS 

SEC. 301. PHASE II STORM WATER PROGRAM. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 

for fiscal year 2003, funds made available to a 
State to carry out nonpoint source management 
programs under section 319 of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1329) may, at 
the option of the State, be used to carry out 
projects and activities in the State relating to 
the development or implementation of phase II 
of the storm water program of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency established by the 
rule entitled ‘‘National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System—Regulations for Revision of 
the Water Pollution Control Program Address-
ing Storm Water Discharges’’, promulgated by 
the Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency on December 8, 1999 (64 Fed. Reg. 
68722). 
SECTION 302. PRESERVATION OF REPORTING RE-

QUIREMENTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3003(a)(1) of the 

Federal Reports Elimination and Sunset Act of 
1995 (31 U.S.C. 1113 note; Public Law 104–66) 
does not apply to any report required to be sub-
mitted under any of the following provisions of 
law:

(1) EFFECTS OF POLLUTION ON ESTUARIES OF 
THE UNITED STATES.—Section 104(n)(3) of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 
1254(n)(3)). 

(2) IMPLEMENTATION OF GREAT LAKES WATER 
QUALITY AGREEMENT OF 1978.—Section 118(c)(10) 
of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 
U.S.C. 1268(c)(10)). 

(3) COMPREHENSIVE CONSERVATION AND MAN-
AGEMENT PLAN FOR LONG ISLAND SOUND.—Sec-
tion 119(c)(7) of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1269(c)(7)). 

(4) LEVEL B PLAN ON ALL RIVER BASINS.—Sec-
tion 209(b) of the Federal Water Pollution Con-
trol Act (33 U.S.C. 1289(b)). 

(5) STATE REPORTS ON WATER QUALITY OF ALL 
NAVIGABLE WATERS.—Section 305(b) of the Fed-
eral Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 
1315(b)). 

(6) EXEMPTIONS FROM WATER POLLUTION CON-
TROL REQUIREMENTS FOR EXECUTIVE AGENCIES.—
Section 313(a) of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1323(a)). 

(7) STATUS OF WATER QUALITY IN UNITED 
STATES LAKES.—Section 314(a) of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1324(a)). 

(8) NATIONAL ESTUARY PROGRAM ACTIVITIES.—
Section 320(j)(2) of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1330(j)(2)). 

(9) REPORTS ON CONTRACTS ENTERED INTO RE-
LATING TO PROCUREMENT FROM VIOLATORS OF 
WATER QUALITY STANDARDS.—Section 508(e) of 
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 
U.S.C. 1368(e)). 

(10) NATIONAL REQUIREMENTS AND COSTS OF 
WATER POLLUTION CONTROL.—Section 516 of the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 
1375). 

(b) OTHER REPORTS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Effective November 10, 1998, 

section 501 of the Federal Reports Elimination 

Act of 1998 (Public Law 105–362; 112 Stat. 3283) 
is amended by striking subsections (a), (b), (c), 
and (d). 

(2) APPLICABILITY.—The Federal Water Pollu-
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1254(n)(3)) shall be 
applied and administered on and after the date 
of enactment of this Act as if the amendments 
made by subsections (a), (b), (c), and (d) of sec-
tion 501 of the Federal Reports Elimination Act 
of 1998 (Public Law 105–362; 112 Stat. 3283) had 
not enacted.
SEC. 303. REPEAL. 

Title VII of Public Law 105–78 (20 U.S.C. 50 
note; 111 Stat. 1524) (other than section 702) is 
repealed. 
SEC. 304. CROSS HARBOR FREIGHT MOVEMENT 

PROJECT EIS, NEW YORK CITY. 
Seciton 1602 of the Transportation Equity Act 

for the 21st Century (112 Stat. 305) is amended 
in item number 1320 of the table by striking 
‘‘Reconstruct 79th Street Traffic Circle, New 
York City’’ and inserting ‘‘Cross Harbor Freight 
Movement Project EIS, New York City’’. 
SEC. 305. CENTER FOR BROWNFIELDS EXCEL-

LENCE. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—To demonstrate the trans-

fer of technology and expertise from the Federal 
Government to the private sector, and to dem-
onstrate the effectiveness of the reuse by the pri-
vate sector of properties and assets that the Fed-
eral Government has determined, through appli-
cable statutes and processes, that it no longer 
needs, the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency shall make a grant to not less 
than one eligible sponsor to establish and oper-
ate a center for Brownfields Excellence. 

‘‘(b) RESPONSIBILITIES OF CENTER.—The re-
sponsibilities of a center established under this 
section shall include the transfer of technology 
and expertise in the redevelopment of aban-
doned or underutilized property that may have 
environmental contamination and the dissemi-
nation of information regarding successful mod-
els for such redevelopment. 

‘‘(c) PRIORITY.—In carrying out this section, 
the Administrator shall give priority consider-
ation to a grant application submitted by an eli-
gible sponsor that meets the following criteria: 

(1) Demonstrated ability to facilitate the re-
turn of property that may have environmental 
contamination to productive use. 

(2) Demonstrated ability to facilitate public-
private partnerships and regional cooperation. 

(3) Capability to provide leadership in making 
both national and regional contributions to ad-
dressing the problem of underutilized or aban-
doned properties. 

(4) Demonstrated ability to work with Federal 
departments and agencies to facilitate reuse by 
the private sector of properties and assets no 
longer needed by the Federal Government. 

‘‘(d) ELIGIBLE SPONSOR DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘eligible sponsor’’ means a re-
gional nonprofit community redevelopment or-
ganization assisting an area that—

(1) has jobs due to the closure of a private sec-
tor of Federal installation; and 

(2) as a result, has an underemployed work-
force and underutilized or abandoned prop-
erties. 

‘‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to carry 
out this section $1,000,000. 
SEC. 306. LOUISIANA HIGHWAY 1026 PROJECT, 

LOUISIANA. 
Section 1602 of the Transportation Equity Act 

for the 21st Century (112 Stat. 272) is amended 
in item number 426 of the table by striking 
‘‘Louisiana Highway 16’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing: ‘‘Louisiana Highway 1026’’.]

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘An Act to 
amend the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act to authorize the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency to provide 
assistance for remediation of sediment con-
tamination in areas of concern, to authorize 
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assistance for research and development of 
innovative technologies for such remedi-
ation, and to amend the Federal Water Pol-
lution Control Act and the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2000 to modify provi-
sions relating to the Lake Champlain basin, 
and for other purposes.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN). 

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise to urge all Mem-
bers to concur in the Senate amend-
ment to H.R. 1070, the Great Lakes 
Legacy Act of 2002. On September 4 of 
this year, the House passed H.R. 1070 by 
voice vote. On October 17, the Senate 
passed this bill, with an amendment, 
by unanimous consent. 

Title I of the Senate amendment is 
the House-passed version of the Great 
Lakes Legacy Act of 2002 with a few 
minor and technical changes. Indus-
trialization over the past 200 years has 
contaminated sediments in the Great 
Lakes. This sediment contamination 
can limit some uses of the lakes, par-
ticularly fishing, when contaminants 
get into the food chain. As a result, 
many of the Great Lakes are under 
advisories warning people not to eat 
the fish that they catch. Unfortu-
nately, 200 years of contamination is 
difficult to reverse and sediment clean-
ups can be very controversial. Little 
progress has thus been made. 

The Great Lakes Legacy Act will 
help overcome the obstacles to cleanup 
by encouraging voluntary, consensus-
based cleanup actions that will be car-
ried out by the EPA in partnership 
with non-Federal sponsors. The Great 
Lakes Legacy Act also will help reduce 
the controversy surrounding sediment 
cleanups by ensuring that any cleanup 
actions funded by this legislation will 
truly benefit human health and the en-
vironment. As noted in the report of 
the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure accompanying H.R. 1070, 
projects should be selected in accord-
ance with a risk management strategy. 
In addition, the legislation requires the 
EPA to make sure that the short- and 
long-term effects of remedial alter-
natives have been evaluated before se-
lecting a cleanup project. This require-
ment will help give the public con-
fidence that a cleanup action will not 
cause more harm than good. For exam-
ple, if a cleanup alternative involves 
dredging, we can be confident that the 
EPA has considered whether dredging 
at that site will stir up contaminants, 
causing more harm than good to 
human health and the environment. 

I want to commend the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) and his 
colleagues for working with various 
stakeholders from the Great Lakes. 
They have reached a great compromise 
on this that has kept everyone happy 
and thus has been able to advance this 
consensus approach to Great Lakes re-
mediation. 

Title II of the Senate amendment au-
thorizes assistance to State and local 
governments to improve the quality of 
Lake Champlain. Lack Champlain is 
not one of the Great Lakes and is not 
eligible for assistance under title I of 
H.R. 1070. Current law authorizes the 
EPA to help State and local govern-
ments develop a plan for the restora-
tion of Lake Champlain. Title II of 
H.R. 1070 expands this existing author-
ity to allow the EPA to also provide as-
sistance to implement projects rec-
ommended under the plan.

b 1500 

Nothing in this title provides any as-
sistance for the regulatory activities of 
any agency or provides any new regu-
latory authority for the EPA. We ex-
pect the Lake Champlain Basin Pro-
gram to be a model of community-
based environmental restoration, giv-
ing local governments and other local 
entities the maximum input into the 
projects and activities that are carried 
out with assistance provided under this 
legislation. 

Finally, title III of the Senate 
amendment includes miscellaneous 
provisions, including language that 
will reinstate several important Clean 
Water Act reports that help Congress 
oversee this program. 

This is very important legislation, 
affecting one of the greatest and larg-
est bodies of freshwater in this world, 
and I urge all Members to support the 
Senate amendment. 

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

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

I rise in support of H.R. 1070, the 
Great Lakes and Lake Champlain Act 
of 2002, and I acknowledge with great 
gratitude the splendid leadership of the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
DUNCAN), the subcommittee chairman, 
who is always judicious, thoughtful, 
considerate, supportive, has a grasp of 
the issues, and proceeds with great 
confidence and vigor in pursuing the 
committee’s work. I also want to ac-
knowledge the splendid and persistent 
initiative of the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. EHLERS), who always brings 
his scientific bent to the work of the 
committee and particularly the work 
of the Subcommittee on Water Re-
sources and Environment, and for 
whose great commitment to cleaning 
up the waters of the Great Lakes and 
keeping them clean I have sincere ad-
miration and appreciation. 

As the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. DUNCAN) already indicated, we 
have worked out relatively minor dif-
ferences that existed between the 
House version and the version of the 
other body, and our approval today 
clears the bill for the President. 

I grew up in the watershed of the 
Great Lakes, not along the shores of 
Lake Superior but along the waters 
that drain into Lake Superior, and 
much of my service in the Congress has 
been concerned with both my work as a 

staff director for my predecessor and 
staff director of the then Committee on 
Public Works and Transportation, and 
as a member, I have made protecting 
this extraordinary resource of fresh-
water one of my very top priorities and 
commitments. 

We have to remember that the Great 
Lakes, all five of them, represent one-
fifth of all the available freshwater on 
the face of the Earth. We do not count 
the frozen freshwater at the poles. And 
the magnitude of Lake Superior is such 
that the bottom 125 feet of Lake Supe-
rior are 125 feet below sea level. That is 
an immense body of water. It turns 
over once in 500 years. Whatever we put 
into that lake is going to be there for 
a long time. We have to be careful, ex-
tremely careful, not only about what 
directly goes into Lake Superior be-
cause it then goes into all the other 
lakes but Lake Michigan, because the 
effect will be so persistent and so long 
lasting. 

We also have to be careful about 
what comes in from the air. Air deposi-
tions into Lake Superior come from as 
far away as Central America. DDT can 
be found on the shores of Lake Supe-
rior and other Great Lakes carried by
the upper atmospheric winds, as can 
Toxaphene, which is used as an agent 
to suppress the boll weevils in cotton 
country, and that atmospheric deposi-
tion has been found in a lake on Isle 
Royale above the level of the waters of 
Lake Superior. 

I mentioned these because the per-
sistent toxic substances that are found 
in the Great Lakes, both in the bottom 
sediments, in the plants, taken up by 
the benthic organisms, eaten by the 
fish, then consumed by people, those 
toxic substances move up the food 
chain, and it is simply a tragedy that 
100 percent of the near shore waters of 
the Great Lakes and their connecting 
tributaries are under fish consumption 
advisories for PCBs, dioxins, mercury. 
Studies continue to show, as they did 
years ago when I chaired the Sub-
committee on Investigations and Over-
sight and held hearings on the U.S.-
Canada Great Lakes Water Quality 
Agreement and the Great Lakes Water 
Quality Act, that if one lives anywhere 
in America, one probably has five parts 
per billion PCBs in their body, but if 
one lives within 20 miles of one of the 
Great Lakes and eat fish once a week, 
they most likely have 440 parts per bil-
lion PCBs in their body. That is 20 
times the average outside of the Great 
Lakes. 

Dr. Waylon Swain, researcher at the 
University of Michigan, the home 
State of the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. EHLERS), testified at hearings that 
I held reporting on tests he conducted 
on his 16-year-old daughter. He ana-
lyzed her fatty tissue, calculated the 
level of PCBs, and then did a computer 
projection on her progeny to determine 
how long it would take just for natural 
processes without further introduction 
of PCBs into the food chain of that 
daughter and her offspring. It would 
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take six generations for the PCBs to 
disappear from the bloodline. That is 
such a sobering thought that as we go 
about taking action on this legislation, 
this should not be considered just an-
other bill that we pass. This is legisla-
tion we are passing that fully applied, 
vigorously enforced, vigorously carried 
out, will vastly improve quality of life 
for future generations. 

Twenty years ago we, the U.S. and 
Canada, identified 43 areas of concern 
in the Great Lakes. Thirty-one of those 
are wholly or mostly in U.S. waters. 
And even though we have removed 
1,300,000 cubic yards of bottom sedi-
ment, mostly from the harbors, those 
are mostly harbors, and have remedi-
ated that sedimentation, the challenge 
is still there. The challenge is huge. We 
have not resolved the problem yet. And 
there are 36 million people living along 
the waters of the Great Lakes and in 
the watershed; therefore, far more re-
sponsibility on us to be more careful 
with these waters and with the bottom 
sediments. 

I was very encouraged when then 
President Clinton included in his budg-
et request $50 million for remediation 
of contaminated sediments, and I in-
troduced legislation to authorize a pro-
gram to vigorously advance the reme-
diation. Unfortunately the 50 million 
did not get appropriated, the bill did 
not pass. What we have today is an ad-
vanced version of that legislation for 
which again I am very appreciative of 
the gentlemen from Michigan and of 
Tennessee. We do in this legislation 
provide that $50 million annual author-
ization for EPA to carry out projects 
to address sediment contamination. 
Priority will go to projects that ac-
tively address contaminated sediments 
that have been identified in the reme-
dial action plans for those areas of con-
cern and for innovative approaches, 
technologies, and techniques for deal-
ing with contaminated sediments. I 
have been very keenly interested in 
one that has been used on the bottom 
sediments in the Duluth harbor using 
mining technique in nonmagnetic ore 
beneficiation. A process is used called 
media flotation where the nonferrous 
material settles out and the lesser ma-
terial is carried off, they can do this 
work for on the order of a dollar to $2 
a cubic yard. Early prices on remedi-
ation of bottom sediments in the Great 
Lakes centered around $400 to $600 a 
cubic yard. I thought if we could bring 
mining and environmental technology 
together, we could make an advance 
and in fact did. It is not the dollar or 
$2 a cubic yard but $30 or $40 which is 
still a factor of 10 less than early esti-
mates. We have now succeeded in 
cleaning up large volumes of toxic sub-
stance-containing sediment, and this 
cleaned material is now being used for 
parkland and for beach nourishment 
and is being used in reclaiming areas 
along the waterfront in Duluth for 
other activities that are in fact envi-
ronmentally friendly. 

I expect this project to continue with 
great success as more is learned about 

the mechanics of separating toxic sub-
stances out from bottom sediments, 
and I have no doubt that the legisla-
tion before us will move vigorously in 
the direction that we appointed with 
this bill and that EPA should have no 
reticence whatever in moving ahead so 
long as we provide the appropriation to 
follow up on the funding authority. 

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

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

I had the privilege of chairing the 
Subcommittee on Aviation for 6 years 
under the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. SHUSTER) and now the Sub-
committee on Water Resources and En-
vironment for 2 years under the gen-
tleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG). Both 
have been great, great leaders for our 
committee, really outstanding chair-
men, and we have many wonderful 
members. But I always am so very im-
pressed, in fact at times even amazed 
at the knowledge that the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) our 
ranking member, has on the issues that 
come before our committee, and I 
think there are very few Members in 
this body who are more dedicated to 
the work that comes out of a com-
mittee than the gentleman is to the 
work that comes out of the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure, 
and I just wanted to express once 
again, as I have before, my very deep 
appreciation and respect and admira-
tion for him, and he has shown that 
once again on this bill. And I do agree 
with him. He is correct in saying this 
is not just another bill. The lack of 
controversy about this bill should not 
be any indication of its importance. As 
I mentioned a moment ago and as the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
OBERSTAR) mentioned, it has almost 
one-fifth of the surface freshwater in 
the world in the Great Lakes and I 
think 95 percent of the U.S. surface 
freshwater. But this bill would not be 
before us today if it were not for the 
great and dedicated work of the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS). 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS).

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
DUNCAN) for yielding me this time. I 
thank the gentleman from Minnesota 
(Mr. OBERSTAR) for his very generous 
comments and his erudite display of 
knowledge. 

I agree with the gentleman from Ten-
nessee’s (Mr. DUNCAN) comments about 
the gentleman from Minnesota’s (Mr. 
OBERSTAR) interest and his vast scope 
of knowledge. I would like to think 
that is a trait of people from Min-
nesota since I was born in Minnesota 
myself.

b 1515 

The gentleman from Tennessee has 
done an outstanding job of chairing the 
Subcommittee on Water Resources and 
Environment, and we have gotten some 

very good legislation out this year, not 
just this bill, but other bills relating to 
this, and I hope they all pass as this 
bill is doing. 

Also I want to thank the gentleman 
from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG), the chair-
man of the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, for his sup-
port, and the excellent staff of the 
Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure, who have worked very 
hard, even sometimes late evenings, to 
get this legislation through the House, 
over to the Senate, and now back be-
fore the House for final consideration. 

America is often called the land of 
plenty, especially when it comes to our 
natural resources. Few places are 
blessed more than we are, and the 
Great Lakes stand out among our 
many blessings. These lakes provide us 
with fresh drinking water, habitat for 
wildlife, food for fisheries, recreation 
in and on the waterways, water for ag-
riculture, and shipping lanes for eco-
nomic growth. Millions of people live 
on the Great Lakes and millions more 
journey to the Great Lakes to vacation 
and enjoy all the splendors the lakes 
provide. Put simply, they are the heart 
and soul of Michigan. 

I would also add to the statistic the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
OBERSTAR) gave that one-fifth of all 
the fresh water in the world is con-
tained in the Great Lakes. Even be-
yond that, the Great Lakes alone con-
tain 20 times more fresh water than all 
the other lakes and rivers in the 
United States combined; twenty times 
more than all the others. That is an 
immense amount of fresh water. 

The legislation before us today is a 
marriage of two different bills, both of 
which represent a great step forward in 
protecting and restoring our environ-
ment in the Great Lakes Basin. Title I 
of the legislation is the Great Lakes 
Legacy Act of 2002, which I introduced 
in March 2001. The Senate accepted al-
most all of the legislation that passed 
the House on September 5, 2002. This 
title provides $50 million a year in 
grants to clean up contaminated sedi-
ments at ‘‘Areas of Concern’’ within 
the Great Lakes. These areas represent 
a legacy of pollution within the Great 
Lakes Basin, and it is high time that 
we clean them up or, in the words of 
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
OBERSTAR), prevent any further con-
tamination of future generations. 

In addition, the legislation will foster 
technology research development by 
providing the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency’s Office of Research and 
Development $2 million a year. With 
this funding, we can find better, faster, 
cheaper ways to clean up these toxic 
hot spots. 

In carrying out this program, the 
Great Lakes National Program Office, 
which is ultimately responsible for 
making these grants, should coordinate 
with the Office of Research and Devel-
opment to ensure that grants are fo-
cused on technologies that will, in fact, 
improve the way we clean up these 
sites. 
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We also accepted some changes the 

Senate made to the Legacy Act that 
passed by the House. We have added a 
new public information program which 
is funded at $1 million a year. This will 
ensure that the public is informed 
about the progress, or lack of, in clean-
ing up areas of concern. 

Lastly, we have added a provision 
that requires the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency to report back to Con-
gress on what the Agency needs in 
order to oversee and implement the re-
medial action plans for Areas of Con-
cern and other plans mandated by the 
Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement. 
These plans represent the steps that 
must be taken in order to restore the 
water quality of a polluted site. 

Recently, the GAO reported that the 
EPA has not done an adequate job of 
overseeing the implementation of these 
plans by State and local entities. GAO 
pointed out that this lack of oversight 
has led to confusion and delays in get-
ting cleanup actions underway. 

Title II of the legislation was added 
by the Senate in order to continue and 
expand a program for Lake Champlain 
that was established under the Clean 
Water Act. Current law authorizes the 
EPA to help State and local govern-
ments develop a plan for the restora-
tion of Lake Champlain. Title II ex-
pands this authority to allow EPA to 
also provide assistance to implement 
projects recommended under the plan. 
The ultimate goal of this plan, like the 
Legacy Act, is to improve water qual-
ity in the Great Lakes Basin. 

We as a country have spent many 
years cleaning up our rivers and lakes 
on the surface, and we have made very 
significant progress. Now it is time to 
turn our attention to the bottoms of 
rivers and lakes and clean up the toxic 
sediments that are steadily leaching 
into the Great Lakes. The Great Lakes 
and Lake Champlain Act will give this 
problem the attention it deserves. 

I thank the chairman, his staff and 
the ranking member for their assist-
ance. I also thank groups that helped 
on this legislation, the Lake Michigan 
Federation, the Sierra Club and the 
Council of Great Lakes Industries. I 
also want to thank Susan Bodine, cur-
rently on the staff, who spent endless 
hours working with us on this issue 
over the past few years. Also I want to 
thank Ben Grumbles, who as a com-
mittee staffer worked on this legisla-
tion. Currently he is at the EPA work-
ing in their Office of Water. I am sure 
he will take great pleasure in imple-
menting this bill. 

I appreciate the support of all these 
individuals, and I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this bill.

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

Mr. Speaker, again I express my ap-
preciation to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee for his kind, thoughtful re-
marks, and to the gentleman from 
Michigan for his thoughtful comments 
as well, and to say that this is the fin-
est example of how legislation ought to 

be done, where two parties get together 
and put aside partisanship and do 
things that are good for the country. 
We have a great tradition of doing so in 
our committee, and I look forward to 
continuing that tradition in the bal-
ance of this session and in the coming 
Congress. 

I reexpress my appreciation to the 
chairman of the full committee, the 
gentleman from Alaska (Chairman 
YOUNG). Probably he is happy to see 
this bill passed so we stop badgering 
him about getting it to the floor and 
getting it moving. 

I do want to join in observing that 
the additions made by the other body 
dealing with Lake Champlain and its 
cleanup are very important and very 
useful, but it should be emphasized 
that Lake Champlain is a good lake, it 
is not a Great Lake, with all respect to 
our colleagues in the other body who at 
one time tried to make it one of the 
Great Lakes by legislation. Now, that 
is kind of a reverse on the marriage in-
junction, that what God has joined to-
gether, let no man put asunder. Let no 
man create what God has not done. In 
this respect, we are happy to help out 
with Lake Champlain, and it is impor-
tant, more important historically, I 
think, than geologically. 

But this is good legislation. Let us 
now all resolve to work together to 
make sure we get the appropriations to 
carry out this legislation.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I am 
very pleased that today we will send H.R. 
1070, the Great Lakes Legacy Act of 2002, to 
President Bush to be enacted into law. 

The Great Lakes are a vital resources for 
both the United States and Canada, but have 
been adversely impacted by over 200 years of 
development and industrialization. 

This is not a situation that can be addressed 
by pointing fingers and suing people under the 
Superfund law or other liability statutes. 

The solution provided by the Great Lakes 
Legacy Act is to address sediment contamina-
tion through cooperative efforts and public-pri-
vate partnerships. 

Cleanup activities funded by this bill can be 
carried out as separate projects or in conjunc-
tion with other efforts to clean up sediments—
including efforts being carried out under con-
sent decrees or consent orders authorized by 
other environmental laws and efforts of the 
Army Corps of Engineers. 

This approach is supported by both indus-
trial and environmental groups in the Great 
Lakes Basin. 

The Senate amendments that is before the 
House today consists of the House text of 
H.R. 1070, as title I. Accordingly, the report of 
the Transportation and Infrastructure Com-
mittee provides the relevant legislative history 
for this title. 

The Senate amendment also includes, as 
title II, a limited authorization to EPA to sup-
port activities proposed by State and local 
governments to help restore Lake Champlain. 

Finally, the Senate amendment includes, as 
title III, some miscellaneous items, including 
the restoration of various Clean Water Act re-
ports to help my Committee’s oversight of 
Clean Water Act programs. 

I urge all members to support the Senate 
Amendment to H.R. 1070.

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CULBERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) that the House 
suspend the rules and concur in the 
Senate amendment to H.R. 1070. 

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate amendment was concurred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 1070. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

REAL INTERSTATE DRIVER 
EQUITY ACT OF 2001 

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and concur in the 
Senate amendments to the bill (H.R. 
2546) to amend title 49, United States 
Code, to prohibit States from requiring 
a license or fee on account of the fact 
that a motor vehicle is providing inter-
state pre-arranged ground transpor-
tation service, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows:
Senate amendments: Page 3, strike out 

lines 1 through 7 and insert:
‘‘(i) transportation by the motor carrier from 

one State, including intermediate stops, to a 
destination in another State; or 

‘‘(ii) transportation by the motor carrier from 
one State, including intermediate stops in an-
other State, to a destination in the original 
State. 

‘‘(2) INTERMEDIATE STOP DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘intermediate stop’, with re-
spect to transportation by a motor carrier, 
means a pause in the transportation in order for 
one or more passengers to engage in personal or 
business activity, but only if the driver pro-
viding the transportation to such passenger or 
passengers does not, before resuming the trans-
portation of such passenger (or at least 1 of 
such passengers), provide transportation to any 
other person not included among the passengers 
being transported when the pause began.

Page 3, line 8, strike out ‘‘(2)’’ and insert 
‘‘(3)’’

Page 3, line 18, strike out ‘‘require’’ and in-
sert ‘‘require, in a nondiscriminatory manner,’’. 

Page 3, line 22, after ‘‘to’’ insert ‘‘pre-licens-
ing drug testing or’’

Page 3, line 24, strike out all after 
‘‘domiciled,’’ down to and including ‘‘or’’ in 
line 25. 

Page 4, line 2, after ‘‘service,’’ insert ‘‘or by 
the motor carrier providing such service,’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. PETRI) and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) 
each will control 20 minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Wisconsin (Mr. PETRI). 
Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, the Real Interstate 

Driver Equity Act of 2001, known as 
H.R. 2546, was introduced by our col-
league the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT). This legislation is needed 
to solve a problem that arises when a 
for-hire vehicle, usually a limousine or 
sedan, travels across a state line in 
interstate commerce. 

As the law is written today, State 
and local jurisdictions can require for-
hire vehicles to be licensed in multiple 
States. In some cases, if they do not 
pay for additional licenses, the for-hire 
vehicle can only drop its passenger in 
another State. They cannot make inci-
dental stops or return the same pas-
senger to his original departing State. 

For example, a traveler might ar-
range to be picked up at an airport. On 
the way home to another State, a com-
mon occurrence in Washington, D.C. 
and in many other communities, the 
traveler might wish to stop and have 
dinner within the State he arrived in. 
This sounds reasonable. What could be 
the objection? Unfortunately, that 
stopover could result in the for-hire car 
being towed, ticketed and impounded. 
The traveler would be stranded, the car 
service is left without a vehicle and 
faces hundreds or even thousands of 
dollars in fines and in fees. 

This is not a fair practice, and H.R. 
2546 corrects the problem. For-hire car 
services providing prearranged ground 
transportation should be able to en-
gage in interstate commerce. However, 
some restrictions currently in place 
would still apply. For example, this 
legislation does not allow a carrier to 
operate in another jurisdiction with 
new clients that were not pre-arranged 
as though they were licensed within 
that jurisdiction. The bill also protects 
the right of transportation terminal 
operators to provide preferential access 
and for States to require criminal 
background checks. 

This bill does not provide any direct 
financial relief for the hard-hit ground 
transportation industry. However, it 
does reduce an unnecessary burden and 
will increase choice, sufficiency and 
convenience for consumers. 

The bill was reported by the House 
Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure on November 7, 2001, and 
passed the House on November 13 of 
that year. Last month the Senate 
amended the bill slightly by more spe-
cifically defining intermediate stops 
and making some other minor tech-
nical corrections. These changes are 
agreeable to the House sponsors of the 
legislation and to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, and 
I urge the House to pass H.R. 2546 
today. 

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

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

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

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I ex-
press my great appreciation to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. PETRI) for moving this legislation, 
and, of course, to the Chair of the full 
committee for moving the bill through 
subcommittee, the full committee and 
getting it to the floor today. 

This legislation bears a rather dis-
arming title, the Real Interstate Driv-
er Equity Act. The title itself belies 
the rather intense feelings that accom-
pany this legislation and generated it, 
in fact, and that we are able to bring 
the bill to the floor today is something 
of a marvel in itself, because it really 
has meant bridging some very serious 
differences among States. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
PETRI), the chairman of the sub-
committee; the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. BORSKI), the ranking 
member; the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. PASCRELL) and the gentle-
woman from Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY), all 
have had a role, as has the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. MENENDEZ) and 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
NADLER), all of whom have had a hand 
in resolving this issue. 

Under current law, for-hire lim-
ousines can be regulated by numerous 
local jurisdictions while operating in 
pre-arranged interstate commerce. 
Service usually involves short distance 
transportation between neighboring 
States. 

To avoid unnecessary duplication, 
the bill prohibits a State, a local gov-
ernment or an interstate agency, from 
enacting or enforcing any rule, wheth-
er a law or regulation, that requires a 
license or a fee on a motor vehicle with 
a seating capacity not to exceed 15 pas-
sengers, including driver, in providing 
prearranged ground transportation 
services. 

However, the State or local jurisdic-
tion is not prohibited from requiring a 
criminal background investigation 
prior to the driver picking up a pas-
senger within its jurisdiction. That was 
one of the points of contention I am 
glad we were able to get resolved, par-
ticularly in this era of concern about 
terrorism.

b 1530 

The gentlewoman from Nevada (Ms. 
BERKLEY) raised an important issue 
during committee consideration of the 
bill. To meet those concerns, nothing 
in the bill will restrict the rights of a 
State or locality from regulating lim-
ousine operators who enter competi-
tion with local taxicab operators. 
States and localities retain the right to 
regulate those kinds of operations. The 
bill provides that at intermediate 
stops, interstate limousine drivers 
must not perform any transportation 
service for an additional passenger or 
group of passengers while waiting to 
carry their first passenger to his or her 
destination. 

There are other provisions to reflect 
the Senate amendment that adds clari-
fying language consistent with the leg-
islative intent in the House report.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 2546, 
the Real Interstate Driver Equity Act of 2001. 
I want to thank the chairman of our full com-
mittee, Mr. YOUNG, the Chairman and Ranking 
Member of our Subcommittee, Mr. PETRI and 
Mr. BORSKI, the gentleman from New Jersey, 
Mr. PASCRELL, and the gentlewoman from Ne-
vada, Ms. BERKLEY, for their support of this 
legislation. The committee worked on this bill 
for well over 2 years and, finally, we have an 
agreement that has the support of Members 
on both sides of the Capitol. 

Under current law, for-hire limousines can 
be regulated by multiple local jurisdictions 
while operating in prearranged interstate com-
merce. This service generally involves short 
distance transportation between neighboring 
states, and dual regulation has created confu-
sion and difficulties for the operators. To avoid 
unnecessary duplication of regulation of these 
operations, this bill prohibits a State, local gov-
ernment, or interstate agency from enacting or 
enforcing any rule, whether it is a law or regu-
lation, that requires a license or fee on a 
motor vehicle with a seating capacity not ex-
ceeding 15 passengers, including the driver, 
that is providing prearranged interstate ground 
transportation service. However, a state or 
local government may not be prohibited from 
requiring a criminal background investigation 
prior to any driver picking up passengers with-
in its jurisdiction for interstate transportation. I 
believe that this is a sound approach, and I 
support the bill. 

The gentlelady from Nevada, Ms. BERKLEY, 
raised an important issue during committee 
consideration of the bill. To meet her con-
cerns, nothing in the bill restricts the rights of 
a State or locality from regulating limousine 
operators who enter into competition with local 
taxicab operators. States and localities retain 
the right to regulate these kinds of operations. 
The bill provides that at intermediate stops, 
interstate limousine drivers must not perform 
any transportation service for an additional 
passenger, or group of passengers, while 
waiting to transport the first passenger to his 
or her destination. 

To deal with other concerns that have been 
raised, the bill does not prohibit airport, train, 
or bus terminal operators from providing pref-
erential access or facilities to one or more pro-
viders of pre-arranged ground transportation 
service. In addition, the bill makes it clear that 
taxicab services in a vehicle having a capacity 
of not more than 8 passengers, including the 
driver, are exempt from the economic and 
minimum liability regulations of the Federal 
Government. 

The Senate amendment to the bill primarily 
adds clarifying language consistent with the 
legislative intent expressed in the House re-
port. The only major substantive change in-
volves pre-licensing drug testing. The House 
passed bill reserves the right of a State or 
local government to require a criminal back-
ground check of the driver. The Senate 
amendments adds pre-licensing drug testing 
of drivers to the same provision and provides 
that both are to be conducted by the State 
where the driver is licensed, or by the motor 
carrier providing the service. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe the Senate amend-
ments improve the bill, and I urge my col-
leagues to support final passage.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I thought I 

would have another speaker in the 
form of the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT), who is the author of this 
bill, but he is at the White House at an 
important meeting, and I am sure he 
will insert remarks in the RECORD out-
lining his support for this legislation.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in support of the Real Interstate Driver Equity 
Act of 2001, H.R. 2546, as amended by the 
Senate. 

This legislation has been under consider-
ation for more than 3 years now, and I am 
glad that we have been able to find a fair and 
agreeable solution in the waning days of the 
107th Congress. 

I want to especially recognize my colleague 
from Missouri, Mr. BLUNT, who sponsored this 
bill and has championed the cause of for-hire 
motor carriers. I believe this legislation will re-
move barriers to passenger choice and effec-
tive management of transportation services. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, let me begin 
by thanking the gentleman from Missouri Mr. 
BLUNT, without whom this legislation would not 
have gotten on the floor; his legislative skill 
and his partnership in this effort are truly ap-
preciated, and I thank the gentleman for his 
work. 

I also want to thank my friend and con-
stituent Don Kensey who first brought this to 
my attention several years ago in my office in 
New Jersey with various members of the Na-
tional Limousine Association and the South 
Jersey Limousine Association. 

I am extremely pleased to see that the other 
body has favorably passed H.R. 2546. The 
Real Interstate Driver Equity Act, REAL Act, 
embodies the tireless efforts of many inter-
ested parties in upholding Congress’ long-
standing commitment to the free-flow of goods 
and services across this Nation. The unneces-
sary burdens of interstate restrictions on the 
sedan and limousine industry, of which over 
80 percent are small businesses, will now be 
removed with the passage of H.R. 2546. 

In a time where there is much uncertainty 
about the state of our economy, this legislation 
provides small business owners with a chance 
to compete on a fair playing field. Fairness, 
that is long overdue. 

Again, I would like to extend my many 
thanks to the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
BLUNT, other colleagues and my constituents 
for their underlying help in bringing the REAL 
Act to the House floor today. I urge my col-
leagues to give an affirmative vote and pass 
this legislation. 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, traveling by lim-
ousine is increasingly popular among business 
travelers who appreciate the security and pre-
dictability that come with pre-arranged lim-
ousine and sedan service. Women are in-
creasingly turning to these services because 
they provide a measure of safety and security 
that is not always found by hailing a cab in a 
strange city. 

A substantial portion of their service occurs 
interstate. Limousine and other prearranged 
ground transportation service providers are 
frequently assessed registration and licensing 
fees by these other states. Enforcement of 
these requirements, including vehicle im-
poundment and heavy fines, has caused tre-
mendous hardship to drivers and owners of 

these businesses, many of which are small, 
single vehicle operations, over 80 percent, are 
1- to 3-car operators grossing less than 
$500,000 a year. 

H.R. 2546 rectifies this burden. It prohibits 
states other than a home licensing state from 
enacting or enforcing a law requiring a fee or 
some other payment requirements on vehicles 
that provide prearranged ground transportation 
service. 

H.R. 2546 prohibits States or localities from 
restricting limousine or sedan services if: (1) 
the service is registered with the Department 
of Transportation as an interstate carrier; (2) 
the company meets all the requirements of the 
state in which they are domicile or do busi-
ness; and (3) the limousine or sedan service 
is engaged in providing pre-arranged transpor-
tation from one state to another, including 
round trips.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KOLBE). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. PETRI) that the House sus-
pend the rules and concur in the Sen-
ate amendments to the bill, H.R. 2546. 

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate amendments were concurred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 2546. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

IMPROPER PAYMENTS 
INFORMATION ACT OF 2002 

Mr. HORN. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and concur in the 
Senate amendment to the bill (H.R. 
4878) to provide for estimates and re-
ports of improper payments by Federal 
agencies. 

The Clerk read as follows:
Senate amendment:
Strike out all after the enacting clause and 

insert:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Improper Pay-
ments Information Act of 2002’’. 
SEC. 2. ESTIMATES OF IMPROPER PAYMENTS AND 

REPORTS ON ACTIONS TO REDUCE 
THEM. 

(a) IDENTIFICATION OF SUSCEPTIBLE PRO-
GRAMS AND ACTIVITIES.—The head of each agen-
cy shall, in accordance with guidance prescribed 
by the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, annually review all programs and 
activities that it administers and identify all 
such programs and activities that may be sus-
ceptible to significant improper payments. 

(b) ESTIMATION OF IMPROPER PAYMENT.—With 
respect to each program and activity identified 
under subsection (a), the head of the agency 
concerned shall—

(1) estimate the annual amount of improper 
payments; and 

(2) submit those estimates to Congress before 
March 31 of the following applicable year, with 
all agencies using the same method of reporting, 
as determined by the Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget. 

(c) REPORTS ON ACTIONS TO REDUCE IM-
PROPER PAYMENTS.—With respect to any pro-
gram or activity of an agency with estimated im-
proper payments under subsection (b) that ex-
ceed $10,000,000, the head of the agency shall 
provide with the estimate under subsection (b) a 
report on what actions the agency is taking to 
reduce the improper payments, including—

(1) a discussion of the causes of the improper 
payments identified, actions taken to correct 
those causes, and results of the actions taken to 
address those causes; 

(2) a statement of whether the agency has the 
information systems and other infrastructure it 
needs in order to reduce improper payments to 
minimal cost-effective levels; 

(3) if the agency does not have such systems 
and infrastructure, a description of the re-
sources the agency has requested in its budget 
submission to obtain the necessary information 
systems and infrastructure; and 

(4) a description of the steps the agency has 
taken to ensure that agency managers 
(including the agency head) are held account-
able for reducing improper payments. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this 
section: 

(1) AGENCY.—The term ‘‘agency’’ means an 
executive agency, as that term is defined in sec-
tion 102 of title 31, United States Code. 

(2) IMPROPER PAYMENT.—The term ‘‘improper 
payment’’—

(A) means any payment that should not have 
been made or that was made in an incorrect 
amount (including overpayments and underpay-
ments) under statutory, contractual, adminis-
trative, or other legally applicable requirements; 
and 

(B) includes any payment to an ineligible re-
cipient, any payment for an ineligible service, 
any duplicate payment, payments for services 
not received, and any payment that does not ac-
count for credit for applicable discounts. 

(3) PAYMENT.—The term ‘‘payment’’ means 
any payment (including a commitment for fu-
ture payment, such as a loan guarantee) that 
is—

(A) made by a Federal agency, a Federal con-
tractor, or a governmental or other organization 
administering a Federal program or activity; 
and 

(B) derived from Federal funds or other Fed-
eral resources or that will be reimbursed from 
Federal funds or other Federal resources. 

(e) APPLICATION.—This section—
(1) applies with respect to the administration 

of programs, and improper payments under pro-
grams, in fiscal years after fiscal year 2002; and 

(2) requires the inclusion of estimates under 
subsection (b)(2) only in annual budget submis-
sions for fiscal years after fiscal year 2003. 

(f) GUIDANCE BY THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT 
AND BUDGET.—Not later than 6 months after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget shall pre-
scribe guidance to implement the requirements 
of this section.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. HORN) and the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

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

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. HORN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks on 
H.R. 4878. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection.
Mr. HORN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, each year the Federal 

Government wastes countless billions 
of dollars on improper payments. I say 
‘‘countless billions’’ because we do not 
know the magnitude of the problem. 
Incredible as it might seem, Federal 
agencies are not required by law to cal-
culate how much money they spend im-
properly. 

What we do know is that improper 
payments are a very serious problem in 
the Federal Government, based on the 
few voluntary estimates that some 
agencies submit for a handful of pro-
grams. The General Accounting Office, 
headed by the Comptroller General of 
the United States, who is very impar-
tial and utilizes a nonpartisan, neutral 
approach, they looked at them and he 
says that there is $20 billion in im-
proper payments annually. The Office 
of Management and Budget recently 
updated the annual figure to about $33 
billion of improper payments. 

Staggering as these amounts are, 
they likely represent only the tip of a 
very enormous iceberg. 

For example, the Department of 
Health and Human Services reported 
making improper payments of more 
than $12 billion in its Medicare fee-for-
service program last year, but the De-
partment does not even attempt to es-
timate improper payments made in the 
Medicaid program. 

The obvious first step toward reduc-
ing this outrageous waste of taxpayers’ 
money is to understand the extent of 
the problem. We must find out which 
programs are at risk and the causes of 
those risks. Only then can we develop 
cost-effective solutions. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4878, the 
‘‘Improper Payments Information Act 
of 2002,’’ takes this important first 
step. The bill requires Federal agencies 
to estimate the improper payments 
made in their programs. The bill also 
requires agencies to tell Congress and 
the American taxpayers what steps 
they are going to take to reduce those 
improper payments. 

The Subcommittee on Government 
Efficiency, Financial Management, and 
Intergovernmental Relations, which I 
chair, has held numerous hearings over 
the years on various aspects of im-
proper payments. These hearings have 
demonstrated the overwhelming need 
for H.R. 4878. 

The administration strongly supports 
this legislation, H.R. 4878, and the bill 
has achieved broad bipartisan support 
in Congress. Our subcommittee’s rank-
ing member, the gentlewoman from Il-
linois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY), is a cosponsor 
of this legislation. So is our chairman 
of the full Committee on Government 
Reform, the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. BURTON), and also my colleague, 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
OSE). 

On July 9, the House passed H.R. 4878 
by voice vote under suspension of the 
rules. On October 15, the Senate passed 
an amended version of this bill by 
unanimous consent. 

The Senate then added the amend-
ments which tightened up the bill in 
several ways. They imposed an annual 
March 31 deadline for agencies to re-
port their estimated improper pay-
ments to Congress. The amendments 
also require that the reports include 
the root causes of the improper pay-
ments and the results of any action 
agencies have taken to correct the 
problem. In addition, the Senate 
amendments require the Office of Man-
agement and Budget to provide guide-
lines to implement the bill within 6 
months of its enactment. 

In one respect, the Senate amend-
ments are less stringent than the 
House bill, than the original bill. The 
amended bill requires agencies to re-
port on their actions to reduce im-
proper payments for any program in 
which the annual improper payments 
are estimated at $10 million or more. 

The House-approved bill had a lower 
threshold. However, I believe the Sen-
ate’s amended threshold is excellent 
and reasonable. 

Mr. Speaker, I would point out that 
the bill’s threshold is simply the min-
imum requirement for reporting at less 
than the $10 million amount. It does 
not or should not prevent agencies 
from voluntarily reporting on signifi-
cant improper payments, even if they 
do not rise to the bill’s minimum re-
quirement. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
concur with the Senate amendments 
and send this bill to the President. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank 
the people on the staff on our side, 
Bonnie Heald, the Staff Director of the 
subcommittee; Henry Wray, Senior 
Counsel who did most of the work; Dan 
Daly, Counsel; and we thank a lot 
Hank Savage, Assistant Counsel from 
the Office of Legislative Counsel.

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

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I am pleased to again be on the floor 
with the gentleman from California 
(Mr. HORN) to move this bill on im-
proper payments. We worked together 
to move this bill through the House 
last July and we are here today to ac-
cept the changes made by the Senate. 

The Senate has asked that the re-
ports on improper payments be limited 
to agencies where the aggregate 
amount is $10 million or more, rather 
than the $1 million in the original 
House bill. In addition, the Senate has 
clarified the timing of the reports com-
ing to Congress. I concur with these 
changes. 

There was one change proposed by 
the Senate following advice from the 
General Accounting Office that I found 
perplexing. The GAO proposed that 
agencies could avoid reporting on im-

proper payments if the agency con-
cluded that the cost of estimating the 
level of improper payments was not 
‘‘cost beneficial.’’ In other words, if an 
agency does not know how many im-
proper payments it is making, it can 
somehow conclude that it is not worth 
knowing how many improper payments 
it is making. I was concerned that the 
provision simply created another loop-
hole for agencies to avoid addressing 
this problem, and I am pleased that the 
Senate chose not to include this provi-
sion. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
reiterate a point I made last July. In 
programs that provide payments di-
rectly to the poor, improper payments 
often result from the complexities of 
the program rules or from errors in ad-
ministering the program. These kinds 
of errors should not become another 
burden on the poor. I hope these agen-
cies will take the opportunity created 
by this bill to find ways to avoid these 
kinds of errors and, if they occur, to 
consider the impact on the needy re-
cipient and assure that any negative 
impact is minimized. 

I thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HORN) for his hard work on 
this bill and for working in such a col-
legial manner throughout the process 
of passing this legislation. I would also 
like to end in the gentleman’s tradi-
tion by thanking the professional 
democratic staff David McMillan for 
his work on the bill.

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

Mr. HORN. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
other requests for time, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
HORN) that the House suspend the rules 
and concur in the Senate amendment 
to the bill, H.R. 4878. 

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate amendment was concurred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT OF INTENTION TO 
OFFER MOTION TO INSTRUCT 
CONFEREES ON H.R. 4628, INTEL-
LIGENCE AUTHORIZATION ACT 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2003 
Mr. ROEMER. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 

to clause 7(c) of rule XXII, I hereby no-
tify the House of my intention to offer 
a motion to instruct conferees tomor-
row on H.R. 4628, the Intelligence Au-
thorization bill, which has been in con-
ference since October 3, 2002. The form 
of the motion is as follows:

I move that the managers on the part of 
the House at the conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the Sen-
ate amendment to the bill, H.R. 4628, be in-
structed to take such actions as may be ap-
propriate to ensure that a conference report 
is filed on the bill prior to November 14, 2002.

Mr. Speaker, this motion simply in-
structs the conferees on the Intel-
ligence Authorization bill to complete 
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their work and file a conference report 
prior to Thursday, November 14, 2002. 

f 

REPORT ON NATIONAL EMER-
GENCY WITH RESPECT TO THE 
1979 IRANIAN EMERGENCY AND 
ASSETS BLOCKING—MESSAGE 
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 107–
278) 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-

fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on International Relations and ordered 
to be printed:
To the Congress of the United States: 

As required by section 401(c) of the 
National Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 
1641(c), and section 204(c) of the Inter-
national Emergency Economic Powers 
Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), I transmit here-
with a 6-month periodic report pre-
pared by my Administration on the na-
tional emergency with respect to Iran 
that was declared in Executive Order 
12170 of November 14, 1979. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, November 12, 2002.

f 

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
IRAN—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 107–279) 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-

fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on International Relations and ordered 
to be printed:
To the Congress of the United States: 

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the 
anniversary date of its declaration, the 
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmit to the Congress a no-
tice stating that the emergency is to 
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent the enclosed notice, 
stating that the Iran emergency de-
clared by Executive Order 12170 on No-
vember 14, 1979, is to continue in effect 
beyond November 14, 2002, to the 
Federal Register for publication. The 
most recent notice continuing this 
emergency was published in the Federal 
Register on November 13, 2001, (66 FR 
56966). 

Our relations with Iran have not yet 
returned to normal, and the process of 
implementing the January 19, 1981, 
agreements with Iran is still underway. 
For these reasons, I have determined 
that it is necessary to continue the na-
tional emergency declared on Novem-
ber 14, 1979, with respect to Iran, be-
yond November 14, 2002. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, November 12, 2002.

CONTINUATION OF EMERGENCY 
REGARDING WEAPONS OF MASS 
DESTRUCTION—MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 107–280) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on International Relations and ordered 
to be printed:
To the Congress of the United States: 

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the 
anniversary date of its declaration, the 
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a 
notice stating that the emergency is to 
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent the enclosed notice, 
stating that the emergency posed by 
the proliferation of weapons of mass 
destruction and their delivery systems 
declared by Executive Order 12938 on 
November 14, 1994, as amended, is to 
continue in effect beyond November 14, 
2002, to the Federal Register for publica-
tion. The most recent notice con-
tinuing this emergency was published 
in the Federal Register on November 13, 
2001 (66 FR 56965). 

The proliferation of weapons of mass 
destruction and the means of deliv-
ering them continues to pose an un-
usual and extraordinary threat to the 
national security, foreign policy, and 
economy of the United States. There-
fore, I have determined the national 
emergency previous declared must con-
tinue in effect beyond November 14, 
2002. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, November 6, 2002.

f 

b 1545 

EXPRESSING SORROW OF THE 
HOUSE AT THE DEATH OF THE 
HONORABLE PAUL D. 
WELLSTONE, SENATOR FROM 
THE STATE OF MINNESOTA 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
a privileged resolution (H. Res. 598) and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 598

Resolved, That the House has heard with 
profound sorrow of the death of the Honor-
able Paul D. Wellstone, a Senator from the 
State of Minnesota. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate 
these resolutions to the Senate and transmit 
a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That when the House adjourns 
today, it adjourn as a further mark of re-
spect to the memory of the deceased Sen-
ator.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KOLBE). The gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) is recognized for 
1 hour. 

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

Mr. Speaker, 20 years ago I had re-
turned to Minnesota from a human 
rights inquiry trip with the Unitarian 
Universalist Service Committee in El 
Salvador, where we inquired into 
abuses of human rights visited upon 
Salvadorans and the four American 
women, three church women and one 
lay woman. 

We visited the blood-spattered 
streets of San Antonio Abad, the site of 
La Matanza, the massacre outside of 
San Salvador. We met with numerous 
victims of violence by the government 
and resolved to take action in the Con-
gress on our return to the United 
States. 

On my return, I was asked by the 
President of the student body of 
Carleton College in Northfield, Min-
nesota, to come and address the stu-
dents on the experience that I had just 
encountered. 

It was an overwhelming response. 
The place for the meeting was filled to 
overflowing, and students wanted to 
gather afterward. They asked me if I 
would come and join them at the home 
of one of the professors, which I did. 

Of course, at that meeting, it was 
very animated and intense questioning 
that came from the host, a young pro-
fessor, who impressed me with his deep 
sense of caring, his feeling about this 
issue, his desire to do justice. I was not 
quite sure of his name, and I asked 
again: PAUL WELLSTONE. 

I said, Professor, you ought to think 
about running for public office. He 
said, indeed, I am. I am considering 
running for State auditor. Well, that 
was hardly a place from which to make 
statewide policy, but it was something 
that he wanted to do to get into the 
public arena, and he felt there was a 
message that he could convey. As was 
later revealed, however, his dyslexia 
prevented him from really grasping 
numbers in the way that other folks 
do. 

Nonetheless, he conducted a spirited 
campaign, and lost to a gentleman 
named Arnie Carlson, who served as 
auditor for several years, and then 
later ran for Governor and won in the 
same year that PAUL WELLSTONE ran 
for Senator and won: 1990. 

In between those two dates was a 
very high level of spirited activism by 
PAUL WELLSTONE, most notable of 
which was leading the resistance to 
construction of a power line across the 
State of Minnesota to be built by a 
generation power company of the rural 
electrification system which had really 
lost touch with its member coopera-
tives and the people that the co-op was 
to serve. 

PAUL WELLSTONE called them to ac-
countability, called them and mounted 
a movement across the State to hold 
hearings, to have public sessions to ex-
plain the necessity for this power line 
running through the backyard of 
homes and through farms, and what 
possible adverse side effects there 
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might be from the construction of this 
power line. It was characteristic of 
PAUL WELLSTONE’s role in public serv-
ice that when people got too big, when 
organizations got too big for their own 
good, he called them to account. 

In Scripture, I find the roots of PAUL 
WELLSTONE’s drive for public service. 
The prophet Isaiah, Chapter 11, Verse 4, 
under the rubric ‘‘the Rule of Imman-
uel’’ writes ‘‘But he shall judge the 
poor with justice;’’ and again, in Chap-
ter 12, Verse 1, ‘‘Woe to those who 
enact unjust statutes and who write 
oppressive decrees depriving the needy 
of judgment and robbing my people’s 
poor of their rights.’’

Nothing disturbed, distressed, an-
gered PAUL WELLSTONE more or moti-
vated him more to action than unjust 
statutes, oppressive decrees depriving 
the needy of their day in court, so to 
speak, or robbing the poor of their 
rights. 

Whether we read into those verses of 
Scripture the Legal Services Act, red-
lining in urban housing, the need for 
surveying the homeless, providing ade-
quate housing for poor and middle-in-
come Americans, or food stamps or 
Meals on Wheels, we read the keystone 
of PAUL WELLSTONE’s career of public 
service: A burning mission, anchored in 
Scripture, expressed in public acts to 
improve the lives of the least among 
us; to be a stirring voice for those who 
either have none, or who have lost 
their voice. 

At the memorial service honoring 
Senator WELLSTONE in Virginia, Min-
nesota, in my district a young cam-
paign worker, Ida Rukavine, spoke of 
the inspiration that young people felt 
about PAUL WELLSTONE, saying that 
her classmates, her contemporaries, 
were looking for someone to be a role 
model. 

At a time when, as Ida implied, 
young people are indeed looking for 
role models, I would pin this image on 
our hearts: PAUL and his wife, Sheila, 
walking wherever they went hand-in-
hand in all that they did, wherever 
they traveled. We should take their 
hands symbolically and take each oth-
er’s hands and feel the strength of the 
spirit of PAUL WELLSTONE that still 
moves among us. 

There were two votes that I would 
characterize as bookends for PAUL 
WELLSTONE’s career of public service, 
both of which I discussed with him at 
some length. The first was early in 
1991, when we were voting in the Con-
gress on whether to approve military 
action against Iraq, and the last was 
the most recent vote in the Congress, 
again to approve of a resolution giving 
authority to the President to use force 
at a time of his choosing of his deter-
mination against Iraq. 

PAUL’s no vote was recognized as a 
vote of courage, a vote of principle, a 
vote that marked his character in pub-
lic service and all that he stood for. It 
was my vote, but it was his vote of 
deep conviction unashamedly ex-
pressed, unabashedly carried out; a role 

model for young people. Whether one 
agreed with the vote or not, one had to 
agree that this was indeed a man of 
great strength, personal character, and 
of deep conviction.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to my dear friend and 
colleague, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. SABO). 

Mr. SABO. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding time to me. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
resolution and in memory of our col-
league, PAUL WELLSTONE. The gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) 
and I had the unique opportunity of 
serving with PAUL for 12 years. But 
when I think of PAUL, I think of him 
primarily not in his role as a member 
of the U.S. Senate but as a person, a 
person who, when we saw PAUL, we ex-
pected to see Sheila. They were excep-
tionally close, and they were excep-
tionally close to their family; to Mar-
sha, who unfortunately was on the 
plane with them; and to their sons, 
David and Mark, and to their grand-
children. They were an incredibly close 
family. PAUL was so proud of his kids 
and his grandkids, and wanted to spend 
as much time as he could with them. 

I also think of PAUL as someone who 
really connected with people for really 
two reasons. One, he liked people. He 
met them with a flourish and enthu-
siasm. Secondly, he really had empa-
thy for problems that impacted people.

b 1600 
All he said and did in politics was not 

about theory, but about how what we 
do here impacts people in their daily 
lives. PAUL, the elected official, was a 
person who always saw himself as pri-
marily representing the underdog, the 
underrepresented in society, and he did 
that with compassion and intelligence 
and enthusiasm and incredibly hard 
work. So Americans, those that strug-
gle day to day in life, lost a true friend, 
a true advocate. 

We remember his boys and his grand-
children today, they carry on a re-
markable family, and we offer them 
our sympathy and our thoughts in the 
days and weeks and months ahead, but 
our State and our country suffered a 
real loss in that plane accident. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as she may consume to the 
gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY). 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in support of the resolution and in 
gratitude to my colleague for offering 
it. 

I have a big hole in my heart, and I 
think it is reflective of the hole that is 
left now in the political landscape, a 
space that was occupied uniquely by 
PAUL WELLSTONE. I feel great sorrow 
and great gratitude; sorrow for the loss 
of a close friend and colleague, and 
gratitude for having had the oppor-
tunity to know and work with PAUL 
WELLSTONE and his wife, his life-long 
partner, Sheila Wellstone. 

PAUL and Sheila Wellstone touched 
many, many lives; literally tens of 

thousands of Americans considered 
themselves to be their close friends and 
partners in the effort to make America 
better. My husband and I enjoyed 
spending time with PAUL, listening to 
his stories and jokes and planning 
strategy and organizing. PAUL and 
Sheila were always open and friendly, 
and always eager to act on their be-
liefs. 

In Chicago this weekend, we will hold 
a memorial service to honor their 
lives. Similar memorial services are 
being held in towns and cities across 
this country. PAUL WELLSTONE was the 
people’s Senator, not just Minnesota’s 
Senator, the one you could always 
count on to push for economic and so-
cial justice. 

PAUL used to talk frequently about 
the concerns raised by people eating in 
the cafes and diners in Minnesota. He 
brought those concerns to the floor of 
the Senate, speaking for his constitu-
ents and for families everywhere. He 
knew what it was like to deal with 
mental illness and discrimination in 
the health care system. He made it his 
job to end inequality in care and pass 
comprehensive mental health parity. 
He knew what it was like to lack 
health care coverage and to be unable 
to afford medical treatment for a child 
or grandparent, and so he made it his 
job to win universal access to afford-
able and quality health care. 

He listened to family farmers strug-
gling to survive in the shadow of agri-
business, and he made it his job to 
speak for those farmers. He heard 
about discrimination and lack of op-
portunity, and he made it a priority to 
break down barriers to give every per-
son the right to be productive and se-
cure and to protect the rights of work-
ing men and women. 

He listened to Sheila about the hor-
rors of domestic violence, and together 
they worked to reauthorize the Vio-
lence Against Women Act and to stop 
the abuse that threatens women and 
children.

As a teacher, PAUL focused on the 
power of education to improve our 
lives. He fought for better teachers and 
better schools from early childhood de-
velopment through the university 
level. He embraced these weighty 
issues with joy and exuberance. He was 
called the happy warrior. He was never 
apologetic or defensive, always bold 
and clear and, to many of us, thrilling. 

Above all, PAUL was proud to be an 
organizer. He believed with every fiber 
of his being in the power of people to 
make change and to win social and eco-
nomic justice. He taught us to strive 
for the very best in ourselves and in 
our communities. He inspired us to do 
more than we thought was possible be-
cause his vision of what was achievable 
was so powerful. He showed us that we 
can listen to our consciences, do what 
is right and take courageous stands on 
issues from welfare to Iraq and still 
win elections. 
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The people of Minnesota respected 

him and loved him and mourn him be-
cause he lived and voted his values. 
PAUL WELLSTONE changed lives. He 
changed thousands of lives, young peo-
ple and old people alike. He empowered 
people. He was a friend, and I want to 
end with PAUL WELLSTONE as a friend. 

I have two friends in my district who 
loved PAUL with all their hearts; Har-
vey and Norma Mader were good 
friends of PAUL and Sheila Wellstone. 
For a long time before PAUL was elect-
ed to Congress, Harvey and Norma 
Mader were their friends. They live in 
my district, but they were prepared to 
go to Minnesota for the election as sen-
ior citizen advocates. Their lives very 
much revolve around progressive poli-
tics, and PAUL WELLSTONE was their 
hero and friend. 

And PAUL would call them up on the 
telephone and say, How is Norma, how 
is she feeling? How are things going, 
Harvey? It was common for PAUL on a 
regular basis just to check in with his 
friends. And when I was at that memo-
rial service in Minnesota, I talked to a 
number of people who said PAUL called 
me last week. He heard that my son 
was sick or he heard that I was having 
a test at the hospital, and he just 
called to see how I was. 

I realize that so many of us who get 
so busy with our work here and the 
weightiness of our work here some-
times sacrifice ordinary friendships, 
but PAUL WELLSTONE managed to do it 
all. He managed to maintain those 
friendships all over the country. That 
is what I heard. It meant so much to 
Harvey and Norma Mader, it meant so 
much to all of the people that he cared 
so much about, and I think that says 
something so special about what kind 
of person that he was. 

Although PAUL and Sheila are no 
longer here physically, the partnership 
that we have with them will continue. 
Through our commitment to their vi-
sion of America, PAUL and Sheila will 
always have an enormous impact on 
our Nation and on our future.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as she may consume to the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON). 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time, and for coming forward to offer 
this resolution. I recognize that a num-
ber of Members are not here today be-
cause we do not have votes, but I am 
very pleased that the gentleman was 
able to get the time so some of us who 
felt so deeply about losing PAUL 
WELLSTONE would have an opportunity 
to express those views publicly. 

We always on the floor from time to 
time are admonished not to refer to the 
other body. Well, this afternoon we are 
referring to an unforgettable Member 
of the other body. He was not a Mem-
ber of this body, but PAUL WELLSTONE’s 
presence was felt even in this body. In 
fact, this is the kind of man whose 
presence could not help but be felt. 

The loss of PAUL, Sheila, his wife, 
and his daughter Marcia is deeply felt 

here. In no small part, these three were 
doing public business. They were all 
trying to get PAUL back to the Senate 
so he could engage in the business of 
the public. 

Why is PAUL WELLSTONE so admired 
by Republicans and Democrats alike in 
the Senate? We have heard about Re-
publicans who cried when they heard 
that PAUL had been killed. In no small 
part I think it is because PAUL believed 
in something, and he believed in being 
more than a Senator. Beyond that, if I 
try to focus on what made him so be-
loved to so many, particularly to those 
who worked with him, I come time and 
again to the fact that he took risks for 
what he believed in. 

Members of the House and the Senate 
always admire that. Regardless of 
where we stand on the issues, the no-
tion that somebody is willing to step 
forward and take political risks is 
something to be admired; and, of 
course, PAUL WELLSTONE was willing 
even to risk his political life. 

That is another way of saying that 
PAUL WELLSTONE came to the Senate 
in order to stand for principle. The gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) 
spoke of character. That is what char-
acter is all about. When the rubber 
meets the road and a Member needs to 
decide whether to take a risk on an 
issue, I think first of the principle that 
I stood for. That is not what the polit-
ical business is all about. Sure, those of 
us from safe districts get to do that all 
the time. I hope we are not patting 
ourselves on the back. We are doing it 
for principle, but many are doing it 
also because the people who live in our 
district want us to do it. PAUL 
WELLSTONE had to think about whether 
what he was doing was what his con-
stituents wanted him to do, and wheth-
er it was the right thing to do accord-
ing to his own sense of principle. 

So standing for principle in a real 
sense was a kind of trademark of PAUL 
WELLSTONE and indicia of character. I 
do not mean to say if a Member does 
not always stand for principle, they do 
not have any character. But politicians 
particularly admire Members who are 
willing to take risks, ignoring the po-
litical consequences. 

Now, let us not forget that PAUL 
WELLSTONE was a most unlikely can-
didate. It was unlikely that he would 
get to the Senate at all. Let us be 
clear; he was a Ph.D. college professor; 
and, indeed, a tenured college pro-
fessor. I can tell Members this is not a 
place where one expects academics to 
come. I am myself an academic who 
never expected and never intended to 
come to the House. I am a tenured aca-
demic who still teaches at Georgetown 
Law Center. And I can tell Members, 
those of us who spend our lives trying 
to get tenure do not think of another 
career. It is harder to get tenure than 
it is to get elected. Tenured professors 
do not go around trying to get another 
job. 

One needs to think what in the world 
got into PAUL WELLSTONE, tenure at a 

very good liberal arts college. Again, I 
go back to principle. At the bottom he 
was an organizer, and he had done all 
he could do organizing, and so he 
thought I guess I will go to the Senate 
and see if I can organize there. I am 
sure that is the way he thought. 

If he was an unlikely candidate when 
he got here, he took on unlikely issues. 
He stuck with health care when every-
body else backed off because the Demo-
crats tried very hard in the early 1990s 
and got pressed back. 

And again I can go down a lexicon of 
issues. Here is another unlikely one, 
mental health coverage as a part of or-
dinary health coverage, and he got that 
very far along. 

Those issues speak to two abilities: 
One is the ability as an organizer. He 
never lost that passion, never lost that 
understanding that is the way to oper-
ate. Senator LIEBERMAN tells a funny 
story that one day PAUL was discussing 
an amendment on the floor. PAUL 
walks into the Senate, PAUL is pressing 
his amendment. He does not even think 
he has members on his side, much less 
Republicans, so he held up a piece a 
paper for Senator LIEBERMAN to see 
that said ‘‘DLC votes yes,’’ meaning 
Democratic Leadership Conference 
votes yes because Senator LIEBERMAN 
was in a conference that was in an-
other spectrum of the Democratic 
Party. Senator LIEBERMAN just 
laughed. PAUL was so funny and 
laughed all the time.
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PAUL was so collegial. Even those 
who could not possibly vote the way 
PAUL voted had to love him. I think of 
our former colleague SAM BROWNBACK, 
who made common cause with PAUL on 
a bill to prevent international sex traf-
ficking of women and girls. Together, 
this conservative Republican and this 
liberal Democrat pressed that bill 
through the floor. If you look at PAUL’s 
record, this one-man progressive force 
was always looking for allies, espe-
cially people who were more conserv-
ative than he. He was not content to 
stand on principle alone. He wanted to 
stand on principle and then get it en-
acted into law and so he reached out to 
see how he could do that. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I will tell the 
quintessential PAUL story about a prin-
ciple. At the height of the wonderful 
economy of the late 1990s, when every-
body was doing well, I mean, I was 
going around bragging that more Afri-
can Americans own homes, highest me-
dian income in history, more rising out 
of poverty, at the height of this econ-
omy when all boats were being lifted, 
PAUL called me up and said he wanted 
me to cosponsor a bill, then he wanted 
to go to a church here in the District 
to have a press conference about it. 
The bill was called the Strategic Tran-
sitional Employment Program. We 
should understand that unemployment 
was down to something like 3 percent, 
way down from where I regret to say it 
is now. This bill was about the millions 
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who had been left behind. PAUL was 
tired of hearing how all of us were 
doing so well, even the poor. PAUL 
knew that there was a horrific gap be-
tween the larger number of people who 
were doing better and the millions who 
were not benefitting from that wonder-
ful economy. 

I do not think PAUL particularly be-
lieved this bill had a ghost of a chance, 
but he did believe that if you were one 
of those millions still unemployed, still 
living in a community that did not 
have investment, still living in rural or 
urban America where jobs were not 
being made out of the dot-coms and all 
of the wonderful work that the econ-
omy was doing, if you were in a manu-
facturing job still waiting to be called 
back, PAUL knew that nobody was 
talking to you and had acted as if you 
had floated off the planet. PAUL did not 
believe you should stand up for those 
who did not have only when the econ-
omy was the way it is now, down and 
not doing well at all. PAUL believed 
you should stand up when you had not 
brought the great American dream to 
all, especially when there were mil-
lions upon millions upon millions who 
thought nobody even spoke to their 
issues or spoke to them any longer be-
cause so many people were doing so 
well. That to me is the quintessential 
PAUL. 

Mr. Speaker, Senators, not to men-
tion House Members, come and go, but 
some rise to a special level. That is the 
level of being simply irreplaceable. 
That is the level to which PAUL 
WELLSTONE has risen to Members 
across the line in both parties. I again 
thank the gentleman for not only 
yielding to me but for bringing PAUL 
WELLSTONE to this body.

Mr. OBERSTAR. I thank the gentle-
woman for those wonderful remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she 
may consume to the gentlewoman from 
Minnesota (Ms. MCCOLLUM). 

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, yes-
terday was Veterans Day, November 11. 
As I woke up in the morning, I 
thought, well, I am getting on a plane 
today and I am going to be heading off 
to Washington, a different type of Vet-
erans Day than I was used to spending. 
See, I used to spend Veterans Day at 
veterans hospitals and cemeteries re-
membering those who had given their 
lives, remembering those who came 
home injured, whether it be physically 
or emotionally. I remembered those 
days because I spent them with Sen-
ator PAUL WELLSTONE. PAUL and I 
would often be at veterans hospitals, 
cameras long gone, with veterans from 
all over the United States, and we 
would sit and we would talk and we 
would have very personal conversa-
tions with some veterans who had not 
heard from family members in a long 
time and who were alone. PAUL would 
be on a plane as he was the last time I 
flew out to Washington and he would 
be with Sheila. His back would bother 
him or his legs would be bothering him 
and he could not sit still for very long, 

so especially after they changed the 
flight time where we have to spend the 
last 30 minutes sitting on the plane, 
not moving as we approached Wash-
ington National since September 11, 
PAUL would be on the plane walking up 
and down the aisles, talking to elderly 
people, talking to children, it did not 
make any difference whether or not 
they lived in Minnesota, asking them 
what was going on in their lives, what 
they were studying, how they were 
doing in school. Sheila would be sitting 
there reading, working on something 
to help Minnesota, to help our country, 
to help our Nation, women of domestic 
violence, children of domestic violence. 

We have heard testimony from Mem-
bers here of what a great legislator 
PAUL was, and he was truly a magnifi-
cent Senator. But he was all those 
things because he was a good teacher. 
He was a good father. He was a good 
friend. Sheila and PAUL never forgot 
family and their family went beyond 
their children. Their family cam-
paigned together. Marcia, who was a 
teacher, was on the plane. Over the last 
couple of weeks, I have met students of 
Marcia’s. PAUL was a good father, he 
was a good teacher, and he passed that 
on to his children. 

Mary McEvoy was also on the plane. 
Mary was a dear friend. Mary believed 
in the issues that PAUL worked on, 
helping children succeed, helping chil-
dren to be literate. Mary and PAUL and 
Sheila together would work on those 
issues and make them a reality in the 
everyday lives of everyday children. 
But we all know and I know better 
than ever having served in this body of 
Congress that our staff is important. 
Just as we are judged by the friends we 
keep, I think legislatively we can be 
judged by the staff we work with. To 
the Chief of Staff, Colin McGuiness and 
the Washington staff, to State Director 
Connie Lewis, to all the staff in Sen-
ator WELLSTONE’s office, he was so very 
proud of you and you in the work that 
you did made us proud of PAUL. To 
Mark and David, our loss is different 
than yours. Yours is beyond my imagi-
nation right now having lost so many 
family members. You shared your grief 
with our State and with our Nation. 

November 11 will never be the same. 
I will never drive by a veterans ceme-
tery or go by a veterans hospital with-
out thinking of all the work that PAUL 
did for the veterans in this country. I 
will never go in another grade school 
and not think of all the work that he 
did for children and education with 
those around him. I will carry on a 
women’s domestic abuse roundtable 
that we are having with people in the 
Fourth District and Fifth District, St. 
Paul and Minneapolis, without Sheila’s 
presence. There will be students in 
White Bear Lake who will always re-
member Marcia. And Mary is so deep in 
the hearts of many of us. But, Tom and 
Will, you also made an impact by al-
lowing PAUL to do the work that he did 
and we are blessed for having you all in 
our lives. 

Minnesota will never be the same. 
Minnesota will always remember what 
happened on the tragic Friday of Octo-
ber 25, where they were, what they 
were doing, when we all stopped and 
paused and remembered our blessings 
in having had such a special Senator. 

PAUL, I will miss you in Washington 
and I will miss you at home.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman for those truly 
heartfelt, heart rending remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she 
may consume to the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. PELOSI), the minority 
whip. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time and extend to him and the entire 
Minnesota delegation the deepest sym-
pathy of my family and my constitu-
ents. 

I have known PAUL and Sheila for a 
very long time, long before either of us 
were in Congress, he in the Senate, 
going back to our days in the Demo-
cratic Party in the early 1980s. I have 
known of his passion for the issues and 
for working families in our country 
and his interest in making a difference 
for them in our country. 

I rise today to honor Senator PAUL 
WELLSTONE, Sheila Wellstone, the sad-
ness of their losing their daughter at 
the same time and to offer my sym-
pathy to the families of those who were 
lost in that terrible tragedy. To the 
families of staffers Will McLaughlin, 
Tom Lapic and Mary McEvoy, Mary 
was a person of so many credentials 
and all of them much heralded in these 
sad days, and of the Captains Richard 
Conroy and Michael Guess, I pray that 
you can take some comfort in the fact 
that your loved ones lost their lives in 
service to our country. To take part in 
the political process, the process of 
educating voters about their choices, is 
indeed a great service to democracy. 

To David and Mark Wellstone, thank 
you for sharing your wonderful family 
with all of us and with the American 
people. In this era of polls and pundits, 
PAUL WELLSTONE was that increasingly 
rare breed, a politician with the cour-
age of his convictions. We see a lot of 
that here in Congress, but the public is 
not aware of that. He fought for what 
he believed in. He voted for what he 
thought was right regardless of wheth-
er it was popular. He stood for some-
thing, and he stood his ground. In 
doing so, he gave voice to the many 
millions of Americans who cannot af-
ford to make campaign donations and 
who are struggling just to pay their 
rent and feed their families. 

When PAUL WELLSTONE took the 
floor of the United States Senate, you 
knew you were going to hear some-
thing quite different from what had 
come before and what was likely to fol-
low. You would hear passion and com-
passion and sometimes anger. You 
would hear talk about issues that do 
not get a great deal of attention these 
days, social justice, poverty and the re-
sponsibility of government to improve 
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the lives of citizens. This was a respon-
sibility that PAUL WELLSTONE lived 
and breathed, to the good of millions of 
America’s children and families. 

PAUL and Sheila left us not only a 
memory but a legacy. His legacy of 
good works will live throughout the 
country. Sheila’s work in terms of do-
mestic violence and so many other 
issues are being made known to the 
American people now more generally, 
but anyone who knew them knew of 
her commitment and the difference she 
made in that area. Losing Marcia is an-
other tragedy, leaving her family be-
hind seems to be the saddest of all, but 
I hope again it is a comfort to those 
families that so many people mourn 
their loss and are praying for them at 
this time. 

To us in Congress, PAUL WELLSTONE 
left a special legacy. We can keep his 
spirit alive and that legacy glowing by 
standing strong for what we believe in 
and by bringing both passion and com-
passion to everything we do. He did 
that but he brought a great intellect, a 
great knowledge, a plan of action. He 
was a great person. Sheila and PAUL 
were a great team. 

Mr. Speaker, we have already had a 
service in San Francisco honoring the 
memory of Sheila and PAUL 
WELLSTONE, Marcia and the others who 
perished. I bring from that service, at-
tended by hundreds of people, the sym-
pathy and condolences of my commu-
nity to the people of Minnesota. I am 
so sorry. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman for those re-
marks. I again want to express my ap-
preciation to our Democratic whip for 
her call immediately following the 
tragedy expressing her deep sympathy 
and condolences through me to the 
family and to the close friends of PAUL 
WELLSTONE. It is characteristic of the 
gentlewoman from California that she 
would call and express that profound 
feeling. I am grateful that she men-
tioned the memorial service. I know 
that the family will be most appre-
ciative. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. DAVIS). 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to first of all thank the gen-
tleman from Minnesota for yielding me 
this time and for taking out this spe-
cial order. I recall a poet once saying, 
‘‘Some people see things that are and 
ask why.’’ But then he said, ‘‘I dream 
of things that have never been and ask 
why not.’’ It seems to me that such was 
the life, such was the career, such was 
the being of Senator PAUL WELLSTONE, 
a man who had an uncanny way of pen-
etrating.
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Notice that many people say ‘‘PAUL 
WELLSTONE,’’ and that is because they 
felt a level of intimacy with him even 
though they were not personal friends, 
even though they had not traveled with 
him on the airplane, even though they 

did not live in his neighborhood or 
come from his district. He had a way of 
connecting, and so we would think of 
him as PAUL WELLSTONE, Senator 
WELLSTONE, full of power, dynamite. 

I knew that PAUL could not sit still, 
but I did not know it had anything to 
do with his legs. I thought it just had 
to do with the level of energy and ex-
citement that he brought to everything 
that he did. I was pleased to spend time 
with him in many small groups of peo-
ple where there were no television cam-
eras, there were no headlines, small 
groups of labor organizers, small 
groups of college students, small 
groups of low-income people, and he 
was asking the question then why not 
a livable wage so that low-income peo-
ple can enjoy a level of the goodness 
and the greatness of this Nation? Why 
not health care for everybody no mat-
ter where they come from or no matter 
where they are going? But he also be-
lieved in giving a lot, understanding 
that if we put something in, we get 
something out. Always organizing, 
knowing that life can be greater and 
better than what it is. 

It seems to me that another poet 
summed up his life when he said that 
whatever one puts into it, that is what 
he will get out of it. He said ‘‘I bar-
gained with life for a penny and life 
would pay no more; however, I begged 
at evening time when I counted my 
scanty store, but I found that life is a 
just employer, he gives you what you 
ask, but once you have set the wages, 
then you must bear the task. I worked 
for a menial’s hire only to learn dis-
may, whatever price I had asked of life, 
life would have willingly paid.’’

PAUL WELLSTONE put a great deal 
into it, and he got a great deal out of 
it. It has been a pleasure to know you, 
sir. Condolences to your family and all 
of those who shared your dream and 
your vision and went with you as you 
left. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for those stirring 
heartfelt, powerful remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. HOLT). 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
friend from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR), 
and I do not want to go on at great 
length about PAUL WELLSTONE because 
so much has been said already, but I 
believe I knew PAUL WELLSTONE longer 
than anyone in this Chamber, going 
back to, I believe, 1969, when I was in 
my last year at Carleton College and 
Paul Wellstone was in his first year on 
the faculty there. He was even then a 
dynamic, passionate person who cut a 
bigger swath than his stature might 
have led one to believe. 

So much has been said about how dy-
namic, how passionate he has been in 
speaking out for farmers, for workers, 
for people of all sorts, and what joy he 
brought to his campaigning, to his po-
litical activity. He has been described 
as a man of convictions, someone who 
spoke clearly and directly, someone 

who is never criticized for hiding his 
opinions, for shifting his opinions, for 
pulling his punches. So it might sound 
to some people that we are describing a 
cocksure, arrogant idealogue. It could 
not be further from the truth. In my 
many interactions with PAUL 
WELLSTONE when he was a junior fac-
ulty member, when he was an activist 
going from town to town around Min-
nesota, when he was a friend with dis-
cussions in the evening, when he was a 
mentor to me when I arrived on Capitol 
Hill a couple of terms ago, in every in-
stance what characterized PAUL 
WELLSTONE was not cocksure opinions 
but questions. He was one of the best 
questioners I have ever known, and one 
left each discussion with him with a 
sense of having some doors opened 
through his questioning, some under-
standing gained through his ques-
tioning, and a sense of purpose gained 
from his questioning. What a loss.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. HOLT) for those heartfelt remarks 
and thoughtful comments. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS). 

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

I do not claim to know the late Sen-
ator WELLSTONE very well. We had very 
little interaction, but I had a deep in-
terest in him because my home State 
was Minnesota. That was the State of 
my birth, and I have watched Min-
nesota politics with great interest over 
the years and I also watched Mr. 
WELLSTONE with great interest. And al-
though his politics and his political 
views were quite different from those 
of mine, I admire several things about 
him. 

In the go-along-to-get-along atmos-
phere we often encounter in politics, he 
stood out as someone who stood for his 
beliefs. He fought passionately for his 
beliefs, and he sought to extend those 
beliefs into action, and I admire that in 
any individual, whether in the House 
or the Senate or the political arena in 
general, to have a stance that they 
take, to have a passion for what they 
believe is right, and to fight passion-
ately for what they believe is right I 
think is an admiral trait in any indi-
vidual, and Mr. WELLSTONE certainly 
exhibited that during his brief career 
in the political arena. 

So I just wanted to add those com-
ments to the record, and I thank the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
OBERSTAR) for having this session so 
we can each express our opinions about 
what Mr. WELLSTONE has added to the 
Senate and to our Nation. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. EHLERS) for those thoughtful com-
ments. They were much appreciated, 
and I know that the Wellstone children 
will be most grateful and again for his 
ever academic and thoughtful presen-
tation. 
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GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on this resolution. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I would conclude by observing that 

PAUL WELLSTONE was more than a Sen-
ator, more than an advocate for ideas, 
for issues, for causes. PAUL WELLSTONE 
was himself a movement, a movement 
for justice. I pray that his movement 
will continue in the spirit in which he 
lived his life of public service.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I was deeply saddened by the tragic 
death of Senator PAUL WELLSTONE, his family 
members and staff, and I have prayed for the 
families of all the victims of this accident. 

I rise today to support this resolution hon-
oring the short but powerful life of PAUL 
WELLSTONE, the people’s senator. I will miss 
PAUL, a good friend, a good person, and an 
invaluable and courageous colleague. 

PAUL and I joined together on many occa-
sions to fight for legislation to help those who 
have so little power in our society. Most re-
cently, we co-authored a bill to provide mental 
health and substance abuse treatment to juve-
nile offenders. PAUL understood that many 
young offenders suffer from problems that are 
treatable and that contribute to their troubles, 
but for which they rarely receive effective 
treatment. It was not a bill written for the pow-
erful or wealthy interests. It was not a bill writ-
ten because it would be popular in the press. 

It was just one of the many examples of 
PAUL’s genuine desire to help people and 
demonstrated his understanding of his role as 
a representative in government. 

PAUL WELLSTONE fought for working fami-
lies, for better schools, and for a cleaner envi-
ronment. He was a dedicated public servant 
who was passionate about his work and who 
was proud to fight for progressive causes. His 
loss is a loss for all of America and for all 
those Americans who so desperately need 
champions on their side. PAUL was a man of 
principle, courage, and great intellect. Sadly, 
he will not be easily replaced in our society 
and we will miss him deeply. 

Mr. EVANS. I rise to recognize the accom-
plishments of my good friend, the late Senator 
PAUL WELLSTONE of Minnesota. Many have 
come before me to praise the character and 
actions of this faithful public servant who left 
us all too early last month. Many have lauded 
his commitment to the underdog, to those who 
lacked a voice, to the ‘‘little guy.’’ I speak of 
his commitment and passion for veterans. 

During his 12 years on the Senate Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee, PAUL was an active and 
committed member whose heart-felt concern 
about veteran’s issues was often unmatched. 
PAUL has been remembered for his coura-
geous stands, in both Bush Administrations, 
against sanctioning military action in Iraq. At 
one time, PAUL was criticized for making his 
views on this known at the Vietnam Veterans 
Memorial in Washington. Even though the 
gesture may have been misinterpreted, to me, 
it was symbolic of his constant realization that 

war has consequences. We must be ever-cog-
nizant of the often painful realities of putting 
our sons and daughters in harm’s way and re-
sort to force only as the last recourse. 

But PAUL also consistently demonstrated 
that he believed part of the cost of war was 
being ready to assist those that were willing to 
put themselves on the line for their country. 
For his advocacy he was honored by numer-
ous veterans’ service organizations, including 
Vietnam Veterans of America, the Minnesota 
chapter of the Paralyzed Veterans of America, 
the Military Order of the Purple Heart and the 
Minnesota Veterans of Foreign Wars. 

One of the things that drew people to PAUL 
was his willingness to listen. I was impressed 
that the Senator rarely missed an opportunity 
to hear directly from veterans at their annual 
joint legislative hearings held here in the 
House. He would often bring the veterans to 
their feet exhorting them to fight for their 
rights. 

Last year, PAUL introduced the Senate com-
panion to my bill, Heather French Henry 
Homeless Veterans Assistance Act, S. 739. 
This bill addressed so many of the constitu-
encies Paul held dear—and men and women 
without homes, individuals with mental illness, 
and veterans. I am proud to say, with PAUL’s 
help in the Senate, we enacted Public Law 
107–95. 

PAUL also got things done for ‘‘atomic’’ vet-
erans. During his tenure, Congress identified 
many new diseases which were presumed 
connected to veterans who were exposed to 
ionizing radiation. 

Veterans could count on PAUL as an ally in 
the budget process—he consistently put forth 
initiatives to increase funding for veterans 
health care. I believe my friend PAUL would 
agree that we owe our veterans a great debt 
and he was already prepared to pay the bill. 

Paul and I also shared a chronic disability 
as a common foe. He dealt with his MS with-
out complaint pushing himself to act when 
lesser men might have faltered. That is part of 
the personal courage he demonstrated on be-
half of himself, his ideals, and the constituents 
who entrusted him with an office he used to its 
best advantage every day. 

PAUL, you were a cherished friend to me, to 
veterans of this great Nation, and to every 
American who needed a voice, I will miss you. 

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, the Congress, the 
State of Minnesota, and the nation tragically 
lost a great public servant. The sudden death 
of Senator PAUL WELLSTONE, his wife Sheila, 
daughter Marcia, three staffers, and two pilots 
in an airplane crash last month, saddens us 
all. I extend my heartfelt sympathy and sup-
port to their family and friends as they deal 
with this tremendous loss. 

This is also a devastating loss for our na-
tion. As Chairman of the Congressional His-
panic Caucus, I was fortunate to work with 
Senator WELLSTONE on many issues, such as 
the reauthorization of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act. Personally, I worked 
closely with him on many veterans benefits 
issues. 

PAUL had a true passion for people, civil 
service, and veterans that is matched by very 
few. PAUL’s commitment to helping people, his 
warm sense of humor, and positive attitude 
made him both a great Senator and an excel-
lent friend. His leadership and friendship will 
be dearly missed by me, members of the CHC 
and all members of the U.S. Congress. Our 

thoughts and prayers remain with PAUL’s fam-
ily and loved ones, and the family and friends 
of his staff and the pilots.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KOLBE). Without objection, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the resolu-
tion. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 40 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair.

f 

b 1827 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. LAHOOD) at 6 o’clock and 
27 minutes p.m. 

f 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 4546, 
BOB STUMP NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2003 

Mr. HUNTER submitted the fol-
lowing conference report and state-
ment on the bill (H.R. 4546) to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2003 
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe 
personnel strengths for such fiscal year 
for the Armed Forces, and for other 
purposes:

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. 107–772) 
The committee of conference on the 

disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H.R. 4546), to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2003 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense 
activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year for the Armed Forces, 
and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend and do rec-
ommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the 
House and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted by the House amendment, insert the 
following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; FINDINGS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Bob Stump National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2003’’. 
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(b) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the following 

findings: 
(1) Representative Bob Stump of Arizona was 

elected to the House of Representatives in 1976 
for service in the 95th Congress, after serving in 
the Arizona legislature for 18 years and serving 
as President of the Arizona State Senate from 
1975 to 1976, and he has been reelected to each 
subsequent Congress. 

(2) A World War II combat veteran, Rep-
resentative Stump entered service in the United 
States Navy in 1943, just after his 16th birthday, 
and served aboard the USS LUNGA POINT and 
the USS TULAGI, which participated in the in-
vasions of Luzon, Iwo Jima, and Okinawa. 

(3) Representative Stump was elected to the 
Committee on Armed Services in 1978 and has 
served on nearly all of its subcommittees and 
panels during 25 years of distinguished service 
on the committee. He has served as chairman of 
the committee during the 107th Congress and 
has championed United States national security 
as the paramount function of the Federal Gov-
ernment. 

(4) Also serving on the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs of the House of Representatives, 
chairing that committee from 1995 to 2000, and 
serving on the Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence of the House of Representatives, in-
cluding service as the ranking minority member 
in 1985 and 1986, Representative Stump has 
dedicated his entire congressional career to 
steadfastly supporting America’s courageous 
men and women in uniform both on and off the 
battlefield. 

(5) Representative Stump’s tireless efforts on 
behalf of those in the military and veterans 
have been recognized with numerous awards for 
outstanding service from active duty and reserve 
military, veterans’ service, military retiree, and 
industry organizations. 

(6) During his tenure as chairman of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives, Representative Stump has—

(A) overseen the largest sustained increase to 
defense spending since the Reagan administra-
tion; 

(B) led efforts to improve the quality of mili-
tary life, including passage of the largest mili-
tary pay raise since 1982; 

(C) supported military retirees, including ef-
forts to reverse concurrent receipt law and to 
save the Armed Forces Retirement Homes; 

(D) championed military readiness by defend-
ing military access to critical training facilities 
such Vieques, Puerto Rico, expanding the Na-
tional Training Center at Ft. Irwin, California, 
and working to restore balance between envi-
ronmental concerns and military readiness re-
quirements; 

(E) reinvigorated efforts to defend America 
against ballistic missiles by supporting an in-
crease in fiscal year 2002 of nearly 50 percent 
above the fiscal year 2001 level for missile de-
fense programs; and 

(F) honored America’s war heroes by expand-
ing Arlington National Cemetery, establishing a 
site for the Air Force Memorial, and assuring 
construction of the World War II Memorial. 

(7) In recognition of his long record of accom-
plishments in enhancing the national security 
of the United States and his legislative victories 
on behalf of active duty service members, reserv-
ists, guardsmen, and veterans, it is altogether 
fitting and proper that this Act be named in 
honor of Representative Bob Stump of Arizona, 
as provided in subsection (a).
SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS; 

TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) DIVISIONS.—This Act is organized into 

three divisions as follows:
(1) Division A—Department of Defense Au-

thorizations. 
(2) Division B—Military Construction Author-

izations. 
(3) Division C—Department of Energy Na-

tional Security Authorizations and Other Au-
thorizations.

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

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

of contents. 
Sec. 3. Congressional defense committees de-

fined.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE I—PROCUREMENT 
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 

Sec. 101. Army. 
Sec. 102. Navy and Marine Corps. 
Sec. 103. Air Force. 
Sec. 104. Defense-wide activities. 
Sec. 105. Defense Inspector General. 
Sec. 106. Chemical Agents and Munitions De-

struction, Defense. 
Sec. 107. Defense health programs. 

Subtitle B—Army Programs 
Sec. 111. Pilot program on sales of manufac-

tured articles and services of cer-
tain Army industrial facilities 
without regard to availability 
from domestic sources.

Sec. 112. Report on impact of Army aviation 
modernization plan on the Army 
National Guard. 

Sec. 113. Family of Medium Tactical Vehicles. 

Subtitle C—Navy Programs 
Sec. 121. Extension of multiyear procurement 

authority for DDG–51 class de-
stroyers. 

Sec. 122. Sense of Congress on scope of conver-
sion program for Ticonderoga-
class cruisers. 

Sec. 123. Continuation of contract for operation 
of Champion-class T–5 fuel tanker 
vessels. 

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs 
Sec. 131. Multiyear procurement authority for 

C–130J aircraft program. 
Sec. 132. Pathfinder programs. 
Sec. 133. Leases for tanker aircraft under 

multiyear aircraft-lease pilot pro-
gram. 

Subtitle E—Other Programs 
Sec. 141. Destruction of existing stockpile of le-

thal chemical agents and muni-
tions. 

Sec. 142. Report on unmanned aerial vehicle 
systems. 

Sec. 143. Global Information Grid system. 

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, 
TEST, AND EVALUATION 

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 
Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 202. Amount for defense science and tech-

nology. 
Sec. 203. Defense health programs. 

Subtitle B—Program Requirements, 
Restrictions, and Limitations 

Sec. 211. RAH–66 Comanche aircraft program. 
Sec. 212. Extension of requirements relating to 

management responsibility for 
naval mine countermeasures pro-
grams. 

Sec. 213. Revised requirements for plan for 
Manufacturing Technology Pro-
gram. 

Sec. 214. Advanced SEAL Delivery System. 
Sec. 215. Army experimentation program re-

garding design of the objective 
force. 

Sec. 216. Program to provide Army with self-
propelled Future Combat Systems 
non-line-of-sight cannon indirect 
fire capability for the objective 
force. 

Sec. 217. Prohibition on transfer of Medical 
Free Electron Laser program. 

Sec. 218. Littoral combat ship program. 

Subtitle C—Ballistic Missile Defense 
Sec. 221. Report requirements relating to bal-

listic missile defense programs. 
Sec. 222. Responsibility of Missile Defense 

Agency for research, development, 
test, and evaluation related to 
system improvements of programs 
transferred to military depart-
ments. 

Sec. 223. Limitation on obligation of funds for 
Theater High Altitude Area De-
fense Program pending submission 
of required life-cycle cost informa-
tion. 

Sec. 224. Provision of information on flight test-
ing of Ground-based Midcourse 
National Missile Defense system. 

Sec. 225. References to new name for Ballistic 
Missile Defense Organization. 

Sec. 226. One-year limitation on use of funds 
for nuclear armed interceptors. 

Subtitle D—Improved Management of Depart-
ment of Defense Test and Evaluation Facili-
ties 

Sec. 231. Department of Defense Test Resource 
Management Center. 

Sec. 232. Objective for institutional funding of 
test and evaluation facilities. 

Sec. 233. Uniform financial management system 
for Department of Defense test 
and evaluation facilities. 

Sec. 234. Test and evaluation workforce im-
provements. 

Sec. 235. Compliance with testing requirements. 

Subtitle E—Other Matters 
Sec. 241. Pilot programs for revitalizing Depart-

ment of Defense laboratories. 
Sec. 242. Technology Transition Initiative. 
Sec. 243. Defense Acquisition Challenge 

Program.
Sec. 244. Encouragement of small businesses 

and nontraditional defense con-
tractors to submit proposals po-
tentially beneficial for combating 
terrorism. 

Sec. 245. Vehicle fuel cell program. 
Sec. 246. Defense nanotechnology research and 

development program. 
Sec. 247. Activities of the Defense Experimental 

Program to Stimulate Competitive 
Research. 

Sec. 248. Four-year extension of authority of 
DARPA to award prizes for ad-
vanced technology achievements 
and additional authority of mili-
tary departments and Defense 
Agencies to award prizes for 
achievements in promoting edu-
cation. 

Sec. 249. Plan for five-year program for en-
hancement of measurement and 
signatures intelligence capabilities 
of the United States through in-
corporation of results of basic re-
search on sensors. 

TITLE III—OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE 

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 
Sec. 301. Operation and maintenance funding. 
Sec. 302. Working capital funds. 
Sec. 303. Armed Forces Retirement Home. 
Sec. 304. Grant to National Guard Youth Foun-

dation. 

Subtitle B—Environmental Provisions 
Sec. 311. Enhancement of authority on coopera-

tive agreements for environmental 
purposes. 

Sec. 312. Single point of contact for policy and 
budgeting issues regarding 
unexploded ordnance, discarded 
military munitions, and munitions 
constituents. 

Sec. 313. Authority to carry out construction 
projects for environmental re-
sponses. 
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Sec. 314. Procurement of environmentally pref-

erable procurement items. 
Sec. 315. Incidental taking of migratory birds 

during military readiness activi-
ties. 

Subtitle C—Commissaries and 
Nonappropriated Fund Instrumentalities 

Sec. 321. Authority for each military depart-
ment to provide base operating 
support to Fisher Houses. 

Sec. 322. Use of commissary stores and MWR re-
tail facilities by members of Na-
tional Guard serving in national 
emergency. 

Sec. 323. Uniform funding and management of 
morale, welfare, and recreation 
programs. 

Sec. 324. Rebate agreements under the special 
supplemental food program. 

Subtitle D—Workplace and Depot Issues 
Sec. 331. Notification requirements in connec-

tion with required studies for con-
version of commercial or indus-
trial type functions to contractor 
performance. 

Sec. 332. Temporary authority for contractor 
performance of security-guard 
functions to meet increased re-
quirements since September 11, 
2001. 

Sec. 333. Repeal of obsolete provision regarding 
depot-level maintenance and re-
pair workloads that were per-
formed at closed or realigned mili-
tary installations. 

Sec. 334. Exclusion of certain expenditures from 
limitation on private sector per-
formance of depot-level mainte-
nance. 

Subtitle E—Defense Dependents Education 
Sec. 341. Assistance to local educational agen-

cies that benefit dependents of 
members of the Armed Forces and 
Department of Defense civilian 
employees. 

Sec. 342. Housing benefits for unaccompanied 
teachers required to live at Guan-
tanamo Bay Naval Station, Cuba. 

Sec. 343. Options for funding dependent sum-
mer school programs. 

Sec. 344. Impact aid eligibility for local edu-
cational agencies affected by pri-
vatization of military housing. 

Sec. 345. Comptroller General study of ade-
quacy of compensation provided 
for teachers in the Department of 
Defense Overseas Dependents’ 
Schools. 

Subtitle F—Information Technology 
Sec. 351. Annual submission of information re-

garding information technology 
capital assets. 

Sec. 352. Policy regarding acquisition of infor-
mation assurance and informa-
tion assurance-enabled informa-
tion technology products. 

Sec. 353. Installation and connection policy 
and procedures regarding Defense 
Switch Network. 

Subtitle G—Other Matters 
Sec. 361. Distribution of monthly reports on al-

location of funds within operation 
and maintenance budget sub-
activities. 

Sec. 362. Continuation of arsenal support pro-
gram initiative. 

Sec. 363. Extension of work safety demonstra-
tion program. 

Sec. 364. Condition on authority of Defense Se-
curity Service to impose fees on 
fee-for-service basis. 

Sec. 365. Logistics support and services for 
weapon systems contractors. 

Sec. 366. Training range sustainment plan, 
Global Status of Resources and 
Training System, and training 
range inventory. 

Sec. 367. Engineering study and environmental 
analysis of road modifications in 
vicinity of Fort Belvoir, Virginia. 

Sec. 368. Reauthorization of warranty claims 
recovery pilot program. 

Sec. 369. Expanded eligibility for loan, gift, or 
exchange of documents, historical 
artifacts, and condemned or obso-
lete combat materiel. 

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

Subtitle A—Active Forces 

Sec. 401. End strengths for active forces. 
Sec. 402. Revision in permanent end strength 

minimum levels. 
Sec. 403. Expanded authority for administrative 

increases in statutory active-duty 
end strengths. 

Sec. 404. General and flag officer management. 
Sec. 405. Extension of certain authorities relat-

ing to management of numbers of 
general and flag officers in cer-
tain grades. 

Sec. 406. Increase in authorized strengths for 
Marine Corps officers on active 
duty in the grade of colonel. 

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces 

Sec. 411. End strengths for Selected Reserve. 
Sec. 412. End strengths for Reserves on active 

duty in support of the reserves. 
Sec. 413. End strengths for military technicians 

(dual status). 
Sec. 414. Fiscal year 2003 limitation on non-

dual status technicians.

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations 

Sec. 421. Authorization of appropriations for 
military personnel. 

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY 

Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy 

Sec. 501. Extension of good-of-the-service waiv-
er authority for officers appointed 
to a Reserve Chief or Guard Di-
rector position. 

Sec. 502. Exclusion of certain officers from limi-
tation on authority to grant a 
waiver of required completion or 
sequencing for joint professional 
military education. 

Sec. 503. Extension and codification of author-
ity for recall of retired aviators to 
active duty. 

Sec. 504. Grades for certain positions. 
Sec. 505. Reinstatement of authority to reduce 

three-year time-in-grade require-
ment for retirement in grade for 
officers in grades above major and 
lieutenant commander. 

Sec. 506. Authority to require that an officer 
take leave pending review of a 
recommendation for removal by a 
board of inquiry. 

Subtitle B—Reserve Component Management 

Sec. 511. Reviews of National Guard strength 
accounting and management and 
other issues. 

Sec. 512. Courts-martial for the National Guard 
when not in Federal service. 

Sec. 513. Fiscal year 2003 funding for military 
personnel costs of reserve compo-
nent Special Operations Forces 
personnel engaged in humani-
tarian assistance activities relat-
ing to clearing of landmines. 

Sec. 514. Use of Reserves to perform duties re-
lating to defense against ter-
rorism. 

Sec. 515. Repeal of prohibition on use of Air 
Force Reserve AGR personnel for 
Air Force base security functions. 

Subtitle C—Reserve Component Officer 
Personnel Policy 

Sec. 521. Eligibility for consideration for pro-
motion to grade of major general 
for certain reserve component 
brigadier generals who do not 
otherwise qualify for consider-
ation for promotion under the 
one-year rule. 

Sec. 522. Authority for limited extension of med-
ical deferment of mandatory re-
tirement or separation of reserve 
component officers. 

Subtitle D—Enlistment, Education, and 
Training Programs 

Sec. 531. Enlistment incentives for pursuit of 
skills to facilitate national serv-
ice. 

Sec. 532. Authority for phased increase to 4,400 
in authorized strengths for the 
service academies. 

Sec. 533. Enhancement of reserve component 
delayed training program. 

Sec. 534. Review of Armed Forces programs for 
preparation for, participation in, 
and conduct of athletic competi-
tions. 

Sec. 535. Repeal of bar to eligibility of Army 
College First program participants 
for benefits under student loan re-
payment program. 

Subtitle E—Decorations, Awards, and 
Commendations 

Sec. 541. Waiver of time limitations for award of 
Army Distinguished-Service Cross 
to certain persons. 

Sec. 542. Option to convert award of Armed 
Forces Expeditionary Medal 
awarded for Operation Frequent 
Wind to Vietnam Service Medal. 

Sec. 543. Korea Defense Service Medal. 
Sec. 544. Commendation of military chaplains. 

Subtitle F—Administrative Matters 
Sec. 551. Staffing and funding for Defense Pris-

oner of War/Missing Personnel 
Office. 

Sec. 552. Three-year freeze on reductions of per-
sonnel of agencies responsible for 
review and correction of military 
records. 

Sec. 553. Authority for acceptance of voluntary 
services of individuals as proctors 
for administration of Armed Serv-
ices Vocational Aptitude Battery 
test. 

Sec. 554. Extension of temporary early retire-
ment authority. 

Subtitle G—Matters Relating to Minorities 
and Women in the Armed Forces 

Sec. 561. Surveys of racial and ethnic issues 
and of gender issues in the Armed 
Forces. 

Sec. 562. Annual report on status of female 
members of the Armed Forces. 

Sec. 563. Wear of abayas by female members of 
the Armed Forces in Saudi Ara-
bia. 
Subtitle H—Benefits 

Sec. 571. Department of Defense support for 
persons participating in military 
funeral honors details. 

Sec. 572. Emergency leave of absence program. 
Sec. 573. Enhanced flexibility in medical loan 

repayment program. 
Sec. 574. Destinations authorized for Govern-

ment paid transportation of en-
listed personnel for rest and recu-
peration absence upon extending 
duty at designated locations over-
seas. 

Sec. 575. Vehicle storage in lieu of transpor-
tation when member is ordered to 
a nonforeign duty station outside 
continental United States. 
Subtitle I—Reports 

Sec. 581. Quadrennial quality of life review. 
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Sec. 582. Report on desirability and feasibility 

of consolidating separate courses 
of basic instruction for judge ad-
vocates. 

Sec. 583. Reports on efforts to resolve status of 
Captain Michael Scott Speicher, 
United States Navy. 

Sec. 584. Report on volunteer services of mem-
bers of the reserve components in 
emergency response to the ter-
rorist attacks of September 11, 
2001. 

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER 
PERSONNEL BENEFITS 

Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances 
Sec. 601. Increase in basic pay for fiscal year 

2003. 
Sec. 602. Basic allowance for housing in cases 

of low-cost or no-cost moves. 
Sec. 603. Rate of basic allowance for subsistence 

for enlisted personnel occupying 
single Government quarters with-
out adequate availability of 
meals. 

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and 
Incentive Pays 

Sec. 611. One-year extension of certain bonus 
and special pay authorities for re-
serve forces. 

Sec. 612. One-year extension of certain bonus 
and special pay authorities for 
certain health care professionals. 

Sec. 613. One-year extension of special pay and 
bonus authorities for nuclear offi-
cers. 

Sec. 614. One-year extension of other bonus and 
special pay authorities.

Sec. 615. Increase in maximum rates for certain 
special pays, bonuses, and finan-
cial assistance for health care 
professionals. 

Sec. 616. Assignment incentive pay. 
Sec. 617. Increase in maximum rates for prior 

service enlistment bonus. 
Sec. 618. Retention incentives for health care 

professionals qualified in a crit-
ical military skill. 

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation 
Allowances 

Sec. 621. Extension of leave travel deferral pe-
riod for members performing con-
secutive overseas tours of duty. 

Sec. 622. Transportation of motor vehicles for 
members reported missing. 

Subtitle D—Retired Pay and Survivor Benefits 
Sec. 631. Permanent reduction from eight to six 

in number of years of reserve serv-
ice required for eligibility for re-
tired pay for non-regular service. 

Sec. 632. Increased retired pay for enlisted Re-
serves credited with extraordinary 
heroism. 

Sec. 633. Elimination of possible inversion in re-
tired pay cost-of-living adjust-
ment for initial COLA computa-
tion. 

Sec. 634. Technical revisions to so-called 
‘‘forgotten widows’’ annuity pro-
gram. 

Sec. 635. Expansion of authority of Secretary of 
Defense to waive time limitations 
on claims against the Government 
for military personnel benefits. 

Sec. 636. Special compensation for certain com-
bat-related disabled uniformed 
services retirees. 

Subtitle E—Montgomery GI Bill 
Sec. 641. Time limitation for use of Montgomery 

GI Bill entitlement by members of 
the Selected Reserve. 

Sec. 642. Repayment requirements under Re-
serve Component Montgomery GI 
Bill arising from failure to partici-
pate satisfactorily in military 
service to be considered debts 
owed to the United States. 

Sec. 643. Technical adjustments to authority for 
certain members to transfer 
educational assistance under 
Montgomery GI Bill to depend-
ents. 

Subtitle F—Other Matters 
Sec. 651. Payment of interest on student loans. 
Sec. 652. Additional authority to provide assist-

ance for families of members of 
the Armed Forces. 

Sec. 653. Repeal of authority for acceptance of 
honoraria by personnel at certain 
Department of Defense schools. 

Sec. 654. Addition of definition of continental 
United States in title 37. 

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A—Health Care Program 

Improvements 
Sec. 701. Elimination of requirement for 

TRICARE preauthorization of in-
patient mental health care for 
medicare-eligible beneficiaries. 

Sec. 702. Continued TRICARE eligibility of de-
pendents residing at remote loca-
tions after departure of sponsors 
for unaccompanied assignments 
and eligibility of dependents of re-
serve component members ordered 
to active duty. 

Sec. 703. Eligibility of surviving dependents for 
TRICARE dental program benefits 
after discontinuance of former en-
rollment. 

Sec. 704. Department of Defense Medicare-Eligi-
ble Retiree Health Care Fund. 

Sec. 705. Approval of medicare providers as 
TRICARE providers. 

Sec. 706. Technical corrections relating to tran-
sitional health care for members 
separated from active duty. 

Sec. 707. Extension of temporary authority to 
enter into personal services con-
tracts for the performance of 
health care responsibilities at lo-
cations other than military med-
ical treatment facilities. 

Sec. 708. Access to health care services for bene-
ficiaries eligible for TRICARE and 
Department of Veterans Affairs 
health care. 

Sec. 709. Disclosure of information on Project 
112 to Department of Veterans Af-
fairs. 
Subtitle B—Reports 

Sec. 711. Claims information. 
Sec. 712. Comptroller General report on provi-

sion of care under the TRICARE 
program. 

Sec. 713. Repeal of report requirement. 
Subtitle C—Department of Defense-Depart-

ment of Veterans Affairs Health Resources 
Sharing 

Sec. 721. Revised coordination and sharing 
guidelines. 

Sec. 722. Health care resources sharing and co-
ordination project. 

Sec. 723. Report on improved coordination and 
sharing of health care and health 
care resources following domestic 
acts of terrorism or domestic use 
of weapons of mass destruction. 

Sec. 724. Interoperability of Department of Vet-
erans Affairs and Department of 
Defense pharmacy data systems. 

Sec. 725. Joint pilot program for providing grad-
uate medical education and train-
ing for physicians. 

Sec. 726. Repeal of certain limits on Department 
of Veterans Affairs resources. 

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

Subtitle A—Acquisition Policy and 
Management 

Sec. 801. Buy-to-budget acquisition of end 
items. 

Sec. 802. Report to Congress on evolutionary 
acquisition of major defense ac-
quisition programs. 

Sec. 803. Spiral development under major de-
fense acquisition programs. 

Sec. 804. Improvement of software acquisition 
processes. 

Sec. 805. Performance goals for procuring serv-
ices pursuant to multiple award 
contracts. 

Sec. 806. Rapid acquisition and deployment 
procedures. 

Sec. 807. Quick-reaction special projects acqui-
sition team. 

Subtitle B—Amendments to General Con-
tracting Authorities, Procedures, and Limi-
tations 

Sec. 811. Limitation period for task and delivery 
order contracts. 

Sec. 812. One-year extension of program apply-
ing simplified procedures to cer-
tain commercial items; report. 

Sec. 813. Extension and improvement of per-
sonnel demonstration policies and 
procedures applicable to the civil-
ian acquisition workforce. 

Sec. 814. Past performance given significant 
weight in renewal of procurement 
technical assistance cooperative 
agreements.

Sec. 815. Increased maximum amount of assist-
ance for tribal organizations or 
economic enterprises carrying out 
procurement technical assistance 
programs in two or more service 
areas. 

Sec. 816. Extension of contract goal for small 
disadvantaged businesses and cer-
tain institutions of higher edu-
cation. 

Sec. 817. Grants of exceptions to cost or pricing 
data certification requirements 
and waivers of cost accounting 
standards. 

Sec. 818. Timing of certification in connection 
with waiver of survivability and 
lethality testing requirements. 

Sec. 819. Contracting with Federal Prison In-
dustries. 

Sec. 820. Revisions to multiyear contracting au-
thority. 

Subtitle C—Acquisition-Related Reports and 
Other Matters 

Sec. 821. Evaluation of training, knowledge, 
and resources regarding negotia-
tion of intellectual property ar-
rangements. 

Sec. 822. Independent technology readiness as-
sessments. 

Sec. 823. Extension and amendment of require-
ment for annual report on defense 
commercial pricing management 
improvement. 

Sec. 824. Assessment of purchases of products 
and services through contracts 
with other Federal departments 
and agencies. 

Sec. 825. Repeal of certain requirements and 
Comptroller General reviews of 
the requirements. 

Sec. 826. Multiyear procurement authority for 
purchase of dinitrogen tetroxide, 
hydrazine, and hydrazine-related 
products. 

Sec. 827. Multiyear procurement authority for 
environmental services for mili-
tary installations. 

Sec. 828. Report on effects of Army Contracting 
Agency. 

Sec. 829. Authorization to take actions to cor-
rect the industrial resource short-
fall for radiation-hardened elec-
tronics. 

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 03:39 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00035 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 6343 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.045 H12PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8096 November 12, 2002
TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT 
Subtitle A—Duties and Functions of 

Department of Defense Officers 
Sec. 901. Under Secretary of Defense for Intel-

ligence. 
Sec. 902. Reorganization of Office of Secretary 

of Defense for administration of 
duties relating to homeland de-
fense and combating terrorism. 

Subtitle B—Space Activities 
Sec. 911. Oversight of acquisition for defense 

space programs. 
Sec. 912. Report regarding assured access to 

space for the United States. 
Subtitle C—Reports 

Sec. 921. Report on establishment of United 
States Northern Command. 

Sec. 922. Time for submittal of report on Quad-
rennial Defense Review. 

Sec. 923. National defense mission of Coast 
Guard to be included in future 
Quadrennial Defense Reviews. 

Sec. 924. Report on establishment of a Joint Na-
tional Training Complex and joint 
opposing forces. 

Subtitle D—Other Matters 
Sec. 931. Authority to accept gifts for National 

Defense University. 
Sec. 932. Western Hemisphere Institute for Se-

curity Cooperation. 
Sec. 933. Conforming amendment to reflect dis-

establishment of Department of 
Defense Consequence Manage-
ment Program Integration Office. 

Sec. 934. Increase in number of Deputy Com-
mandants of the Marine Corps. 

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A—Financial Matters 

Sec. 1001. Transfer authority. 
Sec. 1002. Authorization of supplemental appro-

priations for fiscal year 2002. 
Sec. 1003. United States contribution to NATO 

common-funded budgets in fiscal 
year 2003. 

Sec. 1004. Development and implementation of 
financial management enterprise 
architecture. 

Sec. 1005. Accountable officials in the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

Sec. 1006. Uniform standards throughout De-
partment of Defense for exposure 
of personnel to pecuniary liability 
for loss of Government property. 

Sec. 1007. Improvements in purchase card man-
agement. 

Sec. 1008. Improvements in travel card manage-
ment. 

Sec. 1009. Clearance of certain transactions re-
corded in Treasury suspense ac-
counts and resolution of certain 
check issuance discrepancies. 

Sec. 1010. Authorization of funds for ballistic 
missile defense programs or com-
bating terrorism programs of the 
Department of Defense. 

Sec. 1011. Reduction in overall authorization 
due to inflation savings. 

Subtitle B—Naval Vessels and Shipyards 
Sec. 1021. Number of Navy combatant surface 

vessels in active and reserve serv-
ice. 

Sec. 1022. Annual long-range plan for the con-
struction of naval vessels. 

Sec. 1023. Assessment of the feasibility of the 
expedited equipping of a Navy 
ship with a version of the 155-mil-
limeter Advanced Gun System. 

Sec. 1024. Report on initiatives to increase oper-
ational days of Navy ships. 

Sec. 1025. Ship combat system industrial base. 
Sec. 1026. Sense of Congress concerning aircraft 

carrier force structure. 
Sec. 1027. Conveyance, Navy drydock, Port-

land, Oregon. 

Subtitle C—Strategic Matters 
Sec. 1031. Strategic force structure plan for nu-

clear weapons and delivery sys-
tems. 

Sec. 1032. Annual report on weapons to defeat 
hardened and deeply buried tar-
gets. 

Sec. 1033. Report on effects of nuclear earth-
penetrator weapon and other 
weapons. 

Subtitle D—Reports 
Sec. 1041. Repeal and modification of various 

reporting requirements applicable 
to the Department of Defense. 

Sec. 1042. Requirement that Department of De-
fense reports to Congress be ac-
companied by electronic version. 

Sec. 1043. Annual report on the conduct of mili-
tary operations conducted as part 
of Operation Enduring Freedom. 

Sec. 1044. Report on efforts to ensure adequacy 
of fire fighting staffs at military 
installations. 

Sec. 1045. Report on designation of certain Lou-
isiana highway as Defense Access 
Road.

Subtitle E—Extension of Expiring Authorities 
Sec. 1051. Extension of authority for Secretary 

of Defense to sell aircraft and air-
craft parts for use in responding 
to oil spills. 

Sec. 1052. Six-month extension of expiring Gov-
ernmentwide information security 
requirements; continued applica-
bility of expiring Governmentwide 
information security requirements 
to the Department of Defense. 

Sec. 1053. Two-year extension of authority of 
the Secretary of Defense to en-
gage in commercial activities as 
security for intelligence collection 
activities abroad. 

Subtitle F—Other Matters 
Sec. 1061. Time for transmittal of annual de-

fense authorization legislative 
proposal. 

Sec. 1062. Technical and clerical amendments. 
Sec. 1063. Use for law enforcement purposes of 

DNA samples maintained by De-
partment of Defense for identi-
fication of human remains. 

Sec. 1064. Enhanced authority to obtain foreign 
language services during periods 
of emergency. 

Sec. 1065. Rewards for assistance in combating 
terrorism. 

Sec. 1066. Provision of space and services to 
military welfare societies. 

Sec. 1067. Prevention and mitigation of corro-
sion of military equipment and in-
frastructure. 

Sec. 1068. Transfer of historic DF–9E Panther 
aircraft to Women Airforce Serv-
ice Pilots Museum. 

Sec. 1069. Increase in amount authorized to be 
expended for Department of De-
fense program to commemorate 
50th anniversary of the Korean 
War. 

TITLE XI—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
CIVILIAN PERSONNEL 

Sec. 1101. Eligibility of Department of Defense 
nonappropriated fund employees 
for long-term care insurance. 

Sec. 1102. Extension of Department of Defense 
authority to make lump-sum sev-
erance payments. 

Sec. 1103. Continuation of Federal Employee 
Health Benefits Program eligi-
bility. 

Sec. 1104. Certification for Department of De-
fense professional accounting po-
sitions. 

TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO OTHER 
NATIONS 

Sec. 1201. Authority to provide administrative 
services and support for coalition 
liaison officers. 

Sec. 1202. Authority to pay for certain travel of 
defense personnel of countries 
participating in NATO Partner-
ship for Peace program. 

Sec. 1203. Limitation on funding for Joint Data 
Exchange Center in Moscow. 

Sec. 1204. Support of United Nations-sponsored 
efforts to inspect and monitor 
Iraqi weapons activities. 

Sec. 1205. Comprehensive annual report to Con-
gress on coordination and inte-
gration of all United States non-
proliferation activities. 

Sec. 1206. Report requirement regarding Rus-
sian proliferation to Iran and 
other countries of proliferation 
concern. 

Sec. 1207. Monitoring of implementation of 1979 
agreement between the United 
States and China on cooperation 
in science and technology. 

Sec. 1208. Extension of certain 
counterproliferation activities and 
programs. 

Sec. 1209. Semiannual report by Director of 
Central Intelligence on contribu-
tions by foreign persons to efforts 
by countries of proliferation con-
cern to obtain weapons of mass 
destruction and their delivery sys-
tems. 

Sec. 1210. Report on feasibility and advisability 
of senior officer exchanges be-
tween the Armed Forces of the 
United States and the military 
forces of Taiwan. 

Sec. 1211. Report on United States force struc-
ture in the Pacific. 

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

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

Sec. 1302. Funding allocations. 
Sec. 1303. Prohibition against use of funds until 

submission of reports. 
Sec. 1304. Report on use of revenue generated 

by activities carried out under Co-
operative Threat Reduction pro-
grams. 

Sec. 1305. Prohibition against use of funds for 
second wing of fissile material 
storage facility. 

Sec. 1306. Limited waiver of restrictions on use 
of funds for threat reduction in 
states of the former Soviet Union. 

TITLE XIV—HOMELAND SECURITY 
Sec. 1401. Transfer of technology items and 

equipment in support of homeland 
security. 

Sec. 1402. Comprehensive plan for improving 
the preparedness of military in-
stallations for terrorist incidents. 

Sec. 1403. Additional Weapons of Mass Destruc-
tion Civil Support Teams. 

Sec. 1404. Report on the role of the Department 
of Defense in supporting home-
land security. 

Sec. 1405. Sense of Congress on Department of 
Defense assistance to local first 
responders. 

TITLE XV—AUTHORIZATION OF APPRO-
PRIATIONS FOR THE WAR ON TER-
RORISM 

Sec. 1501. Authorization of appropriations for 
continued operations for the war 
on terrorism. 

Sec. 1502. Mobilization and personnel. 
Sec. 1503. Operations. 
Sec. 1504. Equipment replacement and enhance-

ment. 
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Sec. 1505. Classified activities. 
Sec. 1506. Procurement of munitions. 
Sec. 1507. Discretionary restoration of author-

izations of appropriations reduced 
for management efficiencies. 

Sec. 1508. General provisions applicable to 
transfers.

DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec. 2001. Short title. 
TITLE XXI—ARMY 

Sec. 2101. Authorized Army construction and 
land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2102. Family housing. 
Sec. 2103. Improvements to military family 

housing units. 
Sec. 2104. Authorization of appropriations, 

Army. 
Sec. 2105. Modification of authority to carry 

out certain fiscal year 2002 
projects. 

Sec. 2106. Modification of authority to carry 
out certain fiscal year 2001 
project. 
TITLE XXII—NAVY 

Sec. 2201. Authorized Navy construction and 
land acquisition projects. 

Sec. 2202. Family housing. 
Sec. 2203. Improvements to military family 

housing units. 
Sec. 2204. Authorization of appropriations, 

Navy. 
Sec. 2205. Modification of authority to carry 

out certain fiscal year 2002 
projects. 

TITLE XXIII—AIR FORCE 
Sec. 2301. Authorized Air Force construction 

and land acquisition projects. 
Sec. 2302. Family housing. 
Sec. 2303. Improvements to military family 

housing units. 
Sec. 2304. Authorization of appropriations, Air 

Force. 
Sec. 2305. Authority for use of military con-

struction funds for construction 
of public road near Aviano Air 
Base, Italy, to replace road closed 
for force protection purposes. 

TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES 
Sec. 2401. Authorized Defense Agencies con-

struction and land acquisition 
projects. 

Sec. 2402. Improvements to military family 
housing units. 

Sec. 2403. Energy conservation projects. 
Sec. 2404. Authorization of appropriations, De-

fense Agencies. 
Sec. 2405. Modification of authority to carry 

out certain fiscal year 2000 
project. 

Sec. 2406. Modification of authority to carry 
out certain fiscal year 1999 
project. 

Sec. 2407. Modification of authority to carry 
out certain fiscal year 1997 
project. 

TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY 
ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT 
PROGRAM 

Sec. 2501. Authorized NATO construction and 
land acquisition projects. 

Sec. 2502. Authorization of appropriations, 
NATO. 

TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE 
FORCES FACILITIES 

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

TITLE XXVII—EXPIRATION AND 
EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS 

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

Sec. 2702. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2000 projects. 

Sec. 2703. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 1999 projects. 

TITLE XXVIII—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A—Military Construction Program 

and Military Family Housing Changes 
Sec. 2801. Lease of military family housing in 

Korea. 
Sec. 2802. Modification of alternative authority 

for acquisition and improvement 
of military housing. 

Sec. 2803. Pilot housing privatization authority 
for acquisition or construction of 
military unaccompanied housing. 

Sec. 2804. Repeal of source requirements for 
family housing construction over-
seas. 

Sec. 2805. Availability of energy cost savings re-
alized at military installations. 

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities 
Administration 

Sec. 2811. Agreements to limit encroachments 
and other constraints on military 
training, testing, and operations. 

Sec. 2812. Conveyance of surplus real property 
for natural resource conservation 
purposes. 

Sec. 2813. Modification of demonstration pro-
gram on reduction in long-term 
facility maintenance costs. 

Sec. 2814. Expanded authority to transfer prop-
erty at military installations to be 
closed to persons who construct or 
provide military family housing. 

Subtitle C—Land Conveyances 
PART I—ARMY CONVEYANCES 

Sec. 2821. Transfer of jurisdiction, Fort McClel-
lan, Alabama, to establish Moun-
tain Longleaf National Wildlife 
Refuge. 

Sec. 2822. Land conveyances, lands in Alaska 
no longer required for National 
Guard purposes. 

Sec. 2823. Land conveyance, Sunflower Army 
Ammunition Plant, Kansas. 

Sec. 2824. Land conveyances, Bluegrass Army 
Depot, Richmond, Kentucky. 

Sec. 2825. Land conveyance, Fort Campbell, 
Kentucky. 

Sec. 2826. Land conveyance, Army Reserve 
Training Center, Buffalo, Min-
nesota. 

Sec. 2827. Land conveyance, Fort Monmouth, 
New Jersey. 

Sec. 2828. Land conveyance, Fort Bliss, Texas. 
Sec. 2829. Land conveyance, Fort Hood, Texas. 
Sec. 2830. Land conveyances, Engineer Proving 

Ground, Fort Belvoir, Virginia. 
PART II—NAVY CONVEYANCES 

Sec. 2831. Land conveyance, Marine Corps Air 
Station, Miramar, San Diego, 
California. 

Sec. 2832. Modification of authority for land 
transfer and conveyance, Naval 
Security Group Activity, Winter 
Harbor, Maine. 

Sec. 2833. Land conveyance, Westover Air Re-
serve Base, Massachusetts. 

Sec. 2834. Land conveyance, Naval Station, 
Newport, Rhode Island. 

Sec. 2835. Land exchange and boundary adjust-
ments, Marine Corps Base, 
Quantico, and Prince William 
Forest Park, Virginia. 

PART III—AIR FORCE CONVEYANCES 
Sec. 2841. Modification of land conveyance, Los 

Angeles Air Force Base, Cali-
fornia. 

Sec. 2842. Land exchange, Buckley Air Force 
Base, Colorado. 

Sec. 2843. Land conveyances, Wendover Air 
Force Base Auxiliary Field, Ne-
vada. 

Subtitle D—Other Matters 
Sec. 2851. Master plan for use of Navy Annex, 

Arlington, Virginia.

Sec. 2852. Sale of excess treated water and 
wastewater treatment capacity, 
Marine Corps Base, Camp 
Lejeune, North Carolina. 

Sec. 2853. Conveyance of real property, Adak 
Naval Complex, Alaska, and re-
lated land conveyances. 

Sec. 2854. Special requirement for adding mili-
tary installation to closure list.

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

NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS 
Subtitle A—National Security Programs 

Authorizations 
Sec. 3101. National Nuclear Security Adminis-

tration. 
Sec. 3102. Defense environmental management. 
Sec. 3103. Other defense activities. 
Sec. 3104. Defense nuclear waste disposal. 

Subtitle B—Program Authorizations, 
Restrictions, and Limitations 

Sec. 3141. Annual assessments and reports to 
the President and Congress re-
garding the condition of the 
United States nuclear weapons 
stockpile. 

Sec. 3142. Plans for achieving enhanced readi-
ness posture for resumption by the 
United States of underground nu-
clear weapons tests. 

Sec. 3143. Requirements for specific request for 
new or modified nuclear weapons. 

Sec. 3144. Database to track notification and 
resolution phases of Significant 
Finding Investigations. 

Sec. 3145. Defense environmental management 
cleanup reform program. 

Sec. 3146. Limitation on obligation of funds for 
Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator 
program pending submission of re-
port. 

Subtitle C—Proliferation Matters 
Sec. 3151. Transfer to National Nuclear Secu-

rity Administration of Department 
of Defense’s Cooperative Threat 
Reduction program relating to 
elimination of weapons grade plu-
tonium production in Russia. 

Sec. 3152. Repeal of requirement for reports on 
obligation of funds for programs 
on fissile materials in Russia. 

Sec. 3153. Expansion of annual reports on sta-
tus of nuclear materials protec-
tion, control, and accounting pro-
grams. 

Sec. 3154. Testing of preparedness for emer-
gencies involving nuclear, radio-
logical, chemical, or biological 
weapons. 

Sec. 3155. Cooperative program on research, de-
velopment, and demonstration of 
technology regarding nuclear or 
radiological terrorism. 

Sec. 3156. Matters relating to the International 
Materials Protection, Control, 
and Accounting program of the 
Department of Energy. 

Sec. 3157. Accelerated disposition of highly en-
riched uranium. 

Sec. 3158. Strengthened international security 
for nuclear materials and security 
of nuclear operations. 

Sec. 3159. Export control programs. 
Sec. 3160. Plan for accelerated return of weap-

ons-usable nuclear materials. 
Sec. 3161. Sense of Congress on amendment of 

Convention on Physical Protec-
tion of Nuclear Materials. 

Sec. 3162. Sense of Congress on program to se-
cure stockpiles of highly enriched 
uranium and plutonium. 

Subtitle D—Other Matters 
Sec. 3171. Indemnification of Department of En-

ergy contractors. 
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Sec. 3172. Support for public education in the 

vicinity of Los Alamos National 
Laboratory, New Mexico. 

Sec. 3173. Worker health and safety rules for 
Department of Energy nuclear fa-
cilities. 

Sec. 3174. Extension of authority to appoint 
certain scientific, engineering, 
and technical personnel. 

Sec. 3175. One-year extension of panel to assess 
the reliability, safety, and secu-
rity of the United States nuclear 
stockpile. 

Sec. 3176. Report on status of environmental 
management initiatives to accel-
erate the reduction of environ-
mental risks and challenges posed 
by the legacy of the Cold War. 

Subtitle E—Disposition of Weapons-Usable 
Plutonium at Savannah River, South Caro-
lina 

Sec. 3181. Findings. 
Sec. 3182. Disposition of weapons-usable pluto-

nium at Savannah River Site. 
Sec. 3183. Study of facilities for storage of plu-

tonium and plutonium materials 
at Savannah River Site. 

TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR 
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD 

Sec. 3201. Authorization. 
TITLE XXXIII—NATIONAL DEFENSE 

STOCKPILE 
Sec. 3301. Authorized uses of National Defense 

Stockpile funds. 
TITLE XXXIV—NAVAL PETROLEUM 

RESERVES 
Sec. 3401. Authorization of appropriations. 
TITLE XXXV—MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 
Sec. 3501. Authorization of appropriations for 

fiscal year 2003. 
Sec. 3502. Authority to convey vessel USS 

SPHINX (ARL–24). 
Sec. 3503. Independent analysis of title XI in-

surance guarantee applications. 
Sec. 3504. Preparation as artificial reefs and 

scrapping of obsolete vessels. 
TITLE XXXVI—ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE 

PROVISIONS 
Sec. 3601. Short title. 

Subtitle A—[Reserved] 
Subtitle B—Department of Energy National 
Security Authorizations General Provisions 

Sec. 3620. Definitions. 
Sec. 3621. Reprogramming. 
Sec. 3622. Minor construction projects. 
Sec. 3623. Limits on construction projects. 
Sec. 3624. Fund transfer authority. 
Sec. 3625. Conceptual and construction design. 
Sec. 3626. Authority for emergency planning, 

design, and construction activi-
ties. 

Sec. 3627. Scope of authority to carry out plant 
projects. 

Sec. 3628. Availability of funds. 
Sec. 3629. Transfer of defense environmental 

management funds. 
Sec. 3630. Transfer of weapons activities funds. 
Sec. 3631. Funds available for all national secu-

rity programs of the Department 
of Energy.

SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES 
DEFINED. 

For purposes of this Act, the term 
‘‘congressional defense committees’’ means—

(1) the Committee on Armed Services and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; and 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 

Sec. 101. Army. 

Sec. 102. Navy and Marine Corps. 
Sec. 103. Air Force. 
Sec. 104. Defense-wide activities. 
Sec. 105. Defense Inspector General. 
Sec. 106. Chemical Agents and Munitions De-

struction, Defense. 
Sec. 107. Defense health programs. 

Subtitle B—Army Programs 
Sec. 111. Pilot program on sales of manufac-

tured articles and services of cer-
tain Army industrial facilities 
without regard to availability 
from domestic sources.

Sec. 112. Report on impact of Army aviation 
modernization plan on the Army 
National Guard. 

Sec. 113. Family of Medium Tactical Vehicles. 
Subtitle C—Navy Programs 

Sec. 121. Extension of multiyear procurement 
authority for DDG–51 class de-
stroyers. 

Sec. 122. Sense of Congress on scope of conver-
sion program for Ticonderoga-
class cruisers. 

Sec. 123. Continuation of contract for operation 
of Champion-class T–5 fuel tanker 
vessels. 

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs 
Sec. 131. Multiyear procurement authority for 

C–130J aircraft program. 
Sec. 132. Pathfinder programs. 
Sec. 133. Leases for tanker aircraft under 

multiyear aircraft-lease pilot pro-
gram. 

Subtitle E—Other Programs 
Sec. 141. Destruction of existing stockpile of le-

thal chemical agents and muni-
tions. 

Sec. 142. Report on unmanned aerial vehicle 
systems. 

Sec. 143. Global Information Grid system.
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 

SEC. 101. ARMY. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-

priated for fiscal year 2003 for procurement for 
the Army as follows: 

(1) For aircraft, $2,186,296,000. 
(2) For missiles, $1,152,299,000. 
(3) For weapons and tracked combat vehicles, 

$2,276,751,000. 
(4) For ammunition, $1,229,533,000.
(5) For other procurement, $5,857,814,000. 

SEC. 102. NAVY AND MARINE CORPS. 
(a) NAVY.—Funds are hereby authorized to be 

appropriated for fiscal year 2003 for procure-
ment for the Navy as follows: 

(1) For aircraft, $8,979,275,000. 
(2) For weapons, including missiles and tor-

pedoes, $2,375,349,000. 
(3) For shipbuilding and conversion, 

$9,111,023,000. 
(4) For other procurement, $4,494,754,000. 
(b) MARINE CORPS.—Funds are hereby author-

ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 2003 for 
procurement for the Marine Corps in the 
amount of $1,355,491,000. 

(c) NAVY AND MARINE CORPS AMMUNITION.—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated 
for fiscal year 2003 for procurement of ammuni-
tion for the Navy and the Marine Corps in the 
amount of $1,170,750,000. 
SEC. 103. AIR FORCE. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2003 for procurement for 
the Air Force as follows: 

(1) For aircraft, $12,676,505,000. 
(2) For missiles, $3,504,139,000. 
(3) For ammunition, $1,290,764,000. 
(4) For other procurement, $10,846,048,000. 

SEC. 104. DEFENSE-WIDE ACTIVITIES. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-

priated for fiscal year 2003 for Defense-wide pro-
curement in the amount of $3,691,604,000. 
SEC. 105. DEFENSE INSPECTOR GENERAL. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2003 for procurement for 

the Inspector General of the Department of De-
fense in the amount of $2,000,000. 
SEC. 106. CHEMICAL AGENTS AND MUNITIONS DE-

STRUCTION, DEFENSE. 
There is hereby authorized to be appropriated 

for fiscal year 2003 the amount of $1,490,199,000 
for—

(1) the destruction of lethal chemical agents 
and munitions in accordance with section 1412 
of the Department of Defense Authorization 
Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C. 1521); and 

(2) the destruction of chemical warfare mate-
riel of the United States that is not covered by 
section 1412 of such Act. 
SEC. 107. DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAMS. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2003 for the Department 
of Defense for procurement for carrying out 
health care programs, projects, and activities of 
the Department of Defense in the total amount 
of $278,742,000.

Subtitle B—Army Programs 
SEC. 111. PILOT PROGRAM ON SALES OF MANU-

FACTURED ARTICLES AND SERVICES 
OF CERTAIN ARMY INDUSTRIAL FA-
CILITIES WITHOUT REGARD TO 
AVAILABILITY FROM DOMESTIC 
SOURCES. 

(a) EXTENSION OF PROGRAM.—Subsection (a) 
of section 141 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (Public Law 
105–85; 10 U.S.C. 4543 note) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘through 2002’’ in the first sentence and in-
serting ‘‘through 2004’’. 

(b) USE OF OVERHEAD FUNDS MADE SURPLUS 
BY SALES.—Such section is further amended—

(1) by striking subsection (d); 
(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-

section (d); and 
(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-

lowing new subsection (c): 
‘‘(c) TRANSFER OF CERTAIN SUMS.—For each 

Army industrial facility participating in the 
pilot program that sells manufactured articles 
and services in a total amount in excess of 
$20,000,000 in any fiscal year, the amount equal 
to one-half of one percent of such total amount 
shall be transferred from the sums in the Army 
Working Capital Fund for unutilized plant ca-
pacity to appropriations available for the fol-
lowing fiscal year for the demilitarization of 
conventional ammunition by the Army.’’. 

(c) UPDATE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL’S RE-
VIEW.—The Inspector General of the Department 
of Defense shall review the experience under the 
pilot program carried out under such section 141 
and, not later than July 1, 2003, submit to Con-
gress a report on the results of the review. The 
report shall contain the views, information, and 
recommendations called for under subsection (d) 
of such section (as redesignated by subsection 
(b)(2)). In carrying out the review and pre-
paring the report, the Inspector General shall 
take into consideration the report submitted to 
Congress under such subsection (as so redesig-
nated).
SEC. 112. REPORT ON IMPACT OF ARMY AVIATION 

MODERNIZATION PLAN ON THE 
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD. 

(a) REPORT BY CHIEF OF THE NATIONAL GUARD 
BUREAU.—The Chief of the National Guard Bu-
reau shall submit to the Chief of Staff of the 
Army a report on the requirements for Army Na-
tional Guard aviation. The report shall include 
the following: 

(1) An analysis of the impact of the Army 
Aviation Modernization Plan on the ability of 
the Army National Guard to conduct its avia-
tion missions. 

(2) The plan under that aviation moderniza-
tion plan for the transfer of aircraft from the 
active component of the Army to the Army re-
serve components, including a timeline for those 
transfers. 

(3) The progress, as of January 1, 2003, in car-
rying out the transfers under the plan referred 
to in paragraph (2). 
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(4) An evaluation of the suitability and cost 

effectiveness of existing Commercial Off The 
Shelf light utility helicopters for performance of 
Army National Guard utility aviation missions. 

(b) COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS BY 
CHIEF OF STAFF OF THE ARMY.—Not later than 
February 1, 2003, the Chief of Staff of the Army 
shall submit to the Committee on Armed Services 
of the Senate and the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives the report 
received under subsection (a), together with any 
comments and recommendations that the Chief 
of Staff considers appropriate on the matters 
covered in the report.
SEC. 113. FAMILY OF MEDIUM TACTICAL VEHI-

CLES. 
(a) MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY.—

Beginning with the fiscal year 2003 program 
year, the Secretary of the Army may, in accord-
ance with section 2306b of title 10, United States 
Code, enter into a multiyear contract for the 
procurement of vehicles under the Family of 
Medium Tactical Vehicles program, subject to 
subsection (b). 

(b) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of the Army 
may not enter into a multiyear contract for the 
procurement of vehicles in the Family of Me-
dium Tactical Vehicles authorized by subsection 
(a) until the Secretary submits to the congres-
sional defense committees a written certification 
that—

(1) all key performance parameters required in 
the initial operational test and evaluation for 
that program have been met; and 

(2) the total cost through the use of such 
multiyear contract of the procurement of the 
number of vehicles to be procured under such 
contract is at least 10 percent less than the total 
cost of the procurement of the same number of 
such vehicles through the use of successive one-
year contracts. 

(c) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of De-
fense may waive subsection (b)(2) if the Sec-
retary—

(1) determines that using a multiyear contract 
for the procurement of vehicles under the Fam-
ily of Medium Tactical Vehicles program is in 
the national security interests of the United 
States; 

(2) certifies that the Army cannot achieve the 
savings specified in subsection (b)(2); and 

(3) submits to the congressional defense com-
mittees, in writing, a notification of the waiver 
together with a report describing the reasons 
why the use of a multiyear contract for such 
procurement is in the national security interests 
of the United States and why the Army cannot 
achieve a 10 percent savings of the total antici-
pated costs of carrying out the program through 
a multiyear contract.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs
SEC. 121. EXTENSION OF MULTIYEAR PROCURE-

MENT AUTHORITY FOR DDG–51 
CLASS DESTROYERS. 

Section 122(b) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law 
104–201; 110 Stat. 2446), as amended by section 
122 of Public Law 106–65 (113 Stat. 534) and sec-
tion 122(a) of the Floyd D. Spence National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as 
enacted into law by Public Law 106–398; 114 
Stat. 1654A–24), is further amended by striking 
‘‘October 1, 2005’’ in the first sentence and in-
serting ‘‘October 1, 2007’’.
SEC. 122. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON SCOPE OF 

CONVERSION PROGRAM FOR TICON-
DEROGA-CLASS CRUISERS. 

It is the sense of Congress that the Secretary 
of the Navy should maintain the scope of the 
conversion program for the Ticonderoga class of 
cruisers so that the program—

(1) covers all 27 ships in that class of cruisers; 
and 

(2) provides for modernizing each of those 
ships to include an appropriate mix of upgrades 
to ships’ capabilities for theater missile defense, 
naval fire support, and air dominance.

SEC. 123. CONTINUATION OF CONTRACT FOR OP-
ERATION OF CHAMPION-CLASS T–5 
FUEL TANKER VESSELS. 

The Department of the Navy contract in effect 
on the date of the enactment of this Act for the 
operation of five Champion-class T–5 fuel tank-
er vessels shall continue in effect with respect to 
the operation of each such vessel until the com-
pletion of the term of the contract or, if sooner 
for any such vessel, until the vessel is no longer 
used for purposes of the Military Sealift Com-
mand or any other Navy purpose.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs
SEC. 131. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY 

FOR C–130J AIRCRAFT PROGRAM. 
(a) MULTIYEAR AUTHORITY.—Beginning with 

the fiscal year 2003 program year, the Secretary 
of the Air Force may, in accordance with section 
2306b of title 10, United States Code, enter into 
a multiyear contract for procurement of up to 40 
C–130J aircraft in the CC–130J configuration 
and up to 24 C–130J aircraft in the KC–130J con-
figuration. Notwithstanding subsection (k) of 
such section, such a contract may be for a pe-
riod of six program years. 

(b) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of the Air 
Force may not enter into a contract authorized 
by subsection (a) until—

(1) testing of the CC–130J aircraft for quali-
fication for use in assault operations has been 
completed by the Air Force Flight Test Center; 
and 

(2) Block 5.3 software upgrades have been in-
stalled on all C–130J and CC–130J aircraft in the 
inventory of the Air Force.
SEC. 132. PATHFINDER PROGRAMS. 

(a) PATHFINDER PROGRAMS.—Not later than 
February 1, 2003, the Secretary of the Air Force 
shall submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees a list of Air Force programs that the Sec-
retary has designated as acquisition reform 
pathfinder programs (hereinafter in this section 
referred to as ‘‘pathfinder programs’’). 

(b) OVERSIGHT OF PATHFINDER PROGRAMS.—
The Secretary of Defense shall ensure that the 
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology and Logistics, the Director of Oper-
ational Test and Evaluation, and the Joint Re-
quirements Oversight Council maintain over-
sight over each pathfinder program that quali-
fies as a major defense acquisition program 
under section 2430 of title 10, United States 
Code. 

(c) REPORT ON PATHFINDER PROGRAMS.—(1) 
Not later than March 15, 2003, the Secretary of 
the Air Force shall submit to the congressional 
defense committees a report on pathfinder pro-
grams. For each such program, the report shall 
include a description of the following: 

(A) The management approach for that pro-
gram and how that approach will result in a 
disciplined, affordable and well-managed acqui-
sition program. 

(B) The acquisition strategy for that program 
and how that acquisition strategy responds to 
approved operational requirements. 

(C) The test and evaluation plan for that pro-
gram and how that plan will provide adequate 
assessment of each pathfinder program. 

(D) The manner in which the acquisition plan 
for that program considers cost, schedule, and 
technical risk. 

(E) The manner in which any innovative busi-
ness practices developed as a result of participa-
tion in the program could be applied to other ac-
quisition programs, and any impediments to ap-
plication of such practices to other programs. 

(2) For each such program, the report shall 
also set forth the following: 

(A) The manner in which the Under Secretary 
of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Lo-
gistics will be involved in the development, over-
sight, and approval of the program’s manage-
ment approach, acquisition strategy, and acqui-
sition approach. 

(B) The manner in which the Director of 
Operational Test and Evaluation will be in-

volved in the development, oversight, and ap-
proval of the program’s test and evaluation 
plan. 

(C) The manner in which an independent cost 
estimate for the program will be developed by 
the Office of the Secretary of Defense. 

(d) APPLICABILITY OF SPIRAL DEVELOPMENT 
SECTION.—Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to exempt any pathfinder program from 
the application of any provision of section 
803(c).
SEC. 133. LEASES FOR TANKER AIRCRAFT UNDER 

MULTIYEAR AIRCRAFT-LEASE PILOT 
PROGRAM. 

The Secretary of the Air Force may not enter 
into a lease for the acquisition of tanker aircraft 
for the Air Force under section 8159 of the De-
partment of Defense Appropriations Act, 2002 
(division A of Public Law 107–117; 115 Stat. 2284; 
10 U.S.C. 2401a note) until—

(1) the Secretary submits the report specified 
in subsection (c)(6) of such section; and 

(2) either—
(A) authorization and appropriation of funds 

necessary to enter into such lease are provided 
by law; or 

(B) a new start reprogramming notification 
for the funds necessary to enter into such lease 
has been submitted in accordance with estab-
lished procedures.

Subtitle E—Other Programs
SEC. 141. DESTRUCTION OF EXISTING STOCKPILE 

OF LETHAL CHEMICAL AGENTS AND 
MUNITIONS. 

(a) PROGRAM MANAGEMENT.—The Secretary of 
Defense shall ensure that the program for de-
struction of the United States stockpile of lethal 
chemical agents and munitions is managed as a 
major defense acquisition program (as defined in 
section 2430 of title 10, United States Code) in 
accordance with the essential elements of such 
programs as may be determined by the Sec-
retary. 

(b) REQUIREMENT FOR UNDER SECRETARY OF 
DEFENSE (COMPTROLLER) ANNUAL CERTIFI-
CATION.—Beginning with respect to the budget 
request for fiscal year 2004, the Under Secretary 
of Defense (Comptroller) shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees on an annual 
basis a certification that the budget request for 
the chemical agents and munitions destruction 
program has been submitted in accordance with 
the requirements of section 1412 of the Depart-
ment of Defense Authorization Act, 1986 (50 
U.S.C. 1521).
SEC. 142. REPORT ON UNMANNED AERIAL VEHI-

CLE SYSTEMS. 
(a) REPORT.—Not later than January 1, 2003, 

the Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con-
gress a report on unmanned aerial vehicle sys-
tems of the Department of Defense. 

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED CONCERNING 
UNMANNED AERIAL VEHICLE SYSTEMS.—The Sec-
retary shall include in the report under sub-
section (a) the following, shown for each system 
referred to in that subsection: 

(1) A description of the infrastructure that the 
Department of Defense has (or is planning) for 
the system. 

(2) A description of the operational require-
ments document (ORD) for the system. 

(3) A description of the physical infrastruc-
ture of the Department for training and basing. 

(4) A description of the manner in which the 
Department is interfacing with the industrial 
base. 

(5) A description of the acquisition plan for 
the system. 

(6) A description of the process by which the 
Department will ensure that any unmanned aer-
ial vehicle program proceeding past the science 
and technology stage does so only as part of an 
integrated, overall Office of the Secretary of De-
fense strategy for acquisition of unmanned aer-
ial vehicles, such as that provided in the ap-
proved Office of the Secretary of Defense un-
manned aerial vehicle roadmap. 
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(c) SUGGESTIONS FOR CHANGES IN LAW.—The 

Secretary shall also include in the report under 
subsection (a) such suggestions as the Secretary 
considers appropriate for changes in law that 
would facilitate the way the Department ac-
quires unmanned aerial vehicle systems.
SEC. 143. GLOBAL INFORMATION GRID SYSTEM. 

None of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated by this Act for the Department of De-
fense system known as the Global Information 
Grid may be obligated until the Secretary of De-
fense submits to the congressional defense com-
mittees a plan to provide that, as part of the 
bandwidth expansion efforts for the system, the 
system will be designed and configured so as to 
ensure that information transmitted within the 
system is secure and protected from unauthor-
ized access.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, 
TEST, AND EVALUATION 

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 202. Amount for defense science and tech-

nology. 
Sec. 203. Defense health programs. 

Subtitle B—Program Requirements, 
Restrictions, and Limitations 

Sec. 211. RAH–66 Comanche aircraft program. 
Sec. 212. Extension of requirements relating to 

management responsibility for 
naval mine countermeasures pro-
grams. 

Sec. 213. Revised requirements for plan for 
Manufacturing Technology Pro-
gram. 

Sec. 214. Advanced SEAL Delivery System. 
Sec. 215. Army experimentation program re-

garding design of the objective 
force. 

Sec. 216. Program to provide Army with self-
propelled Future Combat Systems 
non-line-of-sight cannon indirect 
fire capability for the objective 
force. 

Sec. 217. Prohibition on transfer of Medical 
Free Electron Laser program. 

Sec. 218. Littoral combat ship program. 
Subtitle C—Ballistic Missile Defense 

Sec. 221. Report requirements relating to bal-
listic missile defense programs. 

Sec. 222. Responsibility of Missile Defense 
Agency for research, development, 
test, and evaluation related to 
system improvements of programs 
transferred to military depart-
ments. 

Sec. 223. Limitation on obligation of funds for 
Theater High Altitude Area De-
fense Program pending submission 
of required life-cycle cost informa-
tion. 

Sec. 224. Provision of information on flight test-
ing of Ground-based Midcourse 
National Missile Defense system. 

Sec. 225. References to new name for Ballistic 
Missile Defense Organization. 

Sec. 226. One-year limitation on use of funds 
for nuclear armed interceptors. 

Subtitle D—Improved Management of Depart-
ment of Defense Test and Evaluation Facili-
ties 

Sec. 231. Department of Defense Test Resource 
Management Center. 

Sec. 232. Objective for institutional funding of 
test and evaluation facilities. 

Sec. 233. Uniform financial management system 
for Department of Defense test 
and evaluation facilities. 

Sec. 234. Test and evaluation workforce im-
provements. 

Sec. 235. Compliance with testing requirements. 

Subtitle E—Other Matters 
Sec. 241. Pilot programs for revitalizing Depart-

ment of Defense laboratories. 
Sec. 242. Technology Transition Initiative. 

Sec. 243. Defense Acquisition Challenge Pro-
gram. 

Sec. 244. Encouragement of small businesses 
and nontraditional defense con-
tractors to submit proposals po-
tentially beneficial for combating 
terrorism. 

Sec. 245. Vehicle fuel cell program. 
Sec. 246. Defense nanotechnology research and 

development program. 
Sec. 247. Activities of the Defense Experimental 

Program to Stimulate Competitive 
Research. 

Sec. 248. Four-year extension of authority of 
DARPA to award prizes for ad-
vanced technology achievements 
and additional authority of mili-
tary departments and Defense 
Agencies to award prizes for 
achievements in promoting edu-
cation. 

Sec. 249. Plan for five-year program for en-
hancement of measurement and 
signatures intelligence capabilities 
of the United States through in-
corporation of results of basic re-
search on sensors.

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

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2003 for the use of the De-
partment of Defense for research, development, 
test, and evaluation as follows: 

(1) For the Army, $7,158,256,000. 
(2) For the Navy, $13,244,164,000. 
(3) For the Air Force, $18,337,078,000. 
(4) For Defense-wide activities, $17,970,653,000, 

of which $311,554,000 is authorized for the Direc-
tor of Operational Test and Evaluation. 
SEC. 202. AMOUNT FOR DEFENSE SCIENCE AND 

TECHNOLOGY. 
(a) FISCAL YEAR 2003.—Of the amounts au-

thorized to be appropriated by section 201, 
$10,384,658,000 shall be available for the Defense 
Science and Technology Program, including 
basic research, applied research, and advanced 
technology development projects. 

(b) BASIC RESEARCH, APPLIED RESEARCH, AND 
ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT DE-
FINED.—For purposes of this section, the term 
‘‘basic research, applied research, and advanced 
technology development’’ means work funded in 
program elements for defense research and de-
velopment under Department of Defense cat-
egory 6.1, 6.2, or 6.3.
SEC. 203. DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAMS. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2003 for the Department 
of Defense for research, development, test, and 
evaluation for carrying out health care pro-
grams, projects, and activities of the Department 
of Defense in the total amount of $67,214,000.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements, 
Restrictions, and Limitations

SEC. 211. RAH–66 COMANCHE AIRCRAFT PRO-
GRAM. 

(a) REPORTS REQUIRED.—Not later than the 
end of each fiscal quarter of fiscal year 2003, the 
Secretary of the Army shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the Senate and the 
Committee on Armed Services of the House of 
Representatives a report on the progress of the 
restructured engineering and manufacturing de-
velopment phase of the RAH–66 Comanche air-
craft program. 

(b) CONTENT.—The report shall include, at a 
minimum, the information relating to the pro-
gram that the program manager provides to the 
Assistant Secretary of the Army for Acquisition, 
Logistics, and Technology with respect to—

(1) cost, including funding and contracts; 
(2) schedule; 
(3) performance; 
(4) which goals are being met and which are 

not being met; 
(5) milestones events accomplished; and 

(6) significant events accomplished.
SEC. 212. EXTENSION OF REQUIREMENTS RELAT-

ING TO MANAGEMENT RESPONSI-
BILITY FOR NAVAL MINE COUNTER-
MEASURES PROGRAMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 216 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1992 
and 1993 (Public Law 102–190; 105 Stat. 1317), as 
most recently amended by section 211 of the 
Strom Thurmond National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (Public Law 105–
261; 112 Stat. 1946), is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘through 
2003’’ and inserting ‘‘through 2008’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)—
(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph 

(2); 
(B) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (4); and 
(C) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-

lowing new paragraph: 
‘‘(3) the responsibilities of the Joint Require-

ments Oversight Council under subsections (b) 
and (d) of section 181 of title 10, United States 
Code, have been carried out with respect to the 
updated mine countermeasures master plan, the 
budget resources for mine countermeasures for 
that fiscal year, and the future years defense 
program for mine countermeasures; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(c) NOTIFICATION OF PROPOSED CHANGES.—
Upon certifying under subsection (b) with re-
spect to a fiscal year, the Secretary may not 
carry out any change to the naval mine coun-
termeasures master plan or the budget resources 
for mine countermeasures with respect to that 
fiscal year until after the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis-
tics submits to the congressional defense commit-
tees a notification of the proposed change. Such 
notification shall describe the nature of the pro-
posed change, the effect of the proposed change 
on the naval mine countermeasures program or 
related programs with respect to that fiscal 
year, and the effect of the proposed change on 
the validity of the decision to certify under sub-
section (b) with respect to that fiscal year.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—Such section is 
further amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Acquisition and Tech-
nology’’ and inserting ‘‘Under Secretary of De-
fense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis-
tics’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(2)—
(A) by striking ‘‘multiyear’’ and inserting 

‘‘future years’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘section 114a’’ and inserting 

‘‘section 221’’.
SEC. 213. REVISED REQUIREMENTS FOR PLAN 

FOR MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY 
PROGRAM. 

(a) STREAMLINED CONTENTS OF PLAN.—Sub-
section (e) of section 2521 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘prepare a 
five-year plan’’ in paragraph (1) and all that 
follows through the end of subparagraph (B) of 
paragraph (2) and inserting the following: 
‘‘prepare and maintain a five-year plan for the 
program. 

‘‘(2) The plan shall establish the following: 
‘‘(A) The overall manufacturing technology 

objectives, milestones, priorities, and investment 
strategy for the program. 

‘‘(B) The specific objectives of, and funding 
for the program by, each military department 
and each Defense Agency participating in the 
program.’’. 

(b) BIENNIAL REPORT.—Such subsection is fur-
ther amended in paragraph (3)—

(1) by striking ‘‘annually’’ and inserting 
‘‘biennially’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘for a fiscal year’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘for each even-numbered fiscal year’’.
SEC. 214. ADVANCED SEAL DELIVERY SYSTEM. 

(a) TRANSFER OF FUNDS.—To the extent pro-
vided in appropriations Acts, the amount de-
scribed in subsection (b) shall be transferred to 
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amounts available for fiscal year 2003 for re-
search, development, test, and evaluation, De-
fense-Wide, and shall be available only for re-
search, development, test, and evaluation relat-
ing to the Advanced SEAL Delivery System. 

(b) AMOUNT TO BE TRANSFERRED.—The 
amount referred to in subsection (a) is the 
amount of $13,700,000 that was authorized and 
appropriated for fiscal year 2002 for procure-
ment of the Advanced SEAL Delivery System 
within amounts for Procurement, Defense-Wide. 

(c) TRANSFER AUTHORITY IN ADDITION TO 
OTHER AUTHORITY.—The transfer authority 
provided by this section is in addition to any 
other transfer authority provided by law.
SEC. 215. ARMY EXPERIMENTATION PROGRAM RE-

GARDING DESIGN OF THE OBJEC-
TIVE FORCE. 

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR REPORT.—Not later 
than March 31, 2003, the Secretary of the Army 
shall submit to Congress a report on the experi-
mentation program regarding design of the ob-
jective force that is required by subsection (g) of 
section 113 of the Floyd D. Spence National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001, as 
added by section 113 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public 
Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1029). 

(b) BUDGET DISPLAY.—Amounts provided for 
the experimentation program in the budget for 
fiscal year 2004 that is submitted to Congress 
under section 1105(a) of title 31, United States 
Code, shall be displayed as a distinct program 
element in that budget and in the supporting 
documentation submitted to Congress by the 
Secretary of Defense.
SEC. 216. PROGRAM TO PROVIDE ARMY WITH 

SELF-PROPELLED FUTURE COMBAT 
SYSTEMS NON-LINE-OF-SIGHT CAN-
NON INDIRECT FIRE CAPABILITY 
FOR THE OBJECTIVE FORCE. 

(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.—The Secretary of 
Defense shall carry out a program to provide the 
Army, not later than fiscal year 2008, with a 
self-propelled Future Combat Systems non-line-
of-sight cannon indirect fire capability to equip 
the objective force. 

(b) REPORT.—(1) The Secretary shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees, at the 
same time that the President submits the budget 
for a fiscal year referred to in paragraph (2) to 
Congress under section 1105(a) of title 31, United 
States Code, a report on the investments pro-
posed to be made with respect to non-line-of-
sight indirect fire programs for the Army. The 
report shall—

(A) identify the amount proposed for expendi-
tures for the Crusader artillery system program 
for that fiscal year in the future-years defense 
program that was submitted to Congress in 2002 
under section 221 of title 10, United States Code; 
and 

(B) specify—
(i) the manner in which the amount provided 

in that budget would be expended for improved 
non-line-of-sight indirect fire capabilities for the 
Army; and 

(ii) the extent to which expending such 
amount in such manner would improve such ca-
pabilities for the Army. 

(2) The requirement to submit a report under 
paragraph (1) shall apply with respect to budg-
ets for fiscal years 2004, 2005, 2006, 2007, and 
2008. 

(c) OBJECTIVE FORCE DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘objective force’’ has the meaning 
given such term in section 113(f)(2) of the Floyd 
D. Spence National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted into law by 
Public Law 106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–24). 

(d) FUNDING.—Of the amount authorized to be 
appropriated by section 201(1) for the Army for 
research, development, test, and evaluation, 
$368,500,000 shall be used only to develop and 
field a self-propelled Future Combat Systems 
non-line-of-sight cannon indirect fire artillery 
system and a resupply vehicle with respect to 
such system.

SEC. 217. PROHIBITION ON TRANSFER OF MED-
ICAL FREE ELECTRON LASER PRO-
GRAM. 

The Medical Free Electron Laser Program (PE 
0602227D8Z) may not be transferred from the 
Department of Defense to the National Insti-
tutes of Health, or to any other department or 
agency of the Federal Government.
SEC. 218. LITTORAL COMBAT SHIP PROGRAM. 

(a) AMOUNT FOR PROGRAM.—Of the amount 
authorized to be appropriated by section 201(2) 
for research, development, test, and evaluation, 
Navy, $4,000,000 may be available in program 
element 0603563N, relating to Ship Concept Ad-
vanced Design, for requirements development for 
the littoral combat ship.

(b) LIMITATION ON OBLIGATION OF FUNDS.—
The Secretary of the Navy may not obligate any 
funds for the construction of a littoral combat 
ship until after the Secretary submits the report 
required by subsection (c). 

(c) REPORT ON MILESTONE A PLAN AND SCHED-
ULE.—(1) The Secretary of the Navy shall sub-
mit to the congressional defense committees, at 
the same time that the President submits the 
budget for fiscal year 2004 to Congress under 
section 1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, a 
report on development of the littoral combat 
ship. 

(2) The report shall address the plan and 
schedule for fulfilling the requirements of De-
partment of Defense Instruction 5000-series for a 
major defense acquisition Milestone A decision 
for initiation of concept and technology devel-
opment for the littoral combat ship, including 
the following such requirements: 

(A) Consideration of technology issues. 
(B) Market research. 
(C) Validated mission need statement. 
(D) Analysis of multiple concepts. 
(E) Test and evaluation master plan 

(evaluation strategy only). 
(F) Exit criteria. 
(G) Acquisition decision memorandum. 
(3) The report shall include a discussion of the 

Secretary’s acquisition strategy for development 
of the littoral combat ship. 

(d) REQUIREMENTS FOR ACQUISITION STRAT-
EGY.—The Secretary shall ensure that the acqui-
sition strategy for development of the littoral 
combat ship includes the following: 

(1) A concept and technology demonstration 
phase that is robust and, in a manner and on a 
schedule that will inform the Navy’s decisions 
on the concepts, technologies, and capabilities 
to be incorporated into the initial design of the 
littoral combat ship and into follow-on designs, 
capitalizes upon ongoing and planned experi-
ments, demonstrations, and evaluations of—

(A) existing, prototype, and experimental hull 
forms and platforms, including the hull forms 
and platforms relating to—

(i) the Coastal Waters Interdiction Platform; 
(ii) the Hybrid Deep Vee Demonstrator; 
(iii) the Littoral Support Craft (Experimental); 
(iv) the High Speed Vessel; 
(v) surface effects ships; 
(vi) Research Vessel Triton; 
(vii) the SLICE ship; 
(viii) other existing, prototype, and experi-

mental craft that the Secretary considers to be 
appropriate; and 

(ix) other existing ships capable of carrying 
the desired payload packages; 

(B) ship and combat systems components; 
(C) command, control, and communications 

systems; 
(D) intelligence, surveillance, and reconnais-

sance systems; 
(E) weapons systems; and 
(F) support systems. 
(2) A description of the experiments, dem-

onstrations, and evaluations that are needed for 
support of design and development decision-
making for mission modules to be employed on 
the littoral combat ship, including the mission 
modules for—

(A) anti-submarine warfare; 

(B) mine countermeasures; 
(C) anti-ship defense; and 
(D) any other missions that may be envisioned 

for the ship. 
(3) An identification of the experiments, dem-

onstrations, and evaluations that would need to 
be accomplished during the concept and tech-
nology demonstration phase and those that 
would need to be accomplished during the sys-
tem development and demonstration phase (after 
a major defense acquisition Milestone B decision 
to enter that phase). 

(4) A description of the potential trade-offs be-
tween program requirements and capabilities, 
and the methodology (including life cycle cost 
as an independent variable, speed as an inde-
pendent variable, and other applicable program 
attributes), needed to arrive at a design for a lit-
toral combat ship that can be approved 
(pursuant to a major defense acquisition Mile-
stone B decision) for entry into the system de-
velopment and demonstration phase. 

(5) An analysis of the adequacy of existing 
and planned platforms to test the littoral ship 
concept prior to construction of a littoral com-
bat ship.

Subtitle C—Ballistic Missile Defense
SEC. 221. REPORT REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO 

BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE PRO-
GRAMS. 

(a) ANNUAL SUBMISSION OF CURRENT PER-
FORMANCE GOALS AND DEVELOPMENT BASE-
LINES.—(1) The Secretary of Defense shall sub-
mit to the congressional defense committees each 
year the performance goals and development 
baselines—

(A) for those ballistic missile defense systems 
under development by the Missile Defense Agen-
cy that could be fielded; and 

(B) for any other ballistic missile defense pro-
gram or project that has been designated by 
Congress as a special interest item. 

(2) Such performance goals and development 
baselines shall be provided for each block of 
each such system. 

(3) The performance goals and development 
baselines under paragraph (1) shall be included 
annually with the defense budget justification 
materials submitted in support of the President’s 
budget submitted to Congress under section 1105 
of title 31, United States Code. 

(b) RDT&E BUDGET JUSTIFICATION MATE-
RIALS.—The budget justification materials sub-
mitted to Congress for any fiscal year in support 
of a request for the authorization and appro-
priation of funds for research, development, 
test, and evaluation for ballistic missile defense 
systems shall include a funding profile for each 
block of each such system that could be fielded 
that reflects the development baseline submitted 
pursuant to subsection (a) for that fiscal year. 

(c) REVIEW OF MDA CRITERIA IN RELATION TO 
MILITARY REQUIREMENTS.—(1) The Joint Re-
quirements Oversight Council established under 
section 181 of title 10, United States Code, shall 
review cost, schedule, and performance criteria 
for missile defense programs of the Missile De-
fense Agency in order to assess the validity of 
those criteria in relation to military require-
ments. 

(2) The Secretary shall include the results of 
such review with the first annual statement of 
program goals submitted to the congressional de-
fense committees under section 232(c) of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107; 10 U.S.C. 2431 
note) after the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 222. RESPONSIBILITY OF MISSILE DEFENSE 

AGENCY FOR RESEARCH, DEVELOP-
MENT, TEST, AND EVALUATION RE-
LATED TO SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS 
OF PROGRAMS TRANSFERRED TO 
MILITARY DEPARTMENTS. 

Section 224(e) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘before a’’ and inserting ‘‘for 
each’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘is’’; and 
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(3) by striking ‘‘roles and responsibilities’’ and 

all that follows through the period at the end 
and inserting ‘‘responsibility for research, devel-
opment, test, and evaluation related to system 
improvements for that program remains with the 
Director.’’.
SEC. 223. LIMITATION ON OBLIGATION OF FUNDS 

FOR THEATER HIGH ALTITUDE AREA 
DEFENSE PROGRAM PENDING SUB-
MISSION OF REQUIRED LIFE-CYCLE 
COST INFORMATION. 

(a) LIMITATION PENDING SUBMISSION OF CER-
TIFICATION.—Not more than 85 percent of the 
amount specified in subsection (b) may be obli-
gated until the Secretary of Defense submits to 
the congressional defense committees the esti-
mated total life-cycle cost of the Theater High 
Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) program as re-
quired for programs in engineering and manu-
facturing development by section 232(d) of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107; 10 U.S.C. 2431 
note). 

(b) FUNDS SUBJECT TO LIMITATION.—Sub-
section (a) applies to the amount authorized to 
be appropriated for fiscal year 2003 for the Mis-
sile Defense Agency for the Theater High Alti-
tude Area Defense (THAAD) program.
SEC. 224. PROVISION OF INFORMATION ON 

FLIGHT TESTING OF GROUND-BASED 
MIDCOURSE NATIONAL MISSILE DE-
FENSE SYSTEM. 

(a) INFORMATION TO BE FURNISHED TO CON-
GRESSIONAL COMMITTEES.—The Director of the 
Missile Defense Agency shall provide to the con-
gressional defense committees information on 
the results of each flight test of the Ground-
based Midcourse national missile defense sys-
tem. 

(b) CONTENT.—Information provided under 
subsection (a) on the results of a flight test shall 
include the following matters: 

(1) A thorough discussion of the content and 
objectives of the test. 

(2) For each such test objective, a statement 
regarding whether or not the objective was 
achieved. 

(3) For any such test objective not achieved—
(A) a thorough discussion describing the rea-

sons that the objective was not achieved; and 
(B) a discussion of any plans for future tests 

to achieve that objective.
SEC. 225. REFERENCES TO NEW NAME FOR BAL-

LISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE ORGANIZA-
TION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Any reference to the Bal-
listic Missile Defense Organization in any provi-
sion of law, regulation, map, document, record, 
or other paper of the United States shall be con-
sidered to be a reference to the Missile Defense 
Agency.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) Title 10, 
United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(A) Sections 203, 223, and 224 are each amend-
ed by striking ‘‘Ballistic Missile Defense Organi-
zation’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘Missile Defense Agency’’. 

(B)(i) The heading for section 203 is amended 
to read as follows: 
‘‘§ 203. Director of Missile Defense Agency’’. 

(ii) The item relating to section 203 in the 
table of sections at the beginning of subchapter 
II of chapter 8 is amended to read as follows:

‘‘203. Director of Missile Defense Agency.’’.
(2) The National Defense Authorization Act 

for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107) is 
amended as follows: 

(A) Sections 232 (115 Stat. 1037; 10 U.S.C. 2431 
note), 233 (115 Stat. 1039), and 235 (115 Stat. 
1041) are each amended by striking ‘‘Ballistic 
Missile Defense Organization’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘Missile Defense Agency’’. 

(B) The heading for section 232 is amended to 
read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 232. PROGRAM ELEMENTS FOR MISSILE DE-

FENSE AGENCY.’’. 
(3) Section 3132 of the Floyd D. Spence Na-

tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 

Year 2001 (as enacted into law by Public Law 
106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–455; 10 U.S.C. 2431 note) 
is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘Ballistic Missile Defense Or-
ganization’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘Missile Defense Agency’’; 

(B) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘BMDO’’ 
and inserting ‘‘MDA’’; and 

(C) by amending the heading to read as fol-
lows: 
‘‘SEC. 3132. ENHANCED COOPERATION BETWEEN 

NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY AD-
MINISTRATION AND MISSILE DE-
FENSE AGENCY.’’. 

(4) The following provisions are each amended 
by striking ‘‘Ballistic Missile Defense Organiza-
tion’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘Missile Defense Agency’’: 

(A) Section 233 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (Public Law 
105–85; 10 U.S.C. 223 note). 

(B) Section 243 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 
103–160; 10 U.S.C. 2431 note).
SEC. 226. ONE-YEAR LIMITATION ON USE OF 

FUNDS FOR NUCLEAR ARMED INTER-
CEPTORS. 

(a) LIMITATION.—None of the funds described 
in subsection (b) may be obligated for research, 
development, test, or evaluation, or for procure-
ment, of a nuclear armed interceptor as a com-
ponent of a missile defense system. 

(b) COVERED FUNDS.—Subsection (a) applies 
to funds made available to the Department of 
Defense pursuant to an authorization of appro-
priations in this title or title I or to the Depart-
ment of Energy pursuant to an authorization of 
appropriations in title XXXI.
Subtitle D—Improved Management of Depart-

ment of Defense Test and Evaluation Facili-
ties

SEC. 231. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE TEST RE-
SOURCE MANAGEMENT CENTER. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—(1) Subchapter I of 
chapter 8 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new section:
‘‘§ 196. Department of Defense Test Resource 

Management Center 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT AS DEPARTMENT OF DE-

FENSE FIELD ACTIVITY.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall establish within the Department of 
Defense under section 191 of this title a Depart-
ment of Defense Test Resource Management 
Center (hereinafter in this section referred to as 
the ‘Center’). The Secretary shall designate the 
Center as a Department of Defense Field Activ-
ity. 

‘‘(b) DIRECTOR AND DEPUTY DIRECTOR.—(1) At 
the head of the Center shall be a Director, se-
lected by the Secretary from among commis-
sioned officers of the armed forces on active 
duty. The Director, while so serving, holds the 
grade of lieutenant general or, in the case of an 
officer of the Navy, vice admiral. 

‘‘(2) There shall be a Deputy Director of the 
Center, selected by the Secretary from among 
senior civilian officers and employees of the De-
partment of Defense who have substantial expe-
rience in the field of test and evaluation. The 
Deputy Director shall act for, and exercise the 
powers of, the Director when the Director is dis-
abled or the position of Director is vacant. 

‘‘(c) DUTIES OF DIRECTOR.—The Director shall 
have the following duties: 

‘‘(1) To review and provide oversight of pro-
posed Department of Defense budgets and ex-
penditures for—

‘‘(A) the test and evaluation facilities and re-
sources of the Major Range and Test Facility 
Base of the Department of Defense; and 

‘‘(B) all other test and evaluation facilities 
and resources within and outside of the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

‘‘(2) To complete and maintain the strategic 
plan required by subsection (d). 

‘‘(3) To review proposed budgets under sub-
section (e) and submit reports and certifications 
required by such subsection. 

‘‘(4) To administer the Central Test and Eval-
uation Investment Program and the program of 
the Department of Defense for test and evalua-
tion science and technology. 

‘‘(d) STRATEGIC PLAN FOR DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE TEST AND EVALUATION RESOURCES.—
(1) Not less often than once every two fiscal 
years, the Director, in coordination with the Di-
rector of Operational Test and Evaluation, the 
Secretaries of the military departments, and the 
heads of Defense Agencies with test and evalua-
tion responsibilities, shall complete a strategic 
plan reflecting the needs of the Department of 
Defense with respect to test and evaluation fa-
cilities and resources. Each such strategic plan 
shall cover the period of ten fiscal years begin-
ning with the fiscal year in which the plan is 
submitted under paragraph (3). The strategic 
plan shall be based on a comprehensive review 
of the test and evaluation requirements of the 
Department and the adequacy of the test and 
evaluation facilities and resources of the De-
partment to meet those requirements. 

‘‘(2) The strategic plan shall include the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(A) An assessment of the test and evaluation 
requirements of the Department for the period 
covered by the plan. 

‘‘(B) An identification of performance meas-
ures associated with the successful achievement 
of test and evaluation objectives for the period 
covered by the plan. 

‘‘(C) An assessment of the test and evaluation 
facilities and resources that will be needed to 
meet such requirements and satisfy such per-
formance measures. 

‘‘(D) An assessment of the current state of the 
test and evaluation facilities and resources of 
the Department. 

‘‘(E) An itemization of acquisitions, upgrades, 
and improvements necessary to ensure that the 
test and evaluation facilities and resources of 
the Department are adequate to meet such re-
quirements and satisfy such performance meas-
ures. 

‘‘(F) An assessment of the budgetary resources 
necessary to implement such acquisitions, up-
grades, and improvements. 

‘‘(3) Upon completing a strategic plan under 
paragraph (1), the Director shall submit to the 
Secretary of Defense a report on that plan. The 
report shall include the plan and a description 
of the review on which the plan is based. 

‘‘(4) Not later than 60 days after the date on 
which the report is submitted under paragraph 
(3), the Secretary of Defense shall transmit to 
the Committee on Armed Services and Committee 
on Appropriations of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Armed Services and Committee on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives the 
report, together with any comments with respect 
to the report that the Secretary considers appro-
priate. 

‘‘(e) CERTIFICATION OF BUDGETS.—(1) The 
Secretary of Defense, acting through the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), shall require 
that the Secretary of each military department, 
the Director of Operational Test and Evalua-
tion, and the head of each Defense Agency with 
test and evaluation responsibilities transmit 
such Secretary’s, Director’s, or head’s proposed 
budget for test and evaluation activities for a 
fiscal year to the Director of the Center for re-
view under paragraph (2) before submitting 
such proposed budget to the Under Secretary of 
Defense (Comptroller). 

‘‘(2)(A) The Director of the Center shall re-
view each proposed budget transmitted under 
paragraph (1) and shall, not later than January 
31 of the year preceding the fiscal year for 
which such budgets are proposed, submit to the 
Secretary of Defense a report containing the 
comments of the Director with respect to all 
such proposed budgets, together with the certifi-
cation of the Director as to whether such pro-
posed budgets are adequate. 
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‘‘(B) The Director shall also submit, together 

with such report and such certification, an ad-
ditional certification as to whether such pro-
posed budgets provide balanced support for such 
strategic plan. 

‘‘(3) The Secretary of Defense shall, not later 
than March 31 of the year preceding the fiscal 
year for which such budgets are proposed, sub-
mit to Congress a report on those proposed 
budgets which the Director has not certified 
under paragraph (2)(A) to be adequate. The re-
port shall include the following matters:

‘‘(A) A discussion of the actions that the Sec-
retary proposes to take, together with any rec-
ommended legislation that the Secretary con-
siders appropriate, to address the inadequacy of 
the proposed budgets. 

‘‘(B) Any additional comments that the Sec-
retary considers appropriate regarding the inad-
equacy of the proposed budgets. 

‘‘(f) SUPERVISION OF DIRECTOR BY UNDER SEC-
RETARY.—The Director of the Center shall be 
subject to the supervision of the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, 
and Logistics. The Director shall report directly 
to the Under Secretary, without the interposi-
tion of any other supervising official. 

‘‘(g) ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT OF CENTER.—
The Secretary of Defense shall provide the Di-
rector with administrative support adequate for 
carrying out the Director’s responsibilities under 
this section. The Secretary shall provide the 
support out of the headquarters activities of the 
Department or any other activities that the Sec-
retary considers appropriate. 

‘‘(h) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘Major Range and Test Facility Base’ means the 
test and evaluation facilities and resources that 
are designated by the Director of Operational 
Test and Evaluation as facilities and resources 
comprising the Major Range and Test Facility 
Base.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such subchapter is amended by adding at the 
end the following new item:

‘‘196. Department of Defense Test Resource 
Management Center.’’.

(b) FIRST STRATEGIC PLAN.—The first strategic 
plan required to be completed under subsection 
(d)(1) of section 196 of title 10, United States 
Code (as added by subsection (a)), shall be com-
pleted not later than six months after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

(c) ADMINISTRATION OF CTEIP AND DOD T&E 
S&T PROGRAMS.—The duty of the Director of 
the Department of Defense Test Resource Man-
agement Center to administer the programs spec-
ified in subsection (c)(4) of section 196 of title 10, 
United States Code (as added by subsection (a)), 
shall take effect, and such programs shall be 
placed under control of such Director, upon the 
beginning of the first fiscal year that begins 
after the report on the first strategic plan re-
ferred to subsection (b) is transmitted to the con-
gressional committees required by subsection 
(d)(4) of such section 196.
SEC. 232. OBJECTIVE FOR INSTITUTIONAL FUND-

ING OF TEST AND EVALUATION FA-
CILITIES. 

(a) FUNDING OBJECTIVE.—The Secretary of 
Defense shall establish the objective of ensuring 
that, by fiscal year 2006—

(1) the institutional and overhead costs of a 
facility or resource of a military department or 
Defense Agency that is within the Major Range 
and Test Facility Base are fully funded through 
the major test and evaluation investment ac-
counts of the military department or Defense 
Agency, the account of the Central Test and 
Evaluation Investment Program of the Depart-
ment of Defense, and other appropriate ac-
counts of the military department or Defense 
Agency; and 

(2) the charge to an element of the Depart-
ment of Defense for a use by that element of 
such a facility or resource for testing under a 
particular program is not more than the amount 

equal to the direct costs of such use by that ele-
ment. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘Major Range and Test Facility 

Base’’ means the test and evaluation facilities 
and resources that are designated by the Direc-
tor of Operational Test and Evaluation as facili-
ties and resources comprising the Major Range 
and Test Facility Base. 

(2) The term ‘‘institutional and overhead 
costs’’, with respect to a facility or resource 
within the Major Range Test and Facility 
Base—

(A) means the costs of maintaining, operating, 
upgrading, and modernizing the facility or re-
source; and 

(B) does not include any incremental cost of 
operating the facility or resource that is attrib-
utable to the use of the facility or resource for 
testing under a particular program. 

(3) The term ‘‘direct costs’’, with respect to a 
facility or resource within the Major Range and 
Test Facility Base, means those costs that are 
directly attributable to the use of the facility or 
resource for testing under a particular program, 
over and above the institutional and overhead 
costs with respect to the facility or resource.
SEC. 233. UNIFORM FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT 

SYSTEM FOR DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE TEST AND EVALUATION FA-
CILITIES. 

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR SYSTEM.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall implement a single fi-
nancial management and accounting system for 
all test and evaluation facilities of the Depart-
ment of Defense. The Secretary shall implement 
such system as soon as practicable, and shall es-
tablish the objective that such system be imple-
mented not later than September 30, 2006. 

(b) SYSTEM FEATURES.—The system required 
by subsection (a) shall be designed to achieve, at 
a minimum, the following functional objectives: 

(1) Enable managers within the Department of 
Defense to compare the costs of carrying out test 
and evaluation activities in the various facilities 
of the military departments. 

(2) Enable the Secretary of Defense—
(A) to make prudent investment decisions; and 
(B) to reduce the extent to which unnecessary 

costs of owning and operating test and evalua-
tion facilities of the Department of Defense are 
incurred. 

(3) Enable the Department of Defense to track 
the total cost of test and evaluation activities. 

(4) Comply with the financial management ar-
chitecture established by the Secretary.
SEC. 234. TEST AND EVALUATION WORKFORCE 

IMPROVEMENTS. 
(a) REPORT ON CAPABILITIES.—Not later than 

March 15, 2003, the Under Secretary of Defense 
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics shall 
submit to Congress a report on the capabilities 
of the test and evaluation workforce of the De-
partment of Defense. The Under Secretary shall 
consult with the Under Secretary of Defense for 
Personnel and Readiness and the Director of 
Operational Test and Evaluation in preparing 
the report. 

(b) REQUIREMENT FOR PLAN.—(1) The report 
shall contain a plan for taking the actions nec-
essary to ensure that the test and evaluation 
workforce of the Department of Defense is of 
sufficient size and has the expertise necessary to 
timely and accurately identify issues of military 
suitability and effectiveness of Department of 
Defense systems through testing of the systems. 

(2) The plan shall set forth objectives for the 
size, composition, and qualifications of the 
workforce, and shall specify the actions 
(including recruitment, retention, and training) 
and milestones for achieving the objectives. 

(c) ADDITIONAL MATTERS.—The report shall 
also include the following matters: 

(1) An assessment of the changing size and de-
mographics of the test and evaluation work-
force, including the impact of anticipated retire-
ments among the most experienced personnel 
over the period of five fiscal years beginning 

with fiscal year 2003, together with a discussion 
of the management actions necessary to address 
the changes. 

(2) An assessment of the anticipated work-
loads and responsibilities of the test and evalua-
tion workforce over the period of ten fiscal years 
beginning with fiscal year 2003, together with 
the number and qualifications of military and 
civilian personnel necessary to carry out such 
workloads and responsibilities. 

(3) The Under Secretary’s specific plans for 
using the demonstration authority provided in 
section 4308 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public Law 104–
106; 10 U.S.C. 1701 note) and other special per-
sonnel management authorities of the Under 
Secretary to attract and retain qualified per-
sonnel in the test and evaluation workforce. 

(4) Any recommended legislation or additional 
special authority that the Under Secretary con-
siders appropriate for facilitating the recruit-
ment and retention of qualified personnel for 
the test and evaluation workforce. 

(5) Any other matters that are relevant to the 
capabilities of the test and evaluation work-
force.
SEC. 235. COMPLIANCE WITH TESTING REQUIRE-

MENTS. 
(a) ANNUAL OT&E REPORT.—Subsection (g) of 

section 139 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting after the fourth sentence 
the following: ‘‘The report for a fiscal year shall 
also include an assessment of the waivers of and 
deviations from requirements in test and evalua-
tion master plans and other testing requirements 
that occurred during the fiscal year, any con-
cerns raised by the waivers or deviations, and 
the actions that have been taken or are planned 
to be taken to address the concerns.’’. 

(b) REORGANIZATION OF PROVISION.—Sub-
section (g) of such section, as amended by sub-
section (a), is further amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘(g)’’; 
(2) by designating the second sentence as 

paragraph (2); 
(3) by designating the third sentence as para-

graph (3); 
(4) by designating the matter consisting of the 

fourth and fifth sentences as paragraph (4); and 
(5) by designating the sixth sentence as para-

graph (5).

Subtitle E—Other Matters
SEC. 241. PILOT PROGRAMS FOR REVITALIZING 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE LABORA-
TORIES. 

(a) ADDITIONAL PILOT PROGRAM.—(1) The 
Secretary of Defense may carry out a pilot pro-
gram to demonstrate improved efficiency in the 
performance of research, development, test, and 
evaluation functions of the Department of De-
fense. 

(2) Under the pilot program, the Secretary of 
Defense shall provide the director of one science 
and technology laboratory, and the director of 
one test and evaluation laboratory, of each mili-
tary department with authority for the fol-
lowing: 

(A) To use innovative methods of personnel 
management appropriate for ensuring that the 
selected laboratories can— 

(i) employ and retain a workforce appro-
priately balanced between permanent and tem-
porary personnel and among workers with ap-
propriate levels of skills and experience; and 

(ii) effectively shape workforces to ensure that 
the workforces have the necessary sets of skills 
and experience to fulfill their organizational 
missions. 

(B) To develop or expand innovative methods 
of entering into and expanding cooperative rela-
tionships and arrangements with private sector 
organizations, educational institutions 
(including primary and secondary schools), and 
State and local governments to facilitate the 
training of a future scientific and technical 
workforce that will contribute significantly to 
the accomplishment of organizational missions. 

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 03:39 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00043 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 6333 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.057 H12PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8104 November 12, 2002
(C) To develop or expand innovative methods 

of establishing cooperative relationships and ar-
rangements with private sector organizations 
and educational institutions to promote the es-
tablishment of the technological industrial base 
in areas critical for Department of Defense tech-
nological requirements. 

(D) To waive any restrictions not required by 
law that apply to the demonstration and imple-
mentation of methods for achieving the objec-
tives set forth in subparagraphs (A), (B), and 
(C). 

(3) The Secretary may carry out the pilot pro-
gram under this subsection at each selected lab-
oratory for a period of three years beginning not 
later than March 1, 2003. 

(b) RELATIONSHIP TO FISCAL YEARS 1999 AND 
2000 REVITALIZATION PILOT PROGRAMS.—The 
pilot program under this section is in addition 
to, but may be carried out in conjunction with, 
the fiscal years 1999 and 2000 revitalization pilot 
programs. 

(c) REPORTS.—(1) Not later than January 1, 
2003, the Secretary shall submit to Congress a 
report on the experience under the fiscal years 
1999 and 2000 revitalization pilot programs in 
exercising the authorities provided for the ad-
ministration of those programs. The report shall 
include a description of—

(A) barriers to the exercise of the authorities 
that have been encountered; 

(B) the proposed solutions for overcoming the 
barriers; and 

(C) the progress made in overcoming the bar-
riers. 

(2) Not later than September 1, 2003, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to Congress a re-
port on the implementation of the pilot program 
under subsection (a) and the fiscal years 1999 
and 2000 revitalization pilot programs. The re-
port shall include, for each such pilot program, 
the following: 

(A) Each laboratory selected for the pilot pro-
gram. 

(B) To the extent practicable, a description of 
the innovative methods that are to be tested at 
each laboratory. 

(C) The criteria to be used for measuring the 
success of each method to be tested. 

(3) Not later than 90 days after the expiration 
of the period for the participation of a labora-
tory in a pilot program referred to in paragraph 
(2), the Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
Congress a final report on the participation of 
that laboratory in the pilot program. The report 
shall include the following: 

(A) A description of the methods tested. 
(B) The results of the testing. 
(C) The lessons learned. 
(D) Any proposal for legislation that the Sec-

retary recommends on the basis of the experi-
ence at that laboratory under the pilot program. 

(d) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR OTHER RE-
VITALIZATION PILOT PROGRAMS.—(1) Section 
246(a)(4) of the Strom Thurmond National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1999 
(Public Law 105–261; 112 Stat. 1956; 10 U.S.C. 
2358 note) is amended by striking ‘‘a period of 
three years’’ and inserting ‘‘up to six years’’. 

(2) Section 245(a)(4) of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public 
Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 553; 10 U.S.C. 2358 note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘a period of three years’’ 
and inserting ‘‘up to five years’’. 

(e) PARTNERSHIPS UNDER PILOT PROGRAM.—
(1) The Secretary of Defense may authorize one 
or more laboratories and test centers partici-
pating in the pilot program under subsection (a) 
or in one of the fiscal years 1999 and 2000 revi-
talization pilot programs to enter into a cooper-
ative arrangement (in this subsection referred to 
as a ‘‘public-private partnership’’) with entities 
in the private sector and institutions of higher 
education for the performance of work. 

(2) A competitive process shall be used for the 
selection of entities outside the Government to 
participate in a public-private partnership. 

(3)(A) Not more than one public-private part-
nership may be established as a limited liability 
company. 

(B) An entity participating in a limited liabil-
ity company as a party to a public-private part-
nership under the pilot program may contribute 
funds to the company, accept contributions of 
funds for the company, and provide materials, 
services, and use of facilities for research, tech-
nology, and infrastructure of the company, if it 
is determined under regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of Defense that doing so will im-
prove the efficiency of the performance of re-
search, test, and evaluation functions of the De-
partment of Defense. 

(f) FISCAL YEARS 1999 AND 2000 
REVITALIZATION PILOT PROGRAMS DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘‘fiscal years 1999 and 2000 
revitalization pilot programs’’ means—

(1) the pilot programs authorized by section 
246 of the Strom Thurmond National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (Public 
Law 105–261; 112 Stat. 1955; 10 U.S.C. 2358 note); 
and 

(2) the pilot programs authorized by section 
245 of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public Law 106–65; 113 
Stat. 552; 10 U.S.C. 2358 note).
SEC. 242. TECHNOLOGY TRANSITION INITIATIVE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND CONDUCT.—(1) Chap-
ter 139 of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed by inserting after section 2359 the following 
new section: 
‘‘§ 2359a. Technology Transition Initiative 

‘‘(a) INITIATIVE REQUIRED.—The Secretary of 
Defense, acting through the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis-
tics, shall carry out an initiative, to be known 
as the Technology Transition Initiative 
(hereinafter in this section referred to as the 
‘Initiative’), to facilitate the rapid transition of 
new technologies from science and technology 
programs of the Department of Defense into ac-
quisition programs of the Department for the 
production of such technologies. 

‘‘(b) OBJECTIVES.—The objectives of the Initia-
tive are as follows: 

‘‘(1) To accelerate the introduction of new 
technologies into operational capabilities for the 
armed forces. 

‘‘(2) To successfully demonstrate new tech-
nologies in relevant environments. 

‘‘(c) MANAGEMENT OF INITIATIVE.—(1) The 
Under Secretary shall designate a senior official 
of the Department of Defense (hereinafter in 
this section referred to as the ‘Manager’) to 
manage the Initiative. 

‘‘(2) In managing the Initiative, the Manager 
shall—

‘‘(A) report directly to the Under Secretary; 
and 

‘‘(B) obtain advice and other assistance from 
the Technology Transition Council established 
under subsection (g). 

‘‘(3) The Manager shall—
‘‘(A) in consultation with the Technology 

Transition Council established under subsection 
(g), identify promising technology transition 
projects that can contribute to meeting Depart-
ment of Defense technology goals and require-
ments; 

‘‘(B) identify potential sponsors in the De-
partment of Defense to manage such projects; 
and 

‘‘(C) provide funds under subsection (f) for 
those projects that are selected under subsection 
(d)(2). 

‘‘(d) SELECTION OF PROJECTS.—(1) The science 
and technology and acquisition executives of 
each military department and each appropriate 
Defense Agency and the commanders of the uni-
fied and specified combatant commands may 
nominate technology transition projects for im-
plementation under subsection (e) and shall 
submit a list of the projects so nominated to the 
Manager. 

‘‘(2) The Manager, in consultation with the 
Technology Transition Council established 
under subsection (g), shall select projects for im-
plementation under subsection (e) from among 

the projects on the lists submitted under para-
graph (1). 

‘‘(e) IMPLEMENTATION OF PROJECTS.—For each 
project selected under subsection (d)(2), the 
Manager shall designate a military department 
or Defense Agency to implement the project. 

‘‘(f) FUNDING OF PROJECTS.—(1) From funds 
made available to the Manager for the Initia-
tive, the Manager shall, subject to paragraphs 
(2) and (3), provide funds for each project se-
lected under subsection (d)(2) in an amount de-
termined by mutual agreement between the 
Manager and the acquisition executive of the 
military department or Defense Agency con-
cerned.

‘‘(2) The amount of funds provided to a 
project under paragraph (1) shall be not less 
than the amount equal to 50 percent of the total 
cost of the project. 

‘‘(3) A project shall not be provided funds 
under this subsection for more than four fiscal 
years. 

‘‘(g) TECHNOLOGY TRANSITION COUNCIL.—(1) 
There is a Technology Transition Council in the 
Department of Defense. The Council is com-
posed of the following members: 

‘‘(A) The science and technology executive of 
each military department and each Defense 
Agency. 

‘‘(B) The acquisition executive of each mili-
tary department. 

‘‘(C) The members of the Joint Requirements 
Oversight Council. 

‘‘(2) The duty of the Council shall be to pro-
vide advice and assistance to the Manager 
under this section. 

‘‘(3) The Council shall meet not less often 
than semiannually to carry out its duty under 
paragraph (2). 

‘‘(h) REPORT.—Not later than March 31 of 
each year, the Under Secretary shall submit to 
the Committee on Armed Services and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate and the 
Committee on Armed Services and the Committee 
on Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives a report on the activities carried out by the 
Initiative during the preceding fiscal year. 

‘‘(i) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘acquisition executive’, with respect to a mili-
tary department or Defense Agency, means the 
official designated as the senior procurement ex-
ecutive for that military department or Defense 
Agency for the purposes of section 16(3) of the 
Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 
U.S.C. 414(3)).’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 2359 the following new 
item:

‘‘2359a. Technology Transition Initiative.’’.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Of 
the amount authorized to be appropriated under 
section 201(4), $25,430,000 may be available in 
program element 0603826D8Z for technology 
transition activities of the Department of De-
fense, including the Technology Transition Ini-
tiative required by section 2359a of title 10, 
United States Code (as added by subsection (a)), 
the Defense Acquisition Challenge Program re-
quired by section 2359b of title 10, United States 
Code (as added by section 243), and Quick Reac-
tion Special Projects.
SEC. 243. DEFENSE ACQUISITION CHALLENGE 

PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 139 of title 10, 

United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 2359a (as added by section 242) the 
following new section:
‘‘§ 2359b. Defense Acquisition Challenge Pro-

gram 
‘‘(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.—(1) The Secretary 

of Defense, acting through the Under Secretary 
of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Lo-
gistics, shall carry out a program to provide op-
portunities for the increased introduction of in-
novative and cost-saving technology in acquisi-
tion programs of the Department of Defense. 
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‘‘(2) The program, to be known as the Defense 

Acquisition Challenge Program (hereinafter in 
this section referred to as the ‘Challenge Pro-
gram’), shall provide any person or activity 
within or outside the Department of Defense 
with the opportunity to propose alternatives, to 
be known as challenge proposals, at the compo-
nent, subsystem, or system level of an existing 
Department of Defense acquisition program that 
would result in improvements in performance, 
affordability, manufacturability, or operational 
capability of that acquisition program. 

‘‘(b) PANELS.—The Under Secretary shall es-
tablish one or more panels of highly qualified 
scientists and engineers (hereinafter in this sec-
tion referred to as ‘Panels’) to provide prelimi-
nary evaluations of challenge proposals under 
subsection (c). 

‘‘(c) PRELIMINARY EVALUATION BY PANELS.—
(1) Under procedures prescribed by the Under 
Secretary, a person or activity within or outside 
the Department of Defense may submit chal-
lenge proposals to a Panel, through the unsolic-
ited proposal process or in response to a broad 
agency announcement. 

‘‘(2) The Under Secretary shall establish pro-
cedures pursuant to which appropriate officials 
of the Department of Defense may identify pro-
posals submitted through the unsolicited pro-
posal process as challenge proposals. The proce-
dures shall provide for the expeditious referral 
of such proposals to a Panel for preliminary 
evaluation under this subsection. 

‘‘(3) The Under Secretary shall issue on an 
annual basis not less than one such broad agen-
cy announcement inviting interested parties to 
submit challenge proposals. Such announce-
ments may also identify particular technology 
areas and acquisition programs that will be 
given priority in the evaluation of challenge 
proposals. 

‘‘(4) Under procedures established by the 
Under Secretary, a Panel shall carry out a pre-
liminary evaluation of each challenge proposal 
submitted in response to a broad agency an-
nouncement, or submitted through the unsolic-
ited proposal process and identified as a chal-
lenge proposal in accordance with paragraph 
(2), to determine each of the following: 

‘‘(A) Whether the challenge proposal has 
merit. 

‘‘(B) Whether the challenge proposal is likely 
to result in improvements in performance, af-
fordability, manufacturability, or operational 
capability at the component, subsystem, or sys-
tem level of an acquisition program. 

‘‘(C) Whether the challenge proposal could be 
implemented in the acquisition program rapidly, 
at an acceptable cost, and without unacceptable 
disruption to the acquisition program. 

‘‘(5) The Under Secretary may establish proce-
dures to ensure that the Challenge Program 
does not become an avenue for the repetitive 
submission of proposals that have been pre-
viously reviewed and found not to have merit. 

‘‘(6) If a Panel determines that a challenge 
proposal satisfies each of the criteria specified 
in paragraph (4), the person or activity submit-
ting that challenge proposal shall be provided 
an opportunity to submit such challenge pro-
posal for a full review and evaluation under 
subsection (d). 

‘‘(d) FULL REVIEW AND EVALUATION.—(1) 
Under procedures prescribed by the Under Sec-
retary, for each challenge proposal submitted 
for a full review and evaluation as provided in 
subsection (c)(6), the office carrying out the ac-
quisition program to which the proposal relates 
shall, in consultation with the prime system 
contractor carrying out such program, conduct 
a full review and evaluation of the proposal. 

‘‘(2) The full review and evaluation shall, 
independent of the determination of a Panel 
under subsection (c)(4), determine each of the 
matters specified in subparagraphs (A), (B), and 
(C) of such subsection. The full review and eval-
uation shall also include—

‘‘(A) an assessment of the cost of adopting the 
challenge proposal and implementing it in the 
acquisition program; and 

‘‘(B) consideration of any intellectual prop-
erty issues associated with the challenge pro-
posal. 

‘‘(e) ACTION UPON FAVORABLE FULL REVIEW 
AND EVALUATION.—(1) Under procedures pre-
scribed by the Under Secretary, each challenge 
proposal determined under a full review and 
evaluation to satisfy each of the criteria speci-
fied in subsection (c)(4) with respect to an ac-
quisition program shall be considered by the of-
fice carrying out the applicable acquisition pro-
gram and the prime system contractor for incor-
poration into the acquisition program as a new 
technology insertion at the component, sub-
system, or system level. 

‘‘(2) The Under Secretary shall encourage the 
adoption of each challenge proposal referred to 
in paragraph (1) by providing suitable incen-
tives to the office carrying out the acquisition 
program and the prime system contractor car-
rying out such program. 

‘‘(f) ACCESS TO TECHNICAL RESOURCES.—(1) 
Under procedures established by the Under Sec-
retary, the technical resources of the labora-
tories, research, development, and engineering 
centers, test and evaluation activities, and other 
elements of the Department may be called upon 
to support the activities of the Challenge Pro-
gram. 

‘‘(2) Funds available to carry out this program 
may be used to compensate such laboratories, 
centers, activities, and elements for technical as-
sistance provided to a Panel pursuant to para-
graph (1). 

‘‘(g) ELIMINATION OF CONFLICTS OF INTER-
EST.—In carrying out each preliminary evalua-
tion under subsection (c) and full review under 
subsection (d), the Under Secretary shall ensure 
the elimination of conflicts of interest. 

‘‘(h) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—Funds 
made available for the Challenge Program may 
be used only for activities authorized by this 
section, and not for implementation of challenge 
proposals. 

‘‘(i) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Under Secretary 
shall submit an annual report on the Challenge 
Program to Congress. The report shall be sub-
mitted at the same time as the President submits 
the budget for a fiscal year to Congress under 
section 1105(a) of title 31, and shall cover the 
conduct of the Challenge Program for the pre-
ceding fiscal year. The report shall include the 
number and scope of challenge proposals sub-
mitted, preliminarily evaluated, subjected to full 
review and evaluation, and adopted. No report 
is required for a fiscal year in which the Chal-
lenge Program is not carried out. 

‘‘(j) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The Sec-
retary may not carry out the Challenge Program 
under this section after September 30, 2007.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section 
2359a (as added by section 242) the following 
new item:

‘‘2359b. Defense Acquisition Challenge Pro-
gram.’’.

SEC. 244. ENCOURAGEMENT OF SMALL BUSI-
NESSES AND NONTRADITIONAL DE-
FENSE CONTRACTORS TO SUBMIT 
PROPOSALS POTENTIALLY BENE-
FICIAL FOR COMBATING TER-
RORISM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF OUTREACH PROGRAM.—
During fiscal years 2003, 2004, and 2005, the Sec-
retary of Defense, acting through the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Tech-
nology, and Logistics, shall carry out a program 
of outreach to small businesses and nontradi-
tional defense contractors for the purpose set 
forth in subsection (b). 

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the outreach 
program is to provide a process for reviewing 
and evaluating research activities of, and new 
technologies being developed by, small busi-

nesses and nontraditional defense contractors 
that have the potential for meeting a defense re-
quirement or technology development goal of the 
Department of Defense that relates to the mis-
sion of the Department of Defense to combat ter-
rorism. 

(c) GOALS.—The goals of the outreach pro-
gram are as follows: 

(1) To increase efforts within the Department 
of Defense to survey and identify research ac-
tivities and new technologies described in sub-
section (b). 

(2) To provide the Under Secretary of Defense 
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics with 
a source of expert advice on new technologies 
for combating terrorism. 

(3) To increase efforts to educate nontradi-
tional defense contractors on Department of De-
fense acquisition processes, including regula-
tions, procedures, funding opportunities, mili-
tary needs and requirements, and technology 
transfer so as to encourage such contractors to 
submit proposals regarding research activities 
and new technologies described in subsection 
(b). 

(4) To increase efforts to provide timely re-
sponse by the Department of Defense to acquisi-
tion proposals (including unsolicited proposals) 
submitted to the Department by small businesses 
and by nontraditional defense contractors re-
garding research activities and new technologies 
described in subsection (b), including through 
the use of electronic transactions to facilitate 
the processing of such proposals. 

(d) REVIEW PANEL.—(1) The Secretary shall 
appoint, under the outreach program, a panel 
for the review and evaluation of acquisition pro-
posals described in subsection (c)(4). 

(2) The panel shall be composed of qualified 
personnel from the military departments, rel-
evant Defense Agencies, industry, academia, 
and other private sector organizations. 

(3) Under procedures prescribed by the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Tech-
nology, and Logistics, a small business or non-
traditional defense contractor may submit ac-
quisition proposals for consideration under the 
program through the unsolicited proposal proc-
ess or in response to a broad agency announce-
ment. The Under Secretary shall issue on an an-
nual basis not less than one such broad agency 
announcement inviting parties to submit pro-
posals. 

(4) Under procedures prescribed by the Under 
Secretary, the panel shall review and evaluate 
acquisition proposals selected by the panel. An 
acquisition proposal shall be selected for review 
and evaluation if the panel determines that the 
acquisition proposal may present a unique and 
valuable approach for meeting a defense re-
quirement or technology development goal of the 
Department of Defense that relates to the mis-
sion of the Department of Defense to combat ter-
rorism. In carrying out its duties under this 
paragraph, the panel may act through rep-
resentatives designated by the panel. 

(5) The panel shall—
(A) not later than 60 days after the date on 

which the panel receives an acquisition proposal 
described in subsection (c)(4), transmit to the 
small business or nontraditional defense con-
tractor that submitted the proposal a notifica-
tion regarding whether the acquisition proposal 
has been selected under paragraph (4) for re-
view and evaluation; 

(B) to the maximum extent practicable, com-
plete the review and evaluation of each selected 
acquisition proposal not later than 120 days 
after the date on which such proposal is selected 
under paragraph (4); and 

(C) after completing the review and evalua-
tion of an acquisition proposal, transmit the re-
sults of that review and evaluation to the small 
business or nontraditional defense contractor 
that submitted the proposal. 

(6) The Secretary shall ensure that the panel, 
in reviewing and evaluating acquisition pro-
posals under this subsection, has the authority 
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to obtain assistance, to a reasonable extent, 
from the appropriate technical resources of the 
laboratories, research, development, and engi-
neering centers, test and evaluation activities, 
and other elements of the Department of De-
fense. 

(7) If, after completing review and evaluation 
of an acquisition proposal, the panel determines 
that such proposal represents a unique and val-
uable approach for meeting a defense require-
ment or technology development goal of the De-
partment of Defense that relates to the mission 
of the Department of Defense to combat ter-
rorism, the panel shall submit that determina-
tion to the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac-
quisition, Technology, and Logistics, together 
with any recommendations that the panel con-
siders appropriate regarding such proposal. 

(8) The Under Secretary of Defense for Acqui-
sition, Technology, and Logistics may provide 
funding for acquisition proposals with respect to 
which the panel has submitted a determination 
under paragraph (7) through appropriate ac-
counts of the military departments, Defense 
Agencies, the Small Business Innovative Re-
search program, or any other acquisition pro-
gram. 

(9) The Secretary of Defense shall ensure that 
a member of the panel has no conflict of interest 
with respect to the review and evaluation of an 
acquisition proposal by the panel. 

(e) NONTRADITIONAL DEFENSE CONTRACTOR 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term 
‘‘nontraditional defense contractor’’ means an 
entity that has not, for at least one year prior 
to the date of the enactment of this Act, entered 
into, or performed with respect to, any contract 
described in paragraph (1) or (2) of section 
845(e) of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (10 U.S.C. 2371 note).
SEC. 245. VEHICLE FUEL CELL PROGRAM. 

(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.—The Secretary of 
Defense shall carry out a program for the devel-
opment of vehicle fuel cell technology. 

(b) GOALS AND OBJECTIVES.—The goals and 
objectives of the program shall be as follows: 

(1) To identify and support technological ad-
vances that are necessary for the development of 
fuel cell technology for use in vehicles of types 
to be used by the Department of Defense. 

(2) To ensure that critical technology ad-
vances are shared among the various fuel cell 
technology programs within the Federal Govern-
ment. 

(3) To maximize the leverage of Federal funds 
that are used for the development of fuel cell 
technology. 

(c) CONTENT OF PROGRAM.—The program shall 
include—

(1) development of vehicle propulsion tech-
nologies and fuel cell auxiliary power units, to-
gether with pilot projects for the demonstration 
of such technologies, as appropriate; and 

(2) development of technologies necessary to 
address critical issues with respect to vehicle 
fuel cells, such as issues relating to hydrogen 
storage and hydrogen fuel infrastructure. 

(d) COOPERATION WITH INDUSTRY.—(1) The 
Secretary shall carry out the program in co-
operation with companies selected by the Sec-
retary. The Secretary shall select such compa-
nies from among—

(A) companies in the automobile and truck 
manufacturing industry; 

(B) companies in the business of supplying 
systems and components to that industry; and 

(C) companies in any other industries that the 
Secretary considers appropriate. 

(2) The Secretary may enter into a cooperative 
agreement with one or more companies selected 
under paragraph (1) to establish an entity for 
carrying out activities required by subsection 
(c). 

(3) The Secretary shall ensure that companies 
referred to in paragraph (1) collectively con-
tribute, in cash or in kind, not less than one-
half of the total cost of carrying out the pro-
gram under this section. 

(e) COORDINATION WITH OTHER FEDERAL 
AGENCIES.—The Secretary shall carry out the 
program using a coordinating mechanism for 
sharing information and resources with the De-
partment of Energy and other Federal agencies. 

(f) INTIAL FUNDING.—Of the funds authorized 
to be appropriated by section 201(4), $10,000,000 
shall be available for the program required by 
this section.
SEC. 246. DEFENSE NANOTECHNOLOGY RE-

SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PRO-
GRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall carry out a defense nanotechnology 
research and development program. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the program 
are as follows: 

(1) To ensure United States global superiority 
in nanotechnology necessary for meeting na-
tional security requirements. 

(2) To coordinate all nanoscale research and 
development within the Department of Defense, 
and to provide for interagency cooperation and 
collaboration on nanoscale research and devel-
opment between the Department of Defense and 
other departments and agencies of the United 
States that are involved in nanoscale research 
and development. 

(3) To develop and manage a portfolio of fun-
damental and applied nanoscience and engi-
neering research initiatives that is stable, con-
sistent, and balanced across scientific dis-
ciplines.

(4) To accelerate the transition and deploy-
ment of technologies and concepts derived from 
nanoscale research and development into the 
Armed Forces, and to establish policies, proce-
dures, and standards for measuring the success 
of such efforts. 

(5) To collect, synthesize, and disseminate 
critical information on nanoscale research and 
development. 

(c) ADMINISTRATION.—In carrying out the pro-
gram, the Secretary shall act through the Direc-
tor of Defense Research and Engineering, who 
shall supervise the planning, management, and 
coordination of the program. The Director, in 
consultation with the Secretaries of the military 
departments and the heads of participating De-
fense Agencies and other departments and agen-
cies of the United States, shall—

(1) prescribe a set of long-term challenges and 
a set of specific technical goals for the program; 

(2) develop a coordinated and integrated re-
search and investment plan for meeting the 
long-term challenges and achieving the specific 
technical goals that builds upon the Depart-
ment’s increased investment in nanotechnology 
research and development and the National 
Nanotechnology Initiative; and 

(3) develop memoranda of agreement, joint 
funding agreements, and other cooperative ar-
rangements necessary for meeting the long-term 
challenges and achieving the specific technical 
goals. 

(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than March 1 
of each of 2004, 2005, 2006, and 2007, the Director 
of Defense Research and Engineering shall sub-
mit to the congressional defense committees a re-
port on the program. The report shall contain 
the following matters: 

(1) A review of—
(A) the long-term challenges and specific tech-

nical goals of the program; and 
(B) the progress made toward meeting those 

challenges and achieving those goals. 
(2) An assessment of current and proposed 

funding levels, including the adequacy of such 
funding levels to support program activities. 

(3) A review of the coordination of activities 
within the Department of Defense, with other 
departments and agencies, and with the Na-
tional Nanotechnology Initiative. 

(4) An assessment of the extent to which effec-
tive technology transition paths have been es-
tablished as a result of activities under the pro-
gram. 

(5) Recommendations for additional program 
activities to meet emerging national security re-
quirements.

SEC. 247. ACTIVITIES OF THE DEFENSE EXPERI-
MENTAL PROGRAM TO STIMULATE 
COMPETITIVE RESEARCH. 

Subsection (c) of section 257 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 
(Public Law 103–337; 10 U.S.C. 2358 note) is 
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘research 
grants’’ and inserting ‘‘grants for research and 
instrumentation to support such research’’; and 

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

‘‘(3) Any other activities that are determined 
necessary to further the achievement of the ob-
jectives of the program.’’.
SEC. 248. FOUR-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY 

OF DARPA TO AWARD PRIZES FOR 
ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY ACHIEVE-
MENTS AND ADDITIONAL AUTHOR-
ITY OF MILITARY DEPARTMENTS 
AND DEFENSE AGENCIES TO AWARD 
PRIZES FOR ACHIEVEMENTS IN PRO-
MOTING EDUCATION. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 2374a(f) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘September 30, 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘September 
30, 2007’’. 

(b) REPORT ON ADMINISTRATION OF PRO-
GRAM.—(1) Not later than December 31, 2002, the 
Director of the Defense Advanced Research 
Projects Agency shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report on the pro-
posal of the Director for the administration of 
the program to award prizes for advanced tech-
nology achievements under section 2374a of title 
10, United States Code. 

(2) The report shall include the following: 
(A) The results of consultations by the Direc-

tor with officials of the military departments re-
garding the technology areas for which competi-
tive prizes would be established. 

(B) A description of the proposed goals of the 
competitions that would be established under 
the program, including the technology areas to 
be promoted by the competitions and the rela-
tionship of such areas to military missions of the 
Department of Defense. 

(C) The proposed rules for the competitions 
that would be established under the program 
and a description of the proposed management 
of the competitions. 

(D) A description of the manner in which the 
amounts of the cash prizes awarded and claimed 
under the program would be allocated among 
the accounts of the Defense Advanced Research 
Projects Agency for recording as obligations and 
expenditures. 

(E) For each competition that would be estab-
lished under the program, a statement of the 
reasons why the competition is a preferable 
means of promoting basic, advanced, and ap-
plied research, advanced technology develop-
ment, or prototype projects, rather than other 
means of promoting such activities, including 
contracts, grants, cooperative agreements, and 
other transactions. 

(c) ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY TO AWARD CASH 
PRIZES FOR PROMOTING EDUCATION IN SUPPORT 
OF DOD MISSIONS.—(1) Chapter 139 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following new section:

‘‘§ 2374b. Prizes for achievements in promoting 
science, mathematics, engineering, or tech-
nology education 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretaries of the mili-

tary departments and the heads of defense 
agencies may each carry out a program to 
award cash prizes in recognition of outstanding 
achievements that are designed to promote 
science, mathematics, engineering, or tech-
nology education in support of the missions of 
the Department of Defense. 

‘‘(b) COMPETITION REQUIREMENTS.—Each pro-
gram under subsection (a) shall use a competi-
tive process for the selection of recipients of 
cash prizes. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION.—For any single program 
under subsection (a), the total amount made 
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available for award of cash prizes in a fiscal 
year may not exceed $1,000,000. 

‘‘(d) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER AUTHORITY.—
The program under subsection (a) may be car-
ried out in conjunction with or in addition to 
the exercise of any other authority to acquire, 
support, or stimulate basic and applied re-
search, advanced technology development, or 
prototype development projects. 

‘‘(e) ANNUAL REPORT.—Promptly after the end 
of each fiscal year, each Secretary of a military 
department and each head of a defense agency 
carrying out a program under subsection (a) 
shall submit to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives a report on the administration of that pro-
gram for that fiscal year. 

‘‘(f) PERIOD OF AUTHORITY.—The authority to 
award prizes under subsection (a) shall termi-
nate at the end of September 30, 2006.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item:

‘‘2374b. Prizes for achievements in promoting 
science, mathematics, engineering, 
or technology education.’’.

SEC. 249. PLAN FOR FIVE-YEAR PROGRAM FOR 
ENHANCEMENT OF MEASUREMENT 
AND SIGNATURES INTELLIGENCE 
CAPABILITIES OF THE UNITED 
STATES THROUGH INCORPORATION 
OF RESULTS OF BASIC RESEARCH 
ON SENSORS. 

(a) CONGRESSIONAL FINDING.—Congress finds 
that the national interest will be served by the 
rapid exploitation of basic research on sensors 
for purposes of enhancing the measurement and 
signatures intelligence (MASINT) capabilities of 
the United States. 

(b) PLAN FOR RESEARCH PROGRAM.—(1) Not 
later than March 31, 2003, the Secretary of De-
fense shall submit to Congress a plan for a five-
year program of research intended to provide for 
the incorporation of the results of basic research 
on sensors into the measurement and signatures 
intelligence systems of the United States, to the 
extent the results of such research is applicable 
to such systems. Such program shall include the 
review and assessment of basic research on sen-
sors for purpose of such incorporation, includ-
ing both basic research on sensors conducted by 
the Government and basic research on sensors 
conducted by non-governmental entities. 

(2) The plan submitted under paragraph (1) 
shall provide that the activities to be carried out 
under the program provided for in the plan 
shall be carried out by a consortium consisting 
of such governmental and non-governmental en-
tities as the Secretary considers appropriate for 
purposes of incorporating the broadest prac-
ticable range of sensor capabilities into the sys-
tems referred to in paragraph (1). The consor-
tium may include national laboratories, univer-
sities, and private sector entities. 

(3) The plan shall include a proposal for the 
funding of activities under the five-year pro-
gram provided for in the plan, including cost-
sharing by non-governmental participants in 
the consortium under paragraph (2).

TITLE III—OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 
Sec. 301. Operation and maintenance funding. 
Sec. 302. Working capital funds. 
Sec. 303. Armed Forces Retirement Home. 
Sec. 304. Grant to National Guard Youth Foun-

dation. 
Subtitle B—Environmental Provisions 

Sec. 311. Enhancement of authority on coopera-
tive agreements for environmental 
purposes. 

Sec. 312. Single point of contact for policy and 
budgeting issues regarding 
unexploded ordnance, discarded 
military munitions, and munitions 
constituents. 

Sec. 313. Authority to carry out construction 
projects for environmental re-
sponses. 

Sec. 314. Procurement of environmentally pref-
erable procurement items. 

Sec. 315. Incidental taking of migratory birds 
during military readiness activi-
ties. 

Subtitle C—Commissaries and 
Nonappropriated Fund Instrumentalities 

Sec. 321. Authority for each military depart-
ment to provide base operating 
support to Fisher Houses. 

Sec. 322. Use of commissary stores and MWR re-
tail facilities by members of Na-
tional Guard serving in national 
emergency. 

Sec. 323. Uniform funding and management of 
morale, welfare, and recreation 
programs. 

Sec. 324. Rebate agreements under the special 
supplemental food program. 

Subtitle D—Workplace and Depot Issues 
Sec. 331. Notification requirements in connec-

tion with required studies for con-
version of commercial or indus-
trial type functions to contractor 
performance. 

Sec. 332. Temporary authority for contractor 
performance of security-guard 
functions to meet increased re-
quirements since September 11, 
2001. 

Sec. 333. Repeal of obsolete provision regarding 
depot-level maintenance and re-
pair workloads that were per-
formed at closed or realigned mili-
tary installations. 

Sec. 334. Exclusion of certain expenditures from 
limitation on private sector per-
formance of depot-level mainte-
nance. 

Subtitle E—Defense Dependents Education 
Sec. 341. Assistance to local educational agen-

cies that benefit dependents of 
members of the Armed Forces and 
Department of Defense civilian 
employees. 

Sec. 342. Housing benefits for unaccompanied 
teachers required to live at Guan-
tanamo Bay Naval Station, Cuba. 

Sec. 343. Options for funding dependent sum-
mer school programs. 

Sec. 344. Impact aid eligibility for local edu-
cational agencies affected by pri-
vatization of military housing. 

Sec. 345. Comptroller General study of ade-
quacy of compensation provided 
for teachers in the Department of 
Defense Overseas Dependents’ 
Schools. 

Subtitle F—Information Technology 
Sec. 351. Annual submission of information re-

garding information technology 
capital assets. 

Sec. 352. Policy regarding acquisition of infor-
mation assurance and informa-
tion assurance-enabled informa-
tion technology products. 

Sec. 353. Installation and connection policy 
and procedures regarding Defense 
Switch Network. 

Subtitle G—Other Matters 
Sec. 361. Distribution of monthly reports on al-

location of funds within operation 
and maintenance budget sub-
activities. 

Sec. 362. Continuation of arsenal support pro-
gram initiative. 

Sec. 363. Extension of work safety demonstra-
tion program. 

Sec. 364. Condition on authority of Defense Se-
curity Service to impose fees on 
fee-for-service basis. 

Sec. 365. Logistics support and services for 
weapon systems contractors. 

Sec. 366. Training range sustainment plan, 
Global Status of Resources and 
Training System, and training 
range inventory. 

Sec. 367. Engineering study and environmental 
analysis of road modifications in 
vicinity of Fort Belvoir, Virginia. 

Sec. 368. Reauthorization of warranty claims 
recovery pilot program. 

Sec. 369. Expanded eligibility for loan, gift, or 
exchange of documents, historical 
artifacts, and condemned or obso-
lete combat materiel.

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 301. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE FUND-

ING. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-

priated for fiscal year 2003 for the use of the 
Armed Forces and other activities and agencies 
of the Department of Defense for expenses, not 
otherwise provided for, for operation and main-
tenance, in amounts as follows: 

(1) For the Army, $23,922,251,000. 
(2) For the Navy, $29,264,939,000. 
(3) For the Marine Corps, $3,559,636,000. 
(4) For the Air Force, $27,419,488,000. 
(5) For Defense-wide activities, $14,145,310,000. 
(6) For the Army Reserve, $1,985,110,000. 
(7) For the Naval Reserve, $1,233,759,000. 
(8) For the Marine Corps Reserve, 

$189,532,000. 
(9) For the Air Force Reserve, $2,160,604,000. 
(10) For the Army National Guard, 

$4,155,067,000. 
(11) For the Air National Guard, 

$4,104,810,000.
(12) For the Defense Inspector General, 

$155,165,000. 
(13) For the United States Court of Appeals 

for the Armed Forces, $9,614,000. 
(14) For Environmental Restoration, Army, 

$395,900,000. 
(15) For Environmental Restoration, Navy, 

$256,948,000. 
(16) For Environmental Restoration, Air 

Force, $389,773,000. 
(17) For Environmental Restoration, Defense-

wide, $23,498,000. 
(18) For Environmental Restoration, Formerly 

Used Defense Sites, $252,102,000. 
(19) For Overseas Humanitarian, Disaster, 

and Civic Aid programs, $58,400,000. 
(20) For Drug Interdiction and Counter-drug 

Activities, Defense-wide, $859,907,000. 
(21) For the Kaho’olawe Island Conveyance, 

Remediation, and Environmental Restoration 
Trust Fund, $25,000,000. 

(22) For Defense Health Program, 
$14,123,038,000. 

(23) For Cooperative Threat Reduction pro-
grams, $416,700,000. 

(24) For Support for International Sporting 
Competitions, Defense, $19,000,000. 

(25) For overseas contingency operations 
transfer fund, $17,844,000. 
SEC. 302. WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2003 for the use of the 
Armed Forces and other activities and agencies 
of the Department of Defense for providing cap-
ital for working capital and revolving funds in 
amounts as follows: 

(1) For the Defense Working Capital Funds, 
$387,156,000

(2) For the National Defense Sealift Fund, 
$934,129,000. 

(3) For the Defense Commissary Agency Work-
ing Capital Fund, $969,200,000. 

(4) For the Pentagon Reservation Mainte-
nance Revolving Fund, $328,000,000.
SEC. 303. ARMED FORCES RETIREMENT HOME. 

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
for fiscal year 2003 from the Armed Forces Re-
tirement Home Trust Fund the sum of 
$69,921,000 for the operation of the Armed 
Forces Retirement Home. 
SEC. 304. GRANT TO NATIONAL GUARD YOUTH 

FOUNDATION. 
Of the amount authorized to be appropriated 

by section 301(5) for administrative and service-
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wide activities for civil-military programs, the 
Secretary of Defense may use up to $2,500,000 to 
make a grant to the National Guard Youth 
Foundation to support the efforts of the Foun-
dation to mobilize individuals, groups, and or-
ganizations to build and strengthen the char-
acter and competence of youth in the United 
States.

Subtitle B—Environmental Provisions
SEC. 311. ENHANCEMENT OF AUTHORITY ON CO-

OPERATIVE AGREEMENTS FOR ENVI-
RONMENTAL PURPOSES. 

Section 2701(d) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘paragraph 
(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (3)’’; 

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

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (2): 

‘‘(2) CROSS-FISCAL YEAR AGREEMENTS.—An 
agreement with an agency under paragraph (1) 
may be for a period that begins in one fiscal 
year and ends in another fiscal year so long as 
the period of the agreement does not exceed two 
years.’’.
SEC. 312. SINGLE POINT OF CONTACT FOR POL-

ICY AND BUDGETING ISSUES 
REGARDING UNEXPLODED ORD-
NANCE, DISCARDED MILITARY MUNI-
TIONS, AND MUNITIONS CONSTITU-
ENTS. 

Section 2701 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(k) UXO PROGRAM MANAGER.—(1) The Sec-
retary of Defense shall establish a program 
manager who shall serve as the single point of 
contact in the Department of Defense for policy 
and budgeting issues involving the characteriza-
tion, remediation, and management of explosive 
and related risks with respect to unexploded 
ordnance, discarded military munitions, and 
munitions constituents at defense sites (as such 
terms are defined in section 2710 of this title) 
that pose a threat to human health or safety. 

‘‘(2) The authority to establish the program 
manager may be delegated to the Secretary of a 
military department, who may delegate the au-
thority to the Under Secretary of that military 
department. The authority may not be further 
delegated. 

‘‘(3) The program manager may establish an 
independent advisory and review panel that 
may include representatives of the National 
Academy of Sciences, nongovernmental organi-
zations with expertise regarding unexploded 
ordnance, discarded military munitions, or mu-
nitions constituents, the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, States (as defined in section 2710 of 
this title), and tribal governments. If estab-
lished, the panel shall report annually to Con-
gress on progress made by the Department of 
Defense to address unexploded ordnance, dis-
carded military munitions, or munitions con-
stituents at defense sites and make such rec-
ommendations as the panel considers appro-
priate.’’.
SEC. 313. AUTHORITY TO CARRY OUT CONSTRUC-

TION PROJECTS FOR ENVIRON-
MENTAL RESPONSES. 

(a) RESTATEMENT AND MODIFICATION OF AU-
THORITY.—Chapter 160 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating section 2707 as section 
2700 and transferring such section to appear im-
mediately after the table of sections at the be-
ginning of such chapter; and 

(2) by inserting after section 2706 the fol-
lowing new section 2707: 

‘‘§ 2707. Environmental restoration projects 
for environmental responses 
‘‘(a) ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION PROJECTS 

AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary of Defense or the 
Secretary of a military department may carry 
out an environmental restoration project if that 
Secretary determines that the project is nec-

essary to carry out a response under this chap-
ter or CERCLA. 

‘‘(b) TREATMENT OF PROJECT.—Any construc-
tion, development, conversion, or extension of a 
structure, and any installation of equipment, 
that is included in an environmental restoration 
project under this section may not be considered 
military construction (as that term is defined in 
section 2801(a) of this title). 

‘‘(c) SOURCE OF FUNDS.—Funds authorized for 
deposit in an account established by section 
2703(a) of this title shall be the only source of 
funds to conduct an environmental restoration 
project under this section. 

‘‘(d) ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION PROJECT 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term 
‘environmental restoration project’ includes any 
construction, development, conversion, or exten-
sion of a structure, or installation of equipment, 
in direct support of a response.’’. 

(b) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED PROVISION.—Sec-
tion 2810 of such title is repealed. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Chapter 160 
of such title is further amended—

(1) in section 2700 (as redesignated by sub-
section (a))—

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) as 
paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and 

(B) by inserting after ‘‘In this chapter:’’ the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(1) The term ‘CERCLA’ means the Com-
prehensive Environmental Response, Compensa-
tion, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et 
seq.).’’; and 

(2) in section 2701(a)(2), by striking ‘‘the Com-
prehensive Environmental Response, Compensa-
tion, and Liability Act of 1980 (hereinafter in 
this chapter referred to as ‘CERCLA’) (42 U.S.C. 
9601 et seq.)’’ and inserting ‘‘CERCLA’’. 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 160 of such 
title is amended—

(A) by inserting before the item relating to sec-
tion 2701 the following new item:

‘‘2700. Definitions.’’; and
(B) by striking the item relating to section 

2707 and inserting the following new item:

‘‘2707. Environmental restoration projects for 
environmental responses.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 169 of such title is amended by striking 
the item relating to section 2810.
SEC. 314. PROCUREMENT OF ENVIRONMENTALLY 

PREFERABLE PROCUREMENT ITEMS. 
(a) TRACKING SYSTEM.—The Secretary of De-

fense shall develop and implement an effective 
and efficient tracking system to identify the ex-
tent to which the Defense Logistics Agency pro-
cures environmentally preferable procurement 
items or procurement items made with recovered 
material. The system shall provide for the sepa-
rate tracking, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, of the procurement of each category of 
procurement items that, as of the date of the en-
actment of this Act, has been determined to be 
environmentally preferable or made with recov-
ered material. 

(b) ASSESSMENT OF TRAINING AND EDU-
CATION.—The Secretary of Defense shall assess 
the need to establish a program, or enhance ex-
isting programs, for training and educating De-
partment of Defense procurement officials to en-
sure that they are aware of any Department re-
quirements, preferences, or goals for the pro-
curement of environmentally preferable procure-
ment items or procurement items made with re-
covered material. 

(c) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 
March 1, 2004, and each March 1 thereafter 
through 2007, the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to the Committee on Armed Services of 
the Senate and the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives a report de-
tailing the results obtained from the tracking 
system developed under subsection (a). 

(d) RELATION TO OTHER LAWS.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to alter the re-

quirements of the Solid Waste Disposal Act (40 
U.S.C. 6901 et seq.). 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘environmentally preferable’’, in 

the case of a procurement item, means that the 
item has a lesser or reduced effect on human 
health and the environment when compared 
with competing products that serve the same 
purpose. The comparison may consider raw ma-
terials acquisition, production, manufacturing, 
packaging, distribution, reuse, operation, main-
tenance, or disposal of the product. 

(2) The terms ‘‘procurement item’’ and 
‘‘recovered material’’ have the meanings given 
such terms in section 1004 of the Solid Waste 
Disposal Act (40 U.S.C. 6903).
SEC. 315. INCIDENTAL TAKING OF MIGRATORY 

BIRDS DURING MILITARY READI-
NESS ACTIVITIES. 

(a) INTERIM AUTHORITY FOR INCIDENTAL 
TAKINGS.—During the period described in sub-
section (c), section 2 of the Migratory Bird Trea-
ty Act (16 U.S.C. 703) shall not apply to the inci-
dental taking of a migratory bird by a member 
of the Armed Forces during a military readiness 
activity authorized by the Secretary of Defense 
or the Secretary of the military department con-
cerned. 

(b) IDENTIFICATION OF MEASURES TO MINIMIZE 
IMPACT OF ACTIVITIES.—During the periods de-
scribed in subsections (c) and (d), the Secretary 
of Defense shall, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of the Interior, identify measures—

(1) to minimize and mitigate, to the extent 
practicable, any adverse impacts of authorized 
military readiness activities on affected species 
of migratory birds; and 

(2) to monitor the impacts of such military 
readiness activities on affected species of migra-
tory birds. 

(c) PERIOD OF APPLICATION FOR INTERIM AU-
THORITY.—The period described in this sub-
section is the period beginning on the date of 
the enactment of this Act and ending on the 
date on which the Secretary of the Interior pub-
lishes in the Federal Register a notice that—

(1) regulations authorizing the incidental tak-
ing of migratory birds by members of the Armed 
Forces have been prescribed in accordance with 
the requirements of subsection (d); 

(2) all legal challenges to the regulations and 
to the manner of their promulgation (if any) 
have been exhausted as provided in subsection 
(e); and 

(3) the regulations have taken effect. 
(d) INCIDENTAL TAKINGS AFTER INTERIM PE-

RIOD.—(1) Not later than the expiration of the 
one-year period beginning on the date of the en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of the Interior 
shall exercise the authority of that Secretary 
under section 3(a) of the Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act (16 U.S.C. 704(a)) to prescribe regulations to 
exempt the Armed Forces for the incidental tak-
ing of migratory birds during military readiness 
activities authorized by the Secretary of Defense 
or the Secretary of the military department con-
cerned. 

(2) The Secretary of the Interior shall exercise 
authority under paragraph (1) with the concur-
rence of the Secretary of Defense. 

(e) LIMITATION ON JUDICIAL REVIEW.—An ac-
tion seeking judicial review of regulations pre-
scribed pursuant to this section or of the man-
ner of their promulgation must be filed in the 
appropriate Federal court by not later than the 
expiration of the 120-day period beginning on 
the date on which such regulations are pub-
lished in the Federal Register. Upon the expira-
tion of such period and the exhaustion of any 
legal challenges to the regulations pursuant to 
any action filed in such period, there shall be no 
further judicial review of such regulations or of 
the manner of their promulgation. 

(f) MILITARY READINESS ACTIVITY.—(1) In this 
section the term ‘‘military readiness activity’’ 
includes—

(A) all training and operations of the Armed 
Forces that relate to combat; and 
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(B) the adequate and realistic testing of mili-

tary equipment, vehicles, weapons, and sensors 
for proper operation and suitability for combat 
use. 

(2) The term does not include—
(A) the routine operation of installation oper-

ating support functions, such as administrative 
offices, military exchanges, commissaries, water 
treatment facilities, storage facilities, schools, 
housing, motor pools, laundries, morale, wel-
fare, and recreation activities, shops, and mess 
halls; 

(B) the operation of industrial activities; or 
(C) the construction or demolition of facilities 

used for a purpose described in subparagraph 
(A) or (B).

Subtitle C—Commissaries and 
Nonappropriated Fund Instrumentalities

SEC. 321. AUTHORITY FOR EACH MILITARY DE-
PARTMENT TO PROVIDE BASE OPER-
ATING SUPPORT TO FISHER HOUSES. 

Section 2493(f) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(f) BASE OPERATING SUPPORT.—The Sec-
retary of a military department may provide 
base operating support for Fisher Houses associ-
ated with health care facilities of that military 
department.’’.
SEC. 322. USE OF COMMISSARY STORES AND MWR 

RETAIL FACILITIES BY MEMBERS OF 
NATIONAL GUARD SERVING IN NA-
TIONAL EMERGENCY. 

(a) ADDITIONAL BASIS FOR AUTHORIZED USE.—
Section 1063a of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘or national 
emergency’’ after ‘‘federally declared disaster’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (c), by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) NATIONAL EMERGENCY.—The term 
‘national emergency’ means a national emer-
gency declared by the President or Congress.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) The heading 
of such section is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘§ 1063a. Use of commissary stores and MWR 

retail facilities: members of National Guard 
serving in federally declared disaster or na-
tional emergency’’. 
(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 

chapter 54 of such title is amended by striking 
the item relating to section 1063a and inserting 
the following new item:

‘‘1063a. Use of commissary stores and MWR re-
tail facilities: members of National 
Guard serving in federally de-
clared disaster or national emer-
gency.’’.

SEC. 323. UNIFORM FUNDING AND MANAGEMENT 
OF MORALE, WELFARE, AND RECRE-
ATION PROGRAMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 147 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following new section: 

‘‘§ 2494. Uniform funding and management of 
morale, welfare, and recreation programs 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY FOR UNIFORM FUNDING AND 

MANAGEMENT.—Under regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of Defense, funds appropriated to 
the Department of Defense and available for 
morale, welfare, and recreation programs may 
be treated as nonappropriated funds and ex-
pended in accordance with laws applicable to 
the expenditures of nonappropriated funds. 
When made available for morale, welfare, and 
recreation programs under such regulations, ap-
propriated funds shall be considered to be non-
appropriated funds for all purposes and shall 
remain available until expended. 

‘‘(b) CONDITIONS ON AVAILABILITY.—Funds 
appropriated to the Department of Defense may 
be made available to support a morale, welfare, 
or recreation program only if the program is au-
thorized to receive appropriated fund support 
and only in the amounts the program is author-
ized to receive. 

‘‘(c) CONVERSION OF EMPLOYMENT POSI-
TIONS.—(1) The Secretary of Defense may iden-
tify positions of employees in morale, welfare, 
and recreation programs within the Department 
of Defense who are paid with appropriated 
funds whose status may be converted from the 
status of an employee paid with appropriated 
funds to the status of an employee of a non-
appropriated fund instrumentality. 

‘‘(2) The status of an employee in a position 
identified by the Secretary under paragraph (1) 
may, with the consent of the employee, be con-
verted to the status of an employee of a non-
appropriated fund instrumentality. An employee 
who does not consent to the conversion may not 
be removed from the position because of the fail-
ure to provide such consent. 

‘‘(3) The conversion of an employee from the 
status of an employee paid by appropriated 
funds to the status of an employee of a non-
appropriated fund instrumentality shall be 
without a break in service for the concerned em-
ployee. The conversion shall not entitle an em-
ployee to severance pay, back pay or separation 
pay under subchapter IX of chapter 55 of title 
5, or be considered an involuntary separation or 
other adverse personnel action entitling an em-
ployee to any right or benefit under such title or 
any other provision of law or regulation.

‘‘(4) In this subsection, the term ‘an employee 
of a nonappropriated fund instrumentality’ 
means an employee described in section 2105(c) 
of title 5.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:

‘‘2494. Uniform funding and management of mo-
rale, welfare, and recreation pro-
grams.’’.

SEC. 324. REBATE AGREEMENTS UNDER THE SPE-
CIAL SUPPLEMENTAL FOOD PRO-
GRAM. 

(a) APPLICABILITY TO NAVY EXCHANGE MAR-
KETS.—Paragraph (1)(A) of section 1060a(e) of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting ‘‘or Navy Exchange Markets’’ after 
‘‘commissary stores’’. 

(b) INCREASED MAXIMUM PERIOD OF AGREE-
MENT.—Paragraph (3) of such section is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘subsection may not exceed one 
year’’ in the first sentence and inserting 
‘‘subsection, including any period of extension 
of the contract by modification of the contract, 
exercise of an option, or other cause, may not 
exceed three years’’.

Subtitle D—Workplace and Depot Issues
SEC. 331. NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS IN CON-

NECTION WITH REQUIRED STUDIES 
FOR CONVERSION OF COMMERCIAL 
OR INDUSTRIAL TYPE FUNCTIONS 
TO CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE. 

Subsection (c) of section 2461 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(c) SUBMISSION OF ANALYSIS RESULTS.—(1) 
Upon the completion of an analysis of a com-
mercial or industrial type function described in 
subsection (a) for possible change to perform-
ance by the private sector, the Secretary of De-
fense shall submit to Congress a report con-
taining the results of the analysis, including the 
results of the examinations required by sub-
section (b)(3). 

‘‘(2) The report shall also contain the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(A) The date when the analysis of the func-
tion was commenced. 

‘‘(B) The Secretary’s certification that the 
Government calculation of the cost of perform-
ance of the function by Department of Defense 
civilian employees is based on an estimate of the 
most cost effective manner for performance of 
the function by Department of Defense civilian 
employees. 

‘‘(C) The number of Department of Defense ci-
vilian employees who were performing the func-
tion when the analysis was commenced and the 

number of such employees whose employment 
was or will be terminated or otherwise affected 
by changing to performance of the function by 
the private sector or by implementation of the 
most efficient organization of the function. 

‘‘(D) The Secretary’s certification that the 
factors considered in the examinations per-
formed under subsection (b)(3), and in the mak-
ing of the decision regarding changing to per-
formance of the function by the private sector or 
retaining performance in the most efficient orga-
nization of the function, did not include any 
predetermined personnel constraint or limitation 
in terms of man years, end strength, full-time 
equivalent positions, or maximum number of em-
ployees. 

‘‘(E) A statement of the potential economic ef-
fect of implementing the decision regarding 
changing to performance of the function by the 
private sector or retaining performance in the 
most efficient organization of the function on 
each affected local community, as determined in 
the examination under subsection (b)(3)(B)(ii). 

‘‘(F) A schedule for completing the change to 
performance of the function by the private sec-
tor or implementing the most efficient organiza-
tion of the function. 

‘‘(G) In the case of a commercial or industrial 
type function performed at a Center of Indus-
trial and Technical Excellence designated under 
section 2474(a) of this title or an Army ammuni-
tion plant, a description of the effect that the 
manner of performance of the function, and ad-
ministration of the resulting contract if any, 
will have on the overhead costs of the center or 
ammunition plant, as the case may be. 

‘‘(H) The Secretary’s certification that the en-
tire analysis is available for examination. 

‘‘(3)(A) If a decision is made to change the 
commercial or industrial type function that was 
the subject of the analysis to performance by the 
private sector, the change of the function to 
contractor performance may not begin until 
after the submission of the report required by 
paragraph (1). 

‘‘(B) Notwithstanding subparagraph (A), in 
the case of a commercial or industrial type func-
tion performed at a Center of Industrial and 
Technical Excellence designated under section 
2474(a) of this title or an Army ammunition 
plant, the change of the function to contractor 
performance may not begin until at least 60 
days after the submission of the report.’’.
SEC. 332. TEMPORARY AUTHORITY FOR CON-

TRACTOR PERFORMANCE OF SECU-
RITY-GUARD FUNCTIONS TO MEET 
INCREASED REQUIREMENTS SINCE 
SEPTEMBER 11, 2001. 

(a) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of 
Defense or the Secretary of a military depart-
ment may enter into a contract for any in-
creased performance of security-guard functions 
at a military installation or facility under the 
jurisdiction of the Secretary undertaken in re-
sponse to the terrorist attacks on the United 
States on September 11, 2001, and may waive the 
prohibition under section 2465(a) of title 10, 
United States Code, with respect to such con-
tract, if—

(1) without the contract, members of the 
Armed Forces are or would be used to perform 
the increased security-guard functions; and 

(2) the Secretary concerned determines that—
(A) the recruiting and training standards for 

the personnel who are to perform the security-
guard functions at the installation or facility 
under the contract are comparable to the re-
cruiting and training standards for the per-
sonnel of the Department of Defense who per-
form security-guard functions at military instal-
lations and facilities under the jurisdiction of 
the Secretary; 

(B) the contractor personnel performing such 
functions under the contract will be effectively 
supervised, reviewed, and evaluated; and 

(C) the performance of such functions by the 
contractor personnel will not result in a reduc-
tion in the security of the installation or facil-
ity. 
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(b) INCREASED PERFORMANCE DEFINED.—In 

this section, the term ‘‘increased performance’’, 
with respect to security-guard functions at a 
military installation or facility, means—

(1) in the case of an installation or facility 
where no security-guard functions were per-
formed as of September 10, 2001, the entire scope 
or extent of the performance of security-guard 
functions at the installation or facility after 
such date; and 

(2) in the case of an installation or facility 
where security-guard functions were performed 
within a lesser scope of requirements or to a 
lesser extent as of September 10, 2001, than after 
such date, the increment of the performance of 
security-guard functions at the installation or 
facility that exceeds such lesser scope of require-
ments or extent of performance. 

(c) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.—The author-
ity for contractor performance of security-guard 
functions under this section shall terminate at 
the end of the three-year period beginning on 
the date of the enactment of this Act. The term 
of any contract entered into using the authority 
provided by this section may not extend beyond 
the end of such period. 

(d) NEEDS ASSESSMENT AND PLAN.—Not later 
than 180 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall—

(1) identify any requirements for the perform-
ance of security-guard functions at military in-
stallations and facilities under the jurisdiction 
of the Secretary or the Secretary of a military 
department that are expected to continue for 
more than three years after the date of the en-
actment of this Act and, in the absence of fur-
ther action by the Secretary or Congress, would 
otherwise be performed by members of the Armed 
Forces; and 

(2) submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees a plan for meeting those requirements on 
a long-term basis.
SEC. 333. REPEAL OF OBSOLETE PROVISION RE-

GARDING DEPOT-LEVEL MAINTE-
NANCE AND REPAIR WORKLOADS 
THAT WERE PERFORMED AT CLOSED 
OR REALIGNED MILITARY INSTALLA-
TIONS. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 2469a of title 10, United 
States Code, is repealed. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 146 of such 
title is amended by striking the item relating to 
section 2469a.
SEC. 334. EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN EXPENDI-

TURES FROM LIMITATION ON PRI-
VATE SECTOR PERFORMANCE OF 
DEPOT-LEVEL MAINTENANCE. 

Section 2474(f) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘Amounts ex-
pended out of funds described in paragraph (2) 
for the performance of a depot-level mainte-
nance and repair workload by non-Federal Gov-
ernment personnel at a Center of Industrial and 
Technical Excellence’’ and inserting ‘‘Amounts 
expended for the performance of a depot-level 
maintenance and repair workload by non-Fed-
eral Government personnel at a Center of Indus-
trial and Technical Excellence under any con-
tract entered into during fiscal years 2003 
through 2006’’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (2); and 
(3) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (2).
Subtitle E—Defense Dependents Education

SEC. 341. ASSISTANCE TO LOCAL EDUCATIONAL 
AGENCIES THAT BENEFIT DEPEND-
ENTS OF MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES AND DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES. 

(a) CONTINUATION OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE PROGRAM FOR FISCAL YEAR 2003.—Of the 
amount authorized to be appropriated pursuant 
to section 301(5) for operation and maintenance 
for Defense-wide activities, $30,000,000 shall be 
available only for the purpose of providing edu-
cational agencies assistance to local educational 
agencies. 

(b) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than June 30, 
2003, the Secretary of Defense shall notify each 
local educational agency that is eligible for edu-
cational agencies assistance for fiscal year 2003 
of—

(1) that agency’s eligibility for the assistance; 
and 

(2) the amount of the assistance for which 
that agency is eligible. 

(c) DISBURSEMENT OF FUNDS.—The Secretary 
of Defense shall disburse funds made available 
under subsection (a) not later than 30 days after 
the date on which notification to the eligible 
local educational agencies is provided pursuant 
to subsection (b). 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘educational agencies assist-

ance’’ means assistance authorized under sec-
tion 386(b) of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1993 (Public Law 102–
484; 20 U.S.C. 7703 note). 

(2) The term ‘‘local educational agency’’ has 
the meaning given that term in section 8013(9) of 
the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7713(9)).
SEC. 342. HOUSING BENEFITS FOR UNACCOM-

PANIED TEACHERS REQUIRED TO 
LIVE AT GUANTANAMO BAY NAVAL 
STATION, CUBA. 

Section 7 of the Defense Department Overseas 
Teachers Pay and Personnel Practices Act (20 
U.S.C. 905) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subsection: 

‘‘(f)(1) A teacher assigned to teach at Guanta-
namo Bay Naval Station, Cuba, who is not ac-
companied at such station by any dependent 
shall be offered for lease any available military 
family housing at such station that is suitable 
for occupancy by the teacher and is not needed 
to house members of the armed forces and de-
pendents accompanying them or other civilian 
personnel and any dependents accompanying 
them. 

‘‘(2) For any period for which military family 
housing is leased under paragraph (1) to a 
teacher described in such paragraph, the teach-
er shall receive a quarters allowance in the 
amount determined under subsection (b). The 
teacher is entitled to such quarters allowance 
without regard to whether other Government 
furnished quarters are available for occupancy 
by the teacher without charge to the teacher.’’.
SEC. 343. OPTIONS FOR FUNDING DEPENDENT 

SUMMER SCHOOL PROGRAMS. 
Section 1402(d)(2) of the Defense Dependents’ 

Education Act of 1978 (20 U.S.C. 921(d)(2)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) The Secretary shall provide any summer 
school program under this subsection on the 
same financial basis as programs offered during 
the regular school year, except that the Sec-
retary may charge reasonable fees for all or por-
tions of such summer school programs to the ex-
tent that the Secretary determines appro-
priate.’’.
SEC. 344. IMPACT AID ELIGIBILITY FOR LOCAL 

EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES AFFECTED 
BY PRIVATIZATION OF MILITARY 
HOUSING. 

Section 8003(b)(2) of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
7703(b)(2)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(H) ELIGIBILITY FOR HEAVILY IMPACTED 
LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES AFFECTED BY PRI-
VATIZATION OF MILITARY HOUSING.—

‘‘(i) ELIGIBILITY.—For any fiscal year begin-
ning with fiscal year 2003, a heavily impacted 
local educational agency that received a basic 
support payment under subparagraph (A) for 
the prior fiscal year, but is ineligible for such 
payment for the current fiscal year under sub-
paragraph (B) or (C), as the case may be, by 
reason of the conversion of military housing 
units to private housing described in clause (iii), 
shall be deemed to meet the eligibility require-
ments under subparagraph (B) or (C), as the 
case may be, for the period during which the 
housing units are undergoing such conversion. 

‘‘(ii) AMOUNT OF PAYMENT.—The amount of a 
payment to a heavily impacted local educational 
agency for a fiscal year by reason of the appli-
cation of clause (i), and calculated in accord-
ance with subparagraph (D) or (E) (as the case 
may be), shall be based on the number of chil-
dren in average daily attendance in the schools 
of such agency for the fiscal year. 

‘‘(iii) CONVERSION OF MILITARY HOUSING UNITS 
TO PRIVATE HOUSING DESCRIBED.—For purposes 
of clause (i), ‘conversion of military housing 
units to private housing’ means the conversion 
of military housing units to private housing 
units pursuant to subchapter IV of chapter 169 
of title 10, United States Code, or pursuant to 
any other related provision of law.’’.
SEC. 345. COMPTROLLER GENERAL STUDY OF 

ADEQUACY OF COMPENSATION PRO-
VIDED FOR TEACHERS IN THE DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE OVERSEAS 
DEPENDENTS’ SCHOOLS. 

(a) ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATION FOR STUDY.—
Subsection (b) of section 354 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 
(Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1064) is amended 
by inserting after paragraph (2) the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) Whether the process for setting teacher 
compensation is efficient and cost effective.’’. 

(b) EXTENSION OF TIME FOR REPORTING.—Sub-
section (c) of such section is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘May 1, 2002’’ and inserting ‘‘December 12, 
2002’’.

Subtitle F—Information Technology
SEC. 351. ANNUAL SUBMISSION OF INFORMATION 

REGARDING INFORMATION TECH-
NOLOGY CAPITAL ASSETS. 

(a) REQUIREMENT TO SUBMIT INFORMATION.—
Not later than 30 days after the date on which 
the President submits the budget for a fiscal 
year to Congress pursuant to section 1105 of title 
31, United States Code, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to Congress information on the fol-
lowing information technology capital assets, 
including information technology capital assets 
that are a national security system, of the De-
partment of Defense: 

(1) Information technology capital assets not 
covered by paragraph (2) that have an estimated 
total cost for the fiscal year for which the budg-
et is submitted in excess of $10,000,000. 

(2) Information technology capital assets that 
have an estimated total cost for the fiscal year 
for which the budget is submitted in excess of 
$30,000,000 and an estimated total life cycle cost 
(as computed in fiscal year 2003 constant dol-
lars) in excess of $120,000,000. 

(b) REQUIRED INFORMATION FOR LOW-THRESH-
OLD ASSETS.—With respect to each information 
technology capital asset described in subsection 
(a)(1), the Secretary of Defense shall include the 
following information: 

(1) The name of the information technology 
capital asset. 

(2) The function of the asset. 
(3) The total cost of the asset for the fiscal 

year for which the budget is submitted, the cur-
rent fiscal year, and the preceding fiscal year. 

(c) REQUIRED INFORMATION FOR HIGH-
THRESHOLD ASSETS.—With respect to each infor-
mation technology capital asset described in 
subsection (a)(2), the Secretary of Defense shall 
include the following information: 

(1) The name and identifying acronym of the 
information technology capital asset. 

(2) The date of initiation of the asset. 
(3) A summary of performance measurements 

and metrics. 
(4) The total amount of funds, by appropria-

tion account, appropriated and obligated for 
prior fiscal years, with a specific breakout of 
such information for the two preceding fiscal 
years. 

(5) The funds, by appropriation account, re-
quested for the next fiscal year. 

(6) The name of each prime contractor and the 
work to be performed. 

(7) Program management and management 
oversight information. 
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(8) The original baseline cost and most current 

baseline information. 
(9) Information regarding compliance with the 

provisions of law enacted or amended by the 
Government Performance Results Act of 1993 
(Public Law 103–62; 107 Stat. 285) and the 
Clinger–Cohen Act of 1996 (divisions D and E of 
Public Law 104–106; 110 Stat. 642). 

(d) TOTAL COST DETERMINATIONS.—In esti-
mating the total cost for a fiscal year or total 
life cycle cost of an information technology cap-
ital asset, the Secretary of Defense shall con-
sider research and development costs, procure-
ment costs, and operation and maintenance 
costs related to the information technology cap-
ital asset. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) The term ‘‘information technology’’ has 

the meaning given that term in section 11101 of 
title 40, United States Code. 

(2) The term ‘‘capital asset’’ has the meaning 
given that term in Office of Management and 
Budget Circular A–11. 

(3) The term ‘‘national security system’’ has 
the meaning given that term in section 11103 of 
title 40, United States Code.
SEC. 352. POLICY REGARDING ACQUISITION OF 

INFORMATION ASSURANCE AND IN-
FORMATION ASSURANCE-ENABLED 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY PROD-
UCTS. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF POLICY.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall establish a policy to limit 
the acquisition of information assurance and in-
formation assurance-enabled information tech-
nology products to those products that have 
been evaluated and validated in accordance 
with appropriate criteria, schemes, or programs. 

(b) WAIVER.—As part of the policy, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall authorize specified offi-
cials of the Department of Defense to waive the 
limitations of the policy upon a determination 
in writing that application of the limitations to 
the acquisition of a particular information as-
surance or information assurance-enabled infor-
mation technology product would not be in the 
national security interest of the United States. 

(c) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall ensure that the policy is uniformly 
implemented throughout the Department of De-
fense.
SEC. 353. INSTALLATION AND CONNECTION POL-

ICY AND PROCEDURES REGARDING 
DEFENSE SWITCH NETWORK. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF POLICY AND PROCE-
DURES.—Not later than 180 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Defense shall establish clear and uniform policy 
and procedures, applicable to the military de-
partments and Defense Agencies, regarding the 
installation and connection of telecom switches 
to the Defense Switch Network. 

(b) ELEMENTS OF POLICY AND PROCEDURES.—
The policy and procedures shall address at a 
minimum the following: 

(1) Clear interoperability and compatibility re-
quirements for procuring, certifying, installing, 
and connecting telecom switches to the Defense 
Switch Network. 

(2) Current, complete, and enforceable testing, 
validation, and certification procedures needed 
to ensure the interoperability and compatibility 
requirements are satisfied. 

(c) EXCEPTIONS.—(1) The Secretary of Defense 
may specify certain circumstances in which—

(A) the requirements for testing, validation, 
and certification of telecom switches may be 
waived; or 

(B) interim authority for the installation and 
connection of telecom switches to the Defense 
Switch Network may be granted. 

(2) Only the Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Command, Control, Communications, and Intel-
ligence may approve a waiver or grant of in-
terim authority under paragraph (1). The au-
thority to approve such a waiver or grant of in-
terim authority may not be delegated. 

(3) The Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Command, Control, Communications, and Intel-

ligence shall consult with the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff before approving a waiver 
or grant of interim authority under paragraph 
(1). 

(d) INVENTORY OF DEFENSE SWITCH NET-
WORK.—The Secretary of Defense shall prepare 
and maintain an inventory of all telecom 
switches that, as of the date on which the Sec-
retary issues the policy and procedures—

(1) are installed or connected to the Defense 
Switch Network; but 

(2) have not been tested, validated, and cer-
tified by the Defense Information Systems Agen-
cy (Joint Interoperability Test Center). 

(e) INTEROPERABILITY RISKS.—On an ongoing 
basis, the Secretary of Defense shall—

(1) identify and assess the interoperability 
risks that are associated with the installation or 
connection of uncertified switches to the De-
fense Switch Network and the maintenance of 
such switches on the Defense Switch Network; 
and 

(2) develop and implement a plan to eliminate 
or mitigate such risks as identified. 

(f) TELECOM SWITCH DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘telecom switch’’ means hardware 
or software designed to send and receive voice, 
data, or video signals across a network that pro-
vides customer voice, data, or video equipment 
access to the Defense Switch Network or public 
switched telecommunications networks.

Subtitle G—Other Matters
SEC. 361. DISTRIBUTION OF MONTHLY REPORTS 

ON ALLOCATION OF FUNDS WITHIN 
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
BUDGET SUBACTIVITIES. 

(a) DESIGNATION OF RECIPIENTS.—Subsection 
(a) of section 228 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by striking ‘‘to Congress’’ and in-
serting ‘‘to the congressional defense commit-
tees’’. 

(b) CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES DE-
FINED.—Subsection (e) of such section is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking ‘‘(e) O&M BUDGET ACTIVITY 
DEFINED.—For purposes of this section, the’’ 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(2) The term ‘congressional defense commit-

tees’ means the Committee on Armed Services 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate and the Committee on Armed Services 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives.’’.
SEC. 362. CONTINUATION OF ARSENAL SUPPORT 

PROGRAM INITIATIVE. 
(a) EXTENSION THROUGH FISCAL YEAR 2004.—

Subsection (a) of section 343 of the Floyd D. 
Spence National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted into law by Public 
Law 106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–65) is amended by 
striking ‘‘and 2002’’ and inserting ‘‘through 
2004’’. 

(b) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Subsection 
(g) of such section is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2002’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2004’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the first sen-
tence and inserting the following new sentence: 
‘‘Not later than July 1, 2003, the Secretary of the 
Army shall submit to the congressional defense 
committees a report on the results of the dem-
onstration program since its implementation, in-
cluding the Secretary’s views regarding the ben-
efits of the program for Army manufacturing ar-
senals and the Department of the Army and the 
success of the program in achieving the pur-
poses specified in subsection (b).’’.
SEC. 363. EXTENSION OF WORK SAFETY DEM-

ONSTRATION PROGRAM. 
(a) EXTENSION.—Section 1112 of the Floyd D. 

Spence National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted into law by Public 
Law 106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–313) is amended—

(1) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘September 
30, 2002’’ and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2003’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (e)(2), by striking ‘‘December 
1, 2002’’ and inserting ‘‘December 1, 2003’’. 

(b) REVISION OF REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—
Subsection (e)(2) of such section is further 
amended by striking ‘‘fiscal year 2002’’ both 
places it appears and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 
2002 and 2003’’.
SEC. 364. CONDITION ON AUTHORITY OF DE-

FENSE SECURITY SERVICE TO IM-
POSE FEES ON FEE-FOR-SERVICE 
BASIS. 

The Secretary of Defense may not authorize 
the Defense Security Service to impose fees on a 
fee-for-service basis for the investigative services 
provided by the Defense Security Service unless 
the Secretary certifies in advance to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate that the Defense Security 
Service has the financial systems in place to de-
termine accurately the cost of such services.
SEC. 365. LOGISTICS SUPPORT AND SERVICES 

FOR WEAPON SYSTEMS CONTRAC-
TORS.

(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Defense 
may make available logistics support and logis-
tics services to a contractor in support of the 
performance by the contractor of a contract for 
the construction, modification, or maintenance 
of a weapon system that is entered into by an 
official of the Department of Defense. 

(b) SUPPORT CONTRACTS.—Any logistics sup-
port and logistics services to be provided under 
this section to a contractor in support of the 
performance of a contract described in sub-
section (a) shall be provided under a separate 
contract that is entered into by the Director of 
the Defense Logistics Agency with that con-
tractor. The requirements of section 2208(h) of 
title 10, United States Code, and the regulations 
prescribed pursuant to such section shall apply 
to the contract between the Director of the De-
fense Logistics Agency and the contractor.

(c) SCOPE OF SUPPORT AND SERVICES.—The lo-
gistics support and logistics services that may be 
provided under this section in support of the 
performance of a contract described in sub-
section (a) are the distribution, disposal, and 
cataloging of materiel and repair parts nec-
essary for the performance of that contract. 

(d) LIMITATIONS.—(1) The number of contracts 
described in subsection (a) for which the Sec-
retary of Defense makes logistics support and lo-
gistics services available under the authority of 
this section may not exceed five contracts. The 
total amount of the estimated costs of all such 
contracts for which logistics support and logis-
tics services are made available under this sec-
tion may not exceed $100,000,000. 

(2) No contract entered into by the Director of 
the Defense Logistics Agency under subsection 
(b) may be for a period in excess of five years, 
including periods for which the contract is ex-
tended under options to extend the contract. 

(e) REGULATIONS.—Before exercising the au-
thority under this section, the Secretary of De-
fense shall prescribe in regulations such require-
ments, conditions, and restrictions as the Sec-
retary determines appropriate to ensure that lo-
gistics support and logistics services are pro-
vided under this section only when it is in the 
best interests of the United States to do so. The 
regulations shall include, at a minimum, the fol-
lowing: 

(1) A requirement for the authority under this 
section to be used only for providing logistics 
support and logistics services in support of the 
performance of a contract that is entered into 
using competitive procedures (as defined in sec-
tion 4 of the Office of Federal Procurement Pol-
icy Act (41 U.S.C. 403)). 

(2) A requirement for the solicitation of offers 
for a contract described in subsection (a), for 
which logistics support and logistics services are 
to be made available under this section, to in-
clude—
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(A) a statement that the logistics support and 

logistics services are to be made available under 
the authority of this section to any contractor 
awarded the contract, but only on a basis that 
does not require acceptance of the support and 
services; and 

(B) a description of the range of the logistics 
support and logistics services that are to be 
made available to the contractor. 

(3) A requirement for the rates charged a con-
tractor for logistics support and logistics services 
provided to a contractor under this section to re-
flect the full cost to the United States of the re-
sources used in providing the support and serv-
ices, including the costs of resources used, but 
not paid for, by the Department of Defense. 

(4) With respect to a contract described in sub-
section (a) that is being performed for a depart-
ment or agency outside the Department of De-
fense, a prohibition, in accordance with appli-
cable contracting procedures, on the imposition 
of any charge on that department or agency for 
any effort of Department of Defense personnel 
or the contractor to correct deficiencies in the 
performance of such contract. 

(5) A prohibition on the imposition of any 
charge on a contractor for any effort of the con-
tractor to correct a deficiency in the perform-
ance of logistics support and logistics services 
provided to the contractor under this section. 

(f) RELATIONSHIP TO TREATY OBLIGATIONS.—
The Secretary shall ensure that the exercise of 
authority under this section does not conflict 
with any obligation of the United States under 
any treaty or other international agreement. 

(g) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—(1) The au-
thority provided in this section shall expire on 
September 30, 2007. 

(2) The expiration of the authority under this 
section does not terminate—

(A) any contract that was entered into by the 
Director of the Defense Logistics Agency under 
subsection (b) before the date specified in para-
graph (1) or any obligation to provide logistics 
support and logistics services under that con-
tract; or 

(B) any authority to enter into a contract de-
scribed in subsection (a) for which a solicitation 
of offers was issued in accordance with the reg-
ulations prescribed pursuant to subsection (e)(2) 
before the date specified in paragraph (1) or to 
provide logistics support and logistics services to 
the contractor with respect to that contract in 
accordance with this section.
SEC. 366. TRAINING RANGE SUSTAINMENT PLAN, 

GLOBAL STATUS OF RESOURCES 
AND TRAINING SYSTEM, AND TRAIN-
ING RANGE INVENTORY. 

(a) PLAN REQUIRED.—(1) The Secretary of De-
fense shall develop a comprehensive plan for 
using existing authorities available to the Sec-
retary of Defense and the Secretaries of the mili-
tary departments to address training constraints 
caused by limitations on the use of military 
lands, marine areas, and airspace that are 
available in the United States and overseas for 
training of the Armed Forces. 

(2) As part of the preparation of the plan, the 
Secretary of Defense shall conduct the fol-
lowing: 

(A) An assessment of current and future 
training range requirements of the Armed 
Forces. 

(B) An evaluation of the adequacy of current 
Department of Defense resources (including vir-
tual and constructive training assets as well as 
military lands, marine areas, and airspace 
available in the United States and overseas) to 
meet those current and future training range re-
quirements. 

(3) The plan shall include the following: 
(A) Proposals to enhance training range capa-

bilities and address any shortfalls in current 
Department of Defense resources identified pur-
suant to the assessment and evaluation con-
ducted under paragraph (2). 

(B) Goals and milestones for tracking planned 
actions and measuring progress. 

(C) Projected funding requirements for imple-
menting planned actions. 

(D) Designation of an office in the Office of 
the Secretary of Defense and in each of the mili-
tary departments that will have lead responsi-
bility for overseeing implementation of the plan. 

(4) At the same time as the President submits 
to Congress the budget for fiscal year 2004, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to Congress a 
report describing the progress made in imple-
menting this subsection, including—

(A) the plan developed under paragraph (1); 
(B) the results of the assessment and evalua-

tion conducted under paragraph (2); and 
(C) any recommendations that the Secretary 

may have for legislative or regulatory changes 
to address training constraints identified pursu-
ant to this section. 

(5) At the same time as the President submits 
to Congress the budget for each of fiscal years 
2005 through 2008, the Secretary shall submit to 
Congress a report describing the progress made 
in implementing the plan and any additional 
actions taken, or to be taken, to address train-
ing constraints caused by limitations on the use 
of military lands, marine areas, and airspace.

(b) READINESS REPORTING IMPROVEMENT.—Not 
later than June 30, 2003, the Secretary of De-
fense, using existing measures within the au-
thority of the Secretary, shall submit to Con-
gress a report on the plans of the Department of 
Defense to improve the Global Status of Re-
sources and Training System to reflect the read-
iness impact that training constraints caused by 
limitations on the use of military lands, marine 
areas, and airspace have on specific units of the 
Armed Forces. 

(c) TRAINING RANGE INVENTORY.—(1) The Sec-
retary of Defense shall develop and maintain a 
training range inventory for each of the Armed 
Forces—

(A) to identify all available operational train-
ing ranges; 

(B) to identify all training capacities and ca-
pabilities available at each training range; and 

(C) to identify training constraints caused by 
limitations on the use of military lands, marine 
areas, and airspace at each training range. 

(2) The Secretary of Defense shall submit an 
initial inventory to Congress at the same time as 
the President submits the budget for fiscal year 
2004 and shall submit an updated inventory to 
Congress at the same time as the President sub-
mits the budget for fiscal years 2005 through 
2008.

(d) GAO EVALUATION.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall transmit copies of each report re-
quired by subsections (a) and (b) to the Comp-
troller General. Within 60 days after receiving a 
report, the Comptroller General shall submit to 
Congress an evaluation of the report. 

(e) ARMED FORCES DEFINED.—In this section, 
the term ‘‘Armed Forces’’ means the Army, 
Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps.
SEC. 367. ENGINEERING STUDY AND ENVIRON-

MENTAL ANALYSIS OF ROAD MODI-
FICATIONS IN VICINITY OF FORT 
BELVOIR, VIRGINIA. 

(a) STUDY AND ANALYSIS.—(1) The Secretary 
of the Army shall conduct a preliminary engi-
neering study and environmental analysis to 
evaluate the feasibility of establishing a con-
nector road between Richmond Highway 
(United States Route 1) and Telegraph Road in 
order to provide an alternative to Beulah Road 
(State Route 613) and Woodlawn Road (State 
Route 618) at Fort Belvoir, Virginia, which were 
closed as a force protection measure. 

(2) It is the sense of Congress that the study 
and analysis should consider as one alternative 
the extension of Old Mill Road between Rich-
mond Highway and Telegraph Road. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—The study required by 
subsection (a) shall be conducted in consulta-
tion with the Department of Transportation of 
the Commonwealth of Virginia and Fairfax 
County, Virginia. 

(c) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit to 
Congress a summary report on the study and 

analysis required by subsection (a). The sum-
mary report shall be submitted together with the 
budget justification materials in support of the 
budget of the President for fiscal year 2006 that 
is submitted to Congress under section 1105(a) of 
title 31, United States Code. 

(d) FUNDING.—Of the amount authorized to be 
appropriated by section 301(a)(1) for the Army 
for operation and maintenance, $5,000,000 may 
be made available for the study and analysis re-
quired by subsection (a).
SEC. 368. REAUTHORIZATION OF WARRANTY 

CLAIMS RECOVERY PILOT PROGRAM. 
Section 391 of the National Defense Author-

ization Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (Public Law 
105–85; 10 U.S.C. 2304 note), as amended by sec-
tion 364 of Public Law 107–107 (115 Stat. 1068), 
is further amended—

(1) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘September 
30, 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2004’’; 
and 

(2) by striking subsection (g).
SEC. 369. EXPANDED ELIGIBILITY FOR LOAN, 

GIFT, OR EXCHANGE OF DOCU-
MENTS, HISTORICAL ARTIFACTS, 
AND CONDEMNED OR OBSOLETE 
COMBAT MATERIEL. 

Section 2572(a)(3) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting before the period 
the following: ‘‘or a nonprofit military aviation 
heritage foundation or association incorporated 
in a State’’.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL 
AUTHORIZATIONS

Subtitle A—Active Forces 
Sec. 401. End strengths for active forces. 
Sec. 402. Revision in permanent end strength 

minimum levels. 
Sec. 403. Expanded authority for administrative 

increases in statutory active-duty 
end strengths. 

Sec. 404. General and flag officer management. 
Sec. 405. Extension of certain authorities relat-

ing to management of numbers of 
general and flag officers in cer-
tain grades. 

Sec. 406. Increase in authorized strengths for 
Marine Corps officers on active 
duty in the grade of colonel. 

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces 
Sec. 411. End strengths for Selected Reserve. 
Sec. 412. End strengths for Reserves on active 

duty in support of the reserves. 
Sec. 413. End strengths for military technicians 

(dual status). 
Sec. 414. Fiscal year 2003 limitation on non-

dual status technicians. 
Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations 

Sec. 421. Authorization of appropriations for 
military personnel.

Subtitle A—Active Forces 
SEC. 401. END STRENGTHS FOR ACTIVE FORCES. 

The Armed Forces are authorized strengths 
for active duty personnel as of September 30, 
2003, as follows: 

(1) The Army, 480,000. 
(2) The Navy, 375,700. 
(3) The Marine Corps, 175,000. 
(4) The Air Force, 359,000. 

SEC. 402. REVISION IN PERMANENT END 
STRENGTH MINIMUM LEVELS. 

(a) REVISED END STRENGTH FLOORS.—Sub-
section (b) of section 691 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘376,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘375,700’’; 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘172,600’’ and 
inserting ‘‘175,000’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘358,800’’ and 
inserting ‘‘359,000’’. 

(b) REPEAL OF SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FLEXI-
BILITY AUTHORITY.—Subsection (e) of such sec-
tion is repealed. 
SEC. 403. [H403]. EXPANDED AUTHORITY FOR AD-

MINISTRATIVE INCREASES IN STAT-
UTORY ACTIVE-DUTY END 
STRENGTHS. 

(a) SECRETARY OF DEFENSE AUTHORITY.—Sub-
section (c)(1) of section 115 of title 10, United 
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States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘2 percent’’ 
and inserting ‘‘3 percent’’. 

(b) SERVICE SECRETARY AUTHORITY.—Such 
section is further amended by inserting after 
subsection (e) the following new subsection: 

‘‘(f) Upon determination by the Secretary of a 
military department that such action would en-
hance manning and readiness in essential units 
or in critical specialties or ratings, the Secretary 
may increase the end strength authorized pur-
suant to subsection (a)(1)(A) for a fiscal year for 
the armed force under the jurisdiction of that 
Secretary or, in the case of the Secretary of the 
Navy, for any of the armed forces under the ju-
risdiction of that Secretary. Any such increase 
for a fiscal year—

‘‘(1) shall be by a number equal to not more 
than 2 percent of such authorized end strength; 
and 

‘‘(2) shall be counted as part of the increase 
for that armed force for that fiscal year author-
ized under subsection (c)(1).’’.
SEC. 404. GENERAL AND FLAG OFFICER MANAGE-

MENT. 
(a) EXCLUSION OF SENIOR MILITARY ASSISTANT 

TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FROM LIMITA-
TION ON ACTIVE DUTY OFFICERS IN GRADES 
ABOVE MAJOR GENERAL AND REAR ADMIRAL.—
Effective on the date specified in subsection (d), 
section 525(b) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(8) An officer while serving in a position des-
ignated by the Secretary of Defense as Senior 
Military Assistant to the Secretary of Defense, if 
serving in the grade of lieutenant general or 
vice admiral, is in addition to the number that 
otherwise would be permitted for that officer’s 
armed force for that grade under paragraph (1) 
or (2). Only one officer may be designated as 
Senior Military Assistant to the Secretary of De-
fense for purposes of this paragraph.’’. 

(b) INCREASE IN NUMBER OF LIEUTENANT GEN-
ERALS AUTHORIZED FOR THE MARINE CORPS.—
Paragraph (2)(B) of such section is amended by 
striking ‘‘16.2 percent’’ and inserting ‘‘17.5 per-
cent’’.

(c) REVIEW OF ACTIVE DUTY AND RESERVE 
GENERAL AND FLAG OFFICER AUTHORIZATIONS.—
(1) The Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
Congress a report containing any recommenda-
tions of the Secretary (together with the ration-
ale of the Secretary for the recommendations) 
concerning the following: 

(A) Revision of the limitations on general and 
flag officer grade authorizations and distribu-
tion in grade prescribed by sections 525, 526, and 
12004 of title 10, United States Code. 

(B) Statutory designation of the positions and 
grades of any additional general and flag offi-
cers in the commands specified in chapter 1006 
of title 10, United States Code, and the reserve 
component offices specified in sections 3038, 
5143, 5144, and 8038 of such title. 

(2) The provisions of subsection (b) through 
(e) of section 1213 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law 
104–201; 110 Stat. 2694) shall apply to the report 
under paragraph (1) in the same manner as they 
applied to the report required by subsection (a) 
of that section. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall take effect on the date of 
the receipt by Congress of the report required by 
subsection (c). 
SEC. 405. EXTENSION OF CERTAIN AUTHORITIES 

RELATING TO MANAGEMENT OF 
NUMBERS OF GENERAL AND FLAG 
OFFICERS IN CERTAIN GRADES. 

(a) SENIOR JOINT OFFICER POSITIONS.—Section 
604(c) of title 10, United States Code, is amended 
by striking ‘‘September 30, 2003’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2004’’. 

(b) DISTRIBUTION OF OFFICERS ON ACTIVE 
DUTY IN GENERAL AND FLAG OFFICER GRADES.—
Section 525(b)(5)(C) of such title is amended by 
striking ‘‘September 30, 2003’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2004’’. 

(c) AUTHORIZED STRENGTH FOR GENERAL AND 
FLAG OFFICERS ON ACTIVE DUTY.—Section 
526(b)(3) of such title is amended by striking 
‘‘October 1, 2002’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2004’’.
SEC. 406. INCREASE IN AUTHORIZED STRENGTHS 

FOR MARINE CORPS OFFICERS ON 
ACTIVE DUTY IN THE GRADE OF 
COLONEL. 

The table in section 523(a)(1) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by striking the 
figures under the heading ‘‘Colonel’’ in the por-
tion of the table relating to the Marine Corps 
and inserting the following:

‘‘571 
632
653
673
694
715
735’’.

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces
SEC. 411. END STRENGTHS FOR SELECTED RE-

SERVE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Armed Forces are au-

thorized strengths for Selected Reserve per-
sonnel of the reserve components as of Sep-
tember 30, 2003, as follows: 

(1) The Army National Guard of the United 
States, 350,000. 

(2) The Army Reserve, 205,000. 
(3) The Naval Reserve, 87,800. 
(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 39,558. 
(5) The Air National Guard of the United 

States, 106,600. 
(6) The Air Force Reserve, 75,600. 
(7) The Coast Guard Reserve, 9,000. 
(b) ADJUSTMENTS.—The end strengths pre-

scribed by subsection (a) for the Selected Re-
serve of any reserve component shall be propor-
tionately reduced by—

(1) the total authorized strength of units orga-
nized to serve as units of the Selected Reserve of 
such component which are on active duty (other 
than for training) at the end of the fiscal year; 
and 

(2) the total number of individual members not 
in units organized to serve as units of the Se-
lected Reserve of such component who are on 
active duty (other than for training or for un-
satisfactory participation in training) without 
their consent at the end of the fiscal year.
Whenever such units or such individual mem-
bers are released from active duty during any 
fiscal year, the end strength prescribed for such 
fiscal year for the Selected Reserve of such re-
serve component shall be proportionately in-
creased by the total authorized strengths of 
such units and by the total number of such indi-
vidual members. 
SEC. 412. END STRENGTHS FOR RESERVES ON AC-

TIVE DUTY IN SUPPORT OF THE RE-
SERVES. 

Within the end strengths prescribed in section 
411(a), the reserve components of the Armed 
Forces are authorized, as of September 30, 2003, 
the following number of Reserves to be serving 
on full-time active duty or full-time duty, in the 
case of members of the National Guard, for the 
purpose of organizing, administering, recruiting, 
instructing, or training the reserve components: 

(1) The Army National Guard of the United 
States, 24,562. 

(2) The Army Reserve, 14,070. 
(3) The Naval Reserve, 14,572. 
(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 2,261. 
(5) The Air National Guard of the United 

States, 11,727. 
(6) The Air Force Reserve, 1,498. 

SEC. 413. END STRENGTHS FOR MILITARY TECH-
NICIANS (DUAL STATUS). 

The minimum number of military technicians 
(dual status) as of the last day of fiscal year 
2003 for the reserve components of the Army and 
the Air Force (notwithstanding section 129 of 
title 10, United States Code) shall be the fol-
lowing: 

(1) For the Army National Guard of the 
United States, 24,102. 

(2) For the Army Reserve, 6,599. 
(3) For the Air National Guard of the 

United States, 22,495. 
(4) For the Air Force Reserve, 9,911.

SEC. 414. FISCAL YEAR 2003 LIMITATION ON NON-
DUAL STATUS TECHNICIANS. 

(a) ARMY.—The number of non-dual status 
technicians employed by the reserve components 
of the Army as of September 30, 2003, may not 
exceed the following: 

(1) For the Army Reserve, 995. 
(2) For the Army National Guard of the 

United States, 1,600, to be counted within the 
limitation specified in section 10217(c)(2) of title 
10, United States Code. 

(b) AIR FORCE.—The number of non-dual sta-
tus technicians employed by the reserve compo-
nents of the Army and the Air Force as of Sep-
tember 30, 2003, may not exceed the following: 

(1) For the Air Force Reserve, 90. 
(2) For the Air National Guard of the United 

States, 350, to be counted within the limitation 
specified in section 10217(c)(2) of title 10, United 
States Code. 

(c) NON-DUAL STATUS TECHNICIANS DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘non-dual sta-
tus technician’’ has the meaning given that term 
in section 10217(a) of title 10, United States 
Code. 

(d) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—Section 
10217(c)(2) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended—

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘Effective 
October 1, 2002, the’’ and inserting ‘‘The’’; and 

(2) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘after 
the preceding sentence takes effect’’.
Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations 

SEC. 421. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 
FOR MILITARY PERSONNEL. 

There is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
to the Department of Defense for military per-
sonnel for fiscal year 2003 a total of 
$93,829,525,000. The authorization in the pre-
ceding sentence supersedes any other authoriza-
tion of appropriations (definite or indefinite) for 
such purpose for fiscal year 2003.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY
Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy 

Sec. 501. Extension of good-of-the-service waiv-
er authority for officers appointed 
to a Reserve Chief or Guard Di-
rector position. 

Sec. 502. Exclusion of certain officers from limi-
tation on authority to grant a 
waiver of required completion or 
sequencing for joint professional 
military education. 

Sec. 503. Extension and codification of author-
ity for recall of retired aviators to 
active duty. 

Sec. 504. Grades for certain positions. 
Sec. 505. Reinstatement of authority to reduce 

three-year time-in-grade require-
ment for retirement in grade for 
officers in grades above major and 
lieutenant commander. 

Sec. 506. Authority to require that an officer 
take leave pending review of a 
recommendation for removal by a 
board of inquiry. 

Subtitle B—Reserve Component Management 
Sec. 511. Reviews of National Guard strength 

accounting and management and 
other issues. 

Sec. 512. Courts-martial for the National Guard 
when not in Federal service. 

Sec. 513. Fiscal year 2003 funding for military 
personnel costs of reserve compo-
nent Special Operations Forces 
personnel engaged in humani-
tarian assistance activities relat-
ing to clearing of landmines. 

Sec. 514. Use of Reserves to perform duties re-
lating to defense against ter-
rorism. 
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Sec. 515. Repeal of prohibition on use of Air 

Force Reserve AGR personnel for 
Air Force base security functions. 

Subtitle C—Reserve Component Officer 
Personnel Policy 

Sec. 521. Eligibility for consideration for pro-
motion to grade of major general 
for certain reserve component 
brigadier generals who do not 
otherwise qualify for consider-
ation for promotion under the 
one-year rule. 

Sec. 522. Authority for limited extension of med-
ical deferment of mandatory re-
tirement or separation of reserve 
component officers. 

Subtitle D—Enlistment, Education, and 
Training Programs 

Sec. 531. Enlistment incentives for pursuit of 
skills to facilitate national serv-
ice. 

Sec. 532. Authority for phased increase to 4,400 
in authorized strengths for the 
service academies. 

Sec. 533. Enhancement of reserve component 
delayed training program. 

Sec. 534. Review of Armed Forces programs for 
preparation for, participation in, 
and conduct of athletic competi-
tions. 

Sec. 535. Repeal of bar to eligibility of Army 
College First program participants 
for benefits under student loan re-
payment program. 

Subtitle E—Decorations, Awards, and 
Commendations 

Sec. 541. Waiver of time limitations for award of 
Army Distinguished-Service Cross 
to certain persons. 

Sec. 542. Option to convert award of Armed 
Forces Expeditionary Medal 
awarded for Operation Frequent 
Wind to Vietnam Service Medal. 

Sec. 543. Korea Defense Service Medal. 
Sec. 544. Commendation of military chaplains. 

Subtitle F—Administrative Matters 
Sec. 551. Staffing and funding for Defense Pris-

oner of War/Missing Personnel 
Office. 

Sec. 552. Three-year freeze on reductions of per-
sonnel of agencies responsible for 
review and correction of military 
records. 

Sec. 553. Authority for acceptance of voluntary 
services of individuals as proctors 
for administration of Armed Serv-
ices Vocational Aptitude Battery 
test. 

Sec. 554. Extension of temporary early retire-
ment authority. 

Subtitle G—Matters Relating to Minorities 
and Women in the Armed Forces 

Sec. 561. Surveys of racial and ethnic issues 
and of gender issues in the Armed 
Forces. 

Sec. 562. Annual report on status of female 
members of the Armed Forces. 

Sec. 563. Wear of abayas by female members of 
the Armed Forces in Saudi Ara-
bia. 
Subtitle H—Benefits 

Sec. 571. Department of Defense support for 
persons participating in military 
funeral honors details. 

Sec. 572. Emergency leave of absence program. 
Sec. 573. Enhanced flexibility in medical loan 

repayment program. 
Sec. 574. Destinations authorized for Govern-

ment paid transportation of en-
listed personnel for rest and recu-
peration absence upon extending 
duty at designated locations over-
seas. 

Sec. 575. Vehicle storage in lieu of transpor-
tation when member is ordered to 
a nonforeign duty station outside 
continental United States. 

Subtitle I—Reports 
Sec. 581. Quadrennial quality of life review. 
Sec. 582. Report on desirability and feasibility 

of consolidating separate courses 
of basic instruction for judge ad-
vocates. 

Sec. 583. Reports on efforts to resolve status of 
Captain Michael Scott Speicher, 
United States Navy. 

Sec. 584. Report on volunteer services of mem-
bers of the reserve components in 
emergency response to the ter-
rorist attacks of September 11, 
2001.

Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy
SEC. 501. EXTENSION OF GOOD-OF-THE-SERVICE 

WAIVER AUTHORITY FOR OFFICERS 
APPOINTED TO A RESERVE CHIEF OR 
GUARD DIRECTOR POSITION. 

(a) WAIVER OF REQUIREMENT FOR SIGNIFICANT 
JOINT DUTY EXPERIENCE.—Sections 3038(b)(4), 
5143(b)(4), 5144(b)(4), 8038(b)(4), and 
10506(a)(3)(D) of title 10, United States Code, are 
each amended by striking ‘‘October 1, 2003’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2004’’. 

(b) REPORT ON FUTURE IMPLEMENTATION OF 
REQUIREMENT.—Not later than May 1, 2003, the 
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the Senate and the 
Committee on Armed Services of the House of 
Representatives a report—

(1) setting forth the steps that have been 
taken by the Secretary, the Secretaries of the 
military departments, and the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff to ensure that Reserve and 
National Guard officers receive significant joint 
duty experience; and 

(2) specifying the date by which no further ex-
tension of the waiver authority under the sec-
tions amended by subsection (a) will be re-
quired.
SEC. 502. EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN OFFICERS 

FROM LIMITATION ON AUTHORITY 
TO GRANT A WAIVER OF REQUIRED 
COMPLETION OR SEQUENCING FOR 
JOINT PROFESSIONAL MILITARY 
EDUCATION. 

(a) EXCLUSION FROM LIMITATION.—There 
shall be excluded from counting for purposes of 
the 10-percent limitation set forth in the last 
sentence of section 661(c)(3)(D) of title 10, 
United States Code (limiting the authority to 
grant waivers related to sequencing or comple-
tion of program of joint professional military 
education), any officer selected for the joint spe-
cialty who—

(1) on December 28, 2001, met the requirements 
of section 661(c) of such title for nomination for 
the joint specialty, but who had not been nomi-
nated for that specialty before that date by the 
Secretary of the military department concerned; 
and 

(2) before the date of the enactment of this Act 
was automatically nominated for the joint spe-
cialty as a result of section 661(b)(2) of such 
title. 

(b) TERMINATION.—The provisions of sub-
section (a) shall terminate on October 1, 2006. 

(c) CROSS-REFERENCE CORRECTION.—Section 
661(c)(3)(E) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘subparagraph’’ and in-
serting ‘‘paragraph’’.
SEC. 503. EXTENSION AND CODIFICATION OF AU-

THORITY FOR RECALL OF RETIRED 
AVIATORS TO ACTIVE DUTY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 39 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 688 the following new section:
‘‘§ 688a. Retired aviators: temporary authority 

to order to active duty 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of a military 

department may order to active duty a retired 
officer having expertise as an aviator to fill staff 
positions normally filled by aviators on active 
duty. Any such order may be made only with 
the consent of the officer ordered to active duty 
and in accordance with an agreement between 
the Secretary and the officer. 

‘‘(b) DURATION.—The period of active duty of 
an officer under an order to active duty under 
subsection (a) shall be specified in the agree-
ment entered into under that subsection. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION.—No more than a total of 500 
officers may be on active duty at any time under 
subsection (a). 

‘‘(d) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER AUTHORITY.—
The authority to order a retired officer to active 
duty under this section is in addition to the au-
thority under section 688 of this title or any 
other provision of law authorizing the Secretary 
concerned to order a retired member to active 
duty. 

‘‘(e) INAPPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN PROVI-
SIONS.—Officers ordered to active duty under 
subsection (a) shall not be counted for purposes 
of section 688 or 690 of this title. 

‘‘(f) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.—An officer 
may not be ordered to active duty under this 
section after September 30, 2008.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 688 the following new 
item:

‘‘688a. Retired aviators: temporary authority to 
order to active duty.’’.

(b) GRADE IN WHICH ORDERED TO ACTIVE 
DUTY AND UPON RELEASE FROM ACTIVE DUTY.—
(1) Section 689 of such title is amended by insert-
ing ‘‘or 688a’’ after ‘‘section 688’’ each place it 
appears. 

(2) The provisions of section 689(d) of title 10, 
United States Code, shall apply with respect to 
an officer ordered to active duty under section 
501 of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public Law 106–65; 113 
Stat. 589) before the date of the enactment of 
this Act in the same manner as such provisions 
apply to an officer ordered to active duty under 
section 688 of such title. 

(c) TRANSITION PROVISION.—Any officer or-
dered to active duty under section 501 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2000 (Public Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 589) who 
continues on active duty under such order to 
active duty after the date of the enactment of 
this Act shall be counted for purposes of the lim-
itation under subsection (c) of section 688a of 
title 10, United States Code, as added by sub-
section (a).
SEC. 504. GRADES FOR CERTAIN POSITIONS. 

(a) HEADS OF NURSE CORPS.—(1) Section 
3069(b) of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘brigadier general’’ in the second 
sentence and inserting ‘‘major general’’. 

(2) The first sentence of section 5150(c) of such 
title is amended— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘rear admiral, in the case of 
an officer in the Nurse Corps, or’’ after ‘‘for 
promotion to the grade of’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘, in the case of an officer in 
the Medical Service Corps’’ after ‘‘rear admiral 
(lower half)’’. 

(3) Section 8069(b) of such title is amended by 
striking ‘‘brigadier general’’ in the second sen-
tence and inserting ‘‘major general’’. 

(b) CHIEF OF VETERINARY CORPS OF THE 
ARMY.—(1) Chapter 307 of such title is amended 
by adding at the end the following new section: 
‘‘§ 3084. Chief of Veterinary Corps; grade 

‘‘The Chief of the Veterinary Corps of the 
Army serves in the grade of brigadier general. 
An officer appointed to that position who holds 
a lower grade shall be appointed in the grade of 
brigadier general.’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item:

‘‘3084. Chief of Veterinary Corps: grade.’’.

(c) CHIEF OF LEGISLATIVE LIAISON OF THE 
ARMY.—(1)(A) Chapter 303 of such title is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 
‘‘§ 3023. Chief of Legislative Liaison 

‘‘(a) There is a Chief of Legislative Liaison in 
the Department of the Army. An officer assigned 
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to that position shall be an officer in the grade 
of major general. 

‘‘(b) The Chief of Legislative Liaison shall 
perform legislative affairs functions as specified 
for the Office of the Secretary of the Army by 
section 3014(c)(1)(F) of this title.’’. 

(B) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item:

‘‘3023. Chief of Legislative Liaison.’’.

(2) Section 3014(b) of such title is amended—
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (6) and (7) as 

paragraphs (7) and (8), respectively; and 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol-

lowing new paragraph (6): 
‘‘(6) The Chief of Legislative Liaison.’’. 
(d) LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS POSITIONS OF THE 

NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.—(1)(A) Chapter 503 
of such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 

‘‘§ 5027. Chief of Legislative Affairs 
‘‘(a) There is a Chief of Legislative Affairs in 

the Department of the Navy. An officer assigned 
to that position shall be an officer in the grade 
of rear admiral. 

‘‘(b) The Chief of Legislative Affairs shall per-
form legislative affairs functions as specified for 
the Office of the Secretary of the Navy by sec-
tion 5014(c)(1)(F) of this title.’’. 

(B) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item:

‘‘5027. Chief of Legislative Affairs.’’.

(2) Section 5014(b) of such title is amended—
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (6) and (7) as 

paragraphs (7) and (8), respectively; and 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol-

lowing new paragraph (6): 
‘‘(6) The Chief of Legislative Affairs.’’.
(3)(A) Chapter 506 of such title is amended by 

adding at the end the following new section: 

‘‘§ 5047. Legislative Assistant to the Com-
mandant 
‘‘There is in the Marine Corps a Legislative 

Assistant to the Commandant. An officer as-
signed to that position shall be in a grade above 
colonel.’’. 

(B) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item:

‘‘5047. Legislative Assistant to the Com-
mandant.’’.

(e) CHIEF OF LEGISLATIVE LIAISON OF THE AIR 
FORCE.—(1)(A) Chapter 803 of such title is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 

‘‘§ 8023. Chief of Legislative Liaison 
‘‘(a) There is a Chief of Legislative Liaison in 

the Department of the Air Force. An officer as-
signed to that position shall be an officer in the 
grade of major general. 

‘‘(b) The Chief of Legislative Liaison shall 
perform legislative affairs functions as specified 
for the Office of the Secretary of the Air Force 
by section 8014(c)(1)(F) of this title.’’. 

(B) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item:

‘‘8023. Chief of Legislative Liaison.’’.

(2) Section 8014(b) of such title is amended—
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (5) and (6) as 

paragraphs (6) and (7), respectively; and 
(B) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-

lowing new paragraph (5):
‘‘(5) The Chief of Legislative Liaison.’’. 
(f) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT TO PROVIDE COR-

RECT STATUTORY TITLE OF GRADE.—Section 
5022(a)(2) of such title is amended by striking 
‘‘(upper half)’’.

SEC. 505. REINSTATEMENT OF AUTHORITY TO RE-
DUCE THREE-YEAR TIME-IN-GRADE 
REQUIREMENT FOR RETIREMENT IN 
GRADE FOR OFFICERS IN GRADES 
ABOVE MAJOR AND LIEUTENANT 
COMMANDER. 

(a) OFFICERS ON ACTIVE DUTY.—Subsection 
(a)(2) of section 1370 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘during 
the period beginning on October 1, 1990, and 
ending on December 31, 2001’’ and inserting 
‘‘during the period beginning on October 1, 2002, 
and ending on December 31, 2003’’; 

(2) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) and 
(C) as subparagraphs (D) and (E), respectively; 
and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following new subparagraphs (B) and (C): 

‘‘(B) In the case of an officer to be retired in 
a general or flag officer grade, authority pro-
vided by the Secretary of Defense to the Sec-
retary of a military department under subpara-
graph (A) may be exercised with respect to that 
officer only if approved by the Secretary of De-
fense or another civilian official in the Office of 
the Secretary of Defense appointed by the Presi-
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. 

‘‘(C) Authority provided by the Secretary of 
Defense to the Secretary of a military depart-
ment under subparagraph (A) may be delegated 
within that military department only to a civil-
ian official of that military department ap-
pointed by the President, by and with the ad-
vice and consent of the Senate.’’. 

(b) RESERVE OFFICERS.—Subsection (d) of 
such section is amended—

(1) by designating the second sentence of 
paragraph (5) as paragraph (6) and in that 
paragraph by striking ‘‘this paragraph’’ and in-
serting ‘‘paragraph (5)’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (5)—
(A) by inserting ‘‘(A)’’ after ‘‘(5)’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘in the case of retirements ef-

fective during the period beginning on October 
17, 1998, and ending on December 31, 2001’’ and 
inserting ‘‘in the case of transfers to the Retired 
Reserve and discharges of retirement-qualified 
officers effective during the period beginning on 
October 1, 2002, and ending on December 31, 
2003’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end (before paragraph (6) 
as designated by paragraph (1) of this sub-
section) the following new subparagraphs: 

‘‘(B) In the case of a person who, upon trans-
fer to the Retired Reserve or discharge, is to be 
credited with satisfactory service in a general or 
flag officer grade under paragraph (1), author-
ity provided by the Secretary of Defense to the 
Secretary of a military department under sub-
paragraph (A) may be exercised with respect to 
that person only if approved by the Secretary of 
Defense or another civilian official in the Office 
of the Secretary of Defense appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate. 

‘‘(C) Authority provided by the Secretary of 
Defense to the Secretary of a military depart-
ment under subparagraph (A) may be delegated 
within that military department only to a civil-
ian official of that military department ap-
pointed by the President, by and with the ad-
vice and consent of the Senate.’’. 

(c) ADVANCE NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—Such sec-
tion is further amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(e) ADVANCE NOTICE TO CONGRESSIONAL 
COMMITTEES.—(1) In the case of an officer to be 
retired in a grade that is a general or flag offi-
cer grade who is eligible to retire in that grade 
only by reason of an exercise of authority under 
paragraph (2) of subsection (a) to reduce the 
three-year service-in-grade requirement other-
wise applicable under that paragraph, the Sec-
retary of Defense, before the officer is retired in 
that grade, shall notify the Committee on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the Committee on 

Armed Services of the House of Representatives 
of the exercise of authority under that para-
graph with respect to that officer. 

‘‘(2) In the case of a person to be credited 
under subsection (d) with satisfactory service in 
a grade that is a general or flag officer grade 
who is eligible to be credited with such service in 
that grade only by reason of an exercise of au-
thority under paragraph (5) of that subsection 
to reduce the three-year service-in-grade re-
quirement otherwise applicable under para-
graph (3)(A) of that subsection, the Secretary of 
Defense, before the person is credited with such 
satisfactory service in that grade, shall notify 
the Committee on Armed Services of the Senate 
and the Committee on Armed Services of the 
House of Representatives of the exercise of au-
thority under paragraph (5) of that subsection 
with respect to that officer. 

‘‘(3) In the case of an officer to whom sub-
section (c) applies, the requirement for notifica-
tion under paragraph (1) is satisfied if the noti-
fication is included in the certification sub-
mitted with respect to that officer under para-
graph (1) of such subsection.’’.
SEC. 506. AUTHORITY TO REQUIRE THAT AN OFFI-

CER TAKE LEAVE PENDING REVIEW 
OF A RECOMMENDATION FOR RE-
MOVAL BY A BOARD OF INQUIRY. 

(a) REQUIREMENT.—Section 1182(c) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘(c)’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(2) Under regulations prescribed by the Sec-

retary concerned, an officer as to whom a board 
of inquiry makes a recommendation under para-
graph (1) that the officer not be retained on ac-
tive duty may be required to take leave pending 
the completion of the officer’s case under this 
chapter. The officer may be required to begin 
such leave at any time following the officer’s re-
ceipt of the report of the board of inquiry, in-
cluding the board’s recommendation for removal 
from active duty, and the expiration of any pe-
riod allowed for submission by the officer of a 
rebuttal to that report. The leave may be contin-
ued until the date on which action by the Sec-
retary concerned on the officer’s case is com-
pleted or may be terminated at any earlier 
time.’’. 

(b) PAYMENT FOR MANDATORY EXCESS LEAVE 
UPON DISAPPROVAL OF CERTAIN INVOLUNTARY 
SEPARATION RECOMMENDATIONS.—Chapter 40 of 
such title is amended by inserting after section 
707 the following new section: 
‘‘§ 707a. Payment upon disapproval of certain 

board of inquiry recommendations for ex-
cess leave required to be taken 
‘‘(a) An officer—
‘‘(1) who is required to take leave under sec-

tion 1182(c)(2) of this title, any period of which 
is charged as excess leave under section 706(a) 
of this title, and 

‘‘(2) whose recommendation for removal from 
active duty in a report of a board of inquiry is 
not approved by the Secretary concerned under 
section 1184 of this title, 

shall be paid, as provided in subsection (b), for 
the period of leave charged as excess leave. 

‘‘(b)(1) An officer entitled to be paid under 
this section shall be deemed, for purposes of this 
section, to have accrued pay and allowances for 
each day of leave required to be taken under 
section 1182(c)(2) of this title that is charged as 
excess leave (except any day of accrued leave 
for which the officer has been paid under sec-
tion 706(b)(1) of this title and which has been 
charged as excess leave). 

‘‘(2) The officer shall be paid the amount of 
pay and allowances that is deemed to have ac-
crued to the officer under paragraph (1), re-
duced by the total amount of his income from 
wages, salaries, tips, other personal service in-
come, unemployment compensation, and public 
assistance benefits from any Government agency 
during the period the officer is deemed to have 
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accrued pay and allowances. Except as provided 
in paragraph (3), such payment shall be made 
within 60 days after the date on which the Sec-
retary concerned decides not to remove the offi-
cer from active duty. 

‘‘(3) If an officer is entitled to be paid under 
this section, but fails to provide sufficient infor-
mation in a timely manner regarding the offi-
cer’s income when such information is requested 
under regulations prescribed under subsection 
(c), the period of time prescribed in paragraph 
(2) shall be extended until 30 days after the date 
on which the member provides the information 
requested. 

‘‘(c) This section shall be administered under 
uniform regulations prescribed by the Secre-
taries concerned. The regulations may provide 
for the method of determining an officer’s in-
come during any period the officer is deemed to 
have accrued pay and allowances, including a 
requirement that the officer provide income tax 
returns and other documentation to verify the 
amount of the officer’s income.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) Section 
706 of such title is amended—

(A) by inserting ‘‘or 1182(c)(2)’’ after ‘‘section 
876a’’ in subsections (a), (b)(1), (b)(2), and (c); 
and 

(B) by striking ‘‘section 707’’ in subsection 
(b)(2) and inserting ‘‘sections 707 and 707a’’. 

(2) The heading for such section is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘§ 706. Administration of leave required to be 
taken’’. 
(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—The table of sec-

tions at the beginning of chapter 40 of such title 
is amended—

(1) by striking the item relating to section 706 
and inserting the following:

‘‘706. Administration of leave required to be 
taken.’’;

and 
(2) by inserting after the item relating to sec-

tion 707 the following new item:

‘‘707a. Payment upon disapproval of certain 
board of inquiry recommendations 
for excess leave required to be 
taken.’’.

Subtitle B—Reserve Component Management
SEC. 511. REVIEWS OF NATIONAL GUARD 

STRENGTH ACCOUNTING AND MAN-
AGEMENT AND OTHER ISSUES. 

(a) COMPTROLLER GENERAL ASSESSMENTS.—
Not later than one year after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, the Comptroller General 
shall submit to Congress a report on manage-
ment of the National Guard. The report shall in-
clude the following: 

(1) The Comptroller General’s assessment of 
the effectiveness of the implementation of De-
partment of Defense plans for improving man-
agement and accounting for personnel strengths 
in the National Guard, including an assessment 
of the process that the Department of Defense, 
the National Guard Bureau, the Army National 
Guard and State-level National Guard leader-
ship, and leadership in the other reserve compo-
nents have for identifying and addressing in a 
timely manner specific units in which non-
participation rates are significantly in excess of 
the established norms. 

(2) The Comptroller General’s assessment of 
the effectiveness of the process for Federal rec-
ognition of senior National Guard officers and 
recommendations for improvement to that proc-
ess. 

(3) The Comptroller General’s assessment of 
the process for, and the nature and extent of, 
the administrative or judicial corrective action 
taken by the Secretary of Defense, the Secretary 
of the Army, and the Secretary of the Air Force 
as a result of Inspector General investigations or 
other investigations in which allegations 
against senior National Guard officers are sub-
stantiated in whole or in part. 

(4) The Comptroller General’s determination 
of the effectiveness of the Federal protections 
provided for members or employees of the Na-
tional Guard who report allegations of waste, 
fraud, abuse, or mismanagement and the nature 
and extent to which corrective action is taken 
against those in the National Guard who retali-
ate against such members or employees. 

(b) SECRETARY OF DEFENSE REPORT ON DIF-
FERENT ARMY AND AIR FORCE PROCEDURES.—
Not later than six months after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to Congress a report on the dif-
fering Army and Air Force policies for taking 
adverse administrative actions against National 
Guard officers in a State status. The report 
shall include the Secretary’s determination as to 
whether changes should be made in those poli-
cies.
SEC. 512. COURTS-MARTIAL FOR THE NATIONAL 

GUARD WHEN NOT IN FEDERAL 
SERVICE. 

(a) MANNER OF PRESCRIBING PUNISHMENTS.—
Section 326 of title 32, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new sentence: ‘‘Punishments shall be as pro-
vided by the laws of the respective States and 
Territories, Puerto Rico, and the District of Co-
lumbia.’’.

(b) CONVENING AUTHORITY.—Section 327 of 
such title is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘§ 327. Courts-martial of National Guard not 
in Federal service: convening authority 
‘‘(a) In the National Guard not in Federal 

service, general, special, and summary courts-
martial may be convened as provided by the 
laws of the respective States and Territories, 
Puerto Rico, and the District of Columbia. 

‘‘(b) In the National Guard not in Federal 
service—

‘‘(1) general courts-martial may be convened 
by the President; 

‘‘(2) special courts-martial may be convened—
‘‘(A) by the commanding officer of a garrison, 

fort, post, camp, air base, auxiliary air base, or 
other place where members of the National 
Guard are on duty; or 

‘‘(B) by the commanding officer of a division, 
brigade, regiment, wing, group, detached bat-
talion, separate squadron, or other detached 
command; and 

‘‘(3) summary courts-martial may be con-
vened—

‘‘(A) by the commanding officer of a garrison, 
fort, post, camp, air base, auxiliary air base, or 
other place where members of the National 
Guard are on duty; or 

‘‘(B) by the commanding officer of a division, 
brigade, regiment, wing, group, detached bat-
talion, detached squadron, detached company, 
or other detachment. 

‘‘(c) The convening authorities provided 
under subsection (b) are in addition to the con-
vening authorities provided under subsection 
(a).’’.

(c) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED AND OBSOLETE 
PROVISIONS.—(1) Sections 328, 329, 330, 331, 332, 
and 333 of title 32, United States Code, are re-
pealed. 

(2) The provisions of law repealed by para-
graph (1) shall continue to apply with respect to 
courts-martial convened in the National Guard 
not in Federal service before the date of the en-
actment of this Act. 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 3 of such title 
is amended by striking the items relating to sec-
tions 327, 328, 329, 330, 331, 332, and 333 and in-
serting the following:

‘‘327. Courts-martial of National Guard not in 
Federal service: convening au-
thority.’’.

(e) MODELS FOR STATE CODE OF MILITARY 
JUSTICE AND STATE MANUAL FOR COURTS-MAR-
TIAL.—(1) The Secretary of Defense shall pre-
pare a model State code of military justice and 

a model State manual for courts-martial to rec-
ommend to the States for use with respect to the 
National Guard not in Federal service. Both 
such models shall be consistent with the rec-
ommendations contained in the report that was 
issued in 1998 by the Department of Defense 
Panel to Study Military Justice in the National 
Guard not in Federal Service. 

(2) The Secretary shall ensure that adequate 
support for the preparation of the model State 
code of military justice and the model State 
manual for courts-martial (including the detail-
ing of attorneys and other personnel) is pro-
vided by the General Counsel of the Department 
of Defense, the Secretary of the Army, the Sec-
retary of the Air Force, and the Chief of the Na-
tional Guard Bureau. 

(3) If the funds available to the Chief of the 
National Guard Bureau are insufficient for pay-
ing the cost of the National Guard Bureau sup-
port required under paragraph (2) (including in-
creased costs of pay of members of the National 
Guard for additional active duty necessitated by 
such requirement and increased cost of detailed 
attorneys and other staff, allowances, and trav-
el expenses related to such support), the Sec-
retary shall, upon request made by the Chief of 
the Bureau, provide such additional funding as 
the Secretary determines necessary to satisfy the 
requirement for such support. 

(4) Not later than one year after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
submit a report on the actions taken to carry 
out this subsection to the Committee on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the Committee on 
Armed Services of the House of Representatives. 
The report shall include proposals in final form 
of both the model State code of military justice 
and the model State manual for courts-martial 
required by paragraph (1), together with a dis-
cussion of the efforts being made to present 
those proposals to the States for their consider-
ation for enactment or adoption, respectively. 

(5) In this subsection, the term ‘‘State’’ in-
cludes the District of Columbia, the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, and 
Guam.
SEC. 513. FISCAL YEAR 2003 FUNDING FOR MILI-

TARY PERSONNEL COSTS OF RE-
SERVE COMPONENT SPECIAL OPER-
ATIONS FORCES PERSONNEL EN-
GAGED IN HUMANITARIAN ASSIST-
ANCE ACTIVITIES RELATING TO 
CLEARING OF LANDMINES. 

(a) USE OF RESERVE COMPONENT MILITARY 
PERSONNEL FUNDS.—Fiscal year 2003 reserve 
component military personnel funds may be 
used for military personnel expenses of reserve 
component Special Operations forces that are 
incurred during fiscal year 2003 in connection 
with landmine clearance assistance, notwith-
standing section 401(c)(1) of title 10, United 
States Code. 

(b) REIMBURSEMENT REQUIREMENT.—Fiscal 
year 2003 reserve component military personnel 
funds shall be reimbursed from fiscal year 2003 
landmine clearance assistance funds for all mili-
tary personnel expenses of reserve component 
Special Operations forces that are incurred dur-
ing fiscal year 2003 in connection with landmine 
clearance assistance. Such reimbursement shall 
be made in each instance to the reserve compo-
nent military personnel account that incurred 
the expense. 

(c) LIMITATION.—The amount of reserve com-
ponent military personnel expenses incurred 
during fiscal year 2003 for landmine clearance 
assistance may not exceed 10 percent of the 
amount of fiscal year 2003 landmine clearance 
assistance funds. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion: 

(1) LANDMINE CLEARANCE ASSISTANCE.—The 
term ‘‘landmine clearance assistance’’ means 
humanitarian and civic assistance provided 
under section 401 of title 10, United States Code, 
that is described in subsection (e)(5) of that sec-
tion. 
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(2) FISCAL YEAR 2003 LANDMINE CLEARANCE AS-

SISTANCE FUNDS.—The term ‘‘fiscal year 2003 
landmine clearance assistance funds’’ means the 
total amount appropriated for fiscal year 2003 in 
operations and maintenance accounts of the De-
partment of Defense that is provided for land-
mine clearance assistance. 

(3) FISCAL YEAR 2003 RESERVE COMPONENT 
MILITARY PERSONNEL FUNDS.—The term ‘‘fiscal 
year 2003 reserve component military personnel 
funds’’ means amounts appropriated for fiscal 
year 2003 for military personnel expenses of a 
reserve component of the Department of De-
fense. 

(4) MILITARY PERSONNEL EXPENSES.—The term 
‘‘military personnel expenses’’ means expenses 
properly chargeable to a military personnel ac-
count of the Department of Defense.

(e) LEGISLATIVE PROPOSAL.—The Secretary of 
Defense shall submit to Congress, as part of the 
budget request of the Department of Defense for 
fiscal year 2004, a legislative proposal that 
would ensure that military personnel expenses 
for both active and reserve component military 
personnel providing landmine clearance assist-
ance are specified in detail and are budgeted to 
be authorized and appropriated from the appro-
priate military personnel accounts.
SEC. 514. USE OF RESERVES TO PERFORM DUTIES 

RELATING TO DEFENSE AGAINST 
TERRORISM. 

(a) USE OF RESERVES TO PERFORM DUTIES RE-
LATING TO DEFENSE AGAINST TERRORISM.—Sec-
tion 12304(b) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘involving’’ and all that 
follows and inserting ‘‘involving—

‘‘(1) a use or threatened use of a weapon of 
mass destruction; or 

‘‘(2) a terrorist attack or threatened terrorist 
attack in the United States that results, or could 
result, in catastrophic loss of life or property.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT RELATING TO 
FULL-TIME SUPPORT OF GUARD AND RESERVE 
PERSONNEL.— Section 12310(c)(1) of such title is 
amended by striking ‘‘involving’’ and all that 
follows and inserting ‘‘involving—

‘‘(A) the use of a weapon of mass destruction 
(as defined in section 12304(i)(2) of this title); or 

‘‘(B) a terrorist attack or threatened terrorist 
attack in the United States that results, or could 
result, in catastrophic loss of life or property.’’.
SEC. 515. REPEAL OF PROHIBITION ON USE OF 

AIR FORCE RESERVE AGR PER-
SONNEL FOR AIR FORCE BASE SECU-
RITY FUNCTIONS. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 12551 of title 10, United 
States Code, is repealed. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 1215 of such 
title is amended by striking the item relating to 
section 12551.

Subtitle C—Reserve Component Officer 
Personnel Policy

SEC. 521. ELIGIBILITY FOR CONSIDERATION FOR 
PROMOTION TO GRADE OF MAJOR 
GENERAL FOR CERTAIN RESERVE 
COMPONENT BRIGADIER GENERALS 
WHO DO NOT OTHERWISE QUALIFY 
FOR CONSIDERATION FOR PRO-
MOTION UNDER THE ONE-YEAR 
RULE. 

Section 14301(g) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(g) BRIGADIER GENERALS.—(1) An officer 
who is a reserve component brigadier general of 
the Army or the Air Force who is not eligible for 
consideration for promotion under subsection 
(a) because the officer is not on the reserve ac-
tive status list (as required by paragraph (1) of 
that subsection for such eligibility) is neverthe-
less eligible for consideration for promotion to 
the grade of major general by a promotion board 
convened under section 14101(a) of this title if—

‘‘(A) as of the date of the convening of the 
promotion board, the officer has been in an in-
active status for less than one year; and 

‘‘(B) immediately before the date of the offi-
cer’s most recent transfer to an inactive status, 

the officer had continuously served on the re-
serve active status list or the active-duty list (or 
a combination of the reserve active status list 
and the active-duty list) for at least one year. 

‘‘(2) An officer who is a reserve component 
brigadier general of the Army or the Air Force 
who is on the reserve active status list but who 
is not eligible for consideration for promotion 
under subsection (a) because the officer’s service 
does not meet the one-year-of-continuous-serv-
ice requirement under paragraph (2) of that sub-
section is nevertheless eligible for consideration 
for promotion to the grade of major general by 
a promotion board convened under section 
14101(a) of this title if—

‘‘(A) the officer was transferred from an inac-
tive status to the reserve active status list during 
the one-year period preceding the date of the 
convening of the promotion board; 

‘‘(B) immediately before the date of the offi-
cer’s most recent transfer to an active status, 
the officer had been in an inactive status for 
less than one year; and 

‘‘(C) immediately before the date of the offi-
cer’s most recent transfer to an inactive status, 
the officer had continuously served for at least 
one year on the reserve active status list or the 
active-duty list (or a combination of the reserve 
active status list and the active-duty list).’’.
SEC. 522. AUTHORITY FOR LIMITED EXTENSION 

OF MEDICAL DEFERMENT OF MAN-
DATORY RETIREMENT OR SEPARA-
TION OF RESERVE COMPONENT OF-
FICERS. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Chapter 1407 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following new section: 
‘‘§ 14519. Deferment of retirement or separa-

tion for medical reasons 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY.—If, in the case of an officer 

required to be retired or separated under this 
chapter or chapter 1409 of this title, the Sec-
retary concerned determines that the evaluation 
of the physical condition of the officer and de-
termination of the officer’s entitlement to retire-
ment or separation for physical disability re-
quire hospitalization or medical observation and 
that such hospitalization or medical observation 
cannot be completed with confidence in a man-
ner consistent with the officer’s well being be-
fore the date on which the officer would other-
wise be required to retire or be separated, the 
Secretary may defer the retirement or separation 
of the officer. 

‘‘(b) PERIOD OF DEFERMENT.—A deferral of re-
tirement or separation under subsection (a) may 
not extend for more than 30 days after the com-
pletion of the evaluation requiring hospitaliza-
tion or medical observation.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
‘‘14519. Deferment of retirement or separation 

for medical reasons.’’.

Subtitle D—Enlistment, Education, and 
Training Programs

SEC. 531. ENLISTMENT INCENTIVES FOR PURSUIT 
OF SKILLS TO FACILITATE NA-
TIONAL SERVICE. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—(1) Chapter 31 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 509 the following new section: 

‘‘§ 510. Enlistment incentives for pursuit of 
skills to facilitate national service 
‘‘(a) ENLISTMENT INCENTIVE PROGRAM.—The 

Secretary of Defense shall carry out an enlist-
ment incentive program in accordance with this 
section under which a person who is a National 
Call to Service participant shall be entitled to 
one of the incentives specified in subsection (e). 
The program shall be carried out during the pe-
riod ending on December 31, 2007, and may be 
carried out after that date. 

‘‘(b) NATIONAL CALL TO SERVICE PARTICI-
PANT.—In this section, the term ‘National Call 
to Service participant’ means a person who has 

not previously served in the armed forces who 
enters into an original enlistment pursuant to a 
written agreement with the Secretary of a mili-
tary department (in such form and manner as 
may be prescribed by that Secretary) under 
which the person agrees to perform a period of 
national service as specified in subsection (c). 

‘‘(c) NATIONAL SERVICE.—The total period of 
national service to which a National Call to 
Service participant is obligated under the agree-
ment under this section shall be specified in the 
agreement. Under the agreement, the partici-
pant shall—

‘‘(1) upon completion of initial entry training 
(as prescribed by the Secretary of Defense), 
serve on active duty in a military occupational 
specialty designated by the Secretary of Defense 
under subsection (d) for a period of 15 months; 

‘‘(2) upon completion of the period of active 
duty specified in paragraph (1) and without a 
break in service, serve either (A) an additional 
period of active duty as determined by the Sec-
retary of Defense, or (B) a period of 24 months 
in an active status in the Selected Reserve; and 

‘‘(3) upon completion of the period of service 
specified in paragraph (2), and without a break 
in service, serve the remaining period of obli-
gated service specified in the agreement—

‘‘(A) on active duty in the armed forces; 
‘‘(B) in the Selected Reserve; 
‘‘(C) in the Individual Ready Reserve; 
‘‘(D) in the Peace Corps, Americorps, or an-

other national service program jointly des-
ignated by the Secretary of Defense and the 
head of such program for purposes of this sec-
tion; or 

‘‘(E) in any combination of service referred to 
in subparagraphs (A) through (D) that is ap-
proved by the Secretary of the military depart-
ment concerned pursuant to regulations pre-
scribed by the Secretary of Defense and speci-
fied in the agreement. 

‘‘(d) DESIGNATED MILITARY OCCUPATIONAL 
SPECIALTIES.—The Secretary of Defense shall 
designate military occupational specialties for 
purposes of subsection (c)(1). Such military oc-
cupational specialties shall be military occupa-
tional specialties that, as determined by the Sec-
retary, will facilitate pursuit of national service 
by National Call to Service participants. 

‘‘(e) INCENTIVES.—The incentives specified in 
this subsection are as follows: 

‘‘(1) Payment of a bonus in the amount of 
$5,000. 

‘‘(2) Payment in an amount not to exceed 
$18,000 of outstanding principal and interest on 
qualifying student loans of the National Call to 
Service participant. 

‘‘(3) Entitlement to an allowance for edu-
cational assistance at the monthly rate equal to 
the monthly rate payable for basic educational 
assistance allowances under section 3015(a)(1) of 
title 38 for a total of 12 months. 

‘‘(4) Entitlement to an allowance for edu-
cational assistance at the monthly rate equal to 
50 percent of the monthly rate payable for basic 
educational assistance allowances under section 
3015(b)(1) of title 38 for a total of 36 months. 

‘‘(f) ELECTION OF INCENTIVE.—A National Call 
to Service participant shall elect in the agree-
ment under subsection (b) which incentive 
under subsection (e) to receive. An election 
under this subsection is irrevocable. 

‘‘(g) PAYMENT OF BONUS AMOUNTS.—(1) Pay-
ment to a National Call to Service participant of 
the bonus elected by the National Call to Service 
participant under subsection (e)(1) shall be 
made in such time and manner as the Secretary 
of Defense shall prescribe. 

‘‘(2)(A) Payment of outstanding principal and 
interest on the qualifying student loans of a Na-
tional Call to Service participant, as elected 
under subsection (e)(2), shall be made in such 
time and manner as the Secretary of Defense 
shall prescribe. 

‘‘(B) Payment under this paragraph of the 
outstanding principal and interest on the quali-
fying student loans of a National Call to Service 
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participant shall be made to the holder of such 
student loans, as identified by the National Call 
to Service participant to the Secretary of the 
military department concerned for purposes of 
such payment. 

‘‘(3) Payment of a bonus or incentive in ac-
cordance with this subsection shall be made by 
the Secretary of the military department con-
cerned. 

‘‘(h) COORDINATION WITH MONTGOMERY GI 
BILL BENEFITS.—(1)(A) Subject to subparagraph 
(B), a National Call to Service participant who 
elects an incentive under paragraph (3) or (4) of 
subsection (e) is not entitled to additional edu-
cational assistance under chapter 1606 of this 
title or to basic educational assistance under 
subchapter II of chapter 30 of title 38.

‘‘(B) If a National Call to Service participant 
meets all eligibility requirements specified in 
chapter 1606 of this title or chapter 30 of title 38 
for entitlement to allowances for educational as-
sistance under either such chapter, the partici-
pant may become eligible for allowances for edu-
cational assistance benefits under either such 
chapter up to the maximum allowance provided 
less the total amount of allowance paid under 
paragraph (3) or (4) of subsection (e). 

‘‘(2)(A) The Secretary of Defense shall, to the 
maximum extent practicable, administer the re-
ceipt by National Call to Service participants of 
incentives under paragraph (3) or (4) of sub-
section (e) as if such National Call to Service 
participants were, in receiving such incentives, 
receiving educational assistance for members of 
the Selected Reserve under chapter 1606 of this 
title. 

‘‘(B) The Secretary of Defense shall, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Veterans Affairs, 
prescribe regulations for purposes of subpara-
graph (A). Such regulations shall, to the max-
imum extent practicable, take into account the 
administrative provisions of chapters 30 and 36 
of title 38 that are specified in section 16136 of 
this title. 

‘‘(3)(A) Except as provided in paragraph (1), 
nothing in this section shall prohibit a National 
Call to Service participant who satisfies through 
service under subsection (c) the eligibility re-
quirements for educational assistance under 
chapter 1606 of this title or basic educational as-
sistance under chapter 30 of title 38 from an en-
titlement to such educational assistance under 
chapter 1606 of this title or basic educational as-
sistance under chapter 30 of title 38, as the case 
may be. 

‘‘(B)(i) A participant who made an election 
not to receive educational assistance under ei-
ther such chapter at the applicable time speci-
fied under law or who was denied the oppor-
tunity to make an election may revoke that elec-
tion or make an initial election, as the case may 
be, at such time and in such manner as the Sec-
retary concerned may specify. A revocation or 
initial election under the preceding sentence is 
irrevocable. 

‘‘(ii) The participant making a revocation or 
initial election under clause (i) shall be eligible 
for educational assistance under either such 
chapter at such time as the participant satisfies 
through service the applicable eligibility require-
ments under either such chapter. 

‘‘(i) REPAYMENT.—(1) If a National Call to 
Service participant who has entered into an 
agreement under subsection (b) and received or 
benefited from an incentive under subsection 
(e)(1) or (e)(2) fails to complete the total period 
of service specified in such agreement, the Na-
tional Call to Service participant shall refund to 
the United States the amount that bears the 
same ratio to the amount of the incentive as the 
uncompleted part of such service bears to the 
total period of such service. 

‘‘(2) Subject to paragraph (3), an obligation to 
reimburse the United States imposed under 
paragraph (1) is for all purposes a debt owed to 
the United States. 

‘‘(3) The Secretary concerned may waive, in 
whole or in part, a reimbursement required 

under paragraph (1) if the Secretary concerned 
determines that recovery would be against eq-
uity and good conscience or would be contrary 
to the best interests of the United States. 

‘‘(4) A discharge in bankruptcy under title 11 
that is entered into less than five years after the 
termination of an agreement entered into under 
subsection (b) does not discharge the person 
signing the agreement from a debt arising under 
the agreement or under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(j) FUNDING.—Amounts for payment of in-
centives under subsection (e), including pay-
ment of allowances for educational assistance 
under that subsection, shall be derived from 
amounts available to the Secretary of the mili-
tary department concerned for payment of pay, 
allowances, and other expenses of the members 
of the armed force concerned. 

‘‘(k) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Defense 
and the Secretaries of the military departments 
shall prescribe regulations for purposes of the 
program under this section. 

‘‘(l) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘Americorps’ means the 

Americorps program carried out under subtitle C 
of title I of the National and Community Service 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12571 et seq.). 

‘‘(2) The term ‘qualifying student loan’ means 
a loan, the proceeds of which were used to pay 
any part or all of the cost of attendance (as de-
fined in section 472 of the Higher Education Act 
of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1087ll) at an institution of 
higher education (as defined in section 101 of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1001). 

‘‘(3) The term ‘Secretary of a military depart-
ment’ includes, with respect to matters con-
cerning the Coast Guard when it is not oper-
ating as a service in the Navy, the Secretary of 
the Department in which the Coast Guard is op-
erating.’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
that chapter is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 509 the following new 
item:
‘‘510. Enlistment incentives for pursuit of skills 

to facilitate national service.’’.

(b) COMMENCEMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall prescribe the date on 
which the program provided for section 510 of 
title 10, United States Code, as added by sub-
section (a), shall commence. Such date shall be 
not later than October 1, 2003. 

(c) CONFORMING REPEAL.—Section 3264 of title 
10, United States Code, is repealed. The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 333 of such 
title is amended by striking the item relating to 
section 3264. 

(d) IMPLEMENTATION REPORT.—Not later than 
March 31, 2003, the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to the Committees on Armed Services of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives a 
report on the Secretary’s plans for implementa-
tion of section 510 of title 10, United States 
Code, as added by subsection (a). 

(e) EFFECTIVENESS REPORTS.—Not later than 
March 31, 2005, and March 31, 2007, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to the committees 
specified in subsection (d) reports on the effec-
tiveness of the program under section 510 of title 
10, United States Code, as added by subsection 
(a), in attracting new recruits to national serv-
ice.
SEC. 532. AUTHORITY FOR PHASED INCREASE TO 

4,400 IN AUTHORIZED STRENGTHS 
FOR THE SERVICE ACADEMIES. 

(a) MILITARY ACADEMY.—Section 4342 of title 
10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting before the 
period at the end of the first sentence the fol-
lowing: ‘‘or such higher number as may be pre-
scribed by the Secretary of the Army under sub-
section (j)’’; and 

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

‘‘(j)(1) Beginning with the 2003–2004 academic 
year, the Secretary of the Army may prescribe 

annual increases in the cadet strength limit in 
effect under subsection (a). For any academic 
year, any such increase shall be by no more 
than 100 cadets or such lesser number as applies 
under paragraph (3) for that year. Such annual 
increases may be prescribed until the cadet 
strength limit is 4,400. However, no increase may 
be prescribed for any academic year after the 
2007–2008 academic year. 

‘‘(2) Any increase in the cadet strength limit 
under paragraph (1) with respect to an aca-
demic year shall be prescribed not later than the 
date on which the budget of the President is 
submitted to Congress under section 1105 of title 
31 for the fiscal year beginning in the same year 
as the year in which that academic year begins. 
Whenever the Secretary prescribes such an in-
crease, the Secretary shall submit to Congress a 
notice in writing of the increase. The notice 
shall state the amount of the increase in the 
cadet strength limit and the new cadet strength 
limit, as so increased, and the amount of the in-
crease in Senior Army Reserve Officers’ Train-
ing Corps enrollment under each of sections 2104 
and 2107 of this title.

‘‘(3) The amount of an increase under para-
graph (1) in the cadet strength limit for an aca-
demic year may not exceed the increase (if any) 
for the preceding academic year in the total 
number of cadets enrolled in the Army Senior 
Reserve Officers’ Training Corps program under 
chapter 103 of this title who have entered into 
an agreement under section 2104 or 2107 of this 
title. 

‘‘(4) In this subsection, the term ‘cadet 
strength limit’ means the authorized maximum 
strength of the Corps of Cadets of the Acad-
emy.’’. 

(b) NAVAL ACADEMY.—Section 6954 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting before the 
period at the end of the first sentence the fol-
lowing: ‘‘or such higher number as may be pre-
scribed by the Secretary of the Navy under sub-
section (h)’’; and 

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

‘‘(h)(1) Beginning with the 2003–2004 academic 
year, the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe 
annual increases in the midshipmen strength 
limit in effect under subsection (a). For any 
academic year, any such increase shall be by no 
more than 100 midshipmen or such lesser number 
as applies under paragraph (3) for that year. 
Such annual increases may be prescribed until 
the midshipmen strength limit is 4,400. However, 
no increase may be prescribed for any academic 
year after the 2007–2008 academic year. 

‘‘(2) Any increase in the midshipmen strength 
limit under paragraph (1) with respect to an 
academic year shall be prescribed not later than 
the date on which the budget of the President is 
submitted to Congress under section 1105 of title 
31 for the fiscal year beginning in the same year 
as the year in which that academic year begins. 
Whenever the Secretary prescribes such an in-
crease, the Secretary shall submit to Congress a 
notice in writing of the increase. The notice 
shall state the amount of the increase in the 
midshipmen strength limit and the new mid-
shipmen strength limit, as so increased, and the 
amount of the increase in Senior Navy Reserve 
Officers’ Training Corps enrollment under each 
of sections 2104 and 2107 of this title. 

‘‘(3) The amount of an increase under para-
graph (1) in the midshipmen strength limit for 
an academic year may not exceed the increase 
(if any) for the preceding academic year in the 
total number of midshipmen enrolled in the 
Navy Senior Reserve Officers’ Training Corps 
program under chapter 103 of this title who 
have entered into an agreement under section 
2104 or 2107 of this title. 

‘‘(4) In this subsection, the term ‘midshipmen 
strength limit’ means the authorized maximum 
strength of the Brigade of Midshipmen.’’. 

(c) AIR FORCE ACADEMY.—Section 9342 of title 
10, United States Code, is amended—
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(1) in subsection (a), by inserting before the 

period at the end of the first sentence the fol-
lowing: ‘‘or such higher number as may be pre-
scribed by the Secretary of the Air Force under 
subsection (j)’’; and 

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

‘‘(j)(1) Beginning with the 2003–2004 academic 
year, the Secretary of the Air Force may pre-
scribe annual increases in the cadet strength 
limit in effect under subsection (a). For any 
academic year, any such increase shall be by no 
more than 100 cadets or such lesser number as 
applies under paragraph (3) for that year. Such 
annual increases may be prescribed until the 
cadet strength limit is 4,400. However, no in-
crease may be prescribed for any academic year 
after the 2007–2008 academic year. 

‘‘(2) Any increase in the cadet strength limit 
under paragraph (1) with respect to an aca-
demic year shall be prescribed not later than the 
date on which the budget of the President is 
submitted to Congress under sections 1105 of 
title 31 for the fiscal year beginning in the same 
year as the year in which that academic year 
begins. Whenever the Secretary prescribes such 
an increase, the Secretary shall submit to Con-
gress a notice in writing of the increase. The no-
tice shall state the amount of the increase in the 
cadet strength limit and the new cadet strength 
limit, as so increased, and the amount of the in-
crease in Senior Air Force Reserve Officers’ 
Training Corps enrollment under each of sec-
tions 2104 and 2107 of this title. 

‘‘(3) The amount of an increase under para-
graph (1) in the cadet strength limit for an aca-
demic year may not exceed the increase (if any) 
for the preceding academic year in the total 
number of cadets enrolled in the Air Force Sen-
ior Reserve Officers’ Training Corps program 
under chapter 103 of this title who have entered 
into an agreement under section 2104 or 2107 of 
this title. 

‘‘(4) In this subsection, the term ‘cadet 
strength limit’ means the authorized maximum 
strength of Air Force Cadets of the Academy.’’. 

(d) TARGET FOR INCREASES IN NUMBER OF 
ROTC SCHOLARSHIP PARTICIPANTS.—Section 
2107 of such title is amended by adding at the 
end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(i) The Secretary of each military depart-
ment shall seek to achieve an increase in the 
number of agreements entered into under this 
section so as to achieve an increase, by the 2006–
2007 academic year, of not less than 400 in the 
number of cadets or midshipmen, as the case 
may be, enrolled under this section, compared to 
such number enrolled for the 2002–2003 academic 
year. In the case of the Secretary of the Navy, 
the Secretary shall seek to ensure that not less 
than one-third of such increase in agreements 
under this section are with students enrolled (or 
seeking to enroll) in programs of study leading 
to a baccalaureate degree in nuclear engineer-
ing or another appropriate technical, scientific, 
or engineering field of study.’’. 

(e) REPEAL OF LIMIT ON NUMBER OF ROTC 
SCHOLARSHIPS.—Section 2107 of such title is fur-
ther amended by striking the first sentence of 
subsection (h)(1). 

(f) REPEAL OF OBSOLETE LANGUAGE.—Section 
4342(i) of such title is amended by striking 
‘‘(beginning with the 2001–2002 academic year)’’.
SEC. 533. ENHANCEMENT OF RESERVE COMPO-

NENT DELAYED TRAINING PRO-
GRAM. 

(a) INCREASE IN TIME FOLLOWING ENLISTMENT 
FOR COMMENCEMENT OF INITIAL PERIOD OF AC-
TIVE DUTY FOR TRAINING.—Section 12103(d) of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘270 days’’ in the last sentence and insert-
ing ‘‘one year’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to en-
listments under section 12103(d) of title 10, 
United States Code, after the end of the 90-day 
period beginning on the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

(c) TRANSITION.—In the case of a person who 
enlisted under section 12103(d) of title 10, United 
States Code, before the date of the enactment of 
this Act and who as of such date has not com-
menced the required initial period of active duty 
for training under that section, the amendment 
made by subsection (a) may be applied to that 
person, but only with the agreement of that per-
son and the Secretary concerned.
SEC. 534. REVIEW OF ARMED FORCES PROGRAMS 

FOR PREPARATION FOR, PARTICIPA-
TION IN, AND CONDUCT OF ATH-
LETIC COMPETITIONS. 

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR REVIEW.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall conduct a comprehensive 
review of the programs of the active and reserve 
components of the Armed Forces for preparation 
for, participation in, and conduct of athletic 
competitions. 

(b) CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING.—The matters 
reviewed under subsection (a) shall include the 
funding sources that are currently available for 
the programs referred to in such subsection and 
any relevant limitations on the use of such 
funding sources. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than March 3, 2003, 
the Secretary shall submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives a report on the Secretary’s find-
ings and conclusions resulting from the review. 
The report shall include the following matters: 

(1) The Secretary’s views on the adequacy of 
the existing funding sources for the programs re-
ferred to in subsection (a). 

(2) Any recommendations that the Secretary 
may have regarding limitations on the use of 
such funding sources or any inadequacies in the 
funding for such programs. 

(3) An assessment of the issues related to, and 
recommendations of the Secretary for, achieving 
consistent funding and policy treatment with re-
gard to participation by active and reserve com-
ponent personnel in athletic competitions. 

(4) Any recommended legislation that the Sec-
retary considers appropriate regarding such pro-
grams.
SEC. 535. REPEAL OF BAR TO ELIGIBILITY OF 

ARMY COLLEGE FIRST PROGRAM 
PARTICIPANTS FOR BENEFITS 
UNDER STUDENT LOAN REPAYMENT 
PROGRAM. 

Subsection (e) of section 573 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 
(Public Law 106–65; 10 U.S.C. 513 note) is re-
pealed.

Subtitle E—Decorations and Awards
SEC. 541. WAIVER OF TIME LIMITATIONS FOR 

AWARD OF ARMY DISTINGUISHED-
SERVICE CROSS TO CERTAIN PER-
SONS. 

(a) WAIVER.—Any limitation established by 
law or policy for the time within which a rec-
ommendation for the award of a military deco-
ration or award must be submitted shall not 
apply to awards of decorations described in sub-
section (b), the award of each such decoration 
having been determined by the Secretary of the 
Army to be warranted in accordance with sec-
tion 1130 of title 10, United States Code. 

(b) DISTINGUISHED-SERVICE CROSS OF THE 
ARMY.—Subsection (a) applies to the award of 
the Distinguished-Service Cross of the Army as 
follows: 

(1) To Henry Johnson of Albany, New York, 
for extraordinary heroism in France during the 
period of May 13 to 15, 1918, while serving as a 
member of the Army. 

(2) To Hilliard Carter of Jackson, Mississippi, 
for extraordinary heroism in actions near 
Troung Loung, Republic of Vietnam, on Sep-
tember 28, 1966, while serving as a member of the 
Army. 

(3) To Albert C. Welch of Florrisant, Colorado, 
for extraordinary heroism in actions in Ong 
Thanh, Binh Long Province, Republic of Viet-
nam, on October 17, 1967, while serving as a 
member of the Army.

SEC. 542. OPTION TO CONVERT AWARD OF ARMED 
FORCES EXPEDITIONARY MEDAL 
AWARDED FOR OPERATION FRE-
QUENT WIND TO VIETNAM SERVICE 
MEDAL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the mili-
tary department concerned shall, upon the ap-
plication of an individual who is an eligible 
Vietnam evacuation veteran, award that indi-
vidual the Vietnam Service Medal, notwith-
standing any otherwise applicable requirements 
for the award of that medal. Any such award 
shall be made in lieu of the Armed Forces Expe-
ditionary Medal awarded the individual for par-
ticipation in Operation Frequent Wind. 

(b) ELIGIBLE VIETNAM EVACUATION VET-
ERAN.—For purposes of this section, the term 
‘‘eligible Vietnam evacuation veteran’’ means a 
member or former member of the Armed Forces 
who was awarded the Armed Forces Expedi-
tionary Medal for participation in military oper-
ations designated as Operation Frequent Wind 
arising from the evacuation of Vietnam on April 
29 and 30, 1975. 
SEC. 543. KOREA DEFENSE SERVICE MEDAL. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the following 
findings: 

(1) More than 40,000 members of the United 
States Armed Forces have served in the Republic 
of Korea or the waters adjacent thereto each 
year since the signing of the cease-fire agree-
ment in July 1953 ending the Korean War. 

(2) An estimated 1,200 members of the United 
States Armed Forces have died as a direct result 
of their service in Korea since the cease-fire 
agreement in July 1953. 

(b) ARMY.—(1) Chapter 357 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section:
‘‘§ 3755. Korea Defense Service Medal 

‘‘(a) The Secretary of the Army shall issue a 
campaign medal, to be known as the Korea De-
fense Service Medal, to each person who while 
a member of the Army served in the Republic of 
Korea or the waters adjacent thereto during the 
KDSM eligibility period and met the service re-
quirements for the award of that medal pre-
scribed under subsection (c). 

‘‘(b) In this section, the term ‘KDSM eligi-
bility period’ means the period beginning on 
July 28, 1954, and ending on such date after the 
date of the enactment of this section as may be 
determined by the Secretary of Defense to be ap-
propriate for terminating eligibility for the 
Korea Defense Service Medal. 

‘‘(c) The Secretary of the Army shall prescribe 
service requirements for eligibility for the Korea 
Defense Service Medal. Those requirements shall 
not be more stringent than the service require-
ments for award of the Armed Forces Expedi-
tionary Medal for instances in which the award 
of that medal is authorized.’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item:

‘‘3755. Korea Defense Service Medal.’’.
(c) NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.—(1) Chapter 567 

of title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following new section: 
‘‘§ 6257. Korea Defense Service Medal 

‘‘(a) The Secretary of the Navy shall issue a 
campaign medal, to be known as the Korea De-
fense Service Medal, to each person who while 
a member of the Navy or Marine Corps served in 
the Republic of Korea or the waters adjacent 
thereto during the KDSM eligibility period and 
met the service requirements for the award of 
that medal prescribed under subsection (c). 

‘‘(b) In this section, the term ‘KDSM eligi-
bility period’ means the period beginning on 
July 28, 1954, and ending on such date after the 
date of the enactment of this section as may be 
determined by the Secretary of Defense to be ap-
propriate for terminating eligibility for the 
Korea Defense Service Medal. 

‘‘(c) The Secretary of the Navy shall prescribe 
service requirements for eligibility for the Korea 
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Defense Service Medal. Those requirements shall 
not be more stringent than the service require-
ments for award of the Armed Forces Expedi-
tionary Medal for instances in which the award 
of that medal is authorized.’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item:

‘‘6257. Korea Defense Service Medal.’’.
(d) AIR FORCE.—(1) Chapter 857 of title 10, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following new section: 
‘‘§ 8755. Korea Defense Service Medal 

‘‘(a) The Secretary of the Air Force shall issue 
a campaign medal, to be known as the Korea 
Defense Service Medal, to each person who 
while a member of the Air Force served in the 
Republic of Korea or the waters adjacent there-
to during the KDSM eligibility period and met 
the service requirements for the award of that 
medal prescribed under subsection (c). 

‘‘(b) In this section, the term ‘KDSM eligi-
bility period’ means the period beginning on 
July 28, 1954, and ending on such date after the 
date of the enactment of this section as may be 
determined by the Secretary of Defense to be ap-
propriate for terminating eligibility for the 
Korea Defense Service Medal. 

‘‘(c) The Secretary of the Air Force shall pre-
scribe service requirements for eligibility for the 
Korea Defense Service Medal. Those require-
ments shall not be more stringent than the serv-
ice requirements for award of the Armed Forces 
Expeditionary Medal for instances in which the 
award of that medal is authorized.’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item:

‘‘8755. Korea Defense Service Medal.’’.
(e) AWARD FOR SERVICE BEFORE DATE OF EN-

ACTMENT.—The Secretary of the military depart-
ment concerned shall take appropriate steps to 
provide in a timely manner for the issuance of 
the Korea Defense Service Medal, upon applica-
tion therefor, to persons whose eligibility for 
that medal is by reason of service in the Repub-
lic of Korea or the waters adjacent thereto be-
fore the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 544. COMMENDATION OF MILITARY CHAP-

LAINS. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following: 
(1) Military chaplains have served with those 

who fought for the cause of freedom since the 
founding of the Nation. 

(2) Military chaplains and religious support 
personnel of the Armed Forces have served with 
distinction as uniformed members of the Armed 
Forces in support of the Nation’s defense mis-
sions during every conflict in the history of the 
United States. 

(3) 400 United States military chaplains have 
died in combat, some as a result of direct fire 
while ministering to fallen Americans, while 
others made the ultimate sacrifice as a prisoner 
of war. 

(4) Military chaplains currently serve in hu-
manitarian operations, rotational deployments, 
and in the war on terrorism. 

(5) Religious organizations make up the very 
fabric of religious diversity and represent un-
paralleled levels of freedom of conscience, 
speech, and worship that set the United States 
apart from any other nation on Earth. 

(6) Religious organizations have richly blessed 
the uniformed services by sending clergy to com-
fort and encourage all persons of faith in the 
Armed Forces. 

(7) During the sinking of the USS Dorchester 
in February 1943 during World War II, four 
chaplains (Reverend Fox, Reverend Poling, Fa-
ther Washington, and Rabbi Goode) gave their 
lives so that others might live. 

(8) All military chaplains aid and assist mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and their family mem-
bers with the challenging issues of today’s 
world. 

(9) The current war against terrorism has 
brought to the shores of the United States new 
threats and concerns that strike at the beliefs 
and emotions of Americans. 

(10) Military chaplains must, as never before, 
deal with the spiritual well-being of the mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and their families. 

(b) COMMENDATION.—Congress, on behalf of 
the Nation, expresses its appreciation for the 
outstanding contribution that all military chap-
lains make to the members of the Armed Forces 
and their families. 

(c) PRESIDENTIAL PROCLAMATION.—The Presi-
dent is authorized and requested to issue a proc-
lamation calling on the people of the United 
States to recognize the distinguished service of 
the Nation’s military chaplains.

Subtitle F—Administrative Matters
SEC. 551. STAFFING AND FUNDING FOR DEFENSE 

PRISONER OF WAR/MISSING PER-
SONNEL OFFICE. 

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR STAFFING AND FUNDING 
AT LEVELS REQUIRED FOR PERFORMANCE OF 
FULL RANGE OF MISSIONS.—Subsection (a) of 
section 1501 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(5)(A) The Secretary of Defense shall ensure 
that the office is provided sufficient military 
and civilian personnel, and sufficient funding, 
to enable the office to fully perform the complete 
range of missions of the office. The Secretary 
shall ensure that Department of Defense pro-
gramming, planning, and budgeting procedures 
are structured so as to ensure compliance with 
the preceding sentence for each fiscal year. 

‘‘(B) For any fiscal year, the number of mili-
tary and civilian personnel assigned or detailed 
to the office may not be less than the number re-
quested in the President’s budget for fiscal year 
2003, unless a level below such number is ex-
pressly required by law. 

‘‘(C) For any fiscal year, the level of funding 
allocated to the office within the Department of 
Defense may not be below the level requested for 
such purposes in the President’s budget for fis-
cal year 2003, unless such a level of funding is 
expressly required by law.’’. 

(b) NAME OF OFFICE.—Such subsection is fur-
ther amended by inserting after the first sen-
tence of paragraph (1) the following new sen-
tence: ‘‘Such office shall be known as the 
Defense Prisoner of War/Missing Personnel Of-
fice.’’.
SEC. 552. THREE-YEAR FREEZE ON REDUCTIONS 

OF PERSONNEL OF AGENCIES RE-
SPONSIBLE FOR REVIEW AND COR-
RECTION OF MILITARY RECORDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 79 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following new section:
‘‘§ 1559. Personnel limitation 

‘‘(a) LIMITATION.—During fiscal years 2003, 
2004, and 2005, the Secretary of a military de-
partment may not carry out any reduction in 
the number of military and civilian personnel 
assigned to duty with the service review agency 
for that military department below the baseline 
number for that agency until—

‘‘(1) the Secretary submits to Congress a re-
port that—

‘‘(A) describes the reduction proposed to be 
made; 

‘‘(B) provides the Secretary’s rationale for 
that reduction; and 

‘‘(C) specifies the number of such personnel 
that would be assigned to duty with that agency 
after the reduction; and 

‘‘(2) a period of 90 days has elapsed after the 
date on which the report is submitted. 

‘‘(b) BASELINE NUMBER.—The baseline number 
for a service review agency under this section 
is—

‘‘(1) for purposes of the first report with re-
spect to a service review agency under this sec-
tion, the number of military and civilian per-
sonnel assigned to duty with that agency as of 
January 1, 2002; and 

‘‘(2) for purposes of any subsequent report 
with respect to a service review agency under 
this section, the number of such personnel speci-
fied in the most recent report with respect to 
that agency under this section. 

‘‘(c) SERVICE REVIEW AGENCY DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘service review agency’ 
means—

‘‘(1) with respect to the Department of the 
Army, the Army Review Boards Agency; 

‘‘(2) with respect to the Department of the 
Navy, the Board for Correction of Naval 
Records; and 

‘‘(3) with respect to the Department of the Air 
Force, the Air Force Review Boards Agency.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:

‘‘1559. Personnel limitation.’’.
SEC. 553. AUTHORITY FOR ACCEPTANCE OF VOL-

UNTARY SERVICES OF INDIVIDUALS 
AS PROCTORS FOR ADMINISTRATION 
OF ARMED SERVICES VOCATIONAL 
APTITUDE BATTERY TEST. 

Section 1588(a) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) Voluntary services as a proctor for ad-
ministration to secondary school students of the 
test known as the ‘Armed Services Vocational 
Aptitude Battery’.’’.
SEC. 554. EXTENSION OF TEMPORARY EARLY RE-

TIREMENT AUTHORITY. 
Effective January 1, 2002, section 4403(i) of the 

National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1993 (10 U.S.C. 1293 note) is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’’ and inserting 
‘‘September 1, 2002’’.

Subtitle G—Matters Relating to Minorities 
and Women in the Armed Forces

SEC. 561. SURVEYS OF RACIAL AND ETHNIC 
ISSUES AND OF GENDER ISSUES IN 
THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) DIVISION OF ANNUAL SURVEY INTO FOUR 
QUADRENNIAL SURVEYS.—(1) Section 481 of title 
10, United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘§ 481. Racial and ethnic issues; gender 
issues: surveys 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) The Secretary of De-

fense shall carry out four quadrennial surveys 
(each in a separate year) in accordance with 
this section to identify and assess racial and 
ethnic issues and discrimination, and to identify 
and assess gender issues and discrimination, 
among members of the armed forces. Each such 
survey shall be conducted so as to identify and 
assess the extent (if any) of activity among such 
members that may be seen as so-called ‘hate 
group’ activity. 

‘‘(2) The four surveys shall be as follows: 
‘‘(A) To identify and assess racial and ethnic 

issues and discrimination among members of the 
armed forces serving on active duty. 

‘‘(B) To identify and assess racial and ethnic 
issues and discrimination among members of the 
armed forces in the reserve components. 

‘‘(C) To identify and assess gender issues and 
discrimination among members of the armed 
forces serving on active duty. 

‘‘(D) To identify and assess gender issues and 
discrimination members of the armed forces in 
the reserve components. 

‘‘(3) The surveys under this section relating to 
racial and ethnic issues and discrimination shall 
be known as the ‘Armed Forces Workplace and 
Equal Opportunity Surveys’. The surveys under 
this section relating to gender issues and dis-
crimination shall be known as the ‘Armed 
Forces Workplace and Gender Relations Sur-
veys’. 

‘‘(4) Each survey under this section shall be 
conducted separately from any other survey 
conducted by the Department of Defense. 

‘‘(b) ARMED FORCES WORKPLACE AND EQUAL 
OPPORTUNITY SURVEYS.—The Armed Forces 
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Workplace and Equal Opportunity Surveys 
shall be conducted so as to solicit information 
on racial and ethnic issues, including issues re-
lating to harassment and discrimination, and 
the climate in the armed forces for forming pro-
fessional relationships among members of the 
armed forces of various racial and ethnic 
groups. Both such surveys shall be conducted so 
as to solicit information on the following: 

‘‘(1) Indicators of positive and negative trends 
for professional and personal relationships 
among members of all racial and ethnic groups. 

‘‘(2) The effectiveness of Department of De-
fense policies designed to improve relationships 
among all racial and ethnic groups. 

‘‘(3) The effectiveness of current processes for 
complaints on and investigations into racial and 
ethnic discrimination. 

‘‘(c) ARMED FORCES WORKPLACE AND GENDER 
RELATIONS SURVEYS.—The Armed Forces Work-
place and Gender Relations Surveys shall be 
conducted so as to solicit information on gender 
issues, including issues relating to gender-based 
harassment and discrimination, and the climate 
in the armed forces for forming professional re-
lationships between male and female members of 
the armed forces. Both such surveys shall be 
conducted so as to solicit information on the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) Indicators of positive and negative trends 
for professional and personal relationships be-
tween male and female members of the armed 
forces. 

‘‘(2) The effectiveness of Department of De-
fense policies designed to improve professional 
relationships between male and female members 
of the armed forces. 

‘‘(3) The effectiveness of current processes for 
complaints on and investigations into gender-
based discrimination. 

‘‘(d) SURVEYS TO BE CONDUCTED IN DIF-
FERENT YEARS.—Each of the four quadrennial 
surveys conducted under this section shall be 
conducted in a different year from any other 
survey conducted under this section, so that one 
such survey is conducted during each year. 

‘‘(e) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—Upon the com-
pletion of a survey under this section, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report con-
taining the results of the survey. 

‘‘(f) INAPPLICABILITY TO COAST GUARD.—This 
section does not apply to the Coast Guard.’’. 

(2) The item relating to such section in the 
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 23 
of such title is amended to read as follows:

‘‘481. Racial and ethnic issues; gender issues: 
surveys.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The first survey under 
section 481 of title 10, United States Code, as 
amended by subsection (a)(1), shall be carried 
out during 2003.
SEC. 562. ANNUAL REPORT ON STATUS OF FE-

MALE MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES. 

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR REPORT.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to Congress, for 
each of fiscal years 2002 through 2006, a report 
on the status of female members of the Armed 
Forces. Information in the annual report shall 
be shown for the Department of Defense as a 
whole and separately for each of the Army, 
Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps. 

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The report 
for a fiscal year under subsection (a) shall in-
clude the following information: 

(1) The positions, weapon systems, and fields 
of skills for which, by policy, female members 
are not eligible for assignment, as follows: 

(A) In the report for fiscal year 2002—
(i) an identification of each position, weapon 

system, and field of skills for which, by policy, 
female members are not eligible; and 

(ii) the rationale for the applicability of the 
policy to each such position, weapon system, 
and field. 

(B) In the report for each fiscal year after fis-
cal year 2002, the positions, weapon systems, 

and fields for which policy on the eligibility of 
female members for assignment has changed 
during that fiscal year, including a discussion 
of how the policy has changed and the rationale 
for the change. 

(2) Information on joint spouse assignments, 
as follows: 

(A) The number of cases in which members of 
the Armed Forces married to each other are in 
assignments to which they were jointly assigned 
during that fiscal year, as defined in the appli-
cable Department of Defense and military de-
partment personnel assignment policies. 

(B) The number of cases in which members of 
the Armed Forces married to each other are in 
assignments to which they were assigned during 
that fiscal year, but were not jointly assigned 
(as so defined). 

(3) Promotion selection rates for female mem-
bers, for male members, and for all personnel in 
the reports submitted by promotion selection 
boards in that fiscal year for promotion to 
grades E–7, E–8, and E–9, and, in the case of 
commissioned officers, promotion to grades O–4, 
O–5, and O–6. 

(4) Retention rates for female members in each 
grade and for male members in each grade dur-
ing that fiscal year. 

(5) Selection rates for female members and for 
male members for assignment to grade O–6 and 
grade O–5 command positions in reports of com-
mand selection boards that were submitted dur-
ing that fiscal year.

(6) Selection rates for female members and for 
male members for attendance at intermediate 
service schools (ISS) and, separately, for attend-
ance at senior service schools (SSS) in reports of 
selection boards that were submitted during that 
fiscal year. 

(7) The extent of assignments of female mem-
bers during that fiscal year in each field in 
which at least 80 percent of the Armed Forces 
personnel assigned in the field are men. 

(8) The incidence of sexual harassment com-
plaints made during that fiscal year, stated as 
the number of cases in which complaints of sex-
ual harassment were filed under procedures of 
military departments that are applicable to the 
submission of sexual harassment complaints, to-
gether with the number and percent of the com-
plaints that were substantiated. 

(9) Satisfaction (based on surveys) of female 
active-duty members, female dependents of ac-
tive-duty members, and female dependents of 
nonactive duty members entitled to health care 
provided by the Department of Defense with ac-
cess to, and quality of, women’s health care 
benefits provided by the Department of Defense. 

(c) TIME FOR REPORT.—The report for a fiscal 
year under this section shall be submitted not 
later than 120 days after the end of that fiscal 
year.
SEC. 563. WEAR OF ABAYAS BY FEMALE MEMBERS 

OF THE ARMED FORCES IN SAUDI 
ARABIA. 

(a) PROHIBITION RELATING TO WEAR OF 
ABAYAS.—No member of the Armed Forces hav-
ing authority over a member of the Armed 
Forces and no officer or employee of the United 
States having authority over a member of the 
Armed Forces may require or encourage that 
member to wear the abaya garment or any part 
of the abaya garment while the member is in the 
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia pursuant to a perma-
nent change of station or orders for temporary 
duty. 

(b) INSTRUCTION.—(1) The Secretary of De-
fense shall provide each female member of the 
Armed Forces ordered to a permanent change of 
station or temporary duty in the Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia with instruction regarding the 
prohibition in subsection (a). Such instruction 
shall be provided immediately upon or not more 
than 48 hours prior to the arrival of the member 
at a United States military installation within 
the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. The instruction 
shall be presented orally and in writing. The 
written instruction shall include the full text of 
this section. 

(2) In carrying out paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall act through the Commander in 
Chief, United States Central Command and 
Joint Task Force Southwest Asia, and the com-
manders of the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Ma-
rine Corps components of the United States Cen-
tral Command and Joint Task Force Southwest 
Asia. 

(c) PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR PRO-
CUREMENT OF ABAYAS.—Funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available to the Department of 
Defense may not be used to procure abayas for 
regular or routine issuance to members of the 
Armed Forces serving in the Kingdom of Saudi 
Arabia or for any personnel of contractors ac-
companying the Armed Forces in the Kingdom 
of Saudi Arabia in the performance of contracts 
entered into by the United States with such con-
tractors.

Subtitle H—Benefits
SEC. 571. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE SUPPORT 

FOR PERSONS PARTICIPATING IN 
MILITARY FUNERAL HONORS DE-
TAILS. 

Section 1491(d) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘To provide a’’ after 
‘‘SUPPORT.—’’ and inserting ‘‘(1) To support a’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (1) as sub-
paragraph (A) and amending such subpara-
graph, as so redesignated, to read as follows: 

‘‘(A) For a person who participates in a fu-
neral honors detail (other than a person who is 
a member of the armed forces not in a retired 
status or an employee of the United States), ei-
ther transportation (or reimbursement for trans-
portation) and expenses or the daily stipend 
prescribed under paragraph (2).’’; 

(3) by redesignating paragraph (2) as sub-
paragraph (B) and in that subparagraph—

(A) by striking ‘‘Materiel, equipment, and 
training for’’ and inserting ‘‘For’’; and 

(B) by inserting before the period at the end 
‘‘and for members of the armed forces in a re-
tired status, materiel, equipment, and training’’; 

(4) by redesignating paragraph (3) as sub-
paragraph (C) and in that subparagraph—

(A) by striking ‘‘Articles of clothing for’’ and 
inserting ‘‘For’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘, articles of clothing’’ after 
‘‘subsection (b)(2)’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

‘‘(2) The Secretary of Defense shall prescribe 
annually a flat rate daily stipend for purposes 
of paragraph (1)(A). Such stipend shall be set at 
a rate so as to encompass typical costs for trans-
portation and other miscellaneous expenses for 
persons participating in funeral honors details 
who are members of the armed forces in a retired 
status and other persons who are not members 
of the armed forces or employees of the United 
States. 

‘‘(3) A stipend paid under this subsection to a 
member of the armed forces in a retired status is 
in addition to any compensation to which the 
member is entitled under section 435(a)(2) of title 
37 and any other compensation to which the 
member may be entitled.’’.
SEC. 572. EMERGENCY LEAVE OF ABSENCE PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 40 of title 10, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following new section:
‘‘§ 709. Emergency leave of absence 

‘‘(a) EMERGENCY LEAVE OF ABSENCE.—The 
Secretary concerned may grant a member of the 
armed forces emergency leave of absence for a 
qualifying emergency. 

‘‘(b) LIMITATIONS.—An emergency leave of ab-
sence under this section—

‘‘(1) may be granted only once for any mem-
ber; 

‘‘(2) may be granted only to prevent the mem-
ber from entering unearned leave status or ex-
cess leave status; and 

‘‘(3) may not extend for a period of more than 
14 days. 
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‘‘(c) QUALIFYING EMERGENCY.—In this section, 

the term ‘qualifying emergency’, with respect to 
a member of the armed forces, means a cir-
cumstance that—

‘‘(1) is due to—
‘‘(A) a medical condition of a member of the 

immediate family of the member; or 
‘‘(B) any other hardship that the Secretary 

concerned determines appropriate for purposes 
of this section; and 

‘‘(2) is verified to the Secretary’s satisfaction 
based upon information or opinion from a 
source in addition to the member that the Sec-
retary considers to be objective and reliable. 

‘‘(d) MILITARY DEPARTMENT REGULATIONS.—
Regulations prescribed under this section by the 
Secretaries of the military department shall be 
as uniform as practicable and shall be subject to 
approval by the Secretary of Defense. 

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘unearned leave status’ means 

leave approved to be used by a member of the 
armed forces that exceeds the amount of leave 
credit that has been accrued as a result of the 
member’s active service and that has not been 
previously used by the member. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘excess leave status’ means leave 
approved to be used by a member of the armed 
forces that is unearned leave for which a mem-
ber is unable to accrue leave credit during the 
member’s current term of service before the mem-
ber’s separation.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:

‘‘709. Emergency leave of absence.’’.
SEC. 573. ENHANCED FLEXIBILITY IN MEDICAL 

LOAN REPAYMENT PROGRAM. 
(a) ELIGIBLE PERSONS.—Subsection (d) of sec-

tion 2173 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘Participants’’ and all that 
follows through ‘‘and students’’ and inserting 
‘‘Students’’. 

(b) LOAN REPAYMENT AMOUNTS.—Subsection 
(e)(2) of such section is amended by striking the 
last sentence.
SEC. 574. DESTINATIONS AUTHORIZED FOR GOV-

ERNMENT PAID TRANSPORTATION 
OF ENLISTED PERSONNEL FOR REST 
AND RECUPERATION ABSENCE UPON 
EXTENDING DUTY AT DESIGNATED 
LOCATIONS OVERSEAS. 

(a) EXPANSION OF BENEFITS.—Subsection 
(b)(2) of section 705 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting before the period 
at the end the following: ‘‘, or to an alternative 
destination and return at a cost not to exceed 
the cost of round-trip transportation from the 
location of the extended tour of duty to such 
nearest port’’. 

(b) CHANGE IN TERMINOLOGY.—(1) Subsection 
(b) of such section is further amended by strik-
ing ‘‘recuperative’’ in paragraphs (1) and (2) 
and inserting ‘‘recuperation’’. 

(2)(A) The heading of such section is amended 
to read as follows: 
‘‘§ 705. Rest and recuperation absence: quali-

fied enlisted members extending duty at des-
ignated locations overseas’’. 
(B) The item relating to such section in the 

table of sections at the beginning of chapter 40 
of such title is amended to read as follows:

‘‘705. Rest and recuperation absence: qualified 
enlisted members extending duty 
at designated locations 
overseas.’’.

SEC. 575. VEHICLE STORAGE IN LIEU OF TRANS-
PORTATION WHEN MEMBER IS OR-
DERED TO A NONFOREIGN DUTY 
STATION OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL 
UNITED STATES. 

(a) STORAGE COSTS AUTHORIZED.—Subsection 
(b) of section 2634 of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by striking paragraphs (1) and (2) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(b)(1) When a member receives a vehicle stor-
age qualifying order, the member may elect to 

have a motor vehicle described in subsection (a) 
stored at the expense of the United States at a 
location approved by the Secretary concerned. 
In the case of a vehicle storage qualifying order 
that is to make a change of permanent station, 
such storage is in lieu of transportation author-
ized by subsection (a). 

‘‘(2) In this subsection, the term ‘vehicle stor-
age qualifying order’ means any of the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(A) An order to make a change of permanent 
station to a foreign country in a case in which 
the laws, regulations, or other restrictions im-
posed by the foreign country or by the United 
States either—

‘‘(i) preclude entry of a motor vehicle de-
scribed in subsection (a) into that country; or 

‘‘(ii) would require extensive modification of 
the vehicle as a condition to entry. 

‘‘(B) An order to make a change of permanent 
station to a nonforeign area outside the conti-
nental United States in a case in which the 
laws, regulations, or other restrictions imposed 
by that area or by the United States either—

‘‘(i) preclude entry of a motor vehicle de-
scribed in subsection (a) into that area; or 

‘‘(ii) would require extensive modification of 
the vehicle as a condition to entry. 

‘‘(C) An order under which a member is trans-
ferred or assigned in connection with a contin-
gency operation to duty at a location other than 
the permanent station of the member for a pe-
riod of more than 30 consecutive days but which 
is not considered a change of permanent sta-
tion.’’. 

(b) NONFOREIGN AREA OUTSIDE THE CONTI-
NENTAL UNITED STATES DEFINED.—Subsection 
(h) of such section is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) The term ‘nonforeign area outside the 
continental United States’ means any of the fol-
lowing: the States of Alaska and Hawaii, the 
Commonwealths of Puerto Rico and the North-
ern Mariana Islands, and any possession of the 
United States.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section apply to orders to make a change 
of permanent station to a nonforeign area out-
side the continental United States (as such term 
is defined in subsection (h)(3) of section 2634 of 
title 10, United States Code, as added by sub-
section (b)) that are issued on or after the date 
of the enactment of this Act.

Subtitle I—Reports
SEC. 581. QUADRENNIAL QUALITY OF LIFE RE-

VIEW. 
(a) REQUIREMENT FOR REVIEW.—(1) Chapter 2 

of title 10, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting after section 118 the following new sec-
tion: 
‘‘§ 118a. Quadrennial quality of life review 

‘‘(a) REVIEW REQUIRED.—(1) The Secretary of 
Defense shall every four years conduct a com-
prehensive examination of the quality of life of 
the members of the armed forces (to be known as 
the ‘quadrennial quality of life review’). The re-
view shall include examination of the programs, 
projects, and activities of the Department of De-
fense, including the morale, welfare, and recre-
ation activities. 

‘‘(2) The quadrennial quality of life review 
shall be designed to result in determinations, 
and to foster policies and actions, that reflect 
the priority given the quality of life of members 
of the armed forces as a primary concern of the 
Department of Defense leadership. 

‘‘(b) CONDUCT OF REVIEW.—Each quadrennial 
quality of life review shall be conducted so as—

‘‘(1) to assess quality of life priorities and 
issues consistent with the most recent National 
Security Strategy prescribed by the President 
pursuant to section 108 of the National Security 
Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 404a); 

‘‘(2) to identify actions that are needed in 
order to provide members of the armed forces 
with the quality of life reasonably necessary to 
encourage the successful execution of the full 

range of missions that the members are called on 
to perform under the national security strategy; 
and 

‘‘(3) to identify other actions that have the 
potential for improving the quality of life of the 
members of the armed forces. 

‘‘(c) CONSIDERATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
consider addressing the following matters as 
part of the quadrennial quality of life review: 

‘‘(1) Infrastructure. 
‘‘(2) Military construction. 
‘‘(3) Physical conditions at military installa-

tions and other Department of Defense facilities. 
‘‘(4) Budget plans. 
‘‘(5) Adequacy of medical care for members of 

the armed forces and their dependents. 
‘‘(6) Adequacy of housing and the basic allow-

ance for housing and basic allowance for sub-
sistence. 

‘‘(7) Housing-related utility costs. 
‘‘(8) Educational opportunities and costs. 
‘‘(9) Length of deployments. 
‘‘(10) Rates of pay and pay differentials be-

tween the pay of members and the pay of civil-
ians. 

‘‘(11) Retention and recruiting efforts. 
‘‘(12) Workplace safety. 
‘‘(13) Support services for spouses and chil-

dren. 
‘‘(14) Other elements of Department of De-

fense programs and Government policies and 
programs that affect the quality of life of mem-
bers. 

‘‘(d) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—(1) The Secretary shall submit a report 
on each quadrennial quality of life review to the 
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and 
the Committee on Armed Services of the House 
of Representatives. The report shall include the 
following: 

‘‘(A) The assumptions used in the review. 
‘‘(B) The results of the review, including a 

comprehensive discussion of how the quality of 
life of members of the armed forces affects the 
national security strategy of the United States. 

‘‘(2) The report shall be submitted in the year 
following the year in which the review is con-
ducted, but not later than the date on which the 
President submits the budget for the next fiscal 
year to Congress under section 1105(a) of title 
31.’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 118 the following new 
item:

‘‘118a. Quadrennial quality of life review.’’.

(b) FIRST QUADRENNIAL QUALITY OF LIFE RE-
VIEW.—The first quadrennial quality of life re-
view under section 118a of title 10, United States 
Code, as added by subsection (a), shall be con-
ducted during 2003, and the report on that re-
view required to be submitted to Congress under 
subsection (d) of such section shall be submitted 
not later than the date on which the President 
submits the budget for fiscal year 2005 to Con-
gress.
SEC. 582. REPORT ON DESIRABILITY AND FEASI-

BILITY OF CONSOLIDATING SEPA-
RATE COURSES OF BASIC INSTRUC-
TION FOR JUDGE ADVOCATES. 

Not later than February 1, 2003, the Secretary 
of Defense shall submit to the Committee on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the Committee 
on Armed Services of the House of Representa-
tives a report on the desirability and feasibility 
of consolidating the separate Army, Navy, and 
Air Force courses of basic instruction for judge 
advocates into a single course to be conducted 
at a single location. The report shall include—

(1) an assessment of the advantages and dis-
advantages of such a consolidation;

(2) a recommendation as to whether such a 
consolidation is desirable and feasible; and 

(3) any proposal for legislative action that the 
Secretary considers appropriate for carrying out 
such a consolidation.
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SEC. 583. REPORTS ON EFFORTS TO RESOLVE 

STATUS OF CAPTAIN MICHAEL 
SCOTT SPEICHER, UNITED STATES 
NAVY. 

(a) REPORTS.— Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, and every 
120 days thereafter, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to Congress a report on the efforts 
of the United States Government to determine 
the status of Captain Michael Scott Speicher, 
United States Navy, whose aircraft was shot 
down over Iraq on the night of January 17, 1991. 
Each such report shall be prepared in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of State and the Director 
of Central Intelligence. 

(b) PERIOD COVERED BY REPORTS.—The first 
report under subsection (a) shall cover efforts 
described in that subsection from the time that 
Michael Scott Speicher’s aircraft was shot down 
over Iraq until the date of the report, and each 
subsequent report shall cover efforts described in 
that subsection since the last such report. 

(c) REPORT ELEMENTS.—Each report under 
subsection (a) shall describe, for the period cov-
ered by such report, the following: 

(1) All direct and indirect contacts by the 
United States Government with the Government 
of Iraq regarding the status of Michael Scott 
Speicher. 

(2) Any request made by the United States 
Government to the government of another coun-
try, including the intelligence service of such 
country, for assistance in resolving the status of 
Michael Scott Speicher, including the response 
to such request. 

(3) Each current lead on the status of Michael 
Scott Speicher, including an assessment of the 
utility of such lead in resolving the status of Mi-
chael Scott Speicher. 

(4) Any cooperation with nongovernmental or-
ganizations or international organizations in re-
solving the status of Michael Scott Speicher, in-
cluding the results of such cooperation. 

(d) FORM OF REPORTS.—Each report under 
subsection (a) shall be submitted in classified or 
unclassified form. To the extent submitted in 
classified form, such report shall include an un-
classified summary. 

(e) DURATION.—The requirement to submit re-
ports under this section shall cease to be effec-
tive upon a final determination regarding the 
status of Michael Scott Speicher by the Sec-
retary of Defense.
SEC. 584. REPORT ON VOLUNTEER SERVICES OF 

MEMBERS OF THE RESERVE COMPO-
NENTS IN EMERGENCY RESPONSE 
TO THE TERRORIST ATTACKS OF 
SEPTEMBER 11, 2001. 

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR REPORT.—Not later 
than 180 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall submit 
to the Committees on Armed Services of the Sen-
ate and House of Representatives a report on 
volunteer services described in subsection (b) 
that were provided by members of the reserve 
components of the Armed Forces, while not in a 

duty status pursuant to orders, during the pe-
riod of September 11 through September 14, 2001. 
The report shall include a discussion of any rec-
ognition that the Secretary considers appro-
priate for those members regarding the provision 
of such services. 

(b) COVERED VOLUNTEER SERVICES.—The vol-
unteer services referred to in subsection (a) are 
volunteer services of a military-unique nature 
that were provided—

(1) in the vicinity of the site of the World 
Trade Center, New York, New York, in support 
of emergency response to the terrorist attack on 
the World Trade Center on September 11, 2001; 

(2) in the vicinity of the Pentagon, Arlington, 
Virginia, in support of emergency response to 
the terrorist attack on the Pentagon on Sep-
tember 11, 2001; or 

(3) in the vicinity of Shanksville, Pennsyl-
vania, in support of emergency response to the 
terrorist-caused crash of United Airlines Flight 
93 in Shanksville, Pennsylvania, on September 
11, 2001.

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER 
PERSONNEL BENEFITS

Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances 
Sec. 601. Increase in basic pay for fiscal year 

2003. 
Sec. 602. Basic allowance for housing in cases 

of low-cost or no-cost moves. 
Sec. 603. Rate of basic allowance for subsistence 

for enlisted personnel occupying 
single Government quarters with-
out adequate availability of 
meals. 

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and 
Incentive Pays 

Sec. 611. One-year extension of certain bonus 
and special pay authorities for re-
serve forces. 

Sec. 612. One-year extension of certain bonus 
and special pay authorities for 
certain health care professionals. 

Sec. 613. One-year extension of special pay and 
bonus authorities for nuclear offi-
cers. 

Sec. 614. One-year extension of other bonus and 
special pay authorities. 

Sec. 615. Increase in maximum rates for certain 
special pays, bonuses, and finan-
cial assistance for health care 
professionals. 

Sec. 616. Assignment incentive pay. 
Sec. 617. Increase in maximum rates for prior 

service enlistment bonus. 
Sec. 618. Retention incentives for health care 

professionals qualified in a crit-
ical military skill. 

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation 
Allowances 

Sec. 621. Extension of leave travel deferral pe-
riod for members performing con-
secutive overseas tours of duty. 

Sec. 622. Transportation of motor vehicles for 
members reported missing. 

Subtitle D—Retired Pay and Survivor Benefits 
Sec. 631. Permanent reduction from eight to six 

in number of years of reserve serv-
ice required for eligibility for re-
tired pay for non-regular service. 

Sec. 632. Increased retired pay for enlisted Re-
serves credited with extraordinary 
heroism. 

Sec. 633. Elimination of possible inversion in re-
tired pay cost-of-living adjust-
ment for initial COLA computa-
tion. 

Sec. 634. Technical revisions to so-called 
‘‘forgotten widows’’ annuity pro-
gram. 

Sec. 635. Expansion of authority of Secretary of 
Defense to waive time limitations 
on claims against the Government 
for military personnel benefits. 

Sec. 636. Special compensation for certain com-
bat-related disabled uniformed 
services retirees. 

Subtitle E—Montgomery GI Bill 
Sec. 641. Time limitation for use of Montgomery 

GI Bill entitlement by members of 
the Selected Reserve. 

Sec. 642. Repayment requirements under Re-
serve Component Montgomery GI 
Bill arising from failure to partici-
pate satisfactorily in military 
service to be considered debts 
owed to the United States. 

Sec. 643. Technical adjustments to authority for 
certain members to transfer 
educational assistance under 
Montgomery GI Bill to depend-
ents. 

Subtitle F—Other Matters 
Sec. 651. Payment of interest on student loans. 
Sec. 652. Additional authority to provide assist-

ance for families of members of 
the Armed Forces. 

Sec. 653. Repeal of authority for acceptance of 
honoraria by personnel at certain 
Department of Defense schools. 

Sec. 654. Addition of definition of continental 
United States in title 37.

Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances
SEC. 601. INCREASE IN BASIC PAY FOR FISCAL 

YEAR 2003. 
(a) WAIVER OF SECTION 1009 ADJUSTMENT.—

The adjustment to become effective during fiscal 
year 2003 required by section 1009 of title 37, 
United States Code, in the rates of monthly 
basic pay authorized members of the uniformed 
services shall not be made. 

(b) INCREASE IN BASIC PAY.—Effective on Jan-
uary 1, 2003, the rates of monthly basic pay for 
members of the uniformed services within each 
pay grade are as follows:
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COMMISSIONED OFFICERS 1

Years of service computed under section 205 of title 37, United States Code 

Pay Grade 2 or less Over 2 Over 3 Over 4 Over 6

O–10 2 ..................................................................................................................... $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
O–9 ........................................................................................................................ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
O–8 ........................................................................................................................ 7,474.50 7,719.30 7,881.60 7,927.20 8,129.40
O–7 ........................................................................................................................ 6,210.90 6,499.20 6,633.00 6,739.20 6,930.90
O–6 ........................................................................................................................ 4,603.20 5,057.10 5,388.90 5,388.90 5,409.60
O–5 ........................................................................................................................ 3,837.60 4,323.00 4,622.40 4,678.50 4,864.80
O–4 ........................................................................................................................ 3,311.10 3,832.80 4,088.70 4,145.70 4,383.00
O–3 3 ...................................................................................................................... 2,911.20 3,300.30 3,562.20 3,883.50 4,069.50
O–2 3 ...................................................................................................................... 2,515.20 2,864.70 3,299.40 3,410.70 3,481.20
O–1 3 ...................................................................................................................... 2,183.70 2,272.50 2,746.80 2,746.80 2,746.80

Over 8 Over 10 Over 12 Over 14 Over 16

O–10 2 ..................................................................................................................... $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
O–9 ........................................................................................................................ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
O–8 ........................................................................................................................ 8,468.70 8,547.30 8,868.90 8,961.30 9,238.20
O–7 ........................................................................................................................ 7,120.80 7,340.40 7,559.40 7,779.00 8,468.70
O–6 ........................................................................................................................ 5,641.20 5,672.10 5,672.10 5,994.60 6,564.30
O–5 ........................................................................................................................ 4,977.00 5,222.70 5,403.00 5,635.50 5,991.90
O–4 ........................................................................................................................ 4,637.70 4,954.50 5,201.40 5,372.70 5,471.10
O–3 3 ...................................................................................................................... 4,273.50 4,405.80 4,623.30 4,736.10 4,736.10
O–2 3 ...................................................................................................................... 3,481.20 3,481.20 3,481.20 3,481.20 3,481.20
O–1 3 ...................................................................................................................... 2,746.80 2,746.80 2,746.80 2,746.80 2,746.80

Over 18 Over 20 Over 22 Over 24 Over 26

O–10 2 ..................................................................................................................... $0.00 $12,077.70 $12,137.10 $12,389.40 $12,829.20
O–9 ........................................................................................................................ 0.00 10,563.60 10,715.70 10,935.60 11,319.60
O–8 ........................................................................................................................ 9,639.00 10,008.90 10,255.80 10,255.80 10,255.80
O–7 ........................................................................................................................ 9,051.30 9,051.30 9,051.30 9,051.30 9,096.90
O–6 ........................................................................................................................ 6,898.80 7,233.30 7,423.50 7,616.10 7,989.90
O–5 ........................................................................................................................ 6,161.70 6,329.10 6,519.60 6,519.60 6,519.60
O–4 ........................................................................................................................ 5,528.40 5,528.40 5,528.40 5,528.40 5,528.40
O–3 3 ...................................................................................................................... 4,736.10 4,736.10 4,736.10 4,736.10 4,736.10
O–2 3 ...................................................................................................................... 3,481.20 3,481.20 3,481.20 3,481.20 3,481.20
O–1 3 ...................................................................................................................... 2,746.80 2,746.80 2,746.80 2,746.80 2,746.80

1 Notwithstanding the basic pay rates specified in this table, the actual rate of basic pay for commissioned officers in pay grades 0–7 through O–10 
may not exceed the rate of pay for level III of the Executive Schedule and the actual rate of basic pay for all other officers may not exceed the rate of 
pay for level V of the Executive Schedule. 

2 Subject to the preceding footnote, the rate of basic pay for an officer in this grade while serving as Chairman or Vice Chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff, Chief of Staff of the Army, Chief of Naval Operations, Chief of Staff of the Air Force, Commandant of the Marine Corps, or Commandant of 
the Coast Guard is $14,155.50, regardless of cumulative years of service computed under section 205 of title 37, United States Code. 

3 This table does not apply to commissioned officers in pay grade O–1, O–2, or O–3 who have been credited with over 4 years of active duty service as 
an enlisted member or warrant officer. 
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COMMISSIONED OFFICERS WITH OVER 4 YEARS OF ACTIVE DUTY SERVICE AS AN ENLISTED MEMBER OR WARRANT OFFICER 

Years of service computed under section 205 of title 37, United States Code 

Pay Grade 2 or less Over 2 Over 3 Over 4 Over 6

O–3E .......................................................................................................................... $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3,883.50 $4,069.50
O–2E .......................................................................................................................... 0.00 0.00 0.00 3,410.70 3,481.20
O–1E .......................................................................................................................... 0.00 0.00 0.00 2,746.80 2,933.70

Over 8 Over 10 Over 12 Over 14 Over 16

O–3E .......................................................................................................................... $4,273.50 $4,405.80 $4,623.30 $4,806.30 $4,911.00
O–2E .......................................................................................................................... 3,591.90 3,778.80 3,923.40 4,031.10 4,031.10
O–1E .......................................................................................................................... 3,042.00 3,152.70 3,261.60 3,410.70 3,410.70

Over 18 Over 20 Over 22 Over 24 Over 26

O–3E .......................................................................................................................... $5,054.40 $5,054.40 $5,054.40 $5,054.40 $5,054.40
O–2E .......................................................................................................................... 4,031.10 4,031.10 4,031.10 4,031.10 4,031.10
O–1E .......................................................................................................................... 3,410.70 3,410.70 3,410.70 3,410.70 3,410.70

WARRANT OFFICERS 1

Years of service computed under section 205 of title 37, United States Code 

Pay Grade 2 or less Over 2 Over 3 Over 4 Over 6

W–5 ............................................................................................................................. $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
W–4 ............................................................................................................................. 3,008.10 3,236.10 3,329.10 3,420.60 3,578.10
W–3 ............................................................................................................................. 2,747.10 2,862.00 2,979.30 3,017.70 3,141.00
W–2 ............................................................................................................................. 2,416.50 2,554.50 2,675.10 2,763.00 2,838.30
W–1 ............................................................................................................................. 2,133.90 2,308.50 2,425.50 2,501.10 2,662.50

Over 8 Over 10 Over 12 Over 14 Over 16

W–5 ............................................................................................................................. $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
W–4 ............................................................................................................................. 3,733.50 3,891.00 4,044.60 4,203.60 4,356.00
W–3 ............................................................................................................................. 3,281.70 3,467.40 3,580.50 3,771.90 3,915.60
W–2 ............................................................................................................................. 2,993.10 3,148.50 3,264.00 3,376.50 3,453.90
W–1 ............................................................................................................................. 2,782.20 2,888.40 3,006.90 3,085.20 3,203.40

Over 18 Over 20 Over 22 Over 24 Over 26

W–5 ............................................................................................................................. $0.00 $5,169.30 $5,346.60 $5,524.50 $5,703.30
W–4 ............................................................................................................................. 4,512.00 4,664.40 4,822.50 4,978.20 5,137.50
W–3 ............................................................................................................................. 4,058.40 4,201.50 4,266.30 4,407.00 4,548.00 
W–2 ............................................................................................................................. 3,579.90 3,705.90 3,831.00 3,957.30 3,957.30
W–1 ............................................................................................................................. 3,320.70 3,409.50 3,409.50 3,409.50 3,409.50

1 Notwithstanding the basic pay rates specified in this table, the actual rate of basic pay for warrant officers may not exceed the rate of pay for level 
V of the Executive Schedule. 
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ENLISTED MEMBERS 1

Years of service computed under section 205 of title 37, United States Code 

Pay Grade 2 or less Over 2 Over 3 Over 4 Over 6

E–9 2 ........................................................................................................................... $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
E–8 ............................................................................................................................. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
E–7 ............................................................................................................................. 2,068.50 2,257.80 2,343.90 2,428.20 2,516.40
E–6 ............................................................................................................................. 1,770.60 1,947.60 2,033.70 2,117.10 2,204.10
E–5 ............................................................................................................................. 1,625.40 1,733.70 1,817.40 1,903.50 2,037.00
E–4 ............................................................................................................................. 1,502.70 1,579.80 1,665.30 1,749.30 1,824.00
E–3 ............................................................................................................................. 1,356.90 1,442.10 1,528.80 1,528.80 1,528.80
E–2 ............................................................................................................................. 1,290.00 1,290.00 1,290.00 1,290.00 1,290.00
E–1 ............................................................................................................................. 3 1,150.80 1,150.80 1,150.80 1,150.80 1,150.80

Over 8 Over 10 Over 12 Over 14 Over 16

E–9 2 ........................................................................................................................... $0.00 $3,564.30 $3,645.00 $3,747.00 $3,867.00
E–8 ............................................................................................................................. 2,975.40 3,061.20 3,141.30 3,237.60 3,342.00
E–7 ............................................................................................................................. 2,667.90 2,753.40 2,838.30 2,990.40 3,066.30
E–6 ............................................................................................................................. 2,400.90 2,477.40 2,562.30 2,636.70 2,663.10
E–5 ............................................................................................................................. 2,151.90 2,236.80 2,283.30 2,283.30 2,283.30
E–4 ............................................................................................................................. 1,824.00 1,824.00 1,824.00 1,824.00 1,824.00
E–3 ............................................................................................................................. 1,528.80 1,528.80 1,528.80 1,528.80 1,528.80
E–2 ............................................................................................................................. 1,290.00 1,290.00 1,290.00 1,290.00 1,290.00
E–1 ............................................................................................................................. 1,150.80 1,150.80 1,150.80 1,150.80 1,150.80

Over 18 Over 20 Over 22 Over 24 Over 26

E–9 2 ........................................................................................................................... $3,987.30 $4,180.80 $4,344.30 $4,506.30 $4,757.40
E–8 ............................................................................................................................. 3,530.10 3,625.50 3,787.50 3,877.50 4,099.20
E–7 ............................................................................................................................. 3,138.60 3,182.70 3,331.50 3,427.80 3,671.40
E–6 ............................................................................................................................. 2,709.60 2,709.60 2,709.60 2,709.60 2,709.60
E–5 ............................................................................................................................. 2,283.30 2,283.30 2,283.30 2,283.30 2,283.30
E–4 ............................................................................................................................. 1,824.00 1,824.00 1,824.00 1,824.00 1,824.00
E–3 ............................................................................................................................. 1,528.80 1,528.80 1,528.80 1,528.80 1,528.80
E–2 ............................................................................................................................. 1,290.00 1,290.00 1,290.00 1,290.00 1,290.00
E–1 ............................................................................................................................. 1,150.80 1,150.80 1,150.80 1,150.80 1,150.80

1 Notwithstanding the basic pay rates specified in this table, the actual rate of basic pay for enlisted members may not exceed the rate of pay for 
level V of the Executive Schedule. 

2 Subject to the preceding footnote, the rate of basic pay for an enlisted member in this grade while serving as Sergeant Major of the Army, Master 
Chief Petty Officer of the Navy, Chief Master Sergeant of the Air Force, Sergeant Major of the Marine Corps, or Master Chief Petty Officer of the 
Coast Guard, basic pay is $5,732.70, regardless of cumulative years of service computed under section 205 of title 37, United States Code. 

3 In the case of members in pay grade E–1 who have served less than 4 months on active duty, the rate of basic pay is $1,064.70. 

SEC. 602. BASIC ALLOWANCE FOR HOUSING IN 
CASES OF LOW-COST OR NO-COST 
MOVES. 

Section 403 of title 37, United States Code, is 
amended—

(1) by transferring paragraph (7) of subsection 
(b) to the end of the section; and 

(2) in such paragraph—
(A) by striking ‘‘(7)’’ and all that follows 

through ‘‘circumstances of which make it nec-
essary that the member be’’ and inserting ‘‘(o) 
TREATMENT OF LOW-COST AND NO-COST MOVES 
AS NOT BEING REASSIGNMENTS.—In the case of a 
member who is assigned to duty at a location or 
under circumstances that make it necessary for 
the member to be’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘for the purposes of this sec-
tion’’ after ‘‘may be treated’’.
SEC. 603. RATE OF BASIC ALLOWANCE FOR SUB-

SISTENCE FOR ENLISTED PER-
SONNEL OCCUPYING SINGLE GOV-
ERNMENT QUARTERS WITHOUT ADE-
QUATE AVAILABILITY OF MEALS. 

Section 402(d) of title 37, United States Code, 
is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(d) SPECIAL RATE FOR ENLISTED MEMBERS 
OCCUPYING SINGLE QUARTERS WITHOUT ADE-
QUATE AVAILABILITY OF MEALS.—The Secretary 
of Defense, and the Secretary of the department 
in which the Coast Guard is operating, may pay 
an enlisted member the basic allowance for sub-
sistence under this section at a monthly rate 
that is twice the amount in effect under sub-
section (b)(2) while—

‘‘(1) the member is assigned to single Govern-
ment quarters which have no adequate food 
storage or preparation facility in the quarters; 
and 

‘‘(2) there is no Government messing facility 
serving those quarters that is capable of making 
meals available to the occupants of the quar-
ters.’’.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and 
Incentive Pays

SEC. 611. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN 
BONUS AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI-
TIES FOR RESERVE FORCES. 

(a) SELECTED RESERVE REENLISTMENT 
BONUS.—Section 308b(f ) of title 37, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘December 
31, 2002’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2003’’. 

(b) SELECTED RESERVE ENLISTMENT BONUS.—
Section 308c(e) of such title is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2002’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2003’’. 

(c) SPECIAL PAY FOR ENLISTED MEMBERS AS-
SIGNED TO CERTAIN HIGH PRIORITY UNITS.—Sec-
tion 308d(c) of such title is amended by striking 
‘‘December 31, 2002’’ and inserting ‘‘December 
31, 2003’’. 

(d) SELECTED RESERVE AFFILIATION BONUS.—
Section 308e(e) of such title is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2002’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2003’’. 

(e) READY RESERVE ENLISTMENT AND REEN-
LISTMENT BONUS.—Section 308h(g) of such title 
is amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2002’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2003’’. 

(f) PRIOR SERVICE ENLISTMENT BONUS.—Sec-
tion 308i(f ) of such title is amended by striking 
‘‘December 31, 2002’’ and inserting ‘‘December 
31, 2003’’. 
SEC. 612. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF CERTAIN 

BONUS AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI-
TIES FOR CERTAIN HEALTH CARE 
PROFESSIONALS. 

(a) NURSE OFFICER CANDIDATE ACCESSION 
PROGRAM.—Section 2130a(a)(1) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘December 31, 2002’’ and inserting ‘‘December 
31, 2003’’. 

(b) REPAYMENT OF EDUCATION LOANS FOR 
CERTAIN HEALTH PROFESSIONALS WHO SERVE IN 
THE SELECTED RESERVE.—Section 16302(d) of 

such title is amended by striking ‘‘January 1, 
2003’’ and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2004’’. 

(c) ACCESSION BONUS FOR REGISTERED 
NURSES.—Section 302d(a)(1) of title 37, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘December 
31, 2002’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2003’’. 

(d) INCENTIVE SPECIAL PAY FOR NURSE ANES-
THETISTS.—Section 302e(a)(1) of such title is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2002’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2003’’. 

(e) SPECIAL PAY FOR SELECTED RESERVE 
HEALTH PROFESSIONALS IN CRITICALLY SHORT 
WARTIME SPECIALTIES.—Section 302g(f ) of such 
title is amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2002’’ 
and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2003’’. 

(f) ACCESSION BONUS FOR DENTAL OFFICERS.—
Section 302h(a)(1) of such title is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2002’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2003’’. 
SEC. 613. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF SPECIAL PAY 

AND BONUS AUTHORITIES FOR NU-
CLEAR OFFICERS. 

(a) SPECIAL PAY FOR NUCLEAR-QUALIFIED OF-
FICERS EXTENDING PERIOD OF ACTIVE SERV-
ICE.—Section 312(e) of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 
2002’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2003’’. 

(b) NUCLEAR CAREER ACCESSION BONUS.—Sec-
tion 312b(c) of such title is amended by striking 
‘‘December 31, 2002’’ and inserting ‘‘December 
31, 2003’’. 

(c) NUCLEAR CAREER ANNUAL INCENTIVE 
BONUS.—Section 312c(d) of such title is amended 
by striking ‘‘December 31, 2002’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2003’’. 
SEC. 614. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF OTHER 

BONUS AND SPECIAL PAY AUTHORI-
TIES. 

(a) AVIATION OFFICER RETENTION BONUS.—
Section 301b(a) of title 37, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2002’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2003’’. 
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(b) REENLISTMENT BONUS FOR ACTIVE MEM-

BERS.—Section 308(g) of such title is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2002’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2003’’. 

(c) ENLISTMENT BONUS FOR ACTIVE MEM-
BERS.—Section 309(e) of such title is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2002’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2003’’. 

(d) RETENTION BONUS FOR MEMBERS WITH 
CRITICAL MILITARY SKILLS.—Section 323(i) of 
such title is amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 
2002’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2003’’. 

(e) ACCESSION BONUS FOR NEW OFFICERS IN 
CRITICAL SKILLS.—Section 324(g) of such title is 
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2002’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2003’’.
SEC. 615. INCREASE IN MAXIMUM RATES FOR 

CERTAIN SPECIAL PAYS, BONUSES, 
AND FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FOR 
HEALTH CARE PROFESSIONALS. 

(a) RETENTION BONUS FOR MEDICAL OFFI-
CERS.—Section 301d(a)(2) of title 37, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘$14,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$50,000’’. 

(b) RETENTION BONUS FOR DENTAL OFFI-
CERS.—Section 301e(a)(2) of such title is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘$14,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$50,000’’. 

(c) INCENTIVE SPECIAL PAY FOR MEDICAL OF-
FICERS.—Section 302(b)(1) of such title is amend-
ed by striking the second sentence and inserting 
the following new sentence: ‘‘The amount of in-
centive special pay paid to an officer under this 
subsection may not exceed $50,000 for any 12-
month period.’’. 

(d) RETENTION SPECIAL PAY OPTOMETRISTS.—
Section 302a(b)(1) of such title is amended by 
striking ‘‘$6,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$15,000’’. 

(e) ACCESSION BONUS FOR REGISTERED 
NURSES.—Section 302d(a)(2) of such title is 
amended by striking ‘‘$5,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$30,000’’. 

(f) INCENTIVE SPECIAL PAY FOR NURSE ANES-
THETISTS.—Section 302e(a)(1) of such title is 
amended by striking ‘‘$15,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$50,000’’. 

(g) RETENTION SPECIAL PAY FOR PHARMACY 
OFFICERS.—Section 302i of such title is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsections (a) and (b), by striking 
‘‘special pay at the rates specified in subsection 
(d)’’ both places it appears and inserting 
‘‘retention special pay under this section’’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking 
‘‘LIMITATION.—’’ and inserting ‘‘LIMITATION ON 
ELIGIBILITY FOR SPECIAL PAY.—’’; and 

(3) by striking subsection (d) and inserting the 
following new subsection: 

‘‘(d) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF SPECIAL 
PAY.—The amount of retention special pay paid 
to an officer under this section may not exceed 
$15,000 for any 12-month period.’’. 

(h) FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FOR NURSE OFFICER 
CANDIDATES.—Section 2130a(a) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$5,000’’ in 
the first sentence and inserting ‘‘$10,000’’ and 
by striking ‘‘$2,500’’ in the second sentence and 
inserting ‘‘$5,000’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘$500’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$1,000’’. 

(i) APPLICATION OF INCREASE.—In the case of 
an amendment made by this section to increase 
the maximum amount of a special pay or bonus 
that may be paid during any 12-month period, 
the amended limitation shall apply to 12-month 
periods beginning after September 30, 2002.
SEC. 616. ASSIGNMENT INCENTIVE PAY. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—(1) Chapter 5 of title 37, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 307 the following new section: 

‘‘§ 307a. Special pay: assignment incentive pay 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary concerned 

may pay monthly incentive pay under this sec-
tion to a member of a uniformed service who 
performs service, while entitled to basic pay, in 
an assignment designated by the Secretary con-
cerned. 

‘‘(b) WRITTEN AGREEMENT.—The period for 
which incentive pay will be provided under this 
section and the monthly rate of the incentive 
pay for a member shall be specified in a written 
agreement between the Secretary concerned and 
the member. Agreements entered into by the Sec-
retary of a military department shall require the 
concurrence of the Secretary of Defense. 

‘‘(c) MAXIMUM RATE.—The maximum monthly 
rate of incentive pay payable to a member under 
this section is $1,500. 

‘‘(d) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PAY AND AL-
LOWANCES.—Incentive pay paid to a member 
under this section is in addition to any other 
pay and allowances to which the member is en-
titled. 

‘‘(e) STATUS NOT AFFECTED BY TEMPORARY 
DUTY OR LEAVE.—The service of a member in an 
assignment referred to in subsection (a) shall 
not be considered discontinued during any pe-
riod that the member is not performing service in 
the assignment by reason of temporary duty per-
formed by the member pursuant to orders or ab-
sence of the member for authorized leave. 

‘‘(f) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—No agree-
ment under this section may be entered into 
after December 31, 2005.’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 307 the following new 
item:

‘‘307a. Special pay: assignment incentive pay.’’.
(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than Feb-

ruary 28, 2004, and February 28, 2005, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to the Committee 
on Armed Services of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives a report on the use of the authority 
provided under section 307a of title 37, United 
States Code, as added by subsection (a), includ-
ing an assessment of the utility of that author-
ity.
SEC. 617. INCREASE IN MAXIMUM RATES FOR 

PRIOR SERVICE ENLISTMENT 
BONUS. 

Section 308i(b)(1) of title 37, United States 
Code, is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘$5,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$8,000’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘$2,500’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$4,000’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘$2,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$3,500’’.
SEC. 618. RETENTION INCENTIVES FOR HEALTH 

CARE PROFESSIONALS QUALIFIED 
IN A CRITICAL MILITARY SKILL. 

(a) EXCEPTION TO LIMITATION ON MAXIMUM 
BONUS AMOUNT.—Subsection (d) of section 323 
of title 37, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ before ‘‘A member’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(2) The limitation in paragraph (1) on the 

total bonus payments that a member may receive 
under this section does not apply with respect to 
an officer who is assigned duties as a health 
care professional.’’. 

(b) EXCEPTION TO YEARS OF SERVICE LIMITA-
TION.—Subsection (e) of such section is amend-
ed—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) as 
subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively; 

(2) by inserting ‘‘(1)’’ before ‘‘A retention’’; 
and 

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

‘‘(2) The limitations in paragraph (1) do not 
apply with respect to an officer who is assigned 
duties as a health care professional during the 
period of active duty for which the bonus is 
being offered.’’.

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation 
Allowances

SEC. 621. EXTENSION OF LEAVE TRAVEL DEFER-
RAL PERIOD FOR MEMBERS PER-
FORMING CONSECUTIVE OVERSEAS 
TOURS OF DUTY. 

(a) AUTHORIZED DEFERRAL PERIOD.—Section 
411b of title 37, United States Code is amended 

by inserting after subsection (a) the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(b) AUTHORITY TO DEFER TRAVEL; LIMITA-
TIONS.—(1) Under the regulations referred to in 
subsection (a), a member may defer the travel 
for which the member is paid travel and trans-
portation allowances under this section until 
any time before the completion of the consecu-
tive tour at the same duty station or the comple-
tion of the tour of duty at the new duty station 
under the order involved, as the case may be. 

‘‘(2) If a member is unable to undertake the 
travel before expiration of the deferral period 
under paragraph (1) because of duty in connec-
tion with a contingency operation, the member 
may defer the travel until not more than one 
year after the date on which the member’s duty 
in connection with the contingency operation 
ends.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AND CLERICAL AMEND-
MENTS.—Such section is further amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) by striking ‘‘(a)(1)’’ and inserting ‘‘(a) 

ALLOWANCES AUTHORIZED.—’’; and 
(B) by striking paragraph (2); and 
(2) by striking ‘‘(b) The allowances’’ and in-

serting ‘‘(c) LIMITATION ON ALLOWANCE RATE.—
The allowances’’. 

(c) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENT.—Subsection 
(b) of section 411b of title 37, United States 
Code, as added by subsection (a), shall apply 
with respect to members of the uniformed serv-
ices in a deferred leave travel status under such 
section as of the date of the enactment of this 
Act or becomes entitled to travel and transpor-
tation allowances under such section on or after 
that date.
SEC. 622. TRANSPORTATION OF MOTOR VEHICLES 

FOR MEMBERS REPORTED MISSING. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO SHIP TWO MOTOR VEHI-
CLES.—Subsection (a) of section 554 of title 37, 
United States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘one 
privately owned motor vehicle’’ both places it 
appears and inserting ‘‘two privately owned 
motor vehicles’’. 

(b) PAYMENTS FOR LATE DELIVERY.—Sub-
section (i) of such section is amended by adding 
at the end the following new sentence: ‘‘In a 
case in which two motor vehicles of a member 
(or the dependent or dependents of a member) 
are transported at the expense of the United 
States, no reimbursement is payable under this 
subsection unless both motor vehicles do not ar-
rive at the authorized destination of the vehicles 
by the designated delivery date.’’. 

(c) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made by 
subsection (a) shall apply with respect to mem-
bers whose eligibility for benefits under section 
554 of title 37, United States Code, commences on 
or after the date of the enactment of this Act.

Subtitle D—Retired Pay and Survivor Benefits
SEC. 631. PERMANENT REDUCTION FROM EIGHT 

TO SIX IN NUMBER OF YEARS OF RE-
SERVE SERVICE REQUIRED FOR ELI-
GIBILITY FOR RETIRED PAY FOR 
NON-REGULAR SERVICE. 

(a) REDUCTION IN REQUIREMENT FOR YEARS OF 
RESERVE COMPONENT SERVICE BEFORE RETIRED 
PAY ELIGIBILITY.—Subsection (a)(3) of section 
12731 of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking ‘‘eight years’’ and inserting 
‘‘six years’’; and 

(2) by inserting before the semicolon ‘‘, except 
that in the case of a person who completed the 
service requirements of paragraph (2) before Oc-
tober 5, 1994, the number of years of such quali-
fying service under this paragraph shall be 
eight’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection (f) 
of such section is repealed. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall take effect on October 1, 
2002. No benefit shall accrue to any person for 
any period before that date by reason of the en-
actment of those amendments.
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SEC. 632. INCREASED RETIRED PAY FOR EN-

LISTED RESERVES CREDITED WITH 
EXTRAORDINARY HEROISM. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Section 12739 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended—

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

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

‘‘(b) If a person entitled to retired pay under 
this chapter has been credited by the Secretary 
concerned with extraordinary heroism in the 
line of duty and if the highest grade held satis-
factorily by that person at any time in the 
armed forces is an enlisted grade, the person’s 
retired pay shall be increased by 10 percent of 
the amount determined under subsection (a). 
The Secretary’s determination as to extraor-
dinary heroism is conclusive for all purposes.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection (c) 
of such section, as redesignated by subsection 
(a)(1), is amended by striking ‘‘amount com-
puted under subsection (a)’’ and inserting 
‘‘total amount of the monthly retired pay com-
puted under subsections (a) and (b)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by subsections (a) and (b) shall take effect on 
October 1, 2002, and shall apply with respect to 
retired pay for months beginning on or after 
that date.
SEC. 633. ELIMINATION OF POSSIBLE INVERSION 

IN RETIRED PAY COST-OF-LIVING AD-
JUSTMENT FOR INITIAL COLA COM-
PUTATION. 

(a) ELIMINATION OF POSSIBLE COLA INVER-
SION.—Section 1401a of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended—

(1) in subsections (c)(1), (d), and (e), by insert-
ing ‘‘but subject to subsection (f)(2)’’ after 
‘‘Notwithstanding subsection (b)’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)(2), by inserting ‘‘(subject 
to subsection (f)(2) as applied to other members 
whose retired pay is computed on the current 
rates of basic pay in the most recent adjustment 
under this section)’’ after ‘‘shall be increased’’; 
and 

(3) in subsection (f)—
(A) by designating the text after the sub-

section heading as paragraph (1), indenting 
that text two ems, and inserting ‘‘PREVENTION 
OF RETIRED PAY INVERSIONS.—’’ before 
‘‘Notwithstanding’’; and 

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

‘‘(2) PREVENTION OF COLA INVERSIONS.—The 
percentage of the first adjustment under this 
section in the retired pay of any person, as de-
termined under subsection (c)(1), (c)(2), (d), or 
(e), may not exceed the percentage increase in 
retired pay determined under subsection (b)(2) 
that is effective on the same date as the effective 
date of such first adjustment.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—Such section is 
further amended—

(1) in subsection (d), by inserting ‘‘or on or 
after August 1, 1986, if the member or former 
member did not elect to receive a bonus under 
section 322 of title 37’’ after ‘‘August 1, 1986,’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (e), by inserting ‘‘and elected 
to receive a bonus under section 322 of title 37’’ 
after ‘‘August 1, 1986,’’.
SEC. 634. TECHNICAL REVISIONS TO SO-CALLED 

‘‘FORGOTTEN WIDOWS’’ ANNUITY 
PROGRAM. 

(a) CLARIFICATION OF ELIGIBILITY.—Sub-
section (a)(1) of section 644 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1998 
(Public Law 105–85; 10 U.S.C. 1448 note) is 
amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting after 
‘‘(A)’’ the following: ‘‘became entitled to retired 
or retainer pay before September 21, 1972,’’; and 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘was a 
member of a reserve component of the Armed 
Forces’’ and inserting ‘‘died’’.

(b) CLARIFICATION OF INTERACTION WITH 
OTHER BENEFITS.—(1) Subsection (a)(2) of such 

section is amended by striking ‘‘and who’’ and 
all that follows through ‘‘note)’’. 

(2) Subsection (b)(2) of such section is amend-
ed to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) The amount of an annuity to which a 
surviving spouse is entitled under this section 
for any period shall be reduced (but not below 
zero) by any amount paid to that surviving 
spouse for the same period under any of the fol-
lowing provisions of law: 

‘‘(A) Section 1311(a) of title 38, United States 
Code (relating to dependency and indemnity 
compensation payable by the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs). 

‘‘(B) Chapter 73 of title 10, United States 
Code. 

‘‘(C) Section 4 of Public Law 92–425 (10 U.S.C. 
1448 note).’’. 

(c) CLARIFICATION OF DEFINITION OF SUR-
VIVING SPOUSE.—Subsection (d)(2) of such sec-
tion is amended by striking ‘‘the terms’’ and all 
that follows through ‘‘and (8)’’ and inserting 
‘‘such term in paragraph (9)’’. 

(d) SPECIFICATION IN LAW OF CURRENT BEN-
EFIT AMOUNT.—Subsection (b) of such section is 
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$165’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$185.58’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3)—
(A) by striking ‘‘the date of the enactment of 

this Act’’ and inserting ‘‘May 1, 2002,’’; and 
(B) by striking the last sentence. 
(e) SPECIFICATION OF ENACTMENT MONTH.—

Subsection (e) of such section is amended—
(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘the month 

in which this Act is enacted’’ and inserting 
‘‘November 1997’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘the first 
month that begins after the month in which this 
Act is enacted’’ and inserting ‘‘December 1997’’.
SEC. 635. EXPANSION OF AUTHORITY OF SEC-

RETARY OF DEFENSE TO WAIVE TIME 
LIMITATIONS ON CLAIMS AGAINST 
THE GOVERNMENT FOR MILITARY 
PERSONNEL BENEFITS. 

(a) AUTHORITY FOR WAIVER OF TIME LIMITA-
TIONS.—Paragraph (1) of section 3702(e) of title 
31, United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘a claim’’ and all that follows through ‘‘title 
10’’ and inserting ‘‘a claim referred to in sub-
section (a)(1)(A)’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—(1) Such para-
graph is further amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘Upon the request’’ and all 
that follows through ‘‘the Secretary of Defense’’ 
and inserting ‘‘The Secretary of Defense’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘and, subject to paragraph (2), 
settle the claim’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
sentence: ‘‘In the case of a claim by or with re-
spect to a member of the uniformed services who 
is not under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of 
a military department, such a waiver may be 
made only upon the request of the Secretary 
concerned (as defined in section 101 of title 
37).’’. 

(2) Paragraph (2) of such section is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘under paragraph (1)’ and in-

serting ‘‘under subsection (a)(1)(A)’’; and 
(B) by inserting before the period at the end 

the following: ‘‘, except that in the case of a 
claim for retired pay or survivor benefits, if the 
obligation claimed would have been paid from a 
trust fund if timely paid, the payment of the 
claim shall be made from that trust fund’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to 
claims against the United States presented to 
the Secretary of Defense under section 3702 of 
title 31, United States Code, on or after the date 
of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 636. SPECIAL COMPENSATION FOR CERTAIN 

COMBAT-RELATED DISABLED UNI-
FORMED SERVICES RETIREES. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—(1) Chapter 71 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 1413 the following new section: 

‘‘§ 1413a. Special compensation for certain 
combat-related disabled uniformed services 
retirees 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary concerned 

shall pay to each eligible combat-related dis-
abled uniformed services retiree who elects bene-
fits under this section a monthly amount for the 
combat-related disability of the retiree deter-
mined under subsection (b). 

‘‘(b) AMOUNT.—
‘‘(1) DETERMINATION OF MONTHLY AMOUNT.—

Subject to paragraphs (2) and (3), the monthly 
amount to be paid an eligible combat-related 
disabled uniformed services retiree for a combat-
related disability under subsection (a) is the 
monthly amount of compensation to which the 
retiree would be entitled solely for the combat-
related disability consistent with chapter 11 of 
title 38. 

‘‘(2) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—The amount paid to 
an eligible combat-related disabled uniformed 
services retiree for any month under paragraph 
(1) may not exceed the amount of the reduction 
in retired pay that is applicable to the retiree for 
that month under sections 5304 and 5305 of title 
38. 

‘‘(3) SPECIAL RULES FOR CHAPTER 61 
DISABILITY RETIREES.—In the case of an eligible 
combat-related disabled uniformed services re-
tiree who is retired under chapter 61 of this title, 
the amount of the payment under paragraph (1) 
for any month shall be reduced by the amount 
(if any) by which the amount of the member’s 
retired pay under chapter 61 of this title exceeds 
the amount of retired pay to which the member 
would have been entitled under any other provi-
sion of law based upon the member’s service in 
the uniformed services if the member had not 
been retired under chapter 61 of this title. 

‘‘(c) ELIGIBLE RETIREES.—For purposes of this 
section, an eligible combat-related disabled uni-
formed services retiree referred to in subsection 
(a) is a member of the uniformed services enti-
tled to retired pay who—

‘‘(1) has completed at least 20 years of service 
in the uniformed services that are creditable for 
purposes of computing the amount of retired 
pay to which the member is entitled; and 

‘‘(2) has a qualifying combat-related dis-
ability. 

‘‘(d) PROCEDURES.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall prescribe procedures and criteria under 
which a disabled uniformed services retiree may 
apply to the Secretary of a military department 
to be considered to be an eligible combat-related 
disabled uniformed services retiree. Such proce-
dures shall apply uniformly throughout the De-
partment of Defense. 

‘‘(e) QUALIFYING COMBAT-RELATED DIS-
ABILITY.—In this section, the term ‘qualifying 
combat-related disability’ means either of the 
following: 

‘‘(1) A disability that—
‘‘(A) is attributable to an injury for which the 

member was awarded the Purple Heart; and 
‘‘(B) is rated as not less than 10 percent dis-

abling—
‘‘(i) by the Secretary concerned, as of the date 

on which the member is retired from the uni-
formed services, under criteria prescribed by the 
Secretary of Defense; or 

‘‘(ii) by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs. 
‘‘(2) A service-connected disability that—
‘‘(A) was incurred (as determined under cri-

teria prescribed by the Secretary of Defense)—
‘‘(i) as a direct result of armed conflict; 
‘‘(ii) while engaged in hazardous service; 
‘‘(iii) in the performance of duty under condi-

tions simulating war; or 
‘‘(iv) through an instrumentality of war; and 
‘‘(B) is rated as not less than 60 percent dis-

abling—
‘‘(i) by the Secretary concerned, as of the date 

on which the member is retired from the uni-
formed services, under criteria prescribed by the 
Secretary of Defense; or 

‘‘(ii) by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs. 
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‘‘(f) CONSTRUCTION WITH SPECIAL COMPENSA-

TION FOR SEVERELY DISABLED UNIFORMED SERV-
ICES RETIREES.—

‘‘(1) SINGLE SOURCE OF COMPENSATION.—An 
individual who is paid special compensation 
under this section may not receive special com-
pensation under section 1413 of this title. 

‘‘(2) ELECTION OF SOURCE.—An individual 
who is eligible for special compensation under 
this section and special compensation under sec-
tion 1413 of this title shall elect which special 
compensation to receive. 

‘‘(3) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall prescribe in regulations the manner and 
form of an election under this subsection. 

‘‘(g) STATUS OF PAYMENTS.—Payments under 
this section are not retired pay. 

‘‘(h) SOURCE OF PAYMENTS.—Payments under 
this section for any fiscal year shall be paid out 
of funds appropriated for pay and allowances 
payable by the Secretary concerned for that fis-
cal year. 

‘‘(i) OTHER DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘service-connected’ has the 

meaning given such term in section 101 of title 
38. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘retired pay’ includes retainer 
pay, emergency officers’ retirement pay, and 
naval pension.’’. 

(2) Section 1413a of title 10, United States 
Code, as added by paragraph (1), shall take ef-
fect not later than 180 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

(3) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 71 of such title is amended by inserting 
after the item relating to section 1413 the fol-
lowing new item:

‘‘1413a. Special compensation for certain com-
bat-related disabled uniformed 
services retirees.’’.

(b) SPECIAL COMPENSATION FOR CERTAIN SE-
VERELY DISABLED UNIFORMED SERVICES RETIR-
EES.—Section 1413 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (e), (f) and 
(g) as subsections (f), (g), and (h), respectively; 
and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing new subsection (e): 

‘‘(e) CONSTRUCTION WITH SPECIAL COMPENSA-
TION FOR COMBAT-DISABLED UNIFORMED SERV-
ICES RETIREES.—(1) An individual who is paid 
special compensation under this section may not 
receive special compensation under section 1413a 
of this title. 

‘‘(2) An individual who is eligible for special 
compensation under this section and special 
compensation under section 1413a of this title 
shall elect which special compensation to re-
ceive. 

‘‘(3) The Secretary of Defense shall prescribe 
in regulations the manner and form of an elec-
tion under this subsection.’’.

Subtitle E—Montgomery GI Bill
SEC. 641. TIME LIMITATION FOR USE OF MONT-

GOMERY GI BILL ENTITLEMENT BY 
MEMBERS OF THE SELECTED RE-
SERVE. 

(a) EXTENSION OF LIMITATION PERIOD.—Sec-
tion 16133(a)(1) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘10-year’’ and inserting 
‘‘14-year’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE AND APPLICABILITY.—The 
amendment made by subsection (a) shall take ef-
fect on October 1, 2002, and shall apply with re-
spect to periods of entitlement to educational as-
sistance under chapter 1606 of title 10, United 
States Code, that begin on or after October 1, 
1992.
SEC. 642. REPAYMENT REQUIREMENTS UNDER 

RESERVE COMPONENT MONT-
GOMERY GI BILL ARISING FROM 
FAILURE TO PARTICIPATE SATISFAC-
TORILY IN MILITARY SERVICE TO BE 
CONSIDERED DEBTS OWED TO THE 
UNITED STATES. 

Section 16135 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(c)(1) Subject to subsection (a)(2), an obliga-
tion to pay a refund to the United States under 
subsection (a)(1)(B) in an amount determined 
under subsection (b) is, for all purposes, a debt 
owed to the United States. 

‘‘(2) A discharge in bankruptcy under title 11 
that is entered less than five years after the ter-
mination of an enlistment or other agreement 
under this section does not discharge the person 
signing such enlistment or other agreement from 
a debt arising under the enlistment or agree-
ment, respectively, under this subsection.’’.
SEC. 643. TECHNICAL ADJUSTMENTS TO AUTHOR-

ITY FOR CERTAIN MEMBERS TO 
TRANSFER EDUCATIONAL ASSIST-
ANCE UNDER MONTGOMERY GI BILL 
TO DEPENDENTS. 

(a) CLARIFICATION OF RATE OF EDUCATIONAL 
ASSISTANCE FOR DEPENDENTS TO WHOM ENTI-
TLEMENT IS TRANSFERRED.—Section 3020(h) of 
title 38, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2)—
(A) by striking ‘‘paragraphs (4) and (5)’’ and 

inserting ‘‘paragraphs (5) and (6)’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘and at the same rate’’; 
(2) by redesignating paragraphs (3) through 

(6) as paragraphs (4) through (7), respectively; 
and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (3): 

‘‘(3)(A) Subject to subparagraph (B), the 
monthly rate of educational assistance payable 
to a dependent to whom entitlement is trans-
ferred under this section shall be the monthly 
amount payable under sections 3015 and 3022 of 
this title to the individual making the transfer. 

‘‘(B) The monthly rate of assistance payable 
to a dependent under subparagraph (A) shall be 
subject to the provisions of section 3032 of this 
title, except that the provisions of subsection 
(a)(1) of that section shall not apply even if the 
individual making the transfer to the dependent 
under this section is on active duty during all or 
any part of enrollment period of the dependent 
in which such entitlement is used.’’. 

(b) SOURCE OF FUNDS FROM INCREASED 
USAGE.—Section 3035(b) of such title is amend-
ed—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘paragraphs 
(2) and (3) of this subsection’’ and inserting 
‘‘paragraphs (2), (3), and (4)’’; and 

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

‘‘(4) Payments attributable to the increased 
usage of benefits as a result of transfers of enti-
tlement to basic educational assistance under 
section 3020 of this title shall be made from the 
Department of Defense Education Benefits 
Fund established under section 2006 of title 10 or 
from appropriations made to the Department of 
Transportation, as appropriate.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—(1) The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect as if in-
cluded in the enactment of section 3020 of title 
38, United States Code, by section 654(a)(1) of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 
1153). 

(2) The amendments made by subsection (b) 
shall take effect as if made by section 654 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1153).

Subtitle F—Other Matters
SEC. 651. PAYMENT OF INTEREST ON STUDENT 

LOANS. 
(a) AUTHORITY.—(1) Chapter 109 of title 10, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following new section: 

‘‘§ 2174. Interest payment program: members 
on active duty 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY.—(1) The Secretary con-

cerned may pay in accordance with this section 
the interest and any special allowances that ac-
crue on one or more student loans of an eligible 
member of the armed forces. 

‘‘(2) The Secretary of a military department 
may exercise the authority under paragraph (1) 

only if approved by the Secretary of Defense 
and subject to such requirements, conditions, 
and restrictions as the Secretary of Defense may 
prescribe. 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE MEMBERS.—A member of the 
armed forces is eligible for the benefit under 
subsection (a) while the member—

‘‘(1) is serving on active duty in fulfillment of 
the member’s first enlistment in the armed forces 
or, in the case of an officer, is serving on active 
duty and has not completed more than three 
years of service on active duty; 

‘‘(2) is the debtor on one or more unpaid loans 
described in subsection (c); and 

‘‘(3) is not in default on any such loan. 
‘‘(c) STUDENT LOANS.—The authority to make 

payments under subsection (a) may be exercised 
with respect to the following loans: 

‘‘(1) A loan made, insured, or guaranteed 
under part B of title IV of the Higher Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1071 et seq.). 

‘‘(2) A loan made under part D of such title 
(20 U.S.C. 1087a et seq.). 

‘‘(3) A loan made under part E of such title 
(20 U.S.C. 1087aa et seq.). 

‘‘(d) MAXIMUM BENEFIT.—The months for 
which interest and any special allowance may 
be paid on behalf of a member of the armed 
forces under this section are any 36 consecutive 
months during which the member is eligible 
under subsection (b). 

‘‘(e) FUNDS FOR PAYMENTS.—Appropriations 
available for the pay and allowances of military 
personnel shall be available for payments under 
this section. 

‘‘(f) COORDINATION.—(1) The Secretary of De-
fense and, with respect to the Coast Guard 
when it is not operating as a service in the 
Navy, the Secretary of the Department in which 
the Coast Guard is operating shall consult with 
the Secretary of Education regarding the admin-
istration of the authority under this section. 

‘‘(2) The Secretary concerned shall transfer to 
the Secretary of Education the funds nec-
essary—

‘‘(A) to pay interest and special allowances on 
student loans under this section (in accordance 
with sections 428(o), 455(l), and 464(j) of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1078(o), 
1087e(l), and 1087dd(j)); and 

‘‘(B) to reimburse the Secretary of Education 
for any reasonable administrative costs incurred 
by the Secretary in coordinating the program 
under this section with the administration of 
the student loan programs under parts B, D, 
and E of title IV of the Higher Education Act of 
1965. 

‘‘(g) SPECIAL ALLOWANCE DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘special allowance’ means a 
special allowance that is payable under section 
438 of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1087–1).’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item:

‘‘2174. Interest payment program: members on 
active duty.’’.

(b) FEDERAL FAMILY EDUCATION LOANS AND 
DIRECT LOANS.—(1) Subsection (c)(3) of section 
428 of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1078) is amended—

(A) in clause (i) of subparagraph (A)—
(i) by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of subclause 

(II); 
(ii) by inserting ‘‘or’’ at the end of subclause 

(III); and 
(iii) by adding at the end the following new 

subclause: 
‘‘(IV) is eligible for interest payments to be 

made on such loan for service in the Armed 
Forces under section 2174 of title 10, United 
States Code, and, pursuant to that eligibility, 
the interest is being paid on such loan under 
subsection (o);’’; 

(B) in clause (ii)(II) of subparagraph (A), by 
inserting ‘‘or (IV)’’ after ‘‘clause (i)(II)’’; and 

(C) by striking subparagraph (C) and insert-
ing the following: 
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‘‘(C) shall contain provisions that specify 

that—
‘‘(i) the form of forbearance granted by the 

lender pursuant to this paragraph, other than 
subparagraph (A)(i)(IV), shall be temporary ces-
sation of payments, unless the borrower selects 
forbearance in the form of an extension of time 
for making payments, or smaller payments than 
were previously scheduled; and 

‘‘(ii) the form of forbearance granted by the 
lender pursuant to subparagraph (A)(i)(IV) 
shall be the temporary cessation of all payments 
on the loan other than payments of interest on 
the loan that are made under subsection (o); 
and’’. 

(2) Section 428 of such Act is further amended 
by adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(o) ARMED FORCES STUDENT LOAN INTEREST 
PAYMENT PROGRAM.—

‘‘(1) AUTHORITY.—Using funds received by 
transfer to the Secretary under section 2174 of 
title 10, United States Code, for the payment of 
interest and any special allowance on a loan to 
a member of the Armed Forces that is made, in-
sured, or guaranteed under this part, the Sec-
retary shall pay the interest and special allow-
ance on such loan as due for a period not in ex-
cess of 36 consecutive months. The Secretary 
may not pay interest or any special allowance 
on such a loan out of any funds other than 
funds that have been so transferred. 

‘‘(2) FORBEARANCE.—During the period in 
which the Secretary is making payments on a 
loan under paragraph (1), the lender shall grant 
the borrower forbearance in accordance with 
the guaranty agreement under subsection 
(c)(3)(A)(i)(IV). 

‘‘(3) SPECIAL ALLOWANCE DEFINED.—For the 
purposes of this subsection, the term ‘special al-
lowance’, means a special allowance that is 
payable with respect to a loan under section 
438.’’. 

(c) FEDERAL DIRECT LOANS.—Section 455 of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1087e) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(l) ARMED FORCES STUDENT LOAN INTEREST 
PAYMENT PROGRAM.—

‘‘(1) AUTHORITY.—Using funds received by 
transfer to the Secretary under section 2174 of 
title 10, United States Code, for the payment of 
interest on a loan made under this part to a 
member of the Armed Forces, the Secretary shall 
pay the interest on the loan as due for a period 
not in excess of 36 consecutive months. The Sec-
retary may not pay interest on such a loan out 
of any funds other than funds that have been so 
transferred. 

‘‘(2) FORBEARANCE.—During the period in 
which the Secretary is making payments on a 
loan under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall 
grant the borrower forbearance, in the form of a 
temporary cessation of all payments on the loan 
other than the payments of interest on the loan 
that are made under that paragraph.’’. 

(d) FEDERAL PERKINS LOANS.—Section 464 of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1087dd) is amended—

(1) in subsection (e)—
(A) by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of paragraph 

(1); 
(B) by striking the period at the end of para-

graph (2) and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(3) the borrower is eligible for interest pay-

ments to be made on such loan for service in the 
Armed Forces under section 2174 of title 10, 
United States Code, and, pursuant to that eligi-
bility, the interest on such loan is being paid 
under subsection (j), except that the form of a 
forbearance under this paragraph shall be a 
temporary cessation of all payments on the loan 
other than payments of interest on the loan that 
are made under subsection (j).’’; and 

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

‘‘(j) ARMED FORCES STUDENT LOAN INTEREST 
PAYMENT PROGRAM.—

‘‘(1) AUTHORITY.—Using funds received by 
transfer to the Secretary under section 2174 of 
title 10, United States Code, for the payment of 
interest on a loan made under this part to a 
member of the Armed Forces, the Secretary shall 
pay the interest on the loan as due for a period 
not in excess of 36 consecutive months. The Sec-
retary may not pay interest on such a loan out 
of any funds other than funds that have been so 
transferred. 

‘‘(2) FORBEARANCE.—During the period in 
which the Secretary is making payments on a 
loan under paragraph (1), the institution of 
higher education shall grant the borrower for-
bearance in accordance with subsection (e)(3).’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply with respect to inter-
est, and any special allowance under section 438 
of the Higher Education Act of 1965, that accrue 
for months beginning on or after October 1, 
2003, on student loans described in subsection 
(c) of section 2174 of title 10, United States Code 
(as added by subsection (a)), that were made be-
fore, on, or after such date to members of the 
Armed Forces who are on active duty (as de-
fined in section 101(d) of title 10, United States 
Code) on or after that date.
SEC. 652. ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE 

ASSISTANCE FOR FAMILIES OF MEM-
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—(1) Subchapter I of chapter 
88 of title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following new section: 
‘‘§ 1788. Additional family assistance 

‘‘(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Defense 
may provide for the families of members of the 
armed forces serving on active duty, in addition 
to any other assistance available for such fami-
lies, any assistance that the Secretary considers 
appropriate to ensure that the children of such 
members obtain needed child care, education, 
and other youth services. 

‘‘(b) PRIMARY PURPOSE OF ASSISTANCE.—The 
assistance authorized by this section should be 
directed primarily toward providing needed fam-
ily support, including child care, education, and 
other youth services, for children of members of 
the Armed Forces who are deployed, assigned to 
duty, or ordered to active duty in connection 
with a contingency operation.’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such subchapter is amended by adding at the 
end the following new item:

‘‘1788. Additional family assistance.’’.
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 1788 of title 10, 

United States Code, as added by subsection (a), 
shall take effect on October 1, 2002.
SEC. 653. REPEAL OF AUTHORITY FOR ACCEPT-

ANCE OF HONORARIA BY PER-
SONNEL AT CERTAIN DEPARTMENT 
OF DEFENSE SCHOOLS. 

(a) REPEAL OF EXEMPTION.—Section 542 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1993 (Public Law 102–484; 106 Stat. 2413; 10 
U.S.C. prec. 2161 note) is repealed. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The repeal made by 
subsection (a) shall apply with respect to ap-
pearances made, speeches presented, and arti-
cles published on or after October 1, 2002.
SEC. 654. ADDITION OF DEFINITION OF CONTI-

NENTAL UNITED STATES IN TITLE 
37. 

(a) DEFINITION.—Section 101(1) of title 37, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(A)’’ after ‘‘(1)’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraph: 
‘‘(B) The term ‘continental United States’ 

means the 48 contiguous States and the District 
of Columbia.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Title 37, 
United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(1) Section 314(a)(3) is amended by striking 
‘‘the 48 contiguous States and the District of Co-
lumbia’’ and inserting ‘‘the continental United 
States’’. 

(2) Section 403b(i) is amended by striking 
paragraph (6). 

(3) Section 409 is amended by striking sub-
section (e). 

(4) Section 411b(a) is amended by striking ‘‘the 
48 contiguous States and the District of Colum-
bia’’ both places it appears and inserting ‘‘the 
continental United States’’. 

(5) Section 411d is amended by striking sub-
section (d). 

(6) Section 430 is amended by striking sub-
section (f) and inserting the following new sub-
section (f): 

‘‘(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘formal education’ means the 

following: 
‘‘(A) A secondary education. 
‘‘(B) An undergraduate college education. 
‘‘(C) A graduate education pursued on a full-

time basis at an institution of higher education. 
‘‘(D) Vocational education pursued on a full-

time basis at a postsecondary vocational institu-
tion. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘institution of higher education’ 
has the meaning given that term in section 101 
of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1001). 

‘‘(3) The term ‘postsecondary vocational insti-
tution’ has the meaning given that term in sec-
tion 102(c) of the Higher Education Act of 1965 
(20 U.S.C. 1002(c)).’’.

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Health Care Program 

Improvements 
Sec. 701. Elimination of requirement for 

TRICARE preauthorization of in-
patient mental health care for 
medicare-eligible beneficiaries. 

Sec. 702. Continued TRICARE eligibility of de-
pendents residing at remote loca-
tions after departure of sponsors 
for unaccompanied assignments 
and eligibility of dependents of re-
serve component members ordered 
to active duty. 

Sec. 703. Eligibility of surviving dependents for 
TRICARE dental program benefits 
after discontinuance of former en-
rollment. 

Sec. 704. Department of Defense Medicare-Eligi-
ble Retiree Health Care Fund. 

Sec. 705. Approval of medicare providers as 
TRICARE providers. 

Sec. 706. Technical corrections relating to tran-
sitional health care for members 
separated from active duty. 

Sec. 707. Extension of temporary authority to 
enter into personal services con-
tracts for the performance of 
health care responsibilities at lo-
cations other than military med-
ical treatment facilities. 

Sec. 708. Access to health care services for bene-
ficiaries eligible for TRICARE and 
Department of Veterans Affairs 
health care. 

Sec. 709. Disclosure of information on Project 
112 to Department of Veterans Af-
fairs. 
Subtitle B—Reports 

Sec. 711. Claims information. 
Sec. 712. Comptroller General report on provi-

sion of care under the TRICARE 
program. 

Sec. 713. Repeal of report requirement. 
Subtitle C—Department of Defense-Depart-

ment of Veterans Affairs Health Resources 
Sharing 

Sec. 721. Revised coordination and sharing 
guidelines. 

Sec. 722. Health care resources sharing and co-
ordination project. 

Sec. 723. Report on improved coordination and 
sharing of health care and health 
care resources following domestic 
acts of terrorism or domestic use 
of weapons of mass destruction. 
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Sec. 724. Interoperability of Department of Vet-

erans Affairs and Department of 
Defense pharmacy data systems. 

Sec. 725. Joint pilot program for providing grad-
uate medical education and train-
ing for physicians. 

Sec. 726. Repeal of certain limits on Department 
of Veterans Affairs resources.

Subtitle A—Health Care Program 
Improvements 

SEC. 701. ELIMINATION OF REQUIREMENT FOR 
TRICARE PREAUTHORIZATION OF IN-
PATIENT MENTAL HEALTH CARE FOR 
MEDICARE-ELIGIBLE BENE-
FICIARIES. 

(a) ELIMINATION OF REQUIREMENT.—Section 
1079(i)(3) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(A)’’ after ‘‘(3)’’; 
(2) by striking ‘‘Except in the case of an emer-

gency,’’ and inserting ‘‘Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B),’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

‘‘(B) Preadmission authorization for inpatient 
mental health services is not required under 
subparagraph (A) in the following cases: 

‘‘(i) In the case of an emergency. 
‘‘(ii) In a case in which any benefits are pay-

able for such services under part A of title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395c 
et seq.), subject to subparagraph (C). 

‘‘(C) In a case of inpatient mental health serv-
ices to which subparagraph (B)(ii) applies, the 
Secretary shall require advance authorization 
for a continuation of the provision of such serv-
ices after benefits cease to be payable for such 
services under such part A.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall take effect October 1, 
2003.
SEC. 702. CONTINUED TRICARE ELIGIBILITY OF 

DEPENDENTS RESIDING AT REMOTE 
LOCATIONS AFTER DEPARTURE OF 
SPONSORS FOR UNACCOMPANIED 
ASSIGNMENTS AND ELIGIBILITY OF 
DEPENDENTS OF RESERVE COMPO-
NENT MEMBERS ORDERED TO AC-
TIVE DUTY. 

Section 1079(p) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘dependents 
referred to in subsection (a) of a member of the 
uniformed services referred to in section 
1074(c)(3) of this title who are residing with the 
member’’ and inserting ‘‘dependents described in 
paragraph (3)’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (4); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (3): 

‘‘(3) This subsection applies with respect to a 
dependent referred to in subsection (a) who—

‘‘(A) is a dependent of a member of the uni-
formed services referred to in section 1074(c)(3) 
of this title and is residing with the member; 

‘‘(B) is a dependent of a member who, after 
having served in a duty assignment described in 
section 1074(c)(3) of this title, has relocated 
without the dependent pursuant to orders for a 
permanent change of duty station from a remote 
location described in subparagraph (B)(ii) of 
such section where the member and the depend-
ent resided together while the member served in 
such assignment, if the orders do not authorize 
dependents to accompany the member to the 
new duty station at the expense of the United 
States and the dependent continues to reside at 
the same remote location, or 

‘‘(C) is a dependent of a reserve component 
member ordered to active duty for a period of 
more than 30 days and is residing with the mem-
ber, and the residence is located more than 50 
miles, or approximately one hour of driving 
time, from the nearest military medical treat-
ment facility adequate to provide the needed 
care.’’.

SEC. 703. ELIGIBILITY OF SURVIVING DEPEND-
ENTS FOR TRICARE DENTAL PRO-
GRAM BENEFITS AFTER DIS-
CONTINUANCE OF FORMER ENROLL-
MENT. 

Section 1076a(k)(2) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘if the dependent 
is enrolled on the date of the death of the mem-
ber in a dental benefits plan established under 
subsection (a)’’ and inserting ‘‘if, on the date of 
the death of the member, the dependent is en-
rolled in a dental benefits plan established 
under subsection (a) or is not enrolled in such a 
plan by reason of a discontinuance of a former 
enrollment under subsection (f)’’.

SEC. 704. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE MEDICARE-
ELIGIBLE RETIREE HEALTH CARE 
FUND. 

(a) SOURCE OF FUNDS FOR MONTHLY ACCRUAL 
PAYMENTS INTO THE FUND.—Section 1116(c) of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘health care programs’’ and inserting ‘‘pay 
of members’’. 

(b) MANDATORY PARTICIPATION OF OTHER 
UNIFORMED SERVICES.—Section 1111(c) of such 
title is amended—

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘may 
enter into an agreement with any other admin-
istering Secretary’’ and inserting ‘‘shall enter 
into an agreement with each other admin-
istering Secretary’’; and 

(2) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘Any 
such’’ and inserting ‘‘The’’.

SEC. 705. APPROVAL OF MEDICARE PROVIDERS 
AS TRICARE PROVIDERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1079 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(q) Subject to subsection (a), a physician or 
other health care practitioner who is eligible to 
receive reimbursement for services provided 
under medicare (as defined in section 
1086(d)(3)(C) of this title) shall be considered ap-
proved to provide medical care authorized under 
this section and section 1086 of this title unless 
the administering Secretaries have information 
indicating medicare, TRICARE, or other Federal 
health care program integrity violations by the 
physician or other health care practitioner.’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendment made by 
subsection (a) shall apply with respect to any 
contract under the TRICARE program entered 
into on or after the date of the enactment of this 
Act.

SEC. 706. TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS RELATING 
TO TRANSITIONAL HEALTH CARE 
FOR MEMBERS SEPARATED FROM 
ACTIVE DUTY. 

(a) CONTINUED APPLICABILITY TO DEPEND-
ENTS.—Subsection (a)(1) of section 736 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1172) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘paragraph 
(2), a member’ and all that follows through ‘of 
the member),’ and inserting ‘paragraph (3), a 
member of the armed forces who is separated 
from active duty as described in paragraph (2) 
(and the dependents of the member)’;’’. 

(b) CLARIFICATION REGARDING THE COAST 
GUARD.—Subsection (b)(2) of such section is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) in subsection (e)—

‘‘(A) by striking the first sentence; and 

‘‘(B) by striking ‘the Coast Guard’ in the sec-
ond sentence and inserting ‘the members of the 
Coast Guard and their dependents’.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall take effect as of December 
28, 2001, and as if included in the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 as 
enacted.

SEC. 707. EXTENSION OF TEMPORARY AUTHORITY 
TO ENTER INTO PERSONAL SERV-
ICES CONTRACTS FOR THE PER-
FORMANCE OF HEALTH CARE RE-
SPONSIBILITIES AT LOCATIONS 
OTHER THAN MILITARY MEDICAL 
TREATMENT FACILITIES. 

Section 1091(a)(2) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 
2002’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2003’’.
SEC. 708. ACCESS TO HEALTH CARE SERVICES 

FOR BENEFICIARIES ELIGIBLE FOR 
TRICARE AND DEPARTMENT OF VET-
ERANS AFFAIRS HEALTH CARE. 

(a) REQUIREMENT TO ESTABLISH PROCESS.—(1) 
The Secretary of Defense shall prescribe in regu-
lations a process for resolving issues relating to 
patient safety and continuity of care for covered 
beneficiaries who are concurrently entitled to 
health care under the TRICARE program and 
eligible for health care services provided by the 
Department of Veterans Affairs. The Secretary 
shall—

(A) ensure that the process provides for co-
ordination of, and access to, health care from 
the two sources in a manner that prevents dimi-
nution of access to health care from either 
source; and 

(B) in consultation with the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs, prescribe a clear definition of an 
‘‘episode of care’’ for use in the resolution of pa-
tient safety and continuity of care issues under 
such process. 

(2) Not later than May 1, 2003, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and of the House of Rep-
resentatives a report describing the process pre-
scribed under paragraph (1). 

(3) While prescribing the process under para-
graph (1) and upon completion of the report 
under paragraph (2), the Secretary shall provide 
to the Comptroller General information that 
would be relevant in carrying out the study re-
quired by subsection (b). 

(b) COMPTROLLER GENERAL STUDY AND RE-
PORT.—(1) The Comptroller General shall con-
duct a study of the health care issues of covered 
beneficiaries described in subsection (a). The 
study shall include the following: 

(A) An analysis of whether covered bene-
ficiaries who seek services through the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs are receiving needed 
health care services in a timely manner from the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, as compared to 
the timeliness of the care available to covered 
beneficiaries under TRICARE Prime (as set 
forth in access to care standards under 
TRICARE program policy that are applicable to 
the care being sought). 

(B) An evaluation of the quality of care for 
covered beneficiaries who do not receive needed 
services from the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs within a time period that is comparable to 
the time period provided for under such access 
to care standards and who then must seek alter-
native care under the TRICARE program. 

(C) Recommendations to improve access to, 
and timeliness and quality of, care for covered 
beneficiaries described in subsection (a). 

(D) An evaluation of the feasibility and advis-
ability of making access to care standards appli-
cable jointly under the TRICARE program and 
the Department of Veterans Affairs health care 
system. 

(E) A review of the process prescribed by the 
Secretary of Defense under subsection (a) to de-
termine whether the process ensures the ade-
quacy and quality of the health care services 
provided to covered beneficiaries under the 
TRICARE program and through the Department 
of Veterans Affairs, together with timeliness of 
access to such services and patient safety. 

(2) Not later than 60 days after the congres-
sional committees specified in subsection (a)(2) 
receive the report required under that sub-
section, the Comptroller General shall submit to 
those committees a report on the study con-
ducted under this subsection. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:23 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00071 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 6333 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.093 H12PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8132 November 12, 2002
(1) The term ‘‘covered beneficiary’’ has the 

meaning provided by section 1072(5) of title 10, 
United States Code. 

(2) The term ‘‘TRICARE program’’ has the 
meaning provided by section 1072(7) of such 
title. 

(3) The term ‘‘TRICARE Prime’’ has the 
meaning provided by section 1097a(f) of such 
title.
SEC. 709. DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION ON 

PROJECT 112 TO DEPARTMENT OF 
VETERANS AFFAIRS. 

(a) PLAN FOR DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION.—
Not later than 90 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to Congress and the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs a comprehensive plan for the 
review, declassification, and submittal to the 
Department of Veterans Affairs of all records 
and information of the Department of Defense 
on Project 112 that are relevant to the provision 
of benefits by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
to members of the Armed Forces who partici-
pated in that project. 

(b) PLAN REQUIREMENTS.—(1) The records and 
information covered by the plan under sub-
section (a) shall be the records and information 
necessary to permit the identification of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces who were or may have 
been exposed to chemical or biological agents as 
a result of Project 112. 

(2) The plan shall provide for completion of 
all activities contemplated by the plan not later 
than one year after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(c) IDENTIFICATION OF OTHER PROJECTS OR 
TESTS.—The Secretary of Defense also shall 
work with veterans and veterans service organi-
zations to identify other projects or tests con-
ducted by the Department of Defense that may 
have exposed members of the Armed Forces to 
chemical or biological agents. 

(d) GAO REPORTS ON PLAN AND IMPLEMENTA-
TION.—(1) Not later than 30 days after submis-
sion of the plan under subsection (a), the Comp-
troller General shall submit to Congress a report 
reviewing the plan. The report shall include an 
examination of whether adequate resources 
have been committed, the timeliness of the infor-
mation to be released to the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and the adequacy of the proce-
dures to notify affected veterans of potential ex-
posure. 

(2) Not later than six months after implemen-
tation of the plan begins, the Comptroller Gen-
eral shall submit to Congress a report evaluating 
the progress in the implementation of the plan. 

(e) DOD REPORTS ON IMPLEMENTATION.—(1) 
Not later than six months after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, and upon completion of 
all activities contemplated by the plan under 
subsection (a), the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to Congress and the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs a report on progress in the imple-
mentation of the plan. 

(2) Each report under paragraph (1) shall in-
clude, for the period covered by such report—

(A) the number of records reviewed; 
(B) each test, if any, under Project 112 identi-

fied during such review; 
(C) for each test so identified—
(i) the test name; 
(ii) the test objective; 
(iii) the chemical or biological agent or agents 

involved; and 
(iv) the number of members of the Armed 

Forces, and civilian personnel, potentially ef-
fected by such test; and 

(D) the extent of submittal of records and in-
formation to the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
under this section. 

(f) PROJECT 112.—For purposes of this section, 
Project 112 refers to the chemical and biological 
weapons vulnerability-testing program of the 
Department of Defense conducted by the Deseret 
Test Center from 1963 to 1969. The project in-
cluded the Shipboard Hazard and Defense 
(SHAD) project of the Navy.

Subtitle B—Reports 
SEC. 711. CLAIMS INFORMATION. 

(a) CORRESPONDENCE TO MEDICARE CLAIMS 
INFORMATION REQUIREMENTS.—Section 1095c of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection:

‘‘(d) CORRESPONDENCE TO MEDICARE CLAIMS 
INFORMATION REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary of 
Defense, in consultation with the other admin-
istering Secretaries, shall limit the information 
required in support of claims for payment for 
health care items and services provided under 
the TRICARE program to that information that 
is identical to the information that would be re-
quired for claims for reimbursement for those 
items and services under title XVIII of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395 et seq.) except 
for that information, if any, that is uniquely re-
quired by the TRICARE program. The Secretary 
of Defense shall report to the Committee on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the Committee 
on Armed Services of the House of Representa-
tives any information that is excepted under 
this provision, and the justification for that ex-
ception.’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The Secretary of Defense, 
in consultation with the other administering 
Secretaries referred to in section 1072(3) of title 
10, United States Code, shall apply the limita-
tions required under subsection (d) of section 
1095c of such title (as added by subsection (a)) 
with respect to contracts entered into under the 
TRICARE program on or after October 1, 2002. 

(c) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT ON 
TRICARE CLAIMS PROCESSING.—Not later than 
March 31, 2003, the Comptroller General shall 
submit to Congress an evaluation of the con-
tinuing impediments to cost effective claims 
processing under the TRICARE program. The 
evaluation shall include a discussion of the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The extent of progress implementing im-
provements in claims processing, particularly re-
garding the application of best industry prac-
tices. 

(2) The extent of progress in simplifying 
claims processing procedures, including the 
elimination of, or reduction in, the complexity of 
the Health Care Service Record requirements. 

(3) The cost effectiveness of the data collection 
and fraud prevention capabilities of existing 
claims processing practices. 

(4) Recommendations for improving the claims 
processing system that will reduce processing 
and administration costs, create greater com-
petition, and improve fraud-prevention activi-
ties.
SEC. 712. COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT ON 

PROVISION OF CARE UNDER THE 
TRICARE PROGRAM. 

Not later than March 31, 2003, the Comptroller 
General shall submit to Congress an evaluation 
of the nature of, reasons for, extent of, and 
trends regarding network provider instability 
under the TRICARE program, and the effective-
ness of efforts by the Department of Defense 
and managed care support contractors to meas-
ure and mitigate such instability. The evalua-
tion shall include a discussion of the following: 

(1) The adequacy of measurement tools of 
TRICARE network instability and their use by 
the Department of Defense and managed care 
support contractors to assess network adequacy 
and stability. 

(2) Recommendations for improvements needed 
in measurement tools or their application. 

(3) The relationship of reimbursement rates 
and administration requirements (including 
preauthorization requirements) to TRICARE 
network instability. 

(4) The extent of problems under the 
TRICARE program and likely future trends 
with and without intervention using existing 
authority. 

(5) Use of existing authority by the Depart-
ment of Defense and TRICARE managed care 
support contractors to apply higher reimburse-
ment rates in specific geographic areas. 

(6) Recommendations for specific fiscally pru-
dent measures that could mitigate negative 
trends or improve provider and network sta-
bility.
SEC. 713. REPEAL OF REPORT REQUIREMENT. 

Notwithstanding subsection (f)(2) of section 
712 of the Floyd D. Spence National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as en-
acted into law by Public Law 106-398; 114 Stat. 
1654A–179), the amendment made by subsection 
(e) of such section shall not take effect and the 
paragraph amended by such subsection is re-
pealed.

Subtitle C—Department of Defense-Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs Health Resources 
Sharing 

SEC. 721. REVISED COORDINATION AND SHARING 
GUIDELINES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Section 8111 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘§ 8111. Sharing of Department of Veterans 
Affairs and Department of Defense health 
care resources 
‘‘(a) REQUIRED COORDINATION AND SHARING 

OF HEALTH CARE RESOURCES.—The Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs and the Secretary of Defense 
shall enter into agreements and contracts for 
the mutually beneficial coordination, use, or ex-
change of use of the health care resources of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs and the Depart-
ment of Defense with the goal of improving the 
access to, and quality and cost effectiveness of, 
the health care provided by the Veterans Health 
Administration and the Military Health System 
to the beneficiaries of both Departments. 

‘‘(b) JOINT REQUIREMENTS FOR SECRETARIES 
OF VETERANS AFFAIRS AND DEFENSE.—To facili-
tate the mutually beneficial coordination, use, 
or exchange of use of the health care resources 
of the two Departments, the two Secretaries 
shall carry out the following functions: 

‘‘(1) Develop and publish a joint strategic vi-
sion statement and a joint strategic plan to 
shape, focus, and prioritize the coordination 
and sharing efforts among appropriate elements 
of the two Departments and incorporate the 
goals and requirements of the joint sharing plan 
into the strategic and performance plan of each 
Department under the Government Performance 
and Results Act. 

‘‘(2) Jointly fund the interagency committee 
provided for under subsection (c). 

‘‘(3) Continue to facilitate and improve shar-
ing between individual Department of Veterans 
Affairs and Department of Defense health care 
facilities, but giving priority of effort to initia-
tives (A) that improve sharing and coordination 
of health resources at the intraregional and na-
tionwide levels, and (B) that improve the ability 
of both Departments to provide coordinated 
health care. 

‘‘(4) Establish a joint incentive program under 
subsection (d). 

‘‘(c) DOD–VA HEALTH EXECUTIVE COM-
MITTEE.—(1) There is established an interagency 
committee to be known as the Department of 
Veterans Affairs-Department of Defense Health 
Executive Committee (hereinafter in this section 
referred to as the ‘Committee’). The Committee is 
composed of—

‘‘(A) the Deputy Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
and such other officers and employees of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs as the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs may designate; and 

‘‘(B) the Under Secretary of Defense for Per-
sonnel and Readiness and such other officers 
and employees of the Department of Defense as 
the Secretary of Defense may designate. 

‘‘(2)(A) During odd-numbered fiscal years, the 
Deputy Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall chair 
the Committee. During even-numbered fiscal 
years, the Under Secretary of Defense shall 
chair the Committee. 

‘‘(B) The Deputy Secretary and the Under 
Secretary shall determine the size and structure 
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of the Committee, as well as the administrative 
and procedural guidelines for the operation of 
the Committee. The two Departments shall share 
equally the Committee’s cost of personnel and 
administrative support and services. Support for 
such purposes shall be provided at a level suffi-
cient for the efficient operation of the Com-
mittee, including a permanent staff and, as re-
quired, other temporary working groups of ap-
propriate departmental staff and outside ex-
perts. 

‘‘(3) The Committee shall recommend to the 
Secretaries strategic direction for the joint co-
ordination and sharing efforts between and 
within the two Departments under this section 
and shall oversee implementation of those ef-
forts. 

‘‘(4) The Committee shall submit to the two 
Secretaries and to Congress an annual report 
containing such recommendations as the Com-
mittee considers appropriate. 

‘‘(5) In order to enable the Committee to make 
recommendations in its annual report under 
paragraph (4), the Committee shall do the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(A) Review existing policies, procedures, and 
practices relating to the coordination and shar-
ing of health care resources between the two De-
partments. 

‘‘(B) Identify changes in policies, procedures, 
and practices that, in the judgment of the Com-
mittee, would promote mutually beneficial co-
ordination, use, or exchange of use of the health 
care resources of the two Departments, with the 
goal of improving the access to, and quality and 
cost effectiveness of, the health care provided by 
the Veterans Health Administration and the 
Military Health System to the beneficiaries of 
both Departments. 

‘‘(C) Identify and assess further opportunities 
for the coordination and sharing of health care 
resources between the Departments that, in the 
judgment of the Committee, would not adversely 
affect the range of services, the quality of care, 
or the established priorities for care provided by 
either Department. 

‘‘(D) Review the plans of both Departments 
for the acquisition of additional health care re-
sources, especially new facilities and major 
equipment and technology, in order to assess the 
potential effect of such plans on further oppor-
tunities for the coordination and sharing of 
health care resources.

‘‘(E) Review the implementation of activities 
designed to promote the coordination and shar-
ing of health care resources between the Depart-
ments. 

‘‘(6) The Committee chairman, under proce-
dures jointly developed by the two Secretaries, 
may require the Inspector General of either or 
both Departments to assist in activities under 
paragraph (5)(E). 

‘‘(d) JOINT INCENTIVES PROGRAM.—(1) Pursu-
ant to subsection (b)(4), the two Secretaries 
shall carry out a program to identify, provide 
incentives to, implement, fund, and evaluate 
creative coordination and sharing initiatives at 
the facility, intraregional, and nationwide lev-
els. The program shall be administered by the 
Committee established in subsection (c), under 
procedures jointly prescribed by the two Secre-
taries. 

‘‘(2) To facilitate the incentive program, effec-
tive October 1, 2003, there is established in the 
Treasury a fund to be known as the ‘DOD–VA 
Health Care Sharing Incentive Fund’. Each Sec-
retary shall annually contribute to the fund a 
minimum of $15,000,000 from the funds appro-
priated to that Secretary’s Department. Such 
funds shall remain available until expended. 

‘‘(3)(A) For each fiscal year during which the 
program under this subsection is in effect, the 
Comptroller General shall conduct a review of 
the implementation and effectiveness of the in-
centives program under this subsection. Upon 
completion of each such annual review, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services and Veterans’ Affairs of 

the Senate and House of Representatives a re-
port on the results of that review. Each such re-
port shall be submitted not later than February 
28 of the year following the fiscal year covered 
by the report. In addition, the Comptroller Gen-
eral shall conduct such a review during the first 
five months of fiscal year 2004 and, not later 
than February 28, 2004, shall submit to those 
committees a report on the implementation and 
effectiveness of the incentives program under 
this subsection to that date. 

‘‘(B) Each report under this paragraph shall 
describe activities carried out under the program 
under this subsection during the preceding fis-
cal year (or, in the case of the first such report, 
to the date of the submission of the report). 
Each report shall include at least the following: 

‘‘(i) An analysis of the initiatives funded by 
the Committee, and the funds so expended by 
such initiatives, from the DOD-VA Health Care 
Sharing Incentive Fund, including the purposes 
and effects of those initiatives on improving ac-
cess to care by beneficiaries, improvements in 
the quality of care received by those bene-
ficiaries, and efficiencies gained in delivering 
services to those beneficiaries. 

‘‘(ii) Other matters of interest, including rec-
ommendations from the Comptroller General for 
legislative improvements to the program. 

‘‘(4) The program under this subsection shall 
terminate on September 30, 2007. 

‘‘(e) GUIDELINES AND POLICIES FOR IMPLEMEN-
TATION OF COORDINATION AND SHARING REC-
OMMENDATIONS, CONTRACTS, AND AGREE-
MENTS.—(1) To implement the recommendations 
made by the Committee under subsection (c)(2), 
as well as to carry out other health care con-
tracts and agreements for coordination and 
sharing initiatives as they consider appropriate, 
the two Secretaries shall jointly issue guidelines 
and policy directives. Such guidelines and poli-
cies shall provide for coordination and sharing 
that—

‘‘(A) is consistent with the health care respon-
sibilities of the Department of Veterans Affairs 
under this title and with the health care respon-
sibilities of the Department of Defense under 
chapter 55 of title 10; 

‘‘(B) will not adversely affect the range of 
services, the quality of care, or the established 
priorities for care provided by either Depart-
ment; and 

‘‘(C) will not reduce capacities in certain spe-
cialized programs of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs that the Secretary is required to main-
tain in accordance with section 1706(b) of this 
title. 

‘‘(2) To facilitate the sharing and coordina-
tion of health care services between the two De-
partments, the two Secretaries shall jointly de-
velop and implement guidelines for a standard-
ized, uniform payment and reimbursement 
schedule for those services. Such schedule shall 
be implemented no later than October 1, 2003, 
and shall be revised periodically as necessary. 
The two Secretaries, following implementation 
of the schedule, may on a case-by-case basis 
waive elements of the schedule if they jointly 
agree that such a waiver is in the best interests 
of both Departments. 

‘‘(3)(A) The guidelines established under 
paragraph (1) shall authorize the heads of indi-
vidual Department of Defense and Department 
of Veterans Affairs medical facilities and service 
regions to enter into health care resources co-
ordination and sharing agreements. 

‘‘(B) Under any such agreement, an indi-
vidual who is a primary beneficiary of one De-
partment may be provided health care, as pro-
vided in the agreement, at a facility or in the 
service region of the other Department that is a 
party to the sharing agreement. 

‘‘(C) Each such agreement shall identify the 
health care resources to be shared. 

‘‘(D) Each such agreement shall provide, and 
shall specify procedures designed to ensure, that 
the availability of direct health care to individ-
uals who are not primary beneficiaries of the 

providing Department is (i) on a referral basis 
from the facility or service region of the other 
Department, and (ii) does not (as determined by 
the head of the providing facility or region) ad-
versely affect the range of services, the quality 
of care, or the established priorities for care pro-
vided to the primary beneficiaries of the pro-
viding Department. 

‘‘(E) Each such agreement shall provide that 
a providing Department or service region shall 
be reimbursed for the cost of the health care re-
sources provided under the agreement and that 
the rate of such reimbursement shall be as deter-
mined in accordance with paragraph (2). 

‘‘(F) Each proposal for an agreement under 
this paragraph shall be effective (i) on the 46th 
day after the receipt of such proposal by the 
Committee, unless earlier disapproved, or (ii) if 
earlier approved by the Committee, on the date 
of such approval. 

‘‘(G) Any funds received through such a uni-
form payment and reimbursement schedule shall 
be credited to funds that have been allotted to 
the facility of either Department that provided 
the care or services, or is due the funds from, 
any such agreement. 

‘‘(f) ANNUAL JOINT REPORT.—(1) At the time 
the President’s budget is transmitted to Congress 
in any year pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, 
the two Secretaries shall submit to Congress a 
joint report on health care coordination and 
sharing activities under this section during the 
fiscal year that ended during the previous cal-
endar year. 

‘‘(2) Each report under this section shall in-
clude the following: 

‘‘(A) The guidelines prescribed under sub-
section (e) (and any revision of such guidelines). 

‘‘(B) The assessment of further opportunities 
identified under subparagraph (C) of subsection 
(c)(5) for the sharing of health-care resources 
between the two Departments. 

‘‘(C) Any recommendation made under sub-
section (c)(4) during such fiscal year. 

‘‘(D) A review of the sharing agreements en-
tered into under subsection (e) and a summary 
of activities under such agreements during such 
fiscal year and a description of the results of 
such agreements in improving access to, and the 
quality and cost effectiveness of, the health care 
provided by the Veterans Health Administration 
and the Military Health System to the bene-
ficiaries of both Departments. 

‘‘(E) A summary of other planning and activi-
ties involving either Department in connection 
with promoting the coordination and sharing of 
Federal health-care resources during the pre-
ceding fiscal year. 

‘‘(F) Such recommendations for legislation as 
the two Secretaries consider appropriate to fa-
cilitate the sharing of health-care resources be-
tween the two Departments. 

‘‘(3) In addition to the matters specified in 
paragraph (2), the two Secretaries shall include 
in the annual report under this subsection an 
overall status report of the progress of health re-
sources sharing between the two Departments as 
a consequence of subtitle C of title VII of the 
Bob Stump National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2003 and of other sharing initia-
tives taken during the period covered by the re-
port. Such status report shall indicate the status 
of such sharing and shall include appropriate 
data as well as analyses of that data. The an-
nual report shall include the following: 

‘‘(A) Enumerations and explanations of major 
policy decisions reached by the two Secretaries 
during the period covered by the report period 
with respect to sharing between the two Depart-
ments. 

‘‘(B) A description of progress made in new 
ventures or particular areas of sharing and co-
ordination that would be of policy interest to 
Congress consistent with the intent of such sub-
title. 

‘‘(C) A description of enhancements of access 
to care of beneficiaries of both Departments that 
came about as a result of new sharing ap-
proaches brought about by such subtitle. 
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‘‘(D) A description of proposals for which 

funds are provided through the joint incentives 
program under subsection (d), together with a 
description of their results or status at the time 
of the report, including access improvements, 
savings, and quality-of-care enhancements they 
brought about, and a description of any addi-
tional use of funds made available under sub-
section (d). 

‘‘(4) In addition to the matters specified in 
paragraphs (2) and (3), the two Secretaries shall 
include in the annual report under this sub-
section for each year through 2008 the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(A) A description of the measures taken, or 
planned to be taken, to implement the health re-
sources sharing project under section 722 of the 
Bob Stump National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2003 and any cost savings antici-
pated, or cost sharing achieved, at facilities par-
ticipating in the project, including information 
on improvements in access to care, quality, and 
timeliness, as well as impediments encountered 
and legislative recommendations to ameliorate 
such impediments. 

‘‘(B) A description of the use of the waiver 
authority provided by section 722(d)(1) of the 
Bob Stump National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2003, including—

‘‘(i) a statement of the numbers and types of 
requests for waivers under that section of ad-
ministrative policies that have been made during 
the period covered by the report and, for each 
such request, an explanation of the content of 
each request, the intended purpose or result of 
the requested waiver, and the disposition of 
each request; and 

‘‘(ii) descriptions of any new administrative 
policies that enhance the success of the project. 

‘‘(5) In addition to the matters specified in 
paragraphs (2), (3), and (4), the two Secretaries 
shall include in the annual report under this 
subsection for each year through 2009 a report 
on the pilot program for graduate medical edu-
cation under section 725 of the Bob Stump Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2003, including activities under the pro-
gram during the preceding year and each Sec-
retary’s assessment of the efficacy of providing 
education and training under that program. 

‘‘(g) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this 
section: 

‘‘(1) The term ‘beneficiary’ means a person 
who is a primary beneficiary of the Department 
of Veterans Affairs or of the Department of De-
fense. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘direct health care’ means 
health care provided to a beneficiary in a med-
ical facility operated by the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs or the Department of Defense. 

‘‘(3) The term ‘head of a medical facility’ (A) 
with respect to a medical facility of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, means the director of 
the facility, and (B) with respect to a medical 
facility of the Department of Defense, means the 
medical or dental officer in charge or the con-
tract surgeon in charge. 

‘‘(4) The term ‘health-care resource’ includes 
hospital care, medical services, and rehabilita-
tive services, as those terms are defined in para-
graphs (5), (6), and (8), respectively, of section 
1701 of this title, services under sections 1782 
and 1783 of this title, any other health-care 
service, and any health-care support or admin-
istrative resource. 

‘‘(5) The term ‘primary beneficiary’ (A) with 
respect to the Department means a person who 
is eligible under this title (other than under sec-
tion 1782, 1783, or 1784 or subsection (d) of this 
section) or any other provision of law for care or 
services in Department medical facilities, and 
(B) with respect to the Department of Defense, 
means a member or former member of the Armed 
Forces who is eligible for care under section 1074 
of title 10. 

‘‘(6) The term ‘providing Department’ means 
the Department of Veterans Affairs, in the case 
of care or services furnished by a facility of the 

Department of Veterans Affairs, and the De-
partment of Defense, in the case of care or serv-
ices furnished by a facility of the Department of 
Defense. 

‘‘(7) The term ‘service region’ means a geo-
graphic service area of the Veterans Health Ad-
ministration, in the case of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs, and a service region, in the 
case of the Department of Defense.’’. 

(2) The item relating to that section in the 
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 81 
of title 38, United States Code, is amended to 
read as follows:

‘‘8111. Sharing of Department of Veterans Af-
fairs and Department of Defense 
health care resources.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
1104(a) of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘may’’ and inserting ‘‘shall’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall take effect on October 1, 
2003.
SEC. 722. HEALTH CARE RESOURCES SHARING 

AND COORDINATION PROJECT. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—(1) The Secretary of Vet-

erans Affairs and the Secretary of Defense shall 
conduct a health care resources sharing project 
to serve as a test for evaluating the feasibility, 
and the advantages and disadvantages, of meas-
ures and programs designed to improve the shar-
ing and coordination of health care and health 
care resources between the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs and the Department of Defense. 
The project shall be carried out, as a minimum, 
at the sites identified under subsection (b). 

(2) Reimbursement between the two Depart-
ments with respect to the project under this sec-
tion shall be made in accordance with the provi-
sions of section 8111(e)(2) of title 38, United 
States Code, as amended by section 721(a). 

(b) SITE IDENTIFICATION.—(1) Not later than 
90 days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretaries shall jointly identify not 
less than three sites for the conduct of the 
project under this section. 

(2) For purposes of this section, a site at 
which the resource sharing project shall be car-
ried out is an area in the United States in 
which—

(A) one or more military treatment facilities 
and one or more VA health care facilities are 
situated in relative proximity to each other, in-
cluding facilities engaged in joint ventures as of 
the date of the enactment of this Act; and 

(B) for which an agreement to coordinate care 
and programs for patients at those facilities 
could be implemented not later than October 1, 
2004. 

(c) CONDUCT OF PROJECT.—(1) At sites at 
which the project is conducted, the Secretaries 
shall provide a test of a coordinated manage-
ment system for the military treatment facilities 
and VA health care facilities participating in 
the project. Such a coordinated management 
system for a site shall include at least one of the 
elements specified in paragraph (2), and each of 
the elements specified in that paragraph must be 
included in the coordinated management system 
for at least one of the participating sites. 

(2) Elements of a coordinated management 
system referred to in paragraph (1) are the fol-
lowing: 

(A) A budget and financial management sys-
tem for those facilities that—

(i) provides managers with information about 
the costs of providing health care by both De-
partments at the site; and 

(ii) allows managers to assess the advantages 
and disadvantages (in terms of relative costs, 
benefits, and opportunities) of using resources 
of either Department to provide or enhance 
health care to beneficiaries of either Depart-
ment. 

(B) A coordinated staffing and assignment 
system for the personnel (including contract 
personnel) employed at or assigned to those fa-
cilities, including clinical practitioners of either 
Department. 

(C) Medical information and information 
technology systems for those facilities that—

(i) are compatible with the purposes of the 
project; 

(ii) communicate with medical information 
and information technology systems of cor-
responding elements of those facilities; and 

(iii) incorporate minimum standards of infor-
mation quality that are at least equivalent to 
those adopted for the Departments at large in 
their separate health care systems. 

(d) AUTHORITY TO WAIVE CERTAIN ADMINIS-
TRATIVE POLICIES.—(1)(A) In order to carry out 
subsection (c), the Secretary of Defense may, in 
the Secretary’s discretion, waive any adminis-
trative policy of the Department of Defense oth-
erwise applicable to that subsection that specifi-
cally conflicts with the purposes of the project, 
in instances in which the Secretary determines 
that the waiver is necessary for the purposes of 
the project. 

(B) In order to carry out subsection (c), the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs may, in the Sec-
retary’s discretion, waive any administrative 
policy of the Department of Veterans Affairs 
otherwise applicable to that subsection that spe-
cifically conflicts with the purposes of the 
project, in instances in which the Secretary de-
termines that the waiver is necessary for the 
purposes of the project. 

(C) The two Secretaries shall establish proce-
dures for resolving disputes that may arise from 
the effects of policy changes that are not cov-
ered by other agreements or existing procedures. 

(2) No waiver under paragraph (1) may alter 
any labor-management agreement in effect as of 
the date of the enactment of this Act or adopted 
by either Department during the period of the 
project. 

(e) USE BY DOD OF CERTAIN TITLE 38 PER-
SONNEL AUTHORITIES.—(1) In order to carry out 
subsection (c), the Secretary of Defense may 
apply to civilian personnel of the Department of 
Defense assigned to or employed at a military 
treatment facility participating in the project 
any of the provisions of subchapters I, III, and 
IV of chapter 74 of title 38, United States Code, 
determined appropriate by the Secretary. 

(2) For purposes of paragraph (1), any ref-
erence in chapter 74 of title 38, United States 
Code—

(A) to the ‘‘Secretary’’ or the ‘‘Under Sec-
retary for Health’’ shall be treated as referring 
to the Secretary of Defense; and 

(B) to the ‘‘Veterans Health Administration’’ 
shall be treated as referring to the Department 
of Defense. 

(f) FUNDING.—From amounts available for 
health care for a fiscal year, each Secretary 
shall make available to carry out the project not 
less than—

(1) $3,000,000 for fiscal year 2003; 
(2) $6,000,000 for fiscal year 2004; and
(3) $9,000,000 for each succeeding year during 

which the project is in effect. 
(g) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘military treatment facility’’ 

means a medical facility under the jurisdiction 
of the Secretary of a military department. 

(2) The term ‘‘VA health care facility’’ means 
a facility under the jurisdiction of the Veterans 
Health Administration of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs. 

(h) PERFORMANCE REVIEW.—(1) The Comp-
troller General shall provide for an annual on-
site review at each of the project locations se-
lected by the Secretaries under this section. 

(2) Not later than 90 days after completion of 
the annual review under paragraph (1), the 
Comptroller General shall submit a report on 
such review to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices and Veterans’ Affairs of the Senate and 
House of Representatives. 

(3) Each such report shall include the fol-
lowing: 

(A) The strategic mission coordination be-
tween shared activities. 

(B) The accuracy and validity of performance 
data used to evaluate sharing performance and 
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changes in standards of care or services at the 
shared facilities. 

(C) A statement that all appropriated funds 
designated for sharing activities are being used 
for direct support of sharing initiatives. 

(D) Recommendations concerning continuance 
of the project at each site for the succeeding 12-
month period. 

(4) Whenever there is a recommendation under 
paragraph (3)(D) to discontinue a resource shar-
ing project under this section, the two Secre-
taries shall act upon that recommendation as 
soon as practicable. 

(5) In the initial report under this subsection, 
the Comptroller General shall validate the base-
line information used for comparative analysis. 

(i) TERMINATION.—(1) The project, and the 
authority provided by this section, shall termi-
nate on September 30, 2007. 

(2) The two Secretaries jointly may terminate 
the performance of the project at any site when 
the performance of the project at that site fails 
to meet performance expectations of the Secre-
taries, based on recommendations from the 
Comptroller General under subsection (h) or on 
other information available to the Secretaries to 
warrant such action. 
SEC. 723. REPORT ON IMPROVED COORDINATION 

AND SHARING OF HEALTH CARE AND 
HEALTH CARE RESOURCES FOL-
LOWING DOMESTIC ACTS OF TER-
RORISM OR DOMESTIC USE OF 
WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUCTION. 

(a) JOINT REVIEW.—The Secretary of Defense 
and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
jointly review the adequacy of current processes 
and existing statutory authorities and policy 
governing the capability of the Department of 
Defense and the Department of Veterans Affairs 
to provide health care to members of the Armed 
Forces following domestic acts of terrorism or 
domestic use of weapons of mass destruction, 
both before and after any declaration of na-
tional emergency. Such review shall include a 
determination of the adequacy of current au-
thorities in providing for the coordination and 
sharing of health care resources between the 
two Departments in such cases, particularly be-
fore the declaration of a national emergency. 

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The two Secre-
taries shall include a joint report on the review 
under subsection (a), including any rec-
ommended legislative changes, shall be sub-
mitted to Congress as part of the fiscal year 2004 
budget submission to Congress. 
SEC. 724. INTEROPERABILITY OF DEPARTMENT 

OF VETERANS AFFAIRS AND DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE PHARMACY 
DATA SYSTEMS. 

(a) INTEROPERABILITY.—The Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs and the Secretary of Defense shall 
seek to ensure that on or before October 1, 2004, 
the Department of Veterans Affairs pharmacy 
data system and the Department of Defense 
pharmacy data system (known as the 
‘‘Pharmacy Data Transaction System’’) are 
interoperable for both Department of Defense 
beneficiaries and Department of Veterans Af-
fairs beneficiaries by achieving real-time inter-
face, data exchange, and checking of prescrip-
tion drug data of outpatients, and using na-
tional standards for the exchange of outpatient 
medication information. 

(b) ALTERNATIVE REQUIREMENT.—If the inter-
operability specified in subsection (a) is not 
achieved by October 1, 2004, as determined joint-
ly by the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs, the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs shall adopt the Department of Defense 
Pharmacy Data Transaction System for use by 
the Department of Veterans Affairs health care 
system. Such system shall be fully operational 
not later than October 1, 2005. 

(c) IMPLEMENTATION FUNDING FOR ALTER-
NATIVE REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall transfer to the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs, or shall otherwise bear the cost of, an 
amount sufficient to cover three-fourths of the 

cost to the Department of Veterans Affairs for 
computer programming activities and relevant 
staff training expenses related to implementa-
tion of subsection (b). Such amount shall be de-
termined in such manner as agreed to by the 
two Secretaries. 
SEC. 725. JOINT PILOT PROGRAM FOR PROVIDING 

GRADUATE MEDICAL EDUCATION 
AND TRAINING FOR PHYSICIANS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall 
jointly carry out a pilot program under which 
graduate medical education and training is pro-
vided to military physicians and physician em-
ployees of the Department of Defense and the 
Department of Veterans Affairs through one or 
more programs carried out in military medical 
treatment facilities of the Department of De-
fense and medical centers of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs. The pilot program shall begin 
not later than January 1, 2003. 

(b) COST-SHARING AGREEMENT.—The Secre-
taries shall enter into an agreement for carrying 
out the pilot program. The agreement shall es-
tablish means for each Secretary to assist in 
paying the costs, with respect to individuals 
under the jurisdiction of that Secretary, in-
curred by the other Secretary in providing med-
ical education and training under the pilot pro-
gram. 

(c) USE OF EXISTING AUTHORITIES.—To carry 
out the pilot program, the Secretary of Defense 
and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs may use 
authorities provided to them under this subtitle, 
section 8111 of title 38, United States Code (as 
amended by section 721(a)), and other laws re-
lating to the furnishing or support of medical 
education and the cooperative use of facilities. 

(d) TERMINATION OF PROGRAM.—The pilot 
program under this section shall terminate on 
July 31, 2008. 

(e) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED PROVISION.—Sec-
tion 738 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107; 10 
U.S.C. 1094 note; 115 Stat.1173) is repealed. 
SEC. 726. REPEAL OF CERTAIN LIMITS ON DE-

PARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 
RESOURCES. 

(a) REPEAL OF VA BED LIMITS.—Section 
8110(a)(1) of title 38, United States Code, is 
amended—

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘at not 
more than 125,000 and not less than 100,000’’; 

(2) in the third sentence, by striking ‘‘shall 
operate and maintain a total of not less than 
90,000 hospital beds and nursing home beds 
and’’; and 

(3) in the fourth sentence, by striking ‘‘to en-
able the Department to operate and maintain a 
total of not less than 90,000 hospital and nurs-
ing home beds in accordance with this para-
graph and’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall take effect on October 1, 
2003.

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

Subtitle A—Acquisition Policy and 
Management 

Sec. 801. Buy-to-budget acquisition of end 
items. 

Sec. 802. Report to Congress on evolutionary 
acquisition of major defense ac-
quisition programs. 

Sec. 803. Spiral development under major de-
fense acquisition programs. 

Sec. 804. Improvement of software acquisition 
processes. 

Sec. 805. Performance goals for procuring serv-
ices pursuant to multiple award 
contracts. 

Sec. 806. Rapid acquisition and deployment 
procedures. 

Sec. 807. Quick-reaction special projects acqui-
sition team. 

Subtitle B—Amendments to General Con-
tracting Authorities, Procedures, and Limi-
tations 

Sec. 811. Limitation period for task and delivery 
order contracts. 

Sec. 812. One-year extension of program apply-
ing simplified procedures to cer-
tain commercial items; report. 

Sec. 813. Extension and improvement of per-
sonnel demonstration policies and 
procedures applicable to the civil-
ian acquisition workforce. 

Sec. 814. Past performance given significant 
weight in renewal of procurement 
technical assistance cooperative 
agreements. 

Sec. 815. Increased maximum amount of assist-
ance for tribal organizations or 
economic enterprises carrying out 
procurement technical assistance 
programs in two or more service 
areas. 

Sec. 816. Extension of contract goal for small 
disadvantaged businesses and cer-
tain institutions of higher edu-
cation. 

Sec. 817. Grants of exceptions to cost or pricing 
data certification requirements 
and waivers of cost accounting 
standards. 

Sec. 818. Timing of certification in connection 
with waiver of survivability and 
lethality testing requirements. 

Sec. 819. Contracting with Federal Prison In-
dustries. 

Sec. 820. Revisions to multiyear contracting au-
thority. 

Subtitle C—Acquisition-Related Reports and 
Other Matters 

Sec. 821. Evaluation of training, knowledge, 
and resources regarding negotia-
tion of intellectual property ar-
rangements. 

Sec. 822. Independent technology readiness as-
sessments. 

Sec. 823. Extension and amendment of require-
ment for annual report on defense 
commercial pricing management 
improvement. 

Sec. 824. Assessment of purchases of products 
and services through contracts 
with other Federal departments 
and agencies. 

Sec. 825. Repeal of certain requirements and 
Comptroller General reviews of 
the requirements. 

Sec. 826. Multiyear procurement authority for 
purchase of dinitrogen tetroxide, 
hydrazine, and hydrazine-related 
products. 

Sec. 827. Multiyear procurement authority for 
environmental services for mili-
tary installations. 

Sec. 828. Report on effects of Army Contracting 
Agency. 

Sec. 829. Authorization to take actions to cor-
rect the industrial resource short-
fall for radiation-hardened elec-
tronics.

Subtitle A—Acquisition Policy and 
Management 

SEC. 801. BUY-TO-BUDGET ACQUISITION OF END 
ITEMS. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—(1) Chapter 137 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 2307 the following new section: 

‘‘§ 2308. Buy-to-budget acquisition: end items 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY TO ACQUIRE ADDITIONAL END 

ITEMS.—Using funds available to the Depart-
ment of Defense for the acquisition of an end 
item, the head of an agency making the acquisi-
tion may acquire a higher quantity of the end 
item than the quantity specified for the end item 
in a law providing for the funding of that ac-
quisition if that head of an agency makes each 
of the following findings: 
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‘‘(1) The agency has an established require-

ment for the end item that is expected to remain 
substantially unchanged throughout the period 
of the acquisition. 

‘‘(2) It is possible to acquire the higher quan-
tity of the end item without additional funding 
because of production efficiencies or other cost 
reductions. 

‘‘(3) The amount of the funds used for the ac-
quisition of the higher quantity of the end item 
will not exceed the amount provided under that 
law for the acquisition of the end item. 

‘‘(4) The amount so provided is sufficient to 
ensure that each unit of the end item acquired 
within the higher quantity is fully funded as a 
complete end item. 

‘‘(b) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall prescribe regulations for the administra-
tion of this section. The regulations shall in-
clude, at a minimum, the following: 

‘‘(1) The level of approval within the Depart-
ment of Defense that is required for a decision 
to acquire a higher quantity of an end item 
under subsection (a). 

‘‘(2) Authority (subject to subsection (a)) to 
acquire up to 10 percent more than the quantity 
of an end item approved in a justification and 
approval of the use of procedures other than 
competitive procedures for the acquisition of the 
end item under section 2304 of this title. 

‘‘(c) NOTIFICATION OF CONGRESS.—The head 
of an agency is not required to notify Congress 
in advance regarding a decision under the au-
thority of this section to acquire a higher quan-
tity of an end item than is specified in a law de-
scribed in subsection (a), but shall notify the 
congressional defense committees of the decision 
not later than 30 days after the date of the deci-
sion. 

‘‘(d) WAIVER BY OTHER LAW.—A provision of 
law may not be construed as prohibiting the ac-
quisition of a higher quantity of an end item 
under this section unless that provision of law—

‘‘(1) specifically refers to this section; and 
‘‘(2) specifically states that the acquisition of 

the higher quantity of the end item is prohibited 
notwithstanding the authority provided in this 
section. 

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—(1) For the purposes of 
this section, a quantity of an end item shall be 
considered specified in a law if the quantity is 
specified either in a provision of that law or in 
any related representation that is set forth sepa-
rately in a table, chart, or explanatory text in-
cluded in a joint explanatory statement or gov-
erning committee report accompanying the law. 

‘‘(2) In this section: 
‘‘(A) The term ‘congressional defense commit-

tees’ means—
‘‘(i) the Committee on Armed Services and the 

Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; and 
‘‘(ii) the Committee on Armed Services and the 

Committee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives. 

‘‘(B) The term ‘end item’ means a production 
product assembled, completed, and ready for 
issue or deployment. 

‘‘(C) The term ‘head of an agency’ means the 
Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of the Army, 
the Secretary of the Navy, and the Secretary of 
the Air Force.’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 2307 the following new 
item:

‘‘2308. Buy-to-budget acquisition: end items.’’.

(b) TIME FOR ISSUANCE OF FINAL REGULA-
TIONS.—The Secretary of Defense shall issue the 
final regulations under section 2308(b) of title 
10, United States Code (as added by subsection 
(a)), not later than 120 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 802. REPORT TO CONGRESS ON EVOLUTION-

ARY ACQUISITION OF MAJOR DE-
FENSE ACQUISITION PROGRAMS. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—(1) Not later than 120 
days after the date of the enactment of this Act, 

the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report on the 
approach that the Secretary plans to take to 
apply the requirements listed in paragraph (2) 
to major defense acquisition programs that fol-
low the evolutionary acquisition process. 

(2) The requirements referred to in paragraph 
(1) are—

(A) the requirements of chapter 144 of title 10, 
United States Code; 

(B) sections 139, 181, 2366, 2399, and 2400 of 
such title; 

(C) Department of Defense Directive 5000.1; 
(D) Department of Defense Instruction 5000.2; 
(E) Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff In-

struction 3170.01B; and 
(F) other provisions of law and regulations 

(including successor documents) that are appli-
cable to such programs. 

(b) CONTENT OF REPORT.—The report shall, at 
a minimum, address the following matters: 

(1) The manner in which the Secretary plans 
to establish and approve, for each increment of 
an evolutionary acquisition process—

(A) operational requirements; and 
(B) cost and schedule goals. 
(2) The manner in which the Secretary plans, 

for each increment of an evolutionary acquisi-
tion process—

(A) to meet requirements for operational test-
ing and live fire testing; 

(B) to monitor cost and schedule performance; 
and 

(C) to comply with laws requiring reports to 
Congress on results testing and on cost and 
schedule performance. 

(3) The manner in which the Secretary plans 
to ensure that each increment of an evolution-
ary acquisition process is designed—

(A) to achieve interoperability within and 
among United States forces and United States 
coalition partners; and 

(B) to optimize total system performance and 
minimize total ownership costs by giving appro-
priate consideration to—

(i) logistics planning; 
(ii) manpower, personnel, and training; 
(iii) human, environmental, safety, occupa-

tional health, accessibility, survivability, oper-
ational continuity, and security factors; 

(iv) protection of critical program information; 
and 

(v) spectrum management. 
(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘evolutionary acquisition proc-

ess’’ means a process by which an acquisition 
program is conducted through discrete phases or 
blocks, with each phase or block consisting of 
the planned definition, development, production 
or acquisition, and fielding of hardware or soft-
ware that provides operationally useful capa-
bility.

(2) The term ‘‘increment’’, with respect to an 
evolutionary acquisition program, means one of 
the discrete phases or blocks of such program. 

(3) The term ‘‘major defense acquisition pro-
gram’’ has the meaning given such term in sec-
tion 139(a)(2)(B) of title 10, United States Code.
SEC. 803. SPIRAL DEVELOPMENT UNDER MAJOR 

DEFENSE ACQUISITION PROGRAMS. 
(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Defense is 

authorized to conduct major defense acquisition 
programs as spiral development programs. 

(b) LIMITATION ON SPIRAL DEVELOPMENT PRO-
GRAMS.—A research and development program 
for a major defense acquisition program of a 
military department or Defense Agency may not 
be conducted as a spiral development program 
unless the Secretary of Defense approves the 
spiral development plan for that research and 
development program in accordance with sub-
section (c). The Secretary of Defense may dele-
gate authority to approve the plan to the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Tech-
nology, and Logistics, or to the senior acquisi-
tion executive of the military department or De-
fense Agency concerned, but such authority 
may not be further delegated. 

(c) SPIRAL DEVELOPMENT PLANS.—A spiral de-
velopment plan for a research and development 
program for a major defense acquisition program 
shall, at a minimum, include the following mat-
ters: 

(1) A rationale for dividing the research and 
development program into separate spirals, to-
gether with a preliminary identification of the 
spirals to be included. 

(2) A program strategy, including overall cost, 
schedule, and performance goals for the total re-
search and development program. 

(3) Specific cost, schedule, and performance 
parameters, including measurable exit criteria, 
for the first spiral to be conducted. 

(4) A testing plan to ensure that performance 
goals, parameters, and exit criteria are met. 

(5) An appropriate limitation on the number 
of prototype units that may be produced under 
the research and development program. 

(6) Specific performance parameters, including 
measurable exit criteria, that must be met before 
the major defense acquisition program proceeds 
into production of units in excess of the limita-
tion on the number of prototype units. 

(d) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 120 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall issue guidance for the 
implementation of spiral development programs 
authorized by this section. The guidance shall 
include appropriate processes for ensuring the 
independent validation of exit criteria being 
met, the operational assessment of fieldable pro-
totypes, and the management of spiral develop-
ment programs. 

(e) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary 
shall submit to Congress by September 30 of each 
of 2003 through 2008 a status report on each re-
search and development program that is a spiral 
development program. The report shall contain 
information on unit costs that is similar to the 
information on unit costs under major defense 
acquisition programs that is required to be pro-
vided to Congress under chapter 144 of title 10, 
United States Code, except that the information 
on unit costs shall address projected prototype 
costs instead of production costs. 

(f) APPLICABILITY OF EXISTING LAW.—Nothing 
in this section shall be construed to exempt any 
program of the Department of Defense from the 
application of any provision of chapter 144 of 
title 10, United States Code, section 139, 181, 
2366, 2399, or 2400 of such title, or any require-
ment under Department of Defense Directive 
5000.1, Department of Defense Instruction 
5000.2, or Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
Instruction 3170.01B in accordance with the 
terms of such provision or requirement. 

(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘spiral development program’’, 

with respect to a research and development pro-
gram, means a program that—

(A) is conducted in discrete phases or blocks, 
each of which will result in the development of 
fieldable prototypes; and 

(B) will not proceed into acquisition until spe-
cific performance parameters, including measur-
able exit criteria, have been met. 

(2) The term ‘‘spiral’’ means one of the dis-
crete phases or blocks of a spiral development 
program. 

(3) The term ‘‘major defense acquisition pro-
gram’’ has the meaning given such term in sec-
tion 139(a)(2)(B) of title 10, United States Code.
SEC. 804. IMPROVEMENT OF SOFTWARE ACQUISI-

TION PROCESSES. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAMS.—(1) The 

Secretary of each military department shall es-
tablish a program to improve the software acqui-
sition processes of that military department. 

(2) The head of each Defense Agency that 
manages a major defense acquisition program 
with a substantial software component shall es-
tablish a program to improve the software acqui-
sition processes of that Defense Agency. 

(3) The programs required by this subsection 
shall be established not later than 120 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 
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(b) PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS.—A program to 

improve software acquisition processes under 
this section shall, at a minimum, include the fol-
lowing: 

(1) A documented process for software acquisi-
tion planning, requirements development and 
management, project management and over-
sight, and risk management. 

(2) Efforts to develop appropriate metrics for 
performance measurement and continual process 
improvement. 

(3) A process to ensure that key program per-
sonnel have an appropriate level of experience 
or training in software acquisition. 

(4) A process to ensure that each military de-
partment and Defense Agency implements and 
adheres to established processes and require-
ments relating to the acquisition of software. 

(c) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE GUIDANCE.—The 
Assistant Secretary of Defense for Command, 
Control, Communications, and Intelligence, in 
consultation with the Under Secretary of De-
fense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis-
tics, shall—

(1) prescribe uniformly applicable guidance 
for the administration of all of the programs es-
tablished under subsection (a) and take such ac-
tions as are necessary to ensure that the mili-
tary departments and Defense Agencies comply 
with the guidance; and 

(2) assist the Secretaries of the military de-
partments and the heads of the Defense Agen-
cies to carry out such programs effectively by—

(A) ensuring that the criteria applicable to the 
selection of sources provides added emphasis on 
past performance of potential sources, as well as 
on the maturity of the software products offered 
by the potential sources; and 

(B) identifying, and serving as a clearing-
house for information regarding, best practices 
in software development and acquisition in both 
the public and private sectors. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘Defense Agency’’ has the mean-

ing given the term in section 101(a)(11) of title 
10, United States Code. 

(2) The term ‘‘major defense acquisition pro-
gram’’ has the meaning given such term in sec-
tion 139(a)(2)(B) of title 10, United States Code.
SEC. 805. PERFORMANCE GOALS FOR PROCURING 

SERVICES PURSUANT TO MULTIPLE 
AWARD CONTRACTS. 

(a) PERFORMANCE GOALS.—Subsection (a) of 
section 802 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–
107; 115 Stat. 1178; 10 U.S.C. 2330 note) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(a) GOALS.—(1) It shall be an objective of the 
Department of Defense to achieve efficiencies in 
procurements of services pursuant to multiple 
award contracts through the use of—

‘‘(A) performance-based services contracting; 
‘‘(B) appropriate competition for task orders 

under services contracts; 
‘‘(C) program review, spending analyses, and 

improved management of services contracts. 
‘‘(2) In furtherance of such objective, the De-

partment of Defense shall have the following 
goals: 

‘‘(A) To increase, as a percentage of all of the 
individual purchases of services made by or for 
the Department of Defense under multiple 
award contracts for a fiscal year (calculated on 
the basis of dollar value), the volume of the in-
dividual purchases of services that are made on 
a competitive basis and involve receipt of more 
than one offer from qualified contractors to a 
percentage as follows: 

‘‘(i) For fiscal year 2003, a percentage not less 
than 40 percent. 

‘‘(ii) For fiscal year 2004, a percentage not less 
than 50 percent. 

‘‘(iii) For fiscal year 2011, a percentage not 
less than 75 percent. 

‘‘(B) To increase, as a percentage of all of the 
individual purchases of services made by or for 
the Department of Defense under multiple 
award contracts for a fiscal year (calculated on 

the basis of dollar value), the use of perform-
ance-based purchasing specifying firm fixed 
prices for the specific tasks to be performed to a 
percentage as follows: 

‘‘(i) For fiscal year 2003, a percentage not less 
than 25 percent. 

‘‘(ii) For fiscal year 2004, a percentage not less 
than 35 percent. 

‘‘(iii) For fiscal year 2005, a percentage not 
less than 50 percent. 

‘‘(iv) For fiscal year 2011, a percentage not 
less than 70 percent. 

‘‘(3) The Secretary of Defense may adjust any 
percentage goal established in paragraph (2) if 
the Secretary determines in writing that such a 
goal is too high and cannot reasonably be 
achieved. In the event that the Secretary choos-
es to adjust such a goal, the Secretary shall—

‘‘(A) establish a percentage goal that the Sec-
retary determines would create an appropriate 
incentive for Department of Defense components 
to use competitive procedures or performance-
based services contracting, as the case may be; 
and 

‘‘(B) submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees a report containing an explanation of 
the reasons for the Secretary’s determination 
and a statement of the new goal that the Sec-
retary has established.’’. 

(b) EXTENSION AND REVISION OF REPORTING 
REQUIREMENT.—Subsection (b) of such section is 
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘March 1, 2006’’ and inserting 
‘‘March 1, 2011’’; and 

(2) by amending paragraph (5) to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(5) Regarding the individual purchases of 
services that were made by or for the Depart-
ment of Defense under multiple award contracts 
in the fiscal year preceding the fiscal year in 
which the report is required to be submitted, in-
formation (determined using the data collection 
system established under section 2330a of title 
10, United States Code) as follows: 

‘‘(A) The percentage (calculated on the basis 
of dollar value) of such purchases that are pur-
chases that were made on a competitive basis 
and involved receipt of more than one offer from 
qualified contractors. 

‘‘(B) The percentage (calculated on the basis 
of dollar value) of such purchases that are per-
formance-based purchases specifying firm fixed 
prices for the specific tasks to be performed.’’. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—Such section is further 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.—(1) In this section, the 
terms ‘individual purchase’ and ‘multiple award 
contract’ have the meanings given such terms in 
section 803(c) of this Act. 

‘‘(2) For the purposes of this section, an indi-
vidual purchase of services is made on a com-
petitive basis only if it is made pursuant to pro-
cedures described in paragraphs (2), (3), and (4) 
of section 803(b) of this Act.’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The heading 
for such section is amended by striking 
‘‘SAVINGS GOALS’’ and inserting 
‘‘PERFORMANCE GOALS’’.
SEC. 806. RAPID ACQUISITION AND DEPLOYMENT 

PROCEDURES. 
(a) REQUIREMENT TO ESTABLISH PROCE-

DURES.—Not later than 180 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of 
Defense shall prescribe procedures for the rapid 
acquisition and deployment of items that are—

(1) currently under development by the De-
partment of Defense or available from the com-
mercial sector; and 

(2) urgently needed to react to an enemy 
threat or to respond to significant and urgent 
safety situations. 

(b) ISSUES TO BE ADDRESSED.—The proce-
dures prescribed under subsection (a) shall in-
clude the following: 

(1) A process for streamlined communications 
between the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, the acquisition community, and the re-
search and development community, including—

(A) a process for the commanders of the com-
batant commands and the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
to communicate their needs to the acquisition 
community and the research and development 
community; and 

(B) a process for the acquisition community 
and the research and development community to 
propose items that meet the needs communicated 
by the combatant commands and the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff. 

(2) Procedures for demonstrating, rapidly ac-
quiring, and deploying items proposed pursuant 
to paragraph (1)(B), including— 

(A) a process for demonstrating performance 
and evaluating for current operational purposes 
the existing capability of an item; 

(B) a process for developing an acquisition 
and funding strategy for the deployment of an 
item; and 

(C) a process for making deployment deter-
minations based on information obtained pursu-
ant to subparagraphs (A) and (B). 

(c) TESTING REQUIREMENT.—(1) The process 
for demonstrating performance and evaluating 
for current operational purposes the existing ca-
pability of an item prescribed under subsection 
(b)(2)(A) shall include—

(A) an operational assessment in accordance 
with procedures prescribed by the Director of 
Operational Test and Evaluation; and 

(B) a requirement to provide information 
about any deficiency of the item in meeting the 
original requirements for the item (as stated in 
an operational requirements document or similar 
document) to the deployment decisionmaking 
authority. 

(2) The process may not include a requirement 
for any deficiency of an item to be the deter-
mining factor in deciding whether to deploy the 
item. 

(d) LIMITATION.—The quantity of items of a 
system procured using the procedures prescribed 
pursuant to this section may not exceed the 
number established for low-rate initial produc-
tion for the system. Any such items shall be 
counted for purposes of the number of items of 
the system that may be procured through low-
rate initial production. 
SEC. 807. QUICK-REACTION SPECIAL PROJECTS 

ACQUISITION TEAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Under Secretary of 

Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis-
tics shall establish a team of highly qualified ac-
quisition professionals who shall be available to 
advise the Under Secretary on actions that can 
be taken to expedite the acquisition of urgently 
needed systems. 

(b) DUTIES.—The issues on which the team 
may provide advice shall include the following: 

(1) Industrial base issues, including the lim-
ited availability of suppliers. 

(2) Technology development and technology 
transition issues. 

(3) Issues of acquisition policy, including the 
length of the acquisition cycle. 

(4) Issues of testing policy and ensuring that 
weapon systems perform properly in combat sit-
uations. 

(5) Issues of procurement policy, including the 
impact of socio-economic requirements. 

(6) Issues relating to compliance with environ-
mental requirements. 
Subtitle B—Amendments to General Con-

tracting Authorities, Procedures, and Limi-
tations 

SEC. 811. LIMITATION PERIOD FOR TASK AND DE-
LIVERY ORDER CONTRACTS. 

(a) LIMITATION PERIOD.—Section 2306c of title 
10, United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(g) LIMITATION PERIOD FOR TASK AND DELIV-
ERY ORDER CONTRACTS.—(1) The authority and 
restrictions of this section, including the author-
ity to enter into contracts for periods of not 
more than five years, shall apply with respect to 
task order and delivery order contracts entered 
into under the authority of section 2304a, 2304b, 
or 2304c of this title. 
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‘‘(2) The regulations implementing this sub-

section shall establish a preference that, to the 
maximum extent practicable, multi-year require-
ments for task order and delivery order con-
tracts be met with separate awards to two or 
more sources under the authority of section 
2304a(d)(1)(B) of this title.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Subsection (g) of sec-
tion 2306c of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by subsection (a), shall apply to all task 
order and delivery order contracts entered into 
on or after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(c) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT.—Not 
later than March 15, 2003, the Comptroller Gen-
eral shall submit to the Committee on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the Committee on 
Armed Services of the House of Representatives 
a report on the contract periods (including any 
options or extensions) for all single and multiple 
contract awards entered into under section 
2304a(d) of title 10, United States Code, before 
the effective date in subsection (b). 
SEC. 812. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF PROGRAM AP-

PLYING SIMPLIFIED PROCEDURES 
TO CERTAIN COMMERCIAL ITEMS; 
REPORT. 

(a) EXTENSION OF PILOT PROGRAM.—Section 
4202 of the Clinger-Cohen Act of 1996 (divisions 
D and E of Public Law 104–106; 10 U.S.C. 2304 
note) is amended in subsection (e) by striking 
‘‘January 1, 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘January 1, 
2004’’. 

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—(1) Not later than 
March 15, 2003, the Comptroller General shall 
submit to Congress a report on the authority to 
issue solicitations for purchases of commercial 
items in excess of the simplified acquisition 
threshold pursuant to the special simplified pro-
cedures authorized by section 2304(g)(1) of title 
10, United States Code, and section 31(a) of the 
Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 
U.S.C. 427(a)). 

(2) The report required by paragraph (1) shall 
address, at a minimum—

(A) the extent to which such authority has 
been used by the Secretary of Defense; 

(B) the benefits realized by the Department of 
Defense through the use of such authority; 

(C) the impact of the use of such authority on 
competition for contracts with the Department 
of Defense; and 

(D) any recommendations of the Comptroller 
General for the continuation or modification of 
such authority. 
SEC. 813. EXTENSION AND IMPROVEMENT OF 

PERSONNEL DEMONSTRATION POLI-
CIES AND PROCEDURES APPLICABLE 
TO THE CIVILIAN ACQUISITION 
WORKFORCE. 

(a) PLAN REQUIRED.—(1) The Secretary of De-
fense shall develop a plan for improving the per-
sonnel management policies and procedures ap-
plicable to the Department of Defense civilian 
acquisition workforce based on the results of the 
demonstration project described in section 4308 
of the Clinger–Cohen Act of 1996 (divisions D 
and E of Public Law 104–106; 10 U.S.C. 1701 
note). 

(2) Not later than February 15, 2003, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress the plan re-
quired under paragraph (1) and a report on the 
plan, including any recommendations for legis-
lative action necessary to implement the plan. 

(b) EXTENSION OF DEMONSTRATION PROJECT 
AUTHORITY.—Section 4308 of the Clinger–Cohen 
Act of 1996 (divisions D and E of Public Law 
104–106; 10 U.S.C. 1701 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(2)(C), by striking 
‘‘subsection (d)(1)(A)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(d)(1)’’; 

(2) by amending subparagraph (B) of sub-
section (b)(3) to read as follows: 

‘‘(B) commences before October 1, 2007.’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following new 

subsection: 
‘‘(e) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au-

thority to conduct a demonstration program 
under this section shall terminate on September 
30, 2012.’’. 

SEC. 814. PAST PERFORMANCE GIVEN SIGNIFI-
CANT WEIGHT IN RENEWAL OF PRO-
CUREMENT TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 
COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS. 

Section 2413 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(d) In conducting a competition for the 
award of a cooperative agreement under sub-
section (a), and in determining the level of 
funding to provide under an agreement under 
subsection (b), the Secretary shall give signifi-
cant weight to successful past performance of el-
igible entities under a cooperative agreement 
under this section.’’. 
SEC. 815. INCREASED MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF AS-

SISTANCE FOR TRIBAL ORGANIZA-
TIONS OR ECONOMIC ENTERPRISES 
CARRYING OUT PROCUREMENT 
TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 
IN TWO OR MORE SERVICE AREAS. 

Section 2414(a)(4) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘$300,000’’ and in-
serting ‘‘$600,000’’. 
SEC. 816. EXTENSION OF CONTRACT GOAL FOR 

SMALL DISADVANTAGED BUSI-
NESSES AND CERTAIN INSTITU-
TIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION. 

Section 2323(k) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by striking ‘‘2003’’ both places it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘2006’’. 
SEC. 817. GRANTS OF EXCEPTIONS TO COST OR 

PRICING DATA CERTIFICATION RE-
QUIREMENTS AND WAIVERS OF COST 
ACCOUNTING STANDARDS. 

(a) GUIDANCE FOR EXCEPTIONS IN EXCEP-
TIONAL CIRCUMSTANCES.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Defense shall issue guidance on the 
circumstances under which it is appropriate to 
grant an exceptional case exception or waiver 
with respect to certified cost and pricing data 
and cost accounting standards. 

(b) DETERMINATION REQUIRED FOR EXCEP-
TIONAL CASE EXCEPTION OR WAIVER.—The guid-
ance shall, at a minimum, include a limitation 
that a grant of an exceptional case exception or 
waiver is appropriate with respect to a contract, 
subcontract, or (in the case of submission of cer-
tified cost and pricing data) modification only 
upon a determination that—

(1) the property or services cannot reasonably 
be obtained under the contract, subcontract, or 
modification, as the case may be, without the 
grant of the exception or waiver; 

(2) the price can be determined to be fair and 
reasonable without the submission of certified 
cost and pricing data or the application of cost 
accounting standards, as the case may be; and 

(3) there are demonstrated benefits to granting 
the exception or waiver. 

(c) APPLICABILITY OF NEW GUIDANCE.—The 
guidance issued under subsection (a) shall 
apply to each exceptional case exception or 
waiver that is granted on or after the date on 
which the guidance is issued. 

(d) ANNUAL REPORT ON BOTH COMMERCIAL 
ITEM AND EXCEPTIONAL CASE EXCEPTIONS AND 
WAIVERS WITH PRICE OR VALUE GREATER THAN 
$15,000,000.—(1) The Secretary of Defense shall 
transmit to the congressional defense committees 
promptly after the end of each fiscal year a re-
port on commercial item exceptions, and excep-
tional case exceptions and waivers, described in 
paragraph (2) that were granted during that fis-
cal year. 

(2) The report for a fiscal year shall include—
(A) with respect to any commercial item excep-

tion granted in the case of a contract, sub-
contract, or contract or subcontract modifica-
tion that is expected to have a price of 
$15,000,000 or more, an explanation of the basis 
for the determination that the products or serv-
ices to be purchased are commercial items, in-
cluding an identification of the specific steps 
taken to ensure price reasonableness; and 

(B) with respect to any exceptional case ex-
ception or waiver granted in the case of a con-
tract or subcontract that is expected to have a 

value of $15,000,000 or more, an explanation of 
the basis for the determination described in sub-
section (b), including an identification of the 
specific steps taken to ensure that the price was 
fair and reasonable. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘exceptional case exception or 

waiver’’ means either of the following: 
(A) An exception pursuant to section 

2306a(b)(1)(C) of title 10, United States Code, re-
lating to submission of certified cost and pricing 
data. 

(B) A waiver pursuant to section 26(f)(5)(B) of 
the Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act (41 
U.S.C. 422(f)(5)(B)), relating to the applicability 
of cost accounting standards to contracts and 
subcontracts. 

(2) The term ‘‘commercial item exception’’ 
means an exception pursuant to section 
2306a(b)(1)(B) of title 10, United States Code, re-
lating to submission of certified cost and pricing 
data.
SEC. 818. TIMING OF CERTIFICATION IN CONNEC-

TION WITH WAIVER OF SURVIV-
ABILITY AND LETHALITY TESTING 
REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) CERTIFICATION FOR EXPEDITED PRO-
GRAMS.—Paragraph (1) of subsection (c) of sec-
tion 2366 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) The Secretary of Defense may waive the 
application of the survivability and lethality 
tests of this section to a covered system, muni-
tions program, missile program, or covered prod-
uct improvement program if the Secretary deter-
mines that live-fire testing of such system or 
program would be unreasonably expensive and 
impractical and submits a certification of that 
determination to Congress—

‘‘(A) before Milestone B approval for the sys-
tem or program; or 

‘‘(B) in the case of a system or program initi-
ated at—

‘‘(i) Milestone B, as soon as is practicable 
after the Milestone B approval; or 

‘‘(ii) Milestone C, as soon as is practicable 
after the Milestone C approval.’’. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Subsection (e) of such sec-
tion is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new paragraphs: 

‘‘(8) The term ‘Milestone B approval’ means a 
decision to enter into system development and 
demonstration pursuant to guidance prescribed 
by the Secretary of Defense for the management 
of Department of Defense acquisition programs. 

‘‘(9) The term ‘Milestone C approval’ means a 
decision to enter into production and deploy-
ment pursuant to guidance prescribed by the 
Secretary of Defense for the management of De-
partment of Defense acquisition programs.’’. 
SEC. 819. CONTRACTING WITH FEDERAL PRISON 

INDUSTRIES. 
(a) ASSURANCE OF BEST VALUE FOR NATIONAL 

DEFENSE.—(1) Section 2410n of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended—

(A) in subsection (a)—
(i) by amending the heading to read as fol-

lows: ‘‘MARKET RESEARCH.—’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘comparable in price, quality, 

and time of delivery to products available from 
the private sector’’ and inserting ‘‘comparable to 
products available from the private sector that 
best meet the Department’s needs in terms of 
price, quality, and time of delivery’’; 

(B) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(b) COMPETITION REQUIREMENT.—If the Sec-
retary determines that a Federal Prison Indus-
tries product is not comparable in price, quality, 
or time of delivery to products available from 
the private sector that best meet the Depart-
ment’s needs in terms of price, quality, and time 
of delivery, the Secretary shall use competitive 
procedures for the procurement of the product 
or shall make an individual purchase under a 
multiple award contract. In conducting such a 
compeititon or making such a purchase, the Sec-
retary shall consider a timely offer from Federal 
Prison Industries.’’; and 
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(C) by adding at the end the following new 

subsections: 
‘‘(c) IMPLEMENTATION BY SECRETARY OF DE-

FENSE.—The Secretary of Defense shall ensure 
that—

‘‘(1) the Department of Defense does not pur-
chase a Federal Prison Industries product or 
service unless a contracting officer of the De-
partment determines that the product or service 
is comparable to products or services available 
from the private sector that best meet the De-
partment’s needs in terms of price, quality, and 
time of delivery; and 

‘‘(2) Federal Prison Industries performs its 
contractual obligations to the same extent as 
any other contractor for the Department of De-
fense. 

‘‘(d) MARKET RESEARCH DETERMINATION NOT 
SUBJECT TO REVIEW.—A determination by a con-
tracting officer regarding whether a product or 
service offered by Federal Prison Industries is 
comparable to products or services available 
from the private sector that best meet the De-
partment’s needs in terms of price, quality, and 
time of delivery shall not be subject to review 
pursuant to section 4124(b) of title 18. 

‘‘(e) PERFORMANCE AS A SUBCONTRACTOR.—(1) 
A contractor or potential contractor of the De-
partment of Defense may not be required to use 
Federal Prison Industries as a subcontractor or 
supplier of products or provider of services for 
the performance of a Department of Defense 
contract by any means, including means such 
as—

‘‘(A) a contract solicitation provision requir-
ing a contractor to offer to make use of products 
or services of Federal Prison Industries in the 
performance of the contract; 

‘‘(B) a contract specification requiring the 
contractor to use specific products or services (or 
classes of products or services) offered by Fed-
eral Prison Industries in the performance of the 
contract; or 

‘‘(C) any contract modification directing the 
use of products or services of Federal Prison In-
dustries in the performance of the contract. 

‘‘(2) In this subsection, the term ‘contractor’, 
with respect to a contract, includes a subcon-
tractor at any tier under the contract. 

‘‘(f) PROTECTION OF CLASSIFIED AND SENSITIVE 
INFORMATION.—The Secretary of Defense may 
not enter into any contract with Federal Prison 
Industries under which an inmate worker would 
have access to—

‘‘(1) any data that is classified; 
‘‘(2) any geographic data regarding the loca-

tion of—
‘‘(A) surface and subsurface infrastructure 

providing communications or water or electrical 
power distribution; 

‘‘(B) pipelines for the distribution of natural 
gas, bulk petroleum products, or other commod-
ities; or 

‘‘(C) other utilities; or 
‘‘(3) any personal or financial information 

about any individual private citizen, including 
information relating to such person’s real prop-
erty however described, without the prior con-
sent of the individual. 

‘‘(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘competitive procedures’ has the 

meaning given such term in section 2302(2) of 
this title. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘market research’ means obtain-
ing specific information about the price, quality, 
and time of delivery of products available in the 
private sector through a variety of means, 
which may include—

‘‘(A) contacting knowledgeable individuals in 
government and industry; 

‘‘(B) interactive communication among indus-
try, acquisition personnel, and customers; and 

‘‘(C) interchange meetings or pre-solicitation 
conferences with potential offerors.’’. 

(2) Paragraph (1) and the amendments made 
by such paragraph shall take effect as of Octo-
ber 1, 2001. 

(b) REGULATORY IMPLEMENTATION.—(1) Pro-
posed revisions to the Department of Defense 

Supplement to the Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion to implement this section shall be published 
not later than 90 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, and not less than 60 days 
shall be provided for public comment on the pro-
posed revisions. 

(2) Final regulations shall be published not 
later than 180 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act and shall be effective on the 
date that is 30 days after the date of the publi-
cation.
SEC. 820. REVISIONS TO MULTIYEAR CON-

TRACTING AUTHORITY. 
(a) USE OF PROCUREMENT AND ADVANCE PRO-

CUREMENT FUNDS.—Section 2306b(i) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4)(A) The Secretary of Defense may obligate 
funds for procurement of an end item under a 
multiyear contract for the purchase of property 
only for procurement of a complete and usable 
end item. 

‘‘(B) The Secretary of Defense may obligate 
funds appropriated for any fiscal year for ad-
vance procurement under a contract for the pur-
chase of property only for the procurement of 
those long-lead items necessary in order to meet 
a planned delivery schedule for complete major 
end items that are programmed under the con-
tract to be acquired with funds appropriated for 
a subsequent fiscal year (including an economic 
order quantity of such long-lead items when au-
thorized by law).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—(1) Paragraph (4) of 
section 2306b(i) of title 10, United States Code, 
as added by subsection (a), shall not apply with 
respect to any contract awarded before the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) Nothing in this section shall be construed 
to authorize the expenditure of funds under any 
contract awarded before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act for any purpose other than the 
purpose for which such funds have been author-
ized and appropriated.

Subtitle C—Acquisition-Related Reports and 
Other Matters

SEC. 821. EVALUATION OF TRAINING, KNOWL-
EDGE, AND RESOURCES REGARDING 
NEGOTIATION OF INTELLECTUAL 
PROPERTY ARRANGEMENTS. 

(a) AVAILABILITY OF TRAINING, KNOWLEDGE, 
AND RESOURCES.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall evaluate the training, knowledge, and re-
sources needed by the Department of Defense in 
order to effectively negotiate intellectual prop-
erty rights using the principles of the Defense 
Federal Acquisition Regulation Supplement and 
determine whether the Department of Defense 
currently has in place the training, knowledge, 
and resources available to meet those Depart-
mental needs. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than February 1, 2003, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con-
gress a report describing—

(1) the results of the evaluation performed 
under subsection (a); 

(2) to the extent the Department does not have 
adequate training, knowledge, and resources 
available, actions to be taken to improve train-
ing and knowledge and to make resources avail-
able to meet the Department’s needs; and 

(3) the number of Department of Defense legal 
personnel trained in negotiating intellectual 
property arrangements.
SEC. 822. INDEPENDENT TECHNOLOGY READI-

NESS ASSESSMENTS. 
Section 804(b) of the National Defense Author-

ization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 
107–107; 115 Stat. 1180) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph 
(1); 

(2) by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (2) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

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

‘‘(3) identify each case in which an authori-
tative decision has been made within the De-

partment of Defense not to conduct an inde-
pendent technology readiness assessment for a 
critical technology on a major defense acquisi-
tion program and explain the reasons for the de-
cision.’’.
SEC. 823. EXTENSION AND AMENDMENT OF RE-

QUIREMENT FOR ANNUAL REPORT 
ON DEFENSE COMMERCIAL PRICING 
MANAGEMENT IMPROVEMENT. 

Section 803(c)(4) of the Strom Thurmond Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1999 (Public Law 105–261; 112 Stat. 2082; 10 
U.S.C. 2306a note) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘2000, 2001, and 2002,’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2000 through 2006,’’; 

(2) by inserting after ‘‘were conducted’’ the 
following: ‘‘by the Secretary of each military de-
partment and the Director of the Defense Logis-
tics Agency’’; and 

(3) by inserting after ‘‘actions taken’’ the fol-
lowing: ‘‘by each Secretary and the Director’’.
SEC. 824. ASSESSMENT OF PURCHASES OF PROD-

UCTS AND SERVICES THROUGH CON-
TRACTS WITH OTHER FEDERAL DE-
PARTMENTS AND AGENCIES. 

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR ASSESSMENT.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall carry out an assessment 
of purchases by the Department of Defense of 
products and services through contracts entered 
into with other Federal departments and agen-
cies. 

(b) PERIOD COVERED BY ASSESSMENT.—The as-
sessment required by subsection (a) shall cover 
purchases made during fiscal years 2000 through 
2002. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than February 1, 2003, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives a report on the re-
sults of the assessment conducted under sub-
section (a). The report shall include the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The total amount paid by the Department 
of Defense as fees for the acquisition of such 
products and services. 

(2) A determination of whether such total 
amount paid is excessive and should be reduced. 

(3) A description of the benefits received by 
the Department as a result of purchasing such 
products and services through such contracts.
SEC. 825. REPEAL OF CERTAIN REQUIREMENTS 

AND COMPTROLLER GENERAL RE-
VIEWS OF THE REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER 
FUNDS INTO DEFENSE MODERNIZATION AC-
COUNT.—(1) Paragraph (1) of section 912(c) of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 1996 (Public Law 104–106; 110 Stat. 410; 
10 U.S.C. 2216 note) is amended by striking 
‘‘September 30, 2003’’ and inserting ‘‘September 
30, 2002’’. 

(2) Section 912(d) of such Act (110 Stat. 410; 10 
U.S.C. 2216 note), relating to Comptroller Gen-
eral reviews of the administration of the Defense 
Modernization Account, is repealed. 

(b) REPEAL OF SOLUTIONS-BASED CON-
TRACTING PILOT PROGRAM.—(1) Section 11522 of 
title 40, United States Code, is repealed. 

(2)(A) Section 11501 of title 40, United States 
Code, is amended—

(i) in the section heading, by striking 
‘‘PROGRAMS’’ and inserting ‘‘PROGRAM’’; 

(ii) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘conduct 
pilot programs’’ and inserting ‘‘conduct a pilot 
program pursuant to the requirements of section 
11521 of this title’’; 

(iii) in subsection (a)(2), by striking ‘‘each 
pilot program’’ and inserting ‘‘the pilot pro-
gram’’; 

(iv) in subsection (b)—
(I) by striking ‘‘LIMITATIONS.—’’ and all that 

follows through ‘‘pilot programs conducted’’ 
and inserting the following: ‘‘LIMITATION ON 
AMOUNT.—The total amount obligated for con-
tracts entered into under the pilot program con-
ducted’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘paragraph.’’ and inserting 
‘‘subsection.’’; and 
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(v) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘a pilot’’ 

and inserting ‘‘the pilot’’. 
(B) The following provisions of chapter 115 of 

such title are each amended by striking ‘‘a 
pilot’’ each place it appears and inserting ‘‘the 
pilot’’: 

(i) Section 11502(a). 
(ii) Section 11502(b). 
(iii) Section 11503(a). 
(iv) Section 11504. 
(C) Section 11505 of such chapter is amended 

by striking ‘‘programs’’ and inserting 
‘‘program’’. 

(3)(A) The chapter heading for chapter 115 of 
such title is amended by striking ‘‘PROGRAMS’’ 
and inserting ‘‘PROGRAM’’. 

(B) The subchapter heading for subchapter I 
and for subchapter II of such chapter are each 
amended by striking ‘‘PROGRAMS’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘PROGRAM’’. 

(C) The item relating to subchapter I in the 
table of sections at the beginning of such chap-
ter is amended to read as follows:

‘‘SUBCHAPTER I—CONDUCT OF PILOT 
PROGRAM’’.

(D) The item relating to subchapter II in the 
table of sections at the beginning of such chap-
ter is amended to read as follows:

‘‘SUBCHAPTER II—SPECIFIC PILOT 
PROGRAM’’.

(E) The item relating to section 11501 in the 
table of sections at the beginning of such is 
amended by striking ‘‘programs’’ and inserting 
‘‘program’’. 

(F) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by striking the item re-
lating to section 11522. 

(G) The item relating to chapter 115 in the 
table of chapters for subtitle III of title 40, 
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:

‘‘115. INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 
ACQUISITION PILOT PROGRAM 11501’’.

(c) REPEAL OF ON-LINE MULTIPLE AWARD 
SCHEDULE CONTRACTING REQUIREMENTS.—(1) 
Section 11701 of title 40, United States Code, is 
repealed. 

(2) Sections 11702, 11703, and 11704 of such 
title are redesignated as sections 11701, 11702, 
and 11703, respectively. 

(3) The table of sections for chapter 117 of 
such title is amended—

(A) by striking the item relating to section 
11701; and 

(B) by redesignating the items relating to sec-
tions 11702, 11703, and 11704 as sections 11701, 
11702, and 11703, respectively.
SEC. 826. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY 

FOR PURCHASE OF DINITROGEN TE-
TROXIDE, HYDRAZINE, AND HYDRA-
ZINE-RELATED PRODUCTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 141 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 2410n the following new section: 
‘‘§ 2410o. Multiyear procurement authority: 

purchase of dinitrogen tetroxide, hydrazine, 
and hydrazine-related products 
‘‘(a) TEN-YEAR CONTRACT PERIOD.—The Sec-

retary of Defense may enter into a contract for 
a period of up to 10 years for the purchase of 
dinitrogen tetroxide, hydrazine, and hydrazine-
related products for the support of a United 
States national security program or a United 
States space program. 

‘‘(b) EXTENSIONS.—A contract entered into for 
more than one year under the authority of sub-
section (a) may be extended for a total of not 
more than 10 years pursuant to any option or 
options set forth in the contract.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following item:

‘‘2410o. Multiyear procurement authority: pur-
chase of dinitrogen tetroxide, hy-
drazine, and hydrazine-related 
products.’’.

SEC. 827. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY 
FOR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
FOR MILITARY INSTALLATIONS. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Subsection (b) of section 
2306c of title 10, United States Code, is amended 
by adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

‘‘(5) Environmental remediation services for—
‘‘(A) an active military installation; 
‘‘(B) a military installation being closed or re-

aligned under a base closure law; or 
‘‘(C) a site formerly used by the Department of 

Defense.’’. 
(b) DEFINITIONS.—Such section, as amended 

by section 811, is further amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(h) ADDITIONAL DEFINITIONS.—In this sec-
tion: 

‘‘(1) The term ‘base closure law’ has the mean-
ing given such term in section 2667(h)(2) of this 
title. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘military installation’ has the 
meaning given such term in section 2801(c)(2) of 
this title.’’.
SEC. 828. REPORT ON EFFECTS OF ARMY CON-

TRACTING AGENCY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Army 
shall submit a report on the effects of the estab-
lishment of an Army Contracting Agency on 
small business participation in Army procure-
ments during the first year of operation of such 
an agency to—

(1) the Committee on Armed Services of the 
House of Representatives; 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services of the 
Senate; 

(3) the Committee on Small Business of the 
House of Representatives; and 

(4) the Committee on Small Business and En-
trepreneurship of the Senate. 

(b) CONTENT.—The report required under sub-
section (a) shall include, in detail—

(1) the justification for the establishment of 
an Army Contracting Agency; 

(2) the impact of the creation of an Army Con-
tracting Agency on—

(A) Army compliance with—
(i) Department of Defense Directive 4205.1; 
(ii) section 15(g) of the Small Business Act (15 

U.S.C. 644(g)); and 
(iii) section 15(k) of the Small Business Act (15 

U.S.C. 644(k)); and 
(B) small business participation in Army pro-

curement of products and services for affected 
Army installations, including—

(i) the impact on small businesses located near 
Army installations, including—

(I) the increase or decrease in the total value 
of Army prime contracting with local small busi-
nesses; and 

(II) the opportunities for small business own-
ers to meet and interact with Army procurement 
personnel; and 

(ii) any change or projected change in the use 
of consolidated contracts and bundled contracts; 
and 

(3) a description of the Army’s plan to address 
any negative impact on small business partici-
pation in Army procurement, to the extent such 
impact is identified in the report. 

(c) TIME FOR SUBMISSION.—The report under 
this section shall be submitted 15 months after 
the date of the establishment of the Army Con-
tracting Agency.
SEC. 829. AUTHORIZATION TO TAKE ACTIONS TO 

CORRECT THE INDUSTRIAL RE-
SOURCE SHORTFALL FOR RADI-
ATION-HARDENED ELECTRONICS. 

Notwithstanding the limitation in section 
303(a)(6)(C) of the Defense Production Act of 
1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 2093(a)(6)(C)), action or ac-
tions may be taken under section 303 of that Act 
to correct the industrial resource shortfall for 
radiation-hardened electronics, if such actions 
do not cause the aggregate outstanding amount 
of all such actions to exceed $106,000,000.

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT

Subtitle A—Duties and Functions of 
Department of Defense Officers 

Sec. 901. Under Secretary of Defense for Intel-
ligence. 

Sec. 902. Reorganization of Office of Secretary 
of Defense for administration of 
duties relating to homeland de-
fense and combating terrorism. 

Subtitle B—Space Activities 
Sec. 911. Oversight of acquisition for defense 

space programs. 
Sec. 912. Report regarding assured access to 

space for the United States. 
Subtitle C—Reports 

Sec. 921. Report on establishment of United 
States Northern Command. 

Sec. 922. Time for submittal of report on Quad-
rennial Defense Review. 

Sec. 923. National defense mission of Coast 
Guard to be included in future 
Quadrennial Defense Reviews. 

Sec. 924. Report on establishment of a Joint Na-
tional Training Complex and joint 
opposing forces. 

Subtitle D—Other Matters 
Sec. 931. Authority to accept gifts for National 

Defense University. 
Sec. 932. Western Hemisphere Institute for Se-

curity Cooperation. 
Sec. 933. Conforming amendment to reflect dis-

establishment of Department of 
Defense Consequence Manage-
ment Program Integration Office. 

Sec. 934. Increase in number of Deputy Com-
mandants of the Marine Corps.

Subtitle A—Duties and Functions of 
Department of Defense Officers

SEC. 901. UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR 
INTELLIGENCE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF POSITION.—Chapter 4 
of title 10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by transferring section 137 within such 
chapter to appear after section 139 and redesig-
nating that section as section 139a; and

(2) by inserting after section 136a the fol-
lowing new section 137: 
‘‘§ 137. Under Secretary of Defense for Intel-

ligence 
‘‘(a) There is an Under Secretary of Defense 

for Intelligence, appointed from civilian life by 
the President, by and with the advice and con-
sent of the Senate. 

‘‘(b) Subject to the authority, direction, and 
control of the Secretary of Defense, the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Intelligence shall per-
form such duties and exercise such powers as 
the Secretary of Defense may prescribe in the 
area of intelligence. 

‘‘(c) The Under Secretary of Defense for Intel-
ligence takes precedence in the Department of 
Defense after the Under Secretary of Defense for 
Personnel and Readiness.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) Section 
131(b) of such title is amended—

(A) by striking paragraphs (2) through (5) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) The Under Secretaries of Defense, as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(A) The Under Secretary of Defense for Ac-
quisition, Technology, and Logistics. 

‘‘(B) The Under Secretary of Defense for Pol-
icy. 

‘‘(C) The Under Secretary of Defense 
(Comptroller). 

‘‘(D) The Under Secretary of Defense for Per-
sonnel and Readiness. 

‘‘(E) The Under Secretary of Defense for In-
telligence.’’; and 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (6), (7), (8), 
(9), (10), and (11) as paragraphs (3), (4), (5), (6), 
(7), and (8), respectively. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 4 of such title is amended—
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(A) by striking the item relating to section 137 

and inserting the following:

‘‘137. Under Secretary of Defense for Intel-
ligence.’’;

and 
(B) by inserting after the item relating to sec-

tion 139 the following new item:

‘‘139a. Director of Defense Research and Engi-
neering.’’.

(c) EXECUTIVE LEVEL III.—Section 5314 of title 
5, United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after ‘‘Under Secretary of Defense for Personnel 
and Readiness.’’ the following: 

‘‘Under Secretary of Defense for 
Intelligence.’’. 

(d) RELATIONSHIP TO AUTHORITIES UNDER NA-
TIONAL SECURITY ACT OF 1947.—Nothing in sec-
tion 137 of title 10, United States Code, as added 
by subsection (a), shall supersede or modify the 
authorities of the Secretary of Defense and the 
Director of Central Intelligence as established 
by the National Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 
401 et seq.). 

(e) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Defense shall submit to Congress a report on 
the establishment of the position of Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Intelligence. The report 
shall set forth the following: 

(1) The mission prescribed for that Under Sec-
retary. 

(2) The organizational structure established 
for the office of that Under Secretary. 

(3) The relationship of that Under Secretary 
with the Under Secretary of Defense for Acqui-
sition, Technology, and Logistics and the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Policy. 

(4) The relationship of that Under Secretary 
with each of the following intelligence compo-
nents of the Department of Defense: the Na-
tional Security Agency, the Defense Intelligence 
Agency, the National Imagery and Mapping 
Agency, and the National Reconnaissance Of-
fice. 

(5) The mission of the position designated, as 
of the date of the enactment of this Act, as As-
sistant Secretary of Defense for Command, Con-
trol, Communications, and Intelligence and the 
relationship of that position to the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Intelligence.
SEC. 902. REORGANIZATION OF OFFICE OF SEC-

RETARY OF DEFENSE FOR ADMINIS-
TRATION OF DUTIES RELATING TO 
HOMELAND DEFENSE AND COM-
BATING TERRORISM. 

(a) ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR 
HOMELAND DEFENSE.—Section 138(b) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after paragraph (2) the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(3) One of the Assistant Secretaries shall be 
the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Homeland 
Defense. He shall have as his principal duty the 
overall supervision of the homeland defense ac-
tivities of the Department of Defense.’’. 

(b) TRANSFER TO UNDER SECRETARY OF DE-
FENSE FOR POLICY OF RESPONSIBILITY FOR COM-
BATING TERRORISM.—Section 134(b) of such title 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) Subject to the authority, direction, and 
control of the Secretary of Defense, the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Policy shall have over-
all direction and supervision for policy, program 
planning and execution, and allocation and use 
of resources for the activities of the Department 
of Defense for combating terrorism.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 138(b) 
of such title is amended by striking paragraph 
(6). 

(d) REPEAL OF PREVIOUS CONTINGENT REDUC-
TION IN NUMBER OF ASSISTANT SECRETARIES OF 
DEFENSE.—Subsections (c) and (d) of section 901 
of the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 
1194) are repealed.

Subtitle B—Space Activities
SEC. 911. OVERSIGHT OF ACQUISITION FOR DE-

FENSE SPACE PROGRAMS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 

shall provide for oversight of acquisition for de-
fense space programs through appropriate orga-
nizations of the Office of the Secretary of De-
fense. 

(b) REPORT ON OVERSIGHT.—(1) Not later than 
March 15, 2003, the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to the congressional defense committees a 
detailed plan on how the Office of the Secretary 
of Defense shall provide oversight of acquisition 
for defense space programs. 

(2) The plan shall set forth the following: 
(A) The organizations in the Office of the Sec-

retary of Defense, and the Joint Staff organiza-
tions, to be involved in oversight of acquisition 
for defense space programs. 

(B) The process for the review of acquisition 
for defense space programs by the organizations 
specified under subparagraph (A). 

(C) The process for the provision by such or-
ganizations of technical, programmatic, sched-
uling, and budgetary oversight of acquisition for 
defense space programs. 

(D) The process for the development of inde-
pendent cost estimates for acquisition for de-
fense space programs, including the organiza-
tion responsible for developing such cost esti-
mates and when such cost estimates shall be re-
quired. 

(E) The process by which the military depart-
ments, Defense Agencies, and organizations in 
the Office of the Secretary of Defense develop 
and coordinate the budgets for acquisition for 
defense space programs. 

(F) The process for the resolution of conflicts 
among the Department of Defense elements re-
ferred to in subparagraphs (A) and (E) regard-
ing acquisition for defense space programs. 

(c) DEFENSE SPACE PROGRAM DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘‘defense space program’’ 
means a program of the Department of Defense 
that—

(1) is included in the ‘‘virtual major force pro-
gram’’ for space activities that was established 
by the Secretary of Defense and was to have 
been submitted with the 2003 fiscal year budget 
for the Department of Defense; or 

(2) after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
is included in a virtual major force program for 
space categories or in a major force program for 
space activities established after such date.
SEC. 912. REPORT REGARDING ASSURED ACCESS 

TO SPACE FOR THE UNITED STATES. 
(a) PLAN.—The Secretary of Defense shall—
(1) evaluate all options for sustaining the 

space launch industrial base of the United 
States; and 

(2) develop an integrated, long-range, and 
adequately funded plan for assuring access to 
space by the United States. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than March 1, 2003, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con-
gress a report on the plan developed under sub-
section (a)(2).

Subtitle C—Reports
SEC. 921. REPORT ON ESTABLISHMENT OF 

UNITED STATES NORTHERN COM-
MAND. 

Not later than March 1, 2003, the Secretary of 
Defense shall submit to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives a report providing an implemen-
tation plan for the establishment of the United 
States Northern Command, which is established 
effective October 1, 2002. The report shall ad-
dress the following: 

(1) The required budget for standing-up and 
maintaining that command over the period of 
the future-years defense program. 

(2) The rationale for the selection of Peterson 
Air Force Base, Colorado, as the headquarters 
of that command, the criteria used in the selec-
tion of Peterson Air Force Base, and the alter-
native locations considered for that head-
quarters. 

(3) The required military and civilian per-
sonnel levels for the headquarters of that com-
mand and a specification of the combatant com-
mands and other Department of Defense sources 
from which such headquarters personnel will be 
transferred, shown by the number of military 
and civilian personnel from each such command 
or other Department of Defense source. 

(4) The organization of the command, a jus-
tification of any components of the command, 
and a review of organizations and units perma-
nently assigned or tasked to the command. 

(5) The relationship of that command (A) to 
the Office of Homeland Security, the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, the Homeland Secu-
rity Council, and any other Federal coordi-
nating entity, (B) to other Federal departments 
and agencies, and (C) to State and local law en-
forcement agencies. 

(6) The relationship of that command with the 
National Guard Bureau, individual State Na-
tional Guard Headquarters, and State and local 
officials the command may be called upon to 
provide support. 

(7) The legal implications of members of the 
Armed Forces, including the National Guard in 
both Federal and State status, operating on 
United States territory pursuant to missions, op-
erations, or activities of that command. 

(8) The status of Department of Defense con-
sultations—

(A) with Canada regarding Canada’s role in, 
or relationship with, and any expansion of mis-
sion for, the North American Air Defense Com-
mand; and 

(B) with Mexico regarding Mexico’s role in, or 
relationship with, the United States Northern 
Command. 

(9) The status of United States consultations 
with the North Atlantic Treaty Organization re-
lating to the position of Supreme Allied Com-
mander, Atlantic, and the new chain of com-
mand for that position. 

(10) The effect of the creation of the United 
States Northern Command on the mission, budg-
et, and resource levels of other combatant com-
mands, particularly the United States Joint 
Forces Command.
SEC. 922. TIME FOR SUBMITTAL OF REPORT ON 

QUADRENNIAL DEFENSE REVIEW. 
Section 118(d) of title 10, United States Code, 

is amended by striking ‘‘not later than Sep-
tember 30 of the year in which the review is con-
ducted’’ in the second sentence and inserting 
‘‘in the year following the year in which the re-
view is conducted, but not later than the date 
on which the President submits the budget for 
the next fiscal year to Congress under section 
1105(a) of title 31’’.
SEC. 923. NATIONAL DEFENSE MISSION OF COAST 

GUARD TO BE INCLUDED IN FUTURE 
QUADRENNIAL DEFENSE REVIEWS. 

Section 118(d) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraph (14) as para-
graph (15); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (13) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(14) The national defense mission of the 
Coast Guard.’’.
SEC. 924. REPORT ON ESTABLISHMENT OF A 

JOINT NATIONAL TRAINING COM-
PLEX AND JOINT OPPOSING FORCES. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—The commander of 
the United States Joint Forces Command shall 
submit to the Secretary of Defense a report that 
outlines a plan that would provide for the devel-
opment and implementation of a joint national 
training concept together with the establishment 
of a joint training complex for supporting the 
implementation of that concept. Such a concept 
and complex—

(1) may include various training sites, mobile 
training ranges, public and private modeling 
and simulation centers, and appropriate joint 
opposing forces; and 

(2) shall be capable of supporting field exer-
cises and experimentation at the operational 
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level of war across a broad spectrum of adver-
sary capabilities. 

(b) SUBMISSION OF REPORT.—Not later than 
six months after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary shall submit the report 
under subsection (a), together with any com-
ments that the Secretary considers appropriate 
and any comments that the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff considers appropriate, to 
the Committee on Armed Services of the Senate 
and the Committee on Armed Services of the 
House of Representatives. The report may be in-
cluded in the next annual report submitted 
under section 485 of title 10, United States Code, 
after the date of the enactment of this Act or it 
may be submitted separately. 

(c) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The report 
under subsection (a) shall include the following: 

(1) An identification and description of the 
types of joint training and experimentation that 
would be conducted at such a joint national 
training complex, together with a description of 
how such training and experimentation would 
enhance accomplishment of the six critical oper-
ational goals for the Department of Defense 
specified at page 30 of the Quadrennial Defense 
Review Report of the Secretary of Defense 
issued on September 30, 2001. 

(2) A discussion of how establishment of such 
a complex (including joint opposing forces) 
would promote innovation and transformation 
throughout the Department of Defense. 

(3) A discussion of how results from training 
and experiments conducted at such a complex 
would be taken into consideration in the De-
partment of Defense plans, programs, and budg-
eting process and by appropriate decision mak-
ing bodies within the Department of Defense. 

(4) A methodology, framework, and options 
for selecting sites for such a complex, including 
consideration of current training facilities that 
would accommodate requirements among all the 
Armed Forces. 

(5) Options for development as part of such a 
complex of a joint urban warfare training center 
that could also be used for homeland defense 
and consequence management training for Fed-
eral, State, and local training. 

(6) Cost estimates and resource requirements 
to establish and maintain such a complex, in-
cluding estimates of costs and resource require-
ments for the use of contract personnel for the 
performance of management, operational, and 
logistics activities for such a complex . 

(7) An explanation of the relationship between 
and among such a complex and the Department 
of Defense Office of Transformation, the Joint 
Staff, the United States Joint Forces Command, 
the United States Northern Command, and each 
element of the major commands within the sepa-
rate Armed Forces with responsibility for experi-
mentation and training. 

(8) A discussion of how implementation of a 
joint opposing force would be established, in-
cluding the feasibility of using qualified con-
tractors for the function of establishing and 
maintaining joint opposing forces and the role 
of foreign forces. 

(9) A timeline for the establishment of such a 
complex and for such a complex to achieve (A) 
initial operational capability, and (B) full oper-
ational capability.

Subtitle D—Other Matters
SEC. 931. AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT GIFTS FOR NA-

TIONAL DEFENSE UNIVERSITY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 155 of title 10, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following new section: 
‘‘§ 2612. National Defense University: accept-

ance of gifts 
‘‘(a) The Secretary of Defense may accept, 

hold, administer, and spend any gift, including 
a gift from an international organization and a 
foreign gift or donation (as defined in section 
2611(f) of this title), that is made on the condi-
tion that it be used in connection with the oper-
ation or administration of the National Defense 

University. The Secretary may pay all necessary 
expenses in connection with the acceptance of a 
gift under this subsection. 

‘‘(b) There is established in the Treasury a 
fund to be known as the ‘National Defense Uni-
versity Gift Fund’. Gifts of money, and the pro-
ceeds of the sale of property, received under 
subsection (a) shall be deposited in the fund. 
The Secretary may disburse funds deposited 
under this subsection for the benefit or use of 
the National Defense University. 

‘‘(c) Subsection (c) of section 2601 of this title 
applies to property that is accepted under sub-
section (a) in the same manner that such sub-
section applies to property that is accepted 
under subsection (a) of that section. 

‘‘(d)(1) Upon request of the Secretary of De-
fense, the Secretary of the Treasury may—

‘‘(A) retain money, securities, and the pro-
ceeds of the sale of securities, in the National 
Defense University Gift Fund; and 

‘‘(B) invest money and reinvest the proceeds 
of the sale of securities in that fund in securities 
of the United States or in securities guaranteed 
as to principal and interest by the United 
States. 

‘‘(2) The interest and profits accruing from 
those securities shall be deposited to the credit 
of the fund and may be disbursed as provided in 
subsection (b). 

‘‘(e) In this section: 
‘‘(1) the term ‘gift’ includes a devise of real 

property or a bequest of personal property and 
any gift of an interest in real property. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘National Defense University’ 
includes any school or other component of the 
National Defense University specified under sec-
tion 2165(b) of this title. 

‘‘(f) The Secretary of Defense shall prescribe 
regulations to carry out this section.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:

‘‘2612. National Defense University: acceptance 
of gifts.’’.

SEC. 932. WESTERN HEMISPHERE INSTITUTE FOR 
SECURITY COOPERATION. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT FOREIGN GIFTS AND 
DONATIONS.—Section 2166 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (f), (g), and 
(h), as subsections (g), (h), and (i), respectively; 
and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-
lowing new subsection (f): 

‘‘(f) AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT FOREIGN GIFTS 
AND DONATIONS.—(1) The Secretary of Defense 
may, on behalf of the Institute, accept foreign 
gifts or donations in order to defray the costs of, 
or enhance the operation of, the Institute. 

‘‘(2) Funds received by the Secretary under 
paragraph (1) shall be credited to appropria-
tions available for the Department of Defense 
for the Institute. Funds so credited shall be 
merged with the appropriations to which cred-
ited and shall be available for the Institute for 
the same purposes and same period as the ap-
propriations with which merged. 

‘‘(3) The Secretary of Defense shall notify 
Congress if the total amount of money accepted 
under paragraph (1) exceeds $1,000,000 in any 
fiscal year. Any such notice shall list each of 
the contributors of such money and the amount 
of each contribution in such fiscal year. 

‘‘(4) For the purposes of this subsection, a for-
eign gift or donation is a gift or donation of 
funds, materials (including research materials), 
property, or services (including lecture services 
and faculty services) from a foreign government, 
a foundation or other charitable organization in 
a foreign country, or an individual in a foreign 
country.’’. 

(b) CONTENT OF ANNUAL REPORT TO CON-
GRESS.—Subsection (i) of such section, as redes-
ignated by subsection (a)(1), is amended by in-
serting after the first sentence the following: 
‘‘The report shall include a copy of the latest re-

port of the Board of Visitors received by the Sec-
retary under subsection (e)(5), together with 
any comments of the Secretary on the Board’s 
report.’’.
SEC. 933. CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO RE-

FLECT DISESTABLISHMENT OF DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE CON-
SEQUENCE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 
INTEGRATION OFFICE. 

Section 12310(c)(3) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘only—’’ and all 
that follows through ‘‘(B) while assigned’’ and 
inserting ‘‘only while assigned’’.
SEC. 934. INCREASE IN NUMBER OF DEPUTY

COMMANDANTS OF THE MARINE 
CORPS. 

Section 5045 of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘five’’ and inserting ‘‘six’’.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial Matters 

Sec. 1001. Transfer authority. 
Sec. 1002. Authorization of supplemental appro-

priations for fiscal year 2002. 
Sec. 1003. United States contribution to NATO 

common-funded budgets in fiscal 
year 2003. 

Sec. 1004. Development and implementation of 
financial management enterprise 
architecture. 

Sec. 1005. Accountable officials in the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

Sec. 1006. Uniform standards throughout De-
partment of Defense for exposure 
of personnel to pecuniary liability 
for loss of Government property. 

Sec. 1007. Improvements in purchase card man-
agement. 

Sec. 1008. Improvements in travel card manage-
ment. 

Sec. 1009. Clearance of certain transactions re-
corded in Treasury suspense ac-
counts and resolution of certain 
check issuance discrepancies. 

Sec. 1010. Authorization of funds for ballistic 
missile defense programs or com-
bating terrorism programs of the 
Department of Defense. 

Sec. 1011. Reduction in overall authorization 
due to inflation savings. 

Subtitle B—Naval Vessels and Shipyards 
Sec. 1021. Number of Navy combatant surface 

vessels in active and reserve serv-
ice. 

Sec. 1022. Annual long-range plan for the con-
struction of naval vessels. 

Sec. 1023. Assessment of the feasibility of the 
expedited equipping of a Navy 
ship with a version of the 155-mil-
limeter Advanced Gun System. 

Sec. 1024. Report on initiatives to increase oper-
ational days of Navy ships. 

Sec. 1025. Ship combat system industrial base. 
Sec. 1026. Sense of Congress concerning aircraft 

carrier force structure. 
Sec. 1027. Conveyance, Navy drydock, Port-

land, Oregon. 
Subtitle C—Strategic Matters 

Sec. 1031. Strategic force structure plan for nu-
clear weapons and delivery sys-
tems. 

Sec. 1032. Annual report on weapons to defeat 
hardened and deeply buried tar-
gets. 

Sec. 1033. Report on effects of nuclear earth-
penetrator weapon and other 
weapons. 

Subtitle D—Reports 
Sec. 1041. Repeal and modification of various 

reporting requirements applicable 
to the Department of Defense. 

Sec. 1042. Requirement that Department of De-
fense reports to Congress be ac-
companied by electronic version. 

Sec. 1043. Annual report on the conduct of mili-
tary operations conducted as part 
of Operation Enduring Freedom. 
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Sec. 1044. Report on efforts to ensure adequacy 

of fire fighting staffs at military 
installations. 

Sec. 1045. Report on designation of certain Lou-
isiana highway as Defense Access 
Road. 

Subtitle E—Extension of Expiring Authorities 
Sec. 1051. Extension of authority for Secretary 

of Defense to sell aircraft and air-
craft parts for use in responding 
to oil spills. 

Sec. 1052. Six-month extension of expiring Gov-
ernmentwide information security 
requirements; continued applica-
bility of expiring Governmentwide 
information security requirements 
to the Department of Defense. 

Sec. 1053. Two-year extension of authority of 
the Secretary of Defense to en-
gage in commercial activities as 
security for intelligence collection 
activities abroad. 

Subtitle F—Other Matters 
Sec. 1061. Time for transmittal of annual de-

fense authorization legislative 
proposal. 

Sec. 1062. Technical and clerical amendments. 
Sec. 1063. Use for law enforcement purposes of 

DNA samples maintained by De-
partment of Defense for identi-
fication of human remains. 

Sec. 1064. Enhanced authority to obtain foreign 
language services during periods 
of emergency. 

Sec. 1065. Rewards for assistance in combating 
terrorism. 

Sec. 1066. Provision of space and services to 
military welfare societies. 

Sec. 1067. Prevention and mitigation of corro-
sion of military equipment and in-
frastructure. 

Sec. 1068. Transfer of historic DF–9E Panther 
aircraft to Women Airforce Serv-
ice Pilots Museum. 

Sec. 1069. Increase in amount authorized to be 
expended for Department of De-
fense program to commemorate 
50th anniversary of the Korean 
War.

Subtitle A—Financial Matters 
SEC. 1001. TRANSFER AUTHORITY. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER AUTHORIZA-
TIONS.—(1) Upon determination by the Secretary 
of Defense that such action is necessary in the 
national interest, the Secretary may transfer 
amounts of authorizations made available to the 
Department of Defense in this division for fiscal 
year 2003 between any such authorizations for 
that fiscal year (or any subdivisions thereof). 
Amounts of authorizations so transferred shall 
be merged with and be available for the same 
purposes as the authorization to which trans-
ferred. 

(2) The total amount of authorizations that 
the Secretary may transfer under the authority 
of paragraph (1) may not exceed $2,000,000,000. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.—The authority provided by 
subsection (a) to transfer authorizations—

(1) may only be used to provide authority for 
items that have a higher priority than the items 
from which authority is transferred; and

(2) may not be used to provide authority for 
an item that has been denied authorization by 
Congress. 

(c) EFFECT ON AUTHORIZATION AMOUNTS.—A 
transfer made from one account to another 
under the authority of subsection (a) shall be 
deemed to increase the amount authorized for 
the account to which the amount is transferred 
by an amount equal to the amount transferred. 

(d) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary shall 
promptly notify Congress of each transfer made 
under subsection (a). 

(e) INCREASE IN AMOUNT OF TRANSFER AU-
THORITY AUTHORIZED FOR FY02.—Section 1001 
of the National Defense Authorization Act for 

Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 
1201) is amended by striking ‘‘$2,000,000,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$2,500,000,000’’.
SEC. 1002. AUTHORIZATION OF SUPPLEMENTAL 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2002. 

(a) DOD AUTHORIZATIONS.—Amounts author-
ized to be appropriated to the Department of De-
fense for fiscal year 2002 in the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 
(Public Law 107–107) are hereby adjusted, with 
respect to any such authorized amount, by the 
amount by which appropriations pursuant to 
such authorization are increased (by a supple-
mental appropriation) or decreased (by a rescis-
sion), or both, or are increased by a transfer of 
funds, pursuant to chapter 3 or chapter 10 of 
title I of Public Law 107–206 (116 Stat. 835, 878). 

(b) NNSA AUTHORIZATIONS.—Amounts au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Department of 
Energy for fiscal year 2002 in the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 
(Public Law 107–107) are hereby adjusted, with 
respect to any such authorized amount, by the 
amount by which appropriations pursuant to 
such authorization are increased (by a supple-
mental appropriation) or decreased (by a rescis-
sion), or both, or are increased by a transfer of 
funds, pursuant to chapter 5 of title I of Public 
Law 107–206 (116 Stat. 848). 

(c) REPORT ON FISCAL YEAR 2002 TRANS-
FERS.—Not later than January 15, 2003, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report stating, for 
each transfer during fiscal year 2002 of an 
amount provided for the Department of Defense 
for that fiscal year through a so-called 
‘‘transfer account’’, including the Defense 
Emergency Response Fund or any other similar 
account, the amount of the transfer, the appro-
priation account to which the transfer was 
made, and the specific purpose for which the 
transferred funds were used.
SEC. 1003. UNITED STATES CONTRIBUTION TO 

NATO COMMON-FUNDED BUDGETS 
IN FISCAL YEAR 2003. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2003 LIMITATION.—The total 
amount contributed by the Secretary of Defense 
in fiscal year 2003 for the common-funded budg-
ets of NATO may be any amount up to, but not 
in excess of, the amount specified in subsection 
(b) (rather than the maximum amount that 
would otherwise be applicable to those contribu-
tions under the fiscal year 1998 baseline limita-
tion). 

(b) TOTAL AMOUNT.—The amount of the limi-
tation applicable under subsection (a) is the sum 
of the following: 

(1) The amounts of unexpended balances, as 
of the end of fiscal year 2002, of funds appro-
priated for fiscal years before fiscal year 2003 for 
payments for those budgets. 

(2) The amount specified in subsection (c)(1). 
(3) The amount specified in subsection (c)(2). 
(4) The total amount of the contributions au-

thorized to be made under section 2501. 
(c) AUTHORIZED AMOUNTS.—Amounts author-

ized to be appropriated by titles II and III of 
this Act are available for contributions for the 
common-funded budgets of NATO as follows: 

(1) Of the amount provided in section 201(1), 
$750,000 for the Civil Budget. 

(2) Of the amount provided in section 301(1), 
$205,623,000 for the Military Budget. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion: 

(1) COMMON-FUNDED BUDGETS OF NATO.—The 
term ‘‘common-funded budgets of NATO’’ means 
the Military Budget, the Security Investment 
Program, and the Civil Budget of the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization (and any successor 
or additional account or program of NATO). 

(2) FISCAL YEAR 1998 BASELINE LIMITATION.—
The term ‘‘fiscal year 1998 baseline limitation’’ 
means the maximum annual amount of Depart-
ment of Defense contributions for common-fund-
ed budgets of NATO that is set forth as the an-
nual limitation in section 3(2)(C)(ii) of the reso-

lution of the Senate giving the advice and con-
sent of the Senate to the ratification of the Pro-
tocols to the North Atlantic Treaty of 1949 on 
the Accession of Poland, Hungary, and the 
Czech Republic (as defined in section 4(7) of 
that resolution), approved by the Senate on 
April 30, 1998.
SEC. 1004. DEVELOPMENT AND IMPLEMENTATION 

OF FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT EN-
TERPRISE ARCHITECTURE. 

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR ENTERPRISE ARCHITEC-
TURE AND FOR TRANSITION PLAN.—Not later 
than May 1, 2003, the Secretary of Defense shall 
develop—

(1) a financial management enterprise archi-
tecture for all budgetary, accounting, finance, 
enterprise resource planning, and mixed infor-
mation systems of the Department of Defense; 
and 

(2) a transition plan for implementing that fi-
nancial management enterprise architecture. 

(b) COMPOSITION OF ENTERPRISE ARCHITEC-
TURE.—(1) The financial management enterprise 
architecture developed under subsection (a)(1) 
shall describe an information infrastructure 
that, at a minimum, would enable the Depart-
ment of Defense to—

(A) comply with all Federal accounting, fi-
nancial management, and reporting require-
ments; 

(B) routinely produce timely, accurate, and 
reliable financial information for management 
purposes; 

(C) integrate budget, accounting, and program 
information and systems; and 

(D) provide for the systematic measurement of 
performance, including the ability to produce 
timely, relevant, and reliable cost information. 

(2) That enterprise architecture shall also in-
clude policies, procedures, data standards, and 
system interface requirements that are to apply 
uniformly throughout the Department of De-
fense. 

(c) COMPOSITION OF TRANSITION PLAN.—The 
transition plan developed under subsection 
(a)(2) shall include the following: 

(1) The acquisition strategy for the enterprise 
architecture, including specific time-phased 
milestones, performance metrics, and financial 
and nonfinancial resource needs. 

(2) A listing of the mission critical or mission 
essential operational and developmental finan-
cial and nonfinancial management systems of 
the Department of Defense, as defined by the 
Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), con-
sistent with budget justification documentation, 
together with—

(A) the costs to operate and maintain each of 
those systems during fiscal year 2002; and 

(B) the estimated cost to operate and maintain 
each of those systems during fiscal year 2003. 

(3) A listing of the operational and develop-
mental financial management systems of the De-
partment of Defense as of the date of the enact-
ment of this Act (known as ‘‘legacy systems’’) 
that will not be part of the objective financial 
and nonfinancial management system, together 
with the schedule for terminating those legacy 
systems that provides for reducing the use of 
those legacy systems in phases. 

(d) CONDITIONS FOR OBLIGATION OF SIGNIFI-
CANT AMOUNTS FOR FINANCIAL SYSTEM IM-
PROVEMENTS.—An amount in excess of $1,000,000 
may be obligated for a defense financial system 
improvement only if the Under Secretary of De-
fense (Comptroller) makes a determination re-
garding that improvement as follows: 

(1) Before the date of an approval specified in 
paragraph (2), a determination that the defense 
financial system improvement is necessary for 
either of the following reasons: 

(A) To achieve a critical national security ca-
pability or address a critical requirement in an 
area such as safety or security. 

(B) To prevent a significant adverse effect (in 
terms of a technical matter, cost, or schedule) on 
a project that is needed to achieve an essential 
capability, taking into consideration in the de-
termination the alternative solutions for pre-
venting the adverse effect. 
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(2) On and after the date of any approval by 

the Secretary of Defense of a financial manage-
ment enterprise architecture and a transition 
plan that satisfy the requirements of this sec-
tion, a determination that the defense financial 
system improvement is consistent with both the 
enterprise architecture and the transition plan. 

(e) CONGRESSIONAL REPORTS.—Not later than 
March 15 of each year from 2004 through 2007, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report on the 
progress of the Department of Defense in imple-
menting the enterprise architecture and transi-
tion plan required by this section. Each report 
shall include, at a minimum—

(1) a description of the actions taken during 
the preceding fiscal year to implement the enter-
prise architecture and transition plan (together 
with the estimated costs of such actions); 

(2) an explanation of any action planned in 
the enterprise architecture and transition plan 
to be taken during the preceding fiscal year that 
was not taken during that fiscal year; 

(3) a description of the actions taken and 
planned to be taken during the current fiscal 
year to implement the enterprise architecture 
and transition plan (together with the estimated 
costs of such actions); and 

(4) a description of the actions taken and 
planned to be taken during the next fiscal year 
to implement the enterprise architecture and 
transition plan (together with the estimated 
costs of such actions). 

(f) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REVIEW.—Not 
later than 60 days after the approval of an en-
terprise architecture and transition plan in ac-
cordance with the requirements of subsection 
(a), and not later than 60 days after the submis-
sion of an annual report required by subsection 
(e), the Comptroller General shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees an assessment 
of the extent to which the actions taken by the 
Department comply with the requirements of 
this section. 

(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘defense financial system im-

provement’’ means the acquisition of a new 
budgetary, accounting, finance, enterprise re-
source planning, or mixed information system 
for the Department of Defense or a modification 
of an existing budgetary, accounting, finance, 
enterprise resource planning, or mixed informa-
tion system of the Department of Defense. Such 
term does not include routine maintenance and 
operation of any such system. 

(2) The term ‘‘mixed information system’’ 
means an information system that supports fi-
nancial and non-financial functions of the Fed-
eral Government as defined in Office of Man-
agement and Budget Circular A–127 (Financial 
management Systems). 

(h) REPEAL.—(1) Section 2222 of title 10, 
United States Code, is repealed. The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 131 of such 
title is amended by striking the item relating to 
such section. 

(2) Section 185(d) of such title is amended by 
striking ‘‘has the meaning given that term in 
section 2222(c)(2) of this title’’ and inserting 
‘‘means an automated or manual system from 
which information is derived for a financial 
management system or an accounting system’’.
SEC. 1005. ACCOUNTABLE OFFICIALS IN THE DE-

PARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 
(a) ACCOUNTABLE OFFICIALS WITHIN THE DE-

PARTMENT OF DEFENSE.—Chapter 165 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 2773 the following new section: 
‘‘§ 2773a. Departmental accountable officials 

‘‘(a) DESIGNATION BY SECRETARY OF DE-
FENSE.—The Secretary of Defense may designate 
any civilian employee of the Department of De-
fense or member of the armed forces under the 
Secretary’s jurisdiction who is described in sub-
section (b) as an employee or member who, in 
addition to any other potential accountability, 
may be held accountable through personal mon-

etary liability for an illegal, improper, or incor-
rect payment made the Department of Defense 
described in subsection (c). Any such designa-
tion shall be in writing. Any employee or mem-
ber who is so designated may be referred to as 
a ‘departmental accountable official’. 

‘‘(b) COVERED EMPLOYEES AND MEMBERS.—An 
employee or member of the armed forces de-
scribed in this subsection is an employee or 
member who—

‘‘(1) is responsible in the performance of the 
employee’s or member’s duties for providing to a 
certifying official of the Department of Defense 
information, data, or services that are directly 
relied upon by the certifying official in the cer-
tification of vouchers for payment; and 

‘‘(2) is not otherwise accountable under sub-
title III of title 31 or any other provision of law 
for payments made on the basis of such vouch-
ers. 

‘‘(c) PECUNIARY LIABILITY.—(1) The Secretary 
of Defense may subject a departmental account-
able official to pecuniary liability for an illegal, 
improper, or incorrect payment made by the De-
partment of Defense if the Secretary determines 
that such payment—

‘‘(A) resulted from information, data, or serv-
ices that that official provided to a certifying of-
ficial and upon which that certifying official di-
rectly relies in certifying the voucher supporting 
that payment; and 

‘‘(B) was the result of fault or negligence on 
the part of that departmental accountable offi-
cial. 

‘‘(2) Pecuniary liability under this subsection 
shall apply in the same manner and to the same 
extent as applies to an official accountable 
under subtitle III of title 31. 

‘‘(3) Any pecuniary liability of a departmental 
accountable official under this subsection for a 
loss to the United States resulting from an ille-
gal, improper, or incorrect payment is joint and 
several with that of any other officer or em-
ployee of the United States or member of the 
uniformed services who is pecuniarily liable for 
such loss. 

‘‘(d) CERTIFYING OFFICIAL DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘certifying official’ means an 
employee who has the responsibilities specified 
in section 3528(a) of title 31.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section 
2773 the following new item:

‘‘2773a. Departmental accountable officials.’’.
SEC. 1006. UNIFORM STANDARDS THROUGHOUT 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE FOR EX-
POSURE OF PERSONNEL TO PECU-
NIARY LIABILITY FOR LOSS OF GOV-
ERNMENT PROPERTY. 

(a) EXTENSION OF ARMY AND AIR FORCE RE-
PORT-OF-SURVEY PROCEDURES TO NAVY AND MA-
RINE CORPS AND ALL DOD CIVILIAN EMPLOY-
EES.—(1) Chapter 165 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new section: 
‘‘§ 2787. Reports of survey 

‘‘(a) ACTION ON REPORTS OF SURVEY.—Under 
regulations prescribed pursuant to subsection 
(c), any officer of the Army, Navy, Air Force, or 
Marine Corps or any civilian employee of the 
Department of Defense designated in accord-
ance with those regulations may act upon re-
ports of surveys and vouchers pertaining to the 
loss, spoilage, unserviceability, unsuitability, or 
destruction of, or damage to, property of the 
United States under the control of the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

‘‘(b) FINALITY OF ACTION.—(1) Action taken 
under subsection (a) is final except as provided 
in paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) An action holding a person pecuniarily 
liable for loss, spoilage, destruction, or damage 
is not final until approved by a person des-
ignated to do so by the Secretary of a military 
department, commander of a combatant com-
mand, or Director of a Defense Agency, as the 

case may be, who has jurisdiction of the person 
held pecuniarily liable. The person designated 
to provide final approval shall be an officer of 
an armed force, or a civilian employee, under 
the jurisdiction of the official making the des-
ignation. 

‘‘(c) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall prescribe regulations to carry out this sec-
tion.’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item:

‘‘2787. Reports of survey.’’.

(b) EXTENSION TO MEMBERS OF NAVY AND MA-
RINE CORPS OF PAY DEDUCTION AUTHORITY PER-
TAINING TO DAMAGE OR REPAIR OF ARMS AND 
EQUIPMENT.—Section 1007(e) of title 37, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Army or 
the Air Force’’ and inserting ‘‘Army, Navy, Air 
Force, or Marine Corps’’. 

(c) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED PROVISIONS.—(1) 
Sections 4835 and 9835 of title 10, United States 
Code, are repealed. 

(2) The tables of sections at the beginning of 
chapters 453 and 953 of such title are amended 
by striking the items relating to sections 4835 
and 9835, respectively. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply with respect to the 
loss, spoilage, unserviceability, unsuitability, or 
destruction of, or damage to, property of the 
United States under the control of the Depart-
ment of Defense occurring on or after the effec-
tive date of regulations prescribed pursuant to 
section 2787 of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by subsection (a).
SEC. 1007. IMPROVEMENTS IN PURCHASE CARD 

MANAGEMENT. 
(a) PURCHASE CARD MANAGEMENT IMPROVE-

MENTS.—Section 2784 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘, acting 
through the Under Secretary of Defense 
(Comptroller),’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end of subsection (b) the 
following: 

‘‘(7) That periodic reviews are performed to 
determine whether each purchase card holder 
has a need for the purchase card. 

‘‘(8) That the Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Defense, the Inspector General of the 
Army, the Naval Inspector General, and the In-
spector General of the Air Force perform peri-
odic audits to identify—

‘‘(A) potentially fraudulent, improper, and 
abusive uses of purchase cards; 

‘‘(B) any patterns of improper card holder 
transactions, such as purchases of prohibited 
items; and 

‘‘(C) categories of purchases that should be 
made by means other than purchase cards in 
order to better aggregate purchases and obtain 
lower prices. 

‘‘(9) That appropriate training is provided to 
each purchase card holder and each official 
with responsibility for overseeing the use of pur-
chase cards issued by the Department of De-
fense. 

‘‘(10) That the Department of Defense has 
specific policies regarding the number of pur-
chase cards issued by various organizations and 
categories of organizations, the credit limits au-
thorized for various categories of card holders, 
and categories of employees eligible to be issued 
purchase cards, and that those policies are de-
signed to minimize the financial risk to the Fed-
eral Government of the issuance of the purchase 
cards and to ensure the integrity of purchase 
card holders. 

‘‘(c) PENALTIES FOR VIOLATIONS.—The regula-
tions prescribed under subsection (a) shall—

‘‘(1) provide for appropriate adverse personnel 
actions or other punishment to be imposed in 
cases in which employees of the Department of 
Defense violate such regulations or are neg-
ligent or engage in misuse, abuse, or fraud with 
respect to a purchase card, including removal in 
appropriate cases; and 
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‘‘(2) provide that a violation of such regula-

tions by a person subject to chapter 47 of this 
title (the Uniform Code of Military Justice) is 
punishable as a violation of section 892 of this 
title (article 92 of the Uniform Code of Military 
Justice).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AND CLERICAL AMEND-
MENTS.—(1) Section 2784 of such title is further 
amended—

(A) in the section heading, by striking 
‘‘credit’’ and inserting ‘‘purchase’’; 

(B) in the heading of subsection (a), by strik-
ing ‘‘CREDIT’’ and inserting ‘‘PURCHASE’’; and 

(C) in subsection (a) and paragraphs (1) 
through (6) of subsection (b), by striking 
‘‘credit’’ and inserting ‘‘purchase’’ each place it 
appears. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
chapter 165 of such title is amended by striking 
the item relating to section 2784 and inserting 
the following:

‘‘2784. Management of purchase cards.’’.
SEC. 1008. IMPROVEMENTS IN TRAVEL CARD MAN-

AGEMENT. 
(a) TRAVEL CARD MANAGEMENT IMPROVE-

MENTS.—Chapter 165 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting after section 2784 
the following new section: 
‘‘§ 2784a. Management of travel cards 

‘‘(a) DISBURSEMENT OF TRAVEL ALLOWANCES 
DIRECTLY TO CREDITORS.—(1) The Secretary of 
Defense may require that any part of a travel or 
transportation allowance of an employee of the 
Department of Defense or a member of the 
armed forces be disbursed directly to the issuer 
of a Defense travel card if the amount is dis-
bursed to the issuer in payment of amounts of 
expenses of official travel that are charged by 
the employee or member on the Defense travel 
card. 

‘‘(2) For the purposes of this subsection, the 
travel and transportation allowances referred to 
in paragraph (1) are amounts to which an em-
ployee of the Department of Defense is entitled 
under section 5702 of title 5 or a member of the 
armed forces is entitled under section 404 of title 
37. 

‘‘(b) OFFSETS FOR DELINQUENT TRAVEL CARD 
CHARGES.—(1) The Secretary of Defense may re-
quire that there be deducted and withheld from 
any basic pay payable to an employee of the De-
partment of Defense or a member of the armed 
forces any amount that is owed by the employee 
or member to a creditor by reason of one or more 
charges of expenses of official travel of the em-
ployee or member on a Defense travel card 
issued by the creditor if the employee or mem-
ber—

‘‘(A) is delinquent in the payment of such 
amount under the terms of the contract under 
which the card is issued; and 

‘‘(B) does not dispute the amount of the delin-
quency. 

‘‘(2) The amount deducted and withheld from 
pay under paragraph (1) with respect to a debt 
owed a creditor as described in that paragraph 
shall be disbursed to the creditor to reduce the 
amount of the debt. 

‘‘(3) The amount of pay deducted and with-
held from the pay owed to an employee or mem-
ber with respect to a pay period under para-
graph (1) may not exceed 15 percent of the dis-
posable pay of the employee or member for that 
pay period, except that a higher amount may be 
deducted and withheld with the written consent 
of the employee or member. 

‘‘(4) The Secretary of Defense shall prescribe 
procedures for deducting and withholding 
amounts from pay under this subsection. The 
procedures shall be substantially equivalent to 
the procedures under section 3716 of title 31. 

‘‘(c) OFFSETS OF RETIRED PAY.—In the case of 
a former employee of the Department of Defense 
or a retired member of the armed forces who is 
receiving retired pay and who owes an amount 
to a creditor by reason of one or more charges 
on a Defense travel card that were made before 

the retirement of the employee or member, the 
Secretary may require amounts to be deducted 
and withheld from any retired pay of the former 
employee or retired member in the same manner 
and subject to the same conditions as the Sec-
retary deducts and withholds amounts from 
basic pay payable to an employee or member 
under subsection (b). 

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘Defense travel card’ means a 

charge or credit card that—
‘‘(A) is issued to an employee of the Depart-

ment of Defense or a member of the armed forces 
under a contract entered into by the Depart-
ment of Defense with the issuer of the card; and 

‘‘(B) is to be used for charging expenses in-
curred by the employee or member in connection 
with official travel. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘disposable pay’, with respect to 
a pay period, means the amount equal to the ex-
cess of the amount of basic pay or retired pay, 
as the case may be, payable for the pay period 
over the total of the amounts deducted and 
withheld from such pay. 

‘‘(3) The term ‘retired pay’ means— 
‘‘(A) in the case of a former employee of the 

Department of Defense, any retirement benefit 
payable to that individual, out of the Civil Serv-
ice Retirement and Disability Fund, based (in 
whole or in part) on service performed by such 
individual as a civilian employee of the Depart-
ment of Defense; and 

‘‘(B) in the case of a retired member of the 
armed forces or member of the Fleet Reserve or 
Fleet Marine Corps Reserve, retired or retainer 
pay to which the member is entitled. 

‘‘(e) EXCLUSION OF COAST GUARD.—This sec-
tion does not apply to the Coast Guard.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 165 of such 
title is amended by inserting after the item relat-
ing to section 2784 the following new item:

‘‘2784a. Management of travel cards.’’.
SEC. 1009. CLEARANCE OF CERTAIN TRANS-

ACTIONS RECORDED IN TREASURY 
SUSPENSE ACCOUNTS AND RESOLU-
TION OF CERTAIN CHECK ISSUANCE 
DISCREPANCIES. 

(a) CLEARANCE OF CERTAIN SUSPENSE AC-
COUNTS.—(1) In the case of any transaction that 
was entered into by or on behalf of the Depart-
ment of Defense before March 1, 2001, that is re-
corded in the Department of Treasury Budget 
Clearing Account (Suspense) designated as ac-
count F3875, the Unavailable Check Cancella-
tions and Overpayments Account (Suspense) 
designated as account F3880, or an Undistrib-
uted Intergovernmental Payments account des-
ignated as account F3885, and for which no ap-
propriation for the Department of Defense has 
been identified—

(A) any undistributed collection credited to 
such account in such case shall be deposited to 
the miscellaneous receipts of the Treasury; and 

(B) subject to paragraph (2), any undistrib-
uted disbursement recorded in such account in 
such case shall be canceled. 

(2) An undistributed disbursement may not be 
canceled under paragraph (1)(B) until the Sec-
retary of Defense has made a written determina-
tion that the appropriate official or officials of 
the Department of Defense have attempted with-
out success to locate the documentation nec-
essary to identify which appropriation should 
be charged with such disbursement and that 
further efforts to do so are not in the best inter-
ests of the United States. 

(b) RESOLUTION OF CHECK ISSUANCE DISCREP-
ANCIES.—(1) In the case of any check drawn on 
the Treasury that was issued by or on behalf of 
the Department of Defense before October 31, 
1998, for which the Secretary of the Treasury 
has reported to the Department of Defense a dis-
crepancy between the amount paid and the 
amount of the check as transmitted to the De-
partment of Treasury, and for which no specific 
appropriation for the Department of Defense 

can be identified as being associated with the 
check, the discrepancy shall be canceled, subject 
to paragraph (2). 

(2) A discrepancy may not be canceled under 
paragraph (1) until the Secretary of Defense has 
made a written determination that the appro-
priate official or officials of the Department of 
Defense have attempted without success to lo-
cate the documentation necessary to identify 
which appropriation should be charged with the 
amount of the check and that further efforts to 
do so are not in the best interests of the United 
States. 

(c) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall consult the Secretary of the Treasury in 
the exercise of the authority granted by sub-
sections (a) and (b). 

(d) DURATION OF CANCELLATION AUTHORITY 
FOLLOWING DETERMINATION.—(1) A particular 
undistributed disbursement may not be canceled 
under paragraph (1)(B) of subsection (a) more 
than 30 days after the date of the written deter-
mination made by the Secretary of Defense 
under paragraph (2) of such subsection regard-
ing that undistributed disbursement. 

(2) A particular discrepancy may not be can-
celed under paragraph (1) of subsection (b) more 
than 30 days after the date of the written deter-
mination made by the Secretary of Defense 
under paragraph (2) of such subsection regard-
ing that discrepancy. 

(e) PROGRAM TERMINATION.—No authority 
may be exercised under this section after the 
date that is two years after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.
SEC. 1010. AUTHORIZATION OF FUNDS FOR BAL-

LISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE PRO-
GRAMS OR COMBATING TERRORISM 
PROGRAMS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—There is hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 2003 for 
the military functions of the Department of De-
fense, in addition to amounts authorized to be 
appropriated in titles I, II, and III, the amount 
of $814,300,000, to be available, in accordance 
with subsection (b), for the following purposes: 

(1) Research, development, test, and evalua-
tion for ballistic missile defense programs of the 
Missile Defense Agency of the Department of 
Defense. 

(2) Activities of the Department of Defense for 
combating terrorism at home and abroad. 

(b) ALLOCATION BY PRESIDENT.—(1) The 
amount authorized to be appropriated by sub-
section (a) shall be allocated between the pur-
poses stated in paragraphs (1) and (2) of that 
subsection in such manner as may be determined 
by the President based upon the national secu-
rity interests of the United States. The amount 
authorized in subsection (a) shall not be avail-
able for any other purpose. 

(2) Upon an allocation of such amount by the 
President, the amount so allocated shall be 
transferred to the appropriate regular author-
ization account under this division in the same 
manner as provided in section 1001. Transfers 
under this paragraph shall not be counted for 
the purposes of section 1001(a)(2). 

(3) Not later than 15 days after an allocation 
is made under this subsection, the Secretary of 
Defense shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report describing the Presi-
dent’s allocation, the basis for the President’s 
determination in making such allocation, and 
the Secretary’s plan for the use by the Depart-
ment of Defense of the funds made available 
pursuant to such allocation.
SEC. 1011. REDUCTION IN OVERALL AUTHORIZA-

TION DUE TO INFLATION SAVINGS. 
(a) REDUCTION.—The total amount authorized 

to be appropriated by titles I, II, and III is the 
amount equal to the sum of the individual au-
thorizations in those titles reduced by 
$1,000,000,000. 

(b) SOURCE OF SAVINGS.—Reductions required 
in order to comply with subsection (a) shall be 
derived from savings resulting from lower-than-
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expected inflation as a result of the midsession 
review of the budget conducted by the Office of 
Management and Budget. 

(c) ALLOCATION OF REDUCTION.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall allocate the reduction re-
quired by subsection (a) among the accounts in 
titles I, II, and III to reflect the extent to which 
net inflation savings are available in those ac-
counts.

Subtitle B—Naval Vessels and Shipyards
SEC. 1021. NUMBER OF NAVY COMBATANT SUR-

FACE VESSELS IN ACTIVE AND RE-
SERVE SERVICE. 

(a) CONTINGENT REQUIREMENT FOR REPORT.—
(1) If, on the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the number of combatant surface vessels of the 
Navy is less than 116, the Secretary of the Navy 
shall, not later than 90 days after such date, 
submit to the Committees on Armed Services of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives a 
report on the size of the force of combatant sur-
face vessels of the Navy. The report shall in-
clude a risk assessment for a force of combatant 
surface vessels in the number as of the date of 
the enactment of this Act that is based on the 
same assumptions as were applied in the QDR 
2001 combatant surface force risk assessment. 

(2) The definitions in subsection (c) of section 
7296 of title 10, United States Code, as added by 
subsection (b), apply to this subsection. 

(b) NUMBER OF COMBATANT SURFACE VES-
SELS.—(1) Chapter 633 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting after section 7295 
the following new section:
‘‘§ 7296. Combatant surface vessels: notice be-

fore reduction in number; preservation of 
surge capability 
‘‘(a) NOTICE-AND-WAIT BEFORE REDUC-

TIONS.—(1) A reduction described in paragraph 
(2) in the number of combatant surface vessels 
may only be carried out after—

‘‘(A) the Secretary of the Navy submits to the 
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and 
the Committee on Armed Services of the House 
of Representatives a written notification of the 
proposed reduction; and 

‘‘(B) a period of 90 days has expired after the 
date on which such notification is received. 

‘‘(2) A reduction described in this paragraph 
in the number of combatant surface vessels is a 
reduction—

‘‘(A) from 116, or a number greater than 116, 
to a number less than 116; or 

‘‘(B) from a number less than 116 to a lesser 
number. 

‘‘(3) Any notification under paragraph (1)(A) 
shall include the following: 

‘‘(A) The schedule for the proposed reduction. 
‘‘(B) The number of vessels that are to com-

prise the force of combatant surface vessels after 
the reduction. 

‘‘(C) A risk assessment for a force of combat-
ant surface vessels of the number specified 
under subparagraph (B) that is based on the 
same assumptions as were applied in the QDR 
2001 combatant surface force risk assessment. 

‘‘(b) PRESERVATION OF SURGE CAPABILITY.—
Whenever the number of combatant surface ves-
sels is less than 116, the Secretary of the Navy 
shall maintain on the Naval Vessel Register a 
sufficient number of combatant surface vessels 
to enable the Navy to regain a force of combat-
ant surface vessels numbering not less than 116 
within 120 days after the date of any decision 
by the President to increase the number of com-
batant surface vessels. 

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘combatant surface vessels’ 

means cruisers, destroyers, and frigates that are 
in active service in the Navy or in active reserve 
service in the Navy. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘QDR 2001 combatant surface 
force risk assessment’ means the risk assessment 
associated with a force of combatant surface 
vessels numbering 116 that is set forth in the re-
port on the quadrennial defense review sub-
mitted to Congress on September 30, 2001, under 
section 118 of this title.’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 7295 the following new 
item:

‘‘7296. Combatant surface vessels: notice before 
reduction in number; preservation 
of surge capability.’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE FOR 90–DAY WAITING PE-
RIOD.—The provisions of subparagraph (B) of 
subsection (a)(1) of section 7296 of title 10, 
United States Code, as added by subsection 
(b)(1) of this section, shall apply only with re-
spect to notifications submitted under subpara-
graph (A) of that subsection on or after January 
15, 2003.
SEC. 1022. ANNUAL LONG-RANGE PLAN FOR THE 

CONSTRUCTION OF NAVAL VESSELS. 
(a) ANNUAL NAVAL VESSEL CONSTRUCTION 

PLAN.—(1) Chapter 9 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new section: 
‘‘§ 231. Budgeting for construction of naval 

vessels: annual plan and certification 
‘‘(a) ANNUAL NAVAL VESSEL CONSTRUCTION 

PLAN AND CERTIFICATION.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall include with the defense budget ma-
terials for a fiscal year—

‘‘(1) a plan for the construction of combatant 
and support vessels for the Navy developed in 
accordance with this section; and 

‘‘(2) a certification by the Secretary that both 
the budget for that fiscal year and the future-
years defense program submitted to Congress in 
relation to such budget under section 221 of this 
title provide for funding of the construction of 
naval vessels at a level that is sufficient for the 
procurement of the vessels provided for in the 
plan under paragraph (1) on the schedule pro-
vided in that plan. 

‘‘(b) ANNUAL NAVAL VESSEL CONSTRUCTION 
PLAN.—(1) The annual naval vessel construc-
tion plan developed for a fiscal year for pur-
poses of subsection (a)(1) should be designed so 
that the naval vessel force provided for under 
that plan is capable of supporting the national 
security strategy of the United States as set 
forth in the most recent national security strat-
egy report of the President under section 108 of 
the National Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 
404a), except that, if at the time such plan is 
submitted with the defense budget materials for
that fiscal year, a national security strategy re-
port required under such section 108 has not 
been submitted to Congress as required by para-
graph (2) or paragraph (3), if applicable, of sub-
section (a) of such section, then such annual 
plan should be designed so that the naval vessel 
force provided for under that plan is capable of 
supporting the ship force structure rec-
ommended in the report of the most recent 
Quadrennial Defense Review. 

‘‘(2) Each such naval vessel construction plan 
shall include the following: 

‘‘(A) A detailed program for the construction 
of combatant and support vessels for the Navy 
over the next 30 fiscal years. 

‘‘(B) A description of the necessary naval ves-
sel force structure to meet the requirements of 
the national security strategy of the United 
States or the most recent Quadrennial Defense 
Review, whichever is applicable under para-
graph (1). 

‘‘(C) The estimated levels of annual funding 
necessary to carry out the program, together 
with a discussion of the procurement strategies 
on which such estimated levels of annual fund-
ing are based. 

‘‘(c) ASSESSMENT WHEN VESSEL CONSTRUCTION 
BUDGET IS INSUFFICIENT TO MEET APPLICABLE 
REQUIREMENTS.—If the budget for a fiscal year 
provides for funding of the construction of 
naval vessels at a level that is not sufficient to 
sustain the naval vessel force structure specified 
in the naval vessel construction plan for that 
fiscal year under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall include with the defense budget materials 

for that fiscal year an assessment that describes 
and discusses the risks associated with the re-
duced force structure of naval vessels that will 
result from funding naval vessel construction at 
such level. Such assessment shall be coordinated 
in advance with the commanders of the combat-
ant commands. 

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘budget’, with respect to a fiscal 

year, means the budget for that fiscal year that 
is submitted to Congress by the President under 
section 1105(a) of title 31. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘defense budget materials’, with 
respect to a fiscal year, means the materials sub-
mitted to Congress by the Secretary of Defense 
in support of the budget for that fiscal year. 

‘‘(3) The term ‘Quadrennial Defense Review’ 
means the review of the defense programs and 
policies of the United States that is carried out 
every four years under section 118 of this title.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:

‘‘231. Budgeting for construction of naval ves-
sels: annual plan and certifi-
cation.’’.

SEC. 1023. ASSESSMENT OF THE FEASIBILITY OF 
THE EXPEDITED EQUIPPING OF A 
NAVY SHIP WITH A VERSION OF THE 
155-MILLIMETER ADVANCED GUN 
SYSTEM. 

(a) FEASIBILITY ASSESSMENT REQUIRED.—(1) 
The Secretary of the Navy shall conduct an as-
sessment of the feasibility of the expedited 
equipping of a Navy ship in active or inactive 
service with a version of the 155-millimeter Ad-
vanced Gun System that is being developed for 
the DD(X) next generation, multi-mission, land 
attack surface combatant vessel. 

(2) The assessment shall include an analysis 
of—

(A) the actions required to achieve such 
equipping and the technical and programmatic 
risks associated with those actions; 

(B) the plan, schedule, and funding required 
to achieve such equipping; and 

(C) the effect (if any) that such equipping 
might have on the development program and 
schedule for the DD(X) vessel. 

(b) EQUIPPING ON EXPEDITED SCHEDULE.—The 
schedule to be considered in the assessment 
under subsection (a) shall provide for equipping 
of a ship with a version of the 155-millimeter Ad-
vanced Gun System on an expedited schedule 
that is consistent with the achievement of safety 
of operation, but not later than October 1, 2006. 

(c) REPORT REQUIRED.—The Secretary shall 
submit to the congressional defense committees a 
report on the results of the assessment under 
subsection (a). The report shall be submitted at 
the same time that the President submits the 
budget for fiscal year 2004 to Congress under 
section 1105(a) of title 31, United States Code.
SEC. 1024. REPORT ON INITIATIVES TO INCREASE 

OPERATIONAL DAYS OF NAVY SHIPS. 
(a) REQUIREMENT FOR REPORT ON INITIA-

TIVES.—(1) The Under Secretary of Defense for 
Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics shall 
submit to the Committee on Armed Services of 
the Senate and the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives a report on 
Department of Defense initiatives to increase 
the number of operational days of Navy ships as 
described in subsection (b). 

(2) The report shall cover the ongoing Depart-
ment of Defense initiatives as well as any poten-
tial initiatives that are under consideration 
within the Department of Defense. 

(b) INITIATIVES WITHIN LIMITS OF EXISTING 
FLEET AND DEPLOYMENT POLICY.—In the report, 
the Under Secretary shall assess the feasibility 
and identify the projected effects of conducting 
initiatives that have the potential to increase 
the number of operational days of Navy ships 
available to the commanders-in-chief of the re-
gional unified combatant commands without in-
creasing the number of Navy ships and without 
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increasing the routine lengths of deployments of 
Navy ships above six months. 

(c) REQUIRED FOCUS AREAS.—The report shall 
address, at a minimum, the following focus 
areas: 

(1) Assignment of additional ships, including 
submarines, to home ports closer to the areas of 
operation for the ships (known as ‘‘forward 
homeporting’’). 

(2) Assignment of ships to remain in a forward 
area of operations, together with rotation of 
crews for each ship so assigned. 

(3) Retention of ships for use until the end of 
the full service life, together with investment of 
the funds necessary to support retention to that 
extent. 

(4) Prepositioning of additional ships with, 
under normal circumstances, small crews in a 
forward area of operations. 

(d) SHIP MAINTENANCE.—The report shall in-
clude an assessment of how routine programmed 
ship maintenance would be accomplished for 
Navy ships that would remain in a forward area 
of operations. 

(e) TIME FOR SUBMITTAL.—The report shall be 
submitted at the same time that the President 
submits the budget for fiscal year 2004 to Con-
gress under section 1105(a) of title 31, United 
States Code.
SEC. 1025. SHIP COMBAT SYSTEM INDUSTRIAL 

BASE. 
(a) REVIEW.—The Secretary of Defense shall 

conduct a review of the effect of the contract 
award announced on April 29, 2002, for the lead 
design agent for the DD(X) ship program on the 
industrial base for ship combat system develop-
ment, including the industrial base for each of 
the following: ship systems integration, radar, 
electronic warfare, and launch systems. 

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than March 
31, 2003, the Secretary shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report based on 
the review under subsection (a). The report 
shall include the following: 

(1) The Secretary’s assessment of the effect of 
the contract award referred to in that sub-
section on ship combat system development and 
on the associated industrial base. 

(2) A description of any actions that the Sec-
retary proposes to ensure future competition in 
the ship combat system development and indus-
trial base.
SEC. 1026. SENSE OF CONGRESS CONCERNING 

AIRCRAFT CARRIER FORCE STRUC-
TURE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the following 
findings: 

(1) The aircraft carrier has been an integral 
component in Operation Enduring Freedom and 
in the homeland defense mission of Operation 
Noble Eagle beginning on September 11, 2001. 
The aircraft carriers that have participated in 
Operation Enduring Freedom, as of May 1, 2002, 
are the USS Enterprise (CVN–65), the USS Carl 
Vinson (CVN–70), the USS Kitty Hawk (CV–63), 
the USS Theodore Roosevelt (CVN–71), the USS 
John C. Stennis (CVN–74), and the USS John F. 
Kennedy (CV–67). The aircraft carriers that 
have participated in Operation Noble Eagle, as 
of May 1, 2002, are the USS George Washington 
(CVN–73), the USS John F. Kennedy (CV–67), 
and the USS John C. Stennis (CVN–74). 

(2) Since 1945, the United States has built 172 
bases overseas, of which only 24 are currently in 
use. 

(3) The aircraft carrier provides an inde-
pendent base of operations should no land base 
be available for aircraft, with carrier air wings 
providing the United States sea-based forward-
deployed offensive strike capability. 

(4) The aircraft carrier is an essential compo-
nent of the Navy. 

(5) The naval tactical aircraft modernization 
programs are proceeding on schedule. 

(6) As established by the Navy, the United 
States requires the service of 15 aircraft carriers 
to completely fulfill all the naval commitments 
assigned to the Navy without gapping carrier 
presence. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the number of aircraft carriers of 
the Navy in active service should not be less 
than 12. 

(c) OPERATION ENDURING FREEDOM AND OPER-
ATION NOBLE EAGLE COMMENDATION.—Congress 
hereby commends the military and civilian per-
sonnel who have participated in Operation En-
during Freedom and Operation Noble Eagle.
SEC. 1027. CONVEYANCE, NAVY DRYDOCK, PORT-

LAND, OREGON. 
(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary 

of the Navy may sell Navy Drydock No. YFD–
69, located in Portland, Oregon, to Portland 
Shipyard, LLC, which is the current user of the 
drydock. 

(b) CONDITION OF CONVEYANCE.—The convey-
ance under subsection (a) shall be subject to the 
condition that the purchaser agree to retain the 
drydock on Swan Island in Portland, Oregon, 
until at least September 30, 2007. 

(c) CONSIDERATION.—As consideration for the 
conveyance of the drydock under subsection (a), 
the purchaser shall pay to the Secretary an 
amount equal to the fair market value of the 
drydock at the time of the conveyance, as deter-
mined by the Secretary. 

(d) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States. 

Subtitle C—Strategic Matters
SEC. 1031. STRATEGIC FORCE STRUCTURE PLAN 

FOR NUCLEAR WEAPONS AND DELIV-
ERY SYSTEMS. 

(a) PLAN REQUIRED.—The Secretary of De-
fense and the Secretary of Energy shall jointly 
prepare a plan for the United States strategic 
force structure for nuclear weapons and nuclear 
weapons delivery systems for the period of fiscal 
years from 2003 through 2012. The plan shall—

(1) define the range of missions assigned to 
strategic nuclear forces in the national defense 
strategy consistent with—

(A) the Quadrennial Defense Review dated 
September 30, 2001, under section 118 of title 10, 
United States Code; 

(B) the Nuclear Posture Review dated Decem-
ber 2001 under section 1041 of the Floyd D. 
Spence National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted into law by Public 
Law 106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–262); and 

(C) other relevant planning documents; 
(2) delineate a baseline strategic force struc-

ture for such weapons and systems over such 
period consistent with such Nuclear Posture Re-
view; 

(3) define sufficient force structure, force mod-
ernization and life extension plans, infrastruc-
ture, and other elements of the defense program 
of the United States associated with such weap-
ons and systems that would be required to exe-
cute successfully the full range of missions de-
fined under paragraph (1); 

(4) identify the budget plan that would be re-
quired to provide sufficient resources to execute 
successfully the full range of missions using 
such force structure called for in that national 
defense strategy; and 

(5)(A) evaluate options for achieving, prior to 
fiscal year 2012, a posture under which the 
United States maintains a number of operation-
ally deployed nuclear warheads at a level of 
from 1,700 to 2,200 such warheads, as outlined in 
the Nuclear Posture Review referred to in para-
graph (1)(B); and 

(B) contain an assessment of the advantages 
and disadvantages of options for achieving such 
posture as early as 2007, including effects on 
cost, the dismantlement workforce, and any 
other affected matter. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than March 1, 2003, 
the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of 
Energy shall submit a report on the plan to the 
congressional defense committees.

SEC. 1032. ANNUAL REPORT ON WEAPONS TO DE-
FEAT HARDENED AND DEEPLY BUR-
IED TARGETS. 

(a) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than April 1 
of each year, the Secretary of Defense, the Sec-
retary of Energy, and the Director of Central 
Intelligence shall jointly submit to the congres-
sional defense committees, the Select Committee 
on Intelligence of the Senate, and the Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence of the 
House of Representatives a report on the re-
search and development, procurement, and 
other activities undertaken during the preceding 
fiscal year by the Department of Defense, the 
Department of Energy, and the intelligence com-
munity to develop weapons to defeat hardened 
and deeply buried targets. 

(b) REPORT ELEMENTS.—The report for a fiscal 
year under subsection (a) shall—

(1) include a discussion of the integration and 
interoperability of the activities referred to in 
that subsection that were undertaken during 
that fiscal year, including a discussion of the 
relevance of such activities to applicable rec-
ommendations by the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, assisted under section 181(b) of 
title 10, United States Code, by the Joint Re-
quirements Oversight Council; and 

(2) set forth separately a description of the ac-
tivities referred to in that subsection, if any, 
that were undertaken during such fiscal year by 
each element of—

(A) the Department of Defense; 
(B) the Department of Energy; and 
(C) the intelligence community. 
(c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 

‘‘intelligence community’’ has the meaning 
given such term in section 3(4) of the National 
Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 401a(4)). 

(d) TERMINATION.—No report is required 
under this section after the submission of the re-
port that is due on April 1, 2007.
SEC. 1033. REPORT ON EFFECTS OF NUCLEAR 

EARTH-PENETRATOR WEAPON AND 
OTHER WEAPONS. 

(a) NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES STUDY.—
The Secretary of Defense shall request the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences to conduct a study 
and prepare a report on the following: 

(1) The anticipated short-term effects and 
long-term effects of the use by the United States 
of a nuclear earth-penetrator weapon on the 
target area, including the effects on civilian 
populations in proximity to the target area at 
the time of or after such use and the effects on 
United States military personnel who after such 
use carry out operations or battle damage as-
sessments in the target area. 

(2) The anticipated short-term and long-term 
effects on civilian population in proximity to a 
target area—

(A) if a non-penetrating nuclear weapon is 
used to attack a hard or deeply-buried target; 
and 

(B) if a conventional high-explosive weapon is 
used to attack an adversary’s facilities for stor-
age or production of weapons of mass destruc-
tion and, as a result of such attack, radioactive, 
nuclear, biological, or chemical weapons mate-
rials, agents, or other contaminants are released 
or spread into populated areas. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to Congress the report under sub-
section (a), together with any comments the Sec-
retary may consider appropriate on the report. 
The report shall be submitted in unclassified 
form to the maximum extent possible, with a 
classified annex if needed. 

Subtitle D—Reports
SEC. 1041. REPEAL AND MODIFICATION OF VAR-

IOUS REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 
APPLICABLE TO THE DEPARTMENT 
OF DEFENSE. 

(a) PROVISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES 
CODE.—Title 10, United States Code, is amended 
as follows: 

(1)(A) Section 183 is repealed. 
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(B) The table of sections at the beginning of 

chapter 7 is amended by striking the item relat-
ing to section 183. 

(2)(A) Section 230 is repealed. 
(B) The table of sections at the beginning of 

chapter 9 is amended by striking the items relat-
ing to section 230. 

(3) Section 526 is amended by striking sub-
section (c). 

(4) Section 721(d) is amended— 
(A) by striking paragraph (2); and 
(B) by striking ‘‘(1)’’ before ‘‘If an officer’’.
(5) Section 1095(g) is amended—
(A) by striking paragraph (2); and 
(B) by striking ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘(g)’’. 
(6) Section 1798 is amended by striking sub-

section (d). 
(7) Section 1799 is amended by striking sub-

section (d). 
(8) Section 2220 is amended—
(A) by striking subsections (b) and (c); 
(B) by striking ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘ESTABLISHMENT 

OF GOALS.—’’; and 
(C) by striking ‘‘(2) The’’ and inserting ‘‘(b) 

EVALUATION OF COST GOALS.—The’’. 
(9) Section 2350a(g) is amended by striking 

paragraph (4). 
(10) Section 2350f is amended by striking sub-

section (c). 
(11) Section 2350k is amended by striking sub-

section (d). 
(12) Section 2367(d) is amended by striking 

‘‘EFFORT.—(1) In the’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘(2) After the close of’’ and inserting 
‘‘EFFORT.—After the close of’’. 

(13) Section 2391 is amended by striking sub-
section (c). 

(14) Section 2486(b)(12) is amended by striking 
‘‘, except that’’ and all that follows and insert-
ing the following: ‘‘, except that the Secretary 
shall notify Congress of any addition of, or 
change in, a merchandise category under this 
paragraph.’’. 

(15) Section 2492 is amended by striking sub-
section (c) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(c) NOTIFICATION OF CONDITIONS NECESSI-
TATING RESTRICTIONS.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall notify Congress of any change pro-
posed or made to any of the host nation laws or 
any of the treaty obligations of the United 
States, and any changed conditions within host 
nations, if the change would necessitate the use 
of quantity or other restrictions on purchases in 
commissary and exchange stores located outside 
the United States.’’. 

(16) Section 2537(a) is amended by striking 
‘‘$100,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$10,000,000’’. 

(17) Section 2611 is amended by striking sub-
section (e). 

(18) Section 2667(d) is amended by striking 
paragraph (3). 

(19) Section 4416 is amended by striking sub-
section (f). 

(20) Section 5721(f) is amended—
(A) by striking paragraph (2); and 
(B) by striking ‘‘(1)’’ after the subsection 

heading. 
(b) NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT 

FOR FISCAL YEAR 1995.—Section 553(b) of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1995 (Public Law 103–337; 108 Stat. 2772; 10 
U.S.C. 4331 note) is amended by striking the last 
sentence. 

(c) BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE ACT OF 1995.—
Section 234 of the Ballistic Missile Defense Act 
of 1995 (subtitle C of title II of Public Law 104–
106; 10 U.S.C. 2431 note) is amended by striking 
subsection (f).
SEC. 1042. REQUIREMENT THAT DEPARTMENT OF 

DEFENSE REPORTS TO CONGRESS 
BE ACCOMPANIED BY ELECTRONIC 
VERSION. 

Section 480(a) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by striking ‘‘shall, upon request’’ 
and all that follows through ‘‘(or each’’ and in-
serting ‘‘shall provide to Congress (or’’.

SEC. 1043. ANNUAL REPORT ON THE CONDUCT OF 
MILITARY OPERATIONS CONDUCTED 
AS PART OF OPERATION ENDURING 
FREEDOM. 

(a) REPORTS REQUIRED.—(1) The Secretary of 
Defense shall submit to the congressional com-
mittees specified in subsection (d) an annual re-
port on the conduct of military operations con-
ducted as part of Operation Enduring Freedom. 
The first report, which shall include a definition 
of the military operations carried out as part of 
Operation Enduring Freedom, shall be sub-
mitted not later than June 15, 2003. Subsequent 
reports shall be submitted not later than June 15 
each year, and the final report shall be sub-
mitted not later than 180 days after the date (as 
determined by the Secretary of Defense) of the 
cessation of hostilities undertaken as part of 
Operation Enduring Freedom. 

(2) Each report under this section shall be pre-
pared in consultation with the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, the commander of the 
United States Central Command, the Director of 
Central Intelligence, and such other officials as 
the Secretary considers appropriate. 

(3) Each such report shall be submitted in 
both a classified form and an unclassified form, 
as necessary. 

(b) SPECIAL MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—Each 
report under this section shall include the fol-
lowing: 

(1) A discussion of the command, control, co-
ordination, and support relationship between 
United States special operations forces and Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency elements participating 
in Operation Enduring Freedom and any les-
sons learned from the joint conduct of oper-
ations by those forces and elements. 

(2) Recommendations to improve operational 
readiness and effectiveness of these forces and 
elements. 

(c) OTHER MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—Each 
report under this section shall include a discus-
sion, with a particular emphasis on accomplish-
ments and shortcomings, of the following mat-
ters with respect to Operation Enduring Free-
dom: 

(1) The political and military objectives of the 
United States. 

(2) The military strategy of the United States 
to achieve those political and military objec-
tives. 

(3) The concept of operations, including any 
new operational concepts, for the operation. 

(4) The benefits and disadvantages of oper-
ating with local opposition forces. 

(5) The benefits and disadvantages of oper-
ating in a coalition with the military forces of 
allied and friendly nations. 

(6) The cooperation of nations in the region 
for overflight, basing, command and control, 
and logistic and other support. 

(7) The conduct of relief operations both dur-
ing and after the period of hostilities. 

(8) The conduct of close air support (CAS), 
particularly with respect to the timeliness, effi-
ciency, and effectiveness of such support. 

(9) The use of unmanned aerial vehicles for 
intelligence, surveillance, reconnaissance, and 
combat support to operational forces. 

(10) The use and performance of United States 
and coalition military equipment, weapon sys-
tems, and munitions. 

(11) The effectiveness of reserve component 
forces, including their use and performance in 
the theater of operations. 

(12) The importance and effectiveness of the 
International Security Assistance Force. 

(13) The importance and effectiveness of 
United States civil affairs forces. 

(14) The anticipated duration of the United 
States military presence in Afghanistan. 

(15) The most critical lessons learned that 
could lead to long-term doctrinal, organiza-
tional, and technological changes. 

(d) CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES.—The com-
mittees referred to in subsection (a)(1) are the 
following: 

(1) The Committee on Armed Services and the 
Select Committee on Intelligence of the Senate. 

(2) The Committee on Armed Services and the 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the House of Representatives.
SEC. 1044. REPORT ON EFFORTS TO ENSURE ADE-

QUACY OF FIRE FIGHTING STAFFS 
AT MILITARY INSTALLATIONS. 

Not later than May 31, 2003, the Secretary of 
Defense shall submit to Congress a report on the 
actions being undertaken to ensure that the fire 
fighting staffs at military installations are ade-
quate under applicable Department of Defense 
regulations.
SEC. 1045. REPORT ON DESIGNATION OF CERTAIN 

LOUISIANA HIGHWAY AS DEFENSE 
ACCESS ROAD. 

Not later than March 1, 2003, the Secretary of 
the Army shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report containing the results 
of a study on the advisability of designating 
Louisiana Highway 28 between Alexandria, 
Louisiana, and Leesville, Louisiana, a road pro-
viding access to the Joint Readiness Training 
Center, Louisiana, and to Fort Polk, Louisiana, 
as a defense access road for purposes of section 
210 of title 23, United States Code. 
Subtitle E—Extension of Expiring Authorities
SEC. 1051. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR SEC-

RETARY OF DEFENSE TO SELL AIR-
CRAFT AND AIRCRAFT PARTS FOR 
USE IN RESPONDING TO OIL SPILLS. 

(a) FOUR-YEAR EXTENSION.—Section 740 of the 
Wendell H. Ford Aviation Investment and Re-
form Act for the 21st Century (Public Law 106–
181; 114 Stat. 173; 10 U.S.C. 2576 note) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘, during 
the period beginning on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act and ending September 30, 
2002,’’; and 

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

‘‘(i) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.—The author-
ity to sell aircraft and aircraft parts under this 
section expires on September 30, 2006.’’. 

(b) ADDITIONAL REPORT.—Subsection (f) of 
such section is amended by striking ‘‘March 31, 
2002’’ and inserting ‘‘March 31, 2006’’.
SEC. 1052. SIX-MONTH EXTENSION OF EXPIRING 

GOVERNMENTWIDE INFORMATION 
SECURITY REQUIREMENTS; CONTIN-
UED APPLICABILITY OF EXPIRING 
GOVERNMENTWIDE INFORMATION 
SECURITY REQUIREMENTS TO THE 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE. 

(a) SIX-MONTH EXTENSION OF EXPIRING GOV-
ERNMENTWIDE REQUIREMENTS.—Section 3536 of 
title 44, United States Code, is amended to read 
as follows: 
‘‘§ 3536. Expiration 

‘‘This subchapter shall not be in effect after 
May 31, 2003.’’. 

(b) CONTINUED APPLICABILITY OF EXPIRING 
GOVERNMENTWIDE REQUIREMENTS TO DEPART-
MENT OF DEFENSE.—(1) Chapter 131 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 2224 the following new section: 
‘‘§ 2224a. Information security: continued ap-

plicability of expiring Governmentwide re-
quirements to the Department of Defense 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The provisions of sub-

chapter II of chapter 35 of title 44 shall continue 
to apply through September 30, 2004, with re-
spect to the Department of Defense, notwith-
standing the expiration of authority under sec-
tion 3536 of such title. 

‘‘(b) RESPONSIBILITIES.—In administering the 
provisions of subchapter II of chapter 35 of title 
44 with respect to the Department of Defense 
after the expiration of authority under section 
3536 of such title, the Secretary of Defense shall 
perform the duties set forth in that subchapter 
for the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget.’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after the 
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item relating to section 2224 the following new 
item:

‘‘2224a. Information security: continued appli-
cability of expiring Government-
wide requirements to the Depart-
ment of Defense.’’.

SEC. 1053. TWO-YEAR EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY 
OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE TO 
ENGAGE IN COMMERCIAL ACTIVI-
TIES AS SECURITY FOR INTEL-
LIGENCE COLLECTION ACTIVITIES 
ABROAD. 

Section 431(a) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2002’’ and 
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2004’’. 

Subtitle F—Other Matters
SEC. 1061. TIME FOR TRANSMITTAL OF ANNUAL 

DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION LEGISLA-
TIVE PROPOSAL. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 2 of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting after sec-
tion 113 the following new section:

‘‘§ 113a. Transmission of annual defense au-
thorization request 
‘‘(a) TIME FOR TRANSMITTAL.—The Secretary 

of Defense shall transmit to Congress the an-
nual defense authorization request for a fiscal 
year during the first 30 days after the date on 
which the President transmits to Congress the 
budget for that fiscal year pursuant to section 
1105 of title 31. 

‘‘(b) DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION REQUEST DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘defense au-
thorization request’, with respect to a fiscal 
year, means a legislative proposal submitted to 
Congress for the enactment of the following: 

‘‘(1) Authorizations of appropriations for that 
fiscal year, as required by section 114 of this 
title. 

‘‘(2) Personnel strengths for that fiscal year, 
as required by section 115 of this title. 

‘‘(3) Any other matter that is proposed by the 
Secretary of Defense to be enacted as part of the 
annual defense authorization bill for that fiscal 
year.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section 
113 the following new item:

‘‘113a. Transmission of annual defense author-
ization request.’’.

SEC. 1062. TECHNICAL AND CLERICAL AMEND-
MENTS. 

(a) TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE.—Title 10, 
United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(1) Section 153 is amended—
(A) by inserting ‘‘(a) PLANNING; ADVICE; POL-

ICY FORMULATION.—’’ at the beginning of the 
text; and 

(B) by redesignating subsections (c) and (d) as 
subsections (b) and (c), respectively. 

(2) Section 624(d)(1) is amended by striking 
‘‘subsection (d)(2)’’ in the second sentence and 
inserting ‘‘paragraph (2)’’. 

(3) Section 661(b)(2) is amended by striking 
‘‘the date of the enactment of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002’’ 
and inserting ‘‘December 28, 2001,’’. 

(4) Section 662(a)(2) is amended—
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘during 

the three-year period beginning on the date of 
the enactment of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2002,’’ and inserting 
‘‘during the period beginning on December 28, 
2001, and ending on December 27, 2004,’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘after 
the end of the period specified in subparagraph 
(A)’’ and inserting ‘‘after December 27, 2004’’. 

(5) Section 663(e)(2) is amended by striking 
‘‘Armed Forces Staff College’’ and inserting 
‘‘Joint Forces Staff College’’. 

(6) Section 1451(c)(3) is amended by striking 
‘‘section’’ before ‘‘clause’’. 

(7) Section 2162(b)(2) is amended by striking 
‘‘the date of the enactment of this paragraph’’ 
and inserting ‘‘December 28, 2001,’’. 

(8) Section 2330(c) is amended by inserting a 
comma after ‘‘a task order’’. 

(9) Section 2399(a)(2) is amended—
(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph (A), 

by striking ‘‘means—’’ and inserting ‘‘means a 
conventional weapons system that—’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘a con-
ventional weapons system that’’. 

(10)(A) Section 2410h is transferred to the end 
of subchapter IV of chapter 87 and redesignated 
as section 1747. 

(B) The item relating to that section in the 
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 141 
is transferred to the end of the table of sections 
at the beginning of subchapter IV of chapter 87 
and amended to reflect the redesignation made 
by subparagraph (A). 

(11) Section 2676(a) is amended by inserting 
an open parenthesis before ‘‘41 U.S.C.’’. 

(12) Section 2677 is amended by striking sub-
section (c). 

(13) Section 2680(e) is amended by striking 
‘‘the’’ after ‘‘the Committee on’’ the first place 
it appears. 

(14) Section 2815(b) is amended by striking 
‘‘for fiscal year 2003 and each fiscal year there-
after’’ and inserting ‘‘for any fiscal year’’. 

(15) Section 2828(b)(2) is amended by inserting 
‘‘time’’ after ‘‘from time to’’. 

(16) Sections 3755, 6257, and 8755, as added by 
section 8143(c) of Public Law 107–248 (116 Stat. 
1570), are amended by striking ‘‘the date of the 
enactment of this section’’ and inserting 
‘‘October 23, 2002’’. 

(b) TITLE 14, UNITED STATES CODE.—Title 14, 
United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(1) Section 505, as added by section 8143(c)(4) 
of Public Law 107–248 (116 Stat. 1571), is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘the date of the enactment of this 
section’’ and inserting ‘‘October 23, 2002’’. 

(2) Section 516(c) is amended by striking ‘‘his 
section’’ and inserting ‘‘this section’’.

(c) TITLE 37, UNITED STATES CODE.—Title 37, 
United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(1) Section 302j(a) is amended by striking 
‘‘subsection (c)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (d)’’. 

(2) Section 324(b) is amended by striking ‘‘(1)’’ 
before ‘‘The Secretary’’. 

(d) PUBLIC LAW 107–248.—Section 8118(a) of 
Public Law 107–248 (116 Stat. 1565) is amended 
by striking ‘‘subsection (i)’’ and inserting 
‘‘subsection (j)’’. 

(e) PUBLIC LAW 107–217.—Effective as if in-
cluded therein as originally enacted, section 3(b) 
of Public Law 107–217 is amended—

(1) in paragraph (8) (116 Stat. 1295), by insert-
ing ‘‘the second place it appears’’ before the 
semicolon; and 

(2) in paragraph (34) (116 Stat. 1298), by strik-
ing ‘‘section 7545(a)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
7545(c)’’. 

(f) PUBLIC LAW 107–107.—Effective as of De-
cember 28, 2001, and as if included therein as 
enacted, the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107) is 
amended as follows: 

(1) Section 602(a)(2) (115 Stat. 1132) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘an’’ in the first quoted matter. 

(2) Section 1212(a)(5) (115 Stat. 1249) is amend-
ed by inserting ‘‘in’’ after the paragraph des-
ignation. 

(3) Section 1410(a)(3)(C) (115 Stat. 1266) by in-
serting ‘‘both places it appears’’ before ‘‘and in-
serting’’. 

(4) Section 3007(d)(1)(C) (115 Stat. 1352) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2905(b)(7)(B)(iv)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2905(b)(7)(C)(iv)’’. 

(g) PUBLIC LAW 106–398.—Effective as of Octo-
ber 30, 2000, and as if included therein as en-
acted, the Floyd D. Spence National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as en-
acted into law by Public Law 106–398) is amend-
ed as follows: 

(1) Section 577(b)(2) (114 Stat. 1654A–140) is 
amended by striking ‘‘Federal’’ in the quoted 
matter and inserting ‘‘Department of Defense’’. 

(2) Section 612(c)(4)(B) (114 Stat. 1654A–150) is 
amended by striking the comma at the end of 
the first quoted matter. 

(h) PUBLIC LAW 106–246.—Section 136 of Pub-
lic Law 106–246 (114 Stat. 520) is amended—

(1) in subsection (d)(7), by striking subpara-
graphs (B) and (C) and inserting the following 
new subparagraphs: 

‘‘(B) Section 1302 of title 40, United States 
Code. 

‘‘(C) Subtitle I of title 40, United States 
Code.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (e)(3), by striking subpara-
graph (B) and inserting the following new sub-
paragraph: 

‘‘(B) Subtitle I of title 40, United States 
Code.’’. 

(i) PUBLIC LAW 106–181.—Section 740(a)(1) of 
the Wendell H. Ford Aviation Investment and 
Reform Act for the 21st Century (10 U.S.C. 2576 
note) is amended by striking ‘‘section 202 of the 
Federal Property and Administrative Services 
Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 483)’’ and inserting 
‘‘subchapter II of chapter 5 of title 40, United 
States Code,’’. 

(j) PUBLIC LAW 106–65.—The National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public 
Law 106–65) is amended as follows: 

(1) Section 573(b) (10 U.S.C. 513 note) is 
amended by inserting a period at the end of 
paragraph (2). 

(2) Section 1305(6) (22 U.S.C. 5952 note) is 
amended by striking the first period after 
‘‘facility’’. 

(k) PUBLIC LAW 104–307.—Section 2(a)(1) of 
the Wildfire Suppression Aircraft Transfer Act 
of 1996 (10 U.S.C. 2576 note) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘section 202 of the Federal Property and 
Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 
483)’’ and inserting ‘‘subchapter II of chapter 5 
of title 40, United States Code,’’. 

(l) PUBLIC LAW 103–337.—Section 2814 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1995 (Public Law 103–337) is amended by 
striking ‘‘the Public Buildings Act of 1959 (40 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.) and the Federal Property and 
Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 
471 et seq.)’’ and inserting ‘‘chapter 5 or 33 of 
title 40, United States Code’’. 

(m) PUBLIC LAW 101–510.—The National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 
(Public Law 101–510) is amended as follows: 

(1) Section 2905(b)(1) (10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is 
amended—

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘section 
202 of the Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 483)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘subchapter II of chapter 5 of title 40, 
United States Code’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘section 
203 of that Act (40 U.S.C. 484)’’ and inserting 
‘‘subchapter III of chapter 5 of title 40, United 
States Code’’. 

(2) Section 2905(b)(4)(F) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘sections 202 and 203 of the Federal Prop-
erty and Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40 
U.S.C. 483, 484)’’ and inserting ‘‘subchapters II 
and III of chapter 5 of title 40, United States 
Code,’’. 

(3) Section 2905(b)(7) is amended by striking 
‘‘section 203(k) of the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 
484(k))’’ in subparagraphs (K)(v), (L)(iv)(V), 
and (P) and inserting ‘‘section 550 of title 40, 
United States Code,’’. 

(4) Section 2926(d)(2) is amended by striking 
‘‘title IX of the Federal Property and Adminis-
trative Services Act (Public Law 92–582; 40 
U.S.C. 541 et seq., as amended)’’ and inserting 
‘‘chapter 11 of title 40, United States Code’’. 

(n) PUBLIC LAW 100–526.—The Defense Au-
thorization Amendments and Base Closure and 
Realignment Act (Public Law 100–526) is amend-
ed as follows: 

(1) Section 204(b)(1) (10 U.S.C. 2687 note) is 
amended—

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘section 
202 of the Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Act of 1949 (40 U.S.C. 483)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘subchapter II of chapter 5 of title 40, 
United States Code’’; and 
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(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘section 

203 of that Act (40 U.S.C. 484)’’ and inserting 
‘‘subchapter III of chapter 5 of title 40, United 
States Code’’. 

(2) Section 204(b)(4)(F) is amended by striking 
‘‘sections 202 and 203 of the Federal Property 
and Administrative Services Act of 1949 (40 
U.S.C. 483, 484)’’ and inserting ‘‘subchapters II 
and III of chapter 5 of title 40, United States 
Code,’’. 

(o) OTHER LAWS.—(1) Section 502(a) of the 
National Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1651(a)) is 
amended by striking paragraph (2) and redesig-
nating paragraphs (3) through (7) as para-
graphs (1) through (5), respectively. 

(2) Section 10(b)(8) of the Military Selective 
Service Act (50 U.S.C. App. 460(b)(8)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘Public Law 26’’ and all that fol-
lows through the period at the end of the para-
graph and inserting ‘‘the Act of March 31, 1947 
(50 U.S.C. App. 321 et seq.).’’. 

(3) The Defense Production Act of 1950 is 
amended in both section 305(i) and section 306(j) 
(50 U.S.C. App. 2095(i), 2096(j))—

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘the Act 
entitled’’ and all that follows through the pe-
riod at the end of the sentence and inserting 
‘‘subchapter IV of chapter 31 of title 40, United 
States Code.’’; and 

(B) in the last sentence, by striking ‘‘and sec-
tion 276(c) of title 40’’.
SEC. 1063. USE FOR LAW ENFORCEMENT PUR-

POSES OF DNA SAMPLES MAIN-
TAINED BY DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE FOR IDENTIFICATION OF 
HUMAN REMAINS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 80 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 1565 the following new section:
‘‘§ 1565a. DNA samples maintained for identi-

fication of human remains: use for law en-
forcement purposes 
‘‘(a) COMPLIANCE WITH COURT ORDER.—(1) 

Subject to paragraph (2), if a valid order of a 
Federal court (or military judge) so requires, an 
element of the Department of Defense that 
maintains a repository of DNA samples for the 
purpose of identification of human remains 
shall make available, for the purpose specified 
in subsection (b), such DNA samples on such 
terms and conditions as such court (or military 
judge) directs. 

‘‘(2) A DNA sample with respect to an indi-
vidual shall be provided under paragraph (1) in 
a manner that does not compromise the ability 
of the Department of Defense to maintain a 
sample with respect to that individual for the 
purpose of identification of human remains. 

‘‘(b) COVERED PURPOSE.—The purpose re-
ferred to in subsection (a) is the purpose of an 
investigation or prosecution of a felony, or any 
sexual offense, for which no other source of 
DNA information is reasonably available. 

‘‘(c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘DNA sample’ has the meaning given such term 
in section 1565(c) of this title.’’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section 
1565 the following new item:

‘‘1565a. DNA samples maintained for identifica-
tion of human remains: use for 
law enforcement purposes.’’.

SEC. 1064. ENHANCED AUTHORITY TO OBTAIN 
FOREIGN LANGUAGE SERVICES DUR-
ING PERIODS OF EMERGENCY. 

(a) NATIONAL FOREIGN LANGUAGE SKILLS REG-
ISTRY.—(1) Chapter 81 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting after section 
1596a the following new section: 
‘‘§ 1596b. Foreign language proficiency: Na-

tional Foreign Language Skills Registry 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—(1) The Secretary of 

Defense may establish and maintain a registry 
of persons who—

‘‘(A) have proficiency in one or more critical 
foreign languages; 

‘‘(B) are willing to provide linguistic services 
to the United States in the interests of national 
security during war or a national emergency; 
and 

‘‘(C) meet the eligibility requirements of sub-
section (b). 

‘‘(2) The registry shall be known as the 
‘National Foreign Language Skills Registry’ (in 
this section referred to as the ‘Registry’). 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE PERSONS.—To be eligible for 
listing on the Registry, a person—

‘‘(1) must be—
‘‘(A) a national of the United States (as de-

fined in section 101(a)(22) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(22))); or 

‘‘(B) an alien lawfully admitted for perma-
nent residence (as defined in section 101(a)(20) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1101(a)(20))); 

‘‘(2) shall express willingness, in a form and 
manner prescribed by the Secretary—

‘‘(A) to provide linguistic services for a foreign 
language as described in subsection (a); and 

‘‘(B) to be listed on the Registry; and 
‘‘(3) shall meet such language proficiency and 

other selection criteria as may be prescribed by 
the Secretary. 

‘‘(c) REGISTERED INFORMATION.—The Registry 
shall consist of the following: 

‘‘(1) The names of eligible persons selected by 
the Secretary for listing on the Registry. 

‘‘(2) Such other information on such persons 
as the Secretary determines pertinent to the use 
of such persons to provide linguistic services as 
described in subsection (a). 

‘‘(d) PROTECTION OF PRIVACY.—The Secretary 
may withhold from public disclosure the infor-
mation maintained in the Registry in accord-
ance with section 552a of title 5. 

‘‘(e) DESIGNATION OF CRITICAL FOREIGN LAN-
GUAGES.—The Secretary shall designate those 
languages that are critical foreign languages for 
the purposes of this section. The Secretary shall 
make such a designation for any foreign lan-
guage for which there is a shortage of experts in 
translation or interpretation available to meet 
requirements of the Secretary or of the head of 
any other department or agency of the United 
States for translation or interpretation in the 
national security interests of the United States. 

‘‘(f) LINGUISTIC SERVICES DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘linguistic services’ means 
translation or interpretation of communication 
in a foreign language.’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after sec-
tion 1596a the following new item:

‘‘1596b. Foreign language proficiency: National 
Foreign Language Skills Reg-
istry.’’.

(b) AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT VOLUNTARY TRANS-
LATION AND INTERPRETATION SERVICES.—Section 
1588(a) of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed by adding after paragraph (6), as added by 
section 553, the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(7) Voluntary translation or interpretation 
services offered with respect to a foreign lan-
guage by a person (A) who is registered for such 
foreign language on the National Foreign Lan-
guage Skills Registry under section 1596b of this 
title, or (B) who otherwise is approved to pro-
vide voluntary translation or interpretation 
services for national security purposes, as deter-
mined by the Secretary of Defense.’’.
SEC. 1065. REWARDS FOR ASSISTANCE IN COM-

BATING TERRORISM. 
(a) AUTHORITY.—Chapter 3 of title 10, United 

States Code, is amended by inserting after sec-
tion 127a the following new section: 
‘‘§ 127b. Assistance in combating terrorism: re-

wards 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Defense 

may pay a monetary amount, or provide a pay-
ment-in-kind, to a person as a reward for pro-
viding United States Government personnel with 
information or nonlethal assistance that is bene-
ficial to—

‘‘(1) an operation or activity of the armed 
forces conducted outside the United States 
against international terrorism; or 

‘‘(2) force protection of the armed forces. 
‘‘(b) LIMITATION.—The amount or value of a 

reward provided under this section may not ex-
ceed $200,000. 

‘‘(c) DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY.—(1) The au-
thority of the Secretary of Defense under sub-
section (a) may be delegated only—

‘‘(A) to the Deputy Secretary of Defense and 
an Under Secretary of Defense, without further 
redelegation; and 

‘‘(B) to the commander of a combatant com-
mand, but only for a reward in an amount or 
with a value not in excess of $50,000. 

‘‘(2) A commander of a combatant command to 
whom authority to provide rewards under this 
section is delegated under paragraph (1) may 
further delegate that authority, but only for a 
reward in an amount or with a value not in ex-
cess of $2,500, except that such a delegation may 
be made to the commander’s deputy commander 
without vegard to such limitation. 

‘‘(d) COORDINATION.—(1) The Secretary of De-
fense shall prescribe policies and procedures for 
the offering and making of rewards under this 
section and otherwise for administering the au-
thority under this section. Such polices and pro-
cedures shall be prescribed in consultation with 
the Secretary of State and the Attorney General 
and shall ensure that the making of a reward 
under this section does not duplicate or interfere 
with the payment of a reward authorized by the 
Secretary of State or the Attorney General. 

‘‘(2) The Secretary of Defense shall consult 
with the Secretary of State regarding the mak-
ing of any reward under this section in an 
amount or with a value in excess of $100,000. 

‘‘(e) PERSONS NOT ELIGIBLE.—The following 
persons are not eligible to receive a reward 
under this section: 

‘‘(1) A citizen of the United States. 
‘‘(2) An officer or employee of the United 

States. 
‘‘(3) An employee of a contractor of the 

United States. 
‘‘(f) ANNUAL REPORT.—(1) Not later than De-

cember 1 of each year, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives a report on the administration of the re-
wards program under this section during the 
preceding fiscal year. 

‘‘(2) Each report for a fiscal year under this 
subsection shall include the following: 

‘‘(A) Information on the total amount ex-
pended during that fiscal year to carry out the 
rewards program under this section during that 
fiscal year. 

‘‘(B) Specification of the amount, if any, ex-
pended during that fiscal year to publicize the 
availability of rewards under this section. 

‘‘(C) With respect to each reward provided 
during that fiscal year—

‘‘(i) the amount or value of the reward and 
whether the reward was provided as a monetary 
payment or in some other form; 

‘‘(ii) the recipient of the reward; and 
‘‘(iii) a description of the information or as-

sistance for which the reward was paid, to-
gether with an assessment of the significance 
and benefit of the information or assistance.

‘‘(3) The Secretary may submit the report in 
classified form if the Secretary determines that 
it is necessary to do so. 

‘‘(g) DETERMINATIONS BY THE SECRETARY.—A 
determination by the Secretary under this sec-
tion is final and conclusive and is not subject to 
judicial review.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section 
127a the following new item:

‘‘127b. Assistance in combating terrorism: re-
wards.’’.

SEC. 1066. PROVISION OF SPACE AND SERVICES 
TO MILITARY WELFARE SOCIETIES. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE SPACE AND SERV-
ICES.—Chapter 152 of title 10, United States 
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Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new section: 

‘‘§ 2566. Space and services: provision to mili-
tary welfare societies 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE SPACE AND SERV-

ICES.—The Secretary of a military department 
may provide, without charge, space and services 
under the jurisdiction of that Secretary to a 
military welfare society. 

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘military welfare society’ means 

the following: 
‘‘(A) The Army Emergency Relief Society. 
‘‘(B) The Navy-Marine Corps Relief Society. 
‘‘(C) The Air Force Aid Society, Inc. 
‘‘(2) The term ‘services’ includes lighting, 

heating, cooling, electricity, office furniture, of-
fice machines and equipment, telephone and 
other information technology services (including 
installation of lines and equipment, 
connectivity, and other associated services), and 
security systems (including installation and 
other associated expenses).’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:

‘‘2566. Space and services: provision to military 
welfare societies.’’.

SEC. 1067. PREVENTION AND MITIGATION OF 
CORROSION OF MILITARY EQUIP-
MENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 131 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following new section:

‘‘§ 2228. Military equipment and infrastruc-
ture: prevention and mitigation of corrosion 
‘‘(a) DESIGNATION OF RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL 

OR ORGANIZATION.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall designate an officer or employee of the De-
partment of Defense, or a standing board or 
committee of the Department of Defense, as the 
senior official or organization responsible in the 
Department to the Secretary of Defense (after 
the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics) for the prevention 
and mitigation of corrosion of the military 
equipment and infrastructure of the Depart-
ment. 

‘‘(b) DUTIES.—(1) The official or organization 
designated under subsection (a) shall oversee 
and coordinate efforts throughout the Depart-
ment of Defense to prevent and mitigate corro-
sion of the military equipment and infrastruc-
ture of the Department. The duties under this 
paragraph shall include the duties specified in 
paragraphs (2) through (5). 

‘‘(2) The designated official or organization 
shall develop and recommend any policy guid-
ance on the prevention and mitigation of corro-
sion to be issued by the Secretary of Defense. 

‘‘(3) The designated official or organization 
shall review the programs and funding levels 
proposed by the Secretary of each military de-
partment during the annual internal Depart-
ment of Defense budget review process as those 
programs and funding proposals relate to pro-
grams and funding for the prevention and miti-
gation of corrosion and shall submit to the Sec-
retary of Defense recommendations regarding 
those programs and proposed funding levels. 

‘‘(4) The designated official or organization 
shall provide oversight and coordination of the 
efforts within the Department of Defense to pre-
vent or mitigate corrosion during—

‘‘(A) the design, acquisition, and maintenance 
of military equipment; and 

‘‘(B) the design, construction, and mainte-
nance of infrastructure. 

‘‘(5) The designated official or organization 
shall monitor acquisition practices within the 
Department of Defense—

‘‘(A) to ensure that the use of corrosion pre-
vention technologies and the application of cor-
rosion prevention treatments are fully consid-
ered during research and development in the ac-
quisition process; and 

‘‘(B) to ensure that, to the extent determined 
appropriate for each acquisition program, such 
technologies and treatments are incorporated 
into that program, particularly during the engi-
neering and design phases of the acquisition 
process. 

‘‘(c) LONG-TERM STRATEGY.—(1) The Sec-
retary of Defense shall develop and implement a 
long-term strategy to reduce corrosion and the 
effects of corrosion on the military equipment 
and infrastructure of the Department of De-
fense. 

‘‘(2) The strategy under paragraph (1) shall 
include the following: 

‘‘(A) Expansion of the emphasis on corrosion 
prevention and mitigation within the Depart-
ment of Defense to include coverage of infra-
structure. 

‘‘(B) Application uniformly throughout the 
Department of Defense of requirements and cri-
teria for the testing and certification of new cor-
rosion-prevention technologies for equipment 
and infrastructure with similar characteristics, 
similar missions, or similar operating environ-
ments. 

‘‘(C) Implementation of programs, including 
supporting databases, to ensure that a focused 
and coordinated approach is taken throughout 
the Department of Defense to collect, review, 
validate, and distribute information on proven 
methods and products that are relevant to the 
prevention of corrosion of military equipment 
and infrastructure. 

‘‘(D) Establishment of a coordinated research 
and development program for the prevention 
and mitigation of corrosion for new and existing 
military equipment and infrastructure that in-
cludes a plan to transition new corrosion pre-
vention technologies into operational systems. 

‘‘(3) The strategy shall include, for the mat-
ters specified in paragraph (2), the following: 

‘‘(A) Policy guidance. 
‘‘(B) Performance measures and milestones. 
‘‘(C) An assessment of the necessary personnel 

and funding necessary to accomplish the long-
term strategy. 

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘corrosion’ means the deteriora-

tion of a material or its properties due to a reac-
tion of that material with its chemical environ-
ment. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘military equipment’ includes all 
weapon systems, weapon platforms, vehicles, 
and munitions of the Department of Defense, 
and the components of such items. 

‘‘(3) The term ‘infrastructure’ includes all 
buildings, structures, airfields, port facilities, 
surface and subterranean utility systems, heat-
ing and cooling systems, fuel tanks, pavements, 
and bridges.’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item:

‘‘2228. Military equipment and infrastructure: 
prevention and mitigation of cor-
rosion.’’.

(b) DEADLINE FOR DESIGNATION OF RESPON-
SIBLE OFFICIAL OR ORGANIZATION.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall designate an officer, em-
ployee, or standing board or committee of the 
Department of Defense under subsection (a) of 
section 2228 of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by subsection (a), not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(c) INTERIM REPORT.—When the President 
submits the budget for fiscal year 2004 to Con-
gress pursuant to section 1105(a) of title 31, 
United States Code, the Secretary of Defense 
shall submit to Congress a report regarding the 
actions taken to that date under section 2228 of 
title 10, United States Code, as added by sub-
section (a). That report shall include the fol-
lowing: 

(1) A description of the organizational struc-
ture for the personnel carrying out the respon-
sibilities of the official or organization des-
ignated under subsection (a) of that section 

with respect to the prevention and mitigation of 
corrosion. 

(2) An outline for the long-term strategy for 
prevention and mitigation of corrosion required 
by subsection (c) of that section and milestones 
for development of that strategy. 

(d) DEADLINE FOR LONG-TERM STRATEGY.—
The Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con-
gress a report setting forth the long-term strat-
egy required under subsection (c) of section 2228 
of title 10, United States Code, as added by sub-
section (a), not later than one year after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(e) GAO REVIEW.—The Comptroller General 
shall monitor the implementation of the long-
term strategy required under subsection (c) of 
section 2228 of title 10, United States Code, as 
added by subsection (a), and, not later than 18 
months after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, shall submit to Congress an assessment of 
the extent to which that strategy has been im-
plemented.
SEC. 1068. TRANSFER OF HISTORIC DF–9E PAN-

THER AIRCRAFT TO WOMEN 
AIRFORCE SERVICE PILOTS MU-
SEUM. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO CONVEY.—The Secretary of 
the Navy may convey, without consideration, to 
the Women Airforce Service Pilots Museum in 
Quartzsite, Arizona (in this section referred to 
as the ‘‘W.A.S.P. Museum’’), all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to a DF–9E 
Panther aircraft (Bureau Number 125316). The 
conveyance shall be made by means of a condi-
tional deed of gift. 

(b) CONDITION OF AIRCRAFT.—The aircraft 
shall be conveyed under subsection (a) in its 
current unflyable, ‘‘as is’’ condition. The Sec-
retary is not required to repair or alter the con-
dition of the aircraft before conveying owner-
ship of the aircraft. 

(c) REVERTER UPON BREACH OF CONDITIONS.—
The Secretary shall include in the instrument of 
conveyance of the aircraft under subsection (a) 
the following conditions: 

(1) The W.A.S.P. Museum may not convey 
any ownership interest in, or transfer possession 
of, the aircraft to any other party without the 
prior approval of the Secretary. 

(2) If the Secretary determines at any time 
that the W.A.S.P. Museum has conveyed an 
ownership interest in, or transferred possession 
of, the aircraft to any other party without the 
prior approval of the Secretary, all right, title, 
and interest in and to the aircraft, including 
any repair or alteration of the aircraft, shall re-
vert to the United States, and the United States 
shall have the right of immediate possession of 
the aircraft. 

(d) CONVEYANCE AT NO COST TO THE UNITED 
STATES.—The conveyance of the aircraft under 
subsection (a) shall be made at no cost to the 
United States. Any costs associated with the 
conveyance, costs of determining compliance 
with subsection (b), and costs of operation and 
maintenance of the aircraft conveyed shall be 
borne by the W.A.S.P. Museum. 

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with a conveyance 
under this section as the Secretary considers ap-
propriate to protect the interests of the United 
States.
SEC. 1069. INCREASE IN AMOUNT AUTHORIZED 

TO BE EXPENDED FOR DEPARTMENT 
OF DEFENSE PROGRAM TO COM-
MEMORATE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
THE KOREAN WAR. 

Section 1083(f)(2) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (10 U.S.C. 
113 note) is amended by striking ‘‘$7,000,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$10,000,000’’.

TITLE XI—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
CIVILIAN PERSONNEL

Sec. 1101. Eligibility of Department of Defense 
nonappropriated fund employees 
for long-term care insurance. 
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Sec. 1102. Extension of Department of Defense 

authority to make lump-sum sev-
erance payments. 

Sec. 1103. Continuation of Federal Employee 
Health Benefits Program eligi-
bility. 

Sec. 1104. Certification for Department of De-
fense professional accounting po-
sitions.

SEC. 1101. ELIGIBILITY OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE NONAPPROPRIATED FUND 
EMPLOYEES FOR LONG-TERM CARE 
INSURANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 9001(1) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’; 
(2) in subparagraph (C), by striking the 

comma at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(3) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 

following new subparagraph: 
‘‘(D) an employee of a nonappropriated fund 

instrumentality of the Department of Defense 
described in section 2105(c),’’. 

(b) DISCRETIONARY AUTHORITY.—Section 9002 
of such title is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (b), (c), (d), 
and (e) as subsections (c), (d), (e), and (f), re-
spectively; and 

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

‘‘(b) DISCRETIONARY AUTHORITY REGARDING 
NONAPPROPRIATED FUND INSTRUMENTALITIES.—
The Secretary of Defense may determine that a 
nonappropriated fund instrumentality of the 
Department of Defense is covered under this 
chapter or is covered under an alternative long-
term care insurance program.’’.
SEC. 1102. EXTENSION OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-

FENSE AUTHORITY TO MAKE LUMP-
SUM SEVERANCE PAYMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5595(i)(4) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘2003’’ and inserting ‘‘2006’’. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Presi-
dent shall submit to the Committees on Armed 
Services and on Governmental Affairs of the 
Senate and the Committees on Armed Services 
and on Government Reform of the House of Rep-
resentatives a report, including recommenda-
tions, on whether the authority under section 
5595(i) of title 5, United States Code, should be 
made permanent or expanded to be made Gov-
ernmentwide.
SEC. 1103. CONTINUATION OF FEDERAL EM-

PLOYEE HEALTH BENEFITS PRO-
GRAM ELIGIBILITY. 

Paragraph (4)(B) of section 8905a(d) of title 5, 
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘2003’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘2006’’; and 

(2) in clause (ii)—
(A) by striking ‘‘2004’’ and inserting ‘‘2007’’; 

and 
(B) by striking ‘‘2003’’ and inserting ‘‘2006’’.

SEC. 1104. CERTIFICATION FOR DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE PROFESSIONAL ACCOUNT-
ING POSITIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Chapter 81 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at the 
end the following new section: 

‘‘§ 1599d. Professional accounting positions: 
authority to prescribe certification and cre-
dential standards 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY TO PRESCRIBE PROFESSIONAL 

CERTIFICATION STANDARDS.—The Secretary of 
Defense may prescribe professional certification 
and credential standards for professional ac-
counting positions within the Department of De-
fense. Any such standard shall be prescribed as 
a Department of Defense regulation.

‘‘(b) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—The Secretary may 
waive any standard prescribed under subsection 
(a) whenever the Secretary determines such a 
waiver to be appropriate. 

‘‘(c) APPLICABILITY.—A standard prescribed 
under subsection (a) shall not apply to any per-

son employed by the Department of Defense be-
fore the standard is prescribed. 

‘‘(d) REPORT.—The Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to Congress a report on the Secretary’s 
plans to provide training to appropriate Depart-
ment of Defense personnel to meet any new pro-
fessional and credential standards prescribed 
under subsection (a). Such report shall be pre-
pared in conjunction with the Director of the 
Office of Personnel Management. Such a report 
shall be submitted not later than one year after 
the effective date of any regulations, or any re-
vision to regulations, prescribed pursuant to 
subsection (a). 

‘‘(e) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘professional accounting position’ means a posi-
tion or group of positions in the GS–510, GS–511, 
and GS–505 series that involves professional ac-
counting work.’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item:

‘‘1599d. Professional accounting positions: au-
thority to prescribe certification 
and credential standards.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Standards established 
pursuant to section 1599d of title 10, United 
States Code, as added by subsection (a), may 
take effect no sooner than 120 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act.
TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO OTHER 

NATIONS
Sec. 1201. Authority to provide administrative 

services and support for coalition 
liaison officers. 

Sec. 1202. Authority to pay for certain travel of 
defense personnel of countries 
participating in NATO Partner-
ship for Peace program. 

Sec. 1203. Limitation on funding for Joint Data 
Exchange Center in Moscow. 

Sec. 1204. Support of United Nations-sponsored 
efforts to inspect and monitor 
Iraqi weapons activities. 

Sec. 1205. Comprehensive annual report to Con-
gress on coordination and inte-
gration of all United States non-
proliferation activities. 

Sec. 1206. Report requirement regarding Rus-
sian proliferation to Iran and 
other countries of proliferation 
concern. 

Sec. 1207. Monitoring of implementation of 1979 
agreement between the United 
States and China on cooperation 
in science and technology. 

Sec. 1208. Extension of certain 
counterproliferation activities and 
programs. 

Sec. 1209. Semiannual report by Director of 
Central Intelligence on contribu-
tions by foreign persons to efforts 
by countries of proliferation con-
cern to obtain weapons of mass 
destruction and their delivery sys-
tems. 

Sec. 1210. Report on feasibility and advisability 
of senior officer exchanges be-
tween the Armed Forces of the 
United States and the military 
forces of Taiwan. 

Sec. 1211. Report on United States force struc-
ture in the Pacific.

SEC. 1201. AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE ADMINISTRA-
TIVE SERVICES AND SUPPORT FOR 
COALITION LIAISON OFFICERS. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—(1) Chapter 53 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 1051 the following new section: 
‘‘§ 1051a. Coalition liaison officers: adminis-

trative services and support; travel, subsist-
ence, and other personal expenses 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Defense 

may provide administrative services and support 
for the performance of duties by a liaison officer 
of another nation involved in a coalition with 

the United States while the liaison officer is as-
signed temporarily to the headquarters of a com-
batant command, component command, or sub-
ordinate operational command of the United 
States in connection with the planning for, or 
conduct of, a coalition operation. 

‘‘(b) TRAVEL AND SUBSISTENCE EXPENSES.—(1) 
The Secretary may pay the expenses specified in 
paragraph (2) of a liaison officer of a developing 
country in connection with the assignment of 
that officer to the headquarters of a combatant 
command as described in subsection (a), if the 
assignment is requested by the commander of 
the combatant command. 

‘‘(2) Expenses of a liaison officer that may be 
paid under paragraph (1) in connection with an 
assignment described in that paragraph are the 
following: 

‘‘(A) Travel and subsistence expenses. 
‘‘(B) Personal expenses directly necessary to 

carry out the duties of that officer in connection 
with that assignment. 

‘‘(c) REIMBURSEMENT.—To the extent that the 
Secretary determines appropriate, the Secretary 
may provide the services and support authorized 
by subsection (a) and the expenses authorized 
by subsection (b) with or without reimbursement 
from (or on behalf of) the recipients. 

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘administrative services and 

support’ includes base or installation support 
services, office space, utilities, copying services, 
fire and police protection, and computer sup-
port. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘coalition’ means an ad hoc ar-
rangement between or among the United States 
and one or more other nations for common ac-
tion. 

‘‘(e) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.—The author-
ity under this section shall expire on September 
30, 2005.’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 1051 the following new 
item:

‘‘1051a. Coalition liaison officers: administrative 
services and support; travel, sub-
sistence, and other personal ex-
penses.’’.

(b) GAO REPORT.—Not later than March 1, 
2005, the Comptroller General shall submit to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives a report providing an 
assessment of the implementation of section 
1051a of title 10, United States Code, as added 
by subsection (a). The assessment shall include 
the following: 

(1) A description of the benefits to coalition 
operations of the authority provided by that 
section. 

(2) A statement of the cost to the Department 
of Defense of the use of the authority provided 
by that section. 

(3) A summary of activities carried out under 
the authority provided by that section, includ-
ing (A) the number of liaison officers for whom 
administrative services and support or expenses 
were provided under that authority and their 
countries of origin, and (B) the type of services, 
support, and expenses provided.
SEC. 1202. AUTHORITY TO PAY FOR CERTAIN 

TRAVEL OF DEFENSE PERSONNEL 
OF COUNTRIES PARTICIPATING IN 
NATO PARTNERSHIP FOR PEACE 
PROGRAM. 

(a) AUTHORITY FOR USE OF FUNDS.—Section 
1051(b) of title 10, United States Code, is amend-
ed—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘paragraph 
(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraphs (2) and (3)’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (4); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (3): 

‘‘(3) In the case of defense personnel of a de-
veloping country that is not a member of the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization and that is 
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participating in the Partnership for Peace pro-
gram of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
(NATO), expenses authorized to be paid under 
subsection (a) may be paid in connection with 
travel of personnel to the territory of any of the 
countries participating in the Partnership for 
Peace program or the territory of any NATO 
member country.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall apply only with respect 
to travel performed on or after the date of the 
enactment of this Act.
SEC. 1203. LIMITATION ON FUNDING FOR JOINT 

DATA EXCHANGE CENTER IN MOS-
COW. 

(a) LIMITATION.—Not more than 50 percent of 
the funds made available to the Department of 
Defense for fiscal year 2003 for activities associ-
ated with the Joint Data Exchange Center in 
Moscow, Russia, may be obligated or expended 
for any such activity until—

(1) the United States and the Russian Federa-
tion enter into a cost-sharing agreement as de-
scribed in subsection (d) of section 1231 of the 
Floyd D. Spence National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted into 
law by Public Law 106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–329); 

(2) the United States and the Russian Federa-
tion enter into an agreement or agreements ex-
empting the United States and any United 
States person from Russian taxes, and from li-
ability under Russian laws, with respect to ac-
tivities associated with the Joint Data Exchange 
Center; 

(3) the Secretary of Defense submits to the 
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and 
the Committee on Armed Services of the House 
of Representatives a copy of each agreement re-
ferred to in paragraphs (1) and (2); and 

(4) a period of 30 days has expired after the 
date of the final submission under paragraph 
(3). 

(b) JOINT DATA EXCHANGE CENTER.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘‘Joint Data Ex-
change Center’’ means the United States-Rus-
sian Federation joint center for the exchange of 
data to provide early warning of launches of 
ballistic missiles and for notification of such 
launches that is provided for in a joint United 
States-Russian Federation memorandum of 
agreement signed in Moscow in June 2000.
SEC. 1204. SUPPORT OF UNITED NATIONS-SPON-

SORED EFFORTS TO INSPECT AND 
MONITOR IRAQI WEAPONS ACTIVI-
TIES. 

(a) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF ASSISTANCE IN 
FISCAL YEAR 2003.—The total amount of the as-
sistance for fiscal year 2003 that is provided by 
the Secretary of Defense under section 1505 of 
the Weapons of Mass Destruction Control Act of 
1992 (22 U.S.C. 5859a) as activities of the De-
partment of Defense in support of activities 
under that Act may not exceed $15,000,000. 

(b) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE AS-
SISTANCE.—Subsection (f) of section 1505 of the 
Weapons of Mass Destruction Control Act of 
1992 (22 U.S.C. 5859a) is amended by striking 
‘‘2002’’ and inserting ‘‘2003’’.
SEC. 1205. COMPREHENSIVE ANNUAL REPORT TO 

CONGRESS ON COORDINATION AND 
INTEGRATION OF ALL UNITED 
STATES NONPROLIFERATION AC-
TIVITIES. 

Section 1205 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 
107–107; 115 Stat. 1247) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(d) ANNUAL REPORT ON IMPLEMENTATION OF 
PLAN.—(1) Not later than January 31, 2003, and 
each year thereafter, the President shall submit 
to Congress a report on the implementation of 
the plan required by subsection (a) during the 
preceding year. 

‘‘(2) Each report under paragraph (1) shall in-
clude—

‘‘(A) a discussion of progress made during the 
year covered by such report in the matters of the 
plan required by subsection (a); 

‘‘(B) a discussion of consultations with for-
eign nations, and in particular the Russian 
Federation, during such year on joint programs 
to implement the plan; 

‘‘(C) a discussion of cooperation, coordina-
tion, and integration during such year in the 
implementation of the plan among the various 
departments and agencies of the United States 
Government, as well as private entities that 
share objectives similar to the objectives of the 
plan; and 

‘‘(D) any recommendations that the President 
considers appropriate regarding modifications to 
law or regulations, or to the administration or 
organization of any Federal department or 
agency, in order to improve the effectiveness of 
any programs carried out during such year in 
the implementation of the plan.’’.
SEC. 1206. REPORT REQUIREMENT REGARDING 

RUSSIAN PROLIFERATION TO IRAN 
AND OTHER COUNTRIES OF PRO-
LIFERATION CONCERN. 

(a) REPORT REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 
March 15 of 2003 through 2009, the President 
shall submit to Congress a report (in unclassi-
fied and classified form as necessary) describing 
in detail Russian proliferation of weapons of 
mass destruction and ballistic missile goods, 
technology, expertise, and information, and of 
dual-use items that may contribute to the devel-
opment of weapons of mass destruction and bal-
listic missiles, to Iran and to other countries of 
proliferation concern during the year preceding 
the year in which the report is submitted. The 
report shall include a detailed description of the 
following, for the year covered by the report: 

(1) The number, type, and quality of direct 
and dual-use weapons of mass destruction and 
ballistic missile goods, technology, expertise, 
and information transferred. 

(2) The form, location, and manner in which 
such transfers took place. 

(3) The contribution that such transfers could 
make to the recipient countries’ weapons of 
mass destruction and ballistic missile programs, 
and an estimate of how soon such countries will 
test, possess, and deploy weapons of mass de-
struction and ballistic missiles. 

(4) The impact and consequences that such 
transfers have, and could have over the next 10 
years—

(A) on United States national security; 
(B) on United States military forces deployed 

in the region to which such transfers are being 
made; 

(C) on United States allies, friends, and inter-
ests in that region; and 

(D) on the military capabilities of the country 
receiving such transfers from Russia. 

(5) The policy and strategy that the President 
intends to employ to halt Russian proliferation, 
the policy tools that the President intends to use 
to carry out that policy and strategy, the ra-
tionale for employing such tools, and the 
timeline by which the President expects to see 
material progress in ending Russian prolifera-
tion of direct and dual-use weapons of mass de-
struction and missile goods, technology, exper-
tise, and information. 

(b) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘country of proliferation concern’’ means any 
country identified by the Director of Central In-
telligence as having engaged in the acquisition 
of dual-use and other technology useful for the 
development or production of weapons of mass 
destruction (including nuclear weapons, chem-
ical weapons, and biological weapons) or ad-
vanced conventional munitions—

(1) in the most recent report under section 721 
of the Combatting Proliferation of Weapons of 
Mass Destruction Act of 1996 (title VII of Public 
Law 104–293; 50 U.S.C. 2366); or 

(2) in any successor report on the acquisition 
by foreign countries of dual-use and other tech-
nology useful for the development or production 
of weapons of mass destruction.

SEC. 1207. MONITORING OF IMPLEMENTATION OF 
1979 AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE 
UNITED STATES AND CHINA ON CO-
OPERATION IN SCIENCE AND TECH-
NOLOGY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State 
shall—

(1) monitor the implementation of the Agree-
ment specified in subsection (c); 

(2) keep a systematic account of the protocols 
to the Agreement; 

(3) coordinate the activities of all agencies of 
the United States Government that carry out co-
operative activities under the Agreement; and 

(4) ensure that all activities conducted under 
the Agreement comply with applicable laws and 
regulations concerning the transfer of militarily 
sensitive technologies and dual-use tech-
nologies. 

(b) RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE OFFICE OF 
SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY COOPERATION.—Ex-
cept as otherwise provided by the Secretary of 
State, the functions of the Secretary under this 
section shall be carried out through the Director 
of the Office of Science and Technology Co-
operation of the Department of State. 

(c) AGREEMENT DEFINED.—For purposes of 
this section, the term ‘‘Agreement’’ means the 
agreement between the United States and the 
People’s Republic of China known as the 
‘‘Agreement between the Government of the 
United States of America and the Government of 
the People’s Republic of China on Cooperation 
in Science and Technology’’, signed in Wash-
ington on January 31, 1979, and its protocols. 

(d) BIENNIAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—(1) Not 
later than April 1 of each even-numbered year, 
the Secretary of State shall submit to Congress 
a report on the implementation of the Agreement 
and on activities under the Agreement. Each 
such report shall be submitted in both classified 
and unclassified form, as necessary. 

(2) Each report under this subsection shall 
provide an evaluation of the benefits of the 
Agreement to the economy, to the military, and 
to the industrial base of the People’s Republic of 
China and shall include the following: 

(A) An accounting of all activities conducted 
under the Agreement since the previous report 
(or, in the case of the first report, since the 
Agreement was entered into) and a projection of 
activities to be undertaken under the Agreement 
during the next two years. 

(B) An estimate of the costs to the United 
States to administer the Agreement during the 
period covered by the report. 

(C) An assessment of how the Agreement has 
influenced the foreign and domestic policies of 
the People’s Republic of China and the policy of 
the People’s Republic of China toward scientific 
and technological cooperation with the United 
States. 

(D) An analysis by the Director of Central In-
telligence of the involvement of military special-
ists, weapons specialists, and intelligence spe-
cialists of the People’s Republic of China in the 
activities of the Joint Commission established 
under the Agreement and in other activities con-
ducted under the Agreement. 

(E) A determination by the Secretary of De-
fense, developed with the assistance of the Di-
rector of Central Intelligence, of the extent to 
which the activities conducted under the Agree-
ment have enhanced the military and defense 
industrial base of the People’s Republic of 
China, and an assessment of the effect that pro-
jected activities under the Agreement for the 
next two years, including the transfer of tech-
nology and know-how, could have on the eco-
nomic and military capabilities of the People’s 
Republic of China. 

(F) An assessment by the Inspector General of 
the Department of Commerce of—

(i) the extent to which programs or activities 
carried out under the Agreement provide access 
to technology, information, or know-how that 
could enhance military capabilities of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China; and 
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(ii) the extent to which those programs or ac-

tivities are carried out in compliance with ex-
port control laws and regulations of the United 
States, especially those laws and regulations 
governing so-called ‘‘deemed exports’’. 

(G) Any recommendations of the Secretary of 
State, Secretary of Defense, or Director of Cen-
tral Intelligence for improving the monitoring of 
the activities of the Joint Commission estab-
lished under the Agreement. 

(3) The Secretary of State shall prepare each 
report under this subsection in consultation 
with the Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of 
Energy, the Director of Central Intelligence, the 
Director of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
and the Director of the National Science Foun-
dation.

(e) INTERAGENCY WORKING GROUP.—The 
President shall establish an interagency work-
ing group to oversee the implementation of the 
Agreement by departments and agencies of the 
United States. The working group shall consist 
of representatives of such departments, agen-
cies, and offices of the executive branch as the 
President considers appropriate. The working 
group shall perform the following functions: 

(1) Assisting the Secretary of State and other 
appropriate officials in setting standards under 
the Agreement for science and technology trans-
fers between the United States and the People’s 
Republic of China. 

(2) Monitoring ongoing programs and activi-
ties under the Agreement and recommending fu-
ture programs and activities under the Agree-
ment. 

(3) Developing a comprehensive database of 
all government-to-government programs and 
United States Government-funded programs 
under the Agreement. 

(4) Coordinating activities under the Agree-
ment between United States Government agen-
cies, including elements of the intelligence com-
munity, as appropriate.
SEC. 1208. EXTENSION OF CERTAIN 

COUNTERPROLIFERATION ACTIVI-
TIES AND PROGRAMS. 

(a) EXTENSION OF INTERAGENCY COUNTER-
PROLIFERATION PROGRAM REVIEW COMMITTEE.—
Section 1605(f) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (22 U.S.C. 2751 
note) is amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 
2004’’ and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2008’’. 

(b) LATER DEADLINE FOR SUBMISSION OF AN-
NUAL REPORT.—Subsection (a) of section 1503 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 1995 (22 U.S.C. 2751 note) is amended 
by striking ‘‘February 1 of each year’’ and in-
serting ‘‘May 1 each year’’. 

(c) ADDITIONAL MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED IN 
ANNUAL REPORT.—Subsection (b) of such section 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(8) A discussion of the limitations and im-
pediments to the biological weapons 
counterproliferation efforts of the Department 
of Defense (including legal, policy, and resource 
constraints) and recommendations for the re-
moval or mitigation of such impediments and for 
ways to make such efforts more effective.’’. 

(d) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT TO REFLECT 
CHANGE IN POSITION TITLE.—Section 1605(a)(4) 
of the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1994 (22 U.S.C. 2751 note) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘Under Secretary of Defense for 
Acquisition and Technology’’ in the first sen-
tence and inserting ‘‘Under Secretary of Defense 
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logisitics’’.
SEC. 1209. SEMIANNUAL REPORT BY DIRECTOR 

OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE ON 
CONTRIBUTIONS BY FOREIGN PER-
SONS TO EFFORTS BY COUNTRIES 
OF PROLIFERATION CONCERN TO 
OBTAIN WEAPONS OF MASS DE-
STRUCTION AND THEIR DELIVERY 
SYSTEMS. 

(a) CONTENT OF SEMIANNUAL REPORT.—The 
Combatting Proliferation of Weapons of Mass 
Destruction Act of 1996 (title VII of Public Law 

104–293) is amended by inserting after section 
721 (50 U.S.C. 2366) the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 722. SEMIANNUAL REPORT ON CONTRIBU-

TIONS OF FOREIGN PERSONS TO 
WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUCTION 
AND DELIVERY SYSTEMS EFFORTS 
OF COUNTRIES OF PROLIFERATION 
CONCERN. 

‘‘(a) REPORTS.—The Director of Central Intel-
ligence shall submit to Congress a semiannual 
report identifying each foreign person that, dur-
ing the period covered by the report, made a ma-
terial contribution to the research, development, 
production, or acquisition by a country of pro-
liferation concern of—

‘‘(1) weapons of mass destruction (including 
nuclear weapons, chemical weapons, or biologi-
cal weapons); or 

‘‘(2) ballistic or cruise missile systems. 
‘‘(b) PERIOD OF SEMIANNUAL REPORTS.—Semi-

annual reports under subsection (a) shall be 
submitted as follows: 

‘‘(1) One semiannual report shall cover the 
first six months of the calendar year and shall 
be submitted not later than January 1 of the fol-
lowing year. 

‘‘(2) The other semiannual report shall cover 
the second six months of the calendar year and 
shall be submitted not later than July 1 of the 
following year. 

‘‘(c) FORM OF REPORTS.—(1) A report under 
subsection (a) may be submitted in classified 
form, in whole or in part, if the Director of Cen-
tral Intelligence determines that submittal in 
that form is advisable. 

‘‘(2) Any portion of a report under subsection 
(a) that is submitted in classified form shall be 
accompanied by an unclassified summary of 
such portion. 

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘foreign person’ means any of 

the following: 
‘‘(A) A natural person who is not a citizen of 

the United States. 
‘‘(B) A corporation, business association, 

partnership, society, trust, or other nongovern-
mental entity, organization, or group that is or-
ganized under the laws of a foreign country or 
has its principal place of business in a foreign 
country. 

‘‘(C) Any foreign government or foreign gov-
ernmental entity operating as a business enter-
prise or in any other capacity. 

‘‘(D) Any successor, subunit, or subsidiary of 
any entity described in subparagraph (B) or (C). 

‘‘(2) The term ‘country of proliferation con-
cern’ means any country identified by the Direc-
tor of Central Intelligence as having engaged in 
the acquisition of dual-use and other technology 
useful for the development or production of 
weapons of mass destruction (including nuclear 
weapons, chemical weapons, and biological 
weapons) or advanced conventional munitions—

‘‘(A) in the most recent report under section 
721; or 

‘‘(B) in any successor report on the acquisi-
tion by foreign countries of dual-use and other 
technology useful for the development or pro-
duction of weapons of mass destruction.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 722 of the Com-
batting Proliferation of Weapons of Mass De-
struction Act of 1996, as added by subsection 
(a), shall take effect with the report with respect 
to the first six months of 2003 required to be sub-
mitted under that section not later than Janu-
ary 1, 2004.
SEC. 1210. REPORT ON FEASIBILITY AND ADVIS-

ABILITY OF SENIOR OFFICER EX-
CHANGES BETWEEN THE ARMED 
FORCES OF THE UNITED STATES 
AND THE MILITARY FORCES OF TAI-
WAN. 

(a) PRESIDENTIAL REPORT.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the President shall submit to Congress a report 
on—

(1) the feasibility and advisability of con-
ducting combined operational training with, 

and exchanges of general and flag officers be-
tween, the Armed Forces of the United States 
and the military forces of Taiwan; and 

(2) the progress being made in meeting United 
States commitments to the security of Taiwan. 

(b) CLASSIFICATION OF REPORT.—The report 
required by this section shall be submitted in 
unclassified form and, as necessary, in classified 
form.
SEC. 1211. REPORT ON UNITED STATES FORCE 

STRUCTURE IN THE PACIFIC. 
(a) SECRETARY OF DEFENSE REPORT.—Not 

later than 180 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to Congress a report on the plans of the 
Department of Defense to maintain adequate 
United States force structure in the Pacific, in-
cluding any efforts (1) to augment current bas-
ing arrangements, and (2) to implement the rec-
ommendations from the most recent Quadren-
nial Defense Review to improve United States 
military capabilities in the Pacific. 

(b) CLASSIFICATION OF REPORT.—The report 
required by this section shall be submitted in 
unclassified form and, as necessary, in classified 
form.
TITLE XIII—COOPERATIVE THREAT RE-

DUCTION WITH STATES OF THE FORMER 
SOVIET UNION

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

Sec. 1302. Funding allocations. 
Sec. 1303. Prohibition against use of funds until 

submission of reports. 
Sec. 1304. Report on use of revenue generated 

by activities carried out under Co-
operative Threat Reduction pro-
grams. 

Sec. 1305. Prohibition against use of funds for 
second wing of fissile material 
storage facility. 

Sec. 1306. Limited waiver of restrictions on use 
of funds for threat reduction in 
states of the former Soviet Union.

SEC. 1301. SPECIFICATION OF COOPERATIVE 
THREAT REDUCTION PROGRAMS 
AND FUNDS. 

(a) SPECIFICATION OF CTR PROGRAMS.—For 
purposes of section 301 and other provisions of 
this Act, Cooperative Threat Reduction pro-
grams are the programs specified in section 
1501(b) of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (Public Law 104–201; 
110 Stat. 2731; 50 U.S.C. 2362 note). 

(b) FISCAL YEAR 2003 COOPERATIVE THREAT 
REDUCTION FUNDS DEFINED.—As used in this 
title, the term ‘‘fiscal year 2003 Cooperative 
Threat Reduction funds’’ means the funds ap-
propriated pursuant to the authorization of ap-
propriations in section 301 for Cooperative 
Threat Reduction programs. 

(c) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Funds appro-
priated pursuant to the authorization of appro-
priations in section 301 for Cooperative Threat 
Reduction programs shall be available for obli-
gation for three fiscal years. 
SEC. 1302. FUNDING ALLOCATIONS. 

(a) FUNDING FOR SPECIFIC PURPOSES.—Of the 
$416,700,000 authorized to be appropriated to the 
Department of Defense for fiscal year 2003 in 
section 301(23) for Cooperative Threat Reduction 
programs, the following amounts may be obli-
gated for the purposes specified: 

(1) For strategic offensive arms elimination in 
Russia, $70,500,000. 

(2) For strategic nuclear arms elimination in 
Ukraine, $6,500,000. 

(3) For nuclear weapons transportation secu-
rity in Russia, $19,700,000. 

(4) For nuclear weapons storage security in 
Russia, $40,000,000. 

(5) For activities designated as Other Assess-
ments/Administrative Support, $14,700,000. 

(6) For defense and military contacts, 
$18,900,000. 

(7) For weapons of mass destruction infra-
structure elimination activities in Kazakhstan, 
$9,000,000. 
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(8) For weapons of mass destruction infra-

structure elimination activities in Ukraine, 
$8,800,000. 

(9) For chemical weapons destruction in Rus-
sia, $50,000,000. 

(10) For biological weapons proliferation pre-
vention in the former Soviet Union, $55,000,000. 

(11) For weapons of mass destruction pro-
liferation prevention in the States of the former 
Soviet Union, $40,000,000. 

(b) ADDITIONAL FUNDS AUTHORIZED FOR CER-
TAIN PURPOSES.—Of the funds authorized to be 
appropriated to the Department of Defense for 
fiscal year 2003 in section 301(23) for Coopera-
tive Threat Reduction programs, $83,600,000 may 
be obligated for any of the purposes specified in 
paragraphs (1) through (4) and (9) of subsection 
(a) in addition to the amounts specifically au-
thorized in such paragraphs. 

(c) REPORT ON OBLIGATION OR EXPENDITURE 
OF FUNDS FOR OTHER PURPOSES.—No fiscal year 
2003 Cooperative Threat Reduction funds may 
be obligated or expended for a purpose other 
than a purpose listed in paragraphs (1) through 
(11) of subsection (a) until 30 days after the date 
that the Secretary of Defense submits to Con-
gress a report on the purpose for which the 
funds will be obligated or expended and the 
amount of funds to be obligated or expended. 
Nothing in the preceding sentence shall be con-
strued as authorizing the obligation or expendi-
ture of fiscal year 2003 Cooperative Threat Re-
duction funds for a purpose for which the obli-
gation or expenditure of such funds is specifi-
cally prohibited under this title or any other 
provision of law. 

(d) LIMITED AUTHORITY TO VARY INDIVIDUAL 
AMOUNTS.—(1) Subject to paragraphs (2) and 
(3), in any case in which the Secretary of De-
fense determines that it is necessary to do so in 
the national interest, the Secretary may obligate 
amounts appropriated for fiscal year 2003 for a 
purpose listed in any of the paragraphs in sub-
section (a) in excess of the specific amount au-
thorized for that purpose. 

(2) An obligation of funds for a purpose stated 
in any of the paragraphs in subsection (a) in ex-
cess of the specific amount authorized for such 
purpose may be made using the authority pro-
vided in paragraph (1) only after—

(A) the Secretary submits to Congress notifica-
tion of the intent to do so together with a com-
plete discussion of the justification for doing so; 
and 

(B) 15 days have elapsed following the date of 
the notification. 

(3) The Secretary may not, under the author-
ity provided in paragraph (1), obligate amounts 
for a purpose stated in any of paragraphs (5) 
through (10) of subsection (a) in excess of 125 
percent of the specific amount authorized for 
such purpose. 

(4) In this section, the term ‘‘specific amount 
authorized’’ means, with respect to a purpose 
listed in any paragraph in subsection (a)—

(A) the amount specifically authorized for 
that purpose in subsection (a), plus 

(B) in the case of a purpose listed in para-
graph (1), (2), (3), (4), or (9) of subsection (a), 
any amount obligated under subsection (b) for 
that purpose. 
SEC. 1303. PROHIBITION AGAINST USE OF FUNDS 

UNTIL SUBMISSION OF REPORTS. 
Not more than 50 percent of fiscal year 2003 

Cooperative Threat Reduction funds may be ob-
ligated or expended until 30 days after the date 
of the submission of—

(1) the report required to be submitted in fiscal 
year 2002 under section 1308(a) of the Floyd D. 
Spence National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted into law by Public 
Law 106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–341); and 

(2) the update for the multiyear plan required 
to be submitted for fiscal year 2001 under section 
1205 of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1995 (Public Law 103–337; 22 
U.S.C. 5952 note). 

SEC. 1304. REPORT ON USE OF REVENUE GEN-
ERATED BY ACTIVITIES CARRIED 
OUT UNDER COOPERATIVE THREAT 
REDUCTION PROGRAMS. 

(a) ADDITIONAL REPORT REQUIREMENTS.—Sec-
tion 1308(c) of the Floyd D. Spence National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as 
enacted into law by Public Law 106–398; 114 
Stat. 1654A–341) is amended by inserting at the 
end the following new paragraphs: 

‘‘(6) To the maximum extent practicable, a de-
scription of how revenue generated by activities 
carried out under Cooperative Threat Reduction 
programs in recipient States is being utilized, 
monitored, and accounted for. 

‘‘(7) A description of the defense and military 
activities carried out under Cooperative Threat 
Reduction programs during the fiscal year end-
ing in the year preceding the year of the report, 
including—

‘‘(A) the amounts obligated or expended for 
such activities; 

‘‘(B) the purposes, goals, and objectives for 
which such amounts were obligated and ex-
pended; 

‘‘(C) a description of the activities carried out, 
including the forms of assistance provided, and 
the justification for each form of assistance pro-
vided; 

‘‘(D) the success of each activity, including 
the goals and objectives achieved for each; 

‘‘(E) a description of participation by private 
sector entities in the United States in carrying 
out such activities, and the participation of any 
other Federal department or agency in such ac-
tivities; and 

‘‘(F) any other information that the Secretary 
considers relevant to provide a complete descrip-
tion of the operation and success of activities 
carried out under Cooperative Threat Reduction 
programs.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Paragraphs (6) and (7) 
of section 1308(c) of such Act, as added by sub-
section (a), shall apply beginning with the re-
port submitted under that section in 2004. 
SEC. 1305. PROHIBITION AGAINST USE OF FUNDS 

FOR SECOND WING OF FISSILE MA-
TERIAL STORAGE FACILITY. 

No funds authorized to be appropriated for 
Cooperative Threat Reduction programs for any 
fiscal year may be used for the design, planning, 
or construction of a second wing for a storage 
facility for Russian fissile material. 
SEC. 1306. LIMITED WAIVER OF RESTRICTIONS ON 

USE OF FUNDS FOR THREAT REDUC-
TION IN STATES OF THE FORMER SO-
VIET UNION. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO WAIVE RESTRICTIONS AND 
ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS.—If the President 
submits the certification and report described in 
subsection (b) with respect to an independent 
state of the former Soviet Union for a fiscal 
year—

(1) the restrictions in subsection (d) of section 
1203 of the Cooperative Threat Reduction Act of 
1993 (22 U.S.C. 5952) shall cease to apply, and 
funds may be obligated and expended under 
that section for assistance, to that state during 
that fiscal year; and 

(2) funds may be obligated and expended dur-
ing that fiscal year under section 502 of the 
FREEDOM Support Act (22 U.S.C. 5852) for as-
sistance or other programs and activities for 
that state even if that state has not met one or 
more of the requirements for eligibility under 
paragraphs (1) through (4) of that section. 

(b) CERTIFICATION AND REPORT.—(1) The cer-
tification and report referred to in subsection (a) 
are a written certification submitted by the 
President to Congress that the waiver of the re-
strictions and requirements described in para-
graphs (1) and (2) of that subsection during 
such fiscal year is important to the national se-
curity interests of the United States, together 
with a report containing the following: 

(A) A description of the activity or activities 
that prevent the President from certifying that 
the state is committed to the matters set forth in 

the provisions of law specified in paragraphs (1) 
and (2) of subsection (a) in such fiscal year. 

(B) An explanation of why the waiver is im-
portant to the national security interests of the 
United States. 

(C) A description of the strategy, plan, or pol-
icy of the President for promoting the commit-
ment of the state to, and compliance by the state 
with, such matters, notwithstanding the waiver. 

(2) The matter included in the report under 
paragraph (1) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form, but may include a classified annex. 

(c) FISCAL YEARS COVERED.—The authority 
under subsection (a) shall apply only with re-
spect to fiscal years 2003, 2004, and 2005. 

(d) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.—The author-
ity under subsection (a) shall expire on Sep-
tember 30, 2005. 

(e) ADMINISTRATION OF RESTRICTIONS ON AS-
SISTANCE.—Subsection (d) of section 1203 of the 
Cooperative Threat Reduction Act of 1993 (title 
XII of Public Law 103–160; 107 Stat. 1778; 22 
U.S.C. 5952) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘any year’’ and inserting ‘‘any 
fiscal year’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘that year’’ and inserting 
‘‘such fiscal year’’.

TITLE XIV—HOMELAND SECURITY
Sec. 1401. Transfer of technology items and 

equipment in support of homeland 
security. 

Sec. 1402. Comprehensive plan for improving 
the preparedness of military in-
stallations for terrorist incidents. 

Sec. 1403. Additional Weapons of Mass Destruc-
tion Civil Support Teams. 

Sec. 1404. Report on the role of the Department 
of Defense in supporting home-
land security. 

Sec. 1405. Sense of Congress on Department of 
Defense assistance to local first 
responders.

SEC. 1401. TRANSFER OF TECHNOLOGY ITEMS 
AND EQUIPMENT IN SUPPORT OF 
HOMELAND SECURITY. 

(a) RESPONSIBLE SENIOR OFFICIAL.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall designate a senior offi-
cial of the Department of Defense to coordinate 
all Department of Defense efforts to identify, 
evaluate, deploy, and transfer to Federal, State, 
and local first responders technology items and 
equipment in support of homeland security. 

(b) DUTIES.—The official designated pursuant 
to subsection (a) shall— 

(1) identify technology items and equipment 
developed or being developed by Department of 
Defense components that have the potential to 
enhance public safety and improve homeland se-
curity; 

(2) cooperate with appropriate Federal Gov-
ernment officials outside the Department of De-
fense to evaluate whether such technology items 
and equipment would be useful to first respond-
ers; 

(3) facilitate the timely transfer, through iden-
tification of appropriate private sector manufac-
turers, of appropriate technology items and 
equipment to Federal, State, and local first re-
sponders, in coordination with appropriate Fed-
eral Government officials outside the Depart-
ment of Defense; 

(4) identify and eliminate redundant and un-
necessary research efforts within the Depart-
ment of Defense with respect to technologies to 
be deployed to first responders; 

(5) expedite the advancement of high priority 
Department of Defense projects from research 
through implementation of initial manufac-
turing; and 

(6) participate in outreach programs estab-
lished by appropriate Federal Government offi-
cials outside the Department of Defense to com-
municate with first responders and to facilitate 
awareness of available technology items and 
equipment to support responses to crises. 

(c) SUPPORT AGREEMENT.—The official des-
ignated pursuant to subsection (a) shall enter 
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into an appropriate agreement with a non-
government entity for such entity to assist the 
official designated under subsection (a) in car-
rying out that official’s duties under this sec-
tion. Any such agreement shall be entered into 
using competitive procedures in compliance with 
applicable requirements of law and regulation. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Defense shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report on the actions taken 
to carry out this section. The report shall in-
clude the following: 

(1) Identification of the senior official des-
ignated pursuant to subsection (a). 

(2) A summary of the actions taken or 
planned to be taken to implement subsection (b), 
including a schedule for planned actions. 

(3) An initial list of technology items and 
equipment identified pursuant to subsection 
(b)(1), together with a summary of any program 
schedule for the development, deployment, or 
transfer of such items and equipment. 

(4) A description of any agreement entered 
into pursuant to subsection (c).
SEC. 1402. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR IMPROV-

ING THE PREPAREDNESS OF MILI-
TARY INSTALLATIONS FOR TER-
RORIST INCIDENTS. 

(a) COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.—The Secretary of 
Defense shall develop a comprehensive plan for 
improving the preparedness of military installa-
tions for preventing and responding to terrorist 
attacks, including attacks involving the use or 
threat of use of weapons of mass destruction. 

(b) PREPAREDNESS STRATEGY.—The plan 
under subsection (a) shall include a prepared-
ness strategy that includes each of the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Identification of long-term goals and objec-
tives for improving the preparedness of military 
installations for preventing and responding to 
terrorist attacks. 

(2) Identification of budget and other resource 
requirements necessary to achieve those goals 
and objectives. 

(3) Identification of factors beyond the control 
of the Secretary that could impede the achieve-
ment of those goals and objectives. 

(4) A discussion of the extent to which local, 
regional, or national military response capabili-
ties are to be developed, integrated, and used. 

(5) A discussion of how the Secretary will co-
ordinate the capabilities referred to in para-
graph (4) with local, regional, or national civil-
ian and other military capabilities. 

(c) PERFORMANCE PLAN.—The plan under sub-
section (a) shall include a performance plan 
that includes each of the following: 

(1) A reasonable schedule, with milestones, for 
achieving the goals and objectives of the strat-
egy under subsection (b). 

(2) Performance criteria for measuring 
progress in achieving those goals and objectives. 

(3) A description of the process, together with 
a discussion of the resources, necessary to 
achieve those goals and objectives. 

(4) A description of the process for evaluating 
results in achieving those goals and objectives. 

(d) SUBMITTAL TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary 
shall submit the comprehensive plan developed 
under subsection (a) to the Committee on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the Committee on 
Armed Services of the House of Representatives 
not later than 180 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act. 

(e) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REVIEW AND RE-
PORT.—Not later than 60 days after the date on 
which the Secretary submits the comprehensive 
plan under subsection (a), the Comptroller Gen-
eral shall review the plan and submit to the 
committees referred to in subsection (d) the 
Comptroller General’s assessment of the plan. 

(f) ANNUAL REPORT.—(1) In each of 2004, 2005, 
and 2006, the Secretary of Defense shall include 
a report on the comprehensive plan developed 
under subsection (a) with the materials that the 
Secretary submits to Congress in support of the 

budget submitted by the President that year 
pursuant to section 1105(a) of title 31, United 
States Code. 

(2) Each such report shall include—
(A) a discussion of any revision that the Sec-

retary has made in the comprehensive plan de-
veloped under subsection (a) since the last re-
port under this subsection or, in the case of the 
first such report, since the plan was submitted 
under subsection (d); and 

(B) an assessment of the progress made in 
achieving the goals and objectives of the strat-
egy set forth in the plan. 

(3) If the Secretary includes in the report for 
2004 or 2005 under this subsection a declaration 
that the goals and objectives of the preparedness 
strategy set forth in the comprehensive plan 
have been achieved, no further report is re-
quired under this subsection.
SEC. 1403. ADDITIONAL WEAPONS OF MASS DE-

STRUCTION CIVIL SUPPORT TEAMS. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF ADDITIONAL TEAMS.—

The Secretary of Defense shall—
(1) establish 23 additional teams designated as 

Weapons of Mass Destruction Civil Support 
Teams, for a total of 55 such teams; and 

(2) ensure that of such 55 teams, there is at 
least one team established in each State and ter-
ritory. 

(b) PLAN.—Not later than 180 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to Congress a plan, in furtherance 
of subsection (a), for establishing at least one 
Weapons of Mass Destruction Civil Support 
Team in each State and territory that does not 
have such a team as of the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. The plan shall include the fol-
lowing: 

(1) A schedule and budget for manning, train-
ing, and equipping the new teams as rapidly as 
is possible without jeopardizing the attainment 
of full effectiveness by the new teams. 

(2) A discussion of whether the mission of the 
Weapons of Mass Destruction Civil Support 
Teams should be expanded and, if so, how. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘Weapons of Mass Destruction 

Civil Support Team’’ means a team of members 
of the reserve components of the Armed Forces 
that is established under section 12310(c) of title 
10, United States Code, in support of emergency 
preparedness programs to prepare for or to re-
spond to any emergency involving the use of a 
weapon of mass destruction. 

(2) The term ‘‘State and territory’’ means each 
of the several States, the District of Columbia, 
Puerto Rico, Guam, and the Virgin Islands.
SEC. 1404. REPORT ON THE ROLE OF THE DE-

PARTMENT OF DEFENSE IN SUP-
PORTING HOMELAND SECURITY. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than March 
1, 2003, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
the congressional defense committees a report on 
Department of Defense responsibilities, mission, 
and plans for military support of homeland se-
curity. 

(b) CONTENTS OF REPORT.—The report shall 
include, at a minimum, a discussion of the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The Department of Defense definition of 
its homeland security mission, particularly with 
respect to how it relates to providing military 
support to civil authorities, managing the con-
sequences of terrorist attacks, and homeland de-
fense, and the actions the Department is taking 
to implement the homeland security mission as 
so defined. 

(2) Changes in the roles, missions, responsibil-
ities, organization, and capabilities of the fol-
lowing organizations in order to conduct their 
homeland security support mission, and the rea-
sons for such changes: 

(A) The Office of the Secretary of Defense. 
(B) The Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marine 

Corps. 
(C) The Army National Guard and the Air Na-

tional Guard. 
(D) The combatant commands of the Depart-

ment of Defense. 

(3) The relationship between the Department 
of Defense, including its combatant commands, 
and the following with regard to homeland se-
curity: 

(A) Other departments and agencies of the 
Federal Government. 

(B) State and local governments. 
(C) The National Guard and Reserve compo-

nents. 
(4) The current capability of the Department 

of Defense to respond to terrorist attacks em-
ploying chemical, biological, radiological, nu-
clear, high explosive or cyberterrorism weapons 
against personnel and critical infrastructure of 
the Department, including identification of the 
goals of the Department for being fully capable 
of responding to such attacks, current defi-
ciencies in that capability, the resources re-
quired to achieve that capability, and a long-
term plan to reach that capability. 

(5) The roles, missions, and responsibilities of 
the intelligence components of the Department 
of Defense in support of its homeland security 
mission, including the policies and plans for—

(A) collecting and analyzing information re-
lated to homeland security; 

(B) sharing that information with other agen-
cies of the Federal Government; and 

(C) preparing threat and risk assessments and 
issuing warnings. 

(6) A discussion of plans of the Department of 
Defense for training, exercising, and preparing 
to perform its homeland security mission, in-
cluding—

(A) individual and collective training for civil-
ian and military personnel of the Department 
involved in homeland security; 

(B) integrated training with other agencies of 
the Federal Government, and with State and 
local governments, as appropriate; 

(C) interagency exercises and simulations; and 
(D) the development of a permanent ‘‘terrorist 

opposing force’’ capable of challenging the De-
partment’s plans, policies, and capabilities dur-
ing training events and exercises. 

(7) A discussion of how the Department of De-
fense biological defense research program sup-
ports its homeland security mission. 

(8) A discussion of the efforts by the Depart-
ment of Defense to develop, either within the 
Department or through contracts with private 
entities, anticyberterrorism technology, includ-
ing an assessment of whether and how such ef-
forts should be increased. 

(9) An assessment of the need for and feasi-
bility of developing and fielding Department of 
Defense regional chemical-biological incident re-
sponse teams across the United States, including 
options for providing the resources and per-
sonnel necessary for developing and fielding 
any such teams. 

(10) A discussion of the Department of De-
fense plans and efforts to place new emphasis 
on the unique operational demands associated 
with homeland security while ensuring that de-
fense of the United States remains the primary 
mission of the Department of Defense. 

(11) The resource constraints and legal im-
pediments to implementing any of the activities 
discussed under paragraphs (1) through (10).
SEC. 1405. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON DEPARTMENT 

OF DEFENSE ASSISTANCE TO LOCAL 
FIRST RESPONDERS. 

It is the sense of Congress that the Secretary 
of Defense should, to the extent the Secretary 
considers appropriate and feasible, provide as-
sistance, in accordance with otherwise applica-
ble provisions of law, to entities that are local 
first responders for domestic terrorist incidents 
in order to assist those entities in improving 
their capabilities to respond to such incidents.

TITLE XV—AUTHORIZATION OF APPRO-
PRIATIONS FOR THE WAR ON TER-
RORISM

Sec. 1501. Authorization of appropriations for 
continued operations for the war 
on terrorism. 
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Sec. 1502. Mobilization and personnel. 
Sec. 1503. Operations. 
Sec. 1504. Equipment replacement and enhance-

ment. 
Sec. 1505. Classified activities. 
Sec. 1506. Procurement of munitions. 
Sec. 1507. Discretionary restoration of author-

izations of appropriations reduced 
for management efficiencies. 

Sec. 1508. General provisions applicable to 
transfers.

SEC. 1501. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 
FOR CONTINUED OPERATIONS FOR 
THE WAR ON TERRORISM. 

In addition to any other amounts authorized 
to be appropriated by this Act, there is hereby 
authorized to be appropriated for the Depart-
ment of Defense for fiscal year 2003, subject to 
subsection (b), $10,000,000,000 only for the con-
duct of Operation Noble Eagle and Operation 
Enduring Freedom in continuation of the war 
on terrorism in accordance with the purposes 
stated in section 2(a) of the Authorization for 
Use of Military Force (Public Law 107–40; 50 
U.S.C. 1541 note). 
SEC. 1502. MOBILIZATION AND PERSONNEL. 

Of the amount authorized to be appropriated 
in section 1501, $2,550,000,000 shall be available 
only for transfer (subject to sections 1507 and 
1508) to fiscal year 2003 military personnel ac-
counts of the Department of Defense for the 
purpose of providing for the personnel and per-
sonnel support costs of the members of the 
Armed Forces who are participating in Oper-
ation Noble Eagle or Operation Enduring Free-
dom in continuation of the war on terrorism in 
accordance with the purposes referred to in sec-
tion 1501(a). 
SEC. 1503. OPERATIONS. 

Of the amount authorized to be appropriated 
in section 1501, $4,270,000,000 shall be available 
only for transfer (subject to sections 1507 and 
1508) to fiscal year 2003 operation and mainte-
nance accounts and working-capital funds of 
the Department of Defense for operating costs of 
the conduct of Operation Noble Eagle and Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom in continuation of the 
war on terrorism in accordance with the pur-
poses referred to in section 1501(a). 
SEC. 1504. EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT AND EN-

HANCEMENT. 
Of the amount authorized to be appropriated 

in section 1501, $1,000,000,000 shall be available 
only for transfer (subject to sections 1507 and 
1508) to fiscal year 2003 procurement and re-
search, development, test, and evaluation ac-
counts of the Department of Defense for—

(1) emergency replacement of equipment and 
munitions lost or expended in operations con-
ducted as part of Operation Noble Eagle or Op-
eration Enduring Freedom in continuation of 
the war on terrorism in accordance with the 
purposes referred to in section 1501(a); or 

(2) enhancement of critical military capabili-
ties necessary to carry out operations as part of 
those Operations in continuation of the war on 
terrorism in accordance with those purposes. 
SEC. 1505. CLASSIFIED ACTIVITIES. 

Of the amount authorized to be appropriated 
in section 1501, $1,980,000,000 shall be available 
only for unspecified intelligence and classified 
activities carried out in support of Operation 
Noble Eagle or Operation Enduring Freedom in 
continuation of the war on terrorism in accord-
ance with the purposes referred to in section 
1501(a), and only by transfer (subject to sections 
1507 and 1508) to fiscal year 2003 accounts of the 
Department of Defense in amounts as follows: 

(1) To procurement accounts, $1,618,200,000. 
(2) To operation and maintenance accounts, 

$301,600,000. 
(3) To research, development, test, and eval-

uation accounts, $60,200,000. 
SEC. 1506. PROCUREMENT OF MUNITIONS. 

Of the amount authorized to be appropriated 
in section 1501, $200,000,000 shall be available 
only for the procurement of munitions for the 
support of Operation Noble Eagle or Operation 
Enduring Freedom in continuation of the war 
on terrorism in accordance with the purposes re-
ferred to in section 1501(a), and only by transfer 
(subject to sections 1507 and 1508) to fiscal year 
2003 procurement accounts of the Department of 
Defense in amounts as follows: 

(1) To accounts of the Army for the procure-
ment of ammunition $94,000,000. 

(2) To accounts of the Navy for the procure-
ment of weapons, $35,000,000. 

(3) To accounts of the Navy and Marine Corps 
for the procurement of ammunition, $25,000,000. 

(4) To accounts of the Air Force for the pro-
curement of ammunition, $40,000,000. 

(5) To Defense-wide procurement accounts for 
special operations forces, $6,000,000. 
SEC. 1507. DISCRETIONARY RESTORATION OF AU-

THORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIATIONS 
REDUCED FOR MANAGEMENT EFFI-
CIENCIES. 

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—(1) The Secretary 
of Defense may, subject to section 1508, transfer 
up to a total of $1,000,000,000 of the amount au-
thorized to be appropriated by section 1501 to 
Department of Defense accounts under titles I, 
II, and III that are reduced for savings de-
scribed in paragraph (2) if and to the extent 
that the Secretary determines that such savings 
are not achievable. 

(2) The savings referred to in paragraph (1) 
are savings that are to be achieved from—

(A) improved management of Department of 
Defense contracts for the procurement of serv-
ices; and 

(B) the deferral of expenditures on financial 
management systems. 

(b) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER TITLE XV TRANS-
FER AUTHORITIES.—The total amount trans-

ferred under sections 1502 through 1506 and 
under section 1507 may not exceed the total 
amount authorized to be appropriated by section 
1501.

SEC. 1508. GENERAL PROVISIONS APPLICABLE TO 
TRANSFERS. 

(a) MERGER OF TRANSFERRED AMOUNTS.—
Amounts transferred pursuant to this title shall 
be merged with, and shall be available for the 
same purposes and the same period as, the ac-
count to which transferred. 

(b) CONGRESSIONAL NOTICE-AND-WAIT RE-
QUIREMENT.—A transfer may not be made under 
section 1502, 1503, 1504, 1505, 1506, or 1507 until 
the Secretary of Defense has submitted a notice 
in writing to the congressional defense commit-
tees of the proposed transfer and a period of 15 
days has elapsed after the date such notice is 
received. Any such notice shall include speci-
fication of the amount of the proposed transfer, 
the account to which the transfer is to be made, 
and the purpose of the transfer. 

(c) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER TRANSFER AU-
THORITY.—The transfer authorities provided in 
this title are in addition to any other transfer 
authority available to the Secretary of Defense 
under any provision of any other title of this 
Act or under any other provision of law.

DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

SEC. 2001. SHORT TITLE. 

This division may be cited as the ‘‘Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2003’’.

TITLE XXI—ARMY

Sec. 2101. Authorized Army construction and 
land acquisition projects. 

Sec. 2102. Family housing. 
Sec. 2103. Improvements to military family 

housing units. 
Sec. 2104. Authorization of appropriations, 

Army. 
Sec. 2105. Modification of authority to carry 

out certain fiscal year 2002 
projects. 

Sec. 2106. Modification of authority to carry 
out certain fiscal year 2001 
project.

SEC. 2101. AUTHORIZED ARMY CONSTRUCTION 
AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS. 

(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2104(a)(1), 
the Secretary of the Army may acquire real 
property and carry out military construction 
projects for the installations and locations in-
side the United States, and in the amounts, set 
forth in the following table:

Army: Inside the United States 

State Installation or location Amount 

Alabama ................................................................... Anniston Army Depot ................................................................. $1,900,000 
Fort Rucker ............................................................................... $15,808,000 
Redstone Arsenal ....................................................................... $1,950,000 

Alaska ...................................................................... Fort Greely ................................................................................ $2,700,000
Fort Richardson ......................................................................... $20,011,000
Fort Wainwright ........................................................................ $139,906,000

Arizona .................................................................... Fort Huachuca .......................................................................... $10,400,000
Yuma Proving Ground ................................................................ $4,500,000

California ................................................................. Fort Irwin ................................................................................. $2,522,000
Colorado .................................................................. Fort Carson ............................................................................... $9,698,000 
District of Columbia .................................................. Walter Reed Army Medical Center .............................................. $13,794,000 
Georgia .................................................................... Fort Benning ............................................................................. $86,250,000 

Fort Stewart/Hunter Army Air Field ............................................ $26,000,000 
Hawaii ..................................................................... Schofield Barracks ..................................................................... $191,000,000 
Kansas ..................................................................... Fort Leavenworth ...................................................................... $7,979,000

Fort Riley .................................................................................. $81,095,000 
Kentucky ................................................................. Blue Grass Army Depot .............................................................. $5,500,000 

Fort Campbell ............................................................................ $106,300,000 
Fort Knox .................................................................................. $5,873,000 

Louisiana ................................................................. Fort Polk ................................................................................... $37,620,000 
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Army: Inside the United States—Continued

State Installation or location Amount 

Maryland ................................................................. Fort Detrick ............................................................................... $22,500,000
Massachusetts .......................................................... Natick Research, Development, and Engineering Center ............... $4,100,000
Missouri ................................................................... Fort Leonard Wood .................................................................... $24,993,000 
New Jersey ............................................................... Picatinny Arsenal ...................................................................... $7,500,000 
New York ................................................................. Fort Drum ................................................................................. $18,300,000 

United States Military Academy, West Point ............................... $4,991,000 
North Carolina ......................................................... Fort Bragg ................................................................................. $99,632,000 
Oklahoma ................................................................. Fort Sill ..................................................................................... $39,652,000 
Pennsylvania ........................................................... Letterkenny Army Depot ............................................................ $1,550,000 
South Carolina ......................................................... Fort Jackson .............................................................................. $3,051,000 
Texas ....................................................................... Fort Bliss ................................................................................... $5,200,000

Fort Hood .................................................................................. $83,061,000 
Virginia .................................................................... Fort Eustis ................................................................................. $4,133,000

Fort Lee .................................................................................... $7,103,000
Washington .............................................................. Fort Lewis ................................................................................. $56,195,000 

Yakima Training Center ............................................................. $3,000,000

Total ...................................................................................... $1,155,767,000 

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2104(a)(2), the Secretary 
of the Army may acquire real property and carry out military construction projects for the installations and locations outside the United States, and 
in the amounts, set forth in the following table:

Army: Outside the United States 

Country Installation or location Amount 

Belgium .................................................................... Supreme Headquarters, Allied Powers Europe ................................. $13,600,000 
Germany .................................................................. Area Support Group, Bamberg ....................................................... $17,200,000 

Campbell Barracks ........................................................................ $8,300,000 
Coleman Barracks ......................................................................... $1,350,000
Darmstadt .................................................................................... $3,500,000 
Grafenwoehr ................................................................................. $69,866,000 
Landstuhl ..................................................................................... $2,400,000 
Mannheim .................................................................................... $42,000,000 
Schweinfurt .................................................................................. $2,000,000 

Italy ......................................................................... Vicenza ........................................................................................ $34,700,000 
Korea ....................................................................... Camp Carroll ................................................................................ $20,000,000 

Camp Castle ................................................................................. $6,800,000 
Camp Hovey ................................................................................. $25,000,000 
Camp Humphreys .......................................................................... $36,000,000 
Camp Henry ................................................................................. $10,200,000 
Camp Tango ................................................................................. $12,600,000
K16 Airfield .................................................................................. $40,000,000 

Qatar ....................................................................... Qatar ........................................................................................... $8,600,000

Total ............................................................................................ $354,116,000 

(c) UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2104(a)(3), the Secretary of 
the Army may acquire real property and carry out military construction projects for the installation and location, and in the amount, set forth in 
the following table:

Army: Unspecified Worldwide 

Location Installation Amount 

Unspecified Worldwide .............................................. Unspecified Worldwide .................................................................. $4,000,000

SEC. 2102. FAMILY HOUSING. 
(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2104(a)(6)(A), the Sec-

retary of the Army may construct or acquire family housing units (including land acquisition and supporting facilities) at the installations, for the 
purposes, and in the amounts set forth in the following table:

Army: Family Housing 

State or Country Installation or location Purpose Amount 

Alaska ..................................................................... Fort Wainwright ................................................................. 38 Units ........ $17,752,000
Arizona .................................................................... Yuma Proving Ground ........................................................ 33 Units ........ $6,100,000
Korea ...................................................................... Yongsan ............................................................................. 10 Units ........ $3,100,000

Total: .............................................................................. $26,952,000

(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.—Using amounts 
appropriated pursuant to the authorization of 
appropriations in section 2104(a)(6)(A), the Sec-
retary of the Army may carry out architectural 
and engineering services and construction de-
sign activities with respect to the construction 
or improvement of family housing units in an 
amount not to exceed $15,653,000. 

SEC. 2103. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY 
HOUSING UNITS. 

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United 
States Code, and using amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations 
in section 2104(a)(6)(A), the Secretary of the 
Army may improve existing military family 

housing units in an amount not to exceed 
$239,751,000. 

SEC. 2104. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 
ARMY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin-
ning after September 30, 2002, for military con-
struction, land acquisition, and military family 
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housing functions of the Department of the 
Army in the total amount of $3,104,176,000, as 
follows: 

(1) For military construction projects inside 
the United States authorized by section 2101(a), 
$949,567,000. 

(2) For military construction projects outside 
the United States authorized by section 2101(b), 
$354,116,000. 

(3) For military construction projects at un-
specified worldwide locations authorized by sec-
tion 2101(c), $4,000,000. 

(4) For unspecified minor construction 
projects authorized by section 2805 of title 10, 
United States Code, $21,550,000. 

(5) For architectural and engineering services 
and construction design under section 2807 of 
title 10, United States Code, $160,313,000. 

(6) For military family housing functions: 
(A) For construction and acquisition, plan-

ning and design, and improvement of military 
family housing and facilities, $282,356,000. 

(B) For support of military family housing 
(including the functions described in section 
2833 of title 10, United States Code), 
$1,117,274,000. 

(7) For the construction of phase 2 of Saddle 
Access Road, Pohakoula Training Facility, Ha-
waii, authorized by section 2101(a) of the Mili-
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2001 (division B of the Floyd D. Spence 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2001, as enacted into law by Public Law 
106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–389), $13,000,000. 

(8) For the construction of phase 3 of a bar-
racks complex, Butner Road, at Fort Bragg, 
North Carolina, authorized by section 2101(a) of 
the Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2001 (division B of the Floyd D. 
Spence National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2001, as enacted into law by Public 
Law 106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–389), $50,000,000. 

(9) For the construction of phase 2 of a bar-
racks complex, D Street, at Fort Richardson, 
Alaska, authorized by section 2101(a) of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of Public Law 107–
107; 115 Stat. 1280), $21,000,000. 

(10) For the construction of phase 2 of a bar-
racks complex, Nelson Boulevard, at Fort Car-
son, Colorado, authorized by section 2101(a) of 
the Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of Public Law 107–
107; 115 Stat. 1280), as amended by section 2105 
of this Act, $42,000,000. 

(11) For the construction of phase 2 of a basic 
combat trainee complex at Fort Jackson, South 

Carolina, authorized by section 2101(a) of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of Public Law 107–
107; 115 Stat. 1280), as amended by section 2105 
of this Act, $39,000,000. 

(12) For the construction of phase 2 of a bar-
racks complex, 17th and B Streets, at Fort 
Lewis, Washington, authorized by section 
2101(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1280), $50,000,000. 

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC-
TION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the cost vari-
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10, 
United States Code, and any other cost vari-
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 2101 of this 
Act may not exceed—

(1) the total amount authorized to be appro-
priated under paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of 
subsection (a); 

(2) $18,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2101(a) for construction 
of a barracks complex, Main Post, at Fort 
Benning, Georgia); 

(3) $100,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2101(a) for construction 
of a barracks complex, Capron Avenue, at 
Schofield Barracks, Hawaii); 

(4) $13,200,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2101(a) for construction 
of a combined arms collective training facility at 
Fort Riley, Kansas); 

(5) $50,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2101(a) for construction 
of a barracks complex, Range Road, at Fort 
Campbell, Kentucky); and 

(6) $25,000,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2101(a) for construction 
of a consolidated maintenance complex at Fort 
Sill, Oklahoma). 

(c) ADJUSTMENTS.—The total amount author-
ized to be appropriated pursuant to paragraphs 
(1) through (12) of subsection (a) is the sum of 
the amounts authorized to be appropriated in 
such paragraphs, reduced by the following: 

(1) $18,596,000, which represents savings re-
sulting from adjustments to foreign currency ex-
change rates for military construction, military 
family housing construction, and military fam-
ily housing support outside the United States. 

(2) $29,350,000, which represents savings re-
sulting from adjustments in the accounting of 
civilian personnel benefits. 

(3) $16,740,000, which represents savings re-
sulting from reductions in supervision, inspec-
tion, and overhead costs. 

(4) $18,000,000, which represents savings re-
sulting from lower-than-expected inflation.

SEC. 2105. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO 
CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 
2002 PROJECTS. 

(a) MODIFICATION.—The table in section 
2101(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 107-107; 115 Stat. 1281) is amended—

(1) in the item relating to Fort Carson, Colo-
rado, by striking ‘‘$66,000,000’’ in the amount 
column and inserting ‘‘$67,000,000’’; and 

(2) in the item relating to Fort Jackson, South 
Carolina, by striking ‘‘$65,650,000’’ in the 
amount column and inserting ‘‘$68,650,000’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
2104(b) of that Act (115 Stat. 1284) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘$41,000,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$42,000,000’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘$36,000,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$39,000,000’’.

SEC. 2106. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO 
CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 
2001 PROJECT. 

The table in section 2101(b) of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2001 (division B of the Floyd D. Spence National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001, 
as enacted into law by Public Law 106–398; 114 
Stat. 1654A–390) is amended by striking ‘‘Camp 
Page’’ in the installation or location column 
and inserting ‘‘Camp Stanley’’.

TITLE XXII—NAVY

Sec. 2201. Authorized Navy construction and 
land acquisition projects. 

Sec. 2202. Family housing. 
Sec. 2203. Improvements to military family 

housing units. 
Sec. 2204. Authorization of appropriations, 

Navy. 
Sec. 2205. Modification of authority to carry 

out certain fiscal year 2002 
projects.

SEC. 2201. AUTHORIZED NAVY CONSTRUCTION 
AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS. 

(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2204(a)(1), 
the Secretary of the Navy may acquire real 
property and carry out military construction 
projects for the installations and locations in-
side the United States, and in the amounts, set 
forth in the following table:

Navy: Inside the United States 

State Installation or location Amount 

Arizona ...................................................................... Marine Corps Air Station, Yuma ....................................................................................... $3,000,000
California .................................................................. Auxiliary Landing Field, San Diego (San Clemente Island) ................................................ $6,150,000

Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, Twentynine Palms ............................................ $39,470,000
Marine Corps Air Station, Camp Pendleton ....................................................................... $11,930,000
Marine Corps Air Station, Miramar .................................................................................. $12,210,000
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton ................................................................................ $84,040,000
Marine Corps Logistics Base, Barstow .............................................................................. $4,450,000
Naval Air Station, Lemoore .............................................................................................. $35,855,000
Naval Air Warfare Center, Point Mugu, San Nicholas Island ............................................. $6,760,000
Naval Air Warfare Center, China Lake ............................................................................. $10,100,000
Naval Construction Training Center, Port Hueneme .......................................................... $10,170,000
Naval Post Graduate School, Monterey ............................................................................. $9,020,000
Naval Station, San Diego ................................................................................................. $12,210,000

Connecticut ................................................................ Naval Submarine Base, New London ................................................................................. $7,880,000
District of Columbia .................................................... Marine Corps Barracks .................................................................................................... $3,700,000

Naval District, Washington .............................................................................................. $2,690,000
Florida ....................................................................... Naval Air Station, Jacksonville ......................................................................................... $13,342,000

Naval Air Station, Pensacola ............................................................................................ $990,000
Naval School Explosive Ordnance Detachment, Eglin ........................................................ $6,350,000
Naval Station, Mayport .................................................................................................... $1,900,000
Naval Surface Warfare Center Coastal Systems Station, Panama City ................................ $10,700,000

Georgia ...................................................................... Naval Submarine Base, Kings Bay .................................................................................... $1,580,000
Hawaii ....................................................................... Marine Corps Base ........................................................................................................... $9,500,000

Naval Shipyard, Pearl Harbor .......................................................................................... $18,500,000
Naval Station, Pearl Harbor ............................................................................................. $34,090,000 

Illinois ....................................................................... Naval Training Center, Great Lakes ................................................................................. $83,190,000
Indiana ...................................................................... Naval Surface Warfare Center, Crane ............................................................................... $11,610,000
Maine ........................................................................ Naval Air Station, Brunswick ........................................................................................... $9,830,000

Naval Shipyard, Kittery-Portsmouth ................................................................................. $15,200,000
Maryland ................................................................... Naval Air Facility, Andrews Air Force Base ...................................................................... $9,680,000

Naval Surface Warfare Center, Carderock Division ............................................................ $12,900,000
United States Naval Academy ........................................................................................... $1,800,000
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Navy: Inside the United States—Continued

State Installation or location Amount 

Mississippi ................................................................. Naval Air Station, Meridian ............................................................................................. $2,850,000
Naval Construction Battalion Center, Gulfport .................................................................. $5,460,000
Naval Station, Pascagoula ............................................................................................... $25,305,000

New Jersey ................................................................. Naval Air Warfare Center, Lakehurst ............................................................................... $5,200,000
Naval Weapons Station, Earle .......................................................................................... $5,600,000

North Carolina ........................................................... Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point ............................................................................ $6,040,000
Marine Corps Air Station, New River ................................................................................ $6,920,000
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune .................................................................................... $9,570,000

Rhode Island .............................................................. Naval Station, Newport .................................................................................................... $15,900,000
South Carolina ........................................................... Marine Corps Air Station, Beaufort .................................................................................. $13,700,000

Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island ........................................................................ $10,490,000
Naval Weapons Station, Charleston .................................................................................. $5,740,000

Texas ......................................................................... Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi ..................................................................................... $7,150,000
Naval Station, Ingleside ................................................................................................... $5,000,000
Naval Air Station, Kingsville ............................................................................................ $6,210,000

Virginia ..................................................................... Marine Corps Combat Development Command, Quantico ................................................... $24,864,000
Naval Air Station Oceana ................................................................................................ $16,490,000
Naval Amphibious Base, Little Creek ................................................................................ $9,770,000
Naval Shipyard, Norfolk, Portsmouth ............................................................................... $36,470,000
Naval Station, Norfolk ..................................................................................................... $168,965,000
Naval Support Activity, Norfolk ....................................................................................... $2,260,000
Naval Surface Warfare Center, Dahlgren .......................................................................... $15,830,000
Naval Weapons Station, Yorktown ................................................................................... $15,020,000

Washington ................................................................ Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island ................................................................................... $17,580,000
Naval Magazine, Indian Island ........................................................................................ $4,030,000
Naval Station, Bremerton ................................................................................................. $45,870,000
Naval Submarine Base, Bangor ........................................................................................ $22,310,000
Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Keyport ......................................................................... $7,500,000
Puget Sound Naval Shipyard, Bremerton .......................................................................... $57,132,000
Strategic Weapons Facility, Bangor .................................................................................. $7,340,000

Various Locations ...................................................... Host Nation Infrastructure ............................................................................................... $1,000,000

Total ............................................................................................................................ $1,084,363,000

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2204(a)(2), the Secretary 
of the Navy may acquire real property and carry out military construction projects for the locations outside the United States, and in the amounts, 
set forth in the following table:

Navy: Outside the United States 

Country Installation or location Amount 

Bahrain ...................................................................... Naval Support Activity, Bahrain ....................................................................................... $25,970,000
Cuba .......................................................................... Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay ....................................................................................... $4,280,000
Diego Garcia ............................................................... Diego Garcia, Naval Support Facility ................................................................................. $11,090,000
Greece ........................................................................ Naval Support Activity, Joint Headquarters Command, Larissa ........................................... $6,800,000
Guam ......................................................................... Commander, United States Naval Forces, Guam ................................................................. $13,400,000
Iceland ....................................................................... Naval Air Station, Keflavik ............................................................................................... $14,920,000
Italy ........................................................................... Naval Air Station, Sigonella .............................................................................................. $55,660,000
Spain ......................................................................... Naval Station, Rota .......................................................................................................... $18,700,000

Total ............................................................................................................................. $150,820,000

SEC. 2202. FAMILY HOUSING. 
(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2204(a)(5)(A), the Sec-

retary of the Navy may construct or acquire family housing units (including land acquisition and supporting facilities) at the installations, for the 
purposes, and in the amounts set forth in the following table:

Navy: Family Housing 

State or Country Installation or location Purpose Amount 

California ............................................................................... Naval Air Station, Lemoore ................................................................. 178 Units .......... $40,981,000
Twentynine Palms .............................................................................. 76 Units ............ $19,425,000

Connecticut ............................................................................ Naval Submarine Base, New London .................................................... 100 Units .......... $24,415,000
Florida ................................................................................... Naval Station, Mayport ....................................................................... 1 Unit ............... $329,000
Hawaii ................................................................................... Marine Corps Base, Kaneohe Bay ........................................................ 65 Units ............ $24,797,000
Maine .................................................................................... Naval Air Station, Brunswick .............................................................. 22 Units ............ $5,000,000
Mississippi .............................................................................. Naval Air Station, Meridian ................................................................ 56 Units ............ $9,755,000
North Carolina ....................................................................... Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune ....................................................... 317 Units .......... $43,650,000
Virginia .................................................................................. Marine Corps Base, Quantico .............................................................. 290 Units .......... $41,843,000
United Kingdom .................................................................... Joint Maritime Facility, St. Mawgan .................................................... 62 Units ............ $18,524,000

Total ............. $228,719,000

(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.—Using amounts 
appropriated pursuant to the authorization of 
appropriation in section 2204(a)(5)(A), the Sec-
retary of the Navy may carry out architectural 
and engineering services and construction de-
sign activities with respect to the construction 
or improvement of military family housing units 
in an amount not to exceed $11,281,000. 

SEC. 2203. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY 
HOUSING UNITS. 

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United 
States Code, and using amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations 
in section 2204(a)(5)(A), the Secretary of the 
Navy may improve existing military family 

housing units in an amount not to exceed 
$139,468,000. 

SEC. 2204. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 
NAVY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin-
ning after September 30, 2002, for military con-
struction, land acquisition, and military family 
housing functions of the Department of the 
Navy in the total amount of $2,576,381,000, as 
follows: 

(1) For military construction projects inside 
the United States authorized by section 2201(a), 
$1,025,598,000. 

(2) For military construction projects outside 
the United States authorized by section 2201(b), 
$148,250,000.

(3) For unspecified minor construction 
projects authorized by section 2805 of title 10, 
United States Code, $26,187,000. 

(4) For architectural and engineering services 
and construction design under section 2807 of 
title 10, United States Code, $95,570,000. 

(5) For military family housing functions: 
(A) For construction and acquisition, plan-

ning and design, and improvement of military 
family housing and facilities, $379,468,000. 

(B) For support of military family housing 
(including functions described in section 2833 of 
title 10, United States Code), $867,788,000. 
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(6) For replacement of a pier at Naval Station, 

Norfolk, Virginia, authorized by section 2201(a) 
of the Military Construction Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of Public Law 
107–107; 115 Stat. 1287), as amended by section 
2205 of this Act, $33,520,000. 

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC-
TION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the cost vari-
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10, 
United States Code, and any other cost vari-
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 2201 of this 
Act may not exceed—

(1) the total amount authorized to be appro-
priated under paragraphs (1) and (2) of sub-
section (a); 

(2) $10,645,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2201(a) for a bachelors 
enlisted quarters shipboard ashore, Naval Sta-
tion, Pascagoula, Mississippi); 

(3) $48,120,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2201(a) for a bachelors 
enlisted quarters shipboard ashore, Naval Sta-
tion, Norfolk, Virginia); and 

(4) $2,570,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2201(b) for a quality of 
life support facility, Naval Air Station 
Sigonella, Italy). 

(c) ADJUSTMENTS.—The total amount author-
ized to be appropriated pursuant to paragraphs 
(1) through (6) of subsection (a) is the sum of 
the amounts authorized to be appropriated in 
such paragraphs, reduced by the following: 

(1) $3,992,000, which represents savings result-
ing from adjustments to foreign currency ex-
change rates for military construction, military 
family housing construction, and military fam-
ily housing support outside the United States. 

(2) $10,470,000, which represents savings re-
sulting from adjustments in the accounting of 
civilian personnel benefits. 

(3) $15,017,000, which represents savings re-
sulting from reductions in supervision, inspec-
tion, and overhead costs. 

(4) $14,000,000, which represents savings re-
sulting from lower-than-expected inflation.
SEC. 2205. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO 

CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 
2002 PROJECTS. 

(a) MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROJECT AT 
NAVAL STATION, NORFOLK, VIRGINIA.—The table 
in section 2201(a) of the Military Construction 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (division 
B of Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1286) is 
amended—

(1) in the item relating to Naval Station, Nor-
folk, Virginia, by striking ‘‘$139,270,000’’ in the 
amount column and inserting ‘‘$139,550,000’’; 
and 

(2) by striking the amount identified as the 
total in the amount column and inserting 
‘‘$1,059,030,000’’. 

(b) MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING AT QUANTICO, 
VIRGINIA.—The table in section 2202(a) of that 
Act (115 Stat. 1288) is amended in the item relat-
ing to Marine Corps Combat Development Com-

mand, Quantico, Virginia, by striking ‘‘60 
Units’’ in the purpose column and inserting ‘‘39 
Units’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
2204(b)(2) of that Act (115 Stat. 1289) is amended 
by striking ‘‘$33,240,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$33,520,000’’.

TITLE XXIII—AIR FORCE 

Sec. 2301. Authorized Air Force construction 
and land acquisition projects. 

Sec. 2302. Family housing. 
Sec. 2303. Improvements to military family 

housing units. 
Sec. 2304. Authorization of appropriations, 

Air Force. 
Sec. 2305. Authority for use of military con-

struction funds for construction of public 
road near Aviano Air Base, Italy, to re-
place road closed for force protection pur-
poses.

SEC. 2301. AUTHORIZED AIR FORCE CONSTRUC-
TION AND LAND ACQUISITION 
PROJECTS. 

(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2304(a)(1), 
the Secretary of the Air Force may acquire real 
property and carry out military construction 
projects for the installations and locations in-
side the United States, and in the amounts, set 
forth in the following table:

Air Force: Inside the United States 

State Installation or location Amount 

Alaska ....................................................................... Clear Air Station ........................................................................... $14,400,000 
Eielson Air Force Base ................................................................... $41,100,000 

Arizona ...................................................................... Davis-Monthan Air Force Base ....................................................... $19,270,000 
Luke Air Force Base ...................................................................... $13,000,000 

Arkansas .................................................................... Little Rock Air Force Base ............................................................. $25,600,000 
California .................................................................. Beale Air Force Base ...................................................................... $11,740,000 

Travis Air Force Base .................................................................... $33,469,000 
Vandenberg Air Force Base ............................................................ $10,500,000 

Colorado .................................................................... Buckley Air National Guard Base ................................................... $17,700,000 
Peterson Air Force Base ................................................................. $5,500,000 
Schriever Air Force Base ................................................................ $5,700,000 
United States Air Force Academy .................................................... $4,200,000 

District of Columbia .................................................... Bolling Air Force Base ................................................................... $5,000,000 
Florida ....................................................................... Avon Park Air Force Range ............................................................ $2,000,000 

Elgin Air Force Base ...................................................................... $4,250,000 
Hurlburt Field ............................................................................... $15,000,000 
MacDill Air Force Base .................................................................. $20,000,000 

Georgia ...................................................................... Robins Air Force Base .................................................................... $29,400,000 
Hawaii ....................................................................... Hickam Air Force Base ................................................................... $1,350,000 
Kansas ....................................................................... McConnell Air Force Base .............................................................. $7,500,000 
Louisiana ................................................................... Barksdale Air Force Base ............................................................... $22,900,000 
Maryland ................................................................... Andrews Air Force Base ................................................................. $9,600,000 
Massachusetts ............................................................ Hanscom Air Force Base ................................................................ $7,700,000 
Mississippi ................................................................. Keesler Air Force Base ................................................................... $22,000,000 
Nebraska .................................................................... Offutt Air Force Base ..................................................................... $11,000,000 
Nevada ....................................................................... Nellis Air Force Base ...................................................................... $56,850,000 
New Jersey ................................................................. McGuire Air Force Base ................................................................. $29,831,000 
New Mexico ................................................................ Cannon Air Force Base .................................................................. $4,650,000 

Holloman Air Force Base ................................................................ $4,650,000 
Kirtland Air Force Base ................................................................. $21,900,000 

North Carolina ........................................................... Pope Air Force Base ....................................................................... $9,700,000 
North Dakota ............................................................. Minot Air Force Base ..................................................................... $5,000,000 
Ohio .......................................................................... Wright-Patterson Air Force Base .................................................... $25,000,000 
Oklahoma .................................................................. Altus Air Force Base ...................................................................... $14,800,000 

Vance Air Force Base ..................................................................... $4,800,000 
South Carolina ........................................................... Shaw Air Force Base ...................................................................... $6,800,000 
South Dakota ............................................................. Ellsworth Air Force Base ................................................................ $13,200,000 
Texas ......................................................................... Goodfellow Air Force Base ............................................................. $10,600,000

Lackland Air Force Base ................................................................ $37,300,000 
Lackland Air Force Base (Camp Bullis) .......................................... $10,000,000
Laughlin Air Force Base ................................................................ $8,000,000 
Sheppard Air Force Base ................................................................ $16,000,000 

Utah .......................................................................... Hill Air Force Base ........................................................................ $14,500,000 
Virginia ..................................................................... Langley Air Force Base .................................................................. $70,940,000

Total ............................................................................................. $724,400,000 

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2304(a)(2), the Secretary 
of the Air Force may acquire real property and carry out military construction projects for the installations and locations outside the United States, 
and in the amounts, set forth in the following table:
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Air Force: Outside the United States 

Country Installation or location Amount 

Diego Garcia .............................................................. Diego Garcia .................................................................................. $17,100,000 
Germany .................................................................... Ramstein Air Force Base ................................................................ $71,783,000 
Guam ......................................................................... Andersen Air Force Base ................................................................ $31,000,000 
Italy .......................................................................... Aviano Air Force Base ................................................................... $6,600,000 
Japan ......................................................................... Kadena Air Force Base .................................................................. $6,000,000 
Korea ......................................................................... Osan Air Base ............................................................................... $15,100,000 
Spain ......................................................................... Naval Station, Rota ....................................................................... $31,818,000 
Turkey ....................................................................... Incirlik Air Force Base ................................................................... $1,550,000 
United Kingdom ......................................................... Royal Air Force, Fairford ............................................................... $19,000,000 

Royal Air Force, Lakenheath ......................................................... $13,400,000 
Wake Island ............................................................... Wake Island .................................................................................. $24,900,000

Total .......................................................................................... $238,251,000 

(c) UNSPECIFIED WORLDWIDE.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2304(a)(3), the Secretary of 
the Air Force may acquire real property and carry out military construction projects for the installation and location, and in the amount, set forth 
in the following table:

Air Force: Unspecified Worldwide 

Location Installation Amount 

Unspecified Worldwide ............................................................... Classified Location ............................................................................................ $24,993,000

Total .............................................................................................................. $24,993,000

SEC. 2302. FAMILY HOUSING. 
(a) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2304(a)(6)(A), the Sec-

retary of the Air Force may construct or acquire family housing units (including land acqumsition and supporting facilities) at the installations, 
for the purposes, and in the amounts set forth in the following table:

Air Force: Family Housing 

State or Country Installation or location Purpose Amount 

Arizona .................................................................................. Luke Air Force Base ............................................................................ 140 Units .......... $18,954,000 
California ............................................................................... Travis Air Force Base .......................................................................... 110 Units .......... $24,320,000 
Colorado ................................................................................ Peterson Air Force Base ...................................................................... 2 Units ............. $959,000 

United States Air Force Academy ......................................................... 71 Units ............ $12,424,000 
Delaware ................................................................................ Dover Air Force Base .......................................................................... 112 Units .......... $19,615,000 
Florida ................................................................................... Eglin Air Force Base ........................................................................... Housing Office .. $597,000 

Eglin Air Force Base ........................................................................... 134 Units .......... $15,906,000 
MacDill Air Force Base ....................................................................... 96 Units ............ $18,086,000 

Hawaii ................................................................................... Hickam Air Force Base ........................................................................ 96 Units ............ $29,050,000 
Idaho ..................................................................................... Mountain Home Air Force Base ........................................................... 95 Units ............ $24,392,000 
Kansas ................................................................................... McConnell Air Force Base ................................................................... Housing Mainte-

nance Facility $1,514,000 
Maryland ............................................................................... Andrews Air Force Base ...................................................................... 53 Units ............ $9,838,000 

Andrews Air Force Base ...................................................................... 52 Units ............ $8,807,000 
Mississippi .............................................................................. Columbus Air Force Base ..................................................................... Housing Office .. $412,000 

Keesler Air Force Base ........................................................................ 117 Units .......... $16,505,000 
Missouri ................................................................................. Whiteman Air Force Base .................................................................... 97 Units ............ $17,107,000 
Montana ................................................................................ Malmstrom Air Force Base ................................................................... 18 Units ............ $4,717,000 
New Mexico ............................................................................ Holloman Air Force Base ..................................................................... 101 Units .......... $20,161,000 
North Carolina ....................................................................... Pope Air Force Base ............................................................................ Housing Mainte-

nance Facility $991,000 
Seymour Johnson Air Force Base ......................................................... 126 Units .......... $18,615,000 

North Dakota ......................................................................... Grand Forks Air Force Base ................................................................ 150 Units .......... $30,140,000 
Minot Air Force Base .......................................................................... 112 Units .......... $21,428,000 
Minot Air Force Base .......................................................................... 102 Units .......... $20,315,000 

Oklahoma .............................................................................. Vance Air Force Base .......................................................................... 59 Units ............ $11,423,000 
South Dakota ......................................................................... Ellsworth Air Force Base ..................................................................... Housing Mainte-

nance Facility $447,000 
Ellsworth Air Force Base ..................................................................... 22 Units ............ $4,794,000 

Texas ..................................................................................... Dyess Air Force Base ........................................................................... 85 Units ............ $14,824,000 
Randolph Air Force Base .................................................................... Housing Mainte-

nance Facility $447,000 
Randolph Air Force Base .................................................................... 112 Units .......... $14,311,000 

Virginia .................................................................................. Langley Air Force Base ....................................................................... Housing Office .. $1,193,000 
Germany ................................................................................ Ramstein Air Force Base ..................................................................... 19 Units ............ $8,534,000 
Korea ..................................................................................... Osan Air Base ..................................................................................... 113 Units .......... $35,705,000 

Osan Air Base ..................................................................................... Housing Supply 
Warehouse .... $834,000 

United Kingdom ..................................................................... Royal Air Force, Lakenheath .............................................................. Housing Office 
and Mainte-
nance Facility $2,203,000

Total .................................................................................................. $429,568,000 

(b) PLANNING AND DESIGN.—Using amounts 
appropriated pursuant to the authorization of 
appropriations in section 2304(a)(6)(A), the Sec-
retary of the Air Force may carry out architec-
tural and engineering services and construction 
design activities with respect to the construction 
or improvement of military family housing units 
in an amount not to exceed $34,188,000. 

SEC. 2303. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY 
HOUSING UNITS. 

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, Unites States 
Code, and using amounts appropriated pursu-
ant to the authorization of appropriations in 
section 2304(a)(6)(A), the Secretary of the Air 
Force may improve existing military family 
housing units in an amount not to exceed 
$226,068,000. 

SEC. 2304. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 
AIR FORCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin-
ning after September 30, 2002, for military con-
struction, land acquisition, and military family 
housing functions of the Department of the Air 
Force in the total amount of $2,633,738,000, as 
follows: 
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(1) For military construction projects inside 

the United States authorized by section 2301(a), 
$717,300,000. 

(2) For military construction projects outside 
the United States authorized by section 2301(b), 
$238,251,000. 

(3) For military construction projects at un-
specified worldwide locations authorized by sec-
tion 2301(c), $24,993,000. 

(4) For unspecified minor construction 
projects authorized by section 2805 of title 10, 
United States Code, $11,500,000. 

(5) For architectural and engineering services 
and construction design under section 2807 of 
title 10, United States Code, $82,820,000. 

(6) For military housing functions: 
(A) For construction and acquisition, plan-

ning and design, and improvement of military 
family housing and facilities, $689,824,000. 

(B) For support of military family housing 
(including functions described in section 2833 of 
title 10, United States Code), $869,050,000. 

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC-
TION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the cost vari-
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10, 
United States Code, and any other cost vari-
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 2301 of this 
Act may not exceed—

(1) the total amount authorized to be appro-
priated under paragraphs (1), (2) and (3) of sub-
section (a); and 

(2) $7,100,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2301(a) for construction 
of a consolidated base engineer complex at Altus 
Air Force Base, Oklahoma). 

(c) ADJUSTMENTS.—The total amount author-
ized to be appropriated pursuant to paragraphs 
(1) through (6) of subsection (a) is the sum of 

the amounts authorized to be appropriated in 
such paragraphs, reduced by the following: 

(1) $19,063,000, which represents savings re-
sulting from adjustments to foreign currency ex-
change rates for military construction, military 
family housing construction, and military fam-
ily housing support outside the United States. 

(2) $15,306,000, which represents savings re-
sulting from reductions in supervision, inspec-
tion, and overhead costs. 

(3) $16,000,000, which represents savings re-
sulting from lower-than-expected inflation.
SEC. 2305. AUTHORITY FOR USE OF MILITARY 

CONSTRUCTION FUNDS FOR CON-
STRUCTION OF PUBLIC ROAD NEAR 
AVIANO AIR BASE, ITALY, TO RE-
PLACE ROAD CLOSED FOR FORCE 
PROTECTION PURPOSES. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO USE FUNDS.—Using 
amounts authorized to be appropriated by sec-
tion 2304(a)(2), the Secretary of the Air Force 
may carry out a project to provide a public 
road, and associated improvements, to replace a 
public road adjacent to Aviano Air Base, Italy, 
that has been closed for force protection pur-
poses. 

(b) SCOPE OF AUTHORITY.—(1) The authority 
of the Secretary to carry out the project referred 
to in subsection (a) shall include authority as 
follows: 

(A) To acquire property for the project for 
transfer to a host nation authority. 

(B) To provide funds to a host nation author-
ity to acquire property for the project. 

(C) To make a contribution to a host nation 
authority for purposes of carrying out the 
project. 

(D) To provide vehicle and pedestrian access 
to landowners affected by the project. 

(2) The acquisition of property using the au-
thority in subparagraph (A) or (B) of paragraph 

(1) may be made regardless of whether or not 
ownership of such property will vest in the 
United States. 

(c) INAPPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN REAL PROP-
ERTY MANAGEMENT REQUIREMENT.—Section 
2672(a)(1)(B) of title 10, United States Code, 
shall not apply with respect to any acquisition 
of interests in land for purposes of the project 
authorized by subsection (a).

TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES
Sec. 2401. Authorized Defense Agencies con-

struction and land acquisition 
projects. 

Sec. 2402. Improvements to military family 
housing units. 

Sec. 2403. Energy conservation projects. 
Sec. 2404. Authorization of appropriations, De-

fense Agencies. 
Sec. 2405. Modification of authority to carry 

out certain fiscal year 2000 
project. 

Sec. 2406. Modification of authority to carry 
out certain fiscal year 1999 
project. 

Sec. 2407. Modification of authority to carry 
out certain fiscal year 1997 
project.

SEC. 2401. AUTHORIZED DEFENSE AGENCIES 
CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI-
TION PROJECTS. 

(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using 
amounts appropriated pursuant to the author-
ization of appropriations in section 2404(a)(1), 
the Secretary of Defense may acquire real prop-
erty and carry out military construction projects 
for the installations and locations inside the 
United States, and in the amounts, set forth in 
the following table:

Defense Agencies: Inside the United States 

Agency Installation or location Amount 

Chemical Demilitarization ........................................... Pine Bluff, Arkansas ..................................................................... $18,937,000
Defense Intelligence Agency ........................................ Bolling Air Force Base, District of Columbia ................................... $111,958,000
Defense Logistics Agency ............................................ Defense Supply Center, Richmond, Virginia .................................... $5,500,000

Naval Air Station, New Orleans, Louisiana ..................................... $9,500,000
Travis Air Force Base, California ................................................... $16,000,000

Defense Threat Reduction Agency ............................... Fort Belvoir, Virginia ..................................................................... $76,388,000
Department of Defense Dependents Schools ................. Fort Bragg, North Carolina ............................................................ $2,036,000

Fort Jackson, South Carolina ......................................................... $2,506,000
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina ......................... $12,138,000
Marine Corps Base, Quantico, Virginia ........................................... $1,418,000
United States Military Academy, West Point, New York .................. $4,347,000

Joint Chiefs of Staff .................................................... Peterson Air Force Base, Colorado .................................................. $25,000,000
Missile Defense Agency ............................................... Kauai, Hawaii ............................................................................... $23,400,000
National Security Agency ............................................ Fort Meade, Maryland ................................................................... $4,484,000
Special Operations Command ...................................... Dam Neck, Virginia ........................................................................ $3,900,000

Fort Bragg, North Carolina ............................................................ $30,800,000
Hurlburt Field, Florida .................................................................. $11,100,000
Naval Amphibious Base, Little Creek, Virginia ................................ $14,300,000
Stennis Space Center, Mississippi .................................................... $5,000,000

TRICARE Management Activity .................................. Elmendorf Air Force Base, Alaska .................................................. $10,400,000
Hickam Air Force Base, Hawaii ...................................................... $2,700,000

Washington Headquarters Services .............................. District of Columbia ....................................................................... $2,500,000

Total .......................................................................................... $394,312,000

(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the authorization of appropriations in section 2404(a)(2), the Secretary 
of Defense may acquire real property and carry out military construction projects for the installations and locations outside the United States, and 
in the amounts, set forth in the following table:

Defense Agencies: Outside the United States 

Agency Installation or location Amount 

Defense Logistics Agency ............................................ Andersen Air Force Base, Guam ..................................................... $17,586,000
Naval Forces Marianas Islands, Guam ............................................ $6,000,000
Naval Station, Rota, Spain ............................................................. $23,400,000
Royal Air Force, Fairford, United Kingdom .................................... $17,000,000
Yokota Air Base, Japan ................................................................. $23,000,000

Department of Defense Dependents Schools ................. Kaiserslautern, Germany ................................................................ $957,000
Lajes Field, Azores, Portugal .......................................................... $1,192,000
Seoul, Korea .................................................................................. $31,683,000
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Defense Agencies: Outside the United States—Continued

Agency Installation or location Amount 

Supreme Headquarters, Allied Powers Europe, Belgium ................... $1,573,000
Spangdahlem Air Base, Germany .................................................... $997,000
Vicenza, Italy ................................................................................ $2,117,000

TRICARE Management Activity .................................. Naval Support Activity, Naples, Italy ............................................. $41,449,000
Spangdahlem Air Base, Germany .................................................... $39,629,000

Total .......................................................................................... $206,583,000

SEC. 2402. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY 
HOUSING UNITS. 

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United 
States Code, and using amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropriations 
in section 2404(a)(8)(A), the Secretary of Defense 
may improve existing military family housing 
units in an amount not to exceed $5,480,000. 
SEC. 2403. ENERGY CONSERVATION PROJECTS. 

Using amounts appropriated pursuant to the 
authorization of appropriations in section 
2404(a)(6), the Secretary of Defense may carry 
out energy conservation projects under section 
2865 of title 10, United States Code, in the 
amount of $34,531,000. 
SEC. 2404. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

DEFENSE AGENCIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Funds are hereby author-

ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin-
ning after September 30, 2002, for military con-
struction, land acquisition, and military family 
housing functions of the Department of Defense 
(other than the military departments) in the 
total amount of $1,434,795,000, as follows: 

(1) For military construction projects inside 
the United States authorized by section 2401(a), 
$357,712,000. 

(2) For military construction projects outside 
the United States authorized by section 2401(b), 
$206,583,000. 

(3) For unspecified minor construction 
projects under section 2805 of title 10, United 
States Code, $16,293,000. 

(4) For contingency construction projects of 
the Secretary of Defense under section 2804 of 
title 10, United States Code, $10,000,000. 

(5) For architectural and engineering services 
and construction design under section 2807 of 
title 10, United States Code, $45,532,000. 

(6) For energy conservation projects author-
ized by section 2403, $34,531,000. 

(7) For base closure and realignment activities 
as authorized by the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of 
Public Law 101–510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note), 
$565,138,000. 

(8) For military family housing functions: 
(A) For improvement of military family hous-

ing and facilities, $5,480,000. 
(B) For support of military family housing 

(including functions described in section 2833 of 
title 10, United States Code), $42,432,000. 

(C) For credit to the Department of Defense 
Family Housing Improvement Fund established 
by section 2883(a)(1) of title 10, United States 
Code, $2,000,000. 

(9) For payment of a claim against the Hos-
pital Replacement project at Elmendorf Air 
Force Base, Alaska, $10,400,000. 

(10) For the construction of phase 4 of an am-
munition demilitarization facility at Pueblo 
Chemical Activity, Colorado, authorized by sec-
tion 2401(a) of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (division B 
of Public Law 104–201; 110 Stat. 2775), as amend-
ed by section 2406 of the Military Construction 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (division 
B of Public Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 839) and sec-
tion 2407 of this Act, $38,000,000. 

(11) For the construction of phase 5 of an am-
munition demilitarization facility at Newport 
Army Depot, Indiana, authorized by section 
2401(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 105–261; 112 Stat. 2193), as amended by 
section 2406 of this Act, $61,494,000. 

(12) For the construction of phase 5 of an am-
munition demilitarization facility at Aberdeen 
Proving Ground, Maryland, authorized by sec-
tion 2401(a) of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (division B 
of Public Law 105–261; 112 Stat. 2193), as amend-
ed by section 2406 of the Military Construction 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (division 
B of Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1299), 
$20,600,000. 

(13) For the construction of phase 3 of an am-
munition demilitarization facility at Blue Grass 
Army Depot, Kentucky, authorized by section 
2401(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 835), as amended by 
section 2405 of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (division B 
of Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1298) and sec-
tion 2405 of this Act, $10,300,000. 

(14) For the construction of phase 3 of an am-
munition demilitarization support facility at 
Blue Grass Army Depot, Kentucky, authorized 
by section 2401(a) of the Military Construction 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (division 
B of Public Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 835), 
$8,300,000. 

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CONSTRUC-
TION PROJECTS.—Notwithstanding the cost vari-
ations authorized by section 2853 of title 10, 
United States Code, and any other cost vari-
ation authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 2401 of this 
Act may not exceed—

(1) the total amount authorized to be appro-
priated under paragraphs (1) and (2) of sub-
section (a); and 

(2) $26,200,000 (the balance of the amount au-
thorized under section 2401(a) for the construc-
tion of the Defense Threat Reduction Center, 
Fort Belvoir, Virginia). 

(c) ADJUSTMENTS.—The total amount author-
ized to be appropriated pursuant to paragraphs 
(1) through (14) of subsection (a) is the sum of 
the amounts authorized to be appropriated in 
such paragraphs, reduced by the following: 

(1) $2,976,000, which represents savings result-
ing from adjustments to foreign currency ex-
change rates for military construction, military 
family housing construction, and military fam-
ily housing support outside the United States.

(2) $37,000, which represents savings resulting 
from adjustments in the accounting of civilian 
personnel benefits. 

(3) $7,414,000, which represents savings result-
ing from reductions in supervision, inspection, 
and overhead costs. 

(4) $7,000,000, which represents savings result-
ing from lower-than-expected inflation.
SEC. 2405. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO 

CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 
2000 PROJECT. 

(a) MODIFICATION.—The table in section 
2401(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 835), as amended by 
section 2405 of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (division B 
of Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1298), is further 
amended—

(1) under the agency heading relating to 
Chemical Demilitarization, in the item relating 
to Blue Grass Army Depot, Kentucky, by strik-
ing ‘‘$254,030,000’’ in the amount column and 
inserting ‘‘$290,325,000’’; and 

(2) by striking the amount identified as the 
total in the amount column and inserting 
‘‘$748,245,000’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
2405(b)(3) of the Military Construction Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (113 Stat. 839), 
as so amended, is further amended by striking 
‘‘$231,230,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$267,525,000’’.
SEC. 2406. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO 

CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 
1999 PROJECT. 

(a) MODIFICATION.—The table in section 
2401(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 105–261; 112 Stat. 2193), as amended by 
section 2406 of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (division B 
of Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1299), is further 
amended—

(1) under the agency heading relating to 
Chemical Demilitarization, in the item relating 
to Newport Army Depot, Indiana, by striking 
‘‘$191,550,000’’ in the amount column and insert-
ing ‘‘$293,853,000’’; and 

(2) by striking the amount identified as the 
total in the amount column and inserting 
‘‘$829,919,000’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
2404(b)(2) of the Military Construction Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (112 Stat. 2196) 
is amended by striking ‘‘$162,050,000’’ and in-
serting ‘‘$264,353,000’’.
SEC. 2407. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO 

CARRY OUT CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 
1997 PROJECT. 

(a) MODIFICATION.—The table in section 
2401(a) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 104–201; 110 Stat. 2775), as amended by 
section 2406 of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (division B 
of Public Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 839), is further 
amended—

(1) under the agency heading relating to 
Chemical Demilitarization Program, in the item 
relating to Pueblo Chemical Activity, Colorado, 
by striking ‘‘$203,500,000’’ in the amount column 
and inserting ‘‘$261,000,000’’; and 

(2) by striking the amount identified as the 
total in the amount column and inserting 
‘‘$607,454,000’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
2406(b)(2) of the Military Construction Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (110 Stat. 2779), 
as so amended, is further amended by striking 
‘‘$203,500,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$261,000,000’’.
TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY 

ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT 
PROGRAM

Sec. 2501. Authorized NATO construction and 
land acquisition projects. 

Sec. 2502. Authorization of appropriations, 
NATO.

SEC. 2501. AUTHORIZED NATO CONSTRUCTION 
AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS. 

The Secretary of Defense may make contribu-
tions for the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion Security Investment program as provided in 
section 2806 of title 10, United States Code, in an 
amount not to exceed the sum of the amount au-
thorized to be appropriated for this purpose in 
section 2502 and the amount collected from the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization as a result 
of construction previously financed by the 
United States. 
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SEC. 2502. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

NATO. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal years begin-
ning after September 30, 2002, for contributions 
by the Secretary of Defense under section 2806 
of title 10, United States Code, for the share of 
the United States of the cost of projects for the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization Security In-
vestment program authorized by section 2501, in 
the amount of $168,200,000. 

(b) ADJUSTMENT.—The total amount author-
ized to be appropriated pursuant to subsection 
(a) is the amount specified in such subsection, 
reduced by $1,000,000, which represents savings 
resulting from lower-than-expected inflation.

TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE 
FORCES FACILITIES

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

SEC. 2601. AUTHORIZED GUARD AND RESERVE 
CONSTRUCTION AND LAND ACQUISI-
TION PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be 
appropriated for fiscal years beginning after 
September 30, 2002, for the costs of acquisition, 
architectural and engineering services, and con-
struction of facilities for the Guard and Reserve 
Forces, and for contributions therefor, under 
chapter 1803 of title 10, United States Code 
(including the cost of acquisition of land for 
those facilities), the following amounts: 

(1) For the Department of the Army—

(A) for the Army National Guard of the 
United States, $237,236,000; and 

(B) for the Army Reserve, $99,399,000. 
(2) For the Department of the Navy, for the 

Naval and Marine Corps Reserve, $75,801,000. 
(3) For the Department of the Air Force—
(A) for the Air National Guard of the United 

States, $204,215,000; and 
(B) for the Air Force Reserve, $85,649,000. 
(b) ADJUSTMENT.—The total amount author-

ized to be appropriated pursuant to subsection 
(a)(1)(A) is the amount specified in such sub-
section, reduced by $1,000,000, which represents 
savings resulting from lower-than-expected in-
flation.

TITLE XXVII—EXPIRATION AND 
EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS

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

Sec. 2702. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2000 projects. 

Sec. 2703. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 1999 projects.

SEC. 2701. EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS AND 
AMOUNTS REQUIRED TO BE SPECI-
FIED BY LAW. 

(a) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS AFTER 
THREE YEARS.—Except as provided in subsection 
(b), all authorizations contained in titles XXI 
through XXVI for military construction 
projects, land acquisition, family housing 
projects and facilities, and contributions to the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization Security In-
vestment program (and authorizations of appro-
priations therefor) shall expire on the later of—

(1) October 1, 2005; or 
(2) the date of the enactment of an Act au-

thorizing funds for military construction for fis-
cal year 2006. 

(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to authorizations for military construc-
tion projects, land acquisition, family housing 
projects, and facilities, and contributions to the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization Security In-
vestment program (and authorizations of appro-
priations therefor) for which appropriated funds 
have been obligated before the later of—

(1) October 1, 2005; or 
(2) the date of the enactment of an Act au-

thorized funds for fiscal year 2006 for military 
construction projects, land acquisition, family 
housing projects and facilities, and contribu-
tions to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
Security Investment program. 

SEC. 2702. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF 
CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 2000 
PROJECTS. 

(a) EXTENSION OF CERTAIN PROJECTS.—Not-
withstanding section 2701 of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 
(division B of Public Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 841), 
authorizations set forth in the tables in sub-
section (b), as provided in section 2302 or 2601 of 
that Act, shall remain in effect until October 1, 
2003, or the date of the enactment of an Act au-
thorizing funds for military construction for fis-
cal year 2004, whichever is later. 

(b) TABLES.—The tables referred to in sub-
section (a) are as follows:

Air Force: Extension of 2000 Project Authorizations 

State Installation or location Project Amount 

Oklahoma ................................................................... Tinker Air Force Base ................................................. Replace Family 
Housing (41 
Units) ............ $6,000,000 

Texas ......................................................................... Lackland Air Force Base ............................................. Dormitory ......... $5,300,000

Army National Guard: Extension of 2000 Project Authorization 

State Installation or location Project Amount 

Virginia ...................................................................... Fort Pickett ................................................................ Multi-Purpose 
Range Com-
plex–Heavy ..... $13,500,000

SEC. 2703. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATIONS OF CERTAIN FISCAL YEAR 1999 PROJECTS. 
(a) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding section 2701 of the Military Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (division B of Public Law 105–

261; 112 Stat. 2199), authorizations set forth in the table in subsection (b), as provided in section 2302 of that Act and extended by section 2702 of 
the Military Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1301), shall remain in effect until October 
1, 2003, or the date of the enactment of an Act authorizing funds for military construction for fiscal year 2004, whichever is later. 

(b) TABLE.—The table referred to in subsection (a) is as follows:

Air Force: Extension of 1999 Project Authorizations 

State Installation or location Project Amount 

Delaware .................................................................... Dover Air Force Base .................................................. Replace Family 
Housing (55 
Units) ............ $8,988,000 

Florida ....................................................................... Patrick Air Force Base ................................................ Replace Family 
Housing (46 
Units) ............ $9,692,000 

New Mexico ................................................................ Kirtland Air Force Base .............................................. Replace Family 
Housing (37 
Units) ............ $6,400,000 

Ohio ........................................................................... Wright-Patterson Air Force Base ................................. Replace Family 
Housing (40 
Units) ............ $5,600,000 

TITLE XXVIII—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Military Construction Program 

and Military Family Housing Changes 
Sec. 2801. Lease of military family housing in 

Korea. 
Sec. 2802. Modification of alternative authority 

for acquisition and improvement 
of military housing. 

Sec. 2803. Pilot housing privatization authority 
for acquisition or construction of 
military unaccompanied housing. 

Sec. 2804. Repeal of source requirements for 
family housing construction over-
seas. 

Sec. 2805. Availability of energy cost savings re-
alized at military installations. 

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities 
Administration 

Sec. 2811. Agreements to limit encroachments 
and other constraints on military 
training, testing, and operations. 

Sec. 2812. Conveyance of surplus real property 
for natural resource conservation 
purposes. 
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Sec. 2813. Modification of demonstration pro-

gram on reduction in long-term 
facility maintenance costs. 

Sec. 2814. Expanded authority to transfer prop-
erty at military installations to be 
closed to persons who construct or 
provide military family housing. 

Subtitle C—Land Conveyances 
PART I—ARMY CONVEYANCES 

Sec. 2821. Transfer of jurisdiction, Fort McClel-
lan, Alabama, to establish Moun-
tain Longleaf National Wildlife 
Refuge. 

Sec. 2822. Land conveyances, lands in Alaska 
no longer required for National 
Guard purposes. 

Sec. 2823. Land conveyance, Sunflower Army 
Ammunition Plant, Kansas. 

Sec. 2824. Land conveyances, Bluegrass Army 
Depot, Richmond, Kentucky. 

Sec. 2825. Land conveyance, Fort Campbell, 
Kentucky. 

Sec. 2826. Land conveyance, Army Reserve 
Training Center, Buffalo, Min-
nesota. 

Sec. 2827. Land conveyance, Fort Monmouth, 
New Jersey. 

Sec. 2828. Land conveyance, Fort Bliss, Texas. 
Sec. 2829. Land conveyance, Fort Hood, Texas. 
Sec. 2830. Land conveyances, Engineer Proving 

Ground, Fort Belvoir, Virginia. 
PART II—NAVY CONVEYANCES 

Sec. 2831. Land conveyance, Marine Corps Air 
Station, Miramar, San Diego, 
California. 

Sec. 2832. Modification of authority for land 
transfer and conveyance, Naval 
Security Group Activity, Winter 
Harbor, Maine. 

Sec. 2833. Land conveyance, Westover Air Re-
serve Base, Massachusetts. 

Sec. 2834. Land conveyance, Naval Station, 
Newport, Rhode Island. 

Sec. 2835. Land exchange and boundary adjust-
ments, Marine Corps Base, 
Quantico, and Prince William 
Forest Park, Virginia. 

PART III—AIR FORCE CONVEYANCES 
Sec. 2841. Modification of land conveyance, Los 

Angeles Air Force Base, Cali-
fornia. 

Sec. 2842. Land exchange, Buckley Air Force 
Base, Colorado. 

Sec. 2843. Land conveyances, Wendover Air 
Force Base Auxiliary Field, Ne-
vada. 

Subtitle D—Other Matters 
Sec. 2851. Master plan for use of Navy Annex, 

Arlington, Virginia. 
Sec. 2852. Sale of excess treated water and 

wastewater treatment capacity, 
Marine Corps Base, Camp 
Lejeune, North Carolina. 

Sec. 2853. Conveyance of real property, Adak 
Naval Complex, Alaska, and re-
lated land conveyances. 

Sec. 2854. Special requirement for adding mili-
tary installation to closure list.

Subtitle A—Military Construction Program 
and Military Family Housing Changes

SEC. 2801. LEASE OF MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING 
IN KOREA. 

(a) INCREASE IN NUMBER OF UNITS AUTHOR-
IZED FOR LEASE AT CURRENT MAXIMUM 
AMOUNT.—Paragraph (3) of section 2828(e) of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘800 units’’ and inserting ‘‘1,175 units’’. 

(b) AUTHORITY TO LEASE ADDITIONAL NUMBER 
OF UNITS AT INCREASED MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—
That section is further amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5) as 
paragraphs (5) and (6), respectively; 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (4): 

‘‘(4) In addition to the units of family housing 
referred to in paragraph (1) for which the max-

imum lease amount is $25,000 per unit per year, 
the Secretary of the Army may lease not more 
than 2,400 units of family housing in Korea sub-
ject to a maximum lease amount of $35,000 per 
unit per year.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (5), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘and (3)’’ and inserting ‘‘(3), and (4)’’; 
and 

(4) in paragraph (6), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘53,000’’ and inserting ‘‘55,775’’.
SEC. 2802. MODIFICATION OF ALTERNATIVE AU-

THORITY FOR ACQUISITION AND IM-
PROVEMENT OF MILITARY HOUSING. 

(a) AUTHORIZED UTILITIES AND SERVICES.—
Section 2872a(b) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraphs: 

‘‘(11) Firefighting and fire protection services. 
‘‘(12) Police protection services.’’. 
(b) LEASING OF HOUSING.—(1) Section 2874 of 

such title is amended—
(A) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-

section (c); and 
(B) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 

the following new subsections: 
‘‘(a) LEASE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary con-

cerned may enter into contracts for the lease of 
housing units that the Secretary determines are 
suitable for use as military family housing or 
military unaccompanied housing. 

‘‘(b) USE OF LEASED UNITS.—The Secretary 
concerned shall utilize housing units leased 
under this section as military family housing or 
military unaccompanied housing, as appro-
priate.’’. 

(2) The heading for such section is amended to 
read as follows: 
‘‘§ 2874. Leasing of housing’’. 

(3) The table of sections at the beginning of 
subchapter IV of chapter 169 of such title is 
amended by striking the item relating to section 
2874 and inserting the following new item:

‘‘2874. Leasing of housing.’’.

(c) REPEAL OF INTERIM LEASE AUTHORITY.—
(1) Section 2879 of such title is repealed. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
subchapter IV of chapter 169 of such title is 
amended by striking the item relating to section 
2879.
SEC. 2803. PILOT HOUSING PRIVATIZATION AU-

THORITY FOR ACQUISITION OR CON-
STRUCTION OF MILITARY UNACCOM-
PANIED HOUSING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Subchapter IV of chapter 
169 of title 10, United States Code, is amended 
by inserting after section 2881 the following new 
section:
‘‘§ 2881a. Pilot projects for acquisition or con-

struction of military unaccompanied hous-
ing 
‘‘(a) PILOT PROJECTS AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-

retary of the Navy may carry out not more than 
three pilot projects under the authority of this 
section or another provision of this subchapter 
to use the private sector for the acquisition or 
construction of military unaccompanied housing 
in the United States, including any territory or 
possession of the United States. 

‘‘(b) TREATMENT OF HOUSING; ASSIGNMENT OF 
MEMBERS.—The Secretary of the Navy may as-
sign members of the armed forces without de-
pendents to housing units acquired or con-
structed under the pilot projects, and such 
housing units shall be considered as quarters of 
the United States or a housing facility under 
the jurisdiction of the Secretary for purposes of 
section 403 of title 37. 

‘‘(c) BASIC ALLOWANCE FOR HOUSING.—(1) The 
Secretary of Defense may prescribe and, under 
section 403(n) of title 37, pay for members of the 
armed forces without dependents in privatized 
housing acquired or constructed under the pilot 
projects higher rates of partial basic allowance 
for housing than the rates authorized under 
paragraph (2) of such section. 

‘‘(2) The partial basic allowance for housing 
paid for a member at a higher rate under this 

subsection may be paid directly to the private 
sector source of the housing to whom the mem-
ber is obligated to pay rent or other charge for 
residing in such housing if the private sector 
source credits the amount so paid against the 
amount owed by the member for the rent or 
other charge. 

‘‘(d) FUNDING.—(1) The Secretary of the Navy 
shall use the Department of Defense Military 
Unaccompanied Housing Improvement Fund to 
carry out activities under the pilot projects. 

‘‘(2) Subject to 90 days prior notification to 
the appropriate committees of Congress, such 
additional amounts as the Secretary of Defense 
considers necessary may be transferred to the 
Department of Defense Military Unaccompanied 
Housing Improvement Fund from amounts ap-
propriated for construction of military unaccom-
panied housing in military construction ac-
counts. The amounts so transferred shall be 
merged with and be available for the same pur-
poses and for the same period of time as 
amounts appropriated directly to the Fund. 

‘‘(e) REPORTS.—(1) The Secretary of the Navy 
shall transmit to the appropriate committees of 
Congress a report describing—

‘‘(A) each contract for the acquisition of mili-
tary unaccompanied housing that the Secretary 
proposes to solicit under the pilot projects; 

‘‘(B) each conveyance or lease proposed under 
section 2878 of this title in furtherance of the 
pilot projects; and 

‘‘(C) the proposed partial basic allowance for 
housing rates for each contract as they vary by 
grade of the member and how they compare to 
basic allowance for housing rates for other con-
tracts written under the authority of the pilot 
programs. 

‘‘(2) The report shall describe the proposed 
contract, conveyance, or lease and the intended 
method of participation of the United States in 
the contract, conveyance, or lease and provide a 
justification of such method of participation. 
The report shall be submitted not later than 90 
days before the date on which the Secretary 
issues the contract solicitation or offers the con-
veyance or lease. 

‘‘(f) EXPIRATION.—Notwithstanding section 
2885 of this title, the authority of the Secretary 
of the Navy to enter into a contract under the 
pilot programs shall expire September 30, 2007. 
’’.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such subchapter is amended by inserting after 
the item relating to section 2881 the following 
new item:

‘‘2881a. Pilot projects for acquisition or con-
struction of military unaccom-
panied housing.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 2871(7) 
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting before the period at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘and transient housing intended to be 
occupied by members of the armed forces on tem-
porary duty’’.
SEC. 2804. REPEAL OF SOURCE REQUIREMENTS 

FOR FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUC-
TION OVERSEAS. 

Section 803 of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act, 1984 (Public Law 98–115; 10 
U.S.C. 2821 note) is repealed.
SEC. 2805. AVAILABILITY OF ENERGY COST SAV-

INGS REALIZED AT MILITARY IN-
STALLATIONS. 

Section 2865(b) of title 10, United States Code, 
is amended by striking ‘‘through the end of the 
fiscal year following the fiscal year for which 
the funds were appropriated’’ and inserting 
‘‘until expended’’.

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities 
Administration

SEC. 2811. AGREEMENTS TO LIMIT ENCROACH-
MENTS AND OTHER CONSTRAINTS 
ON MILITARY TRAINING, TESTING, 
AND OPERATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 159 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 2684 the following new section: 
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‘‘§ 2684a. Agreements to limit encroachments 

and other constraints on military training, 
testing, and operations 
‘‘(a) AGREEMENTS AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-

retary of Defense or the Secretary of a military 
department may enter into an agreement with 
an eligible entity described in subsection (b) to 
address the use or development of real property 
in the vicinity of a military installation for pur-
poses of— 

‘‘(1) limiting any development or use of the 
property that would be incompatible with the 
mission of the installation; or 

‘‘(2) preserving habitat on the property in a 
manner that—

‘‘(A) is compatible with environmental re-
quirements; and 

‘‘(B) may eliminate or relieve current or an-
ticipated environmental restrictions that would 
or might otherwise restrict, impede, or otherwise 
interfere, whether directly or indirectly, with 
current or anticipated military training, testing, 
or operations on the installation. 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—An agreement under 
this section may be entered into with any of the 
following: 

‘‘(1) A State or political subdivision of a State. 
‘‘(2) A private entity that has as its stated 

principal organizational purpose or goal the 
conservation, restoration, or preservation of 
land and natural resources, or a similar purpose 
or goal, as determined by the Secretary con-
cerned. 

‘‘(c) INAPPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN CONTRACT 
REQUIREMENTS.—Chapter 63 of title 31 shall not 
apply to any agreement entered into under this 
section. 

‘‘(d) ACQUISITION AND ACCEPTANCE OF PROP-
ERTY AND INTERESTS.—(1) An agreement with an 
eligible entity under this section may provide 
for—

‘‘(A) the acquisition by the entity of all right, 
title, and interest in and to any real property, 
or any lesser interest in the property, as may be 
appropriate for purposes of this section; and 

‘‘(B) the sharing by the United States and the 
entity of the acquisition costs. 

‘‘(2) Property or interests may not be acquired 
pursuant to the agreement unless the owner of 
the property or interests consents to the acquisi-
tion.

‘‘(3) The agreement shall require the entity to 
transfer to the United States, upon the request 
of the Secretary concerned, all or a portion of 
the property or interest acquired under the 
agreement or a lesser interest therein. The Sec-
retary shall limit such transfer request to the 
minimum property or interests necessary to en-
sure that the property concerned is developed 
and used in a manner appropriate for purposes 
of this section. 

‘‘(4) The Secretary concerned may accept on 
behalf of the United States any property or in-
terest to be transferred to the United States 
under the agreement. 

‘‘(5) For purposes of the acceptance of prop-
erty or interests under the agreement, the Sec-
retary concerned may accept an appraisal or 
title documents prepared or adopted by a non-
Federal entity as satisfying the applicable re-
quirements of section 301 of the Uniform Reloca-
tion Assistance and Real Property Acquisition 
Policies Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 4651) or section 
3111 of title 40, if the Secretary concerned finds 
that the appraisal or title documents substan-
tially comply with the requirements. 

‘‘(e) ACQUISITION OF WATER RIGHTS.—The au-
thority of the Secretary concerned to enter into 
an agreement under this section for the acquisi-
tion of real property (or an interest therein) in-
cludes the authority to support the purchase of 
water rights from any available source when 
necessary to support or protect the mission of a 
military installation. 

‘‘(f) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—
The Secretary concerned may require such addi-
tional terms and conditions in an agreement 

under this section as the Secretary considers ap-
propriate to protect the interests of the United 
States. 

‘‘(g) FUNDING.—(1) Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), funds authorized to be appro-
priated for operation and maintenance of the 
Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Air Force, or De-
fense-wide activities may be used to enter into 
agreements under this section. 

‘‘(2) In the case of a military installation op-
erated primarily with funds authorized to be ap-
propriated for research, development, test, and 
evaluation, funds authorized to be appropriated 
for the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Air Force, or 
Defense-wide activities for research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation may be used to enter 
into agreements under this section with respect 
to the installation. 

‘‘(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘Secretary concerned’ means the 

Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of a mili-
tary department. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘State’ includes the District of 
Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
the Commonwealth of the Northern Marianas, 
and the territories and possessions of the United 
States.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section 
2684 the following new item:

‘‘2684a. Agreements to limit encroachments and 
other constraints on military 
training, testing, and oper-
ations.’’.

SEC. 2812. CONVEYANCE OF SURPLUS REAL PROP-
ERTY FOR NATURAL RESOURCE CON-
SERVATION PURPOSES. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORITY.—(1) Chapter 159 
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting after section 2694 the following new sec-
tion: 
‘‘§ 2694a. Conveyance of surplus real property 

for natural resource conservation 
‘‘(a) AUTHORITY TO CONVEY.—The Secretary 

of a military department may convey to an eligi-
ble entity described in subsection (b) any sur-
plus real property that—

‘‘(1) is under the administrative control of the 
Secretary; 

‘‘(2) is suitable and desirable for conservation 
purposes; 

‘‘(3) has been made available for public ben-
efit transfer for a sufficient period of time to po-
tential claimants; and 

‘‘(4) is not subject to a pending request for 
transfer to another Federal agency or for con-
veyance to any other qualified recipient for pub-
lic benefit transfer under the real property dis-
posal processes and authorities under subtitle I 
of title 40. 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—The conveyance of 
surplus real property under this section may be 
made to any of the following: 

‘‘(1) A State or political subdivision of a State. 
‘‘(2) A nonprofit organization that exists for 

the primary purpose of conservation of natural 
resources on real property. 

‘‘(c) REVISIONARY INTEREST AND OTHER DEED 
REQUIREMENTS.—(1) The deed of conveyance of 
any surplus real property conveyed under this 
section shall require the property to be used and 
maintained for the conservation of natural re-
sources in perpetuity. If the Secretary concerned 
determines at any time that the property is not 
being used or maintained for such purpose, 
then, at the option of the Secretary, all or any 
portion of the property shall revert to the 
United States. 

‘‘(2) The deed of conveyance may permit the 
recipient of the property—

‘‘(A) to convey the property to another eligible 
entity, subject to the approval of the Secretary 
concerned and subject to the same covenants 
and terms and conditions as provided in the 
deed from the United States; and 

‘‘(B) to conduct incidental revenue-producing 
activities on the property that are compatible 

with the use of the property for conservation 
purposes. 

‘‘(3) The deed of conveyance may contain 
such additional terms, reservations, restrictions, 
and conditions as the Secretary concerned con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States. 

‘‘(d) RELEASE OF COVENANTS.—With the con-
currence of the Secretary of Interior, the Sec-
retary concerned may grant a release from a 
covenant included in the deed of conveyance of 
real property conveyed under this section, sub-
ject to the condition that the recipient of the 
property pay the fair market value, as deter-
mined by the Secretary concerned, of the prop-
erty at the time of the release of the covenant. 
The Secretary concerned may reduce the 
amount required to be paid under this sub-
section to account for the value of the natural 
resource conservation benefit that has accrued 
to the United States during the period the cov-
enant was in effect, if the benefit was not taken 
into account in determining the original consid-
eration for the conveyance. 

‘‘(e) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—The Sec-
retary concerned may not approve of the re-
conveyance of real property under subsection (c) 
or grant the release of a covenant under sub-
section (d) until the Secretary notifies the ap-
propriate committees of Congress of the pro-
posed reconveyance or release and a period of 21 
days elapses from the date the notification is re-
ceived by the committees. 

‘‘(f) LIMITATIONS.—The conveyance of real 
property under this section shall not be used as 
a condition of allowing any defense activity 
under any Federal, State, or local permitting or 
review process. The Secretary concerned may 
make the conveyance, with the restrictions spec-
ified in subsection (c), to establish a mitigation 
bank, but only if the establishment of the miti-
gation bank does not occur in order to satisfy 
any condition for permitting military activity 
under a Federal, State, or local permitting or re-
view process. 

‘‘(g) CONSIDERATION.—In fixing the consider-
ation for the conveyance of real property under 
this section, or in determining the amount of 
any reduction of the amount to be paid for the 
release of a covenant under subsection (d), the 
Secretary concerned shall take into consider-
ation any benefit that has accrued or may ac-
crue to the United States from the use of such 
property for the conservation of natural re-
sources. 

‘‘(h) RELATION TO OTHER CONVEYANCE AU-
THORITIES.—(1) The Secretary concerned may 
not make a conveyance under this section of 
any real property to be disposed of under a base 
closure law in a manner that is inconsistent 
with the requirements and conditions of the 
base closure law. 

‘‘(2) In the case of real property on Guam, the 
Secretary concerned may not make a convey-
ance under this section unless the Government 
of Guam has been first afforded the opportunity 
to acquire the real property as authorized by 
section 1 of Public Law 106–504 (114 Stat. 2309). 

‘‘(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘appropriate committees of Con-

gress’ has the meaning given such term in sec-
tion 2801 of this title. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘base closure law’ means the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(A) Section 2687 of this title. 
‘‘(B) Title II of the Defense Authorization 

Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment 
Act of 1988 (10 U.S.C. 2687 note). 

‘‘(C) The Defense Base Closure and Realign-
ment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public 
Law 101–510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note). 

‘‘(D) Any other similar authority for the clo-
sure or realignment of military installations that 
is enacted after the date of the enactment of the 
Bob Stump National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2003. 

‘‘(3) The term ‘Secretary concerned’ means the 
Secretary of a military department. 
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‘‘(4) The term ‘State’ includes the District of 

Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
the Commonwealth of the Northern Marianas, 
and the territories and possessions of the United 
States.’’. 

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of 
such chapter is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 2694 the following new 
item:

‘‘2694a. Conveyance of surplus real property for 
natural resource conservation.’’.

(b) ACCEPTANCE OF FUNDS TO COVER ADMINIS-
TRATIVE EXPENSES.—Section 2695(b) of such title 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) The conveyance of real property under 
section 2694a of this title.’’.

(c) AGREEMENTS WITH NONPROFIT NATURAL 
RESOURCE CONSERVATION ORGANIZATIONS.—Sec-
tion 2701(d) of such title is amended—

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking 
‘‘AGENCIES’’ and inserting ‘‘ENTITIES’’; 

(2) in paragraph (1)—
(A) by striking ‘‘with any State or local gov-

ernment agency, or with any Indian tribe,’’ and 
inserting ‘‘any State or local government agen-
cy, any Indian tribe, or any nonprofit conserva-
tion organization’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘the agency’’ and inserting 
‘‘the agency, Indian tribe, or organization’’; 
and 

(3) by striking paragraph (4), as redesignated 
by section 311(2) of this Act, and inserting the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) The term ‘Indian tribe’ has the meaning 

given such term in section 101(36) of CERCLA 
(42 U.S.C. 9601(36)). 

‘‘(B) The term ‘nonprofit conservation organi-
zation’ means any non-governmental nonprofit 
organization whose primary purpose is con-
servation of open space or natural resources.’’.
SEC. 2813. MODIFICATION OF DEMONSTRATION 

PROGRAM ON REDUCTION IN LONG-
TERM FACILITY MAINTENANCE 
COSTS. 

(a) ADMINISTRATOR OF PROGRAM.—Subsection 
(a) of section 2814 of the Military Construction 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (division 
B of Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1310; 10 
U.S.C. 2809 note) is amended by striking 
‘‘Secretary of the Army’’ and inserting 
‘‘Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of a mili-
tary department’’. 

(b) CONTRACTS.—Subsection (b) of such sec-
tion is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) CONTRACTS.—(1) Not more than 12 con-
tracts per military department may contain re-
quirements referred to in subsection (a) for the 
purpose of the demonstration program. 

‘‘(2) The demonstration program may only 
cover contracts entered into on or after the date 
of the enactment of the Bob Stump National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2003, ex-
cept that the Secretary of the Army shall treat 
any contract containing requirements referred 
to in subsection (a) that was entered into under 
the authority in such subsection between that 
date and December 28, 2001, as a contract for 
the purpose of the demonstration program.’’. 

(c) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Subsection 
(d) of such section is amended by striking 
‘‘Secretary of the Army’’ and inserting 
‘‘Secretary of Defense’’. 

(d) FUNDING.—(1) Subsection (f) of such sec-
tion is amended by striking ‘‘the Army’’ and in-
serting ‘‘the military departments or defense-
wide’’. 

(2) The amendment made by paragraph (1) 
shall not affect the availability for the purpose 
of the demonstration program under section 2814 
of the Military Construction Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2002, as amended by this section, 
of any amounts authorized to be appropriated 
before the date of the enactment of this Act for 
the Army for military construction that have 
been obligated for the demonstration program, 
but not expended, as of that date.

SEC. 2814. EXPANDED AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER 
PROPERTY AT MILITARY INSTALLA-
TIONS TO BE CLOSED TO PERSONS 
WHO CONSTRUCT OR PROVIDE MILI-
TARY FAMILY HOUSING. 

(a) 1988 LAW.—Section 204(e)(1) of the Defense 
Authorization Amendments and Base Closure 
and Realignment Act (Public Law 100–526; 10 
U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended by striking the last 
sentence. 

(b) 1990 LAW.—Section 2905(f)(1) of the De-
fense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 
(part A of title XXIX of Public Law 101–510; 10 
U.S.C. 2687 note) is amended by striking the last 
sentence. 

Subtitle C—Land Conveyances 
PART I—ARMY CONVEYANCES

SEC. 2821. TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION, FORT 
MCCLELLAN, ALABAMA, TO ESTAB-
LISH MOUNTAIN LONGLEAF NA-
TIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE. 

(a) TRANSFER REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of the Army shall transfer, with-
out reimbursement, to the administrative juris-
diction of the Secretary of the Interior a parcel 
of real property at Fort McClellan, Alabama, 
consisting of approximately 7,600 acres, which is 
described as the ‘‘acquisition area’’ in a memo-
randum of agreement between the Secretaries 
numbered 1448–40181–00–K–014. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT AND MANAGEMENT OF REF-
UGE.—(1) The Secretary of the Interior shall es-
tablish on the real property transferred under 
subsection (a) the Mountain Longleaf National 
Wildlife Refuge to enhance, manage, and pro-
tect the unique mountain longleaf pine eco-
system on the property. 

(2) The Secretary of Interior shall manage the 
Mountain Longleaf National Wildlife Refuge in 
a manner that—

(A) conserves and enhances populations of 
fish, wildlife, and plants in the Refuge, includ-
ing migratory birds and species that are threat-
ened or endangered, with particular emphasis 
on the protection of the mountain longleaf pine 
plant ecosystem; 

(B) protects and enhances the quality of 
aquatic habitat in the Refuge; 

(C) provides, in coordination with the Ala-
bama Department of Conservation and Natural 
Resources, the public with recreational opportu-
nities, including hunting, fishing, wildlife obser-
vation, and photography; 

(D) provides opportunities for scientific re-
search and education on land use and environ-
mental law; and 

(E) is consistent with environmental restora-
tion efforts conducted by the Secretary of the 
Army on the Refuge or on lands adjacent to the 
Refuge. 

(c) ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION.—(1) The 
Secretary of the Army shall continue to be re-
sponsible for unexploded ordnance, discarded 
military munitions, and munitions constituents 
on the real property transferred under sub-
section (a) and shall continue to follow a reme-
diation process in accordance with the Com-
prehensive Environmental Response, Compensa-
tion, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et 
seq.). 

(2) The Secretary of the Army shall appro-
priately factor the management directives for 
the Mountain Longleaf National Wildlife Ref-
uge, as described in subsection (b), into the rem-
edy selection process for the property trans-
ferred under subsection (a). 

(d) RELATION TO OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL 
LAWS.—Nothing in this section shall relieve, and 
no action taken under this section may relieve, 
the Secretary of the Army or the Secretary of 
the Interior, or any other person from any li-
ability or other obligation under the Com-
prehensive Environmental Response, Compensa-
tion, and Liability Act of 1980, the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 (42 
U.S.C. 6901 et seq.), or any other Federal or 
State law. 

(e) ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary of the Army 
may provide up to $500,000 from the funds in the 
Base Realignment and Closure Account 1990 to 
the Secretary of Interior to facilitate the estab-
lishment of the Mountain Longleaf National 
Wildlife Refuge and to support environmental 
research at the Refuge during the first two 
years of the operation of the Refuge.
SEC. 2822. LAND CONVEYANCES, LANDS IN ALAS-

KA NO LONGER REQUIRED FOR NA-
TIONAL GUARD PURPOSES. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary 
of the Army may convey to an eligible entity de-
scribed in subsection (b) all right, title, and in-
terest of the United States in and to any parcel 
of real property, including any improvements 
thereon, in the State of Alaska described in sub-
section (c) if the Secretary determines the con-
veyance would be in the public interest.

(b) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENTS.—The following enti-
ties shall be eligible to receive real property 
under subsection (a): 

(1) The State of Alaska. 
(2) A governmental entity in the State of Alas-

ka. 
(3) A Native Corporation (as defined in section 

3 of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (43 
U.S.C. 1602)). 

(4) The Metlakatla Indian Community. 
(c) COVERED PROPERTY.—Subsection (a) ap-

plies to real property located in the State of 
Alaska that—

(1) is under the jurisdiction of the Department 
of the Army and, before December 2, 1980, was 
under such jurisdiction for the use of the Alaska 
National Guard; 

(2) is located in a unit of the National Wildlife 
Refuge System designated in the Alaska Na-
tional Interest Lands Conservation Act (Public 
Law 96–487; 16 U.S.C. 668dd note); 

(3) is excess to the needs of the Alaska Na-
tional Guard and the Department of Defense; 
and 

(4) the Secretary determines that—
(A) the anticipated cost to the United States 

of retaining the property exceeds the value of 
such property; or 

(B) the condition of the property makes it un-
suitable for retention by the United States. 

(d) CONSIDERATION.—The conveyance of real 
property under this section shall, at the election 
of the Secretary, be for no consideration or for 
consideration in an amount determined by the 
Secretary to be appropriate under the cir-
cumstances. 

(e) USE OF CONSIDERATION.—If consideration 
is received for the conveyance of real property 
under subsection (a), the Secretary may use the 
amounts received, in such amounts as are pro-
vided in appropriations Acts, to pay for—

(1) the cost of a survey described in subsection 
(f) with respect to the property; 

(2) the cost of carrying out any environmental 
assessment, study, or analysis, and any remedi-
ation, that may be required under Federal law, 
or is considered appropriate by the Secretary, in 
connection with the property or the conveyance 
of the property; and 

(3) any other costs incurred by the Secretary 
in conveying the property. 

(f) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact 
acreage and legal description of any real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary. 

(g) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with a conveyance 
of real property under this section as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate to protect the inter-
ests of the United States.
SEC. 2823. LAND CONVEYANCE, SUNFLOWER 

ARMY AMMUNITION PLANT, KANSAS. 
(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Adminis-

trator of General Services may convey to the 
Johnson County Park and Recreation District, 
Kansas (in this section referred to as the 
‘‘District’’), all right, title, and interest of the 
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United States in and to a parcel of real prop-
erty, including any improvements thereon, at 
the Sunflower Army Ammunition Plant in the 
State of Kansas consisting of approximately 
2,000 acres. 

(b) BASIS OF CONVEYANCE.—The conveyance 
under this section shall be made in a manner 
consistent with section 550(e) of title 40, United 
States Code, for the purpose of permitting the 
District to use the conveyed property for public 
recreational purposes. 

(c) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact 
acreage, location, and legal description of the 
real property to be conveyed under subsection 
(a) shall be determined by a survey satisfactory 
to the Administrator. The cost of such legal de-
scription, survey, or both shall be borne by the 
District. 

(d) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Administrator may require such additional 
terms and conditions in connection with the 
conveyance under subsection (a) as the Admin-
istrator considers appropriate to protect the in-
terests of the United States. 

(e) APPLICATION OF SECTION.—If the Adminis-
trator and the District reach an agreement re-
garding the conveyance of the property de-
scribed in subsection (a) before January 31, 2003, 
the authority provided by this section shall not 
take effect.
SEC. 2824. LAND CONVEYANCES, BLUEGRASS 

ARMY DEPOT, RICHMOND, KEN-
TUCKY. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary 
of the Army may convey, without consideration, 
to Madison County, Kentucky (in this section 
referred to as the ‘‘County’’), all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to the fol-
lowing parcels of real property, including any 
improvements thereon, at the Bluegrass Army 
Depot, Richmond, Kentucky: 

(1) A parcel consisting of approximately 10 
acres. 

(2) A parcel consisting of approximately 3 
acres, including the building known as Quarters 
29. 

(b) CONDITIONS OF CONVEYANCE.—(1) The Sec-
retary may not convey the parcel of real prop-
erty referred to in subsection (a)(1) unless the 
County agrees to use the property to facilitate 
the construction of a veterans’ center on the 
property by the State of Kentucky and the Sec-
retary determines that the State has appro-
priated adequate funds for the construction of 
the veterans’ center. 

(2) The Secretary may not convey the parcel 
of real property referred to in subsection (a)(2) 
unless the County agrees to utilize the property 
for historical preservation and education pur-
poses. 

(c) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—(1) At the end 
of the seven-year period beginning on the date 
on which the Secretary makes the conveyance of 
the parcel of real property referred to in sub-
section (a)(1), if the Secretary determines that a 
veterans’ center is not in operation on the con-
veyed real property, then, at the option of the 
Secretary, all right, title, and interest in and to 
the property, including any improvements there-
on, shall revert to the United States, and the 
United States shall have the right of immediate 
entry onto the property. 

(2) If the Secretary determines at any time 
that the parcel of real property referred to in 
subsection (a)(2) has ceased to be utilized for the 
purposes specified in subsection (b)(2), then, at 
the option of the Secretary, all right, title, and 
interest in and to the property shall revert to 
the United States, and the United States shall 
have the right of immediate entry onto the prop-
erty. 

(3) Any determination of the Secretary under 
this subsection shall be made on the record after 
an opportunity for a hearing. 

(d) REIMBURSEMENT FOR COSTS OF CONVEY-
ANCE.—(1) The Secretary may require the Coun-
ty to reimburse the Secretary for the costs in-
curred by the Secretary to carry out the convey-

ances under subsection (a), including survey 
costs, costs related to environmental documenta-
tion (other than the environmental baseline sur-
vey), and other administrative costs related to 
the conveyance. 

(2) The Secretary shall require the County to 
reimburse the Secretary for any excess costs in-
curred by the Secretary for any environmental 
assessment, study, or analysis, or for any other 
excess costs incurred by the Secretary, in con-
nection with the conveyances, if the excess costs 
were incurred as a result of a request by the 
County. In this paragraph, the term ‘‘excess 
costs’’ means costs in excess of those costs con-
sidered reasonable and necessary by the Sec-
retary to comply with existing law to make the 
conveyances. 

(3) Any reimbursement received under this 
subsection shall be credited to the fund or ac-
count that was used to cover the costs incurred 
by the Secretary in carrying out the convey-
ances. Amounts so credited shall be merged with 
amounts in such fund or account, and shall be 
available for the same purposes, and subject to 
the same conditions and limitations, as amounts 
in such fund or account. 

(e) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact 
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary. The cost of the survey shall be borne by 
the County. 

(f) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ances under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States.
SEC. 2825. LAND CONVEYANCE, FORT CAMPBELL, 

KENTUCKY. 
(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary 

of the Army may convey, without consideration, 
to the City of Hopkinsville, Kentucky (in this 
section referred to as the ‘‘City’’), all right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to a 
parcel of real property at Fort Campbell, Ken-
tucky, consisting of approximately 50 acres and 
containing an abandoned railroad spur for the 
purpose of permitting the City to use the prop-
erty for storm water management, recreation, 
transportation, and other public purposes. 

(b) REIMBURSEMENT FOR COSTS OF CONVEY-
ANCE.—(1) The Secretary may require the City to 
reimburse the Secretary for the costs incurred by 
the Secretary to carry out the conveyance under 
subsection (a), including survey costs, costs re-
lated to environmental documentation (other 
than the environmental baseline survey), and 
other administrative costs related to the convey-
ance. 

(2) The Secretary shall require the City to re-
imburse the Secretary for any excess costs in-
curred by the Secretary for any environmental 
assessment, study, or analysis, or for any other 
excess costs incurred by the Secretary, in con-
nection with the conveyance, if the excess costs 
were incurred as a result of a request by the 
City. In this paragraph, the term ‘‘excess costs’’ 
means costs in excess of those costs considered 
reasonable and necessary by the Secretary to 
comply with existing law to make the convey-
ance. 

(3) Any reimbursement received under this 
subsection shall be credited to the fund or ac-
count that was used to cover the costs incurred 
by the Secretary in carrying out the convey-
ance. Amounts so credited shall be merged with 
amounts in such fund or account, and shall be 
available for the same purposes, and subject to 
the same conditions and limitations, as amounts 
in such fund or account. 

(e) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact 
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary. The cost of the survey shall be borne by 
the County. 

(f) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 

and conditions in connection with the convey-
ances under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States.
SEC. 2825. LAND CONVEYANCE, FORT CAMPBELL, 

KENTUCKY. 
(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary 

of the Army may convey, without consideration, 
to the City of Hopkinsville, Kentucky (in this 
section referred to as the ‘‘City’’), all right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to a 
parcel of real property at Fort Campbell, Ken-
tucky, consisting of approximately 50 acres and 
containing an abandoned railroad spur for the 
purpose of permitting the City to use the prop-
erty for storm water management, recreation, 
transportation, and other public purposes. 

(b) REIMBURSEMENT FOR COSTS OF CONVEY-
ANCE.—(1) The Secretary may require the City to 
reimburse the Secretary for the costs incurred by 
the Secretary to carry out the conveyance under 
subsection (a), including survey costs, costs re-
lated to environmental documentation (other 
than the environmental baseline survey), and 
other administrative costs related to the convey-
ance. 

(2) The Secretary shall require the City to re-
imburse the Secretary for any excess costs in-
curred by the Secretary for any environmental 
assessment, study, or analysis, or for any other 
excess costs incurred by the Secretary, in con-
nection with the conveyance, if the excess costs 
were incurred as a result of a request by the 
City. In this paragraph, the term ‘‘excess costs’’ 
means costs in excess of those costs considered 
reasonable and necessary by the Secretary to 
comply with existing law to make the convey-
ance. 

(3) Any reimbursement received under this 
subsection shall be credited to the fund or ac-
count that was used to cover the costs incurred 
by the Secretary in carrying out the convey-
ance. Amounts so credited shall be merged with 
amounts in such fund or account, and shall be 
available for the same purposes, and subject to 
the same conditions and limitations, as amounts 
in such fund or account. 

(c) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The acreage 
of the real property to be conveyed under sub-
section (a) has been determined by the Secretary 
through a legal description outlining such acre-
age. No further survey of the property is re-
quired before the conveyance is made. 

(d) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States.
SEC. 2826. LAND CONVEYANCE, ARMY RESERVE 

TRAINING CENTER, BUFFALO, MIN-
NESOTA. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary 
of the Army may convey, without consideration, 
to the Buffalo Independent School District 877 
of Buffalo, Minnesota (in this section referred to 
as the ‘‘School District’’), all right, title, and in-
terest of the United States in and to a parcel of 
real property, including improvements thereon, 
that is located at 800 8th Street, N.E., in Buf-
falo, Minnesota, and contains a former Army 
Reserve Training Center, which is being used by 
the School District as the site of the Phoenix 
Learning Center. 

(b) REIMBURSEMENT FOR COSTS OF CONVEY-
ANCE.—(1) The Secretary may require the School 
District to reimburse the Secretary for the costs 
incurred by the Secretary to carry out the con-
veyance under subsection (a), including survey 
costs, costs related to environmental documenta-
tion (other than the environmental baseline sur-
vey), and other administrative costs related to 
the conveyance. 

(2) The Secretary shall require the School Dis-
trict to reimburse the Secretary for any excess 
costs incurred by the Secretary for any environ-
mental assessment, study, or analysis, or for 
any other excess costs incurred by the Secretary, 
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in connection with the conveyance, if the excess 
costs were incurred as a result of a request by 
the School District. In this paragraph, the term 
‘‘excess costs’’ means costs in excess of those 
costs considered reasonable and necessary by 
the Secretary to comply with existing law to 
make the conveyance. 

(3) Any reimbursement received under this 
subsection shall be credited to the fund or ac-
count that was used to cover the costs incurred 
by the Secretary in carrying out the convey-
ance. Amounts so credited shall be merged with 
amounts in such fund or account, and shall be 
available for the same purposes, and subject to 
the same conditions and limitations, as amounts 
in such fund or account. 

(c) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact 
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary. The cost of the survey shall be borne by 
the School District. 

(d) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States.
SEC. 2827. LAND CONVEYANCE, FORT MON-

MOUTH, NEW JERSEY. 
(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary 

of the Army may convey by sale all right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to a 
parcel of real property, consisting of approxi-
mately 63.95 acres of military family housing 
known as Howard Commons, that comprises a 
portion of Fort Monmouth, New Jersey. 

(b) COMPETITIVE BID REQUIREMENT.—The 
Secretary shall use competitive procedures for 
the sale authorized by subsection (a). 

(c) CONSIDERATION.—(1) As consideration for 
the conveyance authorized by subsection (a), 
the recipient shall provide the United States, 
whether by cash payment, in-kind contribution, 
or a combination thereof, an amount that is not 
less than the fair market value, as determined 
by the Secretary, of the property conveyed 
under such subsection. 

(2) In-kind consideration under paragraph (1) 
may include the construction of replacement 
military family housing or the rehabilitation of 
existing military family housing at Fort Mon-
mouth, New Jersey, as agreed upon by the Sec-
retary. 

(3) If the value of in-kind consideration to be 
provided under this subsection exceeds 
$1,500,000, the Secretary may not accept such 
consideration until after the end of the 21-day 
period beginning on the date the Secretary noti-
fies the congressional defense committees of the 
decision of the Secretary to accept in-kind con-
sideration in excess of that amount. 

(4) Any proceeds received by the Secretary 
under this subsection and not used to construct 
or rehabilitate such military family housing 
shall be deposited in the special account in the 
Treasury established pursuant to section 572(b) 
of title 40, United States Code. 

(d) EFFECT OF TRANSFER OF ADMINISTRATIVE 
JURISDICTION.—If the real property authorized 
to be conveyed by this section is transferred to 
the administrative jurisdiction of the Adminis-
trator of General Services, the Administrator, 
rather than the Secretary, shall have the au-
thority to convey such property under this sec-
tion. 

(e) DESCRIPTION OF PARCEL.—The exact acre-
age and legal description of the parcel to be con-
veyed under subsection (a) shall be determined 
by a survey that is satisfactory to the Secretary. 
The cost of the survey shall be borne by the re-
cipient of the parcel. 

(f) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States.

SEC. 2828. LAND CONVEYANCE, FORT BLISS, 
TEXAS. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary 
of the Army may convey, without consideration, 
to the County of El Paso, Texas (in this section 
referred to as the ‘‘County’’), all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to a parcel 
of real property, including improvements there-
on, consisting of approximately 44 acres at Fort 
Bliss, Texas, for the purpose of facilitating the 
construction by the State of Texas of a nursing 
home for veterans of the Armed Forces. 

(b) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—(1) At the end 
of the seven-year period beginning on the date 
on which the Secretary makes the conveyance 
under subsection (a), if the Secretary determines 
that a nursing home for veterans is not in oper-
ation on the conveyed real property, then, at 
the option of the Secretary—

(A) all right, title, and interest in and to the 
property, including any improvements thereon, 
shall revert to the United States; and 

(B) the United States shall have the right of 
immediate entry onto the property. 

(2) Any determination of the Secretary under 
this subsection shall be made on the record after 
an opportunity for a hearing. 

(c) REIMBURSEMENT FOR COSTS OF CONVEY-
ANCE.—(1) The Secretary may require the Coun-
ty to reimburse the Secretary for the costs in-
curred by the Secretary to carry out the convey-
ance under subsection (a), including survey 
costs, costs related to environmental documenta-
tion (other than the environmental baseline sur-
vey), and other administrative costs related to 
the conveyance. 

(2) The Secretary shall require the County to 
reimburse the Secretary for any excess costs in-
curred by the Secretary for any environmental 
assessment, study, or analysis, or for any other 
excess costs incurred by the Secretary, in con-
nection with the conveyance, if the excess costs 
were incurred as a result of a request by the 
County. In this paragraph, the term ‘‘excess 
costs’’ means costs in excess of those costs con-
sidered reasonable and necessary by the Sec-
retary to comply with existing law to make the 
conveyance. 

(3) Any reimbursement received under this 
subsection shall be credited to the fund or ac-
count that was used to cover the costs incurred 
by the Secretary in carrying out the convey-
ance. Amounts so credited shall be merged with 
amounts in such fund or account, and shall be 
available for the same purposes, and subject to 
the same conditions and limitations, as amounts 
in such fund or account. 

(d) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact 
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary. The cost of the survey shall be borne by 
the County. 

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States.
SEC. 2829. LAND CONVEYANCE, FORT HOOD, 

TEXAS. 
(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary 

of the Army may convey, without consideration, 
to the Veterans Land Board of the State of 
Texas (in this section referred to as the 
‘‘Board’’) all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to a parcel of real prop-
erty, including any improvements thereon, con-
sisting of approximately 174 acres at Fort Hood, 
Texas, for the purpose of permitting the Board 
to establish a State-run cemetery for veterans of 
the Armed Forces. 

(b) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—(1) At the end 
of the seven-year period beginning on the date 
on which the Secretary makes the conveyance 
under subsection (a), if the Secretary determines 
that a cemetery for veterans is not in operation 
on the conveyed real property, then, at the op-
tion of the Secretary—

(A) all right, title, and interest in and to the 
property, including any improvements thereon, 
shall revert to the United States; and 

(B) the United States shall have the right of 
immediate entry onto the property. 

(2) Any determination of the Secretary under 
this subsection shall be made on the record after 
an opportunity for a hearing. 

(c) REIMBURSEMENT FOR COSTS OF CONVEY-
ANCE.—(1) The Secretary may require the Board 
to reimburse the Secretary for the costs incurred 
by the Secretary to carry out the conveyance 
under subsection (a), including survey costs, 
costs related to environmental documentation 
(other than the environmental baseline survey), 
and other administrative costs related to the 
conveyance. 

(2) The Secretary shall require the Board to 
reimburse the Secretary for any excess costs in-
curred by the Secretary for any environmental 
assessment, study, or analysis, or for any other 
excess costs incurred by the Secretary, in con-
nection with the conveyance, if the excess costs 
were incurred as a result of a request by the 
Board. In this paragraph, the term ‘‘excess 
costs’’ means costs in excess of those costs con-
sidered reasonable and necessary by the Sec-
retary to comply with existing law to make the 
conveyance. 

(3) Any reimbursement received under this 
subsection shall be credited to the fund or ac-
count that was used to cover the costs incurred 
by the Secretary in carrying out the convey-
ance. Amounts so credited shall be merged with 
amounts in such fund or account, and shall be 
available for the same purposes, and subject to 
the same conditions and limitations, as amounts 
in such fund or account. 

(d) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact 
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary. The cost of the survey shall be borne by 
the Board. 

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States.
SEC. 2830. LAND CONVEYANCES, ENGINEER PROV-

ING GROUND, FORT BELVOIR, VIR-
GINIA. 

(a) CONVEYANCE TO FAIRFAX COUNTY, VIR-
GINIA, AUTHORIZED.—(1) The Secretary of the 
Army may convey, without consideration, to 
Fairfax County, Virginia, all right, title, and in-
terest of the United States in and to a parcel of 
real property, including any improvements 
thereon, consisting of approximately 135 acres, 
located in the northwest portion of the Engineer 
Proving Ground at Fort Belvoir, Virginia, in 
order to permit the County to use such property 
for park and recreational purposes. 

(2) The parcel of real property authorized to 
be conveyed by paragraph (1) is generally de-
scribed as that portion of the Engineer Proving 
Ground located west of Accotink Creek, east of 
the Fairfax County Parkway, and north of 
Cissna Road to the northern boundary, but ex-
cludes a parcel of land consisting of approxi-
mately 15 acres located in the southeast corner 
of such portion of the Engineer Proving Ground. 

(3) The land excluded under paragraph (2) 
from the parcel of real property authorized to be 
conveyed by paragraph (1) shall be reserved for 
an access road to be constructed in the future. 

(b) CONVEYANCE OF BALANCE OF PROPERTY 
AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary may convey to any 
competitively selected grantee all right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to the 
real property, including any improvements 
thereon, at the Engineering Proving Ground not 
conveyed under the authority in subsection (a). 

(c) CONSIDERATION.—(1) As consideration for 
the conveyance authorized by subsection (b), 
the grantee shall provide the United States, 
whether by cash payment, in-kind contribution, 
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or a combination thereof, an amount that is not 
less than the fair market value, as determined 
by the Secretary, of the property conveyed 
under such subsection. 

(2) In-kind consideration under paragraph (1) 
may include the maintenance, improvement, al-
teration, repair, remodeling, restoration 
(including environmental restoration), or con-
struction of facilities for the Department of the 
Army at Fort Belvoir or at any other site or sites 
designated by the Secretary. 

(3) If in-kind consideration under paragraph 
(1) includes the construction of facilities, the 
grantee shall also convey to the United States—

(A) title to such facilities, free of all liens and 
other encumbrances; and 

(B) if the United States does not have fee sim-
ple title to the land underlying such facilities, 
convey to the United States all right, title, and 
interest in and to such lands not held by the 
United States. 

(4) If the value of in-kind consideration to be 
provided under paragraph (1) exceeds $1,500,000, 
the Secretary may not accept such consideration 
until after the end of the 21-day period begin-
ning on the date the Secretary notifies the con-
gressional defense committees of the decision of 
the Secretary to accept in-kind consideration in 
excess of that amount. 

(5) The Secretary shall deposit any cash re-
ceived as consideration under this subsection in 
the special account established pursuant to sec-
tion 572(b) of title 40, United States Code. 

(d) EFFECT OF TRANSFER OF ADMINISTRATIVE 
JURISDICTION.—If all or a portion of the real 
property authorized to be conveyed by this sec-
tion is transferred to the administrative jurisdic-
tion of the Administrator of General Services, 
the Administrator, rather than the Secretary of 
the Army, shall have the authority to convey 
such property under this section. 

(e) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED AUTHORITY.—Sec-
tion 2821 of the Military Construction Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 
(division B of Public Law 101–189; 103 Stat. 
1658), as amended by section 2854 of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1996 (division B of Public Law 104–106; 110 Stat. 
568), is repealed. 

(f) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact 
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsections (a) and 
(b) shall be determined by surveys satisfactory 
to the Secretary. The cost of each such survey 
shall be borne by the grantee. 

(g) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ances under subsections (a) and (b) as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate to protect the inter-
ests of the United States. 

PART II—NAVY CONVEYANCES
SEC. 2831. LAND CONVEYANCE, MARINE CORPS 

AIR STATION, MIRAMAR, SAN DIEGO, 
CALIFORNIA. 

(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary 
of the Navy may convey to the ENPEX Corpora-
tion, Incorporated (in this section referred to as 
the ‘‘Corporation’’), all right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to a parcel of real 
property, including any improvements thereon, 
at Marine Corps Air Station, Miramar, San 
Diego, California, consisting of approximately 
60 acres and appurtenant easements and any 
other necessary interests in real property for the 
purpose of permitting the Corporation to use the 
property for the production of electric power 
and related ancillary activities. 

(b) CONSIDERATION.—(1) As consideration for 
the conveyance under subsection (a), the Cor-
poration shall—

(A) convey to the United States all right, title, 
and interest of the Corporation in and to a par-
cel of real property in the San Diego area that 
is suitable for military family housing, as deter-
mined by the Secretary; and 

(B) if the parcel conveyed under subpara-
graph (A) does not contain housing units suit-

able for use as military family housing, design 
and construct such military family housing 
units and supporting facilities as the Secretary 
considers appropriate. 

(2) The total combined value of the real prop-
erty and military family housing conveyed by 
the Corporation under this subsection shall be 
at least equal to the fair market value of the 
real property conveyed to the Secretary under 
subsection (a), including any severance costs 
arising from any diminution of the value or util-
ity of other property at Marine Corps Air Sta-
tion, Miramar, attributable to the prospective 
future use of the property conveyed under sub-
section (a). 

(3) The Secretary shall determine the fair mar-
ket value of the real property to be conveyed 
under subsection (a) and the fair market value 
of the consideration to be provided under this 
subsection. Such determinations shall be final.

(c) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—(1) Subject to 
paragraph (2), if the Secretary determines at 
any time that the property conveyed under sub-
section (a) is not being used in accordance with 
the purpose of the conveyance specified in such 
subsection, all right, title, and interest in and to 
the property, including any improvements there-
on, shall revert, at the option of the Secretary, 
to the United States, and the United States shall 
have the right of immediate entry onto the prop-
erty. Any determination of the Secretary under 
this subsection shall be made on the record after 
an opportunity for a hearing. 

(2) If Marine Corps Air Station, Miramar, is 
no longer used as a Federal aviation facility, 
paragraph (1) shall no longer apply, and the 
Secretary shall release, without consideration, 
the reversionary interest retained by the United 
States under such paragraph. 

(d) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—(1) The Cor-
poration shall make funds available to the Sec-
retary to cover costs to be incurred by the Sec-
retary, or reimburse the Secretary for costs in-
curred, to carry out the conveyance under sub-
section (a), including survey costs, costs related 
to environmental documentation, and other ad-
ministrative costs related to the conveyance. 
This paragraph does not apply to costs associ-
ated with the removal of explosive ordnance 
from the parcel and environmental remediation 
of the parcel. 

(2) Section 2695(c) of title 10 United States 
Code, shall apply to any amount received under 
paragraph (1). If the amounts received in ad-
vance under such paragraph exceed the costs 
actually incurred by the Secretary, the Sec-
retary shall refund the excess amount to the 
Corporation. 

(e) DESCRIPTIONS OF PROPERTY.—The exact 
acreage and legal descriptions of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed by the Secretary under sub-
section (a) and the property to be conveyed by 
the Corporation under subsection (b) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary. 

(f) EXEMPTIONS.—Section 2696 of title 10, 
United States Code, does not apply to the con-
veyance authorized by subsection (a), and the 
authority to make the conveyance shall not be 
considered to render the property excess or un-
derutilized. 

(g) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ances authorized by this section as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate to protect the inter-
ests of the United States.
SEC. 2832. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY FOR 

LAND TRANSFER AND CONVEYANCE, 
NAVAL SECURITY GROUP ACTIVITY, 
WINTER HARBOR, MAINE. 

(a) MODIFICATION OF CONVEYANCE AUTHORITY 
FOR COREA AND WINTER HARBOR PROPERTIES.—
Subsection (b) of section 2845 of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2002 (division B of Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 
1319) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) CONVEYANCE AND TRANSFER OF COREA 
AND WINTER HARBOR PROPERTIES AUTHOR-

IZED.—(1) The Secretary of the Navy may con-
vey, without consideration, to the State of 
Maine, any political subdivision of the State of 
Maine, or any tax-supported agency in the 
State of Maine, all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to parcels of real prop-
erty, including any improvements thereon and 
appurtenances thereto, comprising the former 
facilities of the Naval Security Group Activity, 
Winter Harbor, Maine, as follows: 

‘‘(A) The parcel consisting of approximately 
50 acres known as the Corea Operations Site. 

‘‘(B) Three parcels consisting of approxi-
mately 23 acres and comprising family housing 
facilities. 

‘‘(2) The Secretary of the Navy may transfer 
to the administrative jurisdiction of the Sec-
retary of the Interior a parcel of real property 
consisting of approximately 404 acres at the 
former Naval Security Group Activity, which is 
the balance of the real property comprising the 
Corea Operations Site. The Secretary of the In-
terior shall administer the property transferred 
under this paragraph as part of the National 
Wildlife Refuge System.’’. 

(b) EXEMPTION OF MODIFIED CONVEYANCES 
FROM FEDERAL SCREENING REQUIREMENT.—Such 
section is further amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (g) and (h) as 
subsections (h) and (i), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing new subsection (g): 

‘‘(g) EXEMPTION FROM FEDERAL SCREENING.—
Any conveyance authorized by subsection (b)(1) 
is exempt from the requirement to screen the 
property concerned for further Federal use pur-
suant to section 2696 of title 10, United States 
Code.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Subsections 
(c), (d), (e), (f), (h) (as redesignated), and (i) (as 
redesignated) of such section are amended by 
striking ‘‘subsection (b)’’ each place it appears 
and inserting ‘‘subsection (b)(1)’’.
SEC. 2833. LAND CONVEYANCE, WESTOVER AIR 

RESERVE BASE, MASSACHUSETTS. 
(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary 

of the Navy may convey, without consideration, 
to the City of Chicopee, Massachusetts (in this 
section referred to as the ‘‘City’’), all right, title, 
and interest of the United States in and to a 
parcel of real property, including 133 housing 
units and other improvements thereon, con-
sisting of approximately 30.38 acres located at 
Westover Air Reserve Base in Chicopee, Massa-
chusetts, for the purpose of permitting the City 
to use the property for economic development 
and other public purposes. 

(b) REIMBURSEMENT FOR COSTS OF CONVEY-
ANCE.—(1) The Secretary may require the City to 
reimburse the Secretary for the costs incurred by 
the Secretary to carry out the conveyance under 
subsection (a), including survey costs, costs re-
lated to environmental documentation (other 
than the environmental baseline survey), and 
other administrative costs related to the convey-
ance. 

(2) The Secretary shall require the City to re-
imburse the Secretary for any excess costs in-
curred by the Secretary for any environmental 
assessment, study, or analysis, or for any other 
excess costs incurred by the Secretary, in con-
nection with the conveyance, if the excess costs 
were incurred as a result of a request by the 
City. In this paragraph, the term ‘‘excess costs’’ 
means costs in excess of those costs considered 
reasonable and necessary by the Secretary to 
comply with existing law to make the convey-
ance. 

(3) Any reimbursement received under this 
subsection shall be credited to the fund or ac-
count that was used to cover the costs incurred 
by the Secretary in carrying out the convey-
ance. Amounts so credited shall be merged with 
amounts in such fund or account, and shall be 
available for the same purposes, and subject to 
the same conditions and limitations, as amounts 
in such fund or account. 
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(c) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact 

acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary. 

(d) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States.
SEC. 2834. LAND CONVEYANCE, NAVAL STATION, 

NEWPORT, RHODE ISLAND. 
(a) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary 

of the Navy may convey to the State of Rhode 
Island, or any political subdivision thereof, any 
or all right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to a parcel of real property, to-
gether with improvements thereon, consisting of 
approximately 34 acres located in Melville, 
Rhode Island, and known as the Melville Ma-
rina site. 

(b) CONSIDERATION.—(1) As consideration for 
the conveyance of real property under sub-
section (a), the conveyee shall pay the United 
States an amount equal to the fair market value 
of the real property, as determined by the Sec-
retary based on an appraisal of the real prop-
erty acceptable to the Secretary. 

(2) The consideration received under para-
graph (1) shall be deposited in the account es-
tablished pursuant to section 572(b) of title 40, 
United States Code, and shall be available as 
provided for in that section. 

(c) REIMBURSEMENT FOR COSTS OF CONVEY-
ANCE.—(1) The Secretary may require the 
conveyee of the real property under subsection 
(a) to reimburse the Secretary for any costs in-
curred by the Secretary in carrying out the con-
veyance. 

(2) Any reimbursement for costs that is re-
ceived under paragraph (1) shall be credited to 
the fund or account providing funds for such 
costs. Amounts so credited shall be merged with 
amounts in such fund or account, and shall be 
available for the same purposes, and subject to 
the same conditions and limitations, as amounts 
in such fund or account. 

(d) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact 
acreage and legal description of the real prop-
erty to be conveyed under subsection (a) shall be 
determined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary. 

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ance under subsection (a) as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States.
SEC. 2835. LAND EXCHANGE AND BOUNDARY AD-

JUSTMENTS, MARINE CORPS BASE, 
QUANTICO, AND PRINCE WILLIAM 
FOREST PARK, VIRGINIA. 

(a) LAND EXCHANGE.—Administrative jurisdic-
tion over certain lands at Prince William Forest 
Park, Virginia, and at the Marine Corps Base, 
Quantico, Virginia, shall be adjusted through 
the following actions: 

(1) The Secretary of the Navy shall transfer, 
without reimbursement, to the administrative ju-
risdiction of the Secretary of the Interior ap-
proximately 352 acres of land, depicted as 
‘‘Lands Transferred from Department of the 
Navy to Department of the Interior’’ on the map 
entitled ‘‘Boundary Adjustments Between 
Prince William Forest Park and Marine Corps 
Base, Quantico’’, numbered 860/80283, and dated 
May 1, 2002. 

(2) The Secretary of the Interior shall trans-
fer, without reimbursement, to the administra-
tive jurisdiction of the Secretary of the Navy ap-
proximately 3,398 acres of land, depicted as 
‘‘Lands Transferred from Department of the In-
terior to Department of the Navy’’ on the map 
described in paragraph (1). 

(b) RETENTION OF CERTAIN LAND.—The Sec-
retary of the Interior shall continue to admin-
ister approximately 1,346 acres of land, depicted 

as ‘‘Lands Retained by Department of the Inte-
rior’’ on the map described in subsection (a)(1). 
Effective on the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the special use permit dated March 16, 1972, 
which provides for the use of part of this land 
by the Marine Corps, shall no longer be in ef-
fect. 

(c) SUBSEQUENT DISPOSAL OF LAND.—(1) If 
any of the land described in subsection (a)(1) or 
(b) is determined to be excess to the needs of the 
Department of the Interior, the Secretary of the 
Interior shall offer to transfer, without reim-
bursement, administrative jurisdiction over the 
land to the Secretary of the Navy. 

(2) If any of the land described in subsection 
(a)(2) is determined to be excess to the needs of 
the Department of the Navy, the Secretary of 
the Navy shall offer to transfer, without reim-
bursement, administrative jurisdiction over the 
land to the Secretary of the Interior. 

(3) If an offer made under this subsection is 
not accepted within 90 days, the land covered 
by the offer may be disposed of in accordance 
with the laws and regulations governing the dis-
posal of excess property. 

(d) BOUNDARY MODIFICATION AND ADMINIS-
TRATION.—(1) The boundaries of Prince William 
Forest Park and the Marine Corps Base, 
Quantico, shall be modified to reflect the land 
exchanges or disposals made under this section. 

(2) Land transferred to the Secretary of the 
Interior under subsection (a)(1) or retained 
under subsection (b) shall be administered as 
part of Prince William Forest Park in accord-
ance with applicable laws and regulations. 

(e) AVAILABILITY OF MAP.—The map described 
in subsection (a)(1) shall be on file and avail-
able for public inspection in the appropriate of-
fices of the National Park Service, Department 
of the Interior. 

(f) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The Act of 
June 22, 1948 (Chapter 596; 62 Stat. 571), is 
amended—

(1) by striking the first section and inserting 
the following new section: 
‘‘SECTION 1. PRINCE WILLIAM FOREST PARK, VIR-

GINIA. 
‘‘Chopawamsic Park, which was established 

in 1933 as Chopawamsic Recreational Dem-
onstration Area, shall be known as ‘Prince Wil-
liam Forest Park’.’’; 

(2) in section 2—
(A) by striking ‘‘That all’’ and inserting 

‘‘All’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘the Chopawamsic Park’’ and 

inserting ‘‘Prince William Forest Park’’; and 
(3) in section 3—
(A) by striking ‘‘That the Secretary of the In-

terior and the Secretary of the Navy be, and 
they are hereby’’ and inserting ‘‘The Secretary 
of the Interior is’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘the Chopawamsic Park’’ both 
places it appears and inserting ‘‘Prince William 
Forest Park’’. 

PART III—AIR FORCE CONVEYANCES
SEC. 2841. MODIFICATION OF LAND CONVEYANCE, 

LOS ANGELES AIR FORCE BASE, 
CALIFORNIA. 

Section 2861(c) of the Floyd D. Spence Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2001 (as enacted into law by Public Law 
106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–433) is amended in the 
first sentence by striking ‘‘10 years’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘30 years’’.
SEC. 2842. LAND EXCHANGE, BUCKLEY AIR FORCE 

BASE, COLORADO. 
(a) EXCHANGE AUTHORIZED.—For the purpose 

of facilitating the acquisition of real property 
suitable for the construction of military family 
housing for Buckley Air Force Base, Colorado, 
the Secretary of the Air Force may convey to the 
State of Colorado (in this section referred to as 
the ‘‘State’’) all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to a parcel of real prop-
erty, including improvements thereon, consisting 
of all or part of the Watkins Communications 
Site in Arapahoe County, Colorado. 

(b) CONSIDERATION.—(1) As consideration for 
the conveyance authorized by subsection (a) the 
State shall convey to the United States all right, 
title, and interest of the State in and to a parcel 
of real property, including improvements there-
on, consisting of approximately 41 acres that is 
owned by the State and is contiguous to Buck-
ley Air Force Base, Colorado. 

(2) The Secretary shall have jurisdiction over 
the real property conveyed under paragraph (1). 

(3) Upon conveyance to the United States 
under paragraph (1), the real property conveyed 
under that paragraph is withdrawn from all 
forms of appropriation under the general land 
laws, including the mining laws and mineral 
and geothermal leasing laws. 

(c) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact 
acreage and legal description of the parcels of 
real property to be conveyed under this section 
shall be determined by surveys satisfactory to 
the Secretary. 

(d) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the convey-
ances under this section as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate to protect the interests of the 
United States.
SEC. 2843. LAND CONVEYANCES, WENDOVER AIR 

FORCE BASE AUXILIARY FIELD, NE-
VADA. 

(a) CONVEYANCES AUTHORIZED TO WEST 
WENDOVER, NEVADA.—(1) The Secretary of the 
Interior may convey, without consideration, to 
the City of West Wendover, Nevada, all right, 
title, and interest of the United States in and to 
the following: 

(A) The lands at Wendover Air Force Base 
Auxiliary Field, Nevada, identified in Easement 
No. AFMC–HL–2–00–334 that are determined by 
the Secretary of the Air Force to be no longer re-
quired. 

(B) The lands at Wendover Air Force Base 
Auxiliary Field identified for disposition on the 
map entitled ‘‘West Wendover, Nevada–Excess’’, 
dated January 5, 2001, that are determined by 
the Secretary of the Air Force to be no longer re-
quired. 

(2) The purposes of the conveyances under 
this subsection are—

(A) to permit the establishment and mainte-
nance of runway protection zones; and 

(B) to provide for the development of an in-
dustrial park and related infrastructure. 

(3) The map referred to in paragraph (1)(B) 
shall be on file and available for public inspec-
tion in the offices of the Director of the Bureau 
of Land Management and the Elko District Of-
fice of the Bureau of Land Management. 

(b) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED TO TOOELE 
COUNTY, UTAH.—(1) The Secretary of the Inte-
rior may convey, without consideration, to 
Tooele County, Utah, all right, title, and inter-
est of the United States in and to the lands at 
Wendover Air Force Base Auxiliary Field identi-
fied in Easement No. AFMC–HL–2–00–318 that 
are determined by the Secretary of the Air Force 
to be no longer required. 

(2) The purpose of the conveyance under this 
subsection is to permit the establishment and 
maintenance of runway protection zones and an 
aircraft accident potential protection zone as 
necessitated by continued military aircraft oper-
ations at the Utah Test and Training Range. 

(c) PHASED CONVEYANCES.—The land convey-
ances authorized by subsections (a) and (b) may 
be conducted in phases. To the extent prac-
ticable, the first phase of the conveyances 
should involve at least 3,000 acres. 

(d) MANAGEMENT OF CONVEYED LANDS.—The 
lands conveyed under subsections (a) and (b) 
shall be managed by the City of West Wendover, 
Nevada, City of Wendover, Utah, Tooele Coun-
ty, Utah, and Elko County, Nevada—

(1) in accordance with the provisions of an 
Interlocal Memorandum of Agreement entered 
into between the Cities of West Wendover, Ne-
vada, and Wendover, Utah, Tooele County, 
Utah, and Elko County, Nevada, providing for 
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the coordinated management and development 
of the lands for the economic benefit of both 
communities; and 

(2) in a manner that is consistent with such 
provisions of the easements referred to sub-
sections (a) and (b) that, as jointly determined 
by the Secretary of the Air Force and Secretary 
of the Interior, remain applicable and relevant 
to the operation and management of the lands 
following conveyance and are consistent with 
the provisions of this section. 

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary of the Air Force and the Secretary of 
the Interior may jointly require such additional 
terms and conditions in connection with the 
conveyances authorized by subsections (a) and 
(b) as the Secretaries consider appropriate to 
protect the interests of the United States. 

Subtitle D—Other Matters
SEC. 2851. MASTER PLAN FOR USE OF NAVY 

ANNEX, ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA. 
(a) MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY FOR TRANS-

FER FROM NAVY ANNEX.—Section 2881 of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2000 (113 Stat. 879) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(2), as amended by section 
2863(f) of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of Pub-
lic Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1332), by striking ‘‘as 
a site for—’’ and all that follows and inserting 
‘‘as a site for such other memorials or museums 
that the Secretary considers compatible with Ar-
lington National Cemetery and the Air Force 
Memorial.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d)—
(A) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘the rec-

ommendation (if any) of the Commission on the 
National Military Museum to use a portion of 
the Navy Annex property as the site for the Na-
tional Military Museum’’ and inserting ‘‘the use 
of the acres reserved under subsection (b)(2) for 
a memorial or museum’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘the date on 
which the Commission on the National Military 
Museum submits to Congress its report under 
section 2903’’ and inserting ‘‘the date of the en-
actment of the Bob Stump National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2003’’. 

(b) CONSTRUCTION OF AMENDMENTS.—The 
amendments made by subsection (a) may not be 
construed to delay the establishment of the 
United States Air Force Memorial authorized by 
section 2863 of the Military Construction Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (division B 
of Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1330).
SEC. 2852. SALE OF EXCESS TREATED WATER AND 

WASTEWATER TREATMENT CAPAC-
ITY, MARINE CORPS BASE, CAMP 
LEJEUNE, NORTH CAROLINA. 

(a) SALE AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary of the 
Navy may provide to Onslow County, North 
Carolina, or any authority or political subdivi-
sion organized under the laws of North Carolina 
to provide public water or sewage services in 
Onslow County (in this section referred to as 
the ‘‘County’’), treated water and wastewater 
treatment services from facilities at Marine 
Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina, if 
the Secretary determines that the provision of 
these utility services is in the public interest and 
will not interfere with current or future oper-
ations at Camp Lejeune. 

(b) INAPPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Section 2686 of title 10, United States 
Code, shall not apply to the provision of public 
water or sewage services authorized by sub-
section (a). 

(c) CONSIDERATION.—As consideration for the 
receipt of public water or sewage services under 
subsection (a), the County shall pay to the Sec-
retary an amount (in cash or in kind) equal to 
the fair market value of the services. Amounts 
received in cash shall be credited to the base op-
eration and maintenance accounts of Camp 
Lejeune. 

(d) EXPANSION.—The Secretary may make 
minor expansions and extensions and permit 

connections to the public water or sewage sys-
tems of the County in order to furnish the serv-
ices authorized under subsection (a). The Sec-
retary shall restrict the provision of services to 
the County to those areas in the County where 
residential development would be compatible 
with current and future operations at Camp 
Lejeune. 

(e) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—(1) The Sec-
retary may require the County to reimburse the 
Secretary for the costs incurred by the Secretary 
to provide public water or sewage services to the 
County under subsection (a). 

(2) Section 2695(c) of title 10 United States 
Code, shall apply to any amount received under 
this subsection. 

(f) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the provision 
of public water or sewage services under this 
section as the Secretary considers appropriate to 
protect the interests of the United States.
SEC. 2853. CONVEYANCE OF REAL PROPERTY, 

ADAK NAVAL COMPLEX, ALASKA, 
AND RELATED LAND CONVEYANCES. 

Section 6 of the Act entitled ‘‘An Act to ratify 
an agreement between The Aleut Corporation 
and the United States of America to exchange 
land rights received under the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act for certain land interests 
on Adak Island, and for other purposes.’’, ap-
proved October 11, 2002 (Public Law 107–239), is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(f) For purposes of section 21(c) of the Alas-
ka Native Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 
1620(c)), all property received by the Aleut Cor-
poration under this Act shall be given a tax 
basis equal to fair value on the date of the 
transfer. Fair value shall be determined by re-
placement cost appraisal.’’.
SEC. 2854. SPECIAL REQUIREMENT FOR ADDING 

MILITARY INSTALLATION TO CLO-
SURE LIST. 

Section 2914(d) of the Defense Base Closure 
and Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title 
XXIX of Public Law 101–510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 
note), as added by section 3003 of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2002 (division B of Public Law 107–107; 155 Stat, 
1346), is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (5) as para-
graph (6); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (5): 

‘‘(5) SITE VISIT.—In the report required under 
section 2903(d)(2)(A) that is to be transmitted 
under paragraph (1), the Commission may not 
recommend the closure of a military installation 
not recommended for closure by the Secretary 
under subsection (a) unless at least two members 
of the Commission visit the installation before 
the date of the transmittal of the report.’’.

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

NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS
Subtitle A—National Security Programs 

Authorizations 
Sec. 3101. National Nuclear Security Adminis-

tration. 
Sec. 3102. Defense environmental management. 
Sec. 3103. Other defense activities. 
Sec. 3104. Defense nuclear waste disposal. 

Subtitle B—Program Authorizations, 
Restrictions, and Limitations 

Sec. 3141. Annual assessments and reports to 
the President and Congress re-
garding the condition of the 
United States nuclear weapons 
stockpile. 

Sec. 3142. Plans for achieving enhanced readi-
ness posture for resumption by the 
United States of underground nu-
clear weapons tests. 

Sec. 3143. Requirements for specific request for 
new or modified nuclear weapons. 

Sec. 3144. Database to track notification and 
resolution phases of Significant 
Finding Investigations. 

Sec. 3145. Defense environmental management 
cleanup reform program. 

Sec. 3146. Limitation on obligation of funds for 
Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator 
program pending submission of re-
port. 

Subtitle C—Proliferation Matters 
Sec. 3151. Transfer to National Nuclear Secu-

rity Administration of Department 
of Defense’s Cooperative Threat 
Reduction program relating to 
elimination of weapons grade plu-
tonium production in Russia. 

Sec. 3152. Repeal of requirement for reports on 
obligation of funds for programs 
on fissile materials in Russia. 

Sec. 3153. Expansion of annual reports on sta-
tus of nuclear materials protec-
tion, control, and accounting pro-
grams. 

Sec. 3154. Testing of preparedness for emer-
gencies involving nuclear, radio-
logical, chemical, or biological 
weapons. 

Sec. 3155. Cooperative program on research, de-
velopment, and demonstration of 
technology regarding nuclear or 
radiological terrorism. 

Sec. 3156. Matters relating to the International 
Materials Protection, Control, 
and Accounting program of the 
Department of Energy. 

Sec. 3157. Accelerated disposition of highly en-
riched uranium. 

Sec. 3158. Strengthened international security 
for nuclear materials and security 
of nuclear operations. 

Sec. 3159. Export control programs. 
Sec. 3160. Plan for accelerated return of weap-

ons-usable nuclear materials. 
Sec. 3161. Sense of Congress on amendment of 

Convention on Physical Protec-
tion of Nuclear Materials. 

Sec. 3162. Sense of Congress on program to se-
cure stockpiles of highly enriched 
uranium and plutonium. 

Subtitle D—Other Matters 
Sec. 3171. Indemnification of Department of En-

ergy contractors. 
Sec. 3172. Support for public education in the 

vicinity of Los Alamos National 
Laboratory, New Mexico. 

Sec. 3173. Worker health and safety rules for 
Department of Energy nuclear fa-
cilities. 

Sec. 3174. Extension of authority to appoint 
certain scientific, engineering, 
and technical personnel. 

Sec. 3175. One-year extension of panel to assess 
the reliability, safety, and secu-
rity of the United States nuclear 
stockpile. 

Sec. 3176. Report on status of environmental 
management initiatives to accel-
erate the reduction of environ-
mental risks and challenges posed 
by the legacy of the Cold War. 

Subtitle E—Disposition of Weapons-Usable 
Plutonium at Savannah River, South Caro-
lina 

Sec. 3181. Findings. 
Sec. 3182. Disposition of weapons-usable pluto-

nium at Savannah River Site. 
Sec. 3183. Study of facilities for storage of plu-

tonium and plutonium materials 
at Savannah River Site.

Subtitle A—National Security Programs 
Authorizations

SEC. 3101. NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY ADMIN-
ISTRATION. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated 
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to the Department of Energy for fiscal year 2003 
for the activities of the National Nuclear Secu-
rity Administration in carrying out programs 
necessary for national security in the amount of 
$8,038,490,000, to be allocated as follows: 

(1) For weapons activities, $5,901,641,000. 
(2) For defense nuclear nonproliferation ac-

tivities, $1,104,130,000.
(3) For naval reactors, $706,790,000. 
(4) For the Office of the Administrator for Nu-

clear Security, $325,929,000. 
(b) AUTHORIZATION OF NEW PLANT 

PROJECTS.—From funds referred to in subsection 
(a) that are available for carrying out plant 
projects, the Secretary of Energy may carry out 
new plant projects as follows: 

(1) For weapons activities, the following new 
plant projects: 

Project 03–D–101, Sandia underground reactor 
facility (SURF), Sandia National Laboratories, 
Albuquerque, New Mexico, $2,000,000. 

Project 03–D–103, project engineering and de-
sign, various locations, $17,039,000. 

Project 03–D–121, gas transfer capacity expan-
sion, Kansas City Plant, Kansas City, Missouri, 
$4,000,000. 

Project 03–D–122, prototype purification facil-
ity, Y–12 plant, Oak Ridge, Tennessee, 
$20,800,000. 

Project 03–D–123, special nuclear materials re-
qualification, Pantex plant, Amarillo, Texas, 
$3,000,000. 

(2) For naval reactors, the following new 
plant project: 

Project 03–D–201, cleanroom technology facil-
ity, Bettis Atomic Power Laboratory, West Miff-
lin, Pennsylvania, $7,200,000.
SEC. 3102. DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGE-

MENT. 
(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated 
to the Department of Energy for fiscal year 2003 
for environmental management activities in car-
rying out programs necessary for national secu-
rity in the amount of $6,759,846,000, to be allo-
cated as follows: 

(1) For defense environmental restoration and 
waste management, $4,510,133,000. 

(2) For defense environmental management 
cleanup reform in carrying out environmental 
restoration and waste management activities 
necessary for national security programs, 
$982,000,000. 

(3) For defense facilities closure projects, 
$1,109,314,000. 

(4) For defense environmental management 
privatization, $158,399,000. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF NEW PLANT 
PROJECTS.—From funds referred to in subsection 
(a) that are available for carrying out plant 
projects, the Secretary of Energy may carry out 
new plant projects as follows: 

(1) For environmental restoration and waste 
management activities, the following new plant 
project: 

Project 03–D–403, immobilized high-level waste 
interim storage facility, Richland, Washington, 
$6,363,000. 

(2) For defense environmental management 
cleanup reform, the following new plant project: 

Project 03–D–414, project engineering and de-
sign, various locations, $8,800,000.
SEC. 3103. OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated to the Department of Energy for fiscal 
year 2003 for other defense activities in carrying 
out programs necessary for national security in 
the amount of $462,664,000.
SEC. 3104. DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL. 

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated to the Department of Energy for fiscal 
year 2003 for defense nuclear waste disposal for 
payment to the Nuclear Waste Fund established 
in section 302(c) of the Nuclear Waste Policy Act 
of 1982 (42 U.S.C. 10222(c)) in the amount of 
$315,000,000.

Subtitle B—Program Authorizations, 
Restrictions, and Limitations

SEC. 3141. ANNUAL ASSESSMENTS AND REPORTS 
TO THE PRESIDENT AND CONGRESS 
REGARDING THE CONDITION OF THE 
UNITED STATES NUCLEAR WEAPONS 
STOCKPILE. 

(a) ANNUAL ASSESSMENTS REQUIRED.—For 
each nuclear weapon type in the stockpile of the 
United States, each official specified in sub-
section (b) on an annual basis shall, to the ex-
tent such official is directly responsible for the 
safety, reliability, performance, or military ef-
fectiveness of that nuclear weapon type, com-
plete an assessment of the safety, reliability, 
performance, or military effectiveness (as the 
case may be) of that nuclear weapon type. 

(b) COVERED OFFICIALS.—The officials re-
ferred to in subsection (a) are the following: 

(1) The head of each national security labora-
tory. 

(2) The commander of the United States Stra-
tegic Command. 

(c) USE OF TEAMS OF EXPERTS FOR ASSESS-
MENTS.—The head of each national security lab-
oratory shall establish and use one or more 
teams of experts, known as ‘‘red teams’’, to as-
sist in the assessments required by subsection 
(a). Each such team shall include experts from 
both of the other national security laboratories. 
Each such team for a national security labora-
tory shall—

(1) review the matters covered by the assess-
ments under subsection (a) performed by the 
head of that laboratory; 

(2) subject such matters to challenge; and 
(3) submit the results of such review and chal-

lenge, together with the findings and rec-
ommendations of such team with respect to such 
review and challenge, to the head of that lab-
oratory. 

(d) REPORT ON ASSESSMENTS.—Not later than 
December 1 of each year, each official specified 
in subsection (b) shall submit to the Secretary 
concerned, and to the Nuclear Weapons Coun-
cil, a report on the assessments that such offi-
cial was required by subsection (a) to complete. 
The report shall include the following: 

(1) The results of each such assessment. 
(2)(A) Such official’s determination as to 

whether or not one or more underground nu-
clear tests are necessary to resolve any issues 
identified in the assessments and, if so—

(i) an identification of the specific under-
ground nuclear tests that are necessary to re-
solve such issues; and 

(ii) a discussion of why options other than an 
underground nuclear test are not available or 
would not resolve such issues. 

(B) An identification of the specific under-
ground nuclear tests which, while not nec-
essary, might have value in resolving any such 
issues and a discussion of the anticipated value 
of conducting such tests. 

(C) Such official’s determination as to the 
readiness of the United States to conduct the 
underground nuclear tests identified under sub-
paragraphs (A)(i) and (B), if directed by the 
President to do so. 

(3) In the case of a report submitted by the 
head of a national security laboratory—

(A) a concise statement regarding the ade-
quacy of the science-based tools and methods 
being used to determine the matters covered by 
the assessments; 

(B) a concise statement regarding the ade-
quacy of the tools and methods employed by the 
manufacturing infrastructure required by sec-
tion 3137 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (42 U.S.C. 2121 note) to 
identify and fix any inadequacy with respect to 
the matters covered by the assessments; and 

(C) a concise summary of the findings and 
recommendations of any teams under subsection 
(c) that relate to the assessments, together with 
a discussion of those findings and recommenda-
tions. 

(4) In the case of a report submitted by the 
Commander of the United States Strategic Com-

mand, a discussion of the relative merits of 
other nuclear weapon types (if any), or compen-
satory measures (if any) that could be taken, 
that could enable accomplishment of the mis-
sions of the nuclear weapon types to which the 
assessments relate, should such assessments 
identify any deficiency with respect to such nu-
clear weapon types. 

(5) An identification and discussion of any 
matter having an adverse effect on the capa-
bility of the official submitting the report to ac-
curately determine the matters covered by the 
assessments. 

(e) SUBMITTALS TO THE PRESIDENT AND CON-
GRESS.—(1) Not later than March 1 of each year, 
the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of 
Energy shall submit to the President—

(A) each report, without change, submitted to 
either Secretary under subsection (d) during the 
preceding year; 

(B) any comments that the Secretaries individ-
ually or jointly consider appropriate with re-
spect to each such report; 

(C) the conclusions that the Secretaries indi-
vidually or jointly reach as to the safety, reli-
ability, performance, and military effectiveness 
of the nuclear weapons stockpile of the United 
States; and 

(D) any other information that the Secretaries 
individually or jointly consider appropriate. 

(2) Not later than March 15 of each year, the 
President shall forward to Congress the matters 
received by the President under paragraph (1) 
for that year, together with any comments the 
President considers appropriate. 

(f) CLASSIFIED FORM.—Each submittal under 
subsection (e) shall be in classified form only, 
with the classification level required for each 
portion of such submittal marked appropriately.

(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘national security laboratory’’ 

has the meaning given such term in section 3281 
of the National Nuclear Security Administration 
Act (50 U.S.C. 2471). 

(2) The term ‘‘Secretary concerned’’ means—
(A) the Secretary of Energy, with respect to 

matters concerning the Department of Energy; 
and 

(B) the Secretary of Defense, with respect to 
matters concerning the Department of Defense. 

(h) FIRST SUBMISSIONS.—(1) The first submis-
sions made under subsection (d) shall be the 
submissions required to be made in 2003. 

(2) The first submissions made under sub-
section (e) shall be the submissions required to 
be made in 2004.
SEC. 3142. PLANS FOR ACHIEVING ENHANCED 

READINESS POSTURE FOR RESUMP-
TION BY THE UNITED STATES OF UN-
DERGROUND NUCLEAR WEAPONS 
TESTS. 

(a) PLANS REQUIRED.—The Secretary of En-
ergy, in consultation with the Administrator for 
Nuclear Security, shall prepare plans for 
achieving, not later than one year after the date 
on which the plans are submitted under sub-
section (c), readiness postures of six months, 12 
months, 18 months, and 24 months for resump-
tion by the United States of underground nu-
clear weapons tests. 

(b) READINESS POSTURE.—For purposes of this 
section, a readiness posture of a specified num-
ber of months for resumption by the United 
States of underground nuclear weapons tests is 
achieved when the Department of Energy has 
the capability to resume such tests, if directed 
by the President to resume such tests, not later 
than the specified number of months after the 
date on which the President so directs. 

(c) REPORT.—The Secretary shall include with 
the budget justification materials submitted to 
Congress in support of the Department of En-
ergy budget for fiscal year 2004 (as submitted 
with the budget of the President under section 
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code) a report 
on the plans required by subsection (a). The re-
port shall include—

(1) an assessment of the current readiness pos-
ture for resumption by the United States of un-
derground nuclear weapons tests; 
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(2) the plans required by subsection (a) and, 

for each such plan, the estimated cost for imple-
menting such plan and an estimate of the an-
nual cost of maintaining the readiness posture 
to which the plan relates; and 

(3) the recommendation of the Secretary, de-
veloped in consultation with the Secretary of 
Defense, as to the optimal readiness posture for 
resumption by the United States of underground 
nuclear weapons tests, including the basis for 
that recommendation.
SEC. 3143. REQUIREMENTS FOR SPECIFIC RE-

QUEST FOR NEW OR MODIFIED NU-
CLEAR WEAPONS. 

(a) REQUIREMENT FOR REQUEST FOR FUNDS 
FOR DEVELOPMENT.—(1) In any fiscal year after 
fiscal year 2002 in which the Secretary of En-
ergy plans to carry out activities described in 
paragraph (2) relating to the development of a 
new nuclear weapon or modified nuclear weap-
on, the Secretary shall specifically request funds 
for such activities in the budget of the President 
for that fiscal year under section 1105(a) of title 
31, United States Code. 

(2) The activities described in this paragraph 
are as follows: 

(A) The conduct, or provision for conduct, of 
research and development which could lead to 
the production of a new nuclear weapon by the 
United States. 

(B) The conduct, or provision for conduct, of 
engineering or manufacturing to carry out the 
production of a new nuclear weapon by the 
United States. 

(C) The conduct, or provision for conduct, of 
research and development which could lead to 
the production of a modified nuclear weapon by 
the United States. 

(D) The conduct, or provision for conduct, of 
engineering or manufacturing to carry out the 
production of a modified nuclear weapon by the 
United States. 

(b) BUDGET REQUEST FORMAT.—The Secretary 
shall include in a request for funds under sub-
section (a) the following: 

(1) In the case of funds for activities described 
in subparagraph (A) or (C) of subsection (a)(2), 
a single dedicated line item for all such activi-
ties for new nuclear weapons or modified nu-
clear weapons that are in phase 1, 2, or 2A or 
phase 6.1, 6.2, or 6.2A (as the case may be), or 
any concept work prior to phase 1 or 6.1 (as the 
case may be), of the nuclear weapons acquisi-
tion process. 

(2) In the case of funds for activities described 
in subparagraph (B) or (D) of subsection (a)(2), 
a dedicated line item for each such activity for 
a new nuclear weapon or modified nuclear 
weapon that is in phase 3 or higher or phase 6.3 
or higher (as the case may be) of the nuclear 
weapons acquisition process. 

(c) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to funds for purposes of conducting, or 
providing for the conduct of, research and de-
velopment, or manufacturing and engineering, 
determined by the Secretary to be necessary—

(1) for the nuclear weapons life extension pro-
gram; 

(2) to modify an existing nuclear weapon sole-
ly to address safety or reliability concerns; or 

(3) to address proliferation concerns. 
(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘life extension program’’ means 

the program to repair or replace non-nuclear 
components, or to modify the pit or canned sub-
assembly, of nuclear weapons that are in the 
nuclear weapons stockpile on the date of the en-
actment of this Act in order to assure that such 
nuclear weapons retain the ability to meet the 
military requirements applicable to such nuclear 
weapons when first placed in the nuclear weap-
ons stockpile. 

(2) The term ‘‘modified nuclear weapon’’ 
means a nuclear weapon that contains a pit or 
canned subassembly, either of which—

(A) is in the nuclear weapons stockpile as of 
the date of the enactment of this Act; and 

(B) is being modified in order to meet a mili-
tary requirement that is other than the military 

requirements applicable to such nuclear weapon 
when first placed in the nuclear weapons stock-
pile. 

(3) The term ‘‘new nuclear weapon’’ means a 
nuclear weapon that contains a pit or canned 
subassembly, either of which is neither—

(A) in the nuclear weapons stockpile on the 
date of the enactment of this Act; nor 

(B) in production as of that date.
SEC. 3144. DATABASE TO TRACK NOTIFICATION 

AND RESOLUTION PHASES OF SIG-
NIFICANT FINDING INVESTIGA-
TIONS. 

(a) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR DATABASE.—
Amounts authorized to be appropriated by sec-
tion 3101(a)(1) for the National Nuclear Security 
Administration for weapons activities shall be 
available to the Deputy Administrator for Nu-
clear Security for Defense Programs for the de-
velopment and implementation of a database for 
all national security laboratories to track the 
notification and resolution phases of Significant 
Finding Investigations (SFIs). The purpose of 
the database is to facilitate the monitoring of 
the progress and accountability of the national 
security laboratories in Significant Finding In-
vestigations. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION DEADLINE.—The data-
base required by subsection (a) shall be imple-
mented not later than September 30, 2003. 

(c) NATIONAL SECURITY LABORATORY DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘national secu-
rity laboratory’’ has the meaning given that 
term in section 3281(1) of the National Nuclear 
Security Administration Act (title XXXII of 
Public Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 968; 50 U.S.C. 
2471(1)).
SEC. 3145. DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGE-

MENT CLEANUP REFORM PROGRAM. 
(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.—From funds made 

available pursuant to section 3102(a)(2) for de-
fense environmental management cleanup re-
form, the Secretary of Energy shall carry out a 
program to reform DOE environmental manage-
ment activities. In carrying out the program, the 
Secretary shall allocate, to each site for which 
the Secretary has submitted to the congressional 
defense committees a site performance manage-
ment plan, the amount of those funds that such 
plan requires. 

(b) TRANSFER AND MERGER OF FUNDS.—(1) 
Funds so allocated shall, notwithstanding sec-
tion 3624, be transferred to the account for DOE 
environmental management activities and, sub-
ject to paragraph (2) and subsection (c), shall be 
merged with and be available for the same pur-
poses and for the same period as the funds 
available in such account. The authority pro-
vided by section 3629 shall apply to funds so 
transferred. 

(2) No funds so allocated may be obligated or 
expended until 30 days after the Secretary sub-
mits to the congressional defense committees a 
description of the activities to be carried out at 
each site to which funds are so allocated. 

(c) LIMITATION ON USE OF ALL MERGED 
FUNDS.—Upon a transfer and merger of funds 
under subsection (b), all funds in the merged ac-
count that are available with respect to the site 
may be used only to carry out the site perform-
ance management plan for the site. 

(d) SITE PERFORMANCE MANAGEMENT PLAN 
DEFINED.—For purposes of this section, a site 
performance management plan for a site is a 
plan, agreed to by the applicable Federal and 
State agencies with regulatory jurisdiction with 
respect to the site, for the performance of activi-
ties to accelerate the reduction of environmental 
risk in connection with, and to accelerate the 
environmental cleanup of, the site. 

(e) DOE ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT AC-
TIVITIES DEFINED.—For purposes of this section, 
the term ‘‘DOE environmental management ac-
tivities’’ means environmental restoration and 
waste management activities of the Department 
of Energy in carrying out programs necessary 
for national security.

SEC. 3146. LIMITATION ON OBLIGATION OF 
FUNDS FOR ROBUST NUCLEAR 
EARTH PENETRATOR PROGRAM 
PENDING SUBMISSION OF REPORT. 

(a) REPORT-AND-WAIT REQUIREMENT.—None 
of the funds made available to the Secretary of 
Energy for fiscal year 2003 for the Robust Nu-
clear Earth Penetrator program may be obli-
gated until—

(1) the Secretary of Defense submits to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives a report described in 
subsection (b); and 

(2) a period of 30 days has passed after such 
report is received by those committees. 

(b) REPORT.—A report under subsection (a)(1) 
is a report on the Robust Nuclear Earth Pene-
trator program, prepared by the Secretary of De-
fense in consultation with the Secretary of En-
ergy, that sets forth the following: 

(1) The military requirements for the Robust 
Nuclear Earth Penetrator. 

(2) The nuclear weapons employment policy 
regarding the Robust Nuclear Earth Penetrator. 

(3) A detailed description of the categories or 
types of targets that the Robust Nuclear Earth 
Penetrator is designed to hold at risk. 

(4) An assessment of the ability of conven-
tional weapons to defeat the same categories 
and types of targets as are described pursuant 
to paragraph (3). 

Subtitle C—Proliferation Matters
SEC. 3151. TRANSFER TO NATIONAL NUCLEAR SE-

CURITY ADMINISTRATION OF DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE’S COOPERA-
TIVE THREAT REDUCTION PROGRAM 
RELATING TO ELIMINATION OF 
WEAPONS GRADE PLUTONIUM PRO-
DUCTION IN RUSSIA. 

(a) TRANSFER OF PROGRAM.—There are hereby 
transferred to the Administrator for Nuclear Se-
curity the following: 

(1) The program, within the Cooperative 
Threat Reduction program of the Department of 
Defense, relating to the elimination of weapons 
grade plutonium production in Russia. 

(2) All functions, powers, duties, and activi-
ties of that program performed before the date of 
the enactment of this Act by the Department of 
Defense. 

(b) TRANSFER OF ASSETS.—(1) Notwith-
standing any restriction or limitation in law on 
the availability of Cooperative Threat Reduc-
tion funds specified in paragraph (2), so much 
of the property, records, and unexpended bal-
ances of appropriations, allocations, and other 
funds employed, used, held, available, or to be 
made available in connection with the program 
transferred by subsection (a) are transferred to 
the Administrator for use in connection with the 
program transferred. 

(2) The Cooperative Threat Reduction funds 
specified in this paragraph are the following: 

(A) Fiscal year 2002 Cooperative Threat Re-
duction funds, as specified in section 1301(b) of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 
1254; 22 U.S.C. 5952 note). 

(B) Fiscal year 2001 Cooperative Threat Re-
duction funds, as specified in section 1301(b) of 
the Floyd D. Spence National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted into 
law by Public Law 106–398; 114 Stat. 1654A–339; 
22 U.S.C. 5959 note). 

(C) Fiscal year 2000 Cooperative Threat Re-
duction funds, as specified in section 1301(b) of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2000 (Public Law 106–65; 113 Stat. 792; 
22 U.S.C. 5952 note). 

(c) AVAILABILITY OF TRANSFERRED FUNDS.—
(1) Notwithstanding any restriction or limitation 
in law on the availability of Cooperative Threat 
Reduction funds specified in subsection (b)(2), 
the Cooperative Threat Reduction funds trans-
ferred under subsection (b) for the program re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be available for 
activities as follows: 

(A) To design and construct, refurbish, or 
both, fossil fuel energy plants in Russia that 
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provide alternative sources of energy to the en-
ergy plants in Russia that produce weapons 
grade plutonium. 

(B) To carry out limited safety upgrades of 
not more than three energy plants in Russia 
that produce weapons grade plutonium, pro-
vided that such upgrades do not extend the life 
of those plants. 

(2) Amounts available under paragraph (1) for 
activities referred to in that paragraph shall re-
main available for obligation for three fiscal 
years. 

(d) LIMITATION.—(1) Of the amounts author-
ized to be appropriated by this title or any other 
Act for the program referred to in subsection (a), 
the Administrator for Nuclear Security may not 
obligate any funds for construction, or obligate 
or expend more than $100,000,000 for that pro-
gram, until 30 days after the later of—

(A) the date on which the Administrator sub-
mits to the congressional defense committees, the 
Committee on International Relations of the 
House of Representatives, and the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the Senate, a copy of an 
agreement or agreements entered into between 
the United States Government and the Govern-
ment of the Russian Federation to shut down 
the three plutonium-producing reactors in Rus-
sia as specified under paragraph (2); and 

(B) the date on which the Administrator sub-
mits to the committees specified in subparagraph 
(A) a report on a plan to achieve international 
participation in the program referred to in sub-
section (a), including cost sharing. 

(2) The agreement (or agreements) under 
paragraph (1)(A) shall contain—

(A) a commitment to shut down the three plu-
tonium-producing reactors; 

(B) the date on which each such reactor will 
be shut down;

(C) a schedule and milestones for each such 
reactor to complete the shutdown of such reac-
tor by the date specified under subparagraph 
(B); 

(D) a schedule and milestones for refurbish-
ment or construction of fossil fuel energy plants 
to be undertaken by the Government of the Rus-
sian Federation in support of the program; 

(E) an arrangement for access to sites and fa-
cilities necessary to meet such schedules and 
milestones; 

(F) an arrangement for audit and examina-
tion procedures in order to evaluate progress in 
meeting such schedules and milestones; and 

(G) any cost sharing arrangements between 
the United States Government and the Govern-
ment of the Russian Federation in undertaking 
activities under such agreement (or agreements).
SEC. 3152. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR RE-

PORTS ON OBLIGATION OF FUNDS 
FOR PROGRAMS ON FISSILE MATE-
RIALS IN RUSSIA. 

Section 3131 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public Law 
104–106; 110 Stat. 617; 22 U.S.C. 5952 note) is 
amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘(a) 
AUTHORITY.—’’; and 

(2) by striking subsection (b).
SEC. 3153. EXPANSION OF ANNUAL REPORTS ON 

STATUS OF NUCLEAR MATERIALS 
PROTECTION, CONTROL, AND AC-
COUNTING PROGRAMS. 

(a) COVERED PROGRAMS.—Subsection (a) of 
section 3171 of the Floyd D. Spence National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (as 
enacted into law by Public Law 106–398; 114 
Stat. 1654A–475; 22 U.S.C. 5952 note) is amended 
by striking ‘‘Russia that’’ and inserting 
‘‘countries where such materials’’. 

(b) REPORT CONTENTS.—Subsection (b) of that 
section is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1) by inserting ‘‘in each 
country covered by subsection (a)’’ after 
‘‘locations,’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘in Russia’’ 
and inserting ‘‘in each such country’’; 

(3) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘in each 
such country’’ after ‘‘subsection (a)’’; and 

(4) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘by total 
amount and by amount per fiscal year’’ and in-
serting ‘‘by total amount per country and by 
amount per fiscal year per country’’.
SEC. 3154. TESTING OF PREPAREDNESS FOR 

EMERGENCIES INVOLVING NU-
CLEAR, RADIOLOGICAL, CHEMICAL, 
OR BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS. 

(a) EXTENSION OF TESTING.—Section 1415 of 
the Defense Against Weapons of Mass Destruc-
tion Act of 1996 (title XIV of Public Law 104–
201; 110 Stat. 2720; 50 U.S.C. 2315) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(2), by striking ‘‘of five 
successive fiscal years beginning with fiscal 
year 1997’’ and inserting ‘‘of fiscal years 1997 
through 2013’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(2), by striking ‘‘of five 
successive fiscal years beginning with fiscal 
year 1997’’ and inserting ‘‘of fiscal years 1997 
through 2013’’. 

(b) CONSTRUCTION OF EXTENSION WITH DES-
IGNATION OF ATTORNEY GENERAL AS LEAD OFFI-
CIAL.—The amendments made by subsection (a) 
may not be construed as modifying the designa-
tion of the President titled ‘‘Designation of the 
Attorney General as the Lead Official for the 
Emergency Response Assistance Program Under 
Sections 1412 and 1415 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997’’, dated 
April 6, 2000, designating the Attorney General 
to assume programmatic and funding respon-
sibilities for the Emergency Response Assistance 
Program under sections 1412 and 1415 of the De-
fense Against Weapons of Mass Destruction Act 
of 1996 (title XIV of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1997).
SEC. 3155. COOPERATIVE PROGRAM ON RE-

SEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND DEM-
ONSTRATION OF TECHNOLOGY RE-
GARDING NUCLEAR OR RADIO-
LOGICAL TERRORISM. 

(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.—The Administrator 
for Nuclear Security shall carry out with the 
Russian Federation a cooperative program on 
the research, development, and demonstration of 
technologies for protection from and response to 
nuclear or radiological terrorism. 

(b) PROGRAM ELEMENTS.—In carrying out the 
program required by subsection (a), the Admin-
istrator shall—

(1) conduct research and development of tech-
nology for protection from nuclear or radio-
logical terrorism, including technology for the 
detection, identification, assessment, control, 
and disposition of radiological materials that 
could be used for nuclear terrorism; and 

(2) provide, where feasible, for the demonstra-
tion to other countries of technologies or meth-
odologies on matters relating to nuclear or radi-
ological terrorism, including—

(A) the demonstration of technologies devel-
oped under the program to respond to nuclear or 
radiological terrorism; 

(B) the demonstration of technologies devel-
oped under the program for the disposal of ra-
dioactive materials; 

(C) the demonstration of methodologies devel-
oped under the program for use in evaluating 
the radiological threat of radiological sources 
identified as not under current accounting pro-
grams in the audit report of the Inspector Gen-
eral of the Department of Energy titled 
‘‘Accounting for Sealed Sources of Nuclear Ma-
terial Provided to Foreign Countries’’ (DOE/IG–
0546); 

(D) in coordination with the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, the demonstration of meth-
odologies developed under the program to facili-
tate the development of a regulatory framework 
for licensing and controlling radioactive 
sources; and 

(E) in coordination with the Office of Envi-
ronment, Safety, and Health of the Department 
of Energy, the demonstration of methodologies 
developed under the program to facilitate devel-
opment of consistent criteria for screening inter-
national transfers of radiological materials. 

(c) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out activities 
in accordance with subsection (b)(2), the Admin-
istrator shall consult with—

(1) the Secretary of Defense, Secretary of 
State, and Secretary of Commerce; and 

(2) the International Atomic Energy Agency. 
(d) AMOUNT FOR ACTIVITIES.—Of the amount 

authorized to be appropriated by section 
3101(a)(2) for the Department of Energy for the 
National Nuclear Security Administration for 
defense nuclear nonproliferation, up to 
$15,000,000 may be available for carrying out 
this section.
SEC. 3156. MATTERS RELATING TO THE INTER-

NATIONAL MATERIALS PROTECTION, 
CONTROL, AND ACCOUNTING PRO-
GRAM OF THE DEPARTMENT OF EN-
ERGY. 

(a) RADIOLOGICAL DISPERSAL DEVICE MATE-
RIALS PROTECTION, CONTROL, AND ACCOUNT-
ING.—The Secretary of Energy may establish 
within the International Materials Protection, 
Control, and Accounting program of the Depart-
ment of Energy a program on the protection, 
control, and accounting of materials usable in 
radiological dispersal devices. In establishing 
such program, the Secretary shall—

(1) identify the sites and radiological mate-
rials to be covered by such program; 

(2) carry out a risk assessment of such radio-
logical materials; and 

(3) identify and establish the costs of and 
schedules for such program. 

(b) REVISED FOCUS FOR MATERIALS PROTEC-
TION, CONTROL, AND ACCOUNTING PROGRAM OF 
RUSSIAN FEDERATION.—(1) The Secretary of En-
ergy shall work cooperatively with the Russian 
Federation to develop, as soon as practicable 
but not later than January 1, 2013, a sustainable 
nuclear materials protection, control, and ac-
counting system for the nuclear materials of the 
Russian Federation that is supported solely by 
the Russian Federation. 

(2) The Secretary shall work with the Russian 
Federation to identify various alternatives to 
provide the United States adequate trans-
parency in the nuclear materials protection, 
control, and accounting program of the Russian 
Federation to assure that such program is meet-
ing applicable goals for nuclear materials pro-
tection, control, and accounting. 

(c) AMOUNT FOR ACTIVITIES.—Of the amount 
authorized to be appropriated by section 
3101(a)(2) for the Department of Energy for the 
National Nuclear Security Administration for 
defense nuclear nonproliferation, up to 
$5,000,000 may be available for carrying out this 
section.
SEC. 3157. ACCELERATED DISPOSITION OF HIGH-

LY ENRICHED URANIUM. 
(a) PROGRAM ON ACCELERATED DISPOSITION 

OF HEU AUTHORIZED.—(1) The Secretary of En-
ergy may carry out a program to pursue with 
the Russian Federation options for blending 
highly enriched uranium so that the concentra-
tion of U–235 in such uranium is below 20 per-
cent. 

(2) The options pursued under paragraph (1) 
shall include expansion of the Material Consoli-
dation and Conversion program of the Depart-
ment of Energy to include—

(A) additional facilities for the blending of 
highly enriched uranium; and 

(B) additional centralized secure storage fa-
cilities for highly enriched uranium designated 
for blending. 

(3) Any site selected for the storage of ura-
nium or blended material under paragraph 
(2)(B) shall undergo complete materials protec-
tion, control, and accounting upgrades before 
the commencement of the storage of uranium or 
blended material at such site under the program. 

(b) CONSTRUCTION WITH HEU DISPOSITION 
AGREEMENT.—Nothing in this section may be 
construed as terminating, modifying, or other-
wise affecting requirements for the disposition of 
highly enriched uranium under the Agreement 
Between the Government of the United States of 
America and the Government of the Russian 
Federation Concerning the Disposition of High-
ly Enriched Uranium Extracted from Nuclear 
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Weapons, signed at Washington on February 18, 
1993. 

(c) LIMITATION ON RELEASE FOR SALE OF 
BLENDED URANIUM.—Uranium blended under 
this section may not be released for sale until 
the earlier of—

(1) January 1, 2014; or 
(2) the date on which the Secretary certifies 

that such uranium can be absorbed into the 
global market without undue disruption to the 
uranium mining, conversion, and enrichment in-
dustry in the United States. 

(d) AMOUNT FOR ACTIVITIES.—Of the amount 
to be appropriated by section 3101(a)(2) for the 
Department of Energy for the National Nuclear 
Security Administration for defense nuclear 
nonproliferation, up to $10,000,000 may be avail-
able for carrying out this section.
SEC. 3158. STRENGTHENED INTERNATIONAL SE-

CURITY FOR NUCLEAR MATERIALS 
AND SECURITY OF NUCLEAR OPER-
ATIONS. 

(a) REPORT ON OPTIONS FOR INTERNATIONAL 
PROGRAM TO STRENGTHEN SECURITY.—(1) Not 
later than 270 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Energy shall 
submit to Congress a report on options for an 
international program to develop strengthened 
security for nuclear reactors and associated ma-
terials outside the United States. 

(2) In evaluating options for purposes of the 
report, the Secretary shall consult with the Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission and the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency on the feasi-
bility and advisability of actions to reduce the 
risks associated with terrorist attacks on nu-
clear reactors outside the United States. 

(b) JOINT PROGRAMS WITH RUSSIA ON PRO-
LIFERATION-RESISTANT NUCLEAR ENERGY TECH-
NOLOGIES.—(1) The Secretary shall pursue with 
the Ministry of Atomic Energy of the Russian 
Federation joint programs between the United 
States and the Russian Federation on the devel-
opment of proliferation-resistant nuclear energy 
technologies, including advanced fuel cycles. 

(2) Of the amount authorized to be appro-
priated by section 3101(a)(2) for the Department 
of Energy for the National Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration for defense nuclear nonprolifera-
tion, up to $10,000,000 may be available for car-
rying out the joint programs referred to in para-
graph (1). 

(c) ASSISTANCE REGARDING HOSTILE INSID-
ERS.—The Secretary may, utilizing appropriate 
expertise of the Department of Energy and the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, provide tech-
nical assistance to nuclear reactor facilities out-
side the United States with respect to the inter-
diction of hostile insiders at such facilities in 
order to prevent incidents arising from the dis-
ablement of the vital systems of such facilities.
SEC. 3159. EXPORT CONTROL PROGRAMS. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO PURSUE OPTIONS FOR 
STRENGTHENING EXPORT CONTROL PROGRAMS.—
The Secretary of Energy, in coordination with 
the Secretary of State, may pursue in the region 
of the former Soviet Union and other regions of 
concern options for accelerating programs that 
assist the countries in such regions in improving 
their domestic export control programs for mate-
rials, technologies, and expertise relevant to the 
construction or use of a nuclear or radiological 
dispersal device. 

(b) AMOUNT FOR ACTIVITIES.—Of the amount 
authorized to be appropriated by section 
3101(a)(2) for the Department of Energy for the 
National Nuclear Security Administration for 
defense nuclear nonproliferation, up to 
$5,000,000 may be available for carrying out this 
section.
SEC. 3160. PLAN FOR ACCELERATED RETURN OF 

WEAPONS-USABLE NUCLEAR MATE-
RIALS. 

(a) PLAN FOR ACCELERATED RETURN.—The 
Secretary of Energy shall work with the Rus-
sian Federation to develop a plan to accelerate 
the return to Russia of all weapons-usable nu-
clear materials located in research reactors and 

other facilities outside Russia that were sup-
plied by the former Soviet Union. 

(b) FUNDING AND SCHEDULES.—As part of the 
plan under subsection (a), the Secretary shall 
identify the funding and schedules required to 
assist the research reactors and facilities re-
ferred to in that subsection in—

(1) transferring highly enriched uranium to 
Russia; and 

(2) upgrading the materials protection, con-
trol, and accounting procedures at such re-
search reactors and facilities until the weapons-
usable nuclear materials in such reactors and 
facilities are returned in accordance with that 
subsection. 

(c) COORDINATION.—The provision of assist-
ance under subsection (b) shall be closely co-
ordinated with the International Atomic Energy 
Agency.
SEC. 3161. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON AMENDMENT 

OF CONVENTION ON PHYSICAL PRO-
TECTION OF NUCLEAR MATERIALS. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the President should encourage 
amendment of the Convention on the Physical 
Protection of Nuclear Materials in order to pro-
vide that the Convention shall—

(1) apply to both the domestic and inter-
national use and transport of nuclear materials; 

(2) incorporate fundamental practices for the 
physical protection of such materials; and 

(3) address protection against sabotage involv-
ing nuclear materials. 

(b) CONVENTION ON THE PHYSICAL PROTECTION 
OF NUCLEAR MATERIAL DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘Convention on the Physical Pro-
tection of Nuclear Materials’’ means the Con-
vention on the Physical Protection of Nuclear 
Materials, With Annex, done at Vienna on Oc-
tober 26, 1979.
SEC. 3162. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON PROGRAM TO 

SECURE STOCKPILES OF HIGHLY EN-
RICHED URANIUM AND PLUTONIUM. 

It is the sense of Congress that the Secretary 
of Energy should, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of State and Secretary of Defense, de-
velop a comprehensive program of activities to 
encourage all countries with nuclear materials 
to adhere to, or to adopt standards equivalent 
to, the International Atomic Energy Agency 
standard on The Physical Protection of Nuclear 
Material and Nuclear Facilities (INFCIRC/225/
Rev.4), relating to the security of stockpiles of 
highly enriched uranium (HEU) and plutonium 
(Pu).

Subtitle D—Other Matters
SEC. 3171. INDEMNIFICATION OF DEPARTMENT 

OF ENERGY CONTRACTORS. 
Section 170 d.(1)(A) of the Atomic Energy Act 

of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2210(d)(1)(A)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘until August 1, 2002,’’ and inserting 
‘‘until December 31, 2004,’’.
SEC. 3172. SUPPORT FOR PUBLIC EDUCATION IN 

THE VICINITY OF LOS ALAMOS NA-
TIONAL LABORATORY, NEW MEXICO. 

(a) SUPPORT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2003.—From 
amounts authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary of Energy by this title, $6,900,000 shall 
be available for payment by the Secretary for 
fiscal year 2003 to the Los Alamos National Lab-
oratory Foundation, a not-for-profit foundation 
chartered as described in section 3167(a) of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1998 (Public Law 105–85; 111 Stat. 2052). 

(b) USE OF FUNDS.—The foundation referred 
to in subsection (a) shall—

(1) utilize funds provided under this section as 
a contribution to the endowment fund for the 
foundation; and 

(2) use the income generated from investments 
in the endowment fund that are attributable to 
the payment made under this section to fund 
programs to support the educational needs of 
children in the public schools in the vicinity of 
Los Alamos National Laboratory, New Mexico.

(c) REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED AUTHORITY AND 
MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITY TO EXTEND CON-

TRACT.—(1) Subsection (b) of section 3136 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107; 115 Stat. 1368) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) SUPPORT FOR FISCAL YEARS 2003 
THROUGH 2005.—Subject to the availability of 
appropriations, the Secretary may provide for a 
contract extension through fiscal year 2005 simi-
lar to the contract extension referred to in sub-
section (a)(2).’’. 

(2) The amendment made by paragraph (1) 
shall take effect on October 1, 2002. 

(d) REPORT.—(1) The Secretary of Energy, in 
consultation with the Administrator for Nuclear 
Security, shall conduct a study of options for 
funding the contract extension authorized by 
subsection (b) of such section 3136 (as amended 
by subsection (c)) other than through annual 
appropriations. The study should also include 
options for providing cost of living adjustments 
to teachers in the public schools in the vicinity 
of Los Alamos National Laboratory, New Mex-
ico, other than through such contract extension. 

(2) Not later than December 31, 2003, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the congressional defense 
committees a report on the study conducted 
under paragraph (1). The report shall set forth 
the findings and conclusions of the study, to-
gether with any recommendations as a result of 
the study.
SEC. 3173. WORKER HEALTH AND SAFETY RULES 

FOR DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY NU-
CLEAR FACILITIES. 

(a) WORKER HEALTH AND SAFETY RULES.—The 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 is amended by insert-
ing after section 234B (42 U.S.C. 2282b) the fol-
lowing new section: 
‘‘SEC. 234C. WORKER HEALTH AND SAFETY RULES 

FOR DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY NU-
CLEAR FACILITIES. 

‘‘a. REGULATIONS REQUIRED.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-

mulgate regulations for industrial and construc-
tion health and safety at Department of Energy 
facilities that are operated by contractors cov-
ered by agreements of indemnification under 
section 170 d. of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
after public notice and opportunity for comment 
under section 553 of title 5, United States Code 
(commonly known as the ‘Administrative Proce-
dure Act’). Such regulations shall, subject to 
paragraph (3), provide a level of protection for 
workers at such facilities that is substantially 
equivalent to the level of protection currently 
provided to such workers at such facilities. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABILITY.—The regulations promul-
gated under paragraph (1) shall not apply to 
any facility that is a component of, or any ac-
tivity conducted under, the Naval Nuclear Pro-
pulsion Program provided for under Executive 
Order No. 12344, dated February 1, 1982 (42 
U.S.C. 7158 note) (as in force pursuant to sec-
tion 1634 of the Department of Defense Author-
ization Act, 1985 (Public Law 98–525; 42 U.S.C. 
7158 note)). 

‘‘(3) FLEXIBILITY.—In promulgating the regu-
lations under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall 
include flexibility—

‘‘(A) to tailor implementation of such regula-
tions to reflect activities and hazards associated 
with a particular work environment; 

‘‘(B) to take into account special cir-
cumstances at a facility that is, or is expected to 
be, permanently closed and that is expected to 
be demolished, or title to which is expected to be 
transferred to another entity for reuse; and 

‘‘(C) to achieve national security missions of 
the Department of Energy in an efficient and 
timely manner. 

‘‘(4) NO EFFECT ON HEALTH AND SAFETY EN-
FORCEMENT.—This subsection does not diminish 
or otherwise affect the enforcement or the appli-
cation of any other law, regulation, order, or 
contractual obligation relating to worker health 
and safety. 

‘‘b. CIVIL PENALTIES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A person (or any subcon-

tractor or supplier of the person) who has en-
tered into an agreement of indemnification 
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under section 170 d. (or any subcontractor or 
supplier of the person) that violates (or is the 
employer of a person that violates) any regula-
tion promulgated under subsection a. shall be 
subject to a civil penalty of not more than 
$70,000 for each such violation. 

‘‘(2) CONTINUING VIOLATIONS.—If any viola-
tion under this subsection is a continuing viola-
tion, each day of the violation shall constitute 
a separate violation for the purpose of com-
puting the civil penalty under paragraph (1). 

‘‘c. CONTRACT PENALTIES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall include 

in each contract with a contractor of the De-
partment who has entered into an agreement of 
indemnification under section 170 d. provisions 
that provide an appropriate reduction in the 
fees or amounts paid to the contractor under the 
contract in the event of a violation by the con-
tractor or contractor employee of any regulation 
promulgated under subsection a. 

‘‘(2) CONTENTS.—The provisions shall specify 
various degrees of violations and the amount of 
the reduction attributable to each degree of vio-
lation. 

‘‘d. COORDINATION OF PENALTIES.—
‘‘(1) CHOICE OF PENALTIES.—For any violation 

by a person of a regulation promulgated under 
subsection a., the Secretary shall pursue either 
civil penalties under subsection b. or contract 
penalties under subsection c., but not both. 

‘‘(2) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—In the case of an 
entity described in subsection d. of section 234A, 
the total amount of civil penalties under sub-
section b. and contract penalties under sub-
section c. in a fiscal year may not exceed the 
total amount of fees paid by the Department of 
Energy to that entity in that fiscal year. 

‘‘(3) COORDINATION WITH SECTION 234A.—The 
Secretary shall ensure that a contractor of the 
Department is not penalized both under this sec-
tion and under section 234A for the same viola-
tion.’’. 

(b) PROMULGATION OF INITIAL REGULATIONS.—
(1) DEADLINE FOR PROMULGATING REGULA-

TIONS.—The Secretary of Energy shall promul-
gate the regulations required by subsection a. of 
section 234C of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 
(as added by subsection (a)) not later than one 
year after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The regulations promul-
gated under paragraph (1) shall take effect on 
the date that is one year after the promulgation 
date of the regulations. 

(c) PROHIBITION.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall not participate in or otherwise support 
any study or other project relating to a modi-
fication in the scope of the regulations enforce-
able by civil penalties under section 234A or 
234C of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, or the re-
sponsibility of the Secretary to implement and 
enforce such regulations, until after the date on 
which the regulations for such purposes under 
such section 234C take effect in accordance with 
subsection (b).
SEC. 3174. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO AP-

POINT CERTAIN SCIENTIFIC, ENGI-
NEERING, AND TECHNICAL PER-
SONNEL. 

Section 3161(c)(1) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 (42 U.S.C. 
7231 note) is amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 
2002’’ and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2004’’.
SEC. 3175. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF PANEL TO 

ASSESS THE RELIABILITY, SAFETY, 
AND SECURITY OF THE UNITED 
STATES NUCLEAR STOCKPILE. 

Section 3159 of the Strom Thurmond National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1999 
(42 U.S.C. 2121 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘atomic en-
ergy defense activities’’ and inserting ‘‘the Na-
tional Nuclear Security Administration’’; 

(2) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘three years’’ 
and all that follows through the period at the 
end and inserting ‘‘April 1, 2003.’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(i) FOLLOW-UP REPORT.—Not later than Feb-
ruary 1, 2003, the panel shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the Senate and the 
Committee on Armed Services of the House of 
Representatives a follow-up report assessing 
progress toward meeting the expectations set 
forth by the panel for the United States stock-
pile stewardship program, and making rec-
ommendations for corrective legislative action 
where progress has been unsatisfactory.’’.
SEC. 3176. REPORT ON STATUS OF ENVIRON-

MENTAL MANAGEMENT INITIATIVES 
TO ACCELERATE THE REDUCTION OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL RISKS AND CHAL-
LENGES POSED BY THE LEGACY OF 
THE COLD WAR. 

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—The Secretary of En-
ergy shall prepare a report on the status of 
those environmental management initiatives 
specified in subsection (c) that are being under-
taken to accelerate the reduction of the environ-
mental risks and challenges that, as a result of 
the legacy of the Cold War, are faced by the De-
partment of Energy, contractors of the Depart-
ment, and applicable Federal and State agencies 
with regulatory jurisdiction. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report shall include the 
following matters: 

(1) A discussion of the progress made in reduc-
ing such risks and challenges in each of the fol-
lowing areas: 

(A) Acquisition strategy and contract manage-
ment. 

(B) Regulatory agreements. 
(C) Interim storage and final disposal of high-

level waste, spent nuclear fuel, transuranic 
waste, and low-level waste. 

(D) Closure and transfer of environmental re-
mediation sites.

(E) Achievements in innovation by contractors 
of the Department with respect to accelerated 
risk reduction and cleanup. 

(F) Consolidation of special nuclear materials 
and improvements in safeguards and security. 

(2) An assessment of the progress made in 
streamlining risk reduction processes of the en-
vironmental management program of the De-
partment. 

(3) An assessment of the progress made in im-
proving the responsiveness and effectiveness of 
the environmental management program of the 
Department. 

(4) Any proposals for legislation that the Sec-
retary considers necessary to carry out such ini-
tiatives, including the justification for each 
such proposal. 

(c) INITIATIVES COVERED.—The environmental 
management initiatives referred to in subsection 
(a) are the initiatives arising out of the report 
titled ‘‘Top-to-Bottom Review of the Environ-
mental Management Program’’ and dated Feb-
ruary 4, 2002, with respect to the environmental 
restoration and waste management activities of 
the Department of Energy in carrying out pro-
grams necessary for national security. 

(d) SUBMISSION OF REPORT.—On the date on 
which the budget justification materials in sup-
port of the Department of Energy budget for fis-
cal year 2004 (as submitted with the budget of 
the President under section 1105(a) of title 31, 
United States Code) are submitted to Congress, 
the Secretary shall submit to the congressional 
defense committees the report required by sub-
section (a).
Subtitle E—Disposition of Weapons-Usable 

Plutonium at Savannah River, South Caro-
lina 

SEC. 3181. FINDINGS. 
Congress makes the following findings: 
(1) In September 2000, the United States and 

the Russian Federation signed a Plutonium 
Management and Disposition Agreement by 
which each agreed to dispose of 34 metric tons of 
weapons-grade plutonium. 

(2) The agreement with Russia is a significant 
step toward safeguarding nuclear materials and 
preventing their diversion to rogue states and 
terrorists. 

(3) The Department of Energy plans to dispose 
of 34 metric tons of weapons-grade plutonium in 
the United States before the end of 2019 by con-
verting the plutonium to a mixed-oxide fuel to 
be used in commercial nuclear power reactors. 

(4) The Department has formulated a plan for 
implementing the agreement with Russia 
through construction of a mixed-oxide fuel fab-
rication facility, the so-called MOX facility, and 
a pit disassembly and conversion facility at the 
Savannah River Site, Aiken, South Carolina. 

(5) The United States and the State of South 
Carolina have a compelling interest in the safe, 
proper, and efficient operation of the plutonium 
disposition facilities at the Savannah River Site. 
The MOX facility will also be economically ben-
eficial to the State of South Carolina, and that 
economic benefit will not be fully realized unless 
the MOX facility is built. 

(6) The State of South Carolina desires to en-
sure that all plutonium transferred to the State 
of South Carolina is stored safely; that the full 
benefits of the MOX facility are realized as soon 
as possible; and, specifically, that all defense 
plutonium or defense plutonium materials trans-
ferred to the Savannah River Site either be proc-
essed or be removed expeditiously.
SEC. 3182. DISPOSITION OF WEAPONS-USABLE 

PLUTONIUM AT SAVANNAH RIVER 
SITE. 

(a) PLAN FOR CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATION 
OF MOX FACILITY.—(1) Not later than February 
1, 2003, the Secretary of Energy shall submit to 
Congress a plan for the construction and oper-
ation of the MOX facility at the Savannah 
River Site, Aiken, South Carolina. 

(2) The plan under paragraph (1) shall in-
clude—

(A) a schedule for construction and operations 
so as to achieve, as of January 1, 2009, and 
thereafter, the MOX production objective, and 
to produce 1 metric ton of mixed-oxide fuel by 
December 31, 2009; and 

(B) a schedule of operations of the MOX facil-
ity designed so that 34 metric tons of defense 
plutonium and defense plutonium materials at 
the Savannah River Site will be processed into 
mixed-oxide fuel by January 1, 2019. 

(3)(A) Not later than February 15 each year, 
beginning in 2004 and continuing for as long as 
the MOX facility is in use, the Secretary shall 
submit to Congress a report on the implementa-
tion of the plan required by paragraph (1). 

(B) Each report under subparagraph (A) for 
years before 2010 shall include—

(i) an assessment of compliance with the 
schedules included with the plan under para-
graph (2); and 

(ii) a certification by the Secretary whether or 
not the MOX production objective can be met by 
January 2009. 

(C) Each report under subparagraph (A) for 
years after 2009 shall—

(i) address whether the MOX production ob-
jective has been met; and 

(ii) assess progress toward meeting the obliga-
tions of the United States under the Plutonium 
Management and Disposition Agreement. 

(D) Each report under subparagraph (A) for 
years after 2017 shall also include an assessment 
of compliance with the MOX production objec-
tive and, if not in compliance, the plan of the 
Secretary for achieving one of the following: 

(i) Compliance with such objective. 
(ii) Removal of all remaining defense pluto-

nium and defense plutonium materials from the 
State of South Carolina. 

(b) CORRECTIVE ACTIONS.—(1) If a report 
under subsection (a)(3) indicates that construc-
tion or operation of the MOX facility is behind 
the applicable schedule under subsection (a)(2) 
by 12 months or more, the Secretary shall submit 
to Congress, not later than August 15 of the 
year in which such report is submitted, a plan 
for corrective actions to be implemented by the 
Secretary to ensure that the MOX facility 
project is capable of meeting the MOX produc-
tion objective by January 1, 2009. 
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(2) If a plan is submitted under paragraph (1) 

in any year after 2008, the plan shall include 
corrective actions to be implemented by the Sec-
retary to ensure that the MOX production ob-
jective is met. 

(3) Any plan for corrective actions under 
paragraph (1) or (2) shall include established 
milestones under such plan for achieving com-
pliance with the MOX production objective. 

(4) If, before January 1, 2009, the Secretary 
determines that there is a substantial and mate-
rial risk that the MOX production objective will 
not be achieved by 2009 because of a failure to 
achieve milestones set forth in the most recent 
corrective action plan under this subsection, the 
Secretary shall suspend further transfers of de-
fense plutonium and defense plutonium mate-
rials to be processed by the MOX facility until 
such risk is addressed and the Secretary certifies 
that the MOX production objective can be met 
by 2009. 

(5) If, after January 1, 2009, the Secretary de-
termines that the MOX production objective has 
not been achieved because of a failure to 
achieve milestones set forth in the most recent 
corrective action plan under this subsection, the 
Secretary shall suspend further transfers of de-
fense plutonium and defense plutonium mate-
rials to be processed by the MOX facility until 
the Secretary certifies that the MOX production 
objective can be met. 

(6)(A) Upon making a determination under 
paragraph (4) or (5), the Secretary shall submit 
to Congress a report on the options for removing 
from the State of South Carolina an amount of 
defense plutonium or defense plutonium mate-
rials equal to the amount of defense plutonium 
or defense plutonium materials transferred to 
the State of South Carolina after April 15, 2002. 

(B) Each report under subparagraph (A) shall 
include an analysis of each option set forth in 
the report, including the cost and schedule for 
implementation of such option, and any require-
ments under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) relating to 
consideration or selection of such option. 

(C) Upon submittal of a report under para-
graph (A), the Secretary shall commence any 
analysis that may be required under the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 in order 
to select among the options set forth in the re-
port. 

(c) CONTINGENT REQUIREMENT FOR REMOVAL 
OF PLUTONIUM AND MATERIALS FROM SAVANNAH 
RIVER SITE.—If the MOX production objective is 
not achieved as of January 1, 2009, the Sec-
retary shall, consistent with the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969 and other applica-
ble laws, remove from the State of South Caro-
lina, for storage or disposal elsewhere—

(1) not later than January 1, 2011, not less 
than 1 metric ton of defense plutonium or de-
fense plutonium materials; and 

(2) not later than January 1, 2017, an amount 
of defense plutonium or defense plutonium ma-
terials equal to the amount of defense plutonium 
or defense plutonium materials transferred to 
the Savannah River Site between April 15, 2002 
and January 1, 2017, but not processed by the 
MOX facility. 

(d) ECONOMIC AND IMPACT ASSISTANCE.—(1) If 
the MOX production objective is not achieved as 
of January 1, 2011, the Secretary shall, from 
funds available to the Secretary, pay to the 
State of South Carolina each year beginning on 
or after that date through 2016 for economic and 
impact assistance an amount equal to $1,000,000 
per day, not to exceed $100,000,000 per year, 
until the later of—

(A) the date on which the MOX production 
objective is achieved in such year; or

(B) the date on which the Secretary has re-
moved from the State of South Carolina in such 
year at least 1 metric ton of defense plutonium 
or defense plutonium materials. 

(2)(A) If, as of January 1, 2017, the MOX fa-
cility has not processed mixed-oxide fuel from 
defense plutonium and defense plutonium mate-
rials in the amount of not less than—

(i) one metric ton, in each of any two consecu-
tive calendar years; and 

(ii) three metric tons total, 
the Secretary shall, from funds available to the 
Secretary, pay to the State of South Carolina 
for economic and impact assistance an amount 
equal to $1,000,000 per day, not to exceed 
$100,000,000 per year, until the removal by the 
Secretary from the State of South Carolina of an 
amount of defense plutonium or defense pluto-
nium materials equal to the amount of defense 
plutonium or defense plutonium materials trans-
ferred to the Savannah River Site between April 
15, 2002, and January 1, 2017, but not processed 
by the MOX facility. 

(B) Nothing in this paragraph may be con-
strued to terminate, supersede, or otherwise af-
fect any other requirements of this section. 

(3) If the State of South Carolina obtains an 
injunction that prohibits the Department from 
taking any action necessary for the Department 
to meet any deadline specified by this sub-
section, that deadline shall be extended for a pe-
riod of time equal to the period of time during 
which the injunction is in effect. 

(e) FAILURE TO COMPLETE PLANNED DISPOSI-
TION PROGRAM.—If on July 1 each year begin-
ning in 2020 and continuing for as long as the 
MOX facility is in use, less than 34 metric tons 
of defense plutonium or defense plutonium ma-
terials have been processed by the MOX facility, 
the Secretary shall submit to Congress a plan 
for—

(1) completing the processing of 34 metric tons 
of defense plutonium and defense plutonium 
material by the MOX facility; or 

(2) removing from the State of South Carolina 
an amount of defense plutonium or defense plu-
tonium materials equal to the amount of defense 
plutonium or defense plutonium materials trans-
ferred to the Savannah River Site after April 15, 
2002, but not processed by the MOX facility. 

(f) REMOVAL OF MIXED-OXIDE FUEL UPON 
COMPLETION OF OPERATIONS OF MOX FACIL-
ITY.—If, one year after the date on which oper-
ation of the MOX facility permanently ceases, 
any mixed-oxide fuel remains at the Savannah 
River Site, the Secretary shall submit to Con-
gress—

(1) a report on when such fuel will be trans-
ferred for use in commercial nuclear reactors; or 

(2) a plan for removing such fuel from the 
State of South Carolina. 

(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) MOX PRODUCTION OBJECTIVE.—The term 

‘‘MOX production objective’’ means production 
at the MOX facility of mixed-oxide fuel from de-
fense plutonium and defense plutonium mate-
rials at an average rate equivalent to not less 
than one metric ton of mixed-oxide fuel per 
year. The average rate shall be determined by 
measuring production at the MOX facility from 
the date the facility is declared operational to 
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission through the 
date of assessment. 

(2) MOX FACILITY.—The term ‘‘MOX facility’’ 
means the mixed-oxide fuel fabrication facility 
at the Savannah River Site, Aiken, South Caro-
lina. 

(3) DEFENSE PLUTONIUM; DEFENSE PLUTONIUM 
MATERIALS.—The terms ‘‘defense plutonium’’ 
and ‘‘defense plutonium materials’’ mean weap-
ons-usable plutonium.
SEC. 3183. STUDY OF FACILITIES FOR STORAGE 

OF PLUTONIUM AND PLUTONIUM 
MATERIALS AT SAVANNAH RIVER 
SITE. 

(a) STUDY.—The Defense Nuclear Facilities 
Safety Board shall conduct a study of the ade-
quacy of the K-Area Materials Storage facility 
(KAMS), and related support facilities such as 
Building 235–F, at the Savannah River Site, 
Aiken, South Carolina, for the storage of de-
fense plutonium and defense plutonium mate-
rials in connection with the disposition program 
provided in section 3182 and in connection with 
the amended Record of Decision of the Depart-
ment of Energy for fissile materials disposition. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the De-
fense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board shall sub-
mit to Congress and the Secretary of Energy a 
report on the study conducted under subsection 
(a). 

(c) REPORT ELEMENTS.—The report under sub-
section (b) shall—

(1) address—
(A) the suitability of KAMS and related sup-

port facilities for monitoring and observing any 
defense plutonium or defense plutonium mate-
rials stored in KAMS; 

(B) the adequacy of the provisions made by 
the Department for remote monitoring of such 
defense plutonium and defense plutonium mate-
rials by way of sensors and for handling of re-
trieval of such defense plutonium and defense 
plutonium materials; and 

(C) the adequacy of KAMS should such de-
fense plutonium and defense plutonium mate-
rials continue to be stored at KAMS after 2019; 
and 

(2) include such proposals as the Defense Nu-
clear Facilities Safety Board considers appro-
priate to enhance the safety, reliability, and 
functionality of KAMS. 

(d) REPORTS ON ACTIONS ON PROPOSALS.—Not 
later than 6 months after the date on which the 
report under subsection (b) is submitted to Con-
gress, and every year thereafter, the Secretary 
and the Board shall each submit to Congress a 
report on the actions taken by the Secretary in 
response to the proposals, if any, included in 
the report.

TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR 
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

Sec. 3201. Authorization.
SEC. 3201. AUTHORIZATION. 

There are authorized to be appropriated for 
fiscal year 2003, $19,000,000 for the operation of 
the Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board 
under chapter 21 of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954 (42 U.S.C. 2286 et seq.).

TITLE XXXIII—NATIONAL DEFENSE 
STOCKPILE

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

SEC. 3301. AUTHORIZED USES OF NATIONAL DE-
FENSE STOCKPILE FUNDS. 

(a) OBLIGATION OF STOCKPILE FUNDS.—Dur-
ing fiscal year 2003, the National Defense Stock-
pile Manager may obligate up to $76,400,000 of 
the funds in the National Defense Stockpile 
Transaction Fund established under subsection 
(a) of section 9 of the Strategic and Critical Ma-
terials Stock Piling Act (50 U.S.C. 98h) for the 
authorized uses of such funds under subsection 
(b)(2) of such section, including the disposal of 
hazardous materials that are environmentally 
sensitive. 

(b) ADDITIONAL OBLIGATIONS.—The National 
Defense Stockpile Manager may obligate 
amounts in excess of the amount specified in 
subsection (a) if the National Defense Stockpile 
Manager notifies Congress that extraordinary or 
emergency conditions necessitate the additional 
obligations. The National Defense Stockpile 
Manager may make the additional obligations 
described in the notification after the end of the 
45-day period beginning on the date on which 
Congress receives the notification. 

(c) LIMITATIONS.—The authorities provided by 
this section shall be subject to such limitations 
as may be provided in appropriations Acts.

TITLE XXXIV—NAVAL PETROLEUM 
RESERVES

Sec. 3401. Authorization of appropriations.
SEC. 3401. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) AMOUNT.—There are hereby authorized to 
be appropriated to the Secretary of Energy 
$21,069,000 for fiscal year 2003 for the purpose of 
carrying out activities under chapter 641 of title 
10, United States Code, relating to the naval pe-
troleum reserves. 
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(b) PERIOD OF AVAILABILITY.—Funds appro-

priated pursuant to the authorization of appro-
priations in subsection (a) shall remain avail-
able until expended.
TITLE XXXV—MARITIME ADMINISTRATION
Sec. 3501. Authorization of appropriations for 

fiscal year 2003. 
Sec. 3502. Authority to convey vessel USS 

SPHINX (ARL–24). 
Sec. 3503. Independent analysis of title XI in-

surance guarantee applications. 
Sec. 3504. Preparation as artificial reefs and 

scrapping of obsolete vessels.
SEC. 3501. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 

FOR FISCAL YEAR 2003. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-

priated for fiscal year 2003, to be available with-
out fiscal year limitation if so provided in ap-
propriations Acts, for the use of the Department 
of Transportation for the Maritime Administra-
tion as follows: 

(1) For expenses necessary for operations and 
training activities, $93,132,000. 

(2) For expenses under the loan guarantee 
program authorized by title XI of the Merchant 
Marine Act, 1936 (46 App. U.S.C. 1271 et seq.), 
$54,126,000, of which—

(A) $50,000,000 is for the cost (as defined in 
section 502(5) of the Federal Credit Reform Act 
of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 661a(5))) of loan guarantees 
under the program; and 

(B) $4,126,000 is for administrative expenses 
related to loan guarantee commitments under 
the program.

(3) For expenses to dispose of obsolete vessels 
in the National Defense Reserve Fleet, including 
provision of assistance under section 7 of Public 
Law 92–402 (as amended by this title), 
$20,000,000. 
SEC. 3502. AUTHORITY TO CONVEY VESSEL USS 

SPHINX (ARL–24). 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any other 

law, the Secretary of Transportation may con-
vey the right, title, and interest of the United 
States Government in and to the vessel USS 
SPHINX (ARL–24), to the Dunkirk Historical 
Lighthouse and Veterans Park Museum (a not-
for-profit corporation, in this section referred to 
as the ‘‘recipient’’) for use as a military mu-
seum, if—

(1) the recipient agrees to use the vessel as a 
nonprofit military museum; 

(2) the vessel is not used for commercial trans-
portation purposes; 

(3) the recipient agrees to make the vessel 
available to the Government when the Secretary 
requires use of the vessel by the Government; 

(4) the recipient agrees that when the recipi-
ent no longer requires the vessel for use as a 
military museum—

(A) the recipient will, at the discretion of the 
Secretary, reconvey the vessel to the Govern-
ment in good condition except for ordinary wear 
and tear; or 

(B) if the Board of Trustees of the recipient 
has decided to dissolve the recipient according 
to the laws of the State of New York, then—

(i) the recipient shall distribute the vessel, as 
an asset of the recipient, to a person that has 
been determined exempt from taxation under the 
provisions of section 501(c)(3) of the Internal 
Revenue Code, or to the Federal Government or 
a State or local government for a public pur-
pose; and 

(ii) the vessel shall be disposed of by a court 
of competent jurisdiction of the county in which 
the principal office of the recipient is located, 
for such purposes as the court shall determine, 
or to such organizations as the court shall de-
termine are organized exclusively for public pur-
poses; 

(5) the recipient agrees to hold the Govern-
ment harmless for any claims arising from expo-
sure to asbestos, polychlorinated biphenyls, or 
lead paint after conveyance of the vessel, except 
for claims arising from use by the Government 
under paragraph (3) or (4); and 

(6) the recipient has available, for use to re-
store the vessel, in the form of cash, liquid as-
sets, or a written loan commitment, financial re-
sources of at least $100,000. 

(b) DELIVERY OF VESSEL.—If a conveyance is 
made under this section, the Secretary shall de-
liver the vessel at the place where the vessel is 
located on the date of enactment of this Act, in 
its present condition, and without cost to the 
Government. 

(c) OTHER UNNEEDED EQUIPMENT.—The Sec-
retary may also convey any unneeded equip-
ment from other vessels in the National Defense 
Reserve Fleet in order to restore the USS 
SPHINX (ARL–24) to museum quality. 

(d) RETENTION OF VESSEL IN NDRF.—The Sec-
retary shall retain in the National Defense Re-
serve Fleet the vessel authorized to be conveyed 
under subsection (a), until the earlier of—

(1) 2 years after the date of the enactment of 
this Act; or 

(2) the date of conveyance of the vessel under 
subsection (a).
SEC. 3503. INDEPENDENT ANALYSIS OF TITLE XI 

INSURANCE GUARANTEE APPLICA-
TIONS. 

Section 1104A of the Merchant Marine Act, 
1936 (46 App. U.S.C. 1274) is amended—

(1) by adding at the end of subsection (d) the 
following: 

‘‘(4) The Secretary may obtain independent 
analysis of an application for a guarantee or 
commitment to guarantee under this title.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (f) by inserting ‘‘(including 
for obtaining independent analysis under sub-
section (d)(4))’’ after ‘‘applications for a guar-
antee’’.
SEC. 3504. PREPARATION AS ARTIFICIAL REEFS 

AND SCRAPPING OF OBSOLETE VES-
SELS. 

(a) FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE TO STATES FOR 
PREPARATION OF TRANSFERRED OBSOLETE SHIPS 
FOR USE AS ARTIFICIAL REEFS.—(1) Public Law 
92–402 (16 U.S.C. 1220 et seq.) is amended—

(A) by redesignating section 7 as section 8; 
and 

(B) by inserting after section 6 the following 
new section 7: 
‘‘SEC. 7. FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE TO STATE TO 

PREPARE TRANSFERRED SHIP. 
‘‘(a) ASSISTANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-

retary, subject to the availability of appropria-
tions, may provide, to any State to which an ob-
solete ship is transferred under this Act, finan-
cial assistance to prepare the ship for use as an 
artificial reef, including for—

‘‘(1) environmental remediation; 
‘‘(2) towing; and 
‘‘(3) sinking. 
‘‘(b) AMOUNT OF ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary 

shall determine the amount of assistance under 
this section with respect to an obsolete ship 
based on—

‘‘(1) the total amount available for providing 
assistance under this section; 

‘‘(2) the benefit achieved by providing assist-
ance for that ship; and 

‘‘(3) the cost effectiveness of disposing of the 
ship by transfer under this Act and provision of 
assistance under this section, compared to other 
disposal options for that ship. 

‘‘(c) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The Sec-
retary—

‘‘(1) shall require a State seeking assistance 
under this section to provide cost data and other 
information determined by the Secretary to be 
necessary to justify and document the assist-
ance; and 

‘‘(2) may require a State receiving such assist-
ance to comply with terms and conditions nec-
essary to protect the environment and the inter-
ests of the United States.’’. 

(2) Section 4(4) of such Act (16 U.S.C. 
1220a(4)) is amended by inserting ‘‘(except for 
any financial assistance provided under section 
7)’’ after ‘‘at no cost to the Government’’. 

(b) ENVIRONMENTAL BEST MANAGEMENT PRAC-
TICES FOR PREPARING VESSELS FOR USE AS ARTI-

FICIAL REEFS.—(1) Not later than September 30, 
2003, the Secretary of Transportation, acting 
through the Maritime Administration, and the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency shall jointly develop environmental best 
management practices to be used in the prepara-
tion of vessels for use as artificial reefs. 

(2) The environmental best management prac-
tices under paragraph (1) shall be developed in 
consultation with the heads of other Federal 
agencies, and State agencies, having an interest 
in the use of vessels as artificial reefs. 

(3) The environmental best management prac-
tices under paragraph (1) shall—

(A) include practices for the preparation of 
vessels for use as artificial reefs to ensure that 
vessels so prepared will be environmentally 
sound in their use as artificial reefs; 

(B) ensure that such practices are consistent 
nationwide; 

(C) establish baselines for estimating the costs 
associated with the preparation of vessels for 
use as artificial reefs; and 

(D) include mechanisms to enhance the utility 
of the Artificial Reefing Program of the Mari-
time Administration as an option for the dis-
posal of obsolete vessels. 

(4) The environmental best management prac-
tices developed under paragraph (1) shall serve 
as national guidelines to be used by Federal 
agencies for the preparation of vessels for use as 
artificial reefs. 

(5) The Secretary of Transportation shall sub-
mit to Congress a report on the environmental 
best management practices developed under 
paragraph (1) through the existing ship disposal 
reporting requirements in section 3502 of Floyd 
D. Spence National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2001 (as enacted into law by 
Public Law 106–398; 1654A–492). The report shall 
describe such practices, and may include such 
other matters as the Secretary considers appro-
priate. 

(c) PILOT PROGRAM ON EXPORT OF OBSOLETE 
VESSELS FOR DISMANTLEMENT AND RECYCLING.—
(1)(A) The Secretary of Transportation, Sec-
retary of State, and Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency shall jointly carry 
out one or more pilot programs through the 
Maritime Administration to explore the feasi-
bility and advisability of various alternatives 
for exporting obsolete vessels in the National 
Defense Reserve Fleet for purposes of the dis-
mantlement and recycling of such vessels. 

(B) The pilot programs shall be carried out in 
accordance with applicable provisions of law 
and regulations. 

(2)(A) The pilot programs under paragraph (1) 
shall be carried out during fiscal year 2003. 

(B) The pilot programs shall include a total of 
not more than four vessels. 

(C) The authority provided by this subsection 
is in addition to any other authority available 
to Maritime Administration for exporting obso-
lete vessels in the National Defense Reserve 
Fleet. 

(3) Activities under the pilot programs under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following: 

(A) Exploration of the feasibility and advis-
ability of a variety of alternatives (developed for 
purposes of the pilot programs) for exporting ob-
solete vessels in the National Defense Reserve 
Fleet for purposes of the dismantlement and re-
cycling of such vessels. 

(B) Response by the Maritime Administration 
to proposals from the international ship recy-
cling industry for innovative and cost-effective 
disposal solutions for obsolete vessels in the Na-
tional Defense Reserve Fleet, including an eval-
uation of the feasibility and advisability of such 
proposals. 

(C) Demonstration of the extent to which the 
cost-effective dismantlement or recycling of ob-
solete vessels in the National Defense Reserve 
Fleet can be accomplished abroad in manner 
that appropriately addresses concerns regarding 
worker health and safety and the environment. 

(D) Opportunities to transfer abroad proc-
esses, methodologies, and technologies for ship 
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dismantlement and recycling in order to support 
the pilot programs and to improve international 
practices and standards for ship dismantlement 
and recycling. 

(E) Exploration of cooperative efforts with 
foreign governments (under a global action pro-
gram on ship recycling or other program) in 
order to foster economically and environ-
mentally sound ship recycling abroad. 

(4) The Secretary of Transportation shall sub-
mit to Congress a report on the pilot programs 
under paragraph (1) through the existing ship 
disposal reporting requirements in section 3502 
of Floyd D. Spence National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2001. The report shall 
include a description of the activities under the 
pilot programs, and such recommendations for 
further legislative or administrative action as 
the Secretary considers appropriate. 

(d) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this section 
shall be construed to establish a preference for 
the reefing or export of obsolete vessels in the 
National Defense Reserve Fleet over other alter-
natives available to the Secretary for the scrap-
ping of such vessels under section 3502(d)(3) of 
the Floyd D. Spence National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2001.
TITLE XXXVI—ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE 

PROVISIONS

Sec. 3601. Short title. 
Subtitle A—[Reserved] 

Subtitle B—Department of Energy National 
Security Authorizations General Provisions 

Sec. 3620. Definitions. 
Sec. 3621. Reprogramming. 
Sec. 3622. Minor construction projects. 
Sec. 3623. Limits on construction projects. 
Sec. 3624. Fund transfer authority. 
Sec. 3625. Conceptual and construction design. 
Sec. 3626. Authority for emergency planning, 

design, and construction activi-
ties. 

Sec. 3627. Scope of authority to carry out plant 
projects. 

Sec. 3628. Availability of funds. 
Sec. 3629. Transfer of defense environmental 

management funds. 
Sec. 3630. Transfer of weapons activities funds. 
Sec. 3631. Funds available for all national secu-

rity programs of the Department 
of Energy.

SEC. 3601. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Atomic Energy 

Defense Act’’.
Subtitle A—[Reserved]

Subtitle B—Department of Energy National 
Security Authorizations General Provisions 

SEC. 3620. DEFINITIONS. 
In this subtitle: 
(1) The term ‘‘DOE national security author-

ization’’ means an authorization of appropria-
tions for activities of the Department of Energy 
in carrying out programs necessary for national 
security. 

(2) The term ‘‘congressional defense commit-
tees’’ means—

(A) the Committee on Armed Services and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives.

(3) The term ‘‘minor construction threshold’’ 
means $5,000,000.
SEC. 3621. REPROGRAMMING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
section (b) and in sections 3629 and 3630, the 
Secretary of Energy may not use amounts ap-
propriated pursuant to a DOE national security 
authorization for a program—

(1) in amounts that exceed, in a fiscal year—
(A) 115 percent of the amount authorized for 

that program by that authorization for that fis-
cal year; or 

(B) $5,000,000 more than the amount author-
ized for that program by that authorization for 
that fiscal year; or 

(2) which has not been presented to, or re-
quested of, Congress. 

(b) EXCEPTION WHERE NOTICE-AND-WAIT 
GIVEN.—An action described in subsection (a) 
may be taken if—

(1) the Secretary submits to the congressional 
defense committees a report referred to in sub-
section (c) with respect to such action; and 

(2) a period of 30 days has elapsed after the 
date on which such committees receive the re-
port. 

(c) REPORT.—The report referred to in sub-
section (a) is a report containing a full and com-
plete statement of the action proposed to be 
taken and the facts and circumstances relied 
upon in support of the proposed action. 

(d) COMPUTATION OF DAYS.—In the computa-
tion of the 30-day period under subsection (b), 
there shall be excluded any day on which either 
House of Congress is not in session because of 
an adjournment of more than three days to a 
day certain. 

(e) LIMITATIONS.—
(1) TOTAL AMOUNT OBLIGATED.—In no event 

may the total amount of funds obligated pursu-
ant to a DOE national security authorization 
for a fiscal year exceed the total amount author-
ized to be appropriated by that authorization 
for that fiscal year. 

(2) PROHIBITED ITEMS.—Funds appropriated 
pursuant to a DOE national security authoriza-
tion may not be used for an item for which Con-
gress has specifically denied funds.
SEC. 3622. MINOR CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Using operation and mainte-
nance funds or facilities and infrastructure 
funds authorized by a DOE national security 
authorization, the Secretary of Energy may 
carry out minor construction projects. 

(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Secretary shall 
submit to the congressional defense committees 
on an annual basis a report on each exercise of 
the authority in subsection (a) during the pre-
ceding fiscal year. Each report shall provide a 
brief description of each minor construction 
project covered by the report. 

(c) COST VARIATION REPORTS TO CONGRES-
SIONAL COMMITTEES.—If, at any time during the 
construction of any minor construction project 
authorized by a DOE national security author-
ization, the estimated cost of the project is re-
vised and the revised cost of the project exceeds 
the minor construction threshold, the Secretary 
shall immediately submit to the congressional 
defense committees a report explaining the rea-
sons for the cost variation. 

(d) MINOR CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DEFINED.—
In this section, the term ‘‘minor construction 
project’’ means any plant project not specifi-
cally authorized by law for which the approved 
total estimated cost does not exceed the minor 
construction threshold.
SEC. 3623. LIMITS ON CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS. 

(a) CONSTRUCTION COST CEILING.—Except as 
provided in subsection (b), construction on a 
construction project which is in support of na-
tional security programs of the Department of 
Energy and was authorized by a DOE national 
security authorization may not be started, and 
additional obligations in connection with the 
project above the total estimated cost may not be 
incurred, whenever the current estimated cost of 
the construction project exceeds by more than 25 
percent the higher of—

(1) the amount authorized for the project; or 
(2) the amount of the total estimated cost for 

the project as shown in the most recent budget 
justification data submitted to Congress. 

(b) EXCEPTION WHERE NOTICE-AND-WAIT 
GIVEN.—An action described in subsection (a) 
may be taken if—

(1) the Secretary of Energy has submitted to 
the congressional defense committees a report on 
the actions and the circumstances making such 
action necessary; and 

(2) a period of 30 days has elapsed after the 
date on which the report is received by the com-
mittees. 

(c) COMPUTATION OF DAYS.—In the computa-
tion of the 30-day period under subsection (b), 
there shall be excluded any day on which either 
House of Congress is not in session because of 
an adjournment of more than three days to a 
day certain. 

(d) EXCEPTION FOR MINOR PROJECTS.—Sub-
section (a) does not apply to a construction 
project with a current estimated cost of less 
than the minor construction threshold.
SEC. 3624. FUND TRANSFER AUTHORITY. 

(a) TRANSFER TO OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES.—
The Secretary of Energy may transfer funds au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Department of 
Energy pursuant to a DOE national security 
authorization to other Federal agencies for the 
performance of work for which the funds were 
authorized. Funds so transferred may be merged 
with and be available for the same purposes and 
for the same time period as the authorizations of 
the Federal agency to which the amounts are 
transferred. 

(b) TRANSFER WITHIN DEPARTMENT OF EN-
ERGY.—

(1) TRANSFERS PERMITTED.—Subject to para-
graph (2), the Secretary of Energy may transfer 
funds authorized to be appropriated to the De-
partment of Energy pursuant to a DOE national 
security authorization to any other DOE na-
tional security authorization. Amounts of au-
thorizations so transferred may be merged with 
and be available for the same purposes and for 
the same period as the authorization to which 
the amounts are transferred. 

(2) MAXIMUM AMOUNTS.—Not more than 5 per-
cent of any such authorization may be trans-
ferred to another authorization under para-
graph (1). No such authorization may be in-
creased or decreased by more than 5 percent by 
a transfer under such paragraph. 

(c) LIMITATIONS.—The authority provided by 
this subsection to transfer authorizations—

(1) may be used only to provide funds for 
items relating to activities necessary for na-
tional security programs that have a higher pri-
ority than the items from which the funds are 
transferred; and 

(2) may not be used to provide funds for an 
item for which Congress has specifically denied 
funds. 

(d) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary of 
Energy shall promptly notify the congressional 
defense committees of any transfer of funds to 
or from any DOE national security authoriza-
tion.
SEC. 3625. CONCEPTUAL AND CONSTRUCTION DE-

SIGN. 
(a) CONCEPTUAL DESIGN.—
(1) REQUIREMENT.—Subject to paragraph (2) 

and except as provided in paragraph (3), before 
submitting to Congress a request for funds for a 
construction project that is in support of a na-
tional security program of the Department of 
Energy, the Secretary of Energy shall complete 
a conceptual design for that project. 

(2) REQUESTS FOR CONCEPTUAL DESIGN 
FUNDS.—If the estimated cost of completing a 
conceptual design for a construction project ex-
ceeds $3,000,000, the Secretary shall submit to 
Congress a request for funds for the conceptual 
design before submitting a request for funds for 
the construction project. 

(3) EXCEPTIONS.—The requirement in para-
graph (1) does not apply to a request for funds—

(A) for a construction project the total esti-
mated cost of which is less than the minor con-
struction threshold; or 

(B) for emergency planning, design, and con-
struction activities under section 3626. 

(b) CONSTRUCTION DESIGN.—
(1) AUTHORITY.—Within the amounts author-

ized by a DOE national security authorization, 
the Secretary may carry out construction design 
(including architectural and engineering serv-
ices) in connection with any proposed construc-
tion project if the total estimated cost for such 
design does not exceed $600,000. 
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(2) LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR 

CERTAIN PROJECTS.—If the total estimated cost 
for construction design in connection with any 
construction project exceeds $600,000, funds for 
that design must be specifically authorized by 
law.
SEC. 3626. AUTHORITY FOR EMERGENCY PLAN-

NING, DESIGN, AND CONSTRUCTION 
ACTIVITIES. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Energy 
may use any funds available to the Department 
of Energy pursuant to a DOE national security 
authorization, including funds authorized to be 
appropriated for advance planning, engineer-
ing, and construction design, and for plant 
projects, to perform planning, design, and con-
struction activities for any Department of En-
ergy national security program construction 
project that, as determined by the Secretary, 
must proceed expeditiously in order to protect 
public health and safety, to meet the needs of 
national defense, or to protect property. 

(b) LIMITATION.—The Secretary may not exer-
cise the authority under subsection (a) in the 
case of a construction project until the Sec-
retary has submitted to the congressional de-
fense committees a report on the activities that 
the Secretary intends to carry out under this 
section and the circumstances making those ac-
tivities necessary. 

(c) SPECIFIC AUTHORITY.—The requirement of 
section 3625(b)(2) does not apply to emergency 
planning, design, and construction activities 
conducted under this section.
SEC. 3627. SCOPE OF AUTHORITY TO CARRY OUT 

PLANT PROJECTS. 
In carrying out programs necessary for na-

tional security, the authority of the Secretary of 
Energy to carry out plant projects includes au-
thority for maintenance, restoration, planning, 
construction, acquisition, modification of facili-
ties, and the continuation of projects authorized 
in prior years, and land acquisition related 
thereto.
SEC. 3628. AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
section (b), amounts appropriated pursuant to a 
DOE national security authorization for oper-
ation and maintenance or for plant projects 
may, when so specified in an appropriations 
Act, remain available until expended. 

(b) EXCEPTION FOR PROGRAM DIRECTION 
FUNDS.—Amounts appropriated for program di-
rection pursuant to a DOE national security 
athorization for a fiscal year shall remain avail-
able to be obligated only until the end of that 
fiscal year.
SEC. 3629. TRANSFER OF DEFENSE ENVIRON-

MENTAL MANAGEMENT FUNDS. 
(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY FOR DEFENSE ENVI-

RONMENTAL MANAGEMENT FUNDS.—The Sec-
retary of Energy shall provide the manager of 
each field office of the Department of Energy 
with the authority to transfer defense environ-
mental management funds from a program or 
project under the jurisdiction of that office to 
another such program or project. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.—
(1) NUMBER OF TRANSFERS.—Not more than 

one transfer may be made to or from any pro-
gram or project under subsection (a) in a fiscal 
year. 

(2) AMOUNTS TRANSFERRED.—The amount 
transferred to or from a program or project in 
any one transfer under subsection (a) may not 
exceed $5,000,000. 

(3) DETERMINATION REQUIRED.—A transfer 
may not be carried out by a manager of a field 
office under subsection (a) unless the manager 
determines that the transfer is necessary—

(A) to address a risk to health, safety, or the 
environment; or 

(B) to assure the most efficient use of defense 
environmental management funds at the field 
office. 

(4) IMPERMISSIBLE USES.—Funds transferred 
pursuant to subsection (a) may not be used for 

an item for which Congress has specifically de-
nied funds or for a new program or project that 
has not been authorized by Congress. 

(c) EXEMPTION FROM REPROGRAMMING RE-
QUIREMENTS.—The requirements of section 3621 
shall not apply to transfers of funds pursuant to 
subsection (a). 

(d) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary, acting 
through the Assistant Secretary of Energy for 
Environmental Management, shall notify Con-
gress of any transfer of funds pursuant to sub-
section (a) not later than 30 days after such 
transfer occurs. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘program or project’’ means, 

with respect to a field office of the Department 
of Energy, a program or project that is for envi-
ronmental restoration or waste management ac-
tivities necessary for national security programs 
of the Department, that is being carried out by 
that office, and for which defense environ-
mental management funds have been authorized 
and appropriated. 

(2) The term ‘‘defense environmental manage-
ment funds’’ means funds appropriated to the 
Department of Energy pursuant to an author-
ization for carrying out environmental restora-
tion and waste management activities necessary 
for national security programs.
SEC. 3630. TRANSFER OF WEAPONS ACTIVITIES 

FUNDS. 

(a) TRANSFER AUTHORITY FOR WEAPONS AC-
TIVITIES FUNDS.—The Secretary of Energy shall 
provide the manager of each field office of the 
Department of Energy with the authority to 
transfer weapons activities funds from a pro-
gram or project under the jurisdiction of that of-
fice to another such program or project. 

(b) LIMITATIONS.—
(1) NUMBER OF TRANSFERS.—Not more than 

one transfer may be made to or from any pro-
gram or project under subsection (a) in a fiscal 
year. 

(2) AMOUNTS TRANSFERRED.—The amount 
transferred to or from a program or project in 
any one transfer under subsection (a) may not 
exceed $5,000,000. 

(3) DETERMINATION REQUIRED.—A transfer 
may not be carried out by a manager of a field 
office under subsection (a) unless the manager 
determines that the transfer—

(A) is necessary to address a risk to health, 
safety, or the environment; or 

(B) will result in cost savings and efficiencies. 
(4) LIMITATION.—A transfer may not be car-

ried out by a manager of a field office under 
subsection (a) to cover a cost overrun or sched-
uling delay for any program or project. 

(5) IMPERMISSIBLE USES.—Funds transferred 
pursuant to subsection (a) may not be used for 
an item for which Congress has specifically de-
nied funds or for a new program or project that 
has not been authorized by Congress. 

(c) EXEMPTION FROM REPROGRAMMING RE-
QUIREMENTS.—The requirements of section 3621 
shall not apply to transfers of funds pursuant to 
subsection (a). 

(d) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary, acting 
through the Administrator for Nuclear Security, 
shall notify Congress of any transfer of funds 
pursuant to subsection (a) not later than 30 
days after such transfer occurs. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) The term ‘‘program or project’’ means, 

with respect to a field office of the Department 
of Energy, a program or project that is for 
weapons activities necessary for national secu-
rity programs of the Department, that is being 
carried out by that office, and for which weap-
ons activities funds have been authorized and 
appropriated. 

(2) The term ‘‘weapons activities funds’’ 
means funds appropriated to the Department of 
Energy pursuant to an authorization for car-
rying out weapons activities necessary for na-
tional security programs.

SEC. 3631. FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR ALL NATIONAL 
SECURITY PROGRAMS OF THE DE-
PARTMENT OF ENERGY. 

Subject to the provisions of appropriation Acts 
and section 3621, amounts appropriated pursu-
ant to a DOE national security authorization 
for management and support activities and for 
general plant projects are available for use, 
when necessary, in connection with all national 
security programs of the Department of Energy.

And the House agree to the same.
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the Senate amendment, and modifications 
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WALTER B. JONES, 
VAN HILLEARY, 
LINDSEY GRAHAM, 
IKE SKELTON, 
JOHN M. SPRATT, Jr., 
SOLOMON P. ORTIZ, 
LANE EVANS, 
MARTIN T. MEEHAN, 
ROBERT A. UNDERWOOD, 
THOMAS ALLEN, 
SILVESTRE REYES, 
JIM TURNER, 
ELLEN O. TAUSCHER, 

From the Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence, for consideration of matters 
within the jurisdiction of that committee 
under clause 11 of rule X: 

PORTER J. GOSS, 
DOUG BEREUTER,

From the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce, for consideration of secs. 341–343, 
and 366 o the House amendment, and secs. 
331–333, 542, 656, 1064, and 1107 of the Senate 
amendment, and modifications committed to 
conference: 

JOHNNY ISAKSON, 
JOE WILSON, 
GEORGE MILLER, 

From the Committee on Government Re-
form, for consideration of secs. 323, 804, 805, 
1003, 1004, 1101–1106, 2811, and 2813 of the 
House amendment, and secs. 241, 654, 817, 907, 
1007–1009, 1061, 1101–1106, 2811, and 3173 of the 
Senate amendment, and modifications com-
mitted to conference: 

DAN BURTON, 
DAVE WELDON, 

From the Committee on International Rela-
tions, for consideration of secs. 1201, 1202, 
1204, title XIII, and sec. 3142 of the House 
amendment, and subtitle A of title XII, secs. 
1212–1216, 3136, 3151, and 3156–3161 of the Sen-
ate amendment, and modifications com-
mitted to conference: 

HENRY HYDE, 
BENJAMIN A. GILMAN, 

From the Committee on the Judiciary, for 
consideration of secs. 811 and 1033 of the 
House amendment, and secs. 1067 and 1070 of 
the Senate amendment, and modifications 
committed to conference: 

LAMAR SMITH, 
From the Committee on Resources, for con-
sideration of secs. 311, 312, 601, title XIV, secs 
2821, 2832, 2841, and 2863 of the House amend-
ment, and secs. 601, 2821, 2823, 2828, and 2841 
of the Senate amendment, and modifications 
committed to conference: 
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JOHN J. DUNCAN, Jr., 

From the Committee on Science, for consid-
eration of secs. 244, 246, 1216, 3155, 3163 of the 
Senate amendment, and modifications com-
mitted to conference: 

SHERWOOD L. BOEHLERT, 
NICK SMITH, 
RALPH M. HALL, 

From the Committee on Small Business for 
consideration of secs. 243, 824, and 829 of the 
Senate amendment, and modifications com-
mitted to conference: 

DONALD A. MANZULLO, 
SUE KELLY,

From the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure, for consideration of sec. 601 
of the House amendment, and secs. 601 and 
1063 of the Senate amendment, and modifica-
tions committed to conference: 

DON YOUNG, 
FRANK A. LOBIONDO, 
CORRINE BROWN, 

From the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
for consideration of secs. 641, 651, 721, 723, 724, 
726, 727, and 728 of the House amendment, 
and secs. 541 and 641 of the Senate amend-
ment, and modifications committed to con-
ference: 

CHRIS SMITH, 
Managers on the Part of the House.

CARL LEVIN, 
TED KENNEDY, 
ROBERT C. BYRD, 
JOSEH I. LIEBERMAN, 
MAX CLELAND, 
MARY L. LANDRIEU, 
JACK REED, 
DANIEL K. AKAKA, 
BILL NELSON, 
BEN NELSON, 
JEAN CARNAHAN, 
MARK DAYTON, 
JEFF BINGAMAN, 
JOHN W. WARNER, 
STROM THURMOND, 
JOHN MCCAIN, 

JAMES M. INHOFE, 
PAT ROBERTS, 
JEFF SESSIONS, 
SUSAN COLLINS, 
JIM BUNNING, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate.

JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT OF 
THE COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 

The managers on the part of the House and 
the Senate at the conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 4546), to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 2003 for 
military activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and for de-
fense activities of the Department of Energy 
to prescribe personnel strengths for such fis-
cal year for the Armed Forces, and for other 
purposes, submit the following joint state-
ment to the House and the Senate in expla-
nation of the effect of the action agreed upon 
by the managers and recommended in the ac-
companying conference report: 

The Senate amendment struck out all of 
the House bill after the enacting clause and 
inserted a substitute text. 

The House amendment struck out the mat-
ter proposed to be inserted by the Senate 
amendment and inserted a substitute text. 

The Senate recedes from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the House with an 
amendment which is a substitute for the 
House amendment and the Senate amend-
ment. The differences between the Senate 
amendment, the House amendment, and the 
substitute agreed to in conference are noted 
below, except for clerical corrections, con-
forming changes made necessary by agree-
ments reached by the conferees, and minor 
drafting and clarifying changes. 

SUMMARY STATEMENT OF CONFERENCE 
ACTIONS 

The conferees recommend authorization of 
appropriations for fiscal year 2003 for the De-

partment of Defense for procurement; re-
search and development; test and evaluation; 
operation and maintenance; working capital 
funds; military construction and family 
housing; and for weapons and environmental 
restoration programs of the Department of 
Energy, that have a budget authority impli-
cation of $392.9 billion for the national de-
fense function. 

This funding level represents a $3.5 billion 
reduction to the amounts requested by the 
President to reflect the proper accounting 
for civilian retirement and health benefits 
under current law. The administration’s 
budget included $3.5 billion in the national 
defense function as part of a governmentwide 
proposal for accrual funding that was not 
adopted by the committees of jurisdiction 
within Congress. This reduction of $3.5 bil-
lion is an accounting adjustment that does 
not reduce the amount of funding available 
for defense programs and would not result in 
any reduction in benefits for federal civilian 
employees of the Department of Defense or 
the Department of Energy. 

SUMMARY TABLE OF AUTHORIZATIONS 

The defense authorization act provides au-
thorizations for appropriations but does not 
generally provide budget authority. Budget 
authority is provided in appropriations acts. 

In order to relate the conference rec-
ommendations to the Budget Resolution, 
matters in addition to the dollar authoriza-
tions contained in this bill must be taken 
into account. A number of programs in the 
national defense function are authorized per-
manently or, in certain instances, authorized 
in other legislation. 

The following table summarizes authoriza-
tions included in the bill for fiscal year 2003 
and, in addition, summarizes the implica-
tions of the conference action for the budget 
authority totals for national defense (budget 
function 050).
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CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES 

The term ‘‘congressional defense commit-
tees’’ is often used in this statement of man-
agers. It means the Defense Authorization 
and Appropriations Committees of the Sen-
ate and the House of Representatives. 

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

TITLE I—PROCUREMENT 
Procurement overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $68,917.9 million 
for Procurement for the Department of De-
fense. 

The House bill would authorize $75,298.6 
million. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$73,101.0 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $73,969.3 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8191November 12, 2002
Aircraft Procurement, Army—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $2,061.0 million for 
Aircraft Procurement, Army in the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $2,300.3 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$2,147.4 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $2,186.3 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:23 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00131 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.165 H12PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8192 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:23 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00132 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.165 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 7

11
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

07



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8193November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:23 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00133 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.165 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 7

12
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

08



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8194 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:23 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00134 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.165 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 7

13
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

09



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8195November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:23 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00135 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.165 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 7

14
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

10



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8196 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:23 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00136 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.165 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 7

15
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

11



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8197November 12, 2002
Missile Procurement, Army—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $1,642.3 million for 
Missile Procurement, Army in the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $1,758.9 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$1,653.2 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $1,152.3 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8201November 12, 2002
Procurement of Weapons and Tracked Combat 

Vehicles, Army—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $2,248.6 million for 
Procurement of Weapons and Tracked Com-

bat Vehicles, Army in the Department of De-
fense. 

The House bill would authorize $2,373.0 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$2,242.9 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $2,276.8 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8206 November 12, 2002
Procurement of Ammunition, Army—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $1,159.4 million for 
Procurement of Ammunition, Army in the 
Department of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $1,320.0 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$1,205.5 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $1,229.5 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:23 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00146 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.166 H12PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8207November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:23 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00147 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.166 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 7

26
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

19



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8208 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:23 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00148 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.166 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 7

27
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

20



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8209November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:23 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00149 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.166 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 7

28
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

21



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8210 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:23 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00150 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.166 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 7

29
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

22



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8211November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:23 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00151 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.166 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 7

30
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

23



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8212 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:23 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00152 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.166 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 7

31
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

24



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8213November 12, 2002
Other Procurement, Army—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $5,168.5 million for 
Other Procurement, Army in the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $6,130.1 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$5,513.7 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $5,857.8 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8232 November 12, 2002
Chemical Agents and Munitions Destruction, 

Army—Overview 
The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-

cluded an authorization of $1,490.2 million for 
Chemical Agents & Munitions Destruction, 
Army in the Department of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $1,490.2 mil-
lion for Chemical Agents & Munitions De-
struction, Defense. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$1,490.2 million for Chemical Agents & Muni-
tions Destruction, Defense. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $1,490.2 million for Chemical Agents & Mu-
nitions Destruction, Defense. Unless noted 
explicitly in the statement of managers, all 
changes are made without prejudice.
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8234 November 12, 2002
Aircraft Procurement, Navy—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $8,204.0 million for 
Aircraft Procurement, Navy in the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $9,077.6 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$9,037.2 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $8,979.3 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice. 
MV–22/CV–22 Osprey aircraft advance procure-

ment 
The budget request included $60.3 million 

in advance procurement to support produc-
tion of 13 MV–22 aircraft in fiscal year 2004 
and $10.1 million in advance procurement to 
support production of two CV–22 aircraft in 
fiscal year 2004. 

The House bill would authorize the budget 
request. 

The Senate amendment would authorize a 
decrease of $9.2 million in Aircraft Procure-
ment, Navy and a decrease of $10.1 million in 
Aircraft Procurement, Air Force. These de-
creases reflect support for buying a total of 
11 MV–22 aircraft and no CV–22 aircraft. 

Authorization of a maximum of 11 V–22 Os-
prey aircraft for fiscal year 2004 is consistent 
with section 123 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public 
Law 107–107). That provision restricts pro-
duction of the V–22 (MV–22 and CV–22) to the 

minimum sustaining production rate until 
the Secretary of Defense can make certain 
certifications to Congress. 

Given the V–22 schedule for testing, the 
Department of Defense has agreed that the 
maximum number of V–22 aircraft that it 
will be able to buy in fiscal year 2004 is 11. 
The Department of the Navy and the Depart-
ment of the Air Force have asked, however, 
that Congress support buying nine MV–22 
and two CV–22 aircraft in fiscal year 2004. 

Therefore, the conferees agree to authorize 
a total of $41.0 million in Aircraft Procure-
ment, Navy for advance procurement for 
nine MV–22 aircraft, a decrease of $19.3 mil-
lion. The conferees agree to authorize the 
budget request for advance procurement sup-
porting CV–22 aircraft. 

The conferees do not want support for buy-
ing CV–22 aircraft in fiscal year 2004 to be in-
terpreted as any change in their views con-
cerning the requirements in the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 
(Public Law 107–107). Therefore, the con-
ferees direct that no CV–22 Osprey aircraft 
be used for missions other than testing, 
training, or tactics development until that 
aircraft is in a configuration that has re-
ceived the certifications required in the ap-
plicable parts of section 123 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2002 (Public Law 107–107). 
T–45 training system 

The budget request included $221.8 million 
to purchase eight T–45C aircraft but included 

no funds for advance procurement to support 
T–45C aircraft procurement in fiscal year 
2004. The projections in the Future Years De-
fense Program include no T–45 procurement 
beyond fiscal year 2003. 

The House bill would authorize an increase 
of $10.0 million for advance procurement to 
support fiscal year 2004 procurement. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
the budget request. 

The conferees agree to authorize the budg-
et request. 

The conferees understand that the Navy 
has stated a requirement for 234 T–45 air-
craft. The Navy’s inventory, however, will 
total only 181 aircraft after delivery of the 
eight aircraft to be produced with fiscal year 
2003 funds. 

The conferees understand that the Navy 
may be reconsidering the original decision to 
truncate production with the fiscal year 2003 
procurement. Absent a change in the re-
quirement for additional T–45C aircraft to 
support training requirements of the Depart-
ment of the Navy, the conferees believe that 
the Navy should continue to buy T–45 air-
craft and its associated training systems. 

If the Navy decides to continue production, 
the conferees encourage the Department of 
the Navy to investigate options for acquiring 
additional systems in the manner most ad-
vantageous to the Government, to include 
adopting a multiyear procurement con-
tracting strategy.
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8237November 12, 2002
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8241November 12, 2002
Weapons Procurement, Navy—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $1,832.6 million for 
Weapons Procurement, Navy in the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $2,514.6 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$2,505.8 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $2,375.3 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8246 November 12, 2002
Procurement of Ammunition, Navy and Marine 

Corps—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $1,015.2 million for 

Procurement of Ammunition, Navy and Ma-
rine Corps in the Department of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $1,200.1 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$1,173.2 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $1,170.8 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8251November 12, 2002
Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $8,191.2 million for 
Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy in the 
Department of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $9,279.5 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$9,314.2 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $9,111.0 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8255November 12, 2002
Other Procurement, Navy—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $4,347.0 million for 
Other Procurement, Navy in the Department 
of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $4,527.8 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$4,514.5 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $4,494.8 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8262 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:23 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00202 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.169 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 7

82
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

67



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8263November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:23 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00203 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.169 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 7

83
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

68



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8264 November 12, 2002
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8265November 12, 2002
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8266 November 12, 2002
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8270 November 12, 2002
Procurement, Marine Corps—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $1,288.4 million for 
Procurement, Marine Corps in the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $1,377.2 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$1,343.1 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $1,355.5 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice. 
Batteries 

The budget request included no funding to 
replace batteries in the Marine Corps’ fleet 
of prepositioned equipment stored in Norway 
or aboard the Maritime Prepositioning Force 
ships. 

The House bill and the Senate amendment 
would support the budget request. 

The Marine Corps believes that the use of 
batteries with newer technology that would 
replace the current lead-acid batteries could 
help reduce total ownership costs for vehi-
cles maintained in long-term storage. 

The conferees, therefore, agree to an in-
crease of $3.0 million for batteries to be used 
for long-term storage applications.
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8272 November 12, 2002
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8273November 12, 2002
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8274 November 12, 2002
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8275November 12, 2002
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8276 November 12, 2002
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8278 November 12, 2002
Aircraft Procurement, Air Force—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $12,067.4 million 
for Aircraft Procurement, Air Force in the 
Department of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $12,737.3 
million. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$12,611.7 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $12,676.5 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00218 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.170 H12PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8279November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00219 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.170 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 7

99
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

82



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8280 November 12, 2002
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8288 November 12, 2002
Missile Procurement, Air Force—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $3,575.2 million for 
Missile Procurement, Air Force in the De-
partment of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $3,482.6 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$3,258.2 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $3,504.1 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8293November 12, 2002
Procurement of Ammunition, Air Force—Over-

view 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $1,133.9 million for 

Procurement of Ammunition, Air Force in 
the Department of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $1,294.8 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$1,275.9 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $1,290.8 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8296 November 12, 2002
Other Procurement, Air Force—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $10,523.9 million 
for Other Procurement, Air Force in the De-
partment of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $10,918.5 
million. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$10,478.8 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $10,846.0 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00236 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.171 H12PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8297November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00237 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.171 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

17
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

97



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8298 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00238 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.171 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

18
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

98



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8299November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00239 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.171 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

19
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.0

99



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8300 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00240 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.171 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

20
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

00



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8301November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00241 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.171 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

21
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

01



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8302 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00242 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.171 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

22
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

02



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8303November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00243 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.171 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

23
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

03



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8304 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00244 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.171 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

24
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

04



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8305November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00245 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.171 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

25
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

05



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8306 November 12, 2002
Procurement, Defense-Wide—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $2,688.5 million for 
Procurement, Defense-Wide in the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $3,235.4 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$3,054.9 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $3,691.6 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice. 
Advanced SEAL Delivery System 

The budget request included $21.8 million 
for the Advanced SEAL Delivery System 
(ASDS) procurement, $34.7 million for ASDS 
advance procurement, and $12.2 million in 
PE 1160404BB for ASDS research, develop-
ment, test and evaluation (RDT&E). 

The House bill would authorize the budget 
request. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$27.3 million for ASDS procurement, no 
funds for ASDS advance procurement, and no 
funds in PE 1160404BB for ASDS RDT&E, but 
it would identify $13.7 million of unused fis-
cal year 2002 procurement funds to meet fis-
cal year 2003 RDT&E requirements. 

The conferees agree to authorize an in-
crease of $2.0 million for ASDS procurement, 
no funds for ASDS advance procurement, and 
an increase of $9.6 million in PE 1160606BB 
for ASDS RDT&E. Of the $23.8 million au-
thorized for ASDS procurement, the con-
ferees agree that $12.0 million would cover 
the procurement of lithium ion batteries. 
The conferees have also included a provision 
(sec. 214) that would transfer $13.7 million 
from the amount authorized and appro-
priated in fiscal year 2002 for ASDS advance 
procurement to the fiscal year 2003 ASDS 
RDT&E account. 

Subsequent to submission of the budget re-
quest and the passage of the House and Sen-
ate bills, the U.S. Special Operations Com-
mand (SOCOM) approved a restructuring of 
the ASDS program, and the conferees were 
informed of changed fiscal year 2003 funding 
requirements through the submission of a 
Department of Defense Authorization appeal. 
The amounts authorized by the conferees 
support the SOCOM-approved, restructured 
program. 

The conferees believe that the ASDS pro-
gram continues to require increased atten-
tion from the Commander in Chief, Special 
Operations Command; the Naval Sea Sys-
tems Command; and the Office of the Sec-

retary of Defense. Accordingly, the conferees 
direct that no more than 50 percent of the 
fiscal year 2003 ASDS procurement funding 
(excluding the $12.0 million amount for the 
lithium ion batteries) be obligated until the 
Secretary of Defense conducts a complete re-
view of the requirements, mission, manage-
ment, and cost structure of the ASDS pro-
gram and reports to the congressional de-
fense committees on his findings.

Chemical Agents and Munitions Destruction, 
Defense—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $1,490.2 million for 
Chemical Agents & Munitions Destruction, 
Army in the Department of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $1,490.2 mil-
lion for Chemical Agents & Munitions De-
struction, Defense. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$1,490.2 million for Chemical Agents & Muni-
tions Destruction, Defense. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $1,490.2 million for Chemical Agents & Mu-
nitions Destruction, Defense. Unless noted 
explicitly in the statement of managers, all 
changes are made without prejudice.
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8308 November 12, 2002
ITEMS OF SPECIAL INTEREST 

Big Safari 
The conferees are aware that the Air 

Force’s Big Safari program office has con-
tributed significantly to the Nation’s defense 
through flexible and dynamic management 
of programs, including the RC–135 Rivet 
Joint aircraft and the Predator unmanned 
aerial vehicle. 

The conferees, however, are concerned that 
the management realignments associated 
with Big Safari that have been implemented 
over the past 10 years may have resulted in 
a layering of review processes and extended 
acquisition cycles. The existence of several 
intervening headquarters and agencies, in 
some cases, could inhibit communication be-
tween senior Air Force leadership and those 
responsible for rapidly fielding innovative 
intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance 
(ISR) systems. The conferees believe the Big 
Safari approach to streamlined acquisition 
of specialized ISR capabilities is important 
to the effective execution of the war on ter-
rorism. The conferees, therefore, recommend 
that the Secretary of the Air Force consider 
reestablishing Big Safari as a special 
projects office reporting directly to the As-
sistant Secretary of the Air Force for Acqui-
sition. 
Navy ship acquisition 

The conferees remain concerned about 
both the Department of Defense (DOD) and 
the Department of the Navy (DON) fiscal 
year 2003 and previous budget requests for 
ship acquisition programs. This concern 
arises from many facts, among which are: 

(1) Numerous witnesses, both government 
and civilian, have testified on the require-
ment for increased Navy ship acquisition and 
the annual investment required to recapi-
talize the Navy’s fleet to meet the battle 
force ship force structure goals outlined in 
the most recent Quadrennial Defense Re-
view; 

(2) Despite congressional documentation 
over a number of years that the Navy’s budg-
et requests are insufficient to recapitalize 
the required fleet, the Department of De-
fense continues to submit long-range ship-
building plans that are inadequate to carry 
out the missions assigned to the Navy in 
both the short and long-term; and 

(3) The Department of Defense has estab-
lished a consistent pattern of putting a large 
number of ships in the latter years of the Fu-
ture Years Defense Program (FYDP), instead 
of placing the annual number required in the 
budget year.

The conferees are also concerned about the 
manner in which DOD and the DON are 
interacting with Congress on these impor-
tant issues. For example, DOD was very late 
in submitting two acquisition-related attack 
submarine reports. The late submission of 
these reports, which required a review of the 
long- term approach to the stated problem of 
the low number of attack submarines, made 
it difficult for Congress to evaluate the an-
nual attack submarine acquisition request. 
The Department’s late or inadequate submis-
sion of congressionally mandated reports 
must be corrected. 

Absent more immediate investment, DOD 
will have to reduce the number or scope of 
missions assigned to Navy ships. Witnesses 
have testified that, if neither course is incor-
porated in future Navy budget programs, the 
men and women of the Navy and the Marine 
Corps will bear the burden of these decisions 
through some combination of longer deploy-
ments and less time at home between deploy-
ments. The conferees believe that concrete 
evidence has been presented to demonstrate 
that these burdens will result in lower reten-
tion, less training, and eventually under-
manned ships at sea. 

In many instances, the overall Department 
of Defense ship acquisition message is con-
fused. The conferees believe that DOD has 
provided only lukewarm support for the ac-
quisition of new ships to modernize the 
Navy. Despite a sizeable increase in the fis-
cal year 2003 budget for national defense, the 
number of ships in the new construction 
shipbuilding account has declined from the 
level planned in the last FYDP. The con-
ferees also believe that the DON shares 
blame for this confusion because it has been 
inconsistent in its description of force struc-
ture requirements. This situation makes it 
appear as if the Navy has not fully evaluated 
the long-term implications of its annual 
budget requests. Because it is difficult for 
Congress to dramatically adjust the course 
set in a budget request, the departments 
must consider the long-term implications of 
their annual budget requests. 

Other, more specific situations inform the 
conferees’ conclusions, as noted below. 
(1) DOD and DON witnesses have consist-

ently testified over a number of years that 
the DON hopes to make reductions in oper-
ating and support costs and reallocate those 
funds for necessary shipbuilding invest-
ments. The conferees believe that sufficient 
evidence has accumulated over a number of 
years to conclude that the Navy’s hopes of 
harvesting operating and support funds suffi-
cient to recapitalize the fleet are misplaced. 
(2) The size of the Navy has been steadily 

declining, with no apparent solution to halt 
the decline. Despite this fact, the DON has 
continued to retire mission-capable ships be-
fore the end of their useful service lives. 
While this action will achieve modest, short-
term operating and support cost savings, the 
conferees believe that this situation reveals 
that the DON is focusing too narrowly on 
near-term exigencies. Retiring ships earlier 
than planned merely adds to the size of the 
acquisition ‘‘bow wave’’ that may already be 
reaching insurmountable proportions. Ac-
cordingly, the conferees further believe that 
the nation can ill afford to make a 30-year 
investment in a ship acquisition and then re-
ceive less than 30 years from that invest-
ment. If the DON continues making these 
early retirements, the Navy may only 
achieve short-term savings at the expense of 
preserving the capability to maintain the 
level of forward presence and crisis response 
that is presumed in the most recent Quad-
rennial Defense Review. 

(3) The Navy has occasionally invoked an 
argument that a smaller number of more ca-
pable ships can do the same job as a greater 
number of ships with less capability. While 
the conferees recognize that the Navy buys 
new ships with increased capability as a re-
sponse to the evolving threat, the conferees 
believe that the number of ships required to 
carry out the presence mission has not di-
minished from those stated in the two pre-
vious Quadrennial Defense Reviews. 

(4) Placing additional ship acquisition re-
quirements on an underfunded ship acquisi-
tion program has exacerbated the budget 
pressure on the ship acquisition account. 
The number of ships required to execute the 
national military strategy should be fully 
funded and should take priority over new 
ship acquisition programs that have not been 
fully vetted. The Navy’s tendency to create 
new ship program requests during the con-
gressional budget review period indicates a 
lack of planning, analysis, and foresight. 
This practice generates questions about the 
validity of the entire request and disrupts 
support for programs budgeted to meet vali-
dated requirements. 

(5) The conferees note that the DON sub-
mitted a report to Congress on the most effi-
cient plan for buying the ships in the long-
range shipbuilding plan, but despite its own 

analysis, the Navy subsequently submitted a 
budget request that did not include those ef-
ficiencies. Consequently, the conferees be-
lieve that the Navy’s acquisition strategy 
has resulted in higher unit prices, ultimately 
resulting in a smaller number of ships pro-
cured for the available funding. 

(6) DOD has conducted additional reviews, 
performed multiple analyses, and produced 
numerous reports on ship acquisition pro-
grams. These additional reviews, while arriv-
ing at the same conclusions as previous anal-
yses, have been used as means to delay ship 
requirements validations and acquisition in-
creases to meet those requirements. The con-
ferees believe that these postponements put 
added pressure on the Navy’s new construc-
tion shipbuilding account and increase the 
slope of the acquisition ‘‘mountain’’ facing 
the Navy. 
(7) The conferees perceive that DOD lacks a 

commitment to buy the number and type of 
ships required to carry out the full range of 
Navy missions without redundancy. The 
DON has proposed to buy more ships than 
the stated requirement in some classes, 
while not requesting sufficient new hulls in 
other classes that fall short of the stated re-
quirement. Additionally, the conferees be-
lieve that the cost of ships will not be re-
duced by continually changing the number of 
ships in acquisition programs or by fre-
quently changing the configuration and ca-
pability of those ships, all frequent at-
tributes of recent DON shipbuilding plans. 
The conferees intend to scrutinize closely 
proposals for ships that would only yield 
marginal improvements in any mission area 
already inherent in the fleet. 
(8) The conferees note that the Navy has 

testified that personnel and maintenance 
comprise the largest cost in the total acqui-
sition and life-cycle costs, yet the DON is 
not taking deliberate steps to buy ships that 
would require smaller crews and would oper-
ate with lower maintenance costs. Some 
ships are being designed to achieve signifi-
cant manpower life-cycle savings, but the 
DON has delayed their acquisition and re-
duced their numbers. Consequently, the con-
ferees believe that these delays will result in 
a more expensive future force than need be. 
(9) Although some programs, such as the 

DD(X) destroyer, aim to reach significant 
manpower reduction goals, the DON is not 
identifying reasonable goals for other major 
ship programs in the FYDP. Despite DON 
testimony that manpower reduction goals 
are very important, a General Accounting 
Office (GAO) review of existing and future 
ship programs informs that most of those 
programs do not include human systems in-
tegration (HSI) in the operational require-
ments documents. GAO further concluded 
that research shows HSI has great potential 
for minimizing the costs of manning, thereby 
reducing total ownership costs. Accordingly, 
the conferees believe that the DON must in-
stitutionalize the process by which they will 
reach their goal of an effective Navy in the 
future at reduced total life-cycle costs. 

The conferees strongly recommend that 
the Navy design ship acquisition programs to 
take advantage of the best acquisition strat-
egies that have been identified in the Navy’s 
own reports as leading to the greatest cost 
savings. These include multiyear procure-
ment, block buy of long lead materials and 
configuration stability for blocks of ships. 
The conferees further recommend that, once 
structured, the DON submit fully vetted and 
supported programs for acquisition and not 
change course in the middle of the process. 
Congress fully supports a strong Navy and 
Marine Corps team as indispensable to the 
national defense. DOD and the DON bear a 
significant responsibility for correcting the 
deficiencies noted above. 
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Cryptographic equipment modernization 

The conferees believe that the National Se-
curity Agency is making substantial 
progress in developing modern cryptographic 
equipment and materials. The conferees, 
however, fail to see evidence that the serv-
ices are programming sufficient resources 
for cryptographic modernization procure-
ment. The conferees expect the services to 
make better progress in addressing this prob-
lem by providing adequate procurement 
funding in future budget submissions. 
Signals intelligence architecture 

The Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Command, Control, Communications, and In-
telligence (ASD (C3I)) has the responsibility 
to provide guidance and oversight with re-
spect to policy for all aspects of information 
exchange networks and to all Department of 
Defense components. The ASD (C3I) is also 
responsible for providing guidance for data 
information and storage systems and their 
standardization to ensure service interoper-
ability. The conferees recognize that the Na-
tional Security Agency (NSA) has an impor-
tant role in supporting this ASD (C3I) re-
sponsibility in the area of developing stand-
ards for signals intelligence (SIGINT) archi-
tecture for the Department of Defense. 

The conferees addressed airborne SIGINT 
architecture issues in the statement of man-
agers (H. Rept. 107–333) accompanying the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107). The con-
ferees encouraged the ASD (C3I) to develop 
an architectural plan to provide standards-
based policy direction to the services, whose 
platform program offices can develop sys-
tems, and, to the maximum extent possible, 
share developments. The statement of man-
agers expressed the expectation that the 
plan should include: (1) a robust spiral devel-
opment approach; and (2) adequate emphasis 
on fielding and modernizing the appropriate 
ground support infrastructure. 

The conferees have been unable to detect 
progress within the Department on such an 
effort. The ASD(C3I) and the Director of the 
NSA have not been able to develop and field 
a cohesive SIGINT architecture with the 
necessary technical standards. In addition, 
the conferees can find no evidence that the 
leadership in either organization has pro-
vided sufficient support for establishing an 
organizational framework for coordinating 
their own organizational activities or for 
providing the cross-service oversight of joint 
intelligence surveillance and reconnaissance 
(ISR) SIGINT activities, particularly when it 
comes to information-sharing, routing, and 
access. 

Therefore, the conferees direct the ASD 
(C3I) to provide a report to the congressional 
defense and intelligence committees by May 
30, 2003, on progress he is making in devel-
oping standards for SIGINT architecture for 
the Department of Defense. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 
Authorization of appropriations (secs. 101–107) 

The House bill contained provisions (secs. 
101–107) that would authorize the rec-
ommended fiscal year 2003 funding levels for 
procurement for the Army, Navy, Marine 
Corps, Air Force, Defense-Wide activities, 
Defense Inspector General, Chemical Demili-
tarization Program, and Defense Health Pro-
gram. 

The Senate amendment contained similar 
provisions (secs. 101–107). 

The conference agreement includes these 
provisions. 
Chemical Agents and Munitions Destruction, 

Defense (sec. 106) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

106) that would authorize $1.5 billion, the 

amount included in the budget request, for 
the destruction of chemical agents, muni-
tions, and materiel. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 106) that would authorize 
the requested amount for chemical demili-
tarization in a Defense Department account, 
in accordance with section 1521(f) of title 50, 
United States Code. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees are disappointed that the 

Department of Defense requested funds for 
chemical demilitarization for fiscal year 2003 
in an Army budget account, contrary to the 
requirements of law. Section 1521(f) of title 
50, United States Code requires that funds 
for this program shall not be included in the 
budget accounts for any military depart-
ment. The conferees expect the Department 
to comply with the law in future budget re-
quests and therefore have approved a sepa-
rate provision, described elsewhere in this 
report, concerning the budget submission. 

Subtitle B—Army Programs 
Pilot program on sales of manufactured articles 

and services of certain Army industrial fa-
cilities without regard to availability from 
domestic sources (sec. 111) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 111) that would extend the author-
ization for Army industrial facilities to sell 
articles and services to commercial contrac-
tors providing weapon systems to the De-
partment of Defense through fiscal year 2004. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment. 
Report on impact of Army aviation moderniza-

tion plan on the Army National Guard (sec. 
112) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
145) that would require the Chief of the Na-
tional Guard Bureau to submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report on 
the requirements for Army National Guard 
aviation, including an analysis of the impact 
of the Army Aviation Modernization Plan on 
the Army National Guard. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Chief of the National 
Guard Bureau to submit the report through 
the Army Chief of Staff for any comments 
and recommendations he considers appro-
priate before he forwards the report to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and House of Representatives. The conferees 
expect the report to include an analysis of 
the impact of the Army Aviation Moderniza-
tion Plan on Army National Guard homeland 
security search and rescue, MEDEVAC, and 
state emergency missions. 
Family of Medium Tactical Vehicles (sec. 113) 

The conferees agree to include a provision 
that would provide the Army multiyear pro-
curement (MYP) authority for the procure-
ment of the Family of Medium Tactical Ve-
hicles (FMTV). 

The budget request included $681.4 million 
to procure the FMTV to replace the Army’s 
aging fleet of medium tactical vehicles. The 
FMTV is a complete series of trucks and 
trailers based on a common chassis, varied 
by payload and mission. In the fiscal year 
2003 budget request, the Army intends to buy 
2,572 FMTV A1 models through the option 
clause of the current sole-source multiyear 
contract and 1,002 FMTV A1 competitive 
rebuy (CR) models through the first year of 
a ‘‘competitive rebuy’’ multiyear contract 
scheduled for award in March 2003. 

The Army failed to request multiyear pro-
curement authority for the FMTV A1 CR 
until after both houses of Congress had acted 

on their respective National Defense Author-
ization Bills for Fiscal Year 2003. 

The conferees note that the Army has had 
technical problems with previous versions of 
the FMTV. Therefore, the conferees agree 
that the Secretary of the Army may not 
enter into a multiyear contract until the 
Secretary certifies to the congressional de-
fense committees that the FMTV A1 CR 
models meet all key performance parameters 
required in the initial operational test and 
evaluation. 

The conferees also note that the Army es-
timates a $222.0 million cost savings (6.5 per-
cent of the contract value) using a five-year 
multiyear procurement contract for the 
FMTV A1 CR over that of annual buys, for 
the same period of time. The conferees be-
lieve that the Army can achieve at least a 10 
percent cost savings when both multiyear 
procurement authority and competition are 
factored into cost estimates. Therefore, the 
conferees agree that the Secretary of the 
Army may not enter into a MYP contract 
until he certifies that the total cost of the 
procurement of the FMTV A1 CR under the 
program over five fiscal years using MYP 
contracting authority is estimated to be at 
least 10 percent less than the estimated total 
cost of the procurement of FMTV A1 CR over 
the same five-year period through the use of 
successive one-year contracts. The Secretary 
of Defense may waive this limitation if he 
determines that the procurement of vehicles 
using a MYP contract is in the national se-
curity interests of the United States; cer-
tifies that the Army cannot achieve a 10 per-
cent cost savings; and submits to the con-
gressional defense committees, in writing, a 
notification of the waiver together with a re-
port outlining the reasons why the use of a 
MYP contract is in the national security in-
terests of the United States and reasons why 
the Army cannot achieve a 10 per cent sav-
ings of the total anticipated costs of car-
rying out the program through a MYP con-
tract. 

Subtitle C—Navy Programs 
Extension of multiyear procurement authority 

for DDG–51 class destroyers (sec. 121) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 122) that would authorize an exten-
sion, through fiscal year 2007, of the
multiyear procurement authority for Arleigh 
Burke-class (DDG–51) destroyers. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Sense of Congress on scope of conversion pro-

gram for Ticonderoga-class cruisers (sec. 
122) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 123) that would state that the Sec-
retary of the Navy should maintain the 
scope of the cruiser conversion program to 
cover all 27 Ticonderoga-class cruisers with 
an appropriate mix of modernization up-
grades. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
making the scope of cruiser conversion a 
sense of Congress. 
Continuation of contract for operation of Cham-

pion-class T–5 fuel tanker vessels (sec. 123) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

112) that would prohibit the Navy’s requested 
acquisition of Champion-class T–5 fuel tank-
er ships. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would permit the Navy to acquire the 
vessels. The amended provision would re-
quire that the Navy maintain the current op-
erating contract for each vessel until the end 
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of the current contract, or until the Navy or 
Military Sealift Command is no longer using 
the vessel, whichever is earlier. 

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs 
Multiyear procurement authority for C–130J air-

craft program (sec. 131) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

121) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Air Force to enter into a multiyear con-
tract 30 days after the Secretary of Defense 
has submitted a certification that the C–130J 
program is making satisfactory progress to-
ward a successful operational test and eval-
uation. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 131) that would authorize 
the Secretary of the Air Force to enter into 
a multiyear contract that could extend for 
six program years, subject to the program’s 
having been cleared for worldwide over-
water capability. 

The conferees agree to a provision that 
would authorize the Secretary of the Air 
Force to enter into a multiyear contract 
that could extend for six program years, sub-
ject to the program’s having completed qual-
ification for air assault operations and in-
stallation of certain software upgrades. 
Pathfinder programs (sec. 132) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 132) that would require: (a) the Sec-
retary of the Air Force to submit to Con-
gress a list of Air Force programs designated 
as acquisition reform pathfinder programs 
by February 1, 2003; (b) approval or dis-
approval of the spiral development plans as-
sociated with these pathfinder programs by 
the Secretary of Defense; and (c) assessments 
by the Under Secretary of Defense 
(Comptroller), the Under Secretary of De-
fense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis-
tics, the Director of Operational Test and 
Evaluation, and the Joint Requirements 
Oversight Council of those pathfinder pro-
grams that were not chosen to be spiral de-
velopment programs. Spiral development 
programs are covered by another Senate pro-
vision (sec. 803). 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The conferees agree that Congress needs a 
further understanding of the Department of 
Defense plans for pathfinder programs, as 
well as information on lessons learned from 
pathfinder programs that could be applied to 
other programs. The conferees also agree 
that appropriate oversight should be main-
tained over such programs. 

Therefore, the House recedes with an 
amendment that would require the Secretary 
of the Air Force to submit a list of Air Force 
programs designated as pathfinder programs 
by February 1, 2003, and would require the 
Secretary of Defense to ensure that the Un-
dersecretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics, the Director of 
Operational Test and Evaluation, and the 
Joint Requirements Oversight Council main-
tain oversight of each pathfinder program. 
The amendment would also require the Sec-
retary of the Air Force to submit to Con-
gress by March 15, 2003, a report on path-
finder programs describing how oversight by 
these organizations will be accomplished, as 
well as the management, acquisition, and 
test and evaluation plans for each pathfinder 
program. The report would also contain a de-
scription of any innovative business prac-
tices that could be applied to other pro-
grams. The amendment would not exempt 
Air Force pathfinder programs from the re-
quirements for spiral development programs 
specified in section 803. 
Leases for tanker aircraft under multiyear air-

craft-lease pilot program (sec. 133)
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 134) which would require that the 

Secretary of the Air Force not enter into 
any lease for tanker aircraft until: (1) he has 
submitted the report required by Section 
8159 of the Department of Defense Appropria-
tions Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 
107–117); and (2) he has obtained authoriza-
tion and appropriation of funds necessary to 
enter a lease for such aircraft, in accordance 
with his publicly stated commitments to 
Congress. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would clarify that the Secretary may 
not enter into such a lease until the Sec-
retary either: (1) obtains authorization and 
appropriation of needed funds; or (2) submits 
a new start reprogramming notification to 
the congressional defense committees. The 
Secretary of the Air Force informed the 
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate 
February 12, 2002, that he would not take any 
action on tanker leasing proposals without 
first coming to both the authorization and 
the appropriations committees to have 
money authorized and appropriated or repro-
grammed for these purposes. The conferees 
expect that the Secretary will live up to this 
commitment, regardless of whether the re-
quest for funds is submitted through the nor-
mal budget deliberation process or through 
established procedures observed in the re-
programming process. 

Subtitle E—Other Programs 

Destruction of existing stockpile of lethal chem-
ical agents and munitions (sec. 141) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
143) that would require that the chemical de-
militarization program be managed as a 
major defense acquisition program. It would 
also require that the Under Secretary of De-
fense (Comptroller) provide an annual cer-
tification that the budget request for the 
chemical agents and munitions destruction 
program has been submitted in compliance 
with applicable Federal laws. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with a clarifying 
amendment that would specify that the 
Comptroller certify that the budget request 
has been submitted in accordance with sec-
tion 1412 of the Department of Defense Au-
thorization Act for 1986 (Public Law 99–145). 

Section 1521(f) of title 50, United States 
Code requires that funds for the chemical de-
militarization program, including those for 
military construction, ‘‘shall be set forth in 
the budget of the Department of Defense for 
any fiscal year as a separate account. Such 
funds shall not be included in the budget ac-
counts for any military department.’’ The 
Department of Defense submitted the fiscal 
year 2003 budget request for chemical demili-
tarization in an Army account, contrary to 
the law. The conferees expect the Depart-
ment to comply with the law in future budg-
et requests by submitting the budget request 
for chemical agents and munitions destruc-
tion in a Department of Defense account. 
This certification provision is intended to 
help ensure such compliance. 

Report on unmanned aerial vehicle systems (sec. 
142) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
144) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit a report to Congress on un-
manned aerial vehicle (UAV) systems. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the report to describe the 
process by which the Department will ensure 
that any UAV program proceeding past the 
science and technology stage does so only as 
part of an integrated, overall Office of the 

Secretary of Defense strategy for UAV acqui-
sition. 

The conferees support the Department’s 
plans to procure and field a substantial num-
ber of UAVs starting in fiscal year 2003. How-
ever, the conferees also want to ensure that 
UAV systems are appropriately integrated 
into an overall departmental strategy that 
will minimize redundancy and maximize 
commonality. 

Global Information Grid system (sec. 143) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1527) that would prohibit the obligation of 
funds for the Global Information Grid (GIG) 
system until the Secretary of Defense cer-
tifies to the congressional defense commit-
tees that the system is secure and protected 
from unauthorized access. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that prohibits the obligation of funds for the 
GIG until the Secretary of Defense submits a 
plan to ensure that, as part of bandwidth ex-
pansion efforts, the information transmitted 
within the system is secure and protected. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Compass Call program 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 135) that would shift $12.7 million 
in Compass Call aircraft modifications from 
the Defense Airborne Reconnaissance Pro-
gram line to the Classified Projects line.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes on the provision. 
By convention, outcomes of funding dif-

ferences between the House bill and the Sen-
ate amendment are included in the tables 
elsewhere in this report. 

Integrated bridge system 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 121) that would authorize $5.0 mil-
lion for the integrated bridge system. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes on the provision. By 
convention, outcomes of funding differences 
between the House bill and the Senate 
amendment are included in the tables else-
where in this report. 

Marine Corps live fire range improvements 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 124) that would authorize $1.9 mil-
lion for various improvements in live fire 
training ranges of the Marine Corps. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes on the provision. 
By convention, outcomes of funding dif-

ferences between the House bill and the Sen-
ate amendment are included in the tables 
elsewhere in this report. 

Mobile emergency broadband system 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 137) that would authorize $1.0 mil-
lion to buy technical communications-elec-
tronics equipment for the emergency mobile 
broadband system. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes on the provision. 
By convention, outcomes of funding dif-

ferences between the House bill and the Sen-
ate amendment are included in the tables 
elsewhere in this report. 

Reallocation of certain funds for Air Force Re-
serve Command F–16 aircraft procurement 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
122) that would authorize $14.4 million for 
the 36 Litening II modernization upgrade 
kits for the F–16 block 25 and block 30 air-
craft (rather than for Litening AT pods for 
such aircraft). 
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The Senate amendment contained no simi-

lar provision. 
The House recedes on the provision. By 

convention, outcomes of funding differences 
between the House bill and the Senate 
amendment are included in the tables else-
where in this report. 
Shipbuilding initiative 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
111) that would authorize an additional $810.0 
million for shipbuilding programs. 

The section would provide that if the 
Virginia-class prime contractor were to reach 
an agreement with the Government as of the 
date of enactment of this bill to spend at 
least $385.0 million for the Virginia-class 
submarine program from its own funds, then 
the provision would authorize: (1) an addi-
tional $810.0 million for an additional Arleigh 
Burke-class (DDG–51) destroyer; and (2) 
multiyear procurement for Virginia-class 
submarines, commencing in fiscal year 2003. 

If such an agreement were not reached, the 
provision would authorize the following: 
(1) $415.0 million for Virginia-class sub-

marine advance procurement; 
(2) $210.0 million for cruiser conversion ad-

vance procurement; and 
(3) $185.0 million for a nuclear attack sub-

marine refueling overhaul. 
The Senate amendment contained no simi-

lar provision. 
The House recedes.
TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, 

AND EVALUATION 
Research, Development, Test, and Evaluation 

overview 
The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-

cluded an authorization of $53,924.2 million 
for Research and Development for the De-
partment of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $56,816.6 
million. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$55,751.4 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $56,777.4 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice. 

Department of Defense science and technology 
funding 

The budget request contained $10,009.2 mil-
lion for defense science and technology, in-
cluding all defense-wide and military service 
funding for basic research, applied research, 
and advanced technology development. To 
address the conferees’ concerns with respect 
to critical shortcomings in the budget re-
quest, the conferees recommend an author-
ization of $10,384.7 million, an increase of 
$375.5 million for the defense science and 
technology (S&T) program. 

The conferees note that the budget request 
represents an increase of $1231.4 million, or 
14.0 percent above the amount requested for 
the fiscal year 2002 budget, and 2.7 percent of 
the budget request. The conferees also note 
that the amount in the budget request for 
science and technology is an increase of 
$132.0 million from the amount provided by 
Congress for fiscal year 2002. However, the 
Army and Navy science and technology ac-
counts each decreased more than 21 percent 
(nearly $400 million each). 

The conferees view defense science and 
technology investments as critical to main-
taining U.S. military technological superi-
ority in the face of growing and changing 
threats to national security interests around 
the world, and believe that both the defense 
agencies and the military departments have 
vital roles in the Department’s science and 
technology investment strategy. Although 
pleased with the overall progress in the de-
fense science and technology program, the 
conferees continue to be disturbed by the 
continuing trend of overall reduction in the 
military departments’ science and tech-
nology programs and the effect of that trend 
on the critical role that the military depart-
ments play in the transition of science and 
technology into acquisition programs. 

The conferees note the finding of the De-
fense Science Board Letter Report on the De-
partment of Defense Science and Technology 
Program (August 2000) which noted that a 
significant change in defense science and 
technology over the past 10 years has been 

the erosion of military department’s science 
and technology budgets. The report notes, 
and the conferees are aware, that a major 
reason the military departments’ science and 
technology budgets have declined is because 
the services have had to emphasize funding 
for current operations. The shift in funding 
away from science and technology raises 
issues of whether the services are investing 
sufficiently to properly address their long-
term technology needs. 

The Department’s science and technology 
program has long played a crucial role in the 
development of technology and in the edu-
cation and training of the scientific and en-
gineering personnel required to support the 
continuing technical advances critical to 
maintain superior military capabilities. The 
ability of today’s U.S. military forces to de-
ploy anywhere in the world, sustain forward 
presence, and win decisively on the battle-
field results from past investments in re-
search and technology. For more than 50 
years, these investments have enabled the 
Department of Defense to advance the fron-
tiers of knowledge and develop the tech-
nologies necessary to gain and maintain 
operational and technical superiority. 

The conferees commend the Department of 
Defense commitment to a goal of three per-
cent of the budget request for the defense 
science and technology program and progress 
toward this goal. The conferees also note the 
finding in the Defense Science Board report 
that successful high technology industries 
invest about 3.5 percent of sales in research 
(equivalent to the DOD S&T program) and 
the recommendation that S&T funding 
should be increased to ensure the continued 
long-term technical superiority of U.S. mili-
tary forces in the 21st Century. The con-
ferees believe that the Department must 
continue to provide the necessary invest-
ments in research and technologies that en-
sure a strong, stable, and robust science and 
technology program for our Armed Forces.
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ARMY 

Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, 
Army—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $6,918.5 million for 

Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Army in the Department of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $6,933.3 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$7,301.4 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $7,158.3 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00253 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8314 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00254 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

57
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

17



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8315November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00255 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

58
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

18



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8316 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00256 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

59
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

19



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8317November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00257 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

60
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

20



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8318 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00258 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

61
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

21



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8319November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00259 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

62
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

22



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8320 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00260 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

63
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

23



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8321November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00261 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

64
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

24



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8322 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00262 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

65
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

25



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8323November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00263 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

66
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

26



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8324 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00264 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

67
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

27



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8325November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00265 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

68
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

28



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8326 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00266 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

69
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

29



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8327November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00267 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

70
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

30



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8328 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00268 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

71
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

31



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8329November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00269 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

72
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

32



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8330 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00270 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

73
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

33



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8331November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00271 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

74
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

34



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8332 November 12, 2002

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00272 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.183 H12PT1 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 8

75
 E

H
12

N
O

02
.1

35



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8333November 12, 2002
NAVY 

Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, 
Navy—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $12,501.6 million 

for Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Navy in the Department of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $13,274.5 
million. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$12,913.1 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $13,244.2 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.
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Marine mammal research 

The budget request included $393.6 million 
in PE 61153N for basic research to support 
naval applications. 

The House bill would authorize an increase 
of $2.1 million to the budget request for ma-
rine mammal research. 

The Senate amendment would authorize an 
increase of $2.0 million to the budget re-
quest. 

The conferees recommend an increase of 
$2.0 million for basic research on marine 
mammals. The conferees support research on 
marine mammal behavior that can help ad-
dress heightened public concern about the ef-
fects of military and industrial activity on 
these animals, including additional behav-
ioral and acoustics research and efforts to 
detect the presence of marine mammals and 
take mitigating action to protect animals as 
necessary. 
Littoral support craft—experimental 

The budget request contained $57.6 million 
in PE 63123N for force protection advanced 
technology development but included no 
funds to continue the development of the 
Littoral Support Craft—Experimental (LSC–
X). The Office of Naval Research has pro-
posed to conduct a phased program to de-
velop and demonstrate an experimental lit-
toral support craft demonstrator that would 
provide the basis for operational experi-
ments on the contribution that such a craft 
could make to naval operations in the 
littorals, and $36.2 million for this purpose 
was provided in fiscal year 2002. 

The House bill would authorize an addi-
tional $13.7 million to continue development 
of the LSC–X. 

The Senate amendment included no simi-
lar recommendation. 

The statement of managers (H. Rept. 107–
333) accompanying the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public 
Law 107–107) directed the Secretary of the 

Navy to identify the set of experimental ob-
jectives that the LSC–X program is intended 
to explore and the objective measures of ef-
fectiveness that will be used to determine 
whether those objectives have been achieved. 
The conferees also directed the Secretary to 
define the program plan, the schedule, and 
the funding requirements for development of 
LSC–X. 

The Secretary of the Navy submitted a re-
port, dated August 6, 2002, that provides the 
Navy’s plan for the development of the LSC–
X. The report addresses the experimental 
concepts to be explored by naval forces in a 
phased plan that culminates in the use of the 
craft to test new technology and operational 
concepts which could be candidates for fu-
ture support of expeditionary and littoral op-
erations. The report stated that no addi-
tional funding would be required to build, 
outfit, and test the LSC–X prototype hull, 
beyond those funds already provided in fiscal 
year 2002. 

According to the Navy’s plan, the vessel 
should be ready for initial sea trials in the 
summer of 2004. The conferees also note the 
views expressed in the House report (H. Rept. 
107–33) that a littoral support craft demon-
strator such as the LSC–X design, which 
would include a modular payload capability 
that allows the use of different technology 
demonstrators and warfare mission modules, 
could be an effective experimental test bed 
for many of the technologies that might be 
chosen for use on a littoral combat ship 
(LCS). Elsewhere in this report, the con-
ferees have directed the Secretary of the 
Navy to address the role that various dem-
onstration platforms such as the LSC–X will 
play in the LCS acquisition strategy. 

The conferees direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to develop LSC–X as a complete sys-
tem, including such combat, communica-
tions and weapons systems interfaces as may 
be required to demonstrate technologies and 
modular payloads, such as the affordable 

weapon system, that might be considered for 
the LCS program. To that end, the conferees 
direct the Navy to include in the phase one 
‘‘design and build’’ portion of the program 
the total system interface definitions that 
will be required to demonstrate systems and 
technologies planned for the phase three 
‘‘technology and operational concept evalua-
tion’’ segment of the LSC–X program. 

The conferees also believe that the Navy 
should accelerate phase three to ensure that 
information required for application to a lit-
toral combat ship program will be available 
before the Navy requests funds to design 
such a ship. The conferees recognize that 
this may require a combination of science 
and technology and system development and 
demonstration funding. 

Therefore, the conferees agree to an in-
crease of $13.0 million in PE 63123N to con-
tinue development of the LSC–X demon-
strator. The conferees also direct the Sec-
retary to update his report on the develop-
ment plan and identify any funding required 
for the LSC–X program. The Secretary 
should submit that updated report with the 
budget request for fiscal year 2004.

AIR FORCE 

Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, 
Air Force—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $17,601.2 million 
for Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Air Force in the Department of De-
fense. 

The House bill would authorize $18,803.2 
million. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$18,611.2 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $18,337.1 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.
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Multi-sensor command and control constellation 

The budget request for the Defense Emer-
gency Response Fund (DERF), Security, 
Communications, and Information Oper-
ations activity included $488.0 million for the 
multi-sensor command and control con-
stellation (MC2C) program. This request in-
cluded $150.0 million for the purchase of a 
Boeing 767–400ER testbed aircraft for the 
multi-sensor command and control aircraft 
(MC2A) and $100.0 million for integration en-
gineering for that aircraft. The request also 
included $238.0 million to accelerate the ini-
tial sensor suite, known as the multi-plat-
form radar technology insertion program 
(MP–RTIP), for the MC2A aircraft and for 
the Global Hawk unmanned aerial vehicle. 
The budget request also included $191.1 mil-
lion in PE 27449F for the MC2C program, re-
flecting a total request of $679.1 million. 

The House bill would authorize the budget 
request. 

The Senate amendment would authorize a 
total of $429.1 million for the program. This 
decrease of $250.0 million was based on the 
belief that the Air Force did not have to 

budget for the testbed aircraft and its initial 
integration engineering in fiscal year 2003, 
since the MP–RTIP system would not be 
available to install in the aircraft until fis-
cal year 2007. 

The conferees agree to authorize a decrease 
of $75.0 million for the aircraft purchase and 
a decrease of $35.0 million for the associated 
integration engineering activities. 

The Air Force has informed the conferees 
that they have extended the schedule for 
manufacturing, integration engineering, and 
airworthiness flight testing for the MC2A 
testbed aircraft. The new estimate of the 
schedule would reduce the amount of time 
available to modify the aircraft to a configu-
ration that would support installation of the 
MP–RTIP sensor. The revised schedule calls 
for delivery of the testbed aircraft late in the 
third quarter of fiscal year 2004 rather than 
the originally planned delivery early in the 
first quarter of fiscal year 2004. 

The conferees agree that, under the revised 
schedule, the Air Force may begin the pur-
chase of the aircraft in fiscal year 2003, but 
should split the cost of the aircraft and inte-

gration engineering between fiscal years 2003 
and 2004. Since the schedule for the aircraft 
has been delayed, the conferees have deter-
mined that the Air Force does not require all 
of the funding originally requested for inte-
gration engineering tasks in fiscal year 2003. 

Therefore, the conferees agree to authorize 
a total of $569.1 million for the program, a 
total decrease of $110.0 million.

DEFENSE-WIDE 

Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, 
Defense-Wide—Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $16,613.6 million 
for Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Defense-Wide in the Department of De-
fense. 

The House bill would authorize $17,516.3 
million. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$16,496.9 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $17,659.1 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.
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Advanced aerospace systems 

The budget request included $246.0 million 
in PE 63285E for research to address high 
payoff opportunities associated with ad-
vanced aeronautical and space systems. 

The House bill would authorize a decrease 
of $50.0 million in PE 63285E. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
the budget request. 

The conferees agree to a $10.5 million re-
duction to PE 63285E. The conferees direct 
that this reduction not be assessed against 
the Unmanned Combat Air Vehicle pro-
grams. 

Arrow 
The budget request included $65.7 million 

in PE 63881C for the joint U.S./Israeli Arrow 
missile defense program. 

The House bill would authorize an increase 
of $91.0 million in PE 63881C for the Arrow 
program. 

The Senate amendment would authorize an 
increase of $40.0 million in PE 63881C for the 
Arrow program. 

The conferees strongly support the Arrow 
program and agree that, of the funding au-
thorized for the Missile Defense Agency, up 
to an additional $55.0 million may be used for 
the Arrow program. 

TEST AND EVALUATION 

Operational Test and Evaluation, Defense—
Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $222.1 million for 
Operational Test and Evaluation, Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $222.1 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$361.6 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $311.6 million. Unless noted explicitly in 
the statement of managers, all changes are 
made without prejudice.
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ITEMS OF SPECIAL INTEREST 

Biometric identification technology 
The budget request included the following 

amounts for research and development ac-
tivities related to information systems secu-
rity programs: (1) $394.3 million in PE 33140G; 
(2) $14.8 million in PE 33140A; (3) $18.4 million 
in PE 33140N; and (4) $9.4 million in PE 
33140F. Within those amounts, the budget re-
quest included $4.3 million in projects re-
lated to biometric and anti-tamper evalua-
tions in PE 33140G and $6.0 million in PE 
33140A supporting the Department of the 
Army and Department of Defense Executive 
Agent activities for biometrics. 

The House bill and the Senate amendment 
would support the budget request. 

The House report (H. Rept. 107–592) on the 
Intelligence Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2003 (H.R. 4628) would recommend $15.0 
million within PE 33140G for a national bio-
metric security project. 

The conferees understand that use of bio-
metric identification techniques could dra-
matically improve national infrastructure 
security. For example, biometric technology 
can be used for protecting electronic infor-
mation systems, ensuring the authenticity 
of communications, and deterring terrorist 
or other attacks against the national com-
munications infrastructure. 

The conferees believe that the Defense De-
partment’s biometrics research and develop-
ment programs might benefit from participa-
tion in a national-level consortium. That 
consortium might coordinate biometric re-
search, assess various biometric techniques, 
evaluate promising technologies, and edu-
cate information professionals. Such a con-
sortium approach might be used to mobilize 
and coordinate biometric expertise and pro-
vide an informed basis for integrating bio-
metric technologies into a comprehensive 
approach to infrastructure security. In so 
doing, a consortium could provide inde-
pendent, private sector advice and support 
on how best to deploy biometrics and bio-
metric technologies to help deter or respond 
to terrorist attacks against the national 
critical infrastructure. 

Therefore, the conferees encourage the Di-
rector of the National Security Agency to in-
vestigate the possibility of sponsoring a na-
tional biometric security project and provide 
the results of that investigation to the con-
gressional defense and intelligence commit-
tees when he completes that review. The 
conferees also believe that it would be appro-
priate to use resources from within the infor-
mation systems security program to conduct 
such a review. 
Delegation of research, development, test, and 

evaluation programs and activities 
The conferees support the efforts of the De-

partment of Defense to streamline and trans-
form itself in order to more effectively mod-
ernize and achieve its mission. The conferees 
are concerned, however, about recent efforts 
to devolve numerous research, development, 
test, and evaluation (RDT&E) programs 
within the Office of the Secretary of Defense 
(OSD) to the services and defense compo-
nents. In particular, the conferees note that 
several programs with significant congres-
sional interest are being transferred out of 
OSD, many of which are managed by OSD at 
congressional direction. It is the conferees’ 
understanding that these programs are being 
transferred to achieve staffing and budget 
goals within OSD, rather than to improve 
the execution or performance of the affected 
programs. 

The conferees believe that the level of sup-
port that these RDT&E programs will re-
ceive if managed by the services and defense 
components will be reduced without OSD 
oversight. In addition, many of these pro-

grams serve multiple military objectives, 
which may not be addressed if the programs 
are managed by the individual services or de-
fense components. 

Therefore, the conferees direct the Sec-
retary of Defense to halt any efforts to tran-
sition the following RDT&E programs to a 
particular service or defense component: (1) 
Strategic Environmental Research and De-
velopment Program; (2) Defense Experi-
mental Program to Stimulate Competitive 
Research; (3) Environmental Security Tech-
nology Certification Program; (4) In-House 
Laboratory Independent Research; (5) High 
Performance Computer Modernization Pro-
gram; (6) High Energy Laser Program; (7) 
Mentor Protege Program; (8) University Re-
search Initiative; (9) Foreign Comparative 
Test Program; and (10) Joint Robotics Pro-
gram. 

The conferees direct the Secretary of De-
fense to provide notification to Congress 
prior to the delegation of research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation activities and 
programs from the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense to a service or other defense compo-
nent outside of OSD. The conferees direct 
the Secretary to provide justification for any 
proposed delegations in the form of a man-
dated report. 

A report on a delegation of authority 
should include each of the following: (1) an 
identification of the Secretary of a military 
department or head of a defense agency or 
other element of the Department of Defense 
to whom the delegation is made; (2) an eval-
uation of how the delegation is expected to 
improve the efficiency and performance of 
the program or activity in accomplishing the 
stated goals and purposes of the program or
activity; (3) a description of plans for contin-
ued supervision of the program by the Office 
of the Secretary of Defense to ensure that 
the program or activity has sufficient re-
sources to accomplish its stated goals and 
purposes; and (4) an identification of any 
changes in existing law necessary to support 
the delegation and a request that such 
changes be enacted. 

The conferees note that any delegation of 
RDT&E activities or programs by the Sec-
retary of Defense shall be subject to careful 
congressional scrutiny. Some of the pro-
grams proposed for delegation were estab-
lished at the OSD level by statute and will 
require changes to such statutes or enact-
ment of specific authorization enabling the 
Secretary of Defense to delegate the pro-
gram, while others may involve strong con-
gressional interest. The conferees expect the 
Secretary of Defense to consider these legal 
requirements and congressional interests in 
rendering a decision on devolvement. 
Management of the chemical-biological defense 

program 
The conferees have been informed that on 

September 19, 2002, the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Lo-
gistics (USD(AT&L)) approved an acquisition 
decision memorandum that would reorganize 
management of the chemical-biological de-
fense program. The new streamlined man-
agement structure would place authority 
and accountability with specific individuals 
in an effort to improve the program’s effi-
ciency and responsiveness to warfighter and 
national security needs. Under the revised 
management structure, a Joint Program Ex-
ecutive Office (JPEO) would be established 
that would have responsibility for chemical- 
biological defense acquisition programs and 
would report through the Army Acquisition 
Executive to the Defense Acquisition Execu-
tive. Responsibility for chemical-biological 
defense science and technology programs, ex-
cept those programs separately funded and 
managed by the Defense Advanced Research 

Projects Agency (DARPA), would be assigned 
to the Defense Threat Reduction Agency 
(DTRA), which would also continue to per-
form funding management functions under 
the oversight of the Assistant to the Sec-
retary of Defense (Nuclear and Chemical and 
Biological Defense Programs) (ATSD(NCB)). 
Responsibility for overall coordination and 
integration of all activities within the chem-
ical-biological defense program, to include 
policy guidance, interagency and inter-
national coordination responsibility, and 
day-to-day oversight, would be exercised by 
the ATSD(NCB) in accordance with section 
1701 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 103–160). 
The ATSD(NCB) would establish and chair a 
permanent overarching integrated product 
team, consisting of representatives from the 
military services, the Joint Staff, and the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense, to assist 
the ATSD(NCB) in this oversight role. 

The conferees understand that the Joint 
Requirements Oversight Council has already 
established a Joint Requirements Office for 
Nuclear, Biological and Chemical (NBC) De-
fense in the Joint Staff, which replaces the 
current requirements process under the 
Joint NBC Defense Board and will integrate 
and establish priorities for chemical-biologi-
cal defense requirements. 

The conferees strongly support the Under 
Secretary’s objective of establishing a 
streamlined management structure for the 
chemical-biological defense program that 
will improve authority and accountability 
and will ensure that the program is better 
able to respond to warfighter and national 
needs. The conferees agree that the estab-
lishment of a JPEO responsible for acquisi-
tion programs will provide a single, dedi-
cated executive, who will be able to inte-
grate programs and funding across com-
modity areas and services and effectively 
link programmatic and acquisition author-
ity. The conferees believe that the JPEO 
should be established as a joint activity with 
subordinate program managers drawn from 
all the military services. 

The conferees are concerned, however, 
about the assignment of responsibility for 
the science and technology program to 
DTRA. 

The conferees note that the predominant 
expertise in the chemical-biological defense 
science and technology program resides in 
the military departments and particularly in 
the chemical-biological, medical biological, 
and medical chemical defense science and 
technology programs of the Army, which is 
currently responsible for approximately 70 
percent of the program. The conferees are 
concerned about how this existing technical 
expertise would continue to be leveraged 
under a science and technology program 
managed and executed by DTRA. 

The conferees note that, to date, DTRA’s 
direct participation in the chemical-biologi-
cal defense program has been limited, and a 
significant increase in DTRA’s management 
and chemical-biological science and tech-
nology capabilities would be required to take 
on the management and execution of the 
chemical- biological defense science and 
technology program. 

One key attribute of the military depart-
ments’ research and development labora-
tories and centers is their close contact with 
the services in the field that provides a con-
stant awareness of the needs of deployed sol-
diers, sailors, airmen, and marines. The con-
ferees are concerned about the ability of a 
separate science and technology program 
under DTRA to remain focused on acquisi-
tion program requirements and the need to 
meet the needs of the warfighter. 

The conferees believe that a close and ha-
bitual working relationship between the 
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science and technology community and the
acquisition community is necessary for the 
transition of maturing technologies into ac-
quisition programs. The conferees note the 
difficulty in transitioning technologies de-
veloped under DARPA’s biological warfare 
defense program into acquisition programs. 
The conferees believe it is important to 
maintain the close link between the acquisi-
tion and science and technology commu-
nities under the new program management. 

The conferees note further that the con-
gressional defense committees played a 
major role in establishing a defense-wide, in-
tegrated, and coordinated chemical and bio-
logical defense program that would meet the 
needs of U.S. Armed Forces and have closely 
monitored and maintained an intense inter-
est in this critical program. A principal fea-
ture of the program was the establishment in 
the Office of the Secretary of Defense of a 
strong focal point for chemical-biological de-
fense to provide overall policy and budget 
guidance and oversight for the program. 

The conferees do not want to prejudge the 
decision made by the USD(AT&L) and note 
that appropriate staff agencies have begun 
work on the detailed plans and procedures 
required to implement the acquisition deci-
sion memorandum. The conferees request 
that the concerns noted above be take into 
account in the development of those imple-
mentation plans. The conferees direct that 
the Under Secretary review the implementa-
tion plans and procedures with the congres-
sional defense committees before those plans 
become effective. 
Wide bandgap semiconductor electronics 

The budget request contained $5.5 million 
in PE 61153N for basic research and $30.0 mil-
lion in PE 62712E, $1.4 million in PE 62705A, 
$3.5 million in PE 62271N, $1.75 million in PE 
62204F for applied research in wide bandgap 
semiconductor electronics. 

The House would authorize an increase of 
$8.0 million in PE 62271N for wide bandgap 
semiconductor materials technology and an 
increase of $5.5 million in PE 63175C for sil-
icon carbide-based wide bandgap semicon-
ductor technology. 

The Senate amendment would authorize an 
increase of $2.5 million in PE 62271N for wide 
bandgap semiconductor materials and de-
vices for application in advanced power elec-
tronics, communications, and sensor sys-
tems, $2.5 million for silicon carbide mate-
rials and device research, and $1.5 million for 
advanced semiconductor materials research 
for high power amplifiers. The amendment 
would also authorize an increase of $10.0 mil-
lion in PE 63175C for wide bandgap semicon-
ductor technology. 

The conferees agree to authorize $5.5 mil-
lion in PE 61153N for basic research and $30.0 
million in PE 62712E, $1.4 million in PE 
62705A, and $1.75 million in PE 62204F for ap-
plied research in wide bandgap semicon-
ductor electronics as contained in the budget 
request. The conferees also agree to author-
ize increases in PE 62271N of $2.5 million for 
wide bandgap semiconductor materials and 
devices, $2.5 million for silicon carbide mate-
rials and devices, and $1.5 million for ad-
vanced semiconductor materials, and in-
creases in PE 63175C of $2.5 million for sil-
icon carbide-based wide bandgap semicon-
ductor technology and $2.5 million for 
gallium nitride technology. 

Section 212 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public 
Law 107–107) required the Secretary of De-
fense to carry out a cooperative program to 
develop and demonstrate advanced tech-
nologies and concepts for future naval radar 
systems and other applications with par-
ticular emphasis on development of ad-
vanced electronic materials to extend the 

range and sensitivity of radars. The con-
ferees have reviewed the report by the Direc-
tor of Defense Research and Engineering 
(DDRE), dated May 28, 2002, that addresses 
the cooperative program. Collaborating 
agencies under the overall direction of the 
DDRE include the Defense Advanced Re-
search Projects Agency (DARPA), the Navy, 
the Army, the Air Force, and the Missile De-
fense Agency. 

The conferees note that the program fo-
cuses on activities needed to accelerate the 
development, maturation, and transition of 
technologies for advanced electronic mate-
rials to extend the range and sensitivity of 
naval radars, including radio frequency/
microwave and high power wide bandgap 
semiconductor materials and devices, and re-
duce the technical risk and expedite the in-
sertion of the technology in military sys-
tems. While several insertion opportunities 
exist across the services, the next generation 
naval radar is the primary insertion target. 
To support that development, an objective of 
the overall wide bandgap program is to dem-
onstrate the ability to produce wide bandgap 
high power amplifiers that can be expected 
to meet cost and performance criteria of the 
Navy’s advanced ship-based radar plan for 
sea-based missile defense. The goal of the 
program for these devices is to achieve a suf-
ficient level of technology maturity to sup-
port the radar’s preliminary design review 
that is now anticipated to occur between fis-
cal year 2007 and 2008. 

The conferees note that the DDRE’s report 
reflected an initial investment in the col-
laborative program of $54.9 million in fiscal 
year 2002. The fiscal year 2003 budget request 
for the program totals $40.7 million, includ-
ing $30.0 million in DARPA, $3.7 million in 
the Navy, $1.8 million in the Air Force, $1.4 
million in the Army, and $3.9 million for De-
fense Production Act Title III authority to 
facilitate the transition of technologies 
through the establishment of enhanced pro-
duction capabilities. 

The conferees note that this level of fund-
ing is not consistent with previous analyses, 
which have recommended an increased 
science and technology investment in wide 
bandgap technology that would total ap-
proximately $50 million per year over a five-
year period, beginning in fiscal year 2002, in 
order to develop the technologies necessary 
to field advanced radar systems in time to 
meet the Navy and the Department of De-
fense (DOD) requirements in 2015. The con-
ference agreement increases the investment 
in the program to the recommended level. 

The conferees commend the participating 
DOD agencies for development of the col-
laborative program. The conferees place a 
high priority on the development of the tech-
nology for advanced wide bandgap semicon-
ductor materials and devices for future naval 
radar and other applications and intend to 
monitor the program closely. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 
Authorization of appropriations (sec. 201) 

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
201) that would authorize the recommended 
fiscal year 2003 funding levels for all re-
search, development, test, and evaluation ac-
counts. 

The House amendment contained a similar 
provision. 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 
Amount for defense science and technology (sec. 

202) 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $9,677.2 million for 
science and technology programs in the De-
partment of Defense. The Defense Emer-

gency Response Fund request included an au-
thorization of $332.0 million for science and 
technology programs. 

The House bill would authorize $10,350.2 
million. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$10,155.4 million. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $10,384.7 million for Department of Defense 
science and technology programs. Unless 
noted explicitly in the statement of man-
agers, all changes are made without preju-
dice. 

Defense health programs (sec. 203) 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded an authorization of $67.2 million for 
research, development, test, and evaluation 
activities for carrying out health care pro-
grams, projects, and activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

The House bill and Senate amendment 
would both authorize the amount of the 
budget request. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $67.2 million for research, development, 
test and evaluation activities for carrying 
out health care programs, projects, and ac-
tivities of the Department of Defense. 

Subtitle B—Program Requirements, 
Restrictions, and Limitations 

RAH–66 Comanche aircraft program (sec. 211) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
211) that would place a cost cap of $6.0 billion 
as the total amount that could be spent on 
the engineering and manufacturing develop-
ment (EMD) phase of the RAH–66 Comanche 
aircraft program. The provision would also 
require an annual Department of Defense In-
spector General program review until the 
EMD phase is completed. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of the 
Army to provide the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives with a quarterly report on the 
progress of the restructured RAH–66 Coman-
che aircraft program during fiscal year 2003. 

The conferees repeat both their strong sup-
port for and concern about the RAH–66 Co-
manche aircraft program as highlighted in 
the statement of managers accompanying 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107). The 
conferees believe this aircraft will be a 
transformational weapon system capable of 
an array of missions to include manned re-
connaissance, light attack, and network-cen-
tric warfare. The conferees, however, have 
been disappointed with the Army’s lack-
luster support in prior years for this pro-
gram. The Army has consistently failed to 
provide the appropriate funds required to en-
sure that the program could meet its earlier 
established fiscal year 2006 initial oper-
ational capability (IOC), resulting in pro-
gram slips and numerous program restruc-
tures. 

In the aforementioned statement of man-
agers, the conferees questioned the reli-
ability of any new cost estimates and EMD 
program milestones and expected an accu-
rate estimate of funds required to complete 
EMD and the new time line and plan for 
bringing the Comanche to IOC to be sub-
mitted with the fiscal year 2003 budget re-
quest. (Section 211 of the House bill ad-
dressed this lack of response.)

The Army has finally reacted to this con-
cern and is once again restructuring the pro-
gram, the sixth such restructuring since fis-
cal year 1988, with an approximate $4.0 bil-
lion infusion of funds to complete the EMD 
phase of the program. The information the 
Army has belatedly provided the conferees 

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 04:59 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00342 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.189 H12PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8403November 12, 2002
gives some cause for hope that the program 
is now more realistically structured and 
funded to field this critical capability for the 
Objective Force beginning in fiscal year 2009. 
The conferees believe the commissioning of a 
Comanche Independent Review Panel, which 
contributed to this restructuring, and the 
Army’s due consideration of that panel’s rec-
ommendations are positive steps. The con-
ferees will closely monitor the upcoming De-
fense Acquisition Board’s decision on the re-
structured program and subsequent actions 
related to this program as reflected in the 
quarterly reports required by this con-
ference. The conferees reiterate their con-
cern that the program remain on schedule 
during fiscal year 2003 and be adequately 
funded in the out years to meet the new fis-
cal year 2009 IOC. 
Extension of requirements relating to manage-

ment responsibility for naval mine counter-
measures programs (sec. 212) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
212) that would extend, through fiscal year 
2008, the requirement for the Under Sec-
retary of Defense (Acquisition, Technology, 
and Logistics) (USD(AT&L)) to have primary 
responsibility for developing and testing 
naval mine countermeasures (MCM) systems. 
The provision would permit waiving that re-
quirement annually, subject to certification 
by the Secretary of Defense that: (1) the Sec-
retary of the Navy (SECNAV) has submitted 
an updated mine countermeasures master 
plan; (2) the budget for that fiscal year pro-
poses sufficient resources for executing that 
plan; and (3) the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff (CJCS) concurs with the plan 
and resources. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Joint Requirements 
Oversight Council (JROC) to carry out title 
10 responsibilities regarding the Secretary of 
the Navy MCM plan. The amendment would 
also require the USD(AT&L) to submit a no-
tification to the congressional defense com-
mittees if the Navy intends to change the 
plan and budget that have been certified and 
submitted to Congress. 

The USD(AT&L) letter to Congress, dated 
February 6, 2002, provided a review of the 
Navy’s fiscal year 2002 MCM plan. That let-
ter stated, ‘‘the assessments continue to 
show that the programmed changes in equip-
ment and force structure will significantly 
reduce the time required to counter a mine 
threat and hence, validate the Navy invest-
ment strategy.’’ The SECNAV reported in a 
letter to Congress on March 25, 2002, that 
‘‘the Commander, Fleet Forces Command 
has conducted a fleet review of all Mine 
Countermeasures Plans and Programs (MCM) 
and Operational Requirements Documents 
(ORDs) and concurs with all programs and 
ORDs.’’ In a letter to Congress, dated April 
18, 2002, the USD(AT&L) certified the Navy 
MCM program for fiscal year 2003. 

Despite the USD(AT&L) and CJCS reviews 
and subsequent certification of both the fis-
cal year 2002 and 2003 SECNAV MCM plans 
and budget requests, the Navy has recently 
taken actions without congressional con-
sultation or notification to change those 
plans and associated programs significantly. 
These actions occurred after a hearing cycle 
which included reviews of both MCM plans 
and programs and the processes for changing 
those plans and programs. 

Recent events have included the following: 
(1) Senior Navy officials testified before 

Congress that congressional consultation 
and concurrence would be sought prior to re-
moving appropriated and authorized capa-
bilities from Navy ships. 

(2) Shortly after the USD(AT&L) sub-
mitted the fiscal year 2003 certification, a 

senior member of the staff of the Chief of 
Naval Operations, apparently without con-
sultation with the Director of Expeditionary 
Warfare and without consulting or notifying 
Congress, issued an order for the DDG–51 pro-
gram manager to delete certain organic 
mine countermeasures capability from ships 
that were nearing delivery and that were 
under construction. This action had the ef-
fect of making a fundamental change to the 
programs upon which the USD(AT&L) made 
his certification. 

(3) In August, two senior military officers, 
without consultation or notification to Con-
gress, issued an order to remove a key MCM 
system that was included in the approved, 
certified, appropriated and authorized MCM 
plan. 

The conferees believe that these cir-
cumstances are sufficient evidence for their 
concern regarding the oversight of MCM pro-
grams and for requiring that the Department 
provide closer supervision of the execution of 
the certified plans and budgets. 
Revised requirements for plan for Manufac-

turing Technology Program (sec. 213) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

214) that would revise the requirements for 
the annual plan for the Manufacturing Tech-
nology Program (ManTech). 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Advanced SEAL Delivery System (sec. 214)

The Senate bill contained a provision (sec. 
212) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to use any funds that were author-
ized and appropriated for fiscal year 2002 for 
Advanced SEAL Delivery System (ASDS) ad-
vance procurement, but are no longer needed 
for that purpose, for fiscal year 2003 ASDS 
research, development, test and evaluation. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize the Secretary of De-
fense to transfer $13.7 million, which was au-
thorized and appropriated for fiscal year 2002 
for ASDS advance procurement, to fiscal 
year 2003 ASDS research, development, test 
and evaluation. 
Army experimentation program regarding design 

of the objective force (sec. 215) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec.213) that would require the Sec-
retary of the Army to submit a report to 
Congress on the details of an Objective Force 
experimentation program no later than 
March 30, 2003, and to fund that experimen-
tation program as a separate program ele-
ment in the fiscal year 2004 budget request 
submission to Congress. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would extend the date for the report 
submission to March 31, 2003. 
Program to provide Army with self-propelled 

Future Combat Systems non-line-of-sight 
cannon indirect fire capability for the objec-
tive force (sec. 216) 

The budget request contained $475.6 mil-
lion, composed of $246.5 million in PE 63854A 
and $229.1 million in PE 64854A for continued 
development of the Crusader self-propelled 
artillery system. 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec.214) that would move the $475.6 mil-
lion requested in the fiscal year 2003 budget 
for the Crusader artillery system to a dif-
ferent budget line—the Army’s Future Com-
bat Systems (FCS)—to be used only to meet 
the Army’s organic indirect fire needs. Upon 
submission of the report to Congress re-
quired by the provision, the Secretary of De-
fense would be allowed to seek to reprogram 

the funds for Crusader termination costs, for 
continued research and development of the 
Crusader artillery system, or for other Army 
programs identified as the best available al-
ternatives to the Crusader for providing im-
proved indirect fire for the Army. The provi-
sion would require the Chief of Staff of the 
Army to complete a review of the full range 
of Army programs that could provide im-
proved indirect fire for the Army over the 
next 20 years and submit his recommenda-
tions. The provision would further require an 
annual report to be submitted to the con-
gressional defense committees on the invest-
ments proposed to be made on indirect fire 
programs for the Army. 

The report required by the provision was 
submitted to Congress by the Chief of Staff 
of the Army, through the Office of the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Logis-
tics and Technology on July 26, 2002. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion, but the report accompanying the bill 
directed the Secretary of Defense to con-
tinue Crusader development until comple-
tion of the Army’s Analysis of Alternatives 
in support of the Milestone B decision for 
Crusader scheduled for the third quarter of 
fiscal year 2003. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would direct the Secretary of Defense to 
carry out a program to provide the Army, no 
later than fiscal year 2008, with a self-pro-
pelled Future Combat Systems (FCS) Non-
Line-of-Sight (NLOS) Cannon to equip the 
Objective Force. 

The conferees have carefully considered 
the Secretary of Defense’s decision to termi-
nate the Crusader Artillery System and the 
budget amendment request the Administra-
tion submitted to the congressional defense 
committees to transfer the $475.6 million re-
quested for Crusader in the fiscal year 2003 
budget request to other programs. The Army 
Chief of Staff has reported that he ‘‘fully 
supports OSD proposals to accelerate Army 
precision fire initiatives and further develop 
other programs to enhance fire support to 
ground forces. However, the acceleration of 
existing programs alone will not fully meet 
the operational requirement for organic, in-
direct fires by 2008.’’ He recommends funding 
the fielding of a Future Combat Systems 
Non-Line-of-Sight Cannon and establishing a 
networked fires capability by 2008, stating 
that ‘‘we cannot fully employ Objective 
Force operational concepts without this ca-
pability.’’ 

The conferees believe that, in order to de-
liver such a system by 2008, maximum advan-
tage should be taken of technology devel-
oped through other programs, such as the 
composite armored vehicle, Crusader, and 
the joint United States-United Kingdom Fu-
ture Scout and Cavalry System. 

To reduce risk in this effort, the conferees 
have authorized increases totaling $293.0 mil-
lion to the $475.6 million requested for Cru-
sader in the fiscal year 2003 budget request 
as reflected in the following program ele-
ments:

[In millions of dollars] 

PE 62303A Missile Technology: Micro 
Electro-mechanical Systems 
(MEMS) ........................................... 15.0 

PE 63005A Combat Vehicle and Auto-
motive Advanced Technology: Fu-
ture Scout and Cavalry Vehicle 
Demo .............................................. 10.0 

PE 63645A Future Combat Sys Dem/
Val: F 48 NetFires ........................... 114.5

PE 63778A MLRS Product Imp. Pro-
gram: 

HIMARS ......................................... 10.0 
Guided MLRS ................................. 45.0

PE 63802A Weapons and Munitions—
ADV DEV: Precision Guided Mortar 
Munitions (PGMM) ......................... 10.8 
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PE 64645A Armored System Mod-

ernization: Future Combat System 105.0
PE 63854A Artillery Systems Dem/

Val: F 47 FCS NLOS Cannon ........... 368.5 
PE 64814A Artillery Munitions—EMD: 

Excalibur ........................................ 48.3
PE 64854A Artillery Sys—EMD: Pal-

adin ................................................. 7.5 
PE 23726A Army Field Artillery Data 

Sys .................................................. 4.0 
PE 23735A Combat Vehicle Improve-

ment Program: Abrams Engine ...... 28.6 
PE 35204A Tactical Unmanned Aerial 

Vehicle ............................................ 11.4
Prohibition on transfer of Medical Free Electron 

Laser program (sec. 217) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 217 ) that would prohibit the trans-
fer of the Department of Defense Medical 
Free Electron Laser (MFEL) Program to any 
other department or agency of the Federal 
Government. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment. 

The conferees note that the MFEL pro-
gram continues to fund high quality, peer-re-
viewed research that is oriented towards 
military medical applications. The conferees 
believe that the program transfer was inap-
propriate and, therefore, support the reten-
tion and funding of the MFEL program with-
in the Department of Defense. 
Littoral combat ship program (sec. 218)

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded no funding for research and develop-
ment for a littoral combat ship (LCS). The 
Senate amendment contained a provision 
(sec. 219J) that would authorize 4.0 million in 
PE 63563N to develop requirements for a lit-
toral ship. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize $4.0 million in PE 
63563N to develop requirements for a littoral 
combat ship and would require certain re-
porting requirements from the Secretary of 
the Navy. 

Subsequent to hearings and markup by the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives of the fis-
cal year 2003 authorization request, Navy of-
ficials requested additional funding author-
ization for research and development of an 
LCS. 

An LCS program may be necessary to pro-
vide capabilities to carry out the National 
Military Strategy. However, neither the Of-
fice of the Secretary of Defense, the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, nor the Navy has provided 
any indication that they have completed suf-
ficient work on any number of prerequisites 
that the Department of Defense (DOD) is re-
quired to meet before concluding that new 
development is required to provide the capa-
bilities inherent in an LCS. These include re-
quirements in title 10, United States Code, 
and internal DOD directives, such as DOD 
5000.2–R Mandatory Procedures for Major De-
fense Acquisition Programs and Chairman, 
Joint Chiefs of Staff (CJCS) Instruction 
3170.01B. 

The LCS has not been vetted through the 
Joint Requirements Oversight Council 
(JROC) process, particularly regarding pos-
sible alternatives and the relative priority to 
meet valid requirements. This should be 
completed prior to initiation of any program 
which is intended to support joint combat 
operations. 

The conferees believe that the Navy needs 
to assess the adequacy of existing and 
planned platforms to test the littoral combat 
ship concept and how these platforms will be 
used in the development, test, and evalua-

tion of the LCS and its mission modules. The 
conferees strongly believe that the Navy 
must capitalize on ongoing and planned ex-
periments, demonstrations, and evaluations 
of existing, prototype, and experimental hull 
forms and platforms to better inform the 
Navy’s decisions on the LCS. Some of these 
have been completed, but others are planned 
and await modification or construction of 
the hull form and platform demonstrators. 

The conferees are also concerned that the 
Navy’s strategy for the LCS does not clearly 
identify the plan and funding for develop-
ment and evaluation of the mission modules 
upon which the operational capability of the 
LCS will depend. The conferees believe that 
the strategy for LCS development must pro-
vide for the identification, transition, and 
integration of the component technologies 
and subsystems to be included in the several 
mission modules and for the evaluation of 
each mission module as a system before its 
deployment on the LCS. 

The conferees expect the JROC and the 
Navy to specifically deal with a number of 
concerns in fulfilling the requirements in the 
LCS provision. These include: 

(1) Assessing the extent to which un-
manned systems could be capable of com-
pleting the missions instead of a manned 
LCS vessel. Briefings on the LCS indicate 
that an LCS would be used for operations de-
termined to be ‘‘too risky’’ for larger surface 
combatants. This raises questions about the 
level of risk the Navy has determined to be 
acceptable for an LCS that is unacceptable 
for larger surface combatants. 

(2) Identifying the threat or threats that 
have negated the Navy’s previous invest-
ments in multi-mission ships and made the 
missions of anti-submarine warfare, anti-sur-
face warfare, and anti-mine warfare ‘‘too 
risky’’ for these ships. The Navy has invested 
heavily in providing combatants of all types 
and displacements with onboard and offboard 
sensors, weapons, and information 
connectivity. This investment was directed 
to ensure that multi-mission ships could op-
erate at any time and in any place. 

(3) Determining the level of support from 
other combatants and auxiliaries that LCS 
vessels will require, and whether this will 
lead to altered planning assumptions for 
sizing the force. An open question regarding 
a ‘‘focused mission’’ vessel such as an LCS is 
whether the vessel will be able to operate 
with impunity in the presence of threats out-
side its focused mission warfare area. If not, 
the Navy may have to adjust operating and 
support concepts in more significant ways 
than merely adding LCS vessels to the cur-
rent battle group. 

(4) Identifying the appropriate level of hel-
icopter support in the baseline LCS vessel. 
The naval helicopter has been a proven key 
capability for combatant surface ships when 
conducting the three primary warfare areas 
stated for LCS. Navy briefings indicate that 
the LCS will require a helicopter capability 
to carry out its missions and will operate 
forward of the battle group. Nevertheless, 
the Navy appears to have forgotten the les-
sons learned from the first flight of Arleigh 
Burke-class destroyers and has not included 
a naval helicopter hangar as a key require-
ment for the LCS. 

(5) Assessing the implications of using and 
supporting non-marinized systems as compo-
nent capabilities on LCS vessels. For exam-
ple, the Navy has indicated the desire for 
using OH–58D helicopters on LCS. Although 
these Army helicopters have flown from 
Navy ships for short periods, they have lim-
ited capabilities for LCS mission areas. 
Naval helicopters, however, have the dura-
bility and system integration required to 
provide joint and battle group synergism for 
LCS missions. 

(6) Identifying whether there are changes 
in tactics and procedures which the Navy 
could apply to current platforms and con-
cepts of operations that would accomplish 
the envisioned LCS missions without putting 
additional pressure on an already under-
funded ship acquisition plan. 

(7) Assessing the assignment of LCS-unique 
missions to the U.S. Coast Guard, close al-
lies, or coalition partners. If we are to con-
tinue assuming joint and coalition warfare, 
perhaps the U.S. Navy could count on the 
Coast Guard or smaller navies of allies to 
contribute more effectively by performing 
‘‘small ship’’ mission. 

SUBTITLE C—BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE 
Report requirements relating to ballistic missile 

defense programs (sec. 221) 
The Senate amendment contained provi-

sions (secs. 222 and 223) that would require 
the Secretary of Defense to submit to the 
congressional defense committees reports 
containing programmatic information on the 
Ground-based Midcourse and Air-based Boost 
programs. The Senate amendment also con-
tained a provision (sec. 221) that would re-
quire the Department to submit to the con-
gressional defense committees reports con-
taining operational assessments of these pro-
grams by the Director of Operational Test 
and Evaluation (DOT&E) and an annual re-
view of the cost, schedule, and performance 
criteria of all ballistic missile defense (BMD) 
programs by the Joint Requirements Over-
sight Council (JROC). 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The conferees agree that the Department 
must provide adequate programmatic infor-
mation on BMD programs to the congres-
sional defense committees and notes that the 
annual budget justification materials, to-
gether with the report on the cost, schedule, 
testing, and performance goals of BMD pro-
grams required by section 232 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2002 (Public Law 107–107), are appropriate ve-
hicles for transmitting such information. 

Therefore, the Senate recedes on sections 
221, 222 and 223 with an amendment that 
would require the Secretary of Defense to 
annually submit to Congress, with the budg-
et justification materials, the performance 
goals and development baselines for each 
block of each BMD system that could be 
fielded and for BMD systems that have been 
designated by Congress as special interest 
items. The amendment would require sub-
mission of funding profiles (i.e., year-by-year 
funding estimates) for each block of each 
BMD system that could be fielded. 

Finally, the amendment would require the 
JROC to perform a one-time review of the 
cost, schedule, and performance criteria for 
BMD programs in order to assess the validity 
of those criteria in relation to military re-
quirements and to include the results of the 
review with the annual statement of BMD 
cost, schedule, and performance goals re-
quired by the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 
107–107). 

The conferees believe that a cooperative 
relationship between the Director of Oper-
ational Test and Evaluation and the Missile 
Defense Agency is and will remain important 
to successful execution of ballistic missile 
defense programs. The conferees are con-
cerned that DOT&E reporting on BMD pro-
grams, included in the DOT&E annual report 
dated February 2002, may not have been 
based on information generated with a suffi-
cient level of interaction between MDA and 
DOT&E. The conferees are encouraged by re-
cent statements by DOT&E that DOT&E in-
volvement in BMD programs is now accept-
able and expect that the Missile Defense 
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Agency will continue to work cooperatively 
with DOT&E. 
Responsibility of Missile Defense Agency for re-

search, development, test, and evaluation 
related to system improvements of programs 
transferred to military departments (sec. 
222) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
232) that would amend title 10, United States 
Code, to require the Director of the Missile 
Defense Agency to retain responsibility for 
research, development, test and evaluation 
related to improvements of missile defense 
systems and system components that have 
been transferred to the military departments 
for procurement and fielding. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Limitation on obligation of funds for Theater 

High Altitude Area Defense Program pend-
ing submission of required life-cycle cost in-
formation (sec. 223) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 224) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to submit to Congress by 
January 15, 2003, certain types of pro-
grammatic information for the Theater High 
Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) program, in-
cluding the development schedule and 
planned procurement schedule. The provi-
sion would also require submission of a life 
cycle cost estimate specifically required by 
section 232 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 
107–107) for programs such as THAAD in their 
Engineering and Manufacturing Develop-
ment phase. The provision would specify 
that no more than 50 percent of the amount 
authorized to be appropriated in fiscal year 
2003 for THAAD may be expended until the 
congressional defense committees have re-
ceived the information required by the provi-
sion. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would specify that no more than 85 per-
cent of the amount authorized to be appro-
priated in fiscal year 2003 for THAAD may be 
obligated until Congress has received the life 
cycle cost estimate required by last year’s 
National Defense Authorization Act. Other 
reporting requirements related to THAAD 
are included in Section 221. 

The conferees note that a development 
schedule and planned procurement schedule 
need to be developed in order to provide such 
a life cycle cost estimate. The conferees also 
recognize that the Missile Defense Agency 
(MDA) plans to evolve missile defense sys-
tem capabilities through spiral development 
and will acquire the ballistic missile defense 
systems in an evolutionary acquisition proc-
ess. The conferees expect that MDA will pro-
vide the congressional defense committees 
the basis for understanding the THAAD life 
cycle cost estimate. 

The conferees also note that under the De-
fense Department’s plan for obligation of 
THAAD funding, the Department should 
have until February 2003 to submit the re-
quired life cycle cost estimate prior to any 
adverse funding impacts to the THAAD pro-
gram. Therefore, the conferees expect the 
life cycle cost estimate to be provided on or 
before the date of submission of the fiscal 
year 2004 budget justification materials in 
February 2003. 
Provision of information on flight testing of 

Ground-based Midcourse National Missile 
Defense system (sec. 224) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 227) that would require the Direc-
tor of the Missile Defense Agency (MDA) to 
submit to the congressional defense commit-

tees a thorough report on each flight test of 
the Ground-based Midcourse national missile 
defense system no later than 120 days after 
the test. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Director of the MDA 
to communicate to Congress the results of 
each flight test, including a thorough discus-
sion of the content and objectives of the test, 
a statement regarding whether each objec-
tive was achieved, and a discussion of the 
reasons, if any, for not achieving the objec-
tives. 

The conferees note that the amendment, 
which does not require a report by a fixed 
date months after the flight test, would pro-
vide the Director of the MDA the flexibility 
to provide Congress with more complete in-
formation in a more timely fashion. 
References to new name for Ballistic Missile De-

fense Organization (sec. 225) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
233) that would make appropriate con-
forming changes to reflect the change of the 
Ballistic Missile Defense Organization’s 
name to the Missile Defense Agency. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 225). 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 
One-year limitation on use of funds for nuclear 

armed interceptors (sec. 226) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 226) that would prevent any funds 
from being obligated for research, develop-
ment, test, evaluation, procurement or de-
ployment of nuclear armed interceptors for a 
missile defense system. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would prohibit obligation of any fiscal 
year 2003 funds. 
Subtitle D—Improved Management of De-

partment of Defense Test and Evaluation 
Facilities 
Department of Defense Test Resource Man-

agement Center (sec. 231) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 231) that would establish a Depart-
ment of Defense (DOD) Test and Evaluation 
Resource Enterprise, which would report to 
the Director of Operational Test and Evalua-
tion. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would establish a DOD Test Resource 
Management Center. The Test Resource 
Management Center would be a DOD Field 
Activity headed by a Director, who would be 
a three-star officer, and a Deputy Director, 
who would be a senior civilian with substan-
tial experience in the field of test and eval-
uation. The Director would be subject to su-
pervision by the Under Secretary of Defense 
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics. 
The Director would report directly to the 
Under Secretary without intervening author-
ity. 

Under the conference amendment, the Test 
Resource Management Center would be re-
sponsible for developing a strategic plan for 
DOD test and evaluation resources; review-
ing and certifying the adequacy of proposed 
DOD budgets for test and evaluation activi-
ties; and administering the Central Test and 
Evaluation Investment Program (CTEIP) 
and the DOD program for test and evaluation 
science and technology. 

The CTEIP and science and technology 
programs would not be transferred to the 
Center until the beginning of the first fiscal 
year after the Department submits a stra-

tegic plan for test and evaluation resources 
to the congressional defense committees. 
The conferees expect that CTEIP funds will 
continue to be used to fund the development 
of critically needed, high priority test and 
evaluation capabilities for joint and multi-
service requirements. The CTEIP program is 
not intended to be a substitute for adequate 
funding of service-specific test and evalua-
tion capabilities by the military services. 

Objective for institutional funding of test and 
evaluation facilities (sec. 232) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 232) that would transfer testing 
funds from the research and development 
programs of the military departments and 
defense agencies to the major test and eval-
uation investment accounts of the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 
to establish the objective of ensuring that, 
by fiscal year 2006: (1) the institutional and 
overhead costs of the Major Range and Test 
Facility Base (MRTFB) are fully funded 
through the Department’s major test and 
evaluation investment accounts and other 
direct appropriations; and (2) no more than 
the direct costs for the use of the MRTFB fa-
cilities and resources are charged to users of 
the MRTFB. 

The conferees expect the Secretary of De-
fense to submit a budget for fiscal year 2004 
that will begin to fund the military depart-
ments and defense agency MRTFB institu-
tional programs at a level such as to achieve 
the above objective by fiscal year 2006. 

Uniform financial management system for De-
partment of Defense test and evaluation fa-
cilities (sec. 233) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 234) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to implement a single fi-
nancial management and accounting system 
for all test and evaluation facilities of the 
Department of Defense (DOD) within two 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary to imple-
ment a single financial management and ac-
counting system for test and evaluation fa-
cilities as soon as possible, with the objec-
tive that such system be implemented no 
later than September 30, 2006. 

Test and evaluation workforce improvements 
(sec. 234) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 235) that would require the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Tech-
nology and Logistics to develop a plan to en-
sure that the test and evaluation workforce 
of the Department of Defense (DOD) is of suf-
ficient size and has the expertise needed to 
ensure that the testing of DOD systems iden-
tifies issues of military suitability and effec-
tiveness in a timely and accurate manner. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment. 

Compliance with testing requirements (sec. 235) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 236) that would require the Direc-
tor of Operational Test and Evaluation to in-
clude an assessment of waivers of and devi-
ations from testing requirements in his an-
nual report to Congress. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
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Subtitle E—Other Matters 

Pilot programs for revitalizing Department of 
Defense laboratories (sec. 241) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
213) that would reauthorize pilot programs 
intended to revitalize Department of Defense 
laboratories. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 241) that would reauthor-
ize and expand the same pilot programs. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would eliminate the establishment of 
new excepted service positions under the 
pilot program. 

The conferees are concerned that the De-
partment of Defense has made very limited 
use of authorities granted under this and 
other pilot and demonstration programs that 
could help address personnel and other issues 
at laboratories and test centers. Congress 
has provided the Department with consider-
able legislative authority for personnel re-
form, which remains unused. It is the intent 
of Congress that the authority granted to 
the Secretary under section 342 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year of 1995 (Public Law 103–337) and section 
1114 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106–398) 
be broadly and expansively interpreted by 
the Secretary and that the Secretary exer-
cises his discretion to the fullest extent of 
the law to address the unique personnel 
issues associated with government scientists 
and engineers. These pilot programs and 
other demonstration projects should be used 
to experiment with novel personnel systems, 
procedures, and new business practices to de-
rive lessons learned and help shape a coordi-
nated strategy to address personnel and lab-
oratory reform issues in the future. 
Technology Transition Initiative (sec. 242) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
215) that would establish a program to accel-
erate the transition of technologies into 
fielded defense systems. 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 242) that would establish a similar 
program. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would modify the Technology Transi-
tion Initiative and its procedures. 

The Technology Transition Initiative es-
tablishes a joint funding mechanism for 
transition projects between the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense and a military service 
or defense agency. The Initiative also estab-
lishes a Department-wide Technology Tran-
sition Council consisting of representatives 
of the science and technology, acquisition, 
and operational communities that would ad-
vise the Initiative Manager on the Initiative 
as well as other technology transition issues. 

The conferees direct the Initiative Man-
ager to work with the science and tech-
nology community and the acquisition com-
munity to develop memoranda of agreement, 
joint funding agreements, and other coopera-
tive arrangements and to utilize innovative 
contracting arrangements and acquisition 
procedures to provide for carrying out 
projects under the Initiative in an efficient 
manner. 

The conferees note that it is the intent of 
this provision to provide flexibility to the 
Department regarding the use and activities 
of the Technology Transition Council. Under 
this provision, the formal council would 
meet periodically to discuss technology 
transition issues, especially those relating to 
the Initiative and its projects. The organiza-
tions represented on the Council, however, 
are free to designate representatives to sup-
port the detailed technical reviews and fund-
ing decision-making processes that will be 
part of the Initiative. 

The conferees note that the Technology 
Transition Initiative does not replace, but 

complements, the responsibility of the sen-
ior acquisition executives of the Department 
of Defense, the military departments, and 
the heads of the Defense agencies with re-
search and development responsibilities 
under section 5358, title 10, United States 
Code, to ensure that the science and tech-
nology programs under their authority are 
carried out in such manner that will foster 
the transition of science and technology to 
higher levels of research, development, test, 
and evaluation. 

The conferees direct the Comptroller Gen-
eral to review and evaluate the Technology 
Transition Initiative, the Defense Acquisi-
tion Challenge Program, and the Small Busi-
ness Outreach program for combating ter-
rorism. These reviews should occur two 
years after the enactment of the provisions, 
so as to provide the Department sufficient 
time to organize and establish the programs. 
The reviews should assess the implementa-
tion of the programs relative to congres-
sional intent. The reviews should also rec-
ommend any necessary changes to improve 
the programs, including incentives for par-
ticipation by services and agencies, organi-
zational structure, and changes to the acqui-
sition workforce. For example, the review 
should assess the cost savings generated by 
the programs and the use of those savings by 
participating organizations to support other 
missions. 
Defense Acquisition Challenge Program (sec. 

243) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

216) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to establish the Defense Acquisition 
Challenge Program, a pilot program to pro-
mote the insertion of unique and innovative 
technologies (‘‘challenge proposals’’) into ex-
isting Department of Defense (DOD) acquisi-
tion programs. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would provide that the Secretary act 
through the Under Secretary of Defense for 
Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics 
(USD(AT&L)), in carrying out the program. 
The amendment would provide that the 
Under Secretary prescribe procedures for the 
submission of challenge proposals through 
the unsolicited proposal process or in re-
sponse to a broad agency announcement 
issued to solicit challenge proposals. The 
amendment would also provide that the 
Under Secretary establish panels to carry 
out preliminary evaluations of challenge 
proposals and prescribe criteria to be consid-
ered in those evaluations and would estab-
lish additional criteria to be considered by 
the program office and the prime system 
contractor in consideration of those chal-
lenge proposals referred for a full review and 
evaluation. 

The conferees believe that the panels will 
be an important tool in the preliminary 
screening and identification of meritorious 
challenge proposals and that the amended 
provision would provide the USD(AT&L) the 
flexibility needed to prescribe proper panel 
make-up. The composition of the panels may 
change ranging from a technical level review 
by knowledgeable scientists and tech-
nologists to a very senior level blue ribbon 
panel, depending on the issue or technology 
being reviewed. The conferees expect that re-
view panels would take a ‘‘best value’’ ap-
proach in evaluation of challenge proposals. 

The conferees believe that the use of the 
broad agency announcement and the unsolic-
ited proposal process under procedures pre-
scribed by the USD(AT&L) will provide the 
Department the ability to manage the sub-
mission of challenge proposals and to iden-
tify specific technology areas of interest and 

areas that could be transitioned rapidly into 
fielded programs under a broad agency an-
nouncement, while at the same time allow-
ing prospective contractors the opportunity 
to propose innovations for a program at any 
time under the unsolicited proposal process. 
The conferees believe that the authority for 
appropriate DOD officials to identify and 
refer unsolicited challenge proposals to a 
panel would permit their expeditious review 
under appropriate circumstances. Upon com-
pletion of a preliminary review by a panel, 
those challenge proposals with merit would 
be requested to submit a more detailed pro-
posal to be reviewed by the Government pro-
gram office and the prime system contractor 
for the impacted program. The conferees 
note that the detailed analyses should in-
clude a cost estimate and examination of rel-
evant industrial base issues. 

The conferees believe that the challenge 
program could provide an excellent avenue 
for accelerating the introduction of new and 
innovative technology into defense acquisi-
tion programs and that program offices and 
prime contractors should be encouraged to 
incorporate such approaches as new tech-
nology insertions by appropriate incentives, 
such as share-in savings approaches. 

The conferees also believe that the Under 
Secretary should establish procedures for 
adoption of those extraordinary challenge 
proposals that, based on their evaluation, 
promise such far-reaching improvements in 
performance, affordability, 
manufacturability, or operational capability 
that a termination of a contract for the con-
venience of the Government and an award of 
a contract for insertion of the technology 
would be justified. 
Encouragement of small businesses and non-

traditional defense contractors to submit 
proposals potentially beneficial for com-
bating terrorism (sec. 244)

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 243) that would establish a program 
to assist the Department of Defense in uti-
lizing small businesses and nontraditional 
defense contractors in developing tech-
nologies to combat terrorism. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 

The conferees direct the Department to use 
all available electronic commerce tech-
nology to carry out its activities, including 
proposal submission, review, response to pro-
posers, and recommendations within the De-
partment. This is consistent with the De-
partment’s efforts to streamline its proce-
dures and make more use of electronic trans-
actions in conducting Department business. 
The use of these technologies should also ad-
dress a systemic problem within the Depart-
ment by making technical proposals and 
evaluator responses easier to track and docu-
ment by both contractors and Department of 
Defense personnel alike. 

The conferees direct the Department to use 
the size standards appropriate for the Small 
Business Innovative Research program when 
determining eligibility for participation in 
the Small Business Outreach Program. 

The conferees are concerned with the com-
munication between the various federal 
agencies responsible for developing tech-
nologies to combat terrorism. Therefore, the 
conferees recommend that the activities of 
the panel be coordinated with the activities 
of appropriate federal agencies and the Office 
of Science and Technology Policy, including 
the forwarding of proposals not specific to 
the needs of the Department of Defense to 
other appropriate federal agencies. 
Vehicle fuel cell program (sec. 245) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 244) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to carry out a cost-shared 
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program to develop fuel cell technology for 
use in Department of Defense vehicles. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment that would require the Secretary 
to carry out the program in coordination 
with the Department of Energy and other ap-
propriate federal agencies. 
Defense nanotechnology research and develop-

ment program (sec. 246) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 245) that would establish a Depart-
ment of Defense nanotechnology research 
and development program. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment that would encourage the De-
partment of Defense to coordinate its 
nanotechnology research activities with the 
National Nanotechnology Initiative. 

The conferees note that there are many on-
going activities in the Defense Advanced Re-
search Projects Agency and the military 
services that are attempting to exploit the 
promise of nanotechnology to develop new 
military capabilities, for example in bio-
sensing, smart materials, computing, and 
nanoelectronics. The conferees urge the De-
partment to leverage these activities in de-
veloping the coordinated research program. 
In particular, the conferees direct the De-
partment to capitalize on the special tech-
nical area review on nanoelectronics by the 
Department’s Advisory Group on Electronic 
Devices as it works to develop a research 
portfolio, investment plan, and transition 
strategy in this important technical area. 
Activities of the Defense Experimental Program 

to Stimulate Competitive Research (sec. 247) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 246 ) that would modify the Defense 
Experimental Program to Stimulate Com-
petitive Research (DEPSCoR) and to require 
a National Research Council assessment of 
the program. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment. 
The conferees direct the Secretary of De-

fense to continue to support the DEPSCoR 
effort to develop new defense research capa-
bilities across the Nation. The conferees en-
courage the Secretary to continue to support 
activities that will develop world-class re-
searchers in DEPSCoR states and to work 
closely with the individual states’ planning 
committees to ensure that the program sup-
ports the development of defense research in-
frastructure. 
Four-year extension of authority of DARPA to 

award prizes for advanced technology 
achievements and additional authority of 
military departments and Defense Agencies 
to award prizes for achievements in pro-
moting education (sec. 248) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 247) that would reauthorize the De-
fense Advanced Research Projects Agency 
(DARPA) to award competitive prizes for ad-
vanced technology achievements. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would modify the reporting require-
ments related to the authority. 

The conferees note that competitive prizes 
have been used successfully in the past to 
support the development of advanced tech-
nologies and have been endorsed by the Na-
tional Academy of Engineering. The con-
ferees support DARPA’s interest in utilizing 
this authority in the future. 

The conferees direct the Director of 
DARPA to address the whole area of com-

petitive prizes seriously and to develop an 
overall program rather than a limited ‘‘one-
shot’’ approach to the use of the authority. 
This includes fulfilling the reporting require-
ments included in the provision; conducting 
a market survey of those corporations and 
other entities who might want to participate 
in such an initiative; coordinating with the 
military services on the most relevant and 
promising technical areas in which to run 
competitions; and establishing a competitive 
prize program that supports the National 
Academy of Engineering’s finding that prize 
contests have the ability ‘‘to attract a 
broader spectrum of ideas and participants’’ 
to the pursuit of scientific and technological 
objectives ‘‘by reducing the costs and other 
bureaucratic barriers to participation by in-
dividuals or firms.’’ 

The conferees urge the services to make 
use of similar prize authority granted to the 
service secretaries by the provision. The con-
ferees believe that service-sponsored pro-
grams to promote science, math, and engi-
neering can provide a positive contribution 
to communities and would help increase na-
tional emphasis on the role of science, math, 
and technology education in meeting long-
term national defense needs. 

The conferees note that the Army’s 
eCybermission program to establish a na-
tionwide math, science, and technology com-
petition for elementary and secondary 
schools is an excellent example of this type 
of effort. The conferees urge the Secretary of 
the Army to make use of these authorities to 
continue the eCybermission program. 

Plan for five-year program for enhancement of 
measurement and signatures intelligence ca-
pabilities of the United States through in-
corporation of results of basic research on 
sensors (sec. 249) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1038) that would require the Direc-
tor of the Central Measurement and Signa-
tures Intelligence Office to submit a plan for 
a five-year program for incorporating the re-
sults of basic research on sensors into the 
measurement and signatures intelligence 
systems fielded by the Federal Government. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 
to submit the plan. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Aerospace Relay Mirror System demonstration 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 219I) that would authorize funding 
for an Aerospace Relay Mirror System dem-
onstration. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. By convention, out-
comes of funding differences between the 
House bill and the Senate amendment are in-
cluded in the tables elsewhere in this report. 

Agroterrorist attacks 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 219E) that would authorize $1.0 mil-
lion for research and analysis of efforts to 
counter potential agroterrorist attacks. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes on the provision. 
By convention, outcomes of funding dif-

ferences between the House bill and the Sen-
ate amendment are included in the tables 
elsewhere in this report. 

Analysis of emerging threats 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 216) that would authorize funding 
for analysis of emerging threats. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
By convention, outcomes of funding dif-

ferences between the House bill and the Sen-
ate amendment are included in the tables 
elsewhere in this report. 
Army radar power technology 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 219A) that would authorize funding 
for a radar power technology for the Army. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. By convention, out-
comes of funding differences between the 
House bill and the Senate amendment are in-
cluded in the tables elsewhere in this report. 
Aviation-shipboard information technology ini-

tiative 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 219H) that would authorize, of the 
funds authorized to be appropriated within 
Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Navy, up to $8.2 million for the avia-
tion-shipboard information technology ini-
tiative. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes on the provision. 
By convention, outcomes of funding dif-

ferences between the House bill and the Sen-
ate amendment are included in the tables 
elsewhere in this report. 
Basic seismic research program for support of 

national requirements for monitoring nu-
clear explosions 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 211) that would require the Sec-
retary of the Air Force to manage the De-
partment of Defense program for basic seis-
mic research in support of national require-
ments for monitoring nuclear explosions. 
The provision would also authorize $20.0 mil-
lion for this seismic research program. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees note that the Department of 

Defense is planning to transfer management 
of the research program to support national 
requirements for monitoring nuclear explo-
sions from the Defense Threat Reduction 
Agency to the Air Force and the Army. The 
conferees are concerned that, while the re-
quirements for monitoring nuclear explo-
sions have become significantly more chal-
lenging since the mid–1990s, management of 
and resources for the research program to 
support these national requirements have 
been neither stable nor sufficient since that 
time. Congress has repeatedly appropriated 
additional funds above the budget request 
levels for this research program. 

Therefore, the conferees direct the Sec-
retary of Defense to submit a report to the 
congressional defense committees by Feb-
ruary 1, 2003, describing how the manage-
ment of and resources for this research pro-
gram will support the national requirements 
for monitoring nuclear explosions and ensure 
that the United States is able to meet these 
requirements. 
Critical infrastructure protection 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 219B) that would authorize funding 
for critical infrastructure protection. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
By convention, outcomes of funding dif-

ferences between the House bill and the Sen-
ate amendment are included in the tables 
elsewhere in this report. 
DDG optimized manning initiative 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 219D) that would authorize an addi-
tional $2.5 million in PE 64307N for the DDG 
optimized manning initiative. 
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The House bill contained no similar provi-

sion. 
The Senate recedes on the provision. 
By convention, outcomes of funding dif-

ferences between the House bill and the Sen-
ate amendment are included in the tables 
elsewhere in this report. 
Demonstration of renewable energy use 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 218) that would authorize an addi-
tional $2.5 million in PE 64710N to continue 
a demonstration program of renewable en-
ergy use, rather than in PE 63508N. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes on the provision. 
By convention, outcomes of funding dif-

ferences between the House bill and the Sen-
ate amendment are included in the tables 
elsewhere in this report. 
Full-scale high-speed permanent magnet gener-

ator 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 219G) that would authorize an addi-
tional $1.0 million in PE 63123N to develop 
and demonstrate a full-scale, high-speed, 
permanent magnet generator. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes on the provision. 
By convention, outcomes of funding dif-

ferences between the House bill and the Sen-
ate amendment are included in the tables 
elsewhere in this report. 
Increased investment in test and evaluation fa-

cilities 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 233) that would increase the 
amount authorized to be appropriated for in-
vestment in Department of Defense test and 
evaluation facilities. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The amounts authorized for investment in 

test and evaluation facilities are reflected in 
the appropriate accounts. 
Laser welding and cutting demonstration

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 215) that would authorize an addi-
tional $6.0 million in PE 62123N for laser 
welding and cutting demonstration, rather 
than in PE 63508N. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes on the provision. 
By convention, outcomes of funding dif-

ferences between the House bill and the Sen-
ate amendment are included in the tables 
elsewhere in this report. 
Limitation on obligation of funds for procure-

ment of Patriot (PAC–3) missiles pending 
submission of required certification 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
231) that would prevent obligation of funds 
for procurement of PAC–3 missiles pending 
submission of criteria to the congressional 
defense committees for the transfer of mis-
sile defense programs from the Missile De-
fense Agency (MDA) to the military depart-
ments and certification by the Secretary of 
Defense that those criteria have been met for 
the PAC–3 program. The criteria and certifi-
cation are required by sections 224(b)(2) and 
224(c), respectively, of title 10, United States 
Code. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
In its budget submission for fiscal year 

2003, the Department of Defense proposed 
transferring the PAC–3 program from the 
MDA to the Army. The conferees understand 
that the Department has decided not to 
transfer the PAC–3 program, pending full 
agreement within the Department on the ap-
propriate criteria to establish prior to the 
transfer. Furthermore, the conferees under-
stand that such criteria, as well as the ap-
propriate certification, will be submitted to 
Congress prior to proposing such a transfer 
in the future. Based on this, the conferees 
consider the House provision to be unneces-
sary at present. 

The conferees strongly support the PAC–3 
program and expect that, prior to transfer-
ring this or any other program from MDA to 
the services, the Department will establish 
appropriate criteria to ensure that the pro-
grams are adequately funded, managed, up-
graded, and supported over time. 
Report on implementation of Defense Science 

Board recommendations 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 237) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to report to the congres-
sional defense committees on the implemen-
tation of the recommendations of the De-
cember 2000 report of the Defense Science 
Board Task Force on Test and Evaluation 
Capabilities. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Theater Aerospace Command and Control Sim-

ulation Facility upgrades 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 219C) that would authorize $2.5 mil-
lion for Theater Aerospace Command and 
Control Simulation Facility (TACCSF) up-
grades. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes on the provision. 
By convention, outcomes of funding dif-

ferences between the House bill and the Sen-
ate amendment are included in the tables 
elsewhere in this report. 
Very high speed support vessel for the Army 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec.219F) that would increase the 
amount authorized to be appropriated for re-
search, development, test, and evaluation for 
the Army by $5.5 million for the development 
of a prototype composite hull design to meet 
the theater support vessel requirement. The 
provision would offset this increase by a re-
duction of $5.5 million authorized to be ap-
propriated for research, development, test, 
and evaluation for the Navy for the sub-
marine tactical warfare program. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes on the provision. 
By convention, outcomes of funding dif-

ferences between the House bill and the Sen-
ate amendment are included in the tables 
elsewhere in this report.

TITLE III—OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
Overview 

The President’s budget request for fiscal 
year 2003 included $129.8 billion for operation 
and maintenance programs and $3.3 billion 
for working capital fund accounts. 

The budget request also included $20.1 bil-
lion in the operation and maintenance title 

for the Defense Emergency Response Fund 
(DERF). Of this amount, $10.1 billion was re-
quested for specific programs and $10.0 bil-
lion was requested as unspecified contin-
gency funding for continuing the war on ter-
rorism into fiscal year 2003. 

The House bill would authorize $130.4 bil-
lion for operation and maintenance accounts 
and $2.4 billion for working capital fund ac-
counts. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$129.5 billion for operation and maintenance 
accounts and $2.6 billion for working capital 
fund accounts. 

The conferees recommend an authorization 
of $129.1 billion for the operation and mainte-
nance accounts and $2.6 billion for the work-
ing capital fund accounts of the Department 
of Defense for fiscal year 2003. 

The amounts recommended in this title in-
clude two reductions discussed more fully in 
title X of this Act, one for improved manage-
ment of services contracts and one for reduc-
tions in proposed information technology 
modernization prior to design of a com-
prehensive financial management structure. 
For operation and maintenance, the con-
ferees agree to a reduction of $494.1 million 
for savings from services contracts and $51.6 
million from financial management informa-
tion technology systems. 

The conferees agree to a reduction of $654.4 
million in working capital funds, including a 
$328.0 million increase (as requested in the 
DERF) for renovation and reconstruction of 
the Pentagon, a decrease of $839.1 million for 
changes in the accounting structure for 
health and retirement benefits that were not 
adopted (discussed more fully below), a de-
crease of $148.6 million from financial man-
agement information technology systems, 
and an increase of $5.3 million as requested 
in the DERF. 

The House bill, the Senate amendment, 
and the conference agreement transfer the 
funding requested in the DERF to the appro-
priate accounts throughout the Department 
of Defense. The authorization of appropria-
tions for the unspecified $10.0 billion for con-
tinuing the war on terrorism, which would 
fund the costs of ongoing military operations 
as well as the additional pay and benefits of 
mobilized guard and reserve personnel, has 
been transferred to title XV of this Act. 

The conferees’ actions on the $10.1 billion 
in funding for the other portion of the DERF 
are reflected in the tables throughout this 
report which describe the accounts to which 
those funds were transferred. 

The budget request also proposed to 
change the accounting structure for various 
health and retirement benefits of federal ci-
vilian employees to an accrual basis. As dis-
cussed in the House and Senate reports, Con-
gress did not agree with this proposed 
change. The operation and maintenance ac-
counts in the House bill, the Senate amend-
ment, and the conference agreement have 
been reduced by $2.3 billion to reflect the ap-
propriate funding levels for defense programs 
under current accounting procedures. The 
authorizations for revolving and manage-
ment funds in this title have been reduced by 
$839.1 million for this same reason. These re-
ductions would not entail any change to the 
benefits of federal civilian employees funded 
by either direct appropriations or through 
the working capital funds.
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8449November 12, 2002
Department of Defense foreign language train-

ing 

The budget request included $135.4 million 
in Operation and Maintenance, Army for the 
Defense Language Institute/Foreign Lan-
guage Center (DLI/FLC). 

The House bill and the Senate amendment 
would support the budget request. The House 
version of the Intelligence Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2003 (H.R. 4628) would author-
ize an increase of $2.0 million for the sat-
ellite communications for learning (SCOLA) 
project at the DLI/FLC. 

The conferees agree to authorize $136.4 mil-
lion, an increase of $1.0 million in Operation 
and Maintenance, Army for SCOLA. The con-
ferees also direct the Secretary of the Army 
to designate an appropriate organization to 
manage the SCOLA program beginning in 
fiscal year 2003. 

The SCOLA project provides important 
support within the Government. Financing 
to date for the SCOLA project has been pro-
vided by reimbursements from defense agen-
cies and other government activities seeking 
SCOLA program support. The conferees be-
lieve that the SCOLA program deserves more 
focused management that would benefit the 
program with: (1) a more reliable funding 
line item in the budget; and (2) better sup-
port in the programming and budgeting proc-
ess from the Department. The conferees also 
believe that the DLI/FLC would be an appro-
priate organization to manage the SCOLA 
program effort. 

Ship depot maintenance 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 in-
cluded $3.5 billion for ship depot mainte-
nance. 

The Senate amendment recommended a 
$90.0 million increase in ship depot mainte-
nance to address war-related requirements 
and emergent repairs. 

The House bill contained no similar in-
crease. 

The conferees agree to authorize the 
amount included in the budget request. 

The request for the fiscal year 2002 supple-
mental appropriations bill included $90.0 mil-
lion to fund regularly scheduled mainte-
nance that would have been deferred until 
fiscal year 2003 because funds were being di-
verted for war-related repairs. This funding 
for ship depot maintenance was approved by 
Congress. 

Because supplemental funding was pro-
vided that would allow regularly scheduled 
maintenance to proceed as planned, the con-
ferees did not adopt the increase rec-
ommended in the Senate amendment. 

Secure communications for the reserve compo-
nents 

The budget request for the Defense Emer-
gency Response Fund included almost $200.0 
million for the reserve components to in-
crease reserve communications infrastruc-
ture. 

The House bill fully funded this request. 
The Senate amendment expressed support 

for the proposed improvements, but it also 
expressed concern over whether the entire 
amount requested could be executed in one 
fiscal year. Accordingly, the Senate amend-
ment reduced the request by $40.0 million. 
The Senate report also required the Com-
mander in Chief for Homeland Security to 
conduct a review of requirements to expand 
reserve component communications and to 
report the results of this review to the con-
gressional defense committees no later than 
April 30, 2003. 

The conferees agree to authorize a $40.0 
million decrease and jointly endorse the 
need for the required review. 

Since the Senate completed action on its 
bill, Congress has received a report from the 

General Accounting Office (GAO) entitled 
‘‘National Guard: Effective Management 
Processes Needed for Wide-Area Network.’’ 
This report identifies a number of defi-
ciencies in the management of the National 
Guard’s wide-area network, known as 
GuardNet. The conferees are concerned that 
the Department of Defense (DOD)’s plans to 
expand GuardNet and/or increase its use may 
be overly aggressive, given the apparent lack 
of defined requirements, uncertain configu-
ration of the network, and potential security 
risks. The conferees believe that GuardNet 
can play a critical role both in enhancing the 
readiness of our Armed Forces by facili-
tating training and in bolstering capabilities 
to defend the homeland through rapid, se-
cure communications with and between Na-
tional Guard units. Therefore, the conferees 
strongly urge DOD to address these manage-
ment concerns as quickly as possible and to 
include an update on any actions taken in its 
report to the congressional defense commit-
tees in April 2003. 

ITEMS OF SPECIAL INTEREST 

Formerly Used Defense Site at Lowry Bombing 
and Gunnery Range 

The Army is the executive agent for the 
Formerly Used Defense Site (FUDS) Pro-
gram, and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
manages and executes actual remediation 
activities. The conferees urge the Secretary 
of the Army to expeditiously move forward 
with remediation efforts at all former mili-
tary ranges. 

The conferees are aware of the environ-
mental cleanup activities needed at the 
former Lowry Bombing and Gunnery Range 
in Arapahoe County, Colorado, and recognize 
the importance of completing needed clean-
up and containment to protect the health 
and safety of the surrounding residences and 
to permit planned residential and school 
construction in the surrounding area to pro-
ceed. The conferees encourage the Army 
Corps of Engineers to complete cleanup in a 
timely manner by providing sufficient re-
sources and selecting appropriate cleanup 
and containment methodologies for the 
former Lowry Bombing and Gunnery Range 
and for all other installations included in the 
FUDS Program. 

National Imagery and Mapping Agency commer-
cial satellite imaging support 

The conferees recognize the importance of 
a viable, technically competent, commercial 
space imaging industry as an important 
complement to U.S. national technical 
means and note that the Director of Central 
Intelligence has directed the National Im-
agery and Mapping Agency (NIMA) to make 
fuller use of commercial imagery. The con-
ferees believe that a long-term government 
commitment to the appropriate use of com-
mercial imagery is necessary in this context. 
The conferees believe that such a long-term 
commitment would cause commercial cap-
ital to become available to industry to sup-
port development of next generation com-
mercial space imaging capabilities and infra-
structure and would also result in greatly re-
duced cost-per- unit for commercial imagery. 

Section 2306b, title 10, United States Code, 
provides the head of an agency with the au-
thority to enter into a multiyear contract 
for the purchase of property for more than 
one, but not more than five program years to 
the extent that funds are otherwise available 
for obligation. This authority is further 
qualified in that the agency head must find 
that the multiyear saves money, that the re-
quirement is substantially stable, and that 
there is a reasonable expectation throughout 
the contract period that sufficient funds will 
be budgeted to avoid contract cancellation. 
For the Department of Defense, the agency 

head’s authority is also restricted to con-
tracts less than $500.0 million, with an un-
funded contingent liability of $20.0 million or 
less. For amounts greater than these, con-
gressional notification or express congres-
sional approval is required. 

The multiyear authority does not waive 
the requirement for annual appropriations 
from Congress for each contract year nor 
does it preclude the Government’s ability to 
terminate the contract for convenience. Nev-
ertheless, because multiyear contracts can 
bring a significant measure of stability and 
economic order quantity activity to a pro-
gram, it provides for considerably more effi-
cient program execution and savings to the 
Government. 

The conferees believe that the termination 
liability in a multiyear contract for pixels or 
product from the commercial remote sensing 
industry need not exceed $20.0 million in any 
contract year. Thus the conferees under-
stand that the Director of NIMA, under the 
foregoing statute, has the authority to 
award such a multiyear contract to a com-
mercial remote sensing company for up to 
five years and $500.0 million ($100.0 million 
for each of five years) without requiring ex-
press congressional approval, as long as the 
unfunded contingent liability does not ex-
ceed $20.0 million. If the Director desired to 
purchase imagery from more than one indus-
try source, he could award more than one 
multiyear contract on his own authority; 
however, congressional approval would be re-
quired if the aggregate amount were to ex-
ceed $500.0 million or $20.0 million in termi-
nation liability. 

The conferees expect NIMA to take advan-
tage of existing multiyear contracting au-
thority, including the authority contained in 
10 USC 2306b, for commercial satellite im-
agery when such use is in the best interests 
of the Government. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations 
Authorization of appropriations (secs. 301–302) 

The House bill contained provisions (secs. 
301–302) that would authorize the rec-
ommended fiscal year 2003 funding levels for 
all operation and maintenance and working 
capital fund accounts. 

The Senate amendment contained similar 
provisions (secs. 301–302). 

The conference agreement includes these 
provisions. 
Armed Forces Retirement Home (sec. 303) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
303) that would authorize $69.9 million from 
the Armed Forces Retirement Home Trust 
Fund for the operation of the Armed Forces 
Retirement Home, including the Armed 
Forces Retirement Home—Washington, and 
the Armed Forces Retirement Home—Gulf-
port. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 303). 

The Senate recedes. 
Grant to National Guard Youth Foundation 

(sec. 304)
The conference agreement includes a pro-

vision (sec. 304) that would authorize $2.5 
million for a grant to the National Guard 
Youth Foundation for building and strength-
ening the character and competence of the 
Nation’s youth. 

Subtitle B—Environmental Provisions 
Enhancement of authority on cooperative agree-

ments for environmental purposes (sec. 311) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 311) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to enter into and fund co-
operative agreements with Federal, State 
and local agencies, as well as Indian tribes, 
that begin in one fiscal year and end in an-
other fiscal year. 
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The House bill contained no similar provi-

sion. 
The House recedes with a technical amend-

ment. 
Single point of contact for policy and budgeting 

issues regarding unexploded ordnance, dis-
carded military munitions, and munitions 
constituents (sec. 312) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
313) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to establish a single point of contact 
for policy and budgeting issues regarding 
unexploded ordnance, discarded military mu-
nitions, and munitions constituents (UXO). 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
clarifying the authority that may be dele-
gated under the provision. 

The conferees direct the Department of De-
fense to provide a consolidated budget ex-
hibit on all proposed funding to address envi-
ronmental impacts of UXO with its budget 
submission in each of the next four fiscal 
years as noted in the Senate report accom-
panying S. 2514 (S. Rept. 107–151). 
Authority to carry out construction projects for 

environmental responses (sec. 313) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

2802) that would clarify that the secretaries 
of the military departments are required to 
notify Congress of their intent to conduct 
military construction projects necessary to 
carry out an environmental response action 
when such projects are in excess of the minor 
construction threshold. 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 312) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to fund environmental res-
toration projects through the Environmental 
Restoration accounts of the Department of 
Defense and not as military construction 
projects. 

The House recedes. 
Procurement of environmentally preferable pro-

curement items (sec. 314) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 313) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to establish: (1) goals for 
the increased purchase of procurement items 
that are environmentally preferable or are 
made with recovered materials; and (2) a 
tracking system to enable the Department 
to monitor its progress in achieving these 
goals. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would eliminate the requirement to es-
tablish goals. The Secretary of Defense 
would be required to develop and implement 
an effective and efficient tracking system to 
identify the extent to which the Defense Lo-
gistics Agency procures items that have been 
determined to be environmentally preferable 
or made with recovered material. To the 
maximum extent practicable, the tracking 
system would be required to separately track 
the procurement of each category of such 
procurement items. In identifying categories 
of procurement items to be tracked, the con-
ferees expect the Secretary to consider the 
Comprehensive Procurement Guidelines and 
Guidance on Acquisition of Environmentally 
Preferable Products and Services developed 
pursuant to Executive Order 13101 and prod-
ucts identified as environmentally preferable 
in the Federal Logistics Information Sys-
tem. The conferees also expect that the sys-
tem will track the procurement of such 
items as a percentage of all purchases of pro-
curement items that serve a similar purpose. 
Incidental taking of migratory birds during mili-

tary readiness activities (sec. 315) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

311) that would amend the Migratory Bird 

Treaty Act (Public Law 93–300) to create a 
statutory exemption for the Department of 
Defense (DOD) for the incidental taking of 
migratory birds during authorized military 
readiness activities. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would create interim authority under 
which the Migratory Bird Treaty Act would 
not apply to the incidental taking of a mi-
gratory bird by DOD during authorized mili-
tary readiness activities. The amendment 
would direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
prescribe regulations, no later than one year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, to 
exempt DOD for the incidental taking of mi-
gratory birds during authorized military 
readiness activities. The interim authority 
would not expire until the regulations have 
taken effect. The amendment would also re-
quire the Secretary of Defense, acting in 
consultation with the Secretary of the Inte-
rior, to identify measures to minimize the 
adverse impact of military training activi-
ties on affected species of migratory birds 
during both the period of interim authority 
and the period after the regulations have 
taken effect. 

The conferees believe this provision to be 
entirely consistent with the underlying 
terms of all treaty obligations of the United 
States. 

Subtitle C—Commissaries and 
Nonappropriated Fund Instrumentalities 

Authority for each military department to pro-
vide base operating support to Fisher 
Houses (sec. 321) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
321) that would authorize the service secre-
taries to provide appropriated fund support 
to Fisher Houses associated with the health 
care facilities of that military department. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 903). 

The Senate recedes. 

Use of commissary stores and MWR retail facili-
ties by members of National Guard serving 
in national emergency (sec. 322) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
322) that would authorize members of the Na-
tional Guard to use commissary and ex-
change stores when ordered to duty in other 
than a federal status in response to a feder-
ally declared national emergency. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 

Uniform funding and management of morale, 
welfare, and recreation programs (sec. 323) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
323) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to permit installation commanders 
to manage funds appropriated for installa-
tion Morale, Welfare, and Recreation (MWR) 
programs under the procedures used for non-
appropriated funds and would authorize con-
version of certain employment positions, 
with the employees’ consent, from appro-
priated fund positions to nonappropriated 
fund positions. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 

Rebate agreements under the special supple-
mental food program (sec. 324) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 344) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to enter into contracts for 
rebates with producers of food products for 
the exclusive right to provide food in Navy 
Exchange Markets as supplemental food for 
the Women, Infants, and Children (WIC) 
Overseas Program, consistent with current 
authority for products sold in commissary 

stores. The recommended provision would 
also increase the maximum period of the ex-
clusive rights contracts from one year to 
three years. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Subtitle D—Workplace and Depot Issues 

Notification requirements in connection with re-
quired studies for conversion of commercial 
or industrial type functions to contractor 
performance (sec. 331) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
331) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to notify Congress of the outcome of a 
required study for conversion of a function 
to contractor performance, regardless of 
whether the study results in conversion to 
contractor performance or maintaining per-
formance in the public sector. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Temporary authority for contractor performance 

of security-guard functions to meet in-
creased requirements since September 11, 
2001 (sec. 332) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
332) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense or the secretary of a military de-
partment to waive the prohibition in section 
2465(a) of title 10, United States Code, on 
contracting out security guard functions in 
certain circumstances. The House provision 
would authorize the Department to contract 
for security guard functions if: (1) those 
functions are or will be performed by mem-
bers of the Armed Forces; or (2) the security 
guard functions were not required before 
September 11, 2001. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize the waiver of section 
2465(a) to meet increased security guard 
functions undertaken in response to the ter-
rorist attacks of September 11, 2001, if: (1) 
the functions are or would be performed by 
members of the Armed Forces; and (2) the 
secretary concerned determines that the 
contractor personnel are appropriately 
trained and supervised and can be used with-
out a reduction in security at the affected 
installation or facility. The authority to 
contract out security guard functions under 
this provision would expire three years after 
the date of enactment of this Act. The Sec-
retary of Defense would be required to iden-
tify any longer-term requirements for secu-
rity guard functions and submit a plan for 
meeting those requirements to the congres-
sional defense committees no later than six 
months after the date of enactment. 
Repeal of obsolete provision regarding depot-

level maintenance and repair workloads 
that were performed at closed or realigned 
military installations (sec. 333) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
334) that would repeal section 2469(a) of title 
10, United States Code, which addresses 
depot-level maintenance and repair work-
loads that were performed at installations 
closed or realigned under the Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (Public 
Law 101–510). Because all installations have 
completed closure or realignment actions in 
accordance with that law, this provision is 
no longer necessary. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Exclusion of certain expenditures from limita-

tion on private sector performance of depot-
level maintenance (sec. 334) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
333) that would revise section 2474(f) of title 
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10, United States Code. Currently, that sec-
tion excludes, until 2005, all work that is per-
formed by private sector personnel at De-
partment of Defense maintenance and repair 
depots from the percentage limitations (50/
50) on private sector depot-level mainte-
nance work. The provision would remove the 
date limitation. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would revise the date limitation. The 
amendment would extend the exclusion for 
the duration of all public-private partnership 
contracts for depot maintenance that are 
signed before the end of fiscal year 2006. 

Subtitle E—Defense Dependents Education 

Assistance to local educational agencies that 
benefit dependents of members of the Armed 
Forces and Department of Defense civilian 
employees (sec. 341) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 331) that would authorize $30.0 mil-
lion for continuation of the Department of 
Defense assistance program to local edu-
cation agencies that benefit dependents of 
service members and Department of Defense 
civilian employees. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 341). 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment. 

Housing benefits for unaccompanied teachers 
required to live at Guantanamo Bay Naval 
Station, Cuba (sec. 342) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1107) that would require the Navy 
to make excess military family housing at 
Guantanamo Bay Naval Station, Cuba, avail-
able for lease to Department of Defense Edu-
cation Activity teachers assigned to teach at 
that station. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 342). 

The House recedes. 

Options for funding dependent summer school 
programs (sec. 343) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 333) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to provide dependent sum-
mer school programs on the same financial 
basis as programs offered during the regular 
school year. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 343). 

The House recedes. 
The conferees expect the Secretary to ex-

ercise the authority to charge fees for cer-
tain summer school programs only when nec-
essary to offer a course. When a fee is 
charged, the Secretary should provide au-
thority to waive the fee, on the basis of fi-
nancial need, for students otherwise eligible 
for free education. 

Impact aid eligibility for local educational agen-
cies affected by privatization of military 
housing (sec. 344)

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
366) that would authorize continued eligi-
bility of certain local education agencies for 
impact aid during temporary reductions in 
the number of qualified students because of 
conversion of military housing units to pri-
vate housing. The provision would also ex-
clude basic allowance for housing payments 
to military personnel residing in privatized 
military housing from income for purposes of 
determining eligibility for free or reduced 
price school lunches. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 1064). 

The Senate recedes with an amendment de-
leting the provision for free or reduced price 
school lunches because this provision was en-
acted in separate legislation. 

Comptroller General study of adequacy of com-
pensation provided for teachers in the De-
partment of Defense Overseas Dependents’ 
Schools (sec. 345) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 334) that would extend from May 1, 
2002 to December 12, 2002 the date for the 
Comptroller General to report on a study on 
whether compensation for teachers in the 
Department of Defense dependents’ edu-
cation system is adequate for recruiting and 
retaining high quality teachers. The provi-
sion would also require the Comptroller Gen-
eral to consider whether the process for set-
ting teacher compensation is efficient and 
cost effective. 

The House bill amendment contained no 
similar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Subtitle F—Information Technology 

Annual submission of information regarding in-
formation technology capital assets (sec. 
351) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
352) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to include, along with the annual budg-
et request, a description of and complete 
budget information on major information 
technology, national security system, and 
national security capital asset programs. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment to 
clarify certain terms and to minimize re-
porting requirements. 
Policy regarding acquisition of information as-

surance and information assurance-enabled 
information technology products (sec. 352) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
353) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to establish and implement a policy 
limiting the acquisition of all commercial 
off-the-shelf information assurance and in-
formation assurance-enabled information 
technology products to those products that 
have been evaluated and validated in accord-
ance with appropriate criteria, schemes, or 
programs. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary to: (1) 
apply the policy to all information assurance 
and information assurance-enabled informa-
tion technology products (not just commer-
cial off-the-shelf products); and (2) authorize 
the waiver of the policy in the national secu-
rity interest of the United States. 
Installation and connection policy and proce-

dures regarding Defense Switch Network 
(sec. 353) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
354) that would direct the Secretary of De-
fense to establish uniform policies and proce-
dures throughout the Department for the in-
stallation and connection of telecom switch-
es to the Defense Switch Network. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 348). 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 

Subtitle G—Other Matters 
Distribution of monthly reports on allocation of 

funds within operation and maintenance 
budget subactivities (sec. 361) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
361) that would clarify that the monthly re-
ports on operation and maintenance ac-
counts that the Department of Defense is re-
quired to provide to Congress should be de-
livered to the congressional defense commit-
tees. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 

Continuation of arsenal support program initia-
tive (sec. 362) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
364) that would extend the Arsenal Support 
Program Initiative through fiscal year 2004. 
The provision also required a report from the 
Secretary of the Army evaluating the Initia-
tive’s results. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 346).

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 
Extension of work safety demonstration pro-

gram (sec. 363) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 350) that would extend by one year 
the authority for the work safety demonstra-
tion program through September 30, 2003. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Condition on authority of Defense Security 

Service to impose fees on fee-for-service 
basis (sec. 364) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
363) that would prohibit the Secretary of De-
fense from converting the Defense Security 
Service (DSS) to a working capital-funded 
entity until the Secretary certifies that DSS 
has the requisite financial systems to sup-
port such operations. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
clarifying that DSS is currently a working 
capital-funded entity but cannot impose fees 
on a fee-for-service basis until proper certifi-
cation is provided. 
Logistics support and services for weapon sys-

tems contractors (sec. 365) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 345) that would allow the Defense 
Logistics Agency (DLA) to provide services 
to weapon systems contractors on a reim-
bursable basis. The authority would be lim-
ited to no more than five contracts, with a 
total value of less than $100.0 million. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
specifying that, in accordance with section 
2208(h), title 10, United States Code, all reve-
nues from such contracts would be credited 
to DLA accounts. 
Training range sustainment plan, Global Status 

of Resources and Training System, and 
training range inventory (sec. 366) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
365) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to develop a comprehensive plan for ad-
dressing training constraints caused by limi-
tations on the use of military lands, marine 
areas, and airspace; a plan to modify the 
Global Status of Resources and Training 
System to better reflect the impact of such 
training constraints; and a training range in-
ventory for each of the military services. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
clarifying the content and timing of the re-
quired plans and reports. 
Engineering study and environmental analysis 

of road modifications in vicinity of Fort 
Belvoir, Virginia (sec. 367) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 349) that would provide $5.0 million 
to the Secretary of the Army to conduct a 
preliminary engineering and environmental 
study on the feasibility of providing an alter-
native to Beulah Road (State Route 613) and 
Woodlawn Road (State Route 618) at Fort 
Belvoir, Virginia, which were closed as a 
force protection measure. The Secretary 
would submit a summary report on the study 
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and analysis to Congress with the budget 
justification materials for the fiscal year 
2006 budget request. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees are aware that other com-

munities have been adversely impacted by 
the closure of public roads that traverse 
military installations and believe the com-
munities that have lost access to thorough-
fares constructed and maintained with local 
tax dollars should be appropriately com-
pensated for this loss. The conferees under-
stand that Fort Dix, New Jersey, and Fort 
Drum, New York, are among the commu-
nities affected by road closures. The con-
ferees are also aware of a long-standing issue 
of road access on Andersen Air Force Base, 
Guam. 

Accordingly, the conferees direct the Sec-
retary of Defense to identify all localities af-
fected by the closures of public roads on 
military installations to enhance force pro-
tection, to work with local communities to 
find appropriate means, including compensa-
tion, to address these situations, and to in-
clude those measures in future budget re-
quests as necessary. 
Reauthorization of warranty claims recovery 

pilot program (sec. 368) 
The conference agreement includes a pro-

vision (sec. 368) that would extend the war-
ranty claims pilot program through Sep-
tember 30, 2004. 
Expanded eligibility for loan, gift, or exchange 

of documents, historical artifacts, and con-
demned or obsolete combat materiel (sec. 
369)

The conference agreement includes a pro-
vision (sec. 369) that would include nonprofit 
military aviation heritage foundations and 
associations among the entities eligible to 
receive transfers of excess Department of De-
fense (DOD) materiel. 

The conferees authorize this expansion 
with the recognition that section 2572(d)(2) of 
title 10, United States Code, prescribes very 
limited circumstances under which DOD may 
bear the costs of demilitarizing equipment to 
make it safe for transfer. The conferees fur-
ther note that, under existing statute, DOD 
is not responsible for the costs of operating, 
maintaining, or repairing equipment once it 
has been transferred. The conferees direct 
that any transfers made under this section 
be conducted in accordance with DOD regu-
lations pertaining to the safe and secure op-
eration of transferred equipment. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 
Calculation of five-year period of limitation for 

Navy-Marine Corps Intranet contract 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

351) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to extend the current contract for 
Navy-Marine Corps Intranet (NMCI) services 
from the current five years to seven years. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 342). 

Because similar legislation has been en-
acted (Public Law 107–254), the conference re-
port does not include either provision. 
Clarification of required core logistics capabili-

ties 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

335) that would expand the definition of core 
logistics capabilities to include acquisition 
logistics, supply management, system engi-
neering, maintenance, and modification 
management. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Cleanup of unexploded ordnance on 

Kaho’olawe Island, Hawaii 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 314) that would require the Sec-

retary of the Navy to continue cleanup ac-
tivities on Kaho’olawe Island, Hawaii, until 
the Navy has inspected and assessed 100 per-
cent of the island, cleared 75 percent of the 
island in accordance with Tier One stand-
ards, and cleared 25 percent of the island in 
accordance with Tier Two standards. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Impact aid for children with severe disabilities 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 332) that would authorize $5.0 mil-
lion for continuation of the Department of 
Defense assistance program to local edu-
cational agencies that benefit dependents 
with severe disabilities. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes on the provision. 
The conferees agree to authorize $5.0 mil-

lion of the funds available for Operation and 
Maintenance, Defense-Wide, for continuation 
of the Department of Defense assistance pro-
gram to local educational agencies that ben-
efit dependents with severe disabilities. 
Lift support for mine warfare ships and other 

vessels 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 351) that would authorize $10.0 mil-
lion to be made available for implementing 
recommendations resulting from the Navy’s 
Non-self Deployable Watercraft (NSDW) 
Study and the Joint Chiefs of Staff Focused 
Logistics Study, which are to determine the 
requirements of the Navy to provide lift sup-
port for mine warfare ships and other ves-
sels. The provision would also reduce funding 
for mine countermeasures ship cradles by 
the same amount. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes on the provision. 
The conferees agree to authorize $10.0 mil-

lion for implementing recommendations re-
sulting from the Navy’s Non-self Deployable 
Watercraft (NSDW) Study and the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff Focused Logistics Study and 
to reduce funding for mine countermeasures 
ship cradles by the same amount. The con-
ferees are specifically not directing a par-
ticular solution to meeting lift support re-
quirements. 
Military readiness and the conservation of pro-

tected species 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
312) that would amend the Endangered Spe-
cies Act of 1973 (Public Law 93–205) to pro-
hibit further designations of critical habitat 
for endangered species in areas for which an 
Integrated Natural Resources Management 
Plan has been prepared under the Sikes Act 
(Public Law 86–797). The House provision 
would further amend the Endangered Species 
Act to require regulatory agencies to con-
sider national security concerns in addition 
to economic impact prior to designating fu-
ture areas of critical habitat. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees believe that all federal agen-

cies, including the Armed Forces, should be 
required to comply with all federal environ-
mental laws. However, due to their unique 
military training and operational respon-
sibilities, the Armed Forces often face 
unique challenges in balancing the obliga-
tions to comply with environmental laws 
and sustain military readiness. Examples of 
these challenges include increasing limita-
tions and restrictions on lands and waters 
which are currently set aside for military 
training exercises as well as significant re-
strictions on the times and conditions under 
which military training exercises can be con-

ducted. The conferees are concerned that fu-
ture designations of critical habitat on mili-
tary training ranges could have an adverse 
impact on the military’s readiness capabili-
ties. 

The conferees strongly endorse the con-
sultative process through which the military 
services work with the Fish and Wildlife 
Service to ensure the protection of threat-
ened and endangered species by adopting ef-
fective Integrated Natural Resources Man-
agement Plans at military installations. The 
conferees are concerned that questions have 
been raised regarding whether the protec-
tions provided by these Integrated Natural 
Resources Management Plans, such as the 
one at Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, 
California, are sufficient to avoid the need 
for future designations of critical habitat 
that could adversely affect military train-
ing. Nevertheless, the conferees encourage 
the Department of the Interior and the De-
partment of Defense to pursue a cooperative 
approach in managing natural and cultural 
resources throughout the Armed Forces. 

The conferees direct the Secretary of De-
fense to provide the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives recommendations for any legis-
lative proposals that he considers necessary 
to accomplish these stated goals. 
Minimum deduction from pay of certain mem-

bers of the Armed Forces to support Armed 
Forces Retirement Home 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
362) that would require that the minimum 
amount deducted monthly from the pay of 
all active duty enlisted, warrant officer, and 
limited duty officer personnel for the sup-
port of the Armed Forces Retirement Home 
be no less than $1. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
National Army Museum, Fort Belvoir, Virginia 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 306) that would authorize $100,000 
to initiate planning and development efforts 
for the National Army Museum at Fort 
Belvoir, Virginia. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Navy data conversion activities 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 352) that would authorize $1.5 mil-
lion in Navy operation and maintenance 
funds for the Navy Data Conversion and 
Management Laboratory. The provision 
would offset this increase with a reduction of 
$1.5 million from Army operation and main-
tenance funds for utilities privatization. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Navy Pilot Human Resources Call Center, Cut-

ler, Maine 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 305) that would authorize $1.5 mil-
lion of Navy operation and maintenance 
funds for the Navy Pilot Human Resources 
Call Center in Cutler, Maine. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes on the provision. The 
Navy operation and maintenance table con-
tained in this report describes the conference 
agreement for the Cutler call center. 
Range Enhancement Initiative Fund 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 304) that would authorize $20.0 mil-
lion to create a new Range Enhancement Ini-
tiative Fund from which funds would be 
drawn to purchase easements or cover other 
costs incurred by the military departments 
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resulting from agreements entered into 
under the authorities contained in section 
2811 of the Senate amendment. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Reimbursement for reserve component intel-

ligence support 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 343) that would authorize the use of 

operation and maintenance funds of the mili-
tary departments, combatant commands, 
and defense agencies to reimburse pay, al-
lowances and other expenses when members 
of the National Guard and Reserve provide 
intelligence or counterintelligence support 
to such departments, commands, or agencies. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL AUTHORIZA-
TIONS LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Subtitle A—Active Forces 

End strengths for active forces (sec. 401) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
401) that would authorize the following end 
strengths for active duty personnel of the 
Armed Forces as of September 30, 2003:

Service FY 2002 au-
thorized 

FY 2003 Change from 

Request 

Committee 
rec-

ommenda-
tion 

FY 2003 re-
quest 

FY 2002 au-
thorized 

Army ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 480,000 480,000 484,800 4,800 4,800
Navy .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 376,000 375,700 379,457 3,757 3,457 
USMC ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 172,600 175,000 175,000 0 2,400
Air Force ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 358,800 359,000 360,795 1,795 1,995

DOD Total ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 1,387,400 1,389,700 1,400,052 10,352 12,652 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 401) that would authorize the fol-
lowing end strengths: Army, 485,000; Navy, 

379,200; United States Marine Corps, 175,000; 
Air Force, 362,500. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize the following end 
strengths:

Service FY 2002 au-
thorized 

FY 2003 Change from 

Request 

Committee 
rec-

ommenda-
tion 

FY 2003 re-
quest 

FY 2002 au-
thorized 

Army ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 480,000 480,000 480,000 0 0
Navy .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 376,000 375,700 375,700 0 ¥300
USMC ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 172,600 175,000 175,000 0 2,400
Air Force ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 358,800 359,000 359,000 0 200

DOD Total ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 1,387,400 1,389,700 1,389,700 0 2,300

The conferees believe that the active duty 
end strengths should be increased substan-
tially. This belief is based not only on the 
testimony of senior military officers who de-
scribe their personnel as stretched to the 
limit by ever-expanding missions and oper-
ations tempo, but also on the fact that more 
than 70,000 mobilized reservists remain on 
active duty a year after the start of the war 
on terrorism, and active duty tours for thou-
sands more have been extended for a second 
year because the active components lack the 
manpower to meet requirements. 

Furthermore, the conferees are dis-
appointed that due to insufficient additional 
appropriations, the conference report was 
unable to include the increased active end 
strength authorizations recommended by the 
House and Senate in their separate bills. 

That notwithstanding, in order to give the 
service secretaries and the Secretary of De-
fense more flexibility to man the force to 
meet mission requirements, the conferees 
have, in separate provisions, expanded the 
authority of the Secretary of Defense to in-
crease active end strength from the current 
two percent to three percent above author-
ized levels. The conferees have also created 
new authority for the service secretaries, 
recognizing the practical limitations they 
face, to increase active end strength by two 
percent above authorized levels. 

In recognition of the conferees’ strong view 
that active duty end strength should not be 
reduced any further as well as the Secretary 
of Defense’s apparent commitment to hold 
end strengths at or above the requested lev-
els, another provision in this conference 
agreement (sec. 402) eliminates the Sec-
retary of Defense’s current authority to re-
duce end strength below authorized levels. 
Revision in permanent end strength minimum 

levels (sec. 402) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

402) that would establish end strength floors 
for the active forces equivalent to the end 
strengths recommended by the committee in 
section 401. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would establish end strength floors for 
the active forces equivalent to the end 
strengths contained in the budget request 
and would eliminate the Secretary of De-
fense’s current authority to reduce end 
strength below authorized levels. 
Expanded authority for administrative increases 

in statutory active-duty end strengths (sec. 
403)

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
403) that would authorize the secretaries of 
the military departments to increase the au-
thorized active duty end strength of their re-
spective military service by up to one per-
cent. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would expand the authority of the Sec-
retary of Defense to increase active duty end 
strength from the current two percent to 
three percent above authorized levels and 
would provide new authority for the service 
secretaries to increase active duty end 
strength by two percent above authorized 
levels. 

This provision reflects the conferees’ belief 
that the requested end strength is not suffi-
cient and gives the service secretaries and 
the Secretary of Defense greater flexibility 
to increase end strength as needed to meet 
mission requirements. 
General and flag officer management (sec. 404) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
404) that would exclude an officer serving in 
the position of Senior Military Assistant to 
the Secretary of Defense from the limitation 
on active duty officers in grades above major 
general and rear admiral, increase by one the 
limit on the number of lieutenant generals 
authorized for the Marine Corps, require that 
the Chief of the Veterinary Corps of the 
Army serve in the grade of brigadier general, 
and require the Secretary of Defense to re-
view and report to Congress on active duty 
and reserve general and flag officer author-
izations. The grade requirements of this pro-
vision would be effective on the date of re-

ceipt by Congress of the report required by 
this provision. 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 403) that would authorize one addi-
tional Marine Corps general officer in a 
grade above major general. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would exclude an officer serving in the 
position of Senior Military Assistant to the 
Secretary of Defense from the limitation on 
active duty officers in grades above major 
general and rear admiral, increase by one the 
limit on the number of lieutenant generals 
authorized for the Marine Corps, and require 
the Secretary of Defense to review and re-
port to Congress on active duty and reserve 
general and flag officer authorizations. The 
provision regarding the grade of the Senior 
Military Assistant to the Secretary of De-
fense would be effective on the date of re-
ceipt by Congress of the report on active 
duty and reserve general and flag officer au-
thorizations. The provisions regarding the 
number of lieutenant generals in the Marine 
Corps would be effective upon date of enact-
ment. The grade of the Chief of the Veteri-
nary Corps of the Army is addressed in a sep-
arate provision. 
Extension of certain authorities relating to man-

agement of numbers of general and flag offi-
cers in certain grades (sec. 405) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
405) that would extend to December 31, 2004, 
three expiring authorities relating to general 
and flag officer management. Those authori-
ties provide for: the process by which the 
Secretary of Defense and Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff fill vacant senior joint 
four-star general and flag officer positions; 
the exemption of the senior joint four-star 
general and flag officers appointed by that 
process from the general and flag officer lim-
its that apply to the military services; and 
the process by which the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff designates and fills 12 
general and flag officer positions on the joint 
staff and 10 reserve component general and 
flag positions on the staffs of the com-
manders of the unified and specified com-
mands. 
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The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 501) that would extend these au-
thorities to December 31, 2003. 

The Senate recedes. 
Increase in authorized strengths for Marine 

Corps officers on active duty in the grade of 
colonel (sec. 406) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 404) that would increase by 40 the 

authorized strength for colonels on active 
duty in the Marine Corps. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Subtitle B—Reserve Forces 

End strengths for Selected Reserve (sec. 411) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

411) that would authorize the following end 

strengths for the selected reserve personnel, 
including the end strength for reserves on 
active duty in support of the reserves, as of 
September 30, 2003:

Service FY 2002 au-
thorized 

FY 2003 Change from 

Request 
Committee 

recommenda-
tion (limit) 

FY 2003 re-
quest 

FY 2002 au-
thorized 

Army National Guard .................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 350,000 350,000 350,000 0 0 
Army Reserve ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 205,000 205,000 205,000 0 0 
Naval Reserve .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 87,000 87,800 87,800 0 800 
Marine Corps Reserve .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 39,558 39,558 39,558 0 0 
Air National Guard ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 108,400 106,600 106,600 0 ¥1,800 
Air Force Reserve ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 74,700 75,600 75,600 0 900

DOD Total ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 864,658 864,558 864,558 0 ¥100 
Coast Guard Reserve ................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 8,000 9,000 9,000 0 1,000 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision. The conference agreement 
includes this provision. 

End strengths for Reserves on active duty in 
support of the reserves (sec. 412) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
412) that would authorize the following end 

strengths for reserves on active duty in sup-
port of the reserves as of September 30, 2003:

Service FY 2002 au-
thorized 

FY 2003 Change from 

Request 
Committee 

recommenda-
tion 

FY 2003 re-
quest 

FY 2002 au-
thorized 

Army National Guard .................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 23,698 23,768 24,562 794 864 
Army Reserve ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 13,406 13,588 14,070 482 664 
Naval Reserve .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 14,811 14,572 14,572 0 ¥239 
Marine Corps Reserve .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 2,261 2,261 2,261 0 0 
Air National Guard ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 11,591 11,697 11,697 0 106 
Air Force Reserve ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1,437 1,498 1,498 0 61

DOD Total ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 67,204 67,384 68,660 1,276 1,456 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 412) that would authorize the fol-
lowing end strengths: the Army National 
Guard of the United States, 24,492; the Army 

Reserve, 13,888; the Naval Reserve, 14,572; the 
Marine Corps Reserve, 2,261; the Air National 
Guard of the United States, 11,727; the Air 
Force Reserve, 1,498. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize the following end 
strengths for reserves on active duty in sup-
port of the reserves as of September 30, 2003:

Service FY 2002 au-
thorized 

FY 2003 Change from 

Request 
Committee 

recommenda-
tion 

FY 2003 re-
quest 

FY 2002 au-
thorized 

Army National Guard .................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 23,698 23,768 24,562 794 864 
Army Reserve ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 13,406 13,588 14,070 482 664 
Naval Reserve .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 14,811 14,572 14,572 0 ¥239 
Marine Corps Reserve .................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 2,261 2,261 2,261 0 0 
Air National Guard ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 11,591 11,697 11,727 30 136 
Air Force Reserve ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1,437 1,498 1,498 0 61

DOD Total 67,204 67,384 68,690 1,306 1,486.

End strengths for military technicians (dual sta-
tus) (sec. 413) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
413) that would authorize the following end 

strengths for military technicians (dual sta-
tus) as of September 30, 2003:

Service FY 2002 au-
thorized 

FY 2003 Change from 

Request 
Committee 

recommenda-
tion (limit) 

FY 2003 re-
quest 

FY 2002 au-
thorized 

Army National Guard .................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 23,615 23,615 24,102 487 487 
Army Reserve ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 6,249 6,349 6,599 250 350 
Air National Guard ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 22,422 22,495 22,495 0 73 
Air Force Reserve ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 9,818 9,911 9,911 0 93

DOD Total ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 62,104 62,370 63,107 737 1,003 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 413). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

Fiscal year 2003 limitation on non-dual status 
technicians (sec. 414) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
414) that would establish the following limits 

on the number of non-dual status techni-
cians as of September 30, 2003:

Service FY 2002 limit 

FY 2003 Change from 

Request 
Committee 

recommenda-
tion (limit) 

FY 2003 re-
quest 

FY 2002 au-
thorized 

Army National Guard .................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1,600 1,600 1,600 0 0 
Army Reserve ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 1,095 995 995 0 ¥100 
Air National Guard ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 350 350 350 0 0 
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Service FY 2002 limit 

FY 2003 Change from 

Request 
Committee 

recommenda-
tion (limit) 

FY 2003 re-
quest 

FY 2002 au-
thorized 

Air Force Reserve ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 90 0 90 90 0

DOD Total ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 3,135 2,945 3,035 90 ¥100 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 414) that would establish numerical 
limits on the number of non-dual status 
technicians who may be employed in the De-
partment of Defense as of September 30, 2003, 
as follows: (1) Army National Guard of the 
United States, 1,600; (2) Air National Guard 
of the United States, 350; (3) Army Reserve, 
995; and Air Force Reserve, 0. 

The Senate recedes. 
Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations 
Authorization of appropriations for military 

personnel (sec. 421) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
421) that would authorize a total of $93,725.0 
million to be appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Defense for military personnel. 

The Senate amendment included a similar 
provision (sec. 421) that would authorize a 
total of $94.4 billion to be appropriated to the 
Department of Defense for military per-
sonnel. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize $93,829.5 million to be 
appropriated to the Department of Defense 
for military personnel. 

The conferees provide the following 
itemization of the increases and decreases 
from the budget request related to the mili-
tary personnel accounts:

[Additions in millions] 

Military Personnel Funding in DERF $22.9 
ARNG National Guard AGR end 

strength increase ............................ 28.4 
USAR AGR end strength increase ..... 11.5 
ANG AGR end strength increase ....... 0.7 

Total ............................................... 63.5 
[Reductions in millions] 

Accrual payment to Uniformed Serv-
ices Retiree Health Care Fund ........ $405.0 

Savings from DOD proposals not 
adopted ........................................... 14.8 

Repeal of special compensation for 
severely disabled ............................ 53.9 

Selective reenlistment bonus ............ 16.5 
$30K Lump Sum Bonus ...................... 28.9 
Enlistment bonus .............................. 10.5 

Total 529.6

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Authority to increase strength and grade limita-
tions to account for reserve component mem-
bers on active duty in support of a contin-
gency operation 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 402) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to increase the limit on ac-
tive duty end strength by the number of 
members of the reserve components serving 
on active duty, with their consent, in sup-
port of a contingency operation. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY 

ITEMS OF SPECIAL INTEREST 

Department of Defense education partnerships 

The conferees recognize the importance of 
the continued growth and development of 
partnerships, using web-based technology, 
between the Department of Defense, high 
schools, and institutions of higher education 
in order to ensure that the services are able 
to effectively recruit and retain the most 

qualified service members. The conferees are 
also aware that the Department of Defense 
and the military services already have a 
number of ongoing initiatives to foster such 
education partnerships. 

The conferees encourage the Department 
to pursue new partnerships, in a manner that 
is fully coordinated with ongoing initiatives, 
that will facilitate the enrollment and trans-
fer of students with full recognition of cred-
its among two-year and four-year institu-
tions of higher education. Such new efforts 
could enhance education opportunities for 
minority men and women, a demographic 
that currently makes up nearly 40 percent of 
the enlisted members in the armed services. 

Enrollments at Air Force Institute of Tech-
nology and Naval Postgraduate School 

The conferees are concerned that the Air 
Force and the Navy are not heeding the pre-
vious directions, as specified in the Floyd D. 
Spence National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106–398) and 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107), to 
produce sufficient numbers of military per-
sonnel with the requisite graduate level edu-
cation in science, engineering, and tech-
nology. 

The Air Force Institute of Technology and 
the Naval Postgraduate School are uniquely 
qualified to meet these graduate education 
requirements with specialized, military-rel-
evant curricula. As noted by the Secretary of 
the Air Force and the Secretary of the Navy 
in March 2002, the Air Force and Navy are 
committed to maintaining each school as 
world-class, higher education institutions 
underpinned by their unique service heritage 
and character. 

Despite such commitment by the secre-
taries, the conferees remain concerned that 
neither service is fully utilizing the military 
student enrollment capacity of these two in-
stitutions. Therefore, the conferees direct 
the Secretaries of the Air Force and the 
Navy to report 120 days after enactment of 
this Act their plans to increase the military 
student enrollment at both schools. 

STARBASE resource and training center 

The Department of Defense STARBASE 
Program is an effective community outreach 
program for youths ages six through 18 that 
is aimed at improving math and science 
skills. It also addresses drug use prevention, 
health, self-esteem, and life skills and ex-
poses youth, parents, and teachers to the 
value of military service. It currently oper-
ates at 39 locations associated with active, 
guard, and reserve commands throughout 
the United States. At least seven additional 
locations are seeking STARBASE programs. 

The conferees are encouraged that the De-
partment is looking at ways to ensure that 
STARBASE academies are complying with 
program standardization requirements and 
maintaining quality control. The conferees 
urge the Department of Defense to imple-
ment a cost-effective system for providing 
program standardization and quality control 
during fiscal year 2003, to include consider-
ation of establishing a STARBASE resource 
and training center. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 
Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy 

Extension of good-of-the-service waiver author-
ity for officers appointed to a Reserve Chief 
or Guard Director position (sec. 501) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
502) that would extend to December 31, 2004, 
the authority of the Secretary of Defense to 
waive the requirement for significant joint 
experience as a qualification for appoint-
ment as the Chief of the Army, Navy, Air 
Force, or Marine Corps Reserve or as Direc-
tor of the Army or Air National Guard. The 
recommended provision would also require 
the Secretary of Defense to report to Con-
gress the steps that he, together with the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs and the secre-
taries of the military departments, will take 
to ensure that no further extensions of this 
waiver authority will be required after 2004.

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 502) that would extend the 
waiver authority from October 1, 2003 to De-
cember 31, 2003. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 
to submit by May 1, 2003, a report to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives indicating 
what steps have been taken to ensure that 
Reserve and Guard officers receive signifi-
cant joint duty experience and a date by 
which a waiver will no longer be required. 
Exclusion of certain officers from limitation on 

authority to grant a waiver of required com-
pletion or sequencing for joint professional 
military education (sec. 502) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 503) that would repeal the 10 per-
cent limitation on authority to grant offi-
cers, in grades below brigadier general and 
rear admiral (lower half), a waiver of the re-
quired sequence of joint professional mili-
tary education and joint duty assignment. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would exclude only officers nominated 
and selected for the joint specialty pursuant 
to section 521 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act of Fiscal Year 2002 (Public 
Law 107–107) from the 10 percent limitation 
on authority to grant officers, in grades 
below brigadier general and rear admiral 
(lower half), a waiver of the required se-
quence of joint professional military edu-
cation and joint duty assignment. This au-
thority would expire on October 1, 2006. 
Extension and codification of authority for re-

call of retired aviators to active duty (sec. 
503) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 504) that would extend to Sep-
tember 30, 2008, the temporary authority for 
recall of retired aviators to active duty. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment that would terminate the au-
thority to order retired aviators to active 
duty on September 30, 2008, and would allow 
officers ordered to active duty before that 
date to complete the period of active duty 
specified in an agreement entered into by the 
officer and the secretary concerned, even 
when that period of active duty extends be-
yond September 30, 2008. 
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Grades for certain positions (sec. 504) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 505) that would require that the 
heads of the Nurse Corps for the Army, Navy, 
and Air Force be appointed in the regular 
grade of major general or rear admiral. The 
Senate amendment contained another provi-
sion (sec. 906) that would provide statutory 
authorization for the Army Veterinary Corps 
and authorize appointment of the officer 
serving in this position in the regular grade 
of brigadier general. 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
404(c)) that would require that the Chief of 
the Veterinary Corps of the Army serve in 
the grade of brigadier general. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require that the heads of the 
Nurse Corps for the Army, Navy, and Air 
Force be appointed in the regular grade of 
major general or rear admiral and that the 
Chief of the Veterinary Corps of the Army 
serve in the grade of brigadier general. The 
amendment would also establish the posi-
tions of Chief of Legislative Liaison in the 
Departments of the Army and the Air Force 
to be filled by officers in the grade of major 
general; Chief of Legislative Affairs in the 
Department of the Navy to be filled by an of-
ficer in the grade of rear admiral; and Legis-
lative Assistant to the Commandant of the 
Marine Corps to be filled by an officer in a 
grade above colonel. 
Reinstatement of authority to reduce three-year 

time-ingrade requirement for retirement in 
grade for officers in grades above major and 
lieutenant commander (sec. 505) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 506) that would authorize, during 
the period from September 1, 2002, until De-
cember 31, 2004, waiver of one year of the 
three-year time-in- grade requirement for re-
tirement for officers in grades above major 
and lieutenant commander. The amendment 
would require advance notice to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives and would author-
ize the Deputy Under Secretary of Defense 
for Personnel and Readiness to exercise this 
authority for flag and general officers and 
the service secretaries or assistant secre-
taries responsible for manpower and reserve 
affairs to exercise this authority for retire-
ments in grades of lieutenant colonel and 
colonel, or, in the case of the Navy, com-
mander and captain. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize the Secretary of De-
fense to authorize the service secretaries to 
reduce the time-in-grade requirement for re-
tirement to no less than two years for retire-
ments effective between October 1, 2002, and 
December 31, 2003. The amendment would au-
thorize a service secretary to approve an 
early retirement of a flag or general officer 
only if approved by the Secretary of Defense 
or a Senate- confirmed civilian official in the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense. The 
amendment would require advance notice to 
the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives of 
the exercise of this authority for officers re-
tired in general of flag officer grades. 
Authority to require that an officer take leave 

pending review of a recommendation for re-
moval by a board of inquiry (sec. 506) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 552) that would authorize the serv-
ice secretaries to require an officer to take 
leave (including excess leave) while awaiting 
a secretary’s action on a board of inquiry’s 
recommendation that the officer not be re-
tained on active duty. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment. 

Subtitle B—Reserve Component 
Management 

Reviews of National Guard strength accounting 
and management and other issues (sec. 511) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
511) that would require the Comptroller Gen-
eral to submit a report to Congress on man-
agement of the National Guard. The rec-
ommended provision would also require the 
Secretary of Defense to submit a report to 
Congress on the differing Army and Air 
Force policies for taking adverse administra-
tive actions against National Guard officers 
in a State status. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 
Courts-martial for the National Guard when not 

in Federal service (sec. 512) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

512) that would update and streamline the 
administration of military justice in the Na-
tional Guard when it is not in a federal sta-
tus and would require the Secretary of De-
fense to develop a model state Uniform Code 
of Military Justice and a model state Manual 
for Courts- Martial. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 
Fiscal year 2003 funding for military personnel 

costs of reserve component Special Oper-
ations Forces personnel engaged in humani-
tarian assistance activities relating to clear-
ing of landmines (sec. 513) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 341) that would amend section 
401(c) of title 10, United States Code, to allow 
up to 10 percent of the funding for a fiscal 
year for humanitarian and civic assistance 
to be expended for the pay and allowances of 
reserve component personnel of the Special 
Operations Command (SOCOM) performing 
duty in connection with training and activi-
ties related to the clearing of landmines for 
humanitarian purposes. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that authorizes for fiscal year 2003 funds ap-
propriated to a military department for re-
serve component personnel to reimburse 
military personnel expenses of Special Oper-
ations Forces of reserve components engaged 
in humanitarian demining training and ac-
tivities. The total expenses incurred in this 
way cannot exceed 10 percent of the oper-
ation and maintenance funding for humani-
tarian demining, and the military services 
must be fully reimbursed. The conferees di-
rect the Secretary of Defense, as part of the 
fiscal year 2004 budget request, to submit a 
legislative proposal that ensures that the 
military personnel expenses of active and re-
serve components employed in humanitarian 
demining activities are defined in detail and 
budgeted, authorized, and appropriated from 
military personnel accounts. 
Use of Reserves to perform duties relating to de-

fense against terrorism (sec. 514) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 1043) that would change the defini-
tion of the term ‘‘weapons of mass destruc-
tion’’ in sections 12304 and 12310 of title 10, 
United States Code, so as to include any 
large conventional explosive that is designed 
to produce catastrophic loss of life or prop-
erty. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would not change the definition of the 

term ‘‘weapons of mass destruction’’ but 
would amend sections 12303 and 12310 of title 
10, United States Code, to authorize the use 
of the reserves to perform duties relating to 
defense against a terrorist attack or a 
threatened terrorist attack that results, or 
could result, in catastrophic loss of life or 
property. 
Repeal of prohibition on use of Air Force Re-

serve AGR personnel for Air Force base se-
curity functions (sec. 515)

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 513) that would repeal the prohibi-
tion on the use of Air Force Reserve AGR 
personnel for Air Force base security func-
tions. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Subtitle C—Reserve Component Officer 

Personnel Policy 
Eligibility for consideration for promotion to 

grade of major general for certain reserve 
component brigadier generals who do not 
otherwise qualify for consideration for pro-
motion under the one-year rule (sec. 521) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
522) that would permit reserve brigadier gen-
erals of the Army and Air Force to be eligi-
ble for promotion with less than one year on 
the reserve active status list or the active-
duty list (or combination of both lists) when 
the following three factors apply to the offi-
cer: 

(1) The officer had been transferred from 
an inactive status to the active status list 
during the one-year period preceding the 
date of the convening of the promotion 
board. 

(2) The officer had been in an inactive sta-
tus for less than one year immediately be-
fore the officer’s most recent transfer to an 
active status. 

(3) The officer had continuously served for 
at least one year on the reserve active status 
list or the active duty list (or a combination 
of both lists) before the officer’s most recent 
transfer to an inactive status. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Authority for limited extension of medical 

deferment of mandatory retirement or sepa-
ration of reserve component officers (sec. 
522) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 512) that would authorize the serv-
ice secretaries to defer the mandatory retire-
ment or separation of a Reserve component 
officer for 30 days after completion of an 
evaluation requiring hospitalization or med-
ical observation to determine the officer’s 
entitlement to retirement or separation for 
physical disability. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 524). 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment. 

Subtitle D—Enlistment, Education, and 
Training Programs 

Enlistment incentives for pursuit of skills to fa-
cilitate national service (sec. 531) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 541) that would authorize unique 
incentives to encourage individuals to volun-
teer to serve the Nation through enlisting in 
the Armed Forces. Individuals who volunteer 
under this program would be required to 
serve on active duty for 15 months after com-
pletion of initial entry training and could 
complete the remainder of their military 
service obligation by choosing service on ac-
tive duty, in the Selected Reserve, in the In-
dividual Ready Reserve, or in another na-
tional service program designated by the 

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 05:41 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00396 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.219 H12PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8457November 12, 2002
Secretary of Defense. Participants would be 
required to meet all eligibility requirements 
for military service and would elect one of 
the following incentives: (1) a $5000 bonus 
payable after completion of 15 months of ac-
tive duty, (2) repayment of a qualifying stu-
dent loan not to exceed $18,000, (3) an edu-
cational allowance at the monthly rate pay-
able under the Montgomery GI Bill for 12 
months, or (4) an educational allowance of 
two-thirds of the monthly rate payable 
under the Montgomery GI Bill for 36 months. 
Program participants who are otherwise 
qualified and volunteer to continue serving 
on active duty may be considered for reen-
listment or extension on active duty and any 
additional benefits for which they may be el-
igible. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require an enlistee, upon comple-
tion of the initial obligated period of service, 
to serve an additional period on active duty 
as determined by the Secretary of Defense or 
24 months in an active status in the Selected 
Reserve, then to serve the remaining period 
of obligated service on active duty, in the 
Selected Reserve, in the Individual Ready 
Reserve, in the Peace Corps, Americorps, or 
other national service program, or some 
combination of these. The amendment would 
also change the bonus amount for 36 months 
of educational assistance from two-thirds to 
one-half of the monthly rate payable for 
basic educational assistance under the Mont-
gomery GI Bill. 
Authority for phased increase to 4,400 in au-

thorized strengths for the service academies 
(sec. 532) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
531) that would permit the secretaries of the 
military departments, beginning with class-
es entering the service academies during the 
2003–2004 academic year, to increase the end 
strengths for cadets or midshipmen from the 
current limit of 4,000 to 4,400 in annual incre-
ments of up to 100. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 521). 

The Senate recedes. 
Enhancement of reserve component delayed 

training program (sec. 533) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
532) that would authorize members who en-
list in the reserve delayed training program 
to remain in that program for one year, a 
full three months longer than authorized in 
current law. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 511). 

The Senate recedes. 
Review of Armed Forces programs for prepara-

tion for, participation in, and conduct of 
athletic competitions (sec. 534) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
533) that would authorize members and units 
of the National Guard to use appropriated 
funds to conduct and participate in quali-
fying athletic and small arms competitions. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 
to conduct a comprehensive review of the 
programs of the active and reserve compo-
nents of the Armed Forces for preparation 
for, participation in, and conduct of athletic 
competitions. The amendment would also re-
quire the Secretary to report to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives by March 3, 2003, 
on: (1) the adequacy of funding sources for 
athletic competitions, (2) recommendations 
regarding limitations on the use of the fund-
ing sources or inadequacies in the funding 

for athletic competitions, (3) an assessment 
of, and recommendations for, achieving con-
sistent funding and policy treatment regard-
ing the participation of active and reserve 
component personnel in athletic competi-
tions, and (4) any recommended legislation. 
Repeal of bar to eligibility of Army College First 

Program participants for benefits under stu-
dent loan repayment program (sec. 535) 

The conference agreement includes a pro-
vision that would repeal the bar to eligi-
bility for Educational Loan Repayment Pro-
grams for persons receiving allowances for 
participating in the College First Program. 

Subtitle E—Decorations, Awards, and 
Commendations 

Waiver of time limitations for award of Army 
Distinguished-Service Cross to certain per-
sons (sec. 541) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 531) that would waive the statutory 
time limits for award of military decorations 
to certain individuals who have been rec-
ommended by the service secretaries for 
these awards. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 541). 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would remove the waiver of time limit 
for awards of the Distinguished Flying Cross 
of the Navy because the time limit for this 
award is not set forth in statute and may be 
waived by the Secretary of the Navy. 
Option to convert award of Armed Forces Expe-

ditionary Medal awarded for Operation Fre-
quent Wind to Vietnam Service Medal (sec. 
542) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
542) that would authorize eligible veterans to 
receive the Vietnam Service Medal in lieu of 
a previously awarded Armed Forces Expedi-
tionary Medal for participation in Operation 
Frequent Wind, the evacuation of Vietnam 
conducted on April 29 and 30, 1975. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Korea Defense Service Medal (sec. 543) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 532) that would require the service 
secretaries to issue a campaign medal, to be 
known as the Korea Defense Service Medal, 
to military personnel who served in the Re-
public of Korea, or the adjacent waters, be-
tween July 28, 1954, and a termination date 
determined by the Secretary of Defense, and 
who meet prescribed service requirements 
for eligibility. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment. 
Commendation of military chaplains (sec. 544)

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1069) that would express Congress’s 
appreciation for the outstanding contribu-
tions of military chaplains and would au-
thorize and request the President to issue a 
proclamation calling on the people of the 
United States to recognize the distinguished 
service of the Nation’s military chaplains. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Subtitle F—Administrative Matters 

Staffing and funding for Defense Prisoner of 
War/Missing Personnel Office (sec. 551) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
551) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to ensure that the Defense Prisoner of 
War/Missing in Action Office (DPMO) is pro-
vided sufficient personnel and funding to en-
able the DPMO to fully perform its complete 
range of missions. The provision would also 

prohibit reducing the number of military and 
civilian personnel assigned or detailed to 
DPMO below the number requested in the 
President’s budget for fiscal year 2003 unless 
such a reduction is expressly required by 
law. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 

The conferees note that the budget request 
for fiscal year 2003 provides for 46 military 
personnel and 69 civilian personnel and in-
cludes a funding request for $16.0 million. 
Three-year freeze on reductions of personnel of 

agencies responsible for review and correc-
tion of military records (sec. 552) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
552) that would preclude the secretaries of 
the military departments from reducing the 
number of military and civilian personnel 
assigned to duty within the review boards 
agencies through fiscal year 2005 until 90 
days after the secretary of the military de-
partment concerned submits a report that 
describes the proposed reduction, provides 
the rationale for the reduction, and specifies 
the number of personnel that will be as-
signed to the board after the reduction is 
complete. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Authority for acceptance of voluntary services 

of individuals as proctors for administration 
of Armed Services Vocational Aptitude Bat-
tery test (sec. 553) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
554) that would authorize the secretaries 
concerned to accept the voluntary services of 
educators and other individuals to assist re-
cruiters in administering the Armed Serv-
ices Vocational Aptitude Battery test to 
high school students. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 1062). 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 
Extension of temporary early retirement author-

ity (sec. 554) 
The conference agreement includes a pro-

vision that would extend the active force 
drawdown period from December 31, 2001, to 
September 1, 2002, for purposes of temporary 
authority to approve retirements of mem-
bers with at least 15 but less than 20 years of 
active service. 
Subtitle G—Matters Relating to Minorities 

and Women in the Armed Forces 
Surveys of racial and ethnic issues and of gen-

der issues in the Armed Forces (sec. 561) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 551) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to conduct two separate bi-
ennial surveys, rather than a single annual 
survey, to identify and assess racial, ethnic, 
and gender issues and discrimination among 
members of the Armed Forces serving on ac-
tive duty and the extent (if any) of ‘‘hate 
group’’ activity among such members. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 
to carry out four quadrennial surveys (each 
in a separate year) to identify and assess ra-
cial, ethnic, and gender issues and discrimi-
nation among members of the Armed Forces, 
active and reserve, and the extent (if any) of 
‘‘hate group’’ activity among such members. 
Annual report on status of female members of 

the Armed Forces (sec. 562) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

555) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit an annual report to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
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the House of Representatives on the status 
of female members of the Armed Forces re-
garding assignments and assignment poli-
cies, deployment, promotion and retention 
rates, sexual harassment, and other per-
sonnel issues. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
clarifying the matters to be included in the 
report and requiring that the report be sub-
mitted for each of the fiscal years 2002 
through 2006. 
Wear of abayas by female members of the Armed 

Forces in Saudi Arabia (sec. 563) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 554) that would prohibit requiring 
or encouraging service members to wear an 
abaya while serving in Saudi Arabia, taking 
adverse action against members for choosing 
not to wear an abaya while serving in Saudi 
Arabia, and using Department of Defense 
funds to procure abayas for issuance to mili-
tary personnel serving in Saudi Arabia. The 
provision would also require instruction to 
female service members ordered to duty in 
Saudi Arabia about this prohibition. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would afford more flexibility in the tim-
ing of instruction to service members re-
garding this provision and would delete the 
prohibition on taking adverse action against 
members for choosing not to wear an abaya 
while serving in Saudi Arabia. The conferees 
believe that this prohibition against adverse 
action is unnecessary because service mem-
bers could not be required or encouraged to 
wear an abaya if this provision is enacted. 

Subtitle H—Benefits 
Department of Defense support for persons par-

ticipating in military funeral honors details 
(sec. 571) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
553) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to prescribe a flat-rate daily stipend 
for military retirees and others who are not 
service members or government employees 
participating in funeral honors details. The 
stipend would be paid in lieu of separate pay-
ments for transportation and miscellaneous 
expenses. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 553). 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 
Emergency leave of absence program (sec. 572) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
561) that would authorize a service member 
to transfer accrued leave to another member 
when the recipient is likely to require a pro-
longed absence from duty due to a medical 
condition of a family member or other hard-
ship condition. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize service secretaries to 
grant a service member a one-time emer-
gency leave of absence of up to 14 days for a 
qualifying emergency. This emergency leave 
of absence could be granted only to prevent 
the member from entering unearned leave 
status or excess leave status. 
Enhanced flexibility in medical loan repayment 

program (sec. 573) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

562) that would repeal the bar against pro-
viding loan repayment benefits to partici-
pants in the Armed Forces health professions 
scholarship and financial assistance program 
and would remove the limit on the total ben-
efit that may be paid. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Destinations authorized for Government paid 

transportation of enlisted personnel for rest 
and recuperation absence upon extending 
duty at designated locations overseas (sec. 
574) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 633) that would authorize enlisted 
personnel, who agree to extend an overseas 
tour for a period of not less than one year, 
the option of round-trip transportation to: 
(1) the nearest port in the 48 contiguous 
states, or (2) an alternative destination at 
equal or lesser cost. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 563). 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment. 
Vehicle storage in lieu of transportation when 

member is ordered to a nonforeign duty sta-
tion outside continental United States (sec. 
575) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
564) that would authorize members to store a 
privately owned vehicle when the member is 
ordered to a duty station in a nonforeign 
area outside the continental United States 
and the shipment of a vehicle is prohibited 
or contingent upon completion of extensive 
modification.

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 634). 

The Senate recedes. 
SUBTITLE I—REPORTS 

Quadrennial quality of life review (sec. 581) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 1034) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to conduct a quadrennial 
quality of life review to examine the quality 
of life of members of the Armed Forces. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 
Report on desirability and feasibility of consoli-

dating separate courses of basic instruction 
for judge advocates (sec. 582) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
572) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to study the feasibility and desirability 
of consolidating the separate Army, Navy 
and Air Force courses of basic instruction 
for judge advocates at a single location. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees are aware of, and pleased 

with, the exceptional quality of the various 
courses of study taught at each of the sepa-
rate service schools for judge advocates. The 
conferees expect the Secretary and the mili-
tary departments to continue to offer judge 
advocate education of this high caliber. 
Reports on efforts to resolve status of Captain 

Michael Scott Speicher, United States Navy 
(sec. 583) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1035) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense, in consultation with the 
Secretary of State and the Director of Cen-
tral Intelligence, to submit to Congress a re-
port no later than 60 days after enactment of 
this Act and every 90 days thereafter on the 
efforts of the United States Government to 
determine the status of Captain Michael 
Scott Speicher, U.S. Navy. The reports 
would discuss direct and indirect contacts 
with the Government of Iraq, requests to 
other governments for assistance, leads, and 
cooperation from nongovernmental organiza-
tions or international organizations per-
taining to resolving the status of Captain 
Speicher. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would have the Secretary submit a re-
port no later than 90 days after the enact-
ment of this Act and every 120 days there-
after, would provide for the reports to cease 
upon a final determination regarding the 
status of Michael Scott Speicher by the Sec-
retary of Defense, and would make other 
clarifying amendments. 
Report on volunteer services of members of the 

reserve components in emergency response 
to the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001 
(sec. 584) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1039) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to report on volunteer 
services performed by members of the re-
serve components not in an official status in 
response to the September 11, 2001, terrorist 
attacks on the World Trade Center and the 
Pentagon. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require that the report be sub-
mitted no later than 180 days after enact-
ment of this Act, include volunteer services 
performed in the vicinity of Shanksville, 
Pennsylvania, in responding to the crash of 
United Airlines Flight 93, and discuss any 
recognition that the Secretary considers ap-
propriate. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 
Exemption from active status strength limitation 

for reserve component general and flag offi-
cers serving on active duty in certain joint 
duty assignments designated by the Chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
521) that would exempt the 10 reserve compo-
nent general and flag officers who are serv-
ing on active duty in designated positions on 
the joint staffs of the commanders of the 
unified and specified commands from count-
ing against the numbers of reserve compo-
nent general and flag officers authorized by 
section 12004 of title 10, United States Code. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Matching funds requirements under National 

Guard Youth Challenge Program 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

513) that would increase the amount of as-
sistance the Department of Defense may pro-
vide to a state program of the National 
Guard Challenge Program for a fiscal year 
not to exceed 75 percent of the state program 
during that fiscal year. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Military recruiter access to institutions of high-

er education 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 542) that would encourage and fa-
cilitate military service by requiring institu-
tions of higher education receiving assist-
ance under the Higher Education Act of 1965 
(Public Law 89–329) to provide military re-
cruiters: (1) the same access to students and 
the institution as is provided to prospective 
employers, and (2) upon request, access to 
the names, addresses, and telephone listings 
of students, except for the information of 
students who have submitted a request that 
the information not be released without 
prior written consent. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Retention of promotion eligibility for reserve 

component general and flag officers trans-
ferred to an inactive status 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
523) that would permit reserve officers se-
lected for promotion to major general and 
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rear admiral to retain their promotion eligi-
bility and, if otherwise qualified, be pro-
moted to the higher grade upon returning to 
an active status from an inactive status. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

Right of convicted accused to request sentencing 
by military judge 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
571) that would allow a convicted accused at 
a court-martial composed of a military judge 
and court members to request that the sen-
tence be adjudged by a military judge rather 
than the court members. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER 
PERSONNEL BENEFITS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances 

Increase in basic pay for fiscal year 2003 (sec. 
601) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
601) that would increase basic pay by a min-
imum of 4.1 percent for all members of the 
uniformed services and would provide addi-
tional increases to mid-grade and senior non-
commissioned officers and mid-grade offi-
cers. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 601). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

Basic allowance for housing in cases of low-cost 
or no-cost moves (sec. 602) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 603) that would extend to locations 
outside the United States the authority to 
pay the basic allowance for housing based on 
the member’s former duty assignment when 
the member’s reassignment is a low-cost or 
no-cost permanent change of station or per-
manent change of assignment. This author-
ity currently applies only to assignments 
within the United States. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 602). 

The House recedes. 

Rate of basic allowance for subsistence for en-
listed personnel occupying single Govern-
ment quarters without adequate availability 
of meals (sec. 603) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 602) that would authorize payment 
of an increased amount of basic allowance 
for subsistence to enlisted members who are 
assigned to single Government quarters 
without adequate availability of meals from 
a Government messing facility. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and 
Incentive Pays 

One-year extension of certain bonus and special 
pay authorities for reserve forces (sec. 611) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
611) that would extend the authority for the 
selected reserve reenlistment bonus, the se-
lected reserve enlistment bonus, special pay 
for enlisted members of the selected reserve 
assigned to certain high priority units, the 
selected reserve affiliation bonus, the ready 
reserve enlistment and reenlistment bonus, 
and the prior service enlistment bonus until 
December 31, 2003. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 611). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

One-year extension of certain bonus and special 
pay authorities for certain health care pro-
fessionals (sec. 612) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
612) that would extend the authority for the 
nurse officer candidate accession program, 
the accession bonus for registered nurses, 
the incentive special pay for nurse anes-
thetists, the special pay for selected reserve 
health care professionals in critically short 
wartime specialties, and the accession bonus 
for dental officers until December 31, 2003. 
The provision would also extend the author-
ity for repayment of educational loans for 
certain health care professionals who serve 
in the selected reserve until January 1, 2004. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 612). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

One-year extension of special pay and bonus 
authorities for nuclear officers (sec. 613) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
613) that would extend the authority for the 
special pay for nuclear-qualified officers ex-
tending the period of active service, the nu-
clear career accession bonus, and the nuclear 
career annual incentive bonus until Decem-
ber 31, 2003. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 613). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

One-year extension of other bonus and special 
pay authorities (sec. 614) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
614) that would extend the authority for the 
aviation officer retention bonus, the reen-
listment bonus for active members, the en-
listment bonus for active members, the re-
tention bonus for members with critical 
military skills, and the accession bonus for 
new officers in critical skills until December 
31, 2003. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 614). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

Increase in maximum rates for certain special 
pays, bonuses, and financial assistance for 
health care professionals (sec. 615) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 615) that would increase to $25,000 
the maximum amount of the multiyear re-
tention bonus for certain medical officers. 
The Senate amendment contained another 
provision (sec. 616) that would increase to 
$50,000 the maximum amount payable as spe-
cial incentive pay for certain medical offi-
cers of the Armed Forces for service during 
any 12–month period beginning after fiscal 
year 2002. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would combine the two Senate provi-
sions and would increase: (1) the maximum 
multiyear retention bonus to $50,000 for cer-
tain medical officers, including dentists; (2) 
the maximum retention special pay for op-
tometrists to $15,000; (3) the maximum acces-
sion bonus for registered nurses to $30,000; 
and (4) the maximum incentive pay for nurse 
anesthetists to $50,000. The amendment 
would also convert the special pay for phar-
macy officers to a retention special pay not 
to exceed $15,000 for a 12–month period and, 
for nurse officer candidates, would increase 
the maximum accession bonus to $10,000 and 
the maximum monthly stipend to $1000. 

Assignment incentive pay (sec. 616) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 617) that would authorize the serv-
ice secretaries, with the concurrence of the 
Secretary of Defense, to pay a monthly in-

centive pay of up to $1,500 to members serv-
ing in designated assignments. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize payment of assignment 
incentive pay for the period specified in a
written agreement between the member and 
the secretary concerned and would provide 
that no agreements may be entered into 
after December 31, 2005. 
Increase in maximum rates for prior service en-

listment bonus (sec. 617) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

616) that would increase the maximum rates 
paid to reservists with critical skills under 
the prior service enlistment bonus to $8,000 
in the case of a member who enlists for six 
years, to $4,000 in the case of a member who 
enlists for three years, and to $3,500 in the 
case of a member who received a prior bonus 
for a three-year enlistment and who reenlists 
or extends for an additional three years. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 618). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 
Retention incentives for health care profes-

sionals qualified in a critical military skill 
(sec. 618) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
617) that would amend the critical skill re-
tention bonus to provide exceptions to the 
limits on bonus amounts and years of service 
for bonuses paid to health care professionals. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation 
Allowances 

Extension of leave travel deferral period for 
members performing consecutive overseas 
tours of duty (sec. 621) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
631) that would authorize members who have 
been granted travel and transportation al-
lowances in connection with a consecutive 
overseas tour to defer those benefits for the 
full duration of the additional tour of duty. 
If the member is unable to undertake the 
travel before the completion of the addi-
tional tour because of duty in connection 
with a contingency operation, the provision 
would authorize the member to defer the 
travel and transportation for a year after the 
date on which the member’s duty in connec-
tion with the contingency operation duty 
ends. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 631). 

The Senate recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 
Transportation of motor vehicles for members re-

ported missing (sec. 622) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 632) that would authorize shipment 
of two privately owned motor vehicles when 
transportation of household and personal ef-
fects is authorized at government expense in 
the case of members who are officially re-
ported as dead, injured, ill, or absent for a 
period of more than 29 days in a missing sta-
tus. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment. 

Subtitle D—Retired Pay and Survivor 
Benefits 

Permanent reduction from eight to six in num-
ber of years of reserve service required for 
eligibility for retired pay for non-regular 
service (sec. 631) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
642) that would reduce the number of years 
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of continuous reserve component service re-
quired immediately before qualifying for 
non-regular retired pay from eight to six. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 
Increased retired pay for enlisted Reserves cred-

ited with extraordinary heroism (sec. 632) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 642) that would authorize a 10 per-
cent increase in the retired pay of an en-
listed member of a Reserve component when 
the member has been credited with extraor-
dinary heroism in the line of duty. The 
amount of retired pay, including the 10 per-
cent increase, would not exceed 75 percent of 
the member’s retired base pay. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 
Elimination of possible inversion in retired pay 

cost-of-living adjustment for initial COLA 
computation (sec. 633) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
643) that would prevent partial-year retired 
pay cost-of-living adjustments (COLAs) in 
the first year of retirement from exceeding 
the COLA paid to retirees who were retired 
for the entire year. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 
Technical revisions to so-called ‘‘forgotten wid-

ows’’ annuity program (sec. 634) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
644) that would make technical and adminis-
trative changes to section 644 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1998 (Public Law 105–85) that addressed annu-
ities for certain military surviving spouses. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would eliminate the provision pre-
cluding retroactive benefits. 
Expansion of authority of Secretary of Defense 

to waive time limitations on claims against 
the Government for military personnel bene-
fits (sec. 635) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 643) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to waive the statute of lim-
itations for claims involving uniformed serv-
ice members’ pay, allowances, travel, trans-
portation, payments for unused accrued 
leave, retired pay, and survivor benefits. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment. 
Special compensation for certain combat-related 

disabled uniform services retirees (sec. 636) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
641) that would phase in over five years re-
peal of the prohibition against receipt of 
both military retired pay and veterans’ dis-
ability compensation for veterans whose dis-
ability is rated 60 percent or higher. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 641) that would repeal the 
prohibition against receipt of both military 
retired pay and veterans’ disability com-
pensation. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize special compensation 
for uniformed services retirees who com-
pleted at least 20 years of service creditable 
for retirement and who incurred a qualifying 
combat-related disability. A qualifying com-
bat-related disability is: (1) any disability 
rated at 10 percent or higher attributable to 
an injury for which the member was awarded 

the Purple Heart; or (2) a service-connected 
disability rated at 60 percent or higher in-
curred as a direct result of armed conflict, 
while engaged in hazardous service, in the 
performance of duty under conditions simu-
lating war, or through an instrumentality of 
war. The amount of the special compensa-
tion would be equal to the amount of vet-
erans’ disability compensation to which the 
retiree would be entitled based solely for the 
combat-related disability without regard to 
sections 5304 and 5305 of title 38, United 
States Code. This provision would be effec-
tive no later than 180 days after enactment. 

Subtitle E—Montgomery GI Bill 
Time limitation for use of Montgomery GI Bill 

entitlement by members of the Selected Re-
serve (sec. 641) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 652) that would extend from 10 to 14 
years the maximum period that a member of 
the Selected Reserve can use educational 
benefits provided under the Montgomery GI 
Bill for the Selected Reserve. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 651). 

The House recedes. 
Repayment requirements under reserve compo-

nent Montgomery GI Bill arising from fail-
ure to participate satisfactorily in military 
service to be considered debts owed to the 
United States (sec. 642) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 653) that would treat an obligation 
to pay a refund to the United States for cer-
tain educational assistance as a debt to the 
United States when the obligation to pay the 
refund was incurred because the member 
failed to participate satisfactorily in the Se-
lected Reserve. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment. 
Technical adjustments to authority for certain 

members to transfer educational assistance 
under Montgomery GI Bill to dependents 
(sec. 643) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 655) that would clarify that depend-
ents of active duty military personnel would 
receive transferred Montgomery GI Bill ben-
efits at the veterans’ rate rather than the in-
service rate. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs to make payments attributable 
to increased usage of benefits as a result of 
transfers of Montgomery GI Bill entitlement 
from the Department of Defense Education 
Benefits Fund or from appropriations made 
to the Department of Transportation. 

Subtitle F—Other Matters 
Payment of interest on student loans (sec. 651) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 656) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to pay interest on student 
loans of service members for three years dur-
ing their first term of service. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment. 
Additional authority to provide assistance for 

families of members of the Armed Forces 
(sec. 652) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 651) that would make permanent 
the temporary authority to provide assist-
ance to families of members of the Armed 
Forces serving on active duty to ensure that 
the children of such families obtain needed 
child care, education, and other youth serv-
ices. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 

Repeal of authority for acceptance of honoraria 
by personnel at certain Department of De-
fense schools (sec. 653) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 654) that would repeal a limited ex-
emption from the ban on receipt of honoraria 
by military and civilian faculty members 
and students at the three service academies 
and certain Department of Defense profes-
sional military schools. The exemption lim-
its acceptance of honoraria to $2,000. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 

Addition of definition of continental United 
States in title 37 (sec. 654) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
661) that would amend section 101 of title 37, 
United States Code, to include the definition 
of continental United States as the 48 con-
tiguous states and the District of Columbia. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Minimum levels of hardship duty pay for duty 
on the ground in Antarctica or on Arctic 
icepack 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
615) that would specify a hardship duty pay 
rate of no less than $240 per month for duty 
performed by service members on the ground 
in Antarctica or on the Arctic icepack. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees direct that the issue of pay-

ment of special and incentive pays for re-
servists who perform frequent and contin-
uous duty on ski-equipped aircraft operating 
in the polar regions while assigned tempo-
rarily to locations where extremely harsh 
conditions are encountered be included in 
the reserve component personnel compensa-
tion review directed in the Senate report ac-
companying S. 2514 (S. Rept. 107–151) and in 
the Comptroller General review of compensa-
tion and benefits for reserve component 
members directed in the House report ac-
companying H.R. 4546 (H. Rept. 107–436). 

Modification of amount of back pay for members 
of Navy and Marine Corps selected for pro-
motion while interned as prisoners of war 
during World War II to take into account 
changes in consumer price index 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 657) that would modify the amount 
of back pay determined for a member of the 
Navy or Marine Corps selected for promotion 
while interned as a prisoner of war during 
World War II to reflect increases in the cost 
of living. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes.

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS 

ITEMS OF SPECIAL INTEREST 

Civil-military partnership education programs 
related to sexual health decision-making 

The conferees are aware of collaborative 
civil-military partnership education pro-
grams related to sexual health decision- 
making that may have benefits in the reduc-
tion of unintended pregnancies and sexually 
transmitted infections among military per-
sonnel. Such efforts have the potential to 
contribute to improving both the readiness 
and health of military personnel in all serv-
ices. The conferees direct the Department of 
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Defense to examine such collaborative pro-
grams and consider their use by other serv-
ices. 

Naval Medical Research Center cooperative 
agreements 

The conferees encourage the Secretary of 
the Navy, acting through the Director of the 
Naval Medical Research Center, to enter into 
cooperative agreements with administrators 
of donor banks to provide for cooperation be-
tween the Bone Marrow Registry of the 
Naval Medical Research Center and the 
donor banks. In light of the fact that bone 
marrow donor searches for minority groups 
take nearly twice as long as searches for 
non-minorities, the Director is encouraged 
to give a high priority to selecting donor 
banks that emphasize the involvement of 
members of minority groups as donors of tis-
sue or as patients. 

TRICARE in Alaska 

The conferees are well aware of the unique 
challenges in providing health care to mili-
tary beneficiaries in Alaska. Geographic im-
pacts on access to care, limited managed 
care initiatives, and the level of reimburse-
ment rates demand constant and local over-
sight of the military health care delivery 
system to ensure adequate and appropriate 
access for military beneficiaries. The con-
ferees commend the local military treatment 
facility commanders for the arrangements 
that have been established with local health 
care providers and other federal health care 
entities to ensure timely access to quality 
care. The conferees urge the Secretary of De-
fense to exclude Alaska from fiscal year 2003 
managed care contracts. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Subtitle A—Health Care Program 
Improvements 

Elimination of requirement for TRICARE 
preauthorization of inpatient mental health 
care for medicare-eligible beneficiaries (sec. 
701) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
701) that would eliminate the requirement 
for pre-admission authorization for inpatient 
mental health services when medicare has 
already authorized such care and medicare is 
the primary payer. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 702). 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require advance authorization for 
a continuation of inpatient mental health 
services when medicare coverage terminates. 

Continued TRICARE eligibility of dependents 
residing at remote locations after departure 
of sponsors for unaccompanied assignments 
and eligibility of dependents of reserve com-
ponent members ordered to active duty (sec. 
702) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 703) that would authorize contin-
ued eligibility of family members for 
TRICARE Prime Remote when the spon-
soring service member is transferred from a 
duty that qualified the family members for 
TRICARE Prime Remote and the family 
members remain at the current duty loca-
tion because they are not authorized to ac-
company the member to the new duty as-
signment. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 702). 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that extends the TRICARE Prime Remote 
benefit to dependents of reserve component 
personnel residing in locations that qualify 
for TRICARE Prime Remote when the mem-
ber is ordered to active duty for more than 30 
days. 

Eligibility of surviving dependents for TRICARE 
dental program benefits after discontinu-
ance of former enrollment (sec. 703) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 701) that would authorize certain 
surviving dependents to enroll in the 
TRICARE dental plan. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 703). 

The House recedes.
Department of Defense Medicare-Eligible Retiree 

Health Care Fund (sec. 704) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 706) that would require that con-
tributions to the Department of Defense 
Medicare-Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund 
be paid from military personnel funds. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 704). 

The House recedes. 
The conferees intend that the Department 

of Defense exclude cadets and midshipmen 
from average force strength calculations for 
the Medicare-Eligible Retiree Health Care 
Fund under sections 1115 and 1116 of title 10, 
United States Code, just as cadets and mid-
shipmen are excluded from average force 
strength calculations for the Department of 
Defense Military Retirement Fund under 
sections 1465 and 1466 of title 10, United 
States Code. 
Approval of medicare providers as TRICARE 

providers (sec. 705) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 704) that would require that medi-
care-approved health care providers also be 
considered as approved TRICARE providers. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 705). 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make this provision effective for 
new TRICARE contracts entered into on or 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 
Technical corrections relating to transitional 

health care for members separated from ac-
tive duty (sec. 706) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 707) that would correct section 736 
of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107) to 
provide transitional health care to the de-
pendents of members separated from active 
duty who are eligible for transitional health 
care. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 706). 

The House recedes. 
Extension of temporary authority to enter into 

personal services contracts for the perform-
ance of health care responsibilities at loca-
tions other than military medical treatment 
facilities (sec. 707) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 708) that would extend until De-
cember 31, 2003, the authority to contract 
with physicians to provide new-recruit 
physicals. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Access to health care services for beneficiaries 

eligible for TRICARE and Department of 
Veterans Affairs health care (sec. 708) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 710) that would provide that a 
TRICARE Prime beneficiary could not be de-
nied health care under TRICARE on the 
basis that the beneficiary had received care 
from the Department of Veterans Affairs if 
the Department of Veterans Affairs cannot 
provide the care within the time limit stand-
ards for TRICARE Prime. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 

to prescribe a process for resolving issues re-
lating to patient safety and continuity of 
care for beneficiaries who are concurrently 
entitled to health care under TRICARE and 
are eligible for health care services from the 
Department of Veterans Affairs. The amend-
ment would also require the Comptroller 
General to conduct a study of the health 
care issues of beneficiaries covered by both 
systems. 
Disclosure of information on Project 112 to De-

partment of Veterans Affairs (sec. 709) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 1065) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to submit to Congress and 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs a plan for 
review, declassification, and submission to 
the Department of Veterans Affairs of all 
medically relevant information regarding 
the Shipboard Hazard and Defense (SHAD) 
project to facilitate the provision of Vet-
erans Administration benefits to former 
service members who participated in that 
project. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would expand the scope of the plan to 
include all medically relevant information 
on Project 112, which includes the SHAD 
project, and would require a GAO review of 
the plan. 

Subtitle B—Reports 
Claims information (sec. 711) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 705) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense, in new managed care sup-
port contracts entered into under the 
TRICARE program on or after October 1, 
2002, to adopt new claims requirements that 
are substantially the same as Medicare 
claims requirements. 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
711) that would require the Comptroller Gen-
eral to evaluate the continuing impediments 
to a cost-effective provider and beneficiary-
friendly system for TRICARE claims proc-
essing. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would combine the provisions and limit 
claims information to the information re-
quired for Medicare claims except for infor-
mation that is uniquely required by the 
TRICARE program. 
Comptroller General report on provision of care 

under the TRICARE program (sec. 712) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

712) that would require the Comptroller Gen-
eral to evaluate the nature, reasons, and ex-
tent of trends in TRICARE network provider 
turbulence and the effectiveness of the ef-
forts of the Department of Defense and 
TRICARE managed care support contractors 
to measure and mitigate such turbulence. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Repeal of report requirement (sec. 713) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
713) that would repeal the TRICARE Senior 
Prime annual reporting requirement speci-
fied in section 712 of the Floyd D. Spence Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2001 (Public Law 106–398). 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Subtitle C—Department of Defense-Depart-

ment of Veterans Affairs Health Resources 
Sharing 

Revised coordination and sharing guidelines 
(sec. 721) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
723) that would require the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs and the Secretary of Defense 
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to: (1) enter into agreements and contracts 
for the mutually beneficial coordination, 
use, or exchange of the health care resources 
of the respective Departments; (2) develop 
and publish a joint strategic vision and plan; 
(3) establish and jointly fund a Department 
of Defense-Veterans Affairs health executive 
committee; (4) establish and fund a joint in-
centives program; (5) jointly develop guide-
lines and policies for implementation of co-
ordination and sharing recommendations, 
contracts, and agreements; and (6) jointly 
submit an annual report to Congress on 
health care coordination and sharing activi-
ties. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Comptroller General 
to review the implementation and effective-
ness of the joint incentives program and re-
port to the Committees on Armed Services 
and Veterans’ Affairs of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives on the results of 
the review. The amendment would also in-
corporate the reporting requirements con-
tained in separate provisions into the annual 
joint report required in this provision and 
would make other technical changes. 
Health care resources sharing and coordination 

project (sec. 722) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

724) that would require the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs and the Secretary of Defense to 
conduct a health care resources sharing 
project at no less than five sites to test the 
feasibility, advantages, and disadvantages of 
measures and programs designed to improve 
the sharing and coordination of health care 
and health care resources between the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs and the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require health care resources 
sharing projects at no less than three sites, 
would remove the requirement to test afford-
ing beneficiaries of either Department access 
to the pharmaceutical services of the other 
Department, and would require the Comp-
troller General to provide for an annual on-
site review at each of the project locations 
and report to the Committees on Armed 
Services and Veterans’ Affairs of the Senate 
and House of Representatives. 

The conferees do not anticipate that the 
‘‘coordinated management system’’ will dis-
rupt established command and control or es-
tablished reporting chains for either agency. 
Report on improved coordination and sharing of 

health care and health care resources fol-
lowing domestic acts of terrorism or domestic 
use of weapons of mass destruction (sec. 
723) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
725) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
to review the adequacy of current processes 
and existing statutory authorities and policy 
governing the capability of the Department 
of Defense and the Department of Veterans 
Affairs to provide health care to service 
members following domestic acts of ter-
rorism or domestic use of weapons of mass 
destruction, both before and after a declara-
tion of national emergency. The provision 
would require the Secretaries to report the 
results to Congress with the fiscal year 2004 
budget submission. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Interoperability of Department of Veterans Af-

fairs and Department of Defense pharmacy 
data programs (sec. 724) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
726) that would require the Secretary of Vet-

erans Affairs to adopt the Department of De-
fense’s Pharmacy Data Transaction System. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs and the Secretary of Defense to seek 
to ensure that, by October 1, 2004, their re-
spective pharmacy data systems are using 
national standards for the exchange of out-
patient medication information and are 
interoperable, achieving real-time interface, 
data exchange, and checking of prescription 
drug data of outpatients. If interoperability 
is not achieved by October 1, 2004, the 
amendment would require the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to adopt the Department of 
Defense Pharmacy Data Transaction System 
by October 1, 2005. 

The conferees believe the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs should consider the National 
Council for Prescription Drug Program 
Standards in determining the national 
standards required for interoperability. 
Joint pilot program for providing graduate med-

ical education and training for physicians 
(sec. 725) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
727) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
to conduct a joint pilot program under which 
graduate medical education and training is 
provided to military physicians and physi-
cian employees of their departments. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Repeal of certain limits on Department of Vet-

erans Affairs resources (sec. 726) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

728) that would repeal the limits on the total 
number of authorized Veterans Administra-
tion hospital and nursing home beds. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Findings and sense of Congress concerning sta-
tus of health resources sharing between the 
Department of Veterans Affairs and the De-
partment of Defense 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
722) that would express a sense of Congress 
that the Secretary of Defense and Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs should commit their re-
spective Departments to significantly im-
prove mutually beneficial sharing and co-
ordination of health care resources and serv-
ices during peace and war, build organiza-
tional cultures supportive of improved shar-
ing and coordination of health care resources 
and services, and establish and achieve meas-
urable goals to facilitate increased sharing 
and coordination of health care resources 
and services. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees strongly support coordina-

tion and sharing of health care resources be-
tween the Department of Defense and the 
Department of Veterans Affairs. Federal 
health care resources are scarce and thus 
should be effectively and efficiently used. 
Health care beneficiaries of the Departments 
of Defense and Veterans Affairs, whether ac-
tive service members, veterans, retirees, or 
family members of active or retired service 
members, should have full access to the 
health care and services that Congress has 
authorized for them. 

In 1982, Congress authorized the sharing of 
health resources between Department of De-
fense medical treatment facilities and De-
partment of Veterans Affairs health care fa-
cilities to allow more effective and efficient 

use of those health resources. The Secretary 
of Defense and the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs, and the appropriate officials of each of 
the Departments of Defense and Veterans Af-
fairs with responsibilities related to health 
care, have not taken full advantage of the 
opportunities provided by law to make their 
respective health resources available to 
health care beneficiaries of the other Depart-
ment in order to provide improved health 
care for beneficiaries of both health systems. 

The conferees are disappointed that, after 
the many years of support and encourage-
ment from Congress, the Departments have 
made little progress in health resource shar-
ing and the intended results of the sharing 
authority have not been achieved. The con-
ferees expect greater cooperation between 
the Departments in the future. 

Reports 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
729) that would require an interim report on 
the conduct of each program under the De-
partment of Defense-Department of Veterans 
Affairs Health Resources Sharing and Per-
formance Improvement Act of 2002, an an-
nual report on the use of waiver authorities, 
a pharmacy benefits report, and an annual 
report on the pilot program for graduate 
medical education. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The reports contained in this provision 

have been incorporated in a separate provi-
sion. 

Restoration of previous policy regarding restric-
tions on use of Department of Defense med-
ical facilities 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 709) that would repeal the prohibi-
tion on using Department of Defense facili-
ties for abortions. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 

Short title 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
721) that would entitle Subtitle C of the 
House Bill the ‘‘Department of Defense-De-
partment of Veterans Affairs Health Re-
sources Sharing and Performance Improve-
ment Act of 2002.’’ 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes.

TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUISITION 
MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED MATTERS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Subtitle A—Acquisition Policy and 
Management 

Buy-to-budget acquisition of end items (sec. 801) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 801) that would authorize the De-
partment of Defense to make the best use of 
limited resources by acquiring a higher 
quantity of an end item than the number 
specified in an authorization or appropria-
tions law or the accompanying report lan-
guage. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would add a definition of the term ‘‘end 
item’’ and make certain technical changes to 
the provision. 

Report to Congress on evolutionary acquisition 
of major defense acquisition programs (sec. 
802) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 802) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report on how 
the Department of Defense plans to comply 
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with applicable requirements of title 10, 
United States Code, and Department of De-
fense regulations when it conducts programs 
for the incremental acquisition of major sys-
tems. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require the submission of a re-
port on the application of such requirements 
to the evolutionary acquisition of major de-
fense acquisition programs and make certain 
technical changes. 
Spiral development under major defense acquisi-

tion programs (sec. 803) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 803) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to conduct a pilot program 
for the spiral development of major systems. 
Under the Senate provision, the Secretary 
would be required to issue guidance on how 
spiral development programs would be de-
signed to meet key acquisition system objec-
tives and to approve a spiral development 
plan for each spiral development program. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would: (1) provide permanent authoriza-
tion to conduct spiral development in lieu of 
a pilot program; (2) authorize the Secretary 
to delegate the approval of spiral develop-
ment plans to designated officials; (3) limit 
the applicability of the provision to major 
defense acquisition programs; and (4) give 
the Secretary greater flexibility in devel-
oping guidance. 
Improvement of software acquisition processes 

(sec. 804) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 804) that would require the sec-
retary of each military department and the 
head of each defense agency that manages a 
major defense acquisition program with a 
substantial software component to establish 
a program to improve its software acquisi-
tion processes. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Department of De-
fense to ensure that: (1) key program per-
sonnel have an appropriate level of experi-
ence or training in software acquisition; and 
(2) criteria used in the selection of sources 
for software provide appropriate emphasis on 
the past performance in developing and pro-
ducing software and the maturity of the soft-
ware products offered. 
Performance goals for procuring services pursu-

ant to multiple award contracts (sec. 805) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 811) that would establish annual 
goals for the Department of Defense (DOD) 
to increase the percentage of services pur-
chases under multiple award contracts that 
are: (1) entered on the basis of competition 
with more than one offer received; and (2) 
performance-based with fixed prices for spe-
cific tasks to be performed. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would repeal goals established in the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107) for savings 
to be achieved through improved manage-
ment of the Department’s $50.0 billion of 
services contracts. The conference amend-
ment would also: (1) modify the goals for the 
competitive purchase of services under mul-
tiple award contracts to 40 percent for fiscal 
year 2003, 50 percent for fiscal year 2004, and 
75 percent for fiscal year 2011; and (2) modify 
the goals for performance-based purchases of 
services under such contracts to 25 percent 

in fiscal year 2003, 35 percent in 2004, 50 per-
cent in 2005, and 70 percent in 2011. The Sec-
retary of Defense would be authorized to ad-
just any of these percentage goals upon a de-
termination that such goal is too high and 
cannot reasonably be achieved. 

The conferees understand that the Depart-
ment has been unable to develop a method 
for measuring savings achieved through the 
improved management of services contracts. 
The goals for competitive and performance-
based services contracting established by the 
conference amendment would establish 
measurable benchmarks for the increased 
use of improved management approaches for 
services contracts. 

In the 1990’s, the Office of Federal Procure-
ment Policy (OFPP) conducted a govern-
ment-wide, performance-based service con-
tracting (PBSC) pilot program including 26 
contracts from 15 agencies with a combined 
award value of approximately $585.0 million. 
OFPP found that, ‘‘On average contract 
price decreased by 15% in nominal dollars 
after the introduction of PBSC. This does 
not consider that, absent the conversion to 
PBSC, additional inflation-related price in-
creases of 16% could have been expected.’’ 

The report cautions that all elements of 
performance-based contracting must be fol-
lowed in order to achieve optimal success. 
According to the report, the minimum essen-
tial components of performance-based con-
tracting include: performance requirements; 
measurable performance standards; govern-
ment quality assurance plans based on meas-
urements of the work against the perform-
ance standards; and incentives based on the 
quality assurance measurements. The con-
ferees are aware of the significant effort that 
will be required to implement performance-
based contracting on an extensive basis. 

The conferees also note that significant 
savings can be found where a non-technical 
cost type contract is converted to a fixed 
price performance-based contract. In addi-
tion, the Acting Inspector General of the De-
partment of Defense testified in the mid–
1990’s that the first decade of implementa-
tion of the Competition in Contracting Act 
of 1984 (Public Law 98–396) had resulted in 
significant cost avoidance. On August 3, 1995, 
the Acting Inspector General testified that: 
‘‘While we have seen savings of 5 to over 90 
percent from competition, typically com-
petition results in price reductions of 15 to 30 
percent.’’ The conferees believe that the De-
partment should be able to achieve signifi-
cant savings by meeting the performance 
goals established in this provision. 
Rapid acquisition and deployment procedures 

(sec. 806) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

808) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to develop procedures for the rapid ac-
quisition and deployment of items that a 
commander of a unified combatant command 
urgently requires. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would give the Secretary greater flexi-
bility in the development of the required 
procedures. 
Quick-reaction special projects acquisition team 

(sec. 807) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

809) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to establish a special projects acquisi-
tion team to examine and address issues af-
fecting expeditious procurements. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would: (1) require that the quick reac-
tion special projects acquisition team be es-
tablished by the Under Secretary of Defense 

for Acquisition, Technology and Logistics; 
and (2) broaden the categories of issues to be 
addressed by the team. 
Subtitle B—Amendments to General Con-

tracting Authorities, Procedures, and Lim-
itations 

Limitation period for task and delivery order 
contracts (sec. 811) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
803) that would amend sections 2304a and 
2304b of title 10, United States Code, to limit 
the period of time for which task and deliv-
ery order contracts may be awarded to five 
years—the same time limitation that is ap-
plicable to other multiyear contracts. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would amend section 2306c of title 10, 
United States Code, to provide that 
multiyear task and delivery order contracts 
are subject to the same requirements as 
other multiyear contracts, including the 
five-year time limitation on such contracts. 
The amendment would also establish a pref-
erence for the award of a multiyear task and 
delivery order contract to more than one 
source to ensure competition for task orders 
and delivery orders throughout the period of 
the contract. Finally, the amendment would 
require the Comptroller General to review 
the contract term of existing single-award 
and multiple-award task and delivery order 
contracts (including any options or exten-
sions available under such contracts). 
One-year extension of program applying sim-

plified procedures to certain commercial 
items; report (sec. 812) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
804) that would extend for one year the pilot 
program established in section 4202 of the 
Clinger-Cohen Act of 1996 (divisions D and E 
of Public Law 104–106). The provision would 
also require the Secretary of Defense to re-
port to Congress on the pilot program. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would: (1) require a report by the Comp-
troller General instead of the Secretary of 
Defense; and (2) clarify the issues to be ad-
dressed in the report. 
Extension and improvement of personnel dem-

onstration policies and procedures applica-
ble to the civilian acquisition workforce 
(sec. 813) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
806) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to develop a plan for improving the 
policies and procedures applicable to the ci-
vilian acquisition workforce, based on the re-
sults of the demonstration project author-
ized by section 4308 of the Clinger-Cohen Act 
of 1996 (division D of Public Law 104–106; 10 
U.S.C. 1706 note). 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 821) that would extend the dem-
onstration project. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would extend the demonstration 
project. 
Past performance given significant weight in re-

newal of procurement technical assistance 
cooperative agreements (sec. 814) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
812) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense, to the maximum extent practicable, to 
renew without reduction in funding any pro-
curement technical assistance cooperative 
agreement with an eligible entity that has 
performed successfully under an existing 
agreement. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary, in con-
ducting a competition for the award of pro-
curement technical assistance cooperative 
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agreements, to give significant weight to 
successful past performance of eligible enti-
ties under existing agreements. 
Increased maximum amount of assistance for 

tribal organizations or economic enterprises 
carrying out procurement technical assist-
ance programs in two or more service areas 
(sec. 815) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 828) that would increase from 
$300,000 to $600,000 the maximum amount of 
assistance for tribal organizations or eco-
nomic enterprises carrying out procurement 
technical assistance programs in two or 
more service areas. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Extension of contract goal for small disadvan-

taged businesses and certain institutions of 
higher education (sec. 816) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 823) that would extend for three 
years the contract goal for small disadvan-
taged businesses and certain institutions of 
higher education. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Grants of exceptions to cost or pricing data cer-

tification requirements and waivers of cost 
accounting standards (sec. 817) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 812) that would require the Depart-
ment of Defense (DOD) to issue guidance on 
grants of exceptions to cost or pricing data 
certification requirements and waivers of 
cost accounting standards. The provision 
would also require the Secretary of Defense 
to report to the congressional defense com-
mittees on certain exceptions to the Truth 
in Negotiations Act and waivers of the cost 
accounting standards. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would modify the guidance to be issued 
on waivers and exceptions to ensure that 
DOD has the flexibility it needs to grant 
waivers and extensions when: (1) the prop-
erty or services could not reasonably be ob-
tained from the contractor or subcontractor 
without the grant of the exception or waiver; 
(2) the price can be determined to be a fair 
and reasonable price; and (3) there are dem-
onstrated benefits from granting the waiver 
or exception. The conference amendment 
would also streamline the reporting require-
ments in the provision by requiring an an-
nual report instead of a semiannual report 
and eliminating the requirement in the Sen-
ate bill for advance notice to Congress of 
certain waivers and exceptions. 
Timing of certification in connection with waiv-

er of survivability and lethality testing re-
quirements (sec. 818) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 806) that would modify the author-
ity of the Secretary of Defense to waive the 
requirement for survivability and lethality 
tests for major weapon programs in order to 
correspond with the revised acquisition mile-
stones in the Department’s new acquisition 
regulations. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Contracting with Federal Prison Industries (sec. 

819) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
811) that would: (1) require the Secretary of 
Defense to use competitive procedures to ac-
quire products or services from Federal Pris-
on Industries (FPI); (2) clarify that a Depart-
ment of Defense (DOD) contractor may not 

be required to use FPI as a subcontractor or 
supplier of products or services; and (3) pro-
hibit the Department from entering any con-
tract with FPI under which an inmate work-
er would have access to classified or sen-
sitive information. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would modify the provision to ensure 
that it is consistent with the approach taken 
by section 811 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public 
Law 107–107), while reinforcing the require-
ment of that provision that DOD contracting 
officials shall have sole discretion to deter-
mine whether FPI products and services 
meet the Department’s needs in terms of 
price, quality, and time of delivery. 

If DOD officials determine that an FPI 
product or service is not comparable to the 
best products or services available from the 
private sector, the Department is directed to 
purchase the product on a competitive basis. 
The requirement for competition under this 
section may be met by the award of a new 
contract on a competitive basis or through a 
purchase under an existing multiple award 
contract pursuant to competition require-
ments included in section 803 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2002 and other applicable provisions of law 
and regulation. In either case, the Depart-
ment must consider a timely offer from FPI 
in accordance with the specifications and 
evaluation factors specified in the solicita-
tion or other request for offers. 
Revisions to multiyear contracting authority 

(sec. 820) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

141) that would amend section 2306b of title 
10, United States Code, to clarify that: (1) 
funds available for a multiyear contract may 
be used only for the procurement of complete 
and usable end items; and (2) funds available 
for advance procurement may be used only 
for the procurement of long-lead items nec-
essary to meet a planned delivery schedule 
for complete major end items. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would permit the purchase of economic 
order quantities of long-lead items where au-
thorized by law. The conference amendment 
would also clarify that nothing in the sec-
tion authorizes the use of funds available 
under contracts awarded prior to the effec-
tive date of the provision for any purpose 
other than the purpose for which such funds 
were authorized and appropriated. Con-
sequently, although the section would not 
apply to contracts awarded before the date of 
enactment, funds available under such con-
tracts could not be used in a manner that 
would be inconsistent with the requirements 
of the section unless such funds were author-
ized and appropriated for such purposes. 
Subtitle C—Acquisition-Related Reports and 

Other Matters 
Evaluation of training, knowledge, and re-

sources regarding negotiation of intellectual 
property arrangements (sec. 821) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
802) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to evaluate the training, knowledge, 
and resources needed by the Department to 
effectively negotiate intellectual property 
rights. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Independent technology readiness assessments 

(sec. 822) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 805) that would require the Depart-

ment of Defense to explain any decision not 
to conduct an independent technology readi-
ness assessment for a critical technology on 
a major defense acquisition program. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes.
Extension and amendment of requirement for 

annual report on defense commercial pricing 
management improvement (sec. 823) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 813) that would extend the require-
ment that the Secretary of Defense submit 
to the congressional defense committees an 
annual report on price trend analyses for 
commercial items purchased by the Defense 
Logistics Agency (DLA) and the military de-
partments. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House bill recedes with an amendment 
that would clarify the requirement for the 
Secretary of each military department and 
the Director of the DLA to conduct price 
trend analyses to identify and address any 
unreasonable escalation in prices paid for 
items procured by that military department 
or agency. 
Assessment of purchases of products and serv-

ices through contracts with other Federal 
departments and agencies (sec. 824) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 815) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to carry out an assessment 
to determine the amount paid by the Depart-
ment of Defense as fees for the acquisition of 
property and services under contracts en-
tered by other federal departments and agen-
cies and whether these amounts could be put 
to better use. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Department to con-
sider both the costs and the benefits of using 
contracts entered by other federal depart-
ments and agencies. 
Repeal of certain requirements and Comptroller 

General reviews of the requirements (sec. 
825) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 825) that would repeal statutory re-
quirements for review by the Comptroller 
General of programs conducted pursuant to 
certain legislative authority that has never 
been utilized. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would repeal the authority to conduct 
programs pursuant to these sections. The 
conferees have determined that the legisla-
tive authority provided by sections 912, 5312, 
and 5401 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (Public Law 
104–106) has never been used and is not likely 
to be needed. For this reason, the conference 
amendment would repeal all three provi-
sions. 
Multiyear procurement authority for purchase 

of dinitrogen tetroxide, hydrazine, and hy-
drazine-related products (sec. 826) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 826) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to enter into contracts for 
periods of up to 10 years for dinitrogen te-
troxide, hydrazine, and hydrazine-related 
products. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Multiyear procurement authority for environ-

mental services for military installations 
(sec. 827) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 827) that would authorize the use of 
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multiyear contracts for the acquisition of 
environmental remediation services. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 

Report on effects of Army Contracting Agency 
(sec. 828) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 830) that would require the Sec-
retary of the Army to report to Congress on 
the effects of the establishment of an Army 
Contracting Agency on small business par-
ticipation in Army procurements. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees note that the Army expects 

to eliminate approximately 200 unneeded po-
sitions as a result of this reorganization. The 
conferees direct the Secretary to review the 
Army’s requirements for acquisition per-
sonnel—including shortcomings identified in 
Department of Defense Inspector General re-
ports D–2000–088 (February 29, 2000) and D–
2000–100 (March 10, 2000)—and to determine 
whether some of the resources saved as a re-
sult of the reorganization should be rein-
vested to shape a more productive acquisi-
tion workforce for the future. The results of 
the Secretary’s review should be forwarded 
to the congressional defense committees 
with the report required by this section. 

Authorization to take actions to correct the in-
dustrial resource shortfall for radiation-
hardened electronics (sec. 829) 

The conference agreement includes a pro-
vision that would authorize the Department 
of Defense to take actions to correct the in-
dustrial resource shortfall for radiation-
hardened electronics, notwithstanding the 
limitation in section 303(a)(6)(C) of the De-
fense Production Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 
2093(a)(6)(C)), as long as such actions do not 
cause the aggregate outstanding amount of 
all such actions to exceed $106.0 million. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Authority for nonprofit organizations to self-
certify eligibility for treatment as qualified 
organizations employing severely disabled 
under Mentor-Protege Program 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 829) that would permit nonprofit 
organizations employing the severely dis-
abled to self-certify their eligibility to par-
ticipate in the Department of Defense Men-
tor-Protege Program. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 

Authority to make inflation adjustments to sim-
plified acquisition threshold 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
805) that would authorize the Administrator 
of the Office of Federal Procurement Policy 
to adjust the simplified acquisition thresh-
old every five years to account for inflation. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

Mentor-Protege Program eligibility for 
HUBZone small business concerns and small 
business concerns owned and controlled by 
service-disabled veterans 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 824) that would add HUBZone small 
business concerns and small business con-
cerns owned and controlled by service-dis-
abled veterans to the list of organizations el-
igible to participate in the Mentor-Protege 
Program of the Department of Defense. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 

Modification of scope of ball and roller bearings 
covered for purposes of procurement limita-
tion 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
807) that would expand a prohibition on the 
purchase of ball or roller bearings from 
sources outside the United States to cover 
unconventional or hybrid ball and roller 
bearings, cam follower bearings, ball screws, 
and other derivatives of ball and roller bear-
ings. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Moratorium on reduction of the defense acquisi-

tion and support workforce 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 822) that would impose a morato-
rium on reductions in the defense acquisition 
and support workforce during fiscal years 
2003, 2004 and 2005. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Pilot program for transition to follow-on con-

tracts for prototype projects 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 816) that would establish a pilot 
program for the transition of prototype 
projects to follow-on production contracts. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Plan for acquisition management professional 

exchange pilot program 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

801) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to develop a plan for a pilot program 
for the exchange of acquisition management 
personnel between the Department of De-
fense and private sector organizations. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Report on development of anticyberterrorism 

technology 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

810) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit a report to Congress on 
anticyberterrorism technology. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The material covered by the House provi-

sion would be addressed in a report on home-
land security required elsewhere in the bill. 
Waiver authority for domestic source or content 

requirements 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 817) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to waive the application of 
statutory domestic source requirements and 
domestic content requirements in certain 
circumstances. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes.
TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Subtitle A—Duties and Functions of 
Department of Defense Officers 

Under Secretary of Defense for Intelligence (sec. 
901) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 907) that would amend Chapter 4 of 
title 10, United States Code, to establish the 
position of Under Secretary of Defense for 
Intelligence. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make clear that the establish-
ment of this new position does not supercede 

or modify the authorities of the Secretary of 
Defense and the Director of Central Intel-
ligence as established by the National Secu-
rity Act of 1947. It would also require the 
Secretary of Defense to submit a report to 
Congress within 90 days after enactment on 
the establishment of the position of Under 
Secretary of Defense for Intelligence, includ-
ing mission, organizational structure, and 
relationships. 
Reorganization of Office of Secretary of Defense 

for administration of duties relating to 
homeland defense and combating terrorism 
(sec. 902) 

The conferees agree to include a provision 
that would amend Chapter 4 of title 10, 
United States Code, to establish the position 
of Assistant Secretary of Defense for Home-
land Defense; transfer the responsibility for 
the overall direction and supervision for pol-
icy, program planning and execution, and al-
location of resources for the activities of the 
Department of Defense for combating ter-
rorism to the Under Secretary of Defense for 
Policy; and repeal the contingent reduction 
in the number of assistant secretaries of de-
fense. 

Subtitle B—Space Activities 
Oversight of acquisition for defense space pro-

grams (sec. 911) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 133) that would require the Office 
of the Secretary of Defense to maintain over-
sight of acquisition for defense space pro-
grams. The provision would also require the 
Secretary of Defense to submit a detailed 
plan on how such oversight will be provided. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 

The conferees understand that the Depart-
ment of Defense is planning to change the 
way defense space programs are overseen in 
an effort to reduce the decision cycle time 
for these programs. The conferees believe 
that any changes to the oversight process 
should not detract from the ability of the Of-
fice of the Secretary of Defense and the 
Joint Requirements Oversight Council to 
provide meaningful oversight of space pro-
grams. The conferees also believe that be-
cause space programs are inherently joint 
programs, each of the military services 
should have a strong voice in space program 
acquisition decisions. 

The conferees note that the conference re-
port accompanying the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public 
Law 107–107) discussed the ‘‘virtual major 
force program (MFP)’’ for space activities es-
tablished by the Secretary of Defense and ex-
pressed the conferees’ expectations that the 
virtual space MFP would be submitted along 
with the fiscal year 2003 budget. However, 
the virtual space MFP still has not been sub-
mitted. 

The conferees note that the virtual space 
MFP is an important tool for providing bet-
ter visibility and insight into space pro-
grams and are disappointed that the Sec-
retary of Defense has not yet submitted it to 
Congress. The conferees therefore direct the 
Secretary of Defense to submit the current 
version of the virtual MFP for space activi-
ties to the congressional defense and intel-
ligence committees no later than January 15, 
2003, and furthermore direct the Secretary of 
Defense to submit the virtual MFP for space 
activities along with the fiscal year 2004 
budget request and all future budget re-
quests. 
Report regarding assured access to space for the 

United States (sec. 912) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 136) that would set forth the sense 
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of Congress that the Under Secretary of the 
Air Force should evaluate all options for sus-
taining the United States space launch in-
dustrial base, develop an integrated, ade-
quately funded, long-range plan for access to 
space, and submit a report on that plan as 
soon as practicable. The provision also in-
cluded a series of findings. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would delete the findings portion of the 
provision and require the Secretary of De-
fense to evaluate options for sustaining the 
space launch industrial base; to develop an 
integrated, adequately funded, long-range 
plan for assuring access to space; and to sub-
mit a report to Congress on this plan. 

The conferees agree that providing assured 
reliable access to space is a vital national se-
curity interest of the United States. One of 
the critical elements of assured access to 
space is the Air Force Evolved Expendable 
Launch Vehicle (EELV) program. This pro-
gram will be a new approach for the Air 
Force and the Department of Defense (DOD). 
Instead of buying individual rockets to 
launch space payloads, the Air Force and 
DOD will now buy launch services. The con-
tractors supplying the launch services will 
also supply launches to commercial cus-
tomers. The EELV program is intended to 
provide reliable, assured, launch services for 
a variety of payload types and weights, at re-
duced cost. 

Since the beginning of the EELV program, 
significant contraction in the commercial 
space launch market has eroded the overall 
viability of the United States space launch 
industrial base and could hamper the ability 
of DOD to provide assured access to space in 
the future. The continuing viability of the 
United States space launch industrial base is 
a critical element of any strategy to ensure 
the long-term ability of the United States to 
assure access to space. The Under Secretary 
of the Air Force, as acquisition executive for 
DOD space programs, has been authorized to 
develop a strategy to address United States 
space launch and other requirements to sup-
port assured access to space. This strategy 
should serve as the basis of the integrated, 
long- range, adequately funded plan for as-
sured access to space that the Secretary of 
Defense is required to submit to Congress by 
March 1, 2003. 

Subtitle C—Reports 

Report on establishment of United States North-
ern Command (sec. 921) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
902) requiring the Secretary of Defense to 
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report on an implementation plan for 
the United States Northern Command that 
addresses organizational, legal, diplomatic, 
budgetary, and personnel matters associated 
with the establishment of that command. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would change the date by which the re-
port must be submitted and clarifies the 
items to be addressed by the report. 

Time for submittal of report on Quadrennial De-
fense Review (sec. 922) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
904) that would amend section 118 of title 10, 
United States Code, to change the submis-
sion date of the report on each quadrennial 
defense review to the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives to the second year after a year 
divisible by four. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 901) that would change the 
submission date of the report from Sep-

tember 30 of the year in which the review is 
conducted to no later than the date in the 
following year on which the President sub-
mits the budget for the next fiscal year to 
Congress. 

The House recedes. 

National defense mission of Coast Guard to be 
included in future Quadrennial Defense Re-
views (sec. 923) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
903) that would amend section 118(d) of title 
10, United States Code, to require the Sec-
retary of Defense to include the defense mis-
sion of the U.S. Coast Guard when con-
ducting future Quadrennial Defense Reviews. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 

Report on establishment of a Joint National 
Training Complex and joint opposing forces 
(sec. 924) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1015) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit a report to the Committees 
on Armed Services of the Senate and House 
of Representatives that outlines a plan to de-
velop and operate a Joint National Training 
Complex capable of supporting field exercises 
and experimentation at the operational level 
of war across a broad spectrum of adversary 
capabilities. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would have the commander of the 
United States Joint Forces Command out-
line a plan that would provide for the devel-
opment and implementation of a joint na-
tional training concept together with the es-
tablishment of a joint training complex for 
supporting the implementation of that con-
cept. The Secretary of Defense would submit 
the report, together with any comments he 
considers appropriate and any comments 
that the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff considers appropriate. 

Subtitle D—Other Matters 

Authority to accept gifts for National Defense 
University (sec. 931) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
907) that would amend section 2605 of title 10, 
United States Code, to authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to accept gifts for the Na-
tional Defense University in a manner simi-
lar to the authority to accept gifts for de-
fense dependents’ schools. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would add a new section to Chapter 155 
of title 10, United States Code, for this pur-
pose; would specifically authorize the ac-
ceptance of gifts from an international orga-
nization and a foreign gift; and would make 
other clarifying amendments. 

Western Hemisphere Institute for Security Co-
operation (sec. 932) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 905) that would amend section 2166 
of title 10, United States Code, to authorize 
the Secretary of Defense to accept foreign 
gifts or donations of funds, materials, prop-
erty, or services in order to defray the costs 
of, or enhance the operation of, the Western 
Hemisphere Institute for Security Coopera-
tion. It would also provide that the Sec-
retary’s annual report to Congress on the In-
stitute shall include a copy of the latest re-
port of the Board of Visitors, together with 
any comment of the Secretary on the 
Board’s report. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 

Conforming amendment to reflect disestablish-
ment of Department of Defense Consequence 
Management Program Information Office 
(sec. 933) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
906) that would amend section 12310 (c)(3) of 
title 10, United States Code, to strike a ref-
erence to the Department of Defense Con-
sequence Management Program Integration 
Office (COMPIO). The provision reflects the 
fact that the Deputy Secretary of Defense 
disestablished COMPIO on February 14, 2001, 
directing that its functions be integrated 
into existing Department of Defense organi-
zations and processes to ensure greater effec-
tiveness and oversight of programs. 

The Senate amendment included an iden-
tical provision (sec. 1042) under a different 
title. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
modifying the title. 

Increase in number of Deputy Commandants of 
the Marine Corps (sec. 934) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
501) that would increase the authorized num-
ber of deputy commandants at Headquarters, 
United States Marine Corps, from five to six. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 902). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Change in title of Secretary of the Navy to the 
Secretary of the Navy and the Marine Corps 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
901) that would redesignate the title of the 
Secretary of the Navy to the Secretary of 
the Navy and the Marine Corps. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees consider the proposal to 

change the title of the Secretary of the Navy 
to the Secretary of the Navy and Marine 
Corps a serious initiative deserving more 
study and deliberation, including hearings. 
While some misunderstandings may stem 
from the traditional reliance on the singular 
term ‘‘Navy’’ to encompass all the sea serv-
ices, the conferees consider it essential to 
consider additional factors and consider-
ations, including historical antecedents. The 
conferees agree to provide maximum oppor-
tunities during the 108th Congress for inter-
ested individuals and groups to provide infor-
mation and recommendations regarding this 
important issue. 

Report on effect of operations other than war on 
combat readiness of the Armed Forces 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
905) requiring the Secretary of Defense to 
submit a report to the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives on the effect of operations other 
than war on the combat readiness of the 
Armed Forces. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees understand that the Depart-

ment of Defense (DOD) has initiated im-
provements to readiness reporting in the new 
Defense Readiness Reporting System 
(DRRS). The conferees expect that this sys-
tem will provide greater visibility into the 
impact of all types of operations, including 
operations other than war, on the ability of 
U.S. forces to conduct their assigned mis-
sions. The conferees direct DOD, in imple-
menting DRRS, to ensure that it captures 
readiness effects not only for forces that are 
directly engaged in operations, but also for 
those forces and units that are preparing to 
participate in or are re- training after recent 
deployments. 
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The conferees also understand that DOD 

has commissioned, and continues to commis-
sion, studies by various groups and organiza-
tions on the broader effects of operational 
deployments, including their impact on re-
cruiting, retention, and performance. Given 
the importance of these issues, the conferees 
expect that these reports will also be pro-
vided to the congressional defense commit-
tees.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Deferral of expenditures on financial manage-

ment and feeder systems 
Section 1004 of the conference agreement 

accompanying the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2003 would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to develop a 
financial management enterprise architec-
ture and a transition plan for implementing 
that architecture. Under this provision, ex-
penditures for financial management system 
improvements in excess of $1.0 million would 
be permitted only if the Under Secretary of 
Defense (Comptroller) determines that such 
expenditures are necessary to meet critical 
requirements or prevent significant adverse 
effects on projects needed to achieve essen-
tial capabilities. 

Titles I, II and III of the conference report 
include reductions totaling $400.0 million, in 
proportion to proposed spending on informa-
tion technology development modernization 
for functional area applications in each ac-
count. The specific reductions reflected in 
these titles are as follows: 

Other Procurement, Army—$53.2 million; 
Other Procurement, Navy—$20.6 million; 
Other Procurement, Air Force—$12.0 mil-

lion; 
Procurement, Marine Corps—$3.4 million; 
Other Procurement, Defense-wide—$3.5 

million; 
Research and Development, Army—$17.7 

million; 
Research and Development, Navy—$25.6 

million; 
Research and Development, Air Force—

$27.2 million; 
Research and Development, Defense-wide—

36.6 million; 
Defense Health Programs—$32.1 million; 
Defense Working Capital Fund Oper-

ations—$148.6 million; 
Operation and Maintenance, Defense-

wide—$19.5 million. 
The conferees expect the Department to 

achieve these reductions by implementing 
the requirements of section 1004 and restrict-
ing the development of Department of De-
fense business systems until the Department 
has completed its proposed architecture and 
transition plan and is in a position to ensure 
that business system expenditures will be 
consistent with that architecture and plan. 

The conferees note that section 1507 of the 
conference report would authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to transfer funds out of the 
contingency fund authorized by title XV to 
offset the reductions described above, in the 
event that the Secretary determines that the 
required savings are not achievable. 
Drug interdiction and counterdrug activities 

The budget request included $998.7 million 
for drug interdiction and counterdrug activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, $848.9 mil-
lion in the central transfer account and 
$149.8 million in the operating budgets of the 
military services for authorized counterdrug 
operations. 

The conferees agree to the following fiscal 
year 2003 budget for the Department’s 
counterdrug activities:

DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTERDRUG 
ACTIVITIES, CENTRAL TRANSFER ACCOUNT 

[In thousands of dollars; may not add due to 
rounding] 

Fiscal Year 2003 Counterdrug Request $848.9 

Increases: 
National Guard Support .............. 23.5 
National Guard C–26 Aircraft ...... 2.1 
Mexico Information Analysis 

Center ....................................... 1.5 
Southwest Border Fence .............. 6.7 

Decreases: 
1404 DEA Support ........................ 1.3 
4208 Hemispheric Radar System .. 5.0 
3348 TAGOS .................................. 12.0 
1401 NIMA CD Support ................. .5 
1102 ADNET ................................. .5 
2440 CMS ...................................... 2.0 
9203 Mexico Training ................... 1.5 

Fiscal Year 2003 Counterdrug Fund-
ing ................................................... 859.9

Improved management of Department of Defense 
contracting for services 

Section 802 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public 
Law 107–107) established goals for improved 
management of the Department’s $50.0 bil-
lion of services contracts. The conference re-
port would repeal these statutory goals and 
establish new goals for the increased use of 
performance-based services contracts and 
competitive purchases of services under mul-
tiple award contracts. 

Titles I, II and III of the conference report 
accompanying the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2003 include re-
ductions totaling $600.0 million, to be 
achieved through the implementation of the 
new statutory goals and other improvements 
in the management of services contracts. 
The specific reductions reflected in these ti-
tles are as follows:

Aircraft Procurement, Army—$3.7 million; 
Missile Procurement, Army—$2.9 million; 
Procurement of Wheeled and Tactical Ve-

hicles, Army—$4.0 million; 
Procurement of Ammunition, Army—$2.0 

million; 
Other Procurement, Army—$9.2 million; 
Aircraft Procurement, Navy—$5.7 million; 
Weapons Procurement, Navy—$2.3 million; 
Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy—$5.7 

million; 
Procurement of Ammunition, Navy & Ma-

rine Corps—$0.7 million; 
Other Procurement, Navy—$3.0 million; 
Procurement, Marine Corps—$0.9 million; 
Other Procurement, Air Force—$1.5 mil-

lion; 
Procurement, Defense-Wide—$1.1 million; 
Research and Development, Army—$9.7 

million; 
Research and Development, Navy—$4.9 

million; 
Research and Development, Air Force—

$31.9 million; 
Research and Development, Defense-wide—

$17.8 million; 
Operation and Maintenance, Army—$135.9 

million; 
Operation and Maintenance, Navy—$107.5 

million; 
Operation and Maintenance, Air Force—

$149.2 million; 
Operation and Maintenance, Marine 

Corps—$11.5 million; 
Operation and Maintenance, Defense-

wide—$90.0 million. 
The conferees expect the Department to 

distribute these reductions across budget ac-
tivities and programs within the relevant ap-
propriations accounts, based on the dollar 
value of contracts within those budget ac-
tivities and programs to which improve-
ments may be appropriately applied. 

The conferees note that section 1507 of the 
conference report would authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to transfer funds out of the 
contingency fund authorized by title XV to 
offset the reductions described above, in the 
event that the Secretary determines that the 
required savings are not achievable. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Subtitle A—Financial Matters 

Transfer authority (sec. 1001) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1001) that would provide $2.0 billion in trans-
fer authority among accounts in Division A 
of this Act for fiscal year 2003. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 1001) that would provide 
$2.5 billion in transfer authority. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would provide $2.0 billion in transfer au-
thority for fiscal year 2003 and would in-
crease the transfer authority for fiscal year 
2002 from $2.0 billion to $2.5 billion. 

Authorization of supplemental appropriations 
for fiscal year 2002 (sec. 1002) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1002) that would authorize supplemental ap-
propriations for the Department of Defense 
and the national security activities of the 
Department of Energy for fiscal year 2002. 
The House bill would also require prior noti-
fication before funds were transferred from 
the Defense Emergency Response Fund 
(DERF) or other transfer accounts. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 1004). 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize supplemental appro-
priations for the Department of Defense and 
the national security activities of the De-
partment of Energy for fiscal year 2002 con-
tained in the 2002 Supplemental Appropria-
tions Act for Further Recovery From and 
Response To Terrorist Attacks on the United 
States (Public Law 107–206) and would re-
quire a report on all Department of Defense 
transfers from the DERF or other transfer 
accounts during fiscal year 2002. 

United States contribution to NATO common-
funded budgets in fiscal year 2003 (sec. 1003) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (section 1005) that would authorize the 
U.S. contribution to NATO common-funded 
budgets for fiscal year 2003, including the use 
of unexpended balances from prior years. The 
resolution of ratification for the Protocol to 
the North Atlantic Treaty of 1949 on the Ac-
cession of Poland, Hungary and the Czech 
Republic contained a provision (section 
3(2)(c)(ii)) requiring a specific authorization 
for U.S. payments to the common-funded 
budgets of NATO for each fiscal year, begin-
ning in fiscal year 1999, that payments ex-
ceed the fiscal year 1998 total. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 

Development and implementation of financial 
management enterprise architecture (sec. 
1004)

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1007) that would: (1) require the Secretary of 
Defense to submit a report to the congres-
sional defense committees on the goals and 
objectives of the financial management mod-
ernization plan of the Department of Defense 
(DOD); and (2) require the approval of the 
DOD Comptroller prior to any new contract 
for the acquisition or upgrade of a financial 
management or feeder system. 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1006) that would: (1) require the 
Secretary to develop a comprehensive finan-
cial management enterprise architecture for 
all DOD budgetary, accounting, finance and 
data systems; and (2) require the approval of 
the Financial Management Modernization 
Executive Committee for any significant ex-
penditures on financial system improve-
ments that would be inconsistent with the 
new architecture. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would: (1) extend the deadline for the 
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development of the new enterprise architec-
ture; (2) require the DOD Comptroller, rather 
than the Financial Management Moderniza-
tion Executive Committee, to approve sig-
nificant new expenditures; (3) repeal out-
dated reporting requirements and substitute 
a streamlined annual report on compliance 
with the new requirements; and (4) har-
monize the language of the provision with 
existing guidance issued by DOD and the Of-
fice of Management and Budget. 
Accountable officials in the Department of De-

fense (sec. 1005) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

1004) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to designate certain Department of 
Defense employees and members of the 
Armed Forces as departmental accountable 
officials who could be held pecuniarily liable 
for illegal, improper, or incorrect payments 
when the official who certified payment re-
lied on information provided through fault 
or negligence of the departmental account-
able official. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 1007). 

The Senate recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 
Uniform standards throughout Department of 

Defense for exposure of personnel to pecu-
niary liability for loss of Government prop-
erty (sec. 1006) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1008) that would authorize any offi-
cer of the Armed Forces or any civilian em-
ployee of the Department of Defense des-
ignated by regulation to act on reports of 
survey and vouchers pertaining to the loss, 
spoilage, unserviceability, unsuitability, de-
struction of, or damage to, property of the 
United States under the control of the De-
partment of Defense. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 1003). 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 
Improvements in purchase card management 

(sec. 1007) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

1005) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to prescribe regulations including safe-
guards and internal controls for the use of 
purchase cards by Department of Defense 
personnel. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 814). 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would provide additional detail on re-
quired audits and purchase card policies. The 
amendment would also clarify that required 
training and reviews are to be conducted on 
a periodic basis, rather than an annual basis. 
The conferees direct the Department to con-
duct annual training and reviews in calendar 
years 2003 and 2004 but understand that less 
frequent training and reviews may be ade-
quate to protect the Department’s interests 
in subsequent years. 

The conferees direct the Comptroller Gen-
eral to review the actions that have been 
taken within the Department of Defense to 
comply with the requirements of this section 
and submit a report on those actions to the 
congressional defense committees no later 
than one year after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 
Improvements in travel card management (sec. 

1008) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 1009) that would authorize direct 
payment to the issuer of a Defense travel 
card of official travel or transportation ex-
penses charged on the Defense travel card by 
a Department of Defense employee or mem-
ber. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize direct payment to the 
issuer of a Defense travel card of official 
travel or transportation expenses charged on 
the Defense travel card by a Department of 
Defense employee or member and by former 
employees of the Department of Defense and 
retired members of the Armed Forces who 
are receiving retired pay. 
Clearance of certain transactions recorded in 

Treasury suspense accounts and resolution 
of certain check issuance discrepancies (sec. 
1009)

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1010) that would authorize the De-
partment of Defense to cancel longstanding 
debit and credit transactions that cannot be 
cleared from the Department’s books be-
cause they have been misrecorded to the 
wrong appropriation. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment. 

The conferees direct the Comptroller Gen-
eral to review the Department’s use of the 
authority provided by this section and report 
any findings and recommendations he may 
have to the congressional defense commit-
tees no later than six months after the date 
on which such authority expires. 
Authorization of funds for ballistic missile de-

fense programs or combating terrorism pro-
grams of the Department of Defense (sec. 
1010) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1011) that would authorize $814.3 
million, the amount by which the Senate bill 
reduced funding for ballistic missile defense 
programs, for whichever of the following pur-
poses the President determines to be in the 
national security interests of the United 
States: 

(1) Research, development, test and evalua-
tion (RDT&E) of ballistic missile defense 
(BMD) programs of the Department of De-
fense (DOD); and 

(2) DOD activities for combating terrorism. 
The amendment would reduce the amount 
authorized to be appropriated for other de-
fense programs by $814.3 million to reflect 
amounts that the Secretary of Defense deter-
mines unnecessary by reason of a revision of 
assumptions regarding inflation. The amend-
ment would also specify that the top priority 
for the use of additional funds made avail-
able by a lower rate of inflation shall be 
combating terrorism. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize an additional $814.3 
million to be available for RDT&E of BMD 
programs and activities of DOD to combat 
terrorism, whichever the President deter-
mines to be in the national security inter-
ests of the United States. The amendment 
would also require the Secretary of Defense 
to report to the congressional defense com-
mittees on the allocation of the funds pursu-
ant to the President’s determination and the 
basis for such determination. 
Reduction in overall authorization due to infla-

tion savings (sec. 1011) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1011) that would reduce the amount 
authorized to be appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Defense by $814.3 million to reflect 
the reduced inflation estimates included in 
the Office of Management and Budget’s 2002 
mid-session review of the budget. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would reduce the amounts authorized to 
be appropriated for the operation and main-

tenance, procurement, and research and de-
velopment accounts in this Act by $1.0 bil-
lion to reflect these inflation savings. The 
reductions would be allocated among the ac-
counts in these titles to reflect the extent to 
which inflation savings are available in each 
account. 

The conferees direct the Secretary to en-
sure the allocation of any inflation reduc-
tions is included in the applicable base for 
reprogramming reports that the Department 
submits to Congress. 

Subtitle B—Naval Vessels and Shipyards 
Number of Navy combatant surface vessels in 

active and reserve service (sec. 1021) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 1021) that would require the Sec-
retary of the Navy to submit a report should 
the surface combatant ship active and re-
serve force drop below 116 ships. The provi-
sion would also require the Secretary to re-
tain on the Naval Vessel Register a suffi-
cient number of ships which could be reac-
tivated within 120 days notice to provide a 
surge capability to regain the level of 116 
surface combatants described in the 2001 
Quadrennial Defense Review. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would incorporate the requirements of 
the Senate provision in title 10, United 
States Code. 
Annual long-range plan for the construction of 

naval vessels (sec. 1022) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 1024) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to submit, with the annual 
budget request, a 30–year shipbuilding plan. 

The section also included a number of find-
ings, including: 

(1) Navy ships provide a forward presence 
for the United States that is key to the na-
tional defense of the United States.

(2) The Navy has demonstrated that its 
ships contribute significantly to homeland 
defense. 

(3) The Navy’s ship recapitalization plan is 
inadequate to maintain the ship force struc-
ture that is described as the current force in 
the 2001 Quadrennial Defense Review. 

(4) The Navy is decommissioning ships as 
much as 10 years earlier than the projected 
ship life upon which ship replacement rates 
are based. 

(5) The current force was assessed in the 
2001 Quadrennial Defense Review as having 
moderate to high risk, depending on the sce-
nario considered. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The conferees agree with the findings in-
cluded in the Senate provision. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would remove the findings from the pro-
vision but would support the required annual 
long-range plan. 
Assessment of the feasibility of the expedited 

equipping of a Navy ship with a version of 
the 155–millimeter Advanced Gun System 
(sec. 1023) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1022) that would require the Sec-
retary of the Navy to submit a plan for field-
ing a 155–millimeter gun on a ship not later 
than the end of fiscal year 2006. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Navy to submit a fea-
sibility assessment of fielding a 155- milli-
meter gun on a ship not later than the end of 
fiscal year 2006. 
Report on initiatives to increase operational 

days of Navy ships (sec. 1024) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 1023) that would require the Under 
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Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Tech-
nology, and Logistics to submit, to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, a report on initia-
tives to increase the ship operational days 
available to regional combatant commanders 
without increasing the number of ships and 
without extending deployments. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require that the report include an 
assessment of how the Navy would conduct 
routine programmed ship maintenance for 
Navy ships that would remain in forward op-
erating areas. 

Ship combat system industrial base (sec. 1025) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1030) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to report to the congressional defense 
committees on the effect of the DD(X) con-
tract award on the industrial base for ship 
combat system development, including ship 
systems integration, radar electronic war-
fare, launch systems, and other components. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 

Sense of Congress concerning aircraft carrier 
force structure (sec. 1026) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1028) that would state the sense of Congress 
that there should be at least 12 aircraft car-
riers. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 

Conveyance, Navy drydock, Portland, Oregon 
(sec. 1027) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1025) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to sell a drydock in Portland, Or-
egon to Portland Shipyard, LLC for fair mar-
ket value. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 

Subtitle C—Strategic Matters 

Strategic force structure plan for nuclear weap-
ons and delivery systems (sec. 1031) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1014) that would require the Secretaries of 
Defense and Energy to jointly prepare a 
baseline nuclear force structure plan for the 
period covered by, and consistent with, the 
Nuclear Posture Review submitted to Con-
gress on January 8, 2002. The plan would in-
clude the warheads, weapon systems, and de-
livery vehicles required to execute the na-
tional defense strategy, as well as the infra-
structure, modernization and life extension 
plans, and other elements of the defense pro-
gram of the United States necessary to sus-
tain that force structure. The section would 
require submission of a report to the con-
gressional defense committees on the force 
structure and a budget plan to support that 
force structure by January 1, 2003, but would 
permit the President to defer submission of 
the report to a certain date should the Presi-
dent determine that it is in the national se-
curity interest of the United States to sub-
mit the report on a later date. Finally, the 
provision would require a report to be sub-
mitted to Congress by the Secretary of En-
ergy on options for achieving, prior to fiscal 
year 2012, a posture under which the United 
States maintains no more than 1700–2200 de-
ployed nuclear weapons and that would look 
at achieving such levels of such weapons in 
fiscal years 2006,2008 and 2010. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would add additional elements to and 
modify the scope of the report. The amend-
ment would also require both the Secretary 
of Defense and Energy to evaluate the advan-
tages and disadvantages of options to reduce 
the level of operationally deployed nuclear 
weapons to 1,700–2,200 warheads as early as 
2007. While the Secretaries may choose the 
range of dates to be considered as options 
one of those options must be the achieve-
ment of the warhead goal of 1,700–2,200 oper-
ationally deployed warheads by 2007. The 
provision would require the Secretaries to 
submit the report to the congressional de-
fense committees no later than March 1, 
2003. 
Annual report on weapons to defeat hardened 

and deeply buried targets (sec. 1032) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 1032) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense, in conjunction with the 
Secretary of Energy and the Director of Cen-
tral Intelligence, to submit an annual report 
on the research and development activities 
under their respective jurisdictions during 
the preceding fiscal year to develop a weapon 
to defeat hardened and deeply buried targets. 
The report would be submitted no later than 
April 1 of each year. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would expand the report to include pro-
curement and other activities undertaken to 
develop a weapon to defeat hardened and 
deeply buried targets. In addition, the activi-
ties of the defense agencies would be specifi-
cally included in the report, and the report-
ing requirement would be limited to five 
years. 

The conferees are concerned that substan-
tial amounts of money are being spent for a 
wide variety of hardened and deeply buried 
target-related activities within the defense 
and intelligence communities and that these 
many programs are not sufficiently coordi-
nated. The conferees believe this report will 
be useful to ensure that the hardened and 
deeply buried target challenge is addressed 
in a coordinated way to meet established re-
quirements and that the funds are spent effi-
ciently. 
Report on effects of nuclear earth-penetrator 

weapon and other weapons (sec. 1033) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

1018) that would direct the Secretary of De-
fense to request the National Academy of 
Sciences to conduct a study and prepare a re-
port on the short and long-term effects on 
the surrounding civilian populations: (1) of 
the use by the United States of a nuclear 
earth penetrator weapon on a target; (2) of 
the use of a non-penetrating nuclear weapon 
on a hard or deeply buried target; and (3) of 
the use of a conventional high-explosive 
weapon on facilities to store and produce 
weapons of mass destruction when the in-
volved materials or contaminants are re-
leased into populated areas. The report 
would be required to be submitted to Con-
gress no later than 180 days after the day of 
enactment of this Act. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 

Subtitle D—Reports 
Repeal and modification of various reporting re-

quirements applicable to the Department of 
Defense (sec. 1041) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1016) that would repeal or modify a number 
of obsolete or superceded reporting require-
ments presently imposed by statute upon the 
Department of Defense. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 1031). 

The conferees agree to repeal or modify 22 
reports currently required of the Depart-
ment. 
Requirement that Department of Defense reports 

to Congress be accompanied by electronic 
version (sec. 1042) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1013) that would require the Department of 
Defense to submit to Congress electronic 
versions of all unclassified reports that are 
required by law. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes.
Annual report on the conduct of military oper-

ations conducted as part of Operation En-
during Freedom (sec. 1043) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1011) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense, in consultation with the Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the Commander in 
Chief of the United States Central Command, 
and the Director of Central Intelligence, to 
submit to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and House of Representa-
tives, the Select Committee on Intelligence 
of the Senate, and the Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence of the House two 
reports on the accomplishments and short-
comings of the conduct of military oper-
ations conducted as part of Operation Endur-
ing Freedom. Each report would specifically 
include a discussion of the command, con-
trol, coordination and support relationship 
between United States Special Operations 
Forces and Central Intelligence Agency ele-
ments participating in the operation and rec-
ommendations to improve operational readi-
ness and effectiveness. The first report would 
be required by June 15, 2003, and the final re-
port would be required no later than 180 days 
after the cessation of hostilities. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 
to also submit annual reports by June 15 of 
each year, require the Secretary to include a 
definition of the military operations carried 
out as part of Operation Enduring Freedom, 
maintain as special matters to be included 
the discussion relating to special operations 
forces and recommendations for improve-
ment, and add a number of other matters to 
be addressed in each report. 
Report on efforts to ensure adequacy of fire 

fighting staffs at military installations (sec. 
1044) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1036) that would require a report to 
Congress on the adequacy of fire fighting 
staffs at military installations. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Report on designation of certain Louisiana 

highway as Defense Access Road (sec. 1045) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 1037) that would direct the Sec-
retary of the Army to submit a report to the 
congressional defense committees on the ad-
visability of designating Louisiana Highway 
28 as a defense access road. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Subtitle E—Extension of Expiring 

Authorities 
Extension of authority for Secretary of Defense 

to sell aircraft and aircraft parts for use in 
responding to oil spills (sec. 1051) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1063) that would extend for four 

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 05:41 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00409 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A12NO7.248 H12PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8470 November 12, 2002
years the authority for the Secretary of De-
fense to sell aircraft and aircraft parts for 
use in responding to oil spills. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Six-month extension of expiring Government-

wide information security requirements; 
continued applicability of expiring Govern-
mentwide information security requirements 
to the Department of Defense (sec. 1052) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1061) that would make expiring 
governmentwide information security re-
quirements permanent with regard to the 
Department of Defense (DOD). 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would: (1) extend for two years the ap-
plicability of the expiring requirements to 
DOD; and (2) extend for six months the appli-
cability of these requirements to other fed-
eral agencies. 
Two-year extension of authority of the Sec-

retary of Defense to engage in commercial 
activities as security for intelligence collec-
tion activities abroad (sec. 1053) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 347) that would amend section 
431(a) of title 10, United States Code, to ex-
tend the authority of the Secretary of De-
fense to engage in commercial activities as 
security for intelligence collection activities 
abroad until December 31, 2004. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Subtitle F—Other Matters

Time for transmittal of annual defense author-
ization legislative proposal (sec. 1061) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1022) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to transmit to Congress the annual de-
fense authorization legislative proposal for a 
fiscal year within 30 days of the date the 
President transmits to Congress the budget 
for that fiscal year. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Technical and clerical amendments (sec. 1062) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1023) that would make technical and clerical 
amendments. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
making additional technical and clerical 
amendments. 
Use for law enforcement purposes of DNA sam-

ples maintained by Department of Defense 
for identification of human remains (sec. 
1063) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1027) that would require the Department of 
Defense to comply with a valid order of a 
Federal court or military judge to provide 
DNA samples for law enforcement purposes. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Enhanced authority to obtain foreign language 

services during periods of emergency (sec. 
1064) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1029) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to establish and maintain a secure 
data registry of individuals who volunteer to 
provide linguistic services in times of emer-
gency to assist the Department of Defense 
and other departments and agencies of the 
U.S. Government with translation and inter-
pretation in languages designated as critical 
by the Secretary. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with a clarifying 
amendment. 
Rewards for assistance in combating terrorism 

(sec. 1065) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 1067) that would add a new section 
to chapter 3 of title 10, United States Code, 
to authorize the Secretary of Defense to pay 
a monetary reward, in an amount not to ex-
ceed $200,000, to a person for providing U.S. 
personnel with information or nonlethal as-
sistance that is beneficial to an operation of 
the Armed Forces outside the United States 
against international terrorism or to force 
protection of the Armed Forces. The policies 
and procedures for offering and paying re-
wards would be coordinated with the Sec-
retary of State and the Attorney General. 
The authority could be delegated to the com-
mander of a combatant command to pay a 
reward in an amount not to exceed $50,000, 
and the combatant commander could further 
delegate such authority to pay rewards in an 
amount not to exceed $2,500. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would also authorize the payment of in-
kind as well as monetary rewards, authorize 
rewards for assistance to an activity as well 
as an operation of the Armed Forces outside 
the United States, provide for delegation to 
the Deputy Secretary and an Under Sec-
retary of Defense, and other clarifying 
amendments. 
Provision of space and services to military wel-

fare societies (sec. 1066) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 1068) that would allow the secre-
taries of the military departments to provide 
space and services to military welfare soci-
eties without charge. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Prevention and mitigation of corrosion of mili-

tary equipment and infrastructure (sec. 
1067) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 904) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to designate a senior offi-
cial in the Department of Defense (DOD) to 
be responsible for developing corrosion pre-
vention and mitigation policies, reviewing 
the services’ budgets to ensure adequate re-
sources are being devoted to anti-corrosion 
efforts, and ensuring that anti- corrosion 
technologies and treatments are considered 
and inserted at appropriate points in the life 
cycle of both facilities and military equip-
ment. The provision would further require 
DOD to develop a long-term strategy to in-
crease the emphasis on corrosion prevention, 
establish common criteria for the military 
services when testing and evaluating new 
technologies, share useful information 
across DOD stovepipes, and coordinate a re-
search and development plan to help transi-
tion new technologies into operational sys-
tems and current facilities. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that allows the Secretary of Defense to des-
ignate a senior official or a standing board or 
committee to oversee DOD’s corrosion-re-
lated activities. The amendment also re-
duces the reporting requirements, although 
the conferees encourage DOD to take steps 
to improve the amount and quality of data 
available on the resources required to fight 
corrosion of military equipment and facili-
ties. 

The conferees firmly believe that DOD can 
improve its management and coordination of 

anti-corrosion policies, regulations, and pro-
grams, and that these improvements result 
in greater efficiency and enhanced readiness 
and quality of life for service members. The 
conferees, therefore, urge DOD to act quick-
ly to implement this provision. 
Transfer of historic DF–9E Panther Aircraft to 

Women Airforce Service Pilots Museum (sec. 
1068) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1066) that would allow the Sec-
retary of the Navy to convey a DF–9E Pan-
ther aircraft to the Women Airforce Service 
Pilots (WASP) Museum. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment to specify that the aircraft 
would be in a non-flyable condition. 
Increase in amount authorized to be expended 

for Department of Defense program to com-
memorate 50th anniversary of the Korean 
War (sec. 1069) 

The conference agreement includes a pro-
vision (sec. 1069) that would increase the 
amount authorized for expenditures by the 
Korean War Commemorative Committee 
from $7.0 million to $10.0 million. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 
Assignment of members to assist Immigration 

and Naturalization Service and Customs 
Service 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1033) that would amend chapter 18 of title 10, 
United States Code, to authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to assign members of the 
Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force to 
assist the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service in preventing the entry of terrorists, 
drug traffickers, and illegal aliens into the 
United States, and to assist the Customs 
Service in the inspection of cargo, vehicles, 
and aircraft at points of entry into the 
United States to prevent the entry of weap-
ons of mass destruction, components of such 
weapons, prohibited narcotics or drugs, or 
other terrorist or drug trafficking items. 
Such assignment could take place only at 
the request of the Attorney General or the 
Secretary of the Treasury, respectively. A 
member so assigned could not make an ar-
rest or perform a search, seizure, or similar 
law enforcement activity. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Authority to transfer funds within a major ac-

quisition program from Procurement to Re-
search, Development, Test and Evaluation 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1006) that would provide the Secretary of De-
fense limited authority to transfer funds 
from Procurement to Research, Develop-
ment, Test, and Evaluation for the same ac-
quisition program. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Availability of amounts for Oregon Army Na-

tional Guard for search and rescue and 
medical evacuation missions in adverse 
weather conditions 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1012) that would authorize $3.0 mil-
lion to upgrade three UH–60L Blackhawk 
helicopters of the Oregon Army National 
Guard to improve their utility in search and 
rescue (SAR) and medical evacuation mis-
sions. The provision further authorized $1.8 
million for up to 26 additional military per-
sonnel to perform these missions. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes on the provision. The 
Army aircraft procurement table contained 
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in this report describes the conference agree-
ment for helicopter upgrades to improve 
SAR capabilities. 

Charter grant to Korean War Veterans Associa-
tion 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1070) that would grant a federal 
charter to the Korean War Veterans Associa-
tion, Incorporated. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes.
The conferees’ decision reflects the agree-

ment contained in the statement of man-
agers accompanying sections 1501 through 
1516 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (Public Law 105–85) 
that, ‘‘in the future, amendments to the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Bill that would 
grant a federal charter should not be in-
cluded in a conference agreement unless fa-
vorably recommended by the committees of 
jurisdiction.’’ 

Enhanced cooperation between United States 
and Russian Federation to promote mutual 
security 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1031) that would state that it is the policy of 
the United States to pursue greater coopera-
tion with the Russian Federation regarding 
nuclear weapons policy, force structure, safe-
guards, testing, and proliferation prevention, 
as well as nuclear weapons infrastructure, 
production, and dismantlement, so as to pro-
mote mutual security, stability, and trust. 
The provision would also set forth a sense of 
Congress that the President of the United 
States should continue to engage the Presi-
dent of the Russian Federation in the inter-
est of preventing illicit use, theft, diversion, 
and proliferation of nuclear weapons. The 
provision would encourage a series of recip-
rocal programs of joint visits and con-
ferences dealing with nuclear weapons, bal-
listic missile defenses, nonproliferation, dis-
position of weapons grade nuclear materials 
and spent reactor fuel. The provision would 
also require the President to submit a report 
to Congress on the status and description of 
the various actions to develop such programs 
with the Russian Federation and the re-
sponse of the Russian Federation, as well as 
an assessment of the Russian Federation’s 
commitment to a better, closer relationship 
with the United States based on the prin-
ciples of increased cooperation and trans-
parency. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

Homeland security activities of the National 
Guard 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1041) that would amend title 32, 
United States Code, to authorize the Gov-
ernor of a State, at the request of a federal 
law enforcement agency and with the con-
currence of the Secretary of Defense, to 
order personnel of the National Guard of a 
State to perform full-time National Guard 
duty for the purpose of carrying out home-
land security activities. Such personnel 
would be provided for a limited time until 
the agency could recruit and train sufficient 
personnel to perform these activities. The 
Secretary of Defense would provide funds to 
the Governor to fund the costs of the Na-
tional Guard personnel and would be reim-
bursed by the agency receiving the support. 
The activities would be provided pursuant to 
a memorandum of understanding between 
the Secretary of Defense and the Governor. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 

Limitation on duration of future Department of 
Defense reporting requirements 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1020) that would automatically sunset recur-
ring congressional defense reporting require-
ments after five years. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Reallocation of authorizations of appropriations 

from ballistic missile defense to shipbuilding 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 1002) that would transfer funding 
from ballistic missile defense programs to 
shipbuilding programs. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
By convention, outcomes of funding dif-

ferences between the House bill and the Sen-
ate amendment are included in the tables 
elsewhere in this report. 
Report on biological weapons defense and 

counterproliferation 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

1012) that would require a report on U.S. bio-
logical weapons defense and 
counterproliferation programs, including in-
formation on impediments to the biological 
weapons counterproliferation efforts. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees have addressed the issue of 

information about impediments to U.S. bio-
logical counterproliferation efforts in a sepa-
rate section that is described elsewhere in 
this report. 
Report on effects of nuclear-tipped ballistic mis-

sile interceptors and nuclear missiles not 
intercepted 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1019) that would direct the Secretary of De-
fense to request the National Academy of 
Sciences to study and report on the effects of 
the use of a nuclear-tipped interceptor and 
the effects on a major U.S. city of the deto-
nation of a nuclear weapon delivered by a 
ballistic missile. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Sense of Congress on maintenance of a reliable, 

flexible, and robust strategic deterrent 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1021) that would set forth a sense of Congress 
that the President should maintain a reli-
able, flexible, and robust strategic deterrent 
consistent with the national defense strat-
egy outlined in the Quadrennial Defense Re-
view, the Nuclear Posture Review, and the 
global strategic environment. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Sense of Congress on prohibition of use of funds 

for International Criminal Court 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1034) that would prohibit the use of funds ap-
propriated pursuant to authorizations of ap-
propriations in this Act for any assistance 
to, cooperation with, or support for the 
International Criminal Court. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees note that, subsequent to pas-

sage of the House bill, the President signed 
legislation making supplemental appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2002 (Public Law 107–206). 
That legislation contained the American 
Servicemembers’ Protection Act of 2002, 
which protects United States military per-
sonnel and other elected and appointed offi-
cials of the United States Government 

against criminal prosecution by the Inter-
national Criminal Court. Accordingly, the 
House provision is no longer necessary. 
Transfer of funds to increase amounts for PAC–

3 missile procurement and Israeli Arrow pro-
gram 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1032) that would transfer funding to the 
PAC–3 and Arrow programs from other Mis-
sile Defense Agency programs. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
By convention, outcomes of funding dif-

ferences between the House bill and the Sen-
ate amendment are included in the tables 
elsewhere in this report. 
Utah Test and Training Range 

Title XIV of the House bill contained a se-
ries of provisions that would designate cer-
tain lands in Utah around the Utah Test and 
Training Range (UTTR) as wilderness areas. 
Low level military overflights, special use 
airspace designations, installation of elec-
tronic equipment, and emergency access 
would be unrestricted in these wilderness 
areas. Title XIV would also prohibit the Sec-
retary of the Interior from developing or re-
vising certain land use plans in Utah without 
the prior concurrence of the Secretary of the 
Air Force and the State of Utah. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
War risk insurance for vessels in support of 

NATO-approved operations 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

1024) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Transportation to provide war risk insurance 
to a commercial vessel that is supporting a 
shared logistics military operation approved 
by the North Atlantic Council. This section 
would also authorize the Secretary of Trans-
portation, with the concurrence of the Sec-
retary of State, to seek from another nation 
a commitment to indemnify the United 
States for any amounts paid by the United 
States for claims against such insurance. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes.
TITLE XI—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE CIVILIAN 

PERSONNEL 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Eligibility of Department of Defense non-
appropriated fund employees for long-term 
care insurance (sec. 1101) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1101) that would permit nonappropriated 
fund employees of the Department of Defense 
to participate in the employee-funded federal 
long-term care insurance program. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 1104). 

The Senate recedes. 
Extension of Department of Defense authority 

to make lump-sum severance payments (sec. 
1102) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1102) that would extend from September 30, 
2003 to September 30, 2006, the authority of 
the Secretary of Defense to pay lump-sum 
severance payments to civilian employees. 
The provision would also require the Presi-
dent to report to Congress whether this au-
thority should be made permanent or ex-
tended to other federal agencies. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 1101). 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
specifying the congressional committees to 
whom the report must be submitted. 
Continuation of Federal Employee Health Bene-

fits Program eligibility (sec. 1103) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

1104) that would extend for three years eligi-
bility for continued health care coverage 
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under the Federal Employee Health Benefits 
Program of certain Department of Defense 
civilian employees who are separated due to 
a reduction in force. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 1103). 

The Senate recedes. 
Certification for Department of Defense profes-

sional accounting positions (sec. 1104) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

1106) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to prescribe professional certifi-
cation and credential standards for profes-
sional accounting positions. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 1106). 

The Senate recedes. 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Common occupational and health standards for 
differential payments as a consequence of 
exposure to asbestos 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1103) that would establish a common stand-
ard for payment of environmental differen-
tial pay for exposure to asbestos for pre-
vailing rate and general schedule federal em-
ployees. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Currently, general schedule employees are 

entitled to eight percent differential pay 
when working conditions result in exposure 
to asbestos exceeding the permissible expo-
sure limits established by the Occupational 
Safety and Health Administration. The ex-
isting environmental differential pay for 
wage-grade employees also entitles them to 
the same eight percent differential pay but 
does not set an objective measure for deter-
mining the level of asbestos exposure nec-
essary to qualify for environmental differen-
tial pay. This has led to inconsistent applica-
tion of environmental differential pay. 

The conferees remain concerned that this 
issue was not addressed as directed in the 
statement of managers accompanying the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107). The con-
ferees encourage the Federal Prevailing Rate 
Advisory Committee (FPRAC) to continue 
its review of this issue, which provides a 
forum for interested parties. The conferees 
expect the FPRAC to consider adoption of a 
consistent, objective means of measuring as-
bestos exposure for federal prevailing rate 
and general schedule employees that ad-
dresses the actual risk of asbestos exposure 
based on scientific and empirical data. 
Extension of voluntary separation incentive pay 

authority 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 1102) that would extend from Sep-
tember 30, 2003, to September 30, 2006, the au-
thority of the Secretary of Defense to pay 
voluntary separation incentive pay to civil-
ian employees. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees were unable to include this 

provision because of the lack of an adequate 
mandatory funding allocation. 

The conferees are well aware of a potential 
human capital crisis facing the Federal Gov-
ernment and its impact on the Department 
of Defense. The conferees know that the De-
partment has developed a human resources 
strategic plan designed to provide a roadmap 
to the future and has aggressively imple-
mented many civilian personnel demonstra-
tion authorities granted by Congress. How-
ever, these steps alone may not be sufficient 
to meet the demand for new hires and to ac-
commodate the reshaping necessary to 
transform the Department. The conferees en-

courage the Department to use existing au-
thorities to the fullest extent possible. 

In order to address this potential human 
capital crisis, the conferees direct the Sec-
retary of Defense to review the human re-
sources strategic plan and the existing civil-
ian personnel demonstration authorities and, 
no later than March 31, 2003, provide to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, the Com-
mittee on Government Affairs of the Senate, 
and the Committee on Government Reform 
and Oversight of the House of Representa-
tives an assessment of the effectiveness of 
these authorities and recommend any legis-
lative changes necessary to effectively and 
efficiently manage the civilian employees of 
the Department of Defense. 
Increased maximum period of appointment 

under the experimental personnel program 
for scientific and technical personnel 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1105) that would extend the max-
imum period of appointment under an exper-
imental personnel program for scientific and 
technical personnel. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees recognize the importance of 

offering a competitive retirement benefit in 
order to recruit and retain highly qualified 
employees for these temporary positions. 
The conferees also recognize, however, that 
the benefit, which is defined by the Federal 
Employees Retirement System, is not port-
able and is therefore not likely to be attrac-
tive to many qualified individuals, particu-
larly those in the early and middle stages of 
their careers. Therefore, the conferees direct 
the Secretary of Defense to study alternative 
retirement proposals, including a fully port-
able, defined contribution plan or, where ap-
propriate, to permit employees in these posi-
tions to continue to participate in non-fed-
eral retirement plans. The results of the 
study and any such legislative proposal as 
the Secretary deems appropriate shall be 
submitted to Congress as part of the annual 
report on the program that is required by 
section 1101 of the Strom Thurmond Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1999 (Public Law 105–261). 
Triennial full-scale federal wage system wage 

surveys 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

1105) that would change the full-scale federal 
wage system wage survey cycle conducted by 
the Office of Personnel Management from 
two to three years. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes.
TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO OTHER 

NATIONS 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Authority to provide administrative services and 
support for coalition liaison officers (sec. 
1201) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1203) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense and the secretaries of the military 
departments to provide administrative serv-
ices and support to foreign liaison officers 
performing duties, through the Department 
of Defense Foreign Liaison Officer Program, 
at military facilities in the United States. 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1211) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to provide administrative 
support and services to coalition liaison offi-
cers while they are temporarily assigned to 
the headquarters of a combatant command, 
component command, or subordinate oper-
ational command in connection with the 
planning for, or conduct of, a coalition oper-

ation. The Secretary would also be author-
ized to pay the travel, subsistence, and per-
sonnel expenses of a liaison officer of a de-
veloping country in connection with the as-
signment of that liaison officer to the head-
quarters of a combatant command if the as-
signment is requested by the commander of 
the combatant command. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would limit the payment of personal ex-
penses for a liaison officer from a developing 
country to those which are directly nec-
essary to carry out the duties of that officer 
in connection with the assignment, provide 
for the authority under this section to expire 
on September 30, 2005, and require the Comp-
troller General to submit a report to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and House of Representatives by March 1, 
2005, on the implementation of this author-
ity. 
Authority to pay for certain travel of defense 

personnel of countries participating in 
NATO Partnership for Peace program (sec. 
1202) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1212) that would amend section 1051 
of title 10, United States Code, to authorize 
the Secretary of Defense to pay for the trav-
el-related expenses of defense personnel from 
a developing country participating in the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization’s 
(NATO) Partnership for Peace (PfP) program 
to the territory of any of the countries par-
ticipating in the PfP program or of any of 
the NATO member countries. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
clarifying that the authority is limited to 
developing countries that are participating 
in PfP but are not members of NATO. 
Limitation on funding for Joint Data Exchange 

Center in Moscow (sec. 1203) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

1205) that would prohibit obligation or ex-
penditure of more than 50 percent of the 
funds authorized for fiscal year 2003 for ac-
tivities associated with the Joint Data Ex-
change Center (JDEC) in Moscow, Russia, 
until: (1) the United States and the Russian 
Federation enter into a cost-sharing agree-
ment as required by section 1231 of the Floyd 
D. Spence National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106–398); 
(2) the United States and the Russian Fed-
eration enter into an agreement exempting 
the United States from Russian taxes and li-
ability laws for activities associated with 
the JDEC; and (3) 30 days have elapsed after 
the Secretary of Defense submits to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and the House or Representatives, the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate, 
and the Committee on International Rela-
tions of the House of Representatives, a copy 
of each required agreement. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees continue to support activi-

ties to improve transparency and build con-
fidence and cooperation between the United 
States and the Russian Federation and be-
lieve the JDEC will make an important con-
tribution to these efforts. The conferees urge 
the Secretary of Defense to work diligently 
to obtain agreement or agreements with the 
Russian Federation that meet the require-
ments of section 1231. 
Support of United Nations-sponsored efforts to 

inspect and monitor Iraqi weapons activities 
(sec. 1204) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1201) that would extend the authority under 
section 1505 of the Weapons of Mass Destruc-
tion Control Act of 1992, section 5859a of title 
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22, United States Code, for the Department 
of Defense to expend up to $15.0 million in 
fiscal year 2003 in support of United Nations-
sponsored inspection and monitoring efforts 
to ensure Iraqi compliance with its inter-
national obligations to destroy its weapons 
of mass destruction programs and associated 
delivery systems. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 1213). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 
Comprehensive annual report to Congress on co-

ordination and integration of all United 
States non-proliferation activities (sec. 1205) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3162) that would amend section 1205 
of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107), 
which directed the President to submit a re-
port on a plan to secure nuclear weapons, 
material, and expertise in the states of the 
Former Soviet Union, to require an annual 
update on the status of implementing the 
plan. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Report requirement regarding Russian prolifera-

tion to Iran and other countries of prolifera-
tion concern (sec. 1206) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1306) that would express the sense of Con-
gress about the seriousness of Russian pro-
liferation assistance to the weapons of mass 
destruction programs of Iran and other coun-
tries. The provision would also require an 
annual report beginning in 2003 and con-
tinuing through 2009, describing in detail 
such assistance and its consequences and the 
efforts of the United States to defend against 
and end such proliferation. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require an annual report begin-
ning in 2003 and continuing through 2009, de-
scribing in detail Russian proliferation of 
weapons of mass destruction and ballistic 
missile goods, technology, expertise and in-
formation, and of related dual-use items, to 
Iran and other countries of proliferation con-
cern during the preceding year. The report 
would describe the impact and consequences 
of such proliferation and the efforts of the 
United States to halt such proliferation. 

The conferees note that this provision is 
intended to apply to prohibited acts of pro-
liferation assistance. 
Monitoring of implementation of 1979 agreement 

between the United States and China on co-
operation in science and technology (sec. 
1207) 

The Senate amendment included a provi-
sion (sec. 1216) that would require the Office 
of Science and Technology Cooperation of 
the Department of State to monitor the im-
plementation of the 1979 United States-China 
Agreement on Cooperation in Science and 
Technology (S&T) and its protocols. The 
amendment would require the Office of S&T 
Cooperation to submit a biennial report on 
the activities conducted under this agree-
ment and the benefits of this agreement to 
the Chinese economy, military, and defense 
industrial base. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize the President to estab-
lish a working group to monitor the Agree-
ment and directs the Director of Central In-
telligence, the Secretary of Defense, and the 
Inspector General of the Commerce Depart-
ment to conduct various assessments that 
would be components of the biennial report. 

The conferees continue to support the nu-
merous mutually beneficial exchanges that 
occur under the auspices of the Agreement. 
Extension of certain counterproliferation activi-

ties and programs (sec. 1208) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 1033) that would extend the date of 
submission of the annual report on 
counterproliferation activities and programs 
from February 1 to May 1 of each year. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would extend the service of the inter-
agency Counterproliferation Program Re-
view Committee through September 2008. It 
would also require that the annual report in-
clude a discussion of the limitations on and 
impediments to the biological weapons 
counterproliferation efforts of the Depart-
ment of Defense and include recommenda-
tions for ways to make such efforts more ef-
fective. 
Semiannual report by Director of Central Intel-

ligence on contributions by foreign persons 
to efforts of countries of proliferation con-
cern to obtain weapons of mass destruction 
and their delivery systems (sec. 1209) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1040) that would require biannual 
reports to Congress by the President on for-
eign persons that make a material contribu-
tion to the development of weapons of mass 
destruction or missiles by a country of pro-
liferation concern. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would conform and add the provision to 
Title VII of the Combating Weapons of Mass 
Destruction Act of 1996 (Public Law 104–293). 
The first report required under this provision 
would be due no later than January 1, 2004. 
Report on feasibility and advisability of senior 

officer exchanges between the Armed Forces 
of the United States and the military forces 
of Taiwan (sec. 1210) 

The House bill included a provision (sec. 
1202) which directed the Secretary of Defense 
to prepare and implement a plan for con-
ducting joint operational training for and ex-
changes of senior officers between the Armed 
Forces of the United States and the Armed 
Forces of Taiwan. The Secretary would sub-
mit this plan to Congress at least 30 days be-
fore commencing with its implementation. 

The Senate amendment included no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment re-
quiring the President to submit to Congress 
a report on the feasibility and advisability of 
conducting combined operational training 
with, and exchanges of general and flag offi-
cers between, the Armed Forces of the 
United States and the military forces of Tai-
wan and a discussion of the progress being 
made on meeting U.S. commitments to the 
security of Taiwan. 
Report on United States force structure in the 

Pacific (sec. 1211) 
The conferees agree to include a provision 

which directs the Secretary of Defense to 
submit to Congress a report on the Depart-
ment of Defense’s plans to maintain ade-
quate force structure in the Pacific theater. 
The report would be submitted no later than 
180 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 
Additional countries covered by loan guarantee 

program 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

1204) that would amend section 2540(b) of 
title 10, United States Code, to authorize the 
Secretary of Defense, in consultation with 

the Secretary of State, to expand the list of 
countries eligible under the Defense Export 
Loan Guarantee Program. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Arctic and Western Pacific Environmental Co-

operation Program 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 1214) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to conduct a cooperative 
program with countries in the Arctic and 
Western Pacific regions. The Secretary, with 
the concurrence of the Secretary of State, 
would be authorized to provide cooperative 
assistance or provide assistance on environ-
mental matters in the Arctic and Pacific re-
gions with certain exceptions. The primary 
focus of the program would be technology 
projects and activities related to radio-
logical threats and contamination. To re-
flect this focus, the provision would limit 
the availability of program funds to no more 
than 20 percent of such funds on non-radio-
logical matters. The provision would also re-
quire the Secretary to submit an annual re-
port on the program that would include a 
discussion of the activities, the funding, the 
life-cycle costs of any projects, the partici-
pants, and any contributions from other 
agencies or countries. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
Department of Defense HIV/AIDS Prevention 

Assistance Program 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1215) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to expand the existing pro-
gram of HIV/AIDS prevention education ac-
tivities undertaken in connection with the 
conduct of U.S. military training, exercises, 
and humanitarian assistance in sub-Saharan 
Africa, to countries that are suffering a pub-
lic health crisis relating to HIV/AIDS and 
that participate in the military-to-military 
contacts program of the Department of De-
fense. The activities would focus, to the ex-
tent possible, on military units that partici-
pate in peacekeeping operations and would 
include HIV/AIDS-related voluntary coun-
seling and testing and HIV/AIDS-related sur-
veillance. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees note that the Department of 

Defense has extensive authorities in title 10, 
United States Code, relating to military-to-
military contacts and comparable activities, 
humanitarian and civic assistance provided 
in conjunction with military operations, and 
other similar activities. The conferees take 
this action without prejudice and invite the 
Secretary of Defense to submit a legislative 
proposal for any additional authorities that 
he needs in this area. 
Limitation on number of military personnel in 

Colombia 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1206) that would prohibit the use of funds 
available to the Department of Defense to 
support or maintain more than 500 members 
of the Armed Forces on duty in the Republic 
of Colombia at any one time. Members in Co-
lombia for no more than 30 days for the pur-
pose of rescuing or retrieving U.S. military 
or civilian Government personnel, members 
assigned to the security assistance office or 
to the Marine Corps security contingent at 
the Embassy, members participating in re-
lief efforts to respond to a natural disaster, 
nonoperational transient military personnel, 
and members making a ship port call, would 
all be excluded from the 500 member limita-
tion. The Secretary of Defense would have 
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the authority to waive the limitation if he 
determines that such waiver is in the na-
tional security interest. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

Russian tactical nuclear weapons 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1205) that would set forth findings 
with respect to the potential threats posed 
by unsecured Russian tactical nuclear weap-
ons. The provision would also set forth the 
sense of the Senate that stolen Russian tac-
tical nuclear weapons could be used against 
the United States, that it should be a pri-
ority of the United States to account for, se-
cure, and reduce the number of Russian tac-
tical nuclear weapons and materials, and 
that the threat warrants a special non-
proliferation initiative. The provision would 
also require the President to submit a report 
to Congress 30 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act on efforts, including estab-
lishing a special initiative, to reduce the 
threats from Russian tactical nuclear weap-
ons. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes.

TITLE XIII—COOPERATIVE THREAT REDUCTION 
WITH STATES OF THE FORMER SOVIET UNION 

ITEMS OF SPECIAL INTEREST 

Weapons of Mass Destruction Proliferation Pre-
vention Program of the Cooperative Threat 
Reduction program with the States of the 
Former Soviet Union 

The Department of Defense (DOD) re-
quested $40.0 million in the fiscal year 2003 
budget request to initiate a new program 
within the Cooperative Threat Reduction 
(CTR) program called the Weapons of Mass 
Destruction Proliferation Prevention Pro-
gram. The program would provide CTR as-
sistance to enhance the capability of non-
Russian Former Soviet Union (FSU) mili-
tary, internal security forces, border guards, 
and customs forces to prevent, deter, detect 
and interdict unauthorized movement of 
weapons of mass destruction or related ma-
terials across borders and to respond effec-
tively to terrorist incidents at borders. 
While the conferees support this new effort, 
the conferees are concerned that there may 
be potential for duplication of effort with 
other similar programs within DOD as well 
as with the Department of Energy’s National 
Nuclear Security Administration (NNSA) 
FSU activities. 

The conferees urge DOD to coordinate this 
new CTR program with all existing programs 
within DOD, the NNSA, the Department of 
State, the U.S. Customs Service, the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, and the U.S. Coast 
Guard. The conferees expect DOD to coordi-
nate with the NNSA in the area of weapons 
of mass destruction detection technology. 
The conferees direct DOD to report to the 
congressional defense committees, no later 
than December 31, 2002, the results of this co-
ordination. The conferees expect DOD to 
present a plan, coordinated with the Depart-
ment of State, the Administrator of the 
NNSA, and the other federal agencies, that 
describes how this new program will com-
plement and enhance, rather than duplicate, 
any similar ongoing effort in any other fed-
eral agency and the interagency process for 
coordinating these programs in the future. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Specification of Cooperative Threat Reduction 
programs and funds (sec. 1301) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1301) that would define the programs and 
funds that are Cooperative Threat Reduction 
(CTR) programs and funds and specify that 

CTR funds shall remain available for obliga-
tion for three fiscal years. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 1201). 

The conferees agree to include the provi-
sion. 
Funding allocations (sec. 1302) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1302) that would authorize $416.7 million for 
the Cooperative Threat Reduction (CTR) pro-
gram and would allocate the funds among 
the various program activities. In addition, 
the provision would provide limited author-
ity to vary the amounts allocated to indi-
vidual program activities including a re-
quirement that for certain CTR program ac-
tivities, the amount obligated for those pro-
gram activities may not exceed 115 percent 
of the amount allocated. The provision 
would also allow $83.6 million of the funds 
authorized to be used either for activities re-
lated to strategic and nuclear systems or for 
destruction of chemical weapons in Russia 
and Ukraine. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 1202) that would authorize 
$416.7 million for the CTR program and allo-
cate the funds among the various program 
activities. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize $417.6 million for the 
CTR program, modify certain of the alloca-
tions among the CTR program activities, and 
increase the limitation on obligation to 125 
percent of the amount authorized. 
Prohibition against use of funds until submis-

sion of reports (sec. 1303) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1303) that would prohibit obligation or ex-
penditure of all fiscal year 2003 Cooperative 
Threat Reduction (CTR) funds until 30 days 
after two reports are submitted. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would prohibit expenditure or obliga-
tion of 50 percent of the fiscal year 2003 CTR 
funds until 30 days after the required reports 
have been submitted to Congress. 
Report on use of revenue generated by activities 

carried out under Cooperative Threat Re-
duction programs (sec. 1304)

The House bill contained two provisions 
(secs. 1304 and 1309) that would establish ad-
ditional reporting requirements for the Co-
operative Threat Reduction (CTR) program. 
Section 1304 would amend the annual CTR 
reporting requirement in section 1308(c) of 
the Floyd D. Spence National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public 
Law 106–398) to add a description of how rev-
enue generated by activities carried out 
under the CTR program are utilized, mon-
itored, and accounted for. Section 1309 would 
require the Secretary of Defense to submit a 
new stand- alone report describing in detail 
the operation and success of activities car-
ried out by the defense and military contacts 
element of the CTR program. Section 1309 
would also prohibit obligation or expendi-
ture of more than 50 percent of the CTR 
funds allocated for defense and military con-
tacts until such report is submitted to Con-
gress. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would combine both reporting require-
ments into a single provision that would 
amend section 1308(c) to include both reports 
as elements of the annual CTR report. The 
amendment would delete the funding prohi-
bition. The new reporting requirements 
would be included in the annual report for 
fiscal year 2003, that would be submitted in 
2004. 

Prohibition against use of funds for second wing 
of fissile materials storage facility (sec. 1305) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1305) that would prohibit any funds appro-
priated for the Cooperative Threat Reduc-
tion program from being used for design, 
planning, or construction of a second wing 
for a storage facility for storing Russian 
fissile material. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Limited waiver of restrictions on use of funds 

for threat reduction in states of the former 
Soviet Union (sec. 1306) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1204) that would provide the Presi-
dent with permanent authority to waive the 
annual certifications required for both the 
Cooperative Threat Reduction (CTR) pro-
grams and the Freedom Support Act non-
proliferation programs, as requested by the 
administration. The provision would amend 
section 1203 of the Cooperative Threat Re-
duction Act of 1993 (22 U.S.C. 5952) and sec-
tion 502 of the Freedom Support Act (22 
U.S.C. 5852) and provide the President the 
authority to waive the restrictions in any 
given fiscal year for any given country if 
such a waiver is important to the national 
security interests of the United States. 

If the President chooses to exercise the 
waiver for either the Cooperative Threat Re-
duction Act or Freedom Support Act pre-
conditions, this waiver would be effective 
only when the President submits to Congress 
a report describing the activity or activities 
that prevent the President from making the 
certification or certifications required by 
the Act and the strategy, plan, or policy of 
the President to promote the relevant 
State’s future commitment to the pre-
conditions. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 1308) but would allow the waiver 
authority only for the certification required 
by section 1203(d)(5) of the Cooperative 
Threat Reduction Act, which states Russia is 
committed to complying with all relevant 
arms control agreements. The waiver au-
thority would be available until September 
30, 2005. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would limit the authority to grant an 
annual waiver to three fiscal years. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 
Prohibition against use of Cooperative Threat 

Reduction funds outside the States of the 
former Soviet Union 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1307) that would prohibit the use of Coopera-
tive Threat Reduction (CTR) funds for any 
fiscal year for any projects or activities out-
side the States of the Former Soviet Union 
(FSU). 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1203) that would authorize the use 
of CTR funds for threat reduction activities 
outside the States of the FSU under certain 
circumstances and with certain restrictions. 

The conferees agree to drop both provi-
sions. 

The conferees recognize that the President 
periodically determines that it is necessary 
for the United States Government to address 
an emergency proliferation threat from 
weapons of mass destruction (WMD) outside 
of the States of the FSU that would affect 
the national security interests of the United 
States. 

Therefore the conferees direct the Sec-
retary of Defense to conduct a review of the 
authorities currently available to the United 
States Government to be able to respond to 
any emergency WMD proliferation threat. In 
this review the Secretary should identify 
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any prohibition, impediment, or limitation 
imposed by any statute, order, regulation, or 
policy that would limit or prevent a Unites 
States Government response, including a re-
sponse by the Secretary of Defense. In re-
viewing the authorities available to the De-
partment of Defense (DOD) these should in-
clude situations when DOD response is in a 
support role to another federal agency or is 
the lead federal agency. The review should 
also include an explanation of the Depart-
ment’s role in the interagency process. 

The Secretary is directed to submit a re-
port to the congressional defense commit-
tees that would set forth the results of this 
review and invited to submit a legislative 
proposal to remedy shortcomings in his ex-
isting authority. This report shall be due no 
later than March 1, 2003.

TITLE XIV—HOMELAND SECURITY 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Transfer of technology items and equipment in 
support of homeland security (sec. 1401) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
142) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to enter into an agreement with an 
independent, non-profit, technology-oriented 
entity to facilitate technology transfer of 
promising defense technologies to aid the 
homeland security efforts of federal, state 
and local ‘‘first responders’’. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Defense 
to designate a senior official of the Depart-
ment of Defense to coordinate the Depart-
ment’s efforts to identify, evaluate, deploy, 
and transfer technology items to first re-
sponders in support of homeland security. 
The conference amendment would require 
the senior official to work with other appro-
priate federal agencies and to use competi-
tive procedures to enter into an agreement 
with a highly qualified private sector entity 
to assist in these efforts. 

The conferees expect the Department to 
work with the new Department of Homeland 
Security, if such an agency is established, in 
any effort to transfer homeland security 
technologies to first responders. The con-
ferees also anticipate that the Department of 
Defense will give appropriate consideration 
to standards developed by the Inter-Agency 
Board for Equipment Standardization and 
Interoperability when it works to identify 
and evaluate new homeland security tech-
nologies. 

Comprehensive plan for improving the prepared-
ness of military installations for terrorist in-
cidents (sec. 1402) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1045) that would direct the Sec-
retary of Defense to develop a comprehensive 
plan to improve the preparedness of military 
installations for incidents involving weapons 
of mass destruction (WMD). The Secretary 
would submit the plan to the congressional 
defense committees no later than 180 days 
after this legislation comes into effect. No 
later than 60 days after the Secretary sub-
mits the plan to Congress, the Comptroller 
General would be required to review it and 
submit a report assessing the plan to the 
congressional defense committees. The Sec-
retary would be directed to inform Congress 
of progress under and updates to the plan for 
a total of three years. 

The House bill contained no such provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment to 
change the provision so that the plan would 
address preparedness of military installa-
tions for terrorist incidents, not limited to 
those involving weapons of mass destruction. 

Additional Weapons of Mass Destruction Civil 
Support Teams (sec. 1403) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1551) that would direct the Secretary of De-
fense to establish at least one Weapons of 
Mass Destruction Civil Support Team (WMD 
CST) in each state and territory. The Sec-
retary would be required to ensure that this 
provision is fully implemented by September 
30, 2003. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment di-
recting the Secretary to establish 23 addi-
tional teams, one for each state and terri-
tory, and requiring the Secretary to submit 
to Congress within six months of enactment 
of this Act a report including his plan for es-
tablishing these teams. The report would in-
clude a schedule and budget for manning, 
training, and equipping the new teams as 
rapidly as possible without jeopardizing the 
attainment of full effectiveness by the 
teams. The report would also include a dis-
cussion of whether the mission of the teams 
should be expanded, and if so, how. 
Report on the role of the Department of Defense 

in supporting homeland security (sec. 1404) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

1017) requiring the Secretary of Defense to 
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report on Department of Defense 
(DOD) responsibilities, missions, and plans 
for military support of homeland security. 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 1044) requiring the Secretary to 
submit a detailed report on how DOD should 
be fulfilling and is fulfilling its homeland de-
fense mission. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would combine the report requirements 
outlined in these provisions. 
Sense of Congress on Department of Defense as-

sistance to local first responders (sec. 1405) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

1553) that would express the sense of Con-
gress that the Secretary of Defense should, 
to the extent that the Secretary determines 
appropriate, use funds provided in the Act to 
assist, train, and equip local fire and police 
departments that would act as first respond-
ers to domestic terrorist incidents that may 
come about in connection with the continued 
fight to prosecute the war on terrorism. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
stating that, to the extent the Secretary 
considers appropriate and feasible and in ac-
cordance with the law, the Secretary should 
provide assistance to entities that are local 
first responders for domestic terrorist inci-
dents and assist those entities in improving 
their capabilities to respond to such inci-
dents. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 
Additional weapons of mass destruction civil 

support teams 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

1026) that would express the sense of Con-
gress that the Secretary of Defense should 
establish at least one Weapons of Mass De-
struction Civil Support Team (WMD CST) in 
each state and territory. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes.
TITLE XV—AUTHORIZATION OF 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE WAR ON TERRORISM 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Authorization of appropriations for continued 
operations for the war on terrorism (secs. 
1501–1508) 

Title XV of the House bill contained a se-
ries of provisions that would authorize $10.0 

billion to continue the war on terrorism. The 
House bill would provide $3.5 billion for a 
war on terrorism operations fund, $1.0 billion 
for an equipment replacement and enhance-
ment fund, $200.0 million for additional mu-
nitions purchases, and $2.0 billion for classi-
fied programs. The House bill would also au-
thorize, within the $10.0 billion total, ap-
proximately $3.1 billion for programs for 
which funds were requested elsewhere in the 
fiscal year 2003 budget request, including the 
Defense Emergency Response Fund. The 
House bill would also provide additional 
funding for enhanced military personnel ben-
efits that were contained in that title. 

Section 1003 of the Senate amendment 
would authorize the appropriation of $10.0 
billion for continuing the war on terrorism, 
as requested in the President’s budget, con-
tingent on the submission of a subsequent 
request by the President that identified a 
proposed allocation and plan for the use of 
these funds. 

On July 3, 2002, the President submitted a 
budget amendment that proposed to allocate 
$2.5 billion of the $10.0 billion requested to 
military personnel and mobilization costs, 
$5.3 billion to the cost of military oper-
ations, $2.0 billion for classified programs, 
and $200.0 million for additional munitions. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize $10.0 billion for the 
conduct of Operation Noble Eagle and Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom to continue the war 
on terrorism in accordance with the condi-
tions stated in the Authorization for Use of 
Military Force (Public Law 107–40). The con-
ferees agree to authorize $10.0 billion that 
would be available for transfer to the normal 
budget accounts of the Department of De-
fense for the following purposes: $2.5 billion 
for mobilization and other military per-
sonnel costs; $4.3 billion for the operating 
costs of military operations; $1.0 billion for 
equipment replacement and enhancement of 
military capabilities; $2.0 billion for classi-
fied programs; and $200.0 million for addi-
tional munitions. Funding would be avail-
able for the specific munitions programs 
identified in the July 3, 2002, budget amend-
ment as follows:

[Dollars in millions] 
Army ............................................ $94.0

Procurement of Ammunition, 
Army: 

5.56 mm—all types (training) 15.0
.50-caliber—all types 

(training) ............................ 5.0
105 mm HE recapitalization ... 5.0
155 mm M795 .......................... 20.0
MACS ..................................... 20.0
Fuze M762 .............................. 5.0
105 mm illumination round .... 5.0
120 mm mortar high explosive 
multi-option fuze ................... 10.0
25mm M919 for Bradley .......... 9.0

Navy ............................................ 60.0
Weapons Procurement, Navy: 

AGM 114M Hellfire missiles ... 35.0
Procurement of Ammunition, 

Navy and Marine Corps: 
General purpose bomb compo-

nents ................................... 25.0
Air Force ..................................... 40.0

Procurement of Ammunition, 
Air Force: 

General purpose bomb compo-
nents ................................... 40.0

Special Operations Command ...... 6.0
Procurement, Defnese-wide: 

Special Operations Forces 
Munitions ........................... 6.0

Total ................................... 200.0
The conferees agree to require prior notifi-

cation to the congressional defense commit-
tees before funds are transferred to the nor-
mal budget accounts for obligation. 
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The conferees further agree to allow the 

Secretary of Defense to transfer up to $1.0 
billion of the amount authorized in section 
1501 to authorizations that were reduced in 
Titles I, II, and III to reflect savings to be 
achieved through the improved management 
of the Department’s contracts for services 
and the deferral of expenditures on financial 
management systems, if the Secretary deter-
mines that such savings are not achievable. 
This provision would give the Secretary dis-
cretion to either: (1) achieve $1.0 billion of 
savings through management efficiencies as 
provided in Titles I, II and III; or (2) transfer 
up to $1.0 billion out of the contingency fund 
in lieu of achieving such savings. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Air Force procurement 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1523) that would authorize $383.2 million for 
specific Air Force procurement programs in 
support of the war against terrorism. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision, but the Senate amendment 
would authorize funding for these and other 
procurement activities in Title I. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees agree to authorize funding 

for these activities in Title I of this Act. 

Army procurement 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1521) that would authorize $104.7 million for 
the Army for ammunition and other procure-
ment. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision, but the Senate amendment 
would authorize funding for these and other 
Army procurement activities in Title I. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees agree to authorize funding 

for these activities in Title I of this Act. 

Authority for joint task forces to provide sup-
port to law enforcement agencies conducting 
counter-terrorism activities 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1552) that would authorize a joint task force 
of the Department of Defense that provides 
support to law enforcement agencies con-
ducting counterdrug activities to also pro-
vide, consistent with all applicable laws and 
regulations, support to law enforcement 
agencies conducting counterterrorism activi-
ties. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

Authorized military construction and land ac-
quisition projects 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1531) that would authorize $35.1 million for 
the construction of facilities in Qatar; Naval 
Station Guantanamo Bay, Cuba; Naval Sta-
tion Rota, Spain; and Bolling Air Force 
Base, District of Columbia. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision, but Division B of the Senate 
amendment contained funding for these 
projects in the military construction ac-
counts of the military departments. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees include funding for these 

projects in the military construction author-
izations in Division B of this Act. 

Defense-Wide Activities procurement 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1524) that would authorize $620.4 million for 
Defense-wide procurement. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision, but the Senate amendment 
would authorize funding for these and other 
Defense-wide procurement activities in Title 
I. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees agree to authorize funding 

for these activities in Title I of this Act. 

Effective date 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1547) that would establish effective dates for 
the wartime pay and allowance increases 
proposed in this Title. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

Increase in amount of death gratuity 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1546) that would increase the death gratuity 
from $6,000 to $12,000. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

Increase in rate for career enlisted flyer incen-
tive pay 
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The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

1545) that would increase the rate for career 
enlisted flyer incentive pay by $50 per month 
for each category of recipient based on years 
of service completed. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

Increase in rate for diving duty special pay 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1543) that would increase the rate for diving 
duty special pay for officers from $240 per 
month to $290 per month and for enlisted 
members from $340 per month to $390 per 
month. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

Increase in rate for family separation allowance 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1541) that would increase the rate for family 
separation allowance from $100 per month to 
$125 per month. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

Increase in rate for imminent danger pay 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1544) that would increase the rate for immi-
nent danger pay from $150 to $250 per month. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

Increase in rates for various hazardous duty in-
centive pays 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1542) that would increase the rates for var-
ious hazardous duty incentive pays by $50 per 
month. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

Military personnel 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1529) that would authorize $503.1 million for 
military personnel for the conduct of oper-
ations in continuation of the war on ter-
rorism. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

Navy and Marine Corps procurement 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1522) that would authorize $884.8 million for 
specific Navy and Marine Corps procurement 
programs in support of the war against ter-
rorism. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision, but the Senate amendment 
would authorize funding for these and other 
procurement activities in Title I. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees agree to authorize funding 

for these activities in Title I of this Act. 

Operation and Maintenance 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1528) that would authorize $548.2 million for 
operation and maintenance for the Army, 
Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision, but the Senate amendment 
would authorize funding for these and other 
Defense-wide operation and maintenance ac-
tivities in Title III. 

The House recedes. 

The conferees agree to authorize funding 
for these activities in Title III of this Act. 

Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, 
Defense-wide 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
1525) that would authorize $390.1 million for 
Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Defense-wide for chemical and biologi-
cal defense activities. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision, but the Senate amendment 
would authorize funding for these and other 
research and development activities in Title 
II. 

The House recedes. 

The conferees agree to authorize funding 
for these activities in Title II of this Act.
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DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 

AUTHORIZATIONS 

Overview 

The budget for fiscal year 2003 requested 
authorization of appropriations of $8,934.0 
million for the military construction and 
family housing construction and operation 
accounts of the Department of Defense. An 
additional $594.4 million was requested for 
military construction projects in the Defense 
Emergency Response Fund (DERF). The 
Army later identified an additional $122.6 
million in military construction projects in 
the DERF that had been originally cat-
egorized as operation and maintenance fund-
ing. 

The House bill would authorize $9,988.6 mil-
lion for military construction and family 
housing. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$10,178.9 million for these accounts. 

The conferees recommend authorization of 
appropriations of $10,423.6 million for the 
military construction and family housing ac-
counts of the Department of Defense for fis-
cal year 2003. The summary table that fol-
lows also reflects prior year savings of $33.7 
million to be derived from anticipated rescis-
sions. Including the budget authority impact 
of $53.0 million for a previously authorized 
project and the anticipated rescissions of 
prior year funding, the conference agreement 
is consistent with a budget authority level of 
$10,442.9 million for military construction 
and family housing. 

Projects that have been transferred into 
these accounts from the DERF are displayed 
as changes to the original military construc-
tion request in the tables that follow. Ex-
cluding these transfers, the conferees agree 
to a net increase of $772.6 million in military 
construction and family housing funding. 

The House bill, the Senate amendment, 
and the conference agreement reduced the 
military construction and family housing ac-
counts by $39.9 million to reflect the proper 
accounting for the accrual of civilian per-
sonnel benefits under current law, and by 
$44.6 million to reflect foreign currency fluc-
tuations. In addition, the conferees agree to 
reductions of $54.5 million in the military 
construction accounts to be achieved 
through a 0.9 percent reduction in the rates 
charged for supervision, inspection, and 
overhead on construction projects, and $57.0 
million to reflect lower inflation rates. 
These reductions shall not cancel any mili-
tary construction project authorized by this 
Act. 

The following tables list the amounts au-
thorized to be appropriated for the military 
construction and family housing accounts 
and for each military construction and fam-
ily housing project.
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Short title (sec. 2001) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2001) that would cite Division B of this Act 
as the Military Construction Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2003. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 2001). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

TITLE XXI—ARMY 
Overview 

The House bill would authorize $2,930.7 mil-
lion for Army military construction and 
family housing programs for fiscal year 2003. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$3,010.3 million for this purpose. 

The conferees recommend authorization of 
appropriations of $3,021.5 million for Army 
military construction and family housing for 
fiscal year 2003. 

ITEMS OF SPECIAL INTEREST 
Fort Bliss, Texas 

Within the Army’s military construction 
account, the conferees agree to authorize $5.2 
million to upgrade the water system at Fort 
Bliss, Texas. Funds for this project are to be 
used in conjunction with the $5.0 million au-
thorized for water system upgrades at that 
installation in the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 
107–107). 
Fort Dix, New Jersey 

The conferees recommend that, within au-
thorized amounts for unspecified minor con-
struction, the Secretary of the Army use $1.5 
million for road construction in the vicinity 
of Fort Dix, New Jersey, to compensate for 
road closures due to force protection. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 
Authorized Army construction and land acquisi-

tion projects (sec. 2101) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2101) that would authorize Army military 
construction projects for fiscal year 2003. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2101). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

The amounts authorized in the bill are list-
ed on an installation-by-installation basis. 
The state list of projects contained in this 
report provides the binding list of specific 
projects authorized at each location. 
Family housing (sec. 2102) 

The House bill included a provision (sec. 
2102) that would authorize new construction 
and planning and design of family housing 
units for the Army for fiscal year 2003. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2102). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

The amounts authorized in the bill are list-
ed on an installation-by-installation basis. 
The state list of projects contained in this 
report provides the binding list of specific 
projects authorized at each location. 

Improvements to military family housing units 
(sec. 2103) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2103) that would authorize improvements to 
existing units of Army family housing for 
fiscal year 2003. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2103). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

Authorization of appropriations, Army (sec. 
2104) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2104) that would authorize specific appropria-
tions for each line item contained in the 
Army’s military construction budget for fis-

cal year 2003. This section would also provide 
an overall limit on the amount the Army is 
authorized to spend on military construction 
projects. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2104). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 
Modification of authority to carry out certain 

fiscal year 2002 projects (sec. 2105) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

2105) that would amend the table in section 
2101 of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of 
Public Law 107–107) to increase the total 
project authorization ceilings for military 
construction projects at Fort Carson, Colo-
rado, and Fort Jackson, South Carolina. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 2105). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 
Modification of authority to carry out certain 

fiscal year 2001 project (sec. 2106) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 2109) that would amend section 2101 
of the Military Construction Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (division B of Public 
Law 106–398) to change the location for which 
funds were authorized for a barracks com-
plex from Camp Page, Korea, to Camp Stan-
ley, Korea. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Planning and design for anechoic chamber at 
White Sands Missile Range, New Mexico 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 2110) that would authorize $3.0 mil-
lion for planning and design for an anechoic 
chamber at White Sands Missile Range, New 
Mexico. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The state list contained in this report de-

scribes the conference agreement on funding 
for this project.

TITLE XXII—NAVY 
Overview 

The House bill would authorize $2,514.0 mil-
lion for Navy military construction and fam-
ily housing programs for fiscal year 2003. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$2,476.2 million for this purpose. 

The conferees recommend authorization of 
appropriations of $2,532.9 million for Navy 
military construction and family housing for 
fiscal year 2003. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 
Authorized Navy construction and land acquisi-

tion projects (sec. 2201) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2201) that would authorize Navy military 
construction projects for fiscal year 2003. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2201). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

The amounts authorized in the bill are list-
ed on an installation-by-installation basis. 
The state list of projects contained in this 
report provides the binding list of specific 
projects authorized at each location. 
Family housing (sec. 2202) 

The House bill included a provision (sec. 
2202) that would authorize new construction 
and planning and design of family housing 
units for the Navy for fiscal year 2003. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2202). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

The amounts authorized in the bill are list-
ed on an installation-by-installation basis. 
The state list of projects contained in this 
report provides the binding list of specific 
projects authorized at each location. 
Improvements to military family housing units 

(sec. 2203) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2203) that would authorize improvements to 
existing units of Navy family housing for fis-
cal year 2003. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2203). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 
Authorization of appropriations, Navy (sec. 

2204) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2204) that would authorize specific appropria-
tions for each line item contained in the 
Navy’s military construction budget for fis-
cal year 2003. This section would also provide 
an overall limit on the amount the Navy is 
authorized to spend on military construction 
projects. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2204). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 
Modification of authority to carry out certain 

fiscal year 2002 projects (sec. 2205) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2205) that would amend the table in section 
2201 of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of 
Public Law 107–107) to provide for an in-
crease in the amounts authorized for mili-
tary construction at Naval Station Norfolk, 
Virginia. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2205) that would amend 
the Military Construction Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of Public Law 
107–107) to increase the total project author-
ization for the projects at Naval Station, 
Norfolk, Virginia by $280,000. The provision 
would also correct the number of housing 
units authorized for a project at Quantico, 
Virginia from 60 units to 39 units. 

The House recedes.
TITLE XXIII—AIR FORCE 

Overview 

The House bill would authorize $2,488.3 mil-
lion for Air Force military construction and 
family housing programs for fiscal year 2003. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$2,607.6 million for this purpose. 

The conferees recommend authorization of 
appropriations of $2,583.4 million for Air 
Force military construction and family 
housing for fiscal year 2003. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 
Authorized Air Force construction and land ac-

quisition projects (sec. 2301) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2301) that would authorize Air Force mili-
tary construction projects for fiscal year 
2003. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2301). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

The amounts authorized in the bill are list-
ed on an installation-by-installation basis. 
The state list of projects contained in this 
report provides the binding list of specific 
projects authorized at each location. 

Family housing (sec. 2302) 

The House bill included a provision (sec. 
2302) that would authorize new construction 
and planning and design of family housing 
units for the Air Force for fiscal year 2003. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2302). 
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The conference agreement includes this 

provision. 
The amounts authorized in the bill are list-

ed on an installation-by-installation basis. 
The state list of projects contained in this 
report provides the binding list of specific 
projects authorized at each location. 
Improvements to military family housing units 

(sec. 2303) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2303) that would authorize improvements to 
existing units of Air Force family housing 
for fiscal year 2003. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2303). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 
Authorization of appropriations, Air Force (sec. 

2304) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2304) that would authorize specific appropria-
tions for each line item contained in the Air 
Force’s military construction budget for fis-
cal year 2003. This section would also provide 
an overall limit on the amount the Air Force 
is authorized to spend on military construc-
tion projects. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2304). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 
Authority for use of military construction funds 

for construction of public road near Aviano 
Air Base, Italy, to replace road closed for 
force protection purposes (sec. 2305) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 2305) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of the Air Force to provide to Italian 
authorities funds authorized for appropria-
tion by section 2304 of this Act for the con-
struction of a public road, plus associated 
improvements, to replace a public road adja-
cent to Aviano Air Base, Italy, that was 
closed for force protection purposes. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Additional project authorization for air traffic 
control facility at Dover Air Force Base, 
Delaware 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 2306) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of the Air Force to carry out the con-
struction of a new air traffic control facility 
at Dover Air Force Base, Delaware, in the 
amount of $7.5 million. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The state list contained in this report de-

scribes the conference agreement on funding 
for this project. 
Availability of funds for consolidation of mate-

rials computational research facility at 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 2307) that would authorize $15.2 
million for Air Force military construction 
to construct a project for the consolidation 
of the materials computational research fa-
cility at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, 
Ohio. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The state list contained in this report de-

scribes the conference agreement on funding 
for this project.

TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES 

Overview 

The House bill would authorize $829.8 mil-
lion for Defense Agencies military construc-
tion and family housing programs for fiscal 

year 2003. The bill would also authorize $545.1 
million for base closure activities. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$771.8 million for Defense Agencies military 
construction and family housing programs 
and $545.1 million for base closure activities. 

The conferees recommend authorization of 
appropriations of $856.2 million for Defense 
Agencies military construction and family 
housing for fiscal year 2003. The conferees 
also recommend authorization of appropria-
tions of $561.1 million for base closure activi-
ties, which includes an increase of $20.0 mil-
lion for environmental restoration at closed 
facilities. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Authorized Defense Agencies construction and 
land acquisition projects (sec. 2401) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2401) that would authorize Defense Agencies 
military construction projects for fiscal year 
2003. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2401). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

The amounts authorized in the bill are list-
ed on an installation-by-installation basis. 
The state list of projects contained in this 
report provides the binding list of specific 
projects authorized at each location. 

Improvements to military family housing units 
(sec. 2402) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2402) that would authorize improvements to 
existing units of Defense Agencies family 
housing for fiscal year 2003. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2402). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

Energy conservation projects (sec. 2403) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2403) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to carry out energy conservation 
projects. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2403). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

Authorization of appropriations, Defense Agen-
cies (sec. 2404) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2404) that would authorize specific appropria-
tions for each line item contained in the De-
fense Agencies’ military construction budg-
ets for fiscal year 2003. This section would 
also provide an overall limit on the amount 
the Defense Agencies are authorized to spend 
on military construction projects. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2404). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

Modification of authority to carry out certain 
fiscal year 2000 project (sec. 2405) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2405) that would modify the table in section 
2401 of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (division B of 
Public Law 106–65) to provide for an increase 
in the amounts authorized for military con-
struction at Blue Grass Army Depot, Ken-
tucky. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 2106). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

Modification of authority to carry out certain 
fiscal year 1999 project (sec. 2406) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2406) that would amend the table in section 
2401 of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (division B of 

Public Law 105–261) to provide for an in-
crease in the amounts authorized for mili-
tary construction at Newport Army Depot, 
Indiana. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2107). 

The Senate recedes. 
Modification of authority to carry out certain 

fiscal year 1997 project (sec. 2407) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

2407) that would amend the table in section 
2401 of the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1997 (division B of 
Public Law 104–201) to provide for an in-
crease in the amounts authorized for mili-
tary construction at Pueblo Chemical Activ-
ity, Colorado. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 2108). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision.
TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGA-

NIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM 
Authorized NATO construction and land acqui-

sition projects (sec. 2501) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

2501) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to make contributions to the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization security in-
vestment program in an amount equal to the 
sum of the amount specifically authorized in 
section 2502 of this bill and the amount of 
recoupment due to the United States for con-
struction previously financed by the United 
States. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 2501). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 
Authorization of appropriations, NATO (sec. 

2502) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

2502) that would authorize appropriations of 
$168.2 million as the U.S. contribution to the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) 
security investment program. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 2502). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES 

Overview 
The House bill would authorize $512.4 mil-

lion for military construction and land ac-
quisition for fiscal year 2003 for the Guard 
and Reserve components. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$599.6 million for this purpose. 

The conferees recommend authorization of 
appropriations of $701.3 million for military 
construction and land acquisition for fiscal 
year 2003. This authorization would be dis-
tributed as follows:

[Dollars in millions] 

Army National Guard .................. $ 236,236
Air National Guard ...................... 204,215
Army Reserve .............................. 99,399
Naval and Marine Corps Reserve 75,801
Air Force Reserve ........................ 85,649

Total ......................................... 701,300
ITEMS OF SPECIAL INTEREST 

Planning and design, Army National Guard 
The conferees recommend that, within au-

thorized amounts for planning and design, 
the Secretary of the Army make $1.4 million 
available to complete planning and design 
activities for a multi- purpose training range 
at Fort Indiantown Gap, Pennsylvania. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 
Authorized Guard and Reserve construction and 

land acquisition projects (sec. 2601) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

2601) that would authorize appropriations for 
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military construction for the Guard and Re-
serve by service component for fiscal year 
2003. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2601). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. The state list of projects con-
tained in this report provides the binding list 
of specific projects authorized at each loca-
tion.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Army National Guard Reserve Center, Lane 
County, Oregon 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 2602) that would authorize a $9.0 
million increase in the Army National Guard 
military construction program for the con-
struction of an additional phase of the Re-
serve Center in Lane County, Oregon. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The state list contained in this report de-

scribes the conference agreement on funding 
for this project. 

Additional project authorization for composite 
support facility for Illinois Air National 
Guard 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 2603) that would authorize a $10.0 
million increase in the Air National Guard 
military construction program for the con-
struction of the Composite Support Facility 
for the 183rd Fighter Wing of the Illinois Air 
National Guard. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The state list contained in this report de-

scribes the conference agreement on funding 
for this project. 

TITLE XXVII—EXPIRATION AND EXTENSION OF 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Expiration of authorizations and amounts re-
quired to be specified by law (sec. 2701) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2701) that would provide that authorizations 
for military construction projects, repair of 
real property, land acquisition, family hous-
ing projects and facilities, contributions to 
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization in-
frastructure program, and guard and reserve 
projects will expire on October 1, 2005, or the 
date of enactment of an act authorizing 
funds for military construction for fiscal 
year 2006, whichever is later. This expiration 
would not apply to authorizations for which 
appropriated funds have been obligated be-
fore October 1, 2005, or the date of enactment 
of an act authorizing funds for these 
projects, whichever is later. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 2701). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

Extension of authorizations of certain fiscal 
year 2000 projects (sec. 2702) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2702) that would provide for the extension of 
certain fiscal year 1999 military construction 
project authorizations until October 1, 2003, 
or the date of the enactment of the act au-
thorizing funds for military construction for 
fiscal year 2004, whichever is later. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2702). 

The House recedes. 

Extension of authorizations of certain fiscal 
year 1999 projects (sec. 2703) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2703) that would provide for the extension of 
certain fiscal year 1999 military construction 
project authorizations until October 1, 2003, 

or the date of the enactment of the act au-
thorizing funds for military construction for 
fiscal year 2004, whichever is later. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision (sec. 2703). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Effective date 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2704) that would provide that Titles XXI, 
XXII, XXIII, XXIV, XXV, and XXVI of this 
bill shall take effect on October 1, 2002, or 
the date of the enactment of this Act, which-
ever is later. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2704). 

Because the conference report was not 
adopted prior to October 1, 2002, this provi-
sion is no longer required and was not in-
cluded in the conference agreement.

TITLE XXVIII—GENERAL PROVISIONS 

ITEMS OF SPECIAL INTEREST 

Blount Island, Jacksonville, Florida 

The conferees understand that the Sec-
retary of the Navy and business and govern-
ment entities in Jacksonville, Florida, have 
been unable to resolve what commercial ac-
tivities may continue on Blount Island, 
Jacksonville, Florida, upon completion of 
several pending land acquisitions by the Sec-
retary. The conferees believe that in the 
course of negotiating easements with these 
entities, the Secretary of the Navy should 
consider that a waiver of regulations per-
taining to activities within the explosive 
safety quantity distance arc has been in ef-
fect for over fifteen years and that ammuni-
tion transshipment operations occur only 12 
weekends annually. The conferees believe 
that both the Marine Corps and commercial 
activities can safely coexist on Blount Island 
and encourage both sides to continue to ne-
gotiate in good faith. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Subtitle A—Military Construction Program 
and Military Family Housing Changes 

Leasing of military family housing in Korea 
(sec. 2801) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2803) that would amend section 2828 of title 
10, United States Code, to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Army to lease up to 2,400 units 
of family housing in Korea for a maximum 
lease amount of $35,000 per year. This provi-
sion would also increase from 800 to 1,175 the 
number of units of family housing in Korea 
that may be leased for no more than $25,000 
per year. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2801). 

The House recedes. 

Modification of alternative authority for acqui-
sition and improvement of military housing 
(sec. 2802) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2801) that would amend several provisions of 
title 10, United States Code, to provide the 
secretaries of the military departments with 
additional flexibility in the management of 
family and unaccompanied housing under al-
ternate authorities. The provision would 
amend section 2872a of title 10, United States 
Code, to add police and fire protection serv-
ices to the services that may be provided by 
a service secretary under the housing privat-
ization authorities; would amend section 2874 
of title 10, United States Code, to permit 
service secretaries to lease existing housing 
and incorporate such housing into contracts 
negotiated under these authorities; would re-
peal section 2879 of title 10, United States 
Code; would amend section 2880 of title 10, 
United States Code, to remove restrictions 

on space limitations by grade for unaccom-
panied housing provided under these authori-
ties on a military installation; and would 
amend section 2883 of title 10, United States 
Code, to consolidate the existing separate 
family housing and unaccompanied housing 
improvement funds into a single fund. 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 2803) that would amend section 2874 
of title 10, United States Code, to permit 
service secretaries to lease existing housing 
and incorporate such housing into contracts 
negotiated under these authorities. The pro-
vision would repeal section 2879 of title 10, 
United States Code, and make certain con-
forming changes. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would amend section 2872a of title 10, 
United States Code, to add police and fire 
protection services to the list of services 
that a service secretary may be provide 
under this authority. 
Pilot housing privatization authority for acqui-

sition or construction of military unaccom-
panied housing (sec. 2803) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2804) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to undertake no more than three 
pilot projects within the United States and 
its territories for the acquisition or con-
struction of military unaccompanied hous-
ing to be operated and maintained by private 
sector entities. The provision would also au-
thorize the Secretary of Defense to set spe-
cific higher rates of partial basic allowance 
for housing (BAH) for sailors or marines as-
signed to this housing. The authorities 
would expire September 30, 2007. 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 604) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to prescribe higher partial 
basic allowance for housing rates. The rates 
would be expected to approximate, but be 
lower than, current BAH rates for unaccom-
panied junior enlisted personnel assigned to 
shore commands where government-provided 
housing is not available. The authority 
would expire in 2007.

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize a partial BAH for mem-
bers assigned to such projects and would di-
rect that the Department of Defense Mili-
tary Unaccompanied Housing Improvement 
Fund be used to fund the pilot program. 
Repeal of source requirements for family hous-

ing construction overseas (sec. 2804) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 2802) that would repeal section 803 
of the Military Construction Authorization 
Act, 1984 (Public Law 98–115), which requires 
the use of housing manufactured or fab-
ricated in the United States in family hous-
ing constructed in foreign countries. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Availability of energy cost savings realized at 

military installations (sec. 2805) 
The conferees agree to include a provision 

that would modify section 2865 of title 10, 
United States Code, to allow up to two-
thirds of energy savings realized from energy 
savings contracts to remain available until 
expended. Under current law, such funds are 
available for up to two years. The conferees 
believe this change would allow the military 
departments to make more efficient use of 
savings realized under Energy Savings Per-
formance Contracts. 

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities 
Administration 

Agreements to limit encroachments and other 
constraints on military training, testing, 
and operations (sec. 2811) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2811) that would authorize the secretaries of 
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the military departments to enter into 
agreements with private entities to acquire 
interests in lands adjacent to military in-
stallations that would serve to limit devel-
opment or preserve habitat in the vicinity of 
military installations in order to protect 
military training and operations. The House 
bill would also allow the secretaries of the 
military departments to enter into agree-
ments to acquire water rights. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2811). 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 
Conveyance of surplus real property for natural 

resource conservation purposes (sec. 2812) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

2812) that would authorize the secretaries of 
the military departments to convey surplus 
real property to State or local governments 
or to nonprofit entities who have as their 
primary purpose the conservation of open 
space or natural resources. Property would 
be conveyed under this authority under the 
condition that it be used to preserve open 
space or the natural resources on such prop-
erty. Any property conveyed that was no 
longer being used for such purposes would re-
vert to the United States. 

In addition, any subsequent conveyance 
would be subject to secretarial approval and 
to the condition that the property be main-
tained for natural resource conservation in 
perpetuity. Any property no longer being 
maintained in accordance with these provi-
sions would revert to the United States. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2812) that would require 
prior notice to Congress before any subse-
quent conveyance of the property. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would also require prior notice to Con-
gress before any release of covenants on such 
property. 
Modification of demonstration program on re-

duction in long-term facility maintenance 
costs (sec. 2813) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2814) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to conduct a demonstration program 
to assess whether the inclusion of facility 
maintenance requirements in military con-
struction contracts may reduce the long-
term facility maintenance costs of the mili-
tary departments. The program would be 
limited to 12 contracts, and would be in addi-
tion to similar authority provided to the 
Secretary of the Army by section 2814 of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of Public Law 
107–107). 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2813) that would amend 
section 2814 of the Military Construction Act 
for Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of Public Law 
107–107) to authorize the Department of De-
fense to expand the number of demonstration 
projects on reduction of long-term facility 
maintenance costs from three to 12. The pro-
vision would amend that act to expand the 
program to the Department of the Navy and 
the Department of the Air Force while pro-
viding for the continuation of ongoing Army 
demonstration projects.

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would allow each military department 
to enter into up to 12 contracts as part of the 
demonstration program. 
Expanded authority to transfer property at mili-

tary installations to be closed to persons 
who construct or provide military family 
housing (sec. 2814) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2815) that would amend section 204 of the De-
fense Authorization Amendments and Base 
Closure and Realignment Act (Public Law 

100–526) and section 2905 of the Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (Public 
Law 101–510) to provide greater flexibility to 
the secretary of a military department to ex-
change property at a closed military instal-
lation for military family housing that is 
needed at other installations, even if the 
property to be exchanged was identified as 
essential to the reuse plan at the closing in-
stallation. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees direct the secretaries of the 

military departments to consult with and 
take into consideration the views of the 
local redevelopment agency prior to entering 
into an agreement to transfer any property 
at a closed military installation to a third 
party in exchange for the construction of 
military housing at another location. 

Subtitle C—Land Conveyances 
Part I—Army Conveyances 

Transfer of jurisdiction, Fort McClellan, Ala-
bama, to establish Mountain Longleaf Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge (sec. 2821) 

The conferees agree to include a provision 
that would direct the Secretary of the Army 
to transfer approximately 7,600 acres of real 
property at Fort McClellan, Alabama, to the 
Secretary of the Interior for the purpose of 
establishing the Mountain Longleaf National 
Wildlife Refuge. The Secretary of the Army 
would retain responsibility for ordnance and 
munitions on the property. The provision 
would authorize the Secretary of the Army 
to provide up to $500,000 from the Base Re-
alignment and Closure Account to the Sec-
retary of the Interior to facilitate the trans-
fer of the property and support environ-
mental research. 
Land conveyances, lands in Alaska no longer 

required for National Guard purposes (sec. 
2822) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2821) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to convey to the State of Alaska, 
a local government entity, or Native cor-
poration in the State of Alaska certain par-
cels of real estate in the National Wildlife 
Refuge System in Alaska that are excess to 
the needs of the Alaska National Guard. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2821). 

The Senate recedes. 
Land conveyance, Sunflower Army Ammunition 

Plant, Kansas (sec. 2823) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 2832) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of the Army or the Administrator of 
the General Services Administration to con-
vey approximately 2,000 acres at the former 
Sunflower Army Ammunition Plant, Kansas, 
to the Johnson County Park and Recreation 
District, Kansas, for recreational purposes. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize only the Administrator 
of General Services Administration to con-
vey the property. The amendment would also 
make certain technical and conforming 
changes. 
Land conveyances, Bluegrass Army Depot, 

Richmond, Kentucky (sec. 2824) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 2833) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of the Army to convey 10 acres, with-
out consideration, at Blue Grass Army 
Depot, Kentucky, to Madison County, Ken-
tucky, for the purpose of constructing a vet-
erans’ center. The property could revert to 
the United States if not being used for the 
intended purpose. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would also authorize the Secretary to 
convey to the county, without consideration, 
an additional three acres for the purpose of 
constructing an educational center and his-
toric museum and would permit the Sec-
retary to require reimbursement to the Gov-
ernment for administrative costs associated 
with these conveyances. The conferees fur-
ther agree to require reimbursement for any 
excess costs that result from a request by 
the recipient for any environmental assess-
ment or other activities beyond those con-
sidered reasonable and necessary to convey 
this property in compliance with existing 
law. 
Land conveyance, Fort Campbell, Kentucky 

(sec. 2825) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

2822) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to convey, without consideration, 
a parcel of real property at Fort Campbell, 
Kentucky, consisting of approximately 50 
acres containing an abandoned railroad spur, 
to the City of Hopkinsville, Kentucky. The 
property would be used by the City for storm 
water management, recreation, and other 
public purposes. The cost of any surveys nec-
essary for the conveyance would be borne by 
the City. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2822) that would require, 
as a condition of the conveyance, the City to 
reimburse the Secretary for costs incurred to 
carry out the conveyance. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would permit the Secretary to require 
reimbursement to the Government for ad-
ministrative costs associated with this con-
veyance. The conferees further agree to re-
quire reimbursement for any excess costs 
that result from a request by the recipient 
for any environmental assessment or other 
activities beyond those considered reason-
able and necessary to convey the property in 
compliance with existing law. 
Land conveyance, Army Reserve Training Cen-

ter, Buffalo, Minnesota (sec. 2826) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

2823) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to convey, without consideration, 
a parcel of real property, with improve-
ments, to the Buffalo Independent School 
District 877 of Buffalo, Minnesota. The prop-
erty is to be used by the school district as a 
learning center. The cost of any surveys nec-
essary for the conveyance would be borne by 
the school district. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would permit the Secretary to require 
reimbursement to the Government for ad-
ministrative costs associated with this con-
veyance. The conferees further agree to re-
quire reimbursement for any excess costs 
that result from a request by the recipient 
for any environmental assessment or other 
activities beyond those considered reason-
able and necessary to convey the property in 
compliance with existing law. 
Land conveyance, Fort Monmouth, New Jersey 

(sec. 2827) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

2826) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to sell a parcel of land consisting 
of approximately 64 acres of military family 
housing known as Howard Commons and lo-
cated at Fort Monmouth, New Jersey. The 
provision would specify that the sale would 
be made on a competitive basis and would be 
at no less than fair market value. As com-
pensation the Secretary may accept pay-
ment in-kind that would build replacement 
facilities or rehabilitate existing military 
family housing at Fort Monmouth. 
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The Senate amendment contained no simi-

lar provision. 
The Senate recedes with an amendment 

that would authorize either the Secretary of 
the Army or the Administrator of the Gen-
eral Services Administration to carry out 
the conveyance. The amendment would also 
make certain conforming changes and re-
quire the Secretary of the Army to notify 
the congressional defense committees in the 
event the payment in-kind takes the form of 
new construction. 
Land conveyance, Fort Bliss, Texas (sec. 2828) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2824) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to convey, without consideration, 
a parcel of real property at Fort Bliss, Texas, 
consisting of approximately 44 acres with 
and without improvements, to the State of 
Texas. The property would be used by the 
State for the construction of a veterans’ 
nursing home and could revert to the United 
States if not being used for the intended pur-
pose. The cost of any surveys necessary for 
the conveyance would be borne by the State. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would permit the Secretary to require 
reimbursement to the Government for ad-
ministrative costs associated with this con-
veyance. The conferees further agree to re-
quire reimbursement for any excess costs 
that result from a request by the recipient 
for any environmental assessment or other 
activities beyond those considered reason-
able and necessary to convey the property in 
compliance with existing law. 
Land conveyance, Fort Hood, Texas (sec. 2829) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2825) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Army to convey, without consideration, 
a parcel of real estate at Fort Hood, Texas, 
consisting of approximately 174 acres with 
and without improvements, to the Veterans 
Land Board of the State of Texas. The prop-
erty would be used by the State to establish 
a State-run veterans’ cemetery. The cost of 
any surveys necessary for the conveyance 
would be borne by the Board. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2829) which provided that 
the property could revert to the United 
States if not being used for the intended pur-
pose. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would permit the Secretary to require 
reimbursement to the Government for ad-
ministrative costs associated with this con-
veyance. The conferees further agree to re-
quire reimbursement for any excess costs 
that result from a request by the recipient 
for any environmental assessment or other 
activities beyond those considered reason-
able and necessary to convey the property in 
compliance with existing law. 
Land conveyances, Engineer Proving Ground, 

Fort Belvoir, Virginia (sec. 2830) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 2830) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of the Army to convey, without con-
sideration, approximately 135 acres at the 
Engineer Proving Ground, Fort Belvoir, Vir-
ginia to Fairfax County, Virginia for use as 
a park or recreational purposes. The provi-
sion would further authorize the Secretary 
to convey, at fair market value using com-
petitive procedures, the remaining acreage 
at the Engineer Proving Ground. The com-
pensation received by the Secretary could be 
in cash or in the form of in-kind consider-
ation for maintenance, improvement, alter-
ation, repair, restoration, or construction of 
facilities at Fort Belvoir. The provision 
would repeal section 2821, as amended, of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-

cal Year 1990 and 1991 (Public Law 101–189) re-
lating to the Engineer Proving Ground. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize either the Secretary of 
the Army or the Administrator of the Gen-
eral Services Administration to convey the 
balance of the property. The amendment 
would also direct that the congressional de-
fense committees be notified when payment 
in-kind involves the construction of new fa-
cilities. The amendment would also make 
certain conforming changes. 

PART II—NAVY CONVEYANCES 
Land conveyance, Marine Corps Air Station, 

Miramar, San Diego, California (sec. 2831) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

2831) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to convey a parcel of real property 
at Marine Corps Air Station Miramar, San 
Diego, California, to ENPEX Corporation. As 
consideration, the provision would require 
that the corporation convey to the United 
States a parcel of real property in the San 
Diego area, and if that parcel does not con-
tain housing suitable for use as military 
family housing, the corporation would con-
struct family housing and convey such hous-
ing and underlying real estate to the Sec-
retary of the Navy. The provision would also 
require that the value of the housing and 
real estate to be acquired by the Secretary 
be of at least equal value to real estate being 
conveyed and would restrict the use of the 
land conveyed by the Secretary to the gen-
eration of electric power. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Modification of authority for land transfer and 

conveyance, Naval Security Group Activity, 
Winter Harbor, Maine (sec. 2832) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 2823) that would amend section 
2845(b) of the Military Construction Act for 
Fiscal Year 2002 (division B of Public Law 
107–107) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to convey to the State of Maine, a po-
litical subdivision of the State, or any tax-
supported agency in the State, without con-
sideration, approximately 50 acres known as 
the Corea Operating Site and approximately 
23 acres comprising three parcels containing 
family housing. The provision would further 
authorize the Secretary to convey approxi-
mately 404 acres of the Corea site to the Sec-
retary of the Interior for inclusion in the Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge System, as requested 
by the Department of the Interior pursuant 
to the federal screening required by section 
2696 of title 10, United States Code. 

The House bill amendment contained no 
similar provision. 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment. 
Land conveyance, Westover Air Reserve Base, 

Massachusetts (sec. 2833) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 2824) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of the Navy to convey, without con-
sideration, to the City of Chicopee, Massa-
chusetts, property consisting of 30.4 acres, 
including 133 housing units and other im-
provements that are no longer required for 
defense purposes, located at Westover Air 
Reserve Base, Massachusetts. The property 
would be used by the city for economic de-
velopment. The provision would authorize 
the Secretary to require the City of Chicopee 
to reimburse the Navy for the administrative 
costs related to the conveyance. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require reimbursement for any 

excess costs that result from a request by 
the recipient for any environmental assess-
ment or other activities beyond those con-
sidered reasonable and necessary to convey 
the property in compliance with existing 
law. 

Land conveyance, Naval Station, Newport, 
Rhode Island (sec. 2834) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 2825) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of the Navy to convey to the State of 
Rhode Island, or any political subdivision 
thereof, a parcel of real property consisting 
of approximately 34 acres, with any improve-
ments thereon, known as the Melville Ma-
rina site. The conveyance would be by sale 
for fair market value. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 

Land exchange and boundary adjustments, Ma-
rine Corps Base, Quantico, and Prince Wil-
liam Forest Park, Virginia (sec. 2835) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2832) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior and the Secretary of the Navy to 
adjust the boundaries of Marine Corps Base, 
Quantico, Virginia, and Prince William For-
est Park, Virginia. The boundary adjustment 
would require the Secretary of the Navy to 
transfer approximately 352 acres of land to 
the administrative jurisdiction of the Sec-
retary of the Interior and would require the 
Secretary of the Interior to transfer approxi-
mately 3,400 acres of land to the administra-
tive jurisdiction of the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with a technical and 
clarifying amendment. 

Part III—Air Force Conveyances 

Modification of land conveyance, Los Angeles 
Air Force Base, California (sec. 2841) 

The conferees agree to include a provision 
that would modify section 2861 of the Floyd 
D. Spence National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public Law 106–398) 
to extend the time limitation on a leaseback 
exercised under that authority, if any, from 
ten to thirty years. 

Land exchange, Buckley Air Force Base, Colo-
rado (sec. 2842) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 2826) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of the Air Force to convey to the 
State of Colorado property consisting of ap-
proximately 72 acres, including improve-
ments, known as the Watkins Communica-
tion Site in Arapahoe County, Colorado. In 
exchange, the State would convey to the Air 
Force real property consisting of approxi-
mately 41 acres, including improvements, 
that is contiguous to Buckley Air Force 
Base, Colorado. The property conveyed to 
the Air Force would be used to build addi-
tional housing and would not be subject to 
general land laws, including mining and min-
eral and geothermal leasing laws. The provi-
sion would authorize additional terms and 
conditions, which may include a payment by 
one party to the other to reflect a difference 
in the value of the two parcels of property. 
Because the acquisition of this land had not 
yet received the approval normally required 
by the Office of the Secretary of Defense, the 
provision specified that this exchange would 
require the concurrence of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would specify that the purpose of the 
conveyance is for the construction of mili-
tary family housing. Since the Secretary of 
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Defense has approved the required land ac-
quisition waiver, the amendment would also 
strike the limitation that the Secretary of 
Defense must concur with the conveyance. 

Land conveyances, Wendover Air Force Base 
Auxiliary Field, Nevada (sec. 2843) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2841) that would authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior and the Secretary of the Air 
Force to convey certain parcels of real prop-
erty at Wendover Air Force Base Auxiliary 
Field, Nevada, to the City of West Wendover, 
Nevada, and Tooele County, Utah, without 
consideration, for the purpose of establishing 
a runway protection zone and the develop-
ment of an industrial park. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 2828). 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 

Subtitle D—Other Matters 

Master plan for use of Navy Annex, Arlington, 
Virginia (sec. 2851) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 2831) that would repeal title XXIX 
of the Military Construction Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (division B of Public 
Law 106–65) regarding the Commission on the 
National Military Museum. The provision 
would also amend section 2881 of that Act to 
require the Secretary of Defense to submit a 
master plan for the use of the Navy Annex, 
Arlington, Virginia, no later than 180 days 
after enactment of the bill. The provision 
would further direct that the master plan 
not delay the construction of the Air Force 
Memorial. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would delete the language referring to 
the National Military Museum. 

Sale of excess treated water and wastewater 
treatment capacity, Marine Corps Base, 
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina (sec. 2852) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2862) that would permit the Secretary of the 
Navy to enter into an agreement that would 
allow Camp Lejeune, North Carolina, to pro-
vide treated water and wastewater treat-
ment services to Onslow County, North Caro-
lina, if the Secretary determines that such 
an agreement is in the public interest and 
will not interfere with current or future util-
ity needs at Camp Lejeune. The county 
would be required to reimburse the Navy for 
the fair market value of the services pro-
vided, and any amounts paid would be cred-
ited to the base operations and maintenance 
accounts of Camp Lejeune. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 

Conveyance of real property, Adak Naval Com-
plex, Alaska, and related land conveyances 
(sec. 2853) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2863) that would ratify an agreement made 
by the Secretary of the Interior, the Sec-
retary of the Navy, and the Aleut Corpora-
tion in September 2000 concerning the reuse 
of the Adak Naval Complex, Alaska, and 
other related parcels of land. The agreement 
would provide that real estate on Adak Is-
land withdrawn for use by the Secretary of 
the Navy may be transferred to the Aleut 
Corporation without regard to the require-
ments of section 1621 of title 42, United 
States Code, pertaining to lands in the Alas-
ka Maritime National Wildlife Refuge. In re-
turn, the Aleut Corporation would agree to 
transfer to the Secretary of the Interior at 
least 36,000 acres of land suitable for inclu-
sion in the Alaska Maritime National Wild-
life Refuge. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

On August 1, 2002, the Senate passed S. 
1325, a bill that was nearly identical to the 
House provision. The House passed S. 1325 on 
September 24, 2002, and it was signed into 
law by the President on October 11, 2002, as 
Public Law 107–239. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would amend S. 1325 by adding the lan-
guage contained in subsection (g) of the 
House bill regarding the tax basis of prop-
erty received under the ratified agreement. 

Special requirement for adding military installa-
tion to closure list (sec. 2854) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2864) that would amend the Defense Base Clo-
sure and Realignment Act of 1990 (title XXIX 
of Public Law 101–510) to require that in 
order for the base closure commission to add 
a base to the list proposed by the Secretary 
of Defense in the 2005 base closure round, the 
commission would have to vote unanimously 
to add the base to the list, and at least two 
commissioners would have to visit that base 
during the commission’s review of the list. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would provide that in order for the com-
mission to recommend closure of a base that 
is added to the Secretary’s list for consider-
ation by the commission, at least two com-
missioners must visit any such base before 
the commission holds its final vote and sub-
mits its recommendations to the President. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Easement for construction of roads or highways, 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, Cali-
fornia

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2861) that would amend section 2851 of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1999 (division B of Public Law 
105–261), as previously amended by section 
2867 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107), 
by providing that provisions of California 
state law could not prevent the Secretary of 
the Navy from granting an easement for a 
proposed road or highway across federal 
property at Camp Pendleton, California, and 
that State law would not apply to the con-
struction, operation, or maintenance of any 
such road by the Foothill/Eastern Transpor-
tation Corridor Agency. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 

Land acquisition, Boundary Channel Drive 
Site, Arlington 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 2827) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense, using amounts authorized 
to be appropriated by section 2401, to acquire 
approximately 7.2 acres of real property in 
Arlington County, Virginia, known as the 
Boundary Channel Drive Site. The provision 
would direct that, upon the purchase of the 
site, the property be included in the Pen-
tagon Reservation as defined in section 2674 
(f)(1) of title 10, United States Code. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 

National emergency exemption from screening 
and other requirements of McKinney-Vento 
Homeless Assistance Act for property used 
in support of response activities 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
2813) that would amend section 11411 of title 
42, United States Code, to provide an excep-
tion to the requirement to screen excess or 
surplus property for various other uses when 
the property may be needed by federal, state, 

or local agencies to support response efforts 
in times of war, national emergency, or a 
major disaster. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
Transfer of funds for acquisition of replacement 

property for National Wildlife Refuge sys-
tem lands in Nevada 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 2841) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of the Air Force to transfer $15.0 mil-
lion in funds authorized to be appropriated 
to the Air Force for fiscal year 2003 for land 
acquisition at Nellis Air Force Base, Nevada, 
to the United States Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ice to purchase replacement lands for the 
National Wildlife Refuge (NWR) system in 
Nevada. These lands would replace lands re-
moved from the NWR system and withdrawn 
for military training by section 3011(b) of the 
Military Lands Withdrawal Act of 1999 (title 
XXX of Public Law 106–65). 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes.
DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZA-
TIONS AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS 

TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS 

Overview 
Title XXXI authorizes appropriations for 

atomic energy defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy (DOE) for fiscal year 
2003, including: the purchase, construction, 
and acquisition of plant and capital equip-
ment; research and development; nuclear 
weapons; naval nuclear propulsion; environ-
mental restoration and waste management; 
operating expenses; and other expenses nec-
essary to carry out the purposes of the De-
partment of Energy Organization Act (Public 
Law 95–91). The title would authorize appro-
priations in four categories: National Nu-
clear Security Administration (NNSA); de-
fense environmental management; other de-
fense activities; and defense nuclear waste 
disposal. 

The budget request for atomic energy de-
fense activities at the Department of Energy 
totaled $15.4 billion, a 4.4 percent increase 
above the fiscal year 2002 level. Of the total 
amount requested, $8.0 billion would be for 
the National Nuclear Security Administra-
tion, of which $5.9 billion would be for weap-
ons activities, $1.1 billion would be for de-
fense nuclear nonproliferation activities, 
$708.0 million would be for naval reactors, 
and $347.7 million would be for the Office of 
the Administrator; $6.6 billion would be for 
defense environmental management, of 
which, $4.6 billion would be for defense envi-
ronmental restoration and waste manage-
ment activities, $800.0 million for environ-
mental management cleanup reform, $1.1 bil-
lion would be for defense facilities closure 
projects, and $158.4 million would be for de-
fense environmental management privatiza-
tion; $472.2 million would be for other de-
fense activities; and $315.0 million would be 
for defense nuclear waste disposal. 

The conferees agree to authorize $15.6 bil-
lion for atomic energy defense activities at 
the Department of Energy, an increase of 
$142.0 million above the budget request. The 
conferees agree to authorize $8.0 billion for 
the NNSA, a reduction of $0.2 million to the 
budget request. Of the amounts authorized 
for the NNSA, $5.9 billion would be for weap-
ons activities, $1.1 billion would be for de-
fense nuclear nonproliferation activities, 
$706.8 million would be for naval reactors, 
and $325.9 million would be for the Office of 
the Administrator. The conferees agree to 
authorize $6.8 billion for the defense environ-
mental management activities, an increase 
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of $151.8 million above the budget request. Of 
the amounts authorized for defense environ-
mental management, $4.5 billion would be for 
defense environmental restoration and waste 
management activities, $982.0 million would 
be for environmental management cleanup 
reform, $1.1 billion would be for defense fa-
cilities closure projects, and $158.4 million 
would be for defense environmental manage-
ment privatization. The conferees agree to 

authorize $462.7 million for other defense ac-
tivities, a decrease of $9.5 million. The 
amount authorized for other defense activi-
ties would include $27.7 million for energy se-
curity and assurance, $185.5 million for the 
Office of Security, $41.2 million for intel-
ligence, $46.0 million for counterintelligence, 
$22.4 million for independent oversight and 
performance assurance, $99.0 million for en-
vironmental safety and health; $19.7 million 

for worker and community transition, $25.6 
million for national security program ad-
ministration support and $2.9 million for the 
Office of Hearing and Appeals. The conferees 
agree to authorize $315.0 million for defense 
nuclear waste disposal. 

The following table summarizes the budget 
request and the authorizations:
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ITEMS OF SPECIAL INTEREST 

Management of the National Nuclear Security 
Administration 

The National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107–107), 
which was enacted on December 28, 2001, 
amended the National Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration Act, at the request of the Ad-
ministrator, to create a new position of Dep-
uty Administrator for the National Nuclear 
Security Administration (NNSA). As of Sep-
tember 2002 the President has not submitted 
a nominee for that position, and it remains 
vacant. In July 2002, the Administrator of 
the NNSA resigned to take a new position. 
No nominee has been submitted for the Ad-
ministrator position. 

The NNSA was created by Congress to pro-
vide clear lines of authority and to stream-
line the management of the nonproliferation 
and defense programs at the Department of 
Energy. The conferees are concerned that 
without permanent leadership in these two 
senior NNSA positions, much of the progress 
that has been made at the NNSA, particu-
larly in efforts to restructure the head-
quarters and field organizations, may be in 
jeopardy. The conferees support the work of 
the two programmatic deputies at the NNSA 
and believe that each has contributed signifi-
cantly to the progress of the organization. 
Nevertheless, the conferees believe that the 
two most senior positions in the NNSA 
should be permanently filled. Any indi-
vidual, no matter how talented and well-
qualified, is at a disadvantage when serving 
in an acting capacity. The conferees strongly 
encourage the President to submit qualified 
nominees for the two senior NNSA positions 
as quickly as possible. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 
Subtitle A—National Security Programs 

Authorizations 
National Nuclear Security Administration (sec. 

3101) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

3101) that would authorize $8.0 billion for the 
National Nuclear Security Administration 
(NNSA). 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 3101) that would authorize 
$8.2 billion for the NNSA. 

The conferees agree to include a provision 
that would authorize $8.0 billion for the ac-
tivities of the NNSA after offsets, a reduc-
tion of $0.2 million to the budget request. 
The conferees note that each program is au-
thorized at the full amount reflected in the 
individual program line prior to offsets. The 
conferees have reduced program direction ac-
counts to reflect the proper accounting for 
the accrual of civilian personnel benefits 
under current law. 

The budget request included $451.8 million 
for the high energy density physics cam-
paign, of which $237.7 million was for oper-
ation and maintenance and $214.0 million 
was for construction of the National Ignition 
Facility (NIF). The conferees agree to in-
clude $487.5 million for the campaign, an in-
crease of $35.7 million above the budget re-
quest for operation and maintenance to keep 
the cryogenic target and NIF diagnostics 
work on schedule to support the planned NIF 
ignition schedule, and to support the high 
average power laser and pettawatt laser ini-
tiatives. 

The budget request included $194.5 million 
for the pit manufacturing and certification 
campaign. The conferees agree to include 
$199.5 million, an increase of $5.0 million 
above the budget request to support the En-
vironmental Impact Statement for a new pit 
facility. 

The budget request included $1.7 billion for 
Readiness in Technical Base and Facilities 

(RTBF) of which $949.9 million was for oper-
ation of facilities and $37.7 million was for 
special projects. The conferees agree to in-
clude $1.0 billion for operation of facilities, 
an increase of $72.0 million above the budget 
request of which $25.0 million is for the 
Pantex facility, $20.0 million is for the Y–12 
facility, and $27.0 million is for the Nevada 
Test Site for the Center for Combating Ter-
rorism. The conferees agree to provide $44.7 
million for special projects, an increase of 
$6.9 million above the budget request for the 
annual payment to the Los Alamos Founda-
tion. 

The budget request included $14.6 million 
for International Nuclear Safety. The con-
ferees agree to include $13.1 million, a reduc-
tion of $1.5 million to the budget request. 
The conferees do not support work related to 
the operational safety of commercial power 
reactors outside the Former Soviet Union, 
and that are not Soviet-designed reactors. 
Defense environmental management (sec. 3102) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3102) that would authorize $7.4 billion for en-
vironmental restoration, waste management, 
and other defense activities. 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3102) that would authorize $6.8 bil-
lion for defense environmental management 
activities and a provision (sec. 3104) that 
would authorize $158.4 million for defense en-
vironmental management privatization. 

The conferees agree to authorize $6.7 bil-
lion for defense environmental management, 
including defense environmental privatiza-
tion, an increase of $151.8 million above the 
budget request. The conferees note that each 
program is authorized at the full amount re-
flected in the individual program line prior 
to offsets. The conferees have reduced pro-
gram direction accounts to reflect the proper 
accounting for the accrual of civilian per-
sonnel benefits under current law to reflect 
the civil service accrual adjustment. 

The budget request included $800.0 million 
for environmental management cleanup re-
form. An amended budget request included 
an additional $300.0 million. The conferees 
agree to include $982.0 million, an increase of 
$182.0 million above the budget request. The 
conferees note that this will fully fund the 
Department of Energy commitments to de-
fense sites. In addition, the conferees have 
included a new construction line item within 
the environmental management cleanup re-
form account that would provide $8.8 million 
for project engineering and design funds, in-
cluding $7.5 million for design of the salt 
waste processing facility, and $1.3 million for 
design of an additional glass waste storage 
building. Both projects are at the Savannah 
River Site. 

The budget request included $1.1 billion for 
defense facilities closure projects. The con-
ferees agree to authorize $1.1 billion, an in-
crease of $18.0 million above the budget re-
quest, for increased security costs at the 
Rocky Flats Site. 
Other defense activities (sec. 3103) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3103) that would authorize $489.9 
million for other defense activities. 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3102) that would authorize $7.4 billion for en-
vironmental and other defense activities in-
cluding $457.7 million for other defense ac-
tivities. 

The conferees agree to authorize $462.7 mil-
lion, a decrease of $9.5 million to the budget 
request. The conferees note that each pro-
gram is authorized at the full amount re-
flected in the individual program line prior 
to offsets. The conferees have reduced pro-
gram direction accounts to reflect the proper 
accounting for the accrual of civilian per-
sonnel benefits under current law. 

The budget request included $99.9 million 
for environment, safety and health. The con-
ferees agree to authorize $99.0 million. In ad-
dition to the $13.9 million contained in the 
budget request for enhanced medical screen-
ing, the conferees agree that an additional 
$2.5 million shall be available for a total of 
$16.4 million for enhanced medical screening 
of current and former workers at Depart-
ment of Energy (DOE) nuclear facilities, in-
cluding the three gaseous diffusion plants. 
The conferees believe DOE should promptly 
take the steps necessary to ensure that med-
ical screening, including the use of advanced 
techniques for early lung cancer detection, is 
made available to current and former work-
ers. The conferees encourage DOE to request 
sufficient funds in the future to conduct 
medical screening on all current and former 
workers who wish to have the screening. 

The budget request included $25.8 million 
for the office of worker and community tran-
sition. The conferees include $19.7 million, a 
reduction of $6.1 million to the budget re-
quest. 
Defense nuclear waste disposal (sec. 3104) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3105) that would authorize $215.0 
million for payment to the Nuclear Waste 
Fund (NWF) established by the Nuclear 
Waste Policy Act of 1982 (42 U.S.C. 10222(c)). 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3102) that would authorize $7.4 billion for en-
vironmental and other defense activities in-
cluding $315.0 million for the payment to the 
NWF. 

The conferees agree to authorize $315.0 mil-
lion for the payment to the NWF, the 
amount of the budget request. 

Subtitle B—Program Authorizations, 
Restrictions, and Limitations 

Annual assessments and reports to the President 
and Congress regarding the condition of the 
United States nuclear weapons stockpile 
(sec. 3141) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3144) that would require an annual certifi-
cation process regarding the safety, reli-
ability, and performance of the U.S. nuclear 
stockpile. No later than January 15 of each 
year, the directors of the national labora-
tories and the Commander in Chief of the 
Strategic Command would be required to 
submit to the Secretary of Energy and the 
Secretary of Defense, respectively, a certifi-
cation regarding the safety, reliability, and 
performance of each nuclear weapon type in 
the active stockpile of the United States for 
which each official is responsible. No later 
than February 1 of each year, the secretaries 
would be required to submit to the President 
and the Congress each certification and re-
port that they received together with any 
other information. The provision would also
require that the head of each national lab-
oratory would constitute and use a ‘‘red 
team’’ as part of the certification process to 
subject to challenge and provide peer review 
of matters in the certification. In addition, 
the head of each national laboratory and the 
Commander in Chief of the Strategic Com-
mand would each submit, with the certifi-
cation, a report that would assess the De-
partment of Energy stockpile stewardship 
program. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with a number of clari-
fying amendments. The conferees intend 
that this provision should generally reflect 
the ongoing annual certification process of 
the active stockpile with the addition of the 
‘‘red teams’’, including the participation of 
the Nuclear Weapons Council. The heads of 
the national security laboratories and the 
Commander in Chief of the Strategic Com-
mand would be required to submit their re-
ports to the Secretary of Energy and the 
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Secretary of Defense, respectively, and to 
the Nuclear Weapons Council by December 1 
of each year beginning in 2003. The Secre-
taries of Energy and Defense would be re-
quired to submit their reports to the Presi-
dent by March 1 of each year beginning in 
2004. The President would be required to sub-
mit his report, together with all reports re-
quired to be submitted to him, to Congress 
by March 15 of each year beginning in 2004. 
Each of the various reports would be re-
quired to be submitted in classified form but 
with each portion of the report marked to 
show its specific classification level. 

The conferees note that the various reports 
should be brief and concise. 
Plans for achieving enhanced readiness posture 

for resumption by the United States of un-
derground nuclear weapons tests (sec. 3142) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3145) that would require the Secretary of En-
ergy to submit to Congress with the fiscal 
year 2004 budget request a report on a plan 
and a budget to enhance underground nu-
clear test readiness. The report would detail 
the plan and budget required to achieve a 
one-year readiness posture for resumption of 
underground nuclear weapons tests. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Energy 
to submit to Congress with the fiscal year 
2004 budget request a report on plans and 
cost estimates for achieving and maintain-
ing test readiness postures of six, 12, 18, and 
24 months. In addition, the report would in-
clude an assessment of the current test read-
iness posture of the United States and a rec-
ommendation by the Secretary in conjunc-
tion with the Secretary of Defense as to the 
optimal readiness posture for the United 
States. The conferees encourage the Sec-
retary of Energy to submit plans for achiev-
ing and the cost of achieving and maintain-
ing the recommended test readiness posture 
with, or as part of, the report required by the 
provision. 
Requirements for specific request for new or 

modified nuclear weapons (sec. 3143) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 3134) that would require the Sec-
retary of Energy specifically to request 
funds before beginning research and develop-
ment and engineering and production activi-
ties to support any new or modified nuclear 
weapon to meet a new military requirement. 
The provision would require a specific re-
quest in a specific line item or items at two 
distinct points in time for any work on new 
or modified nuclear weapons. This require-
ment is consistent with past practices at the 
Department of Energy (DOE), similar to cur-
rent acquisition practices for major weapons 
systems at the Department of Defense 
(DOD), and similar to the way DOE budgets 
for construction projects. 

A new weapon would be defined by the pro-
vision as any weapon that contains a pit or 
canned subassembly which is not in the 
stockpile or not in production on the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

The provision would require funding for all 
research and development activity leading to 
and including phase 1, 2, and 2A, for new nu-
clear weapons, and for all research and devel-
opment activity leading to and including 
phase 6.1, 6.2 and 6.2A for modified nuclear 
weapons, be requested in a dedicated line 
item for each such activity. Funding for 
work at phase 3 or 6.3 and beyond would be 
required to be in a single line item for each 
new or modified nuclear weapon. 

The provision would not apply to the nu-
clear weapon stockpile life extension pro-
grams (SLEPs), to modification of an exist-
ing nuclear weapon solely to address safety 

or reliability concerns; or to modifications 
that would address proliferation concerns. 

The provision would not be construed to 
modify, repeal, or in any way affect the pro-
visions of section 3136 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 
(Public Law 103- 160). 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require that the budget request 
for any research and development activities 
for modifications to nuclear weapons at the 
6.2A phase and earlier, and research and de-
velopment activities for new nuclear weap-
ons at the 2A phase and earlier, would be ag-
gregated in a single line. 

The conferees agree that nothing in this 
section may be construed to modify, repeal, 
or in any way affect the provisions of section 
3136 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 103–160) 
relating to prohibitions on research and de-
velopment of low-yield nuclear weapons. 

Database to track notification and resolution 
phases of Significant Finding Investigations 
(sec. 3144) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3133) that would establish at the 
national laboratories of the National Nu-
clear Security Administration (NNSA) a 
database to track the notification and reso-
lution phases of significant finding inves-
tigations (SFIs). The provision would require 
the Administrator of the NNSA to develop 
and implement a laboratory- wide database 
to monitor the laboratories’ progress on re-
solving SFIs. The Department of Energy’s 
Inspector General (DOE–IG) recommended a 
central SFI tracking system in a December 
2001 report. The DOE–IG determined that 
DOE was plagued with a system that fre-
quently missed self-imposed time frames for 
initiating and conducting investigations of 
defects and malfunctions in nuclear weapons. 
The committee believes that DOE should 
place a high priority on correcting this prob-
lem. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 

Defense environmental management cleanup re-
form program (sec. 3145) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3151) that would require the Secretary of En-
ergy to carry out a program to reform De-
partment of Energy (DOE) environmental 
management activities using the funds for 
the reform account authorized under section 
3102(a) of the House bill. The funds would be 
transferred to and merged with accounts for 
DOE environmental management activities. 
Upon transfer and merger of the funds, all 
funds in the merged account would be avail-
able to carry out the site performance man-
agement plan at each site. The Secretary 
would be authorized to transfer the merged 
funds, which include the reform account 
funds, to each site upon the execution of a 
site performance management plan and its 
submission to the congressional defense 
committees. The provision would also define 
‘‘DOE environmental management activi-
ties’’ as environmental restoration and 
waste management activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy in carrying out programs 
necessary for national security. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would prohibit funds in the reform ac-
count from being obligated for a particular 
site until 30 days after the Secretary submits 
to the congressional defense committees a 
description of the activities to be carried out 
at that site. 

Limitation on obligation of funds for Robust 
Nuclear Earth Penetrator program pending 
submission of report (sec. 3146) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3132) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense, in consultation with the 
Secretary of Energy, to submit a report to 
the congressional defense committees no 
later than February 3, 2003, on the Robust 
Nuclear Earth Penetrator (RNEP) that sets 
forth: (1) the military requirements for the 
RNEP; (2) the nuclear weapons employment 
policy for the RNEP; (3) the detailed cat-
egories or types of targets that the RNEP is 
designed to hold at risk; and (4) an assess-
ment of the ability of conventional weapons 
to address the same types of categories of 
targets that the RNEP is designed to hold at 
risk. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would fully fund the RNEP but prohibit 
obligation of any fiscal year 2003 funds for 
the RNEP until 30 days after the study is 
submitted to the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

Subtitle C—Proliferation Matters 
Transfer to National Nuclear Security Adminis-

tration of Department of Defense’s Coopera-
tive Threat Reduction program relating to 
elimination of weapons grade plutonium 
production in Russia (sec. 3151) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3142) that would transfer to the National Nu-
clear Security Administration (NNSA) the 
Department of Defense (DOD) Cooperative 
Threat Reduction (CTR) program to elimi-
nate weapons grade plutonium in Russia and 
all associated program funds. The funds 
transferred would remain subject to the limi-
tations applied to such funds before the 
transfer. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 3151) that would transfer 
the program from DOD to the NNSA, with all 
associated program funds but would make 
the program funds available to the NNSA 
notwithstanding any provision of law that 
limits expenditure of DOD funds. The NNSA 
could use the funds to design, construct, or 
refurbish, fossil fuel energy plants in Russia 
to provide alternative sources of energy to 
the Russian reactors that produce weapons 
grade plutonium and energy. The funds could 
also be used for limited safety upgrades of 
the Russian reactor plants to permit safe 
shutdown. 

The Senate amendment also contained a 
provision (sec. 3136) that would establish lim-
itations on the funds after they were trans-
ferred to the NNSA. 

The House recedes with amendments. The 
conferees agree to include a single provision 
that will transfer the funds for the program 
to eliminate weapons grade plutonium in 
Russia from DOD to the NNSA, removing all 
prior limitations and establish new limita-
tions. The funds would be available to de-
sign, refurbish, or both, fossil fuel energy 
plants and to carry out limited safety up-
grades that would not extend the life of the 
plants. The provision would prohibit the Ad-
ministrator from obligating or expending 
more than $100.0 million for the program 
until 30 days after the Administrator sub-
mits a copy of an agreement or agreements 
with the Russian Federation to shut down 
the three plutonium-producing reactors and 
submits a plan to achieve international cost 
sharing and participation in the program. 

The agreements must specify: (1) a com-
mitment to shut down and the date or dates 
on which the Russian reactors will be shut 
down; (2) the schedule with milestones to 
shut down each reactor; (3) the schedule and 
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milestones for the Russian participation in 
the construction or refurbishment of the fos-
sil fuel energy plants; (4) a suitable access 
arrangement for the sites; (5) an arrange-
ment for audit and examination procedures; 
and (6) any cost-sharing arrangements be-
tween the United States and the Russian 
Federation. 
Repeal of requirement for reports on obligation 

of funds for programs on fissile materials in 
Russia (sec. 3152) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3143) that would repeal the semi-annual re-
port on the Department of Energy fissile Ma-
terials Protection, Control, and Accounting 
(MPC&A) program required by section 3131 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1996 (Public Law 104–106). This 
report is no longer needed as the information 
is now included in the annual MPC&A re-
port. 

The Senate amendment contained an iden-
tical provision. 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 
Expansion of annual reports on status of nu-

clear materials protection, control, and ac-
counting programs (sec. 3153) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3153) that would amend the annual 
reporting requirement for the Department of 
Energy (DOE) Materials Protection, Control, 
and Accounting (MPC&A) program to in-
clude countries other than Russia. The DOE 
MPC&A program works to protect weapons 
grade nuclear materials in the countries of 
the Former Soviet Union, including Russia. 
The provision would also amend the MPC&A 
report to require the Secretary of Energy to 
identify the nature of the work performed in 
each country outside of Russia, the amount 
of material secured, the amount of material 
remaining to be secured, and the total 
amount spent by country. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Testing of preparedness for emergencies involv-

ing nuclear, radiological, chemical, or bio-
logical weapons (sec. 3154) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3154) that would extend the time 
that exercises could be carried out under the 
program for testing and improving the re-
sponses of Federal, State, and local agencies 
to emergencies involving biological, chem-
ical, nuclear, and radiological weapons and 
related materials from five fiscal years, be-
ginning in fiscal year 1997, to 17 fiscal years, 
ending in fiscal year 2013. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Cooperative program on research, development, 

and demonstration of technology regarding 
nuclear or radiological terrorism (sec. 3155) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3155) that would direct the Admin-
istrator of Nuclear Security to carry out a 
program of research and technology for pro-
tection from nuclear or radiological ter-
rorism in support of homeland security and 
counterterrorism. As part of the program, 
the Administrator would coordinate this pro-
gram with the Office of Homeland Security, 
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, the De-
partments of Defense, State, and Commerce, 
and the International Atomic Energy Agen-
cy. In addition, the Administrator would co-
operate with the Russian Federation on re-
search and demonstration of these tech-
nologies and, where feasible, provide assist-
ance to other countries on matters relating 
to nuclear or radiological terrorism. The 
amendment would also authorize the Office 
of Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation in the 

National Nuclear Security Administration to 
use up to $15.0 million for the development of 
a new generation of radiation detectors for 
homeland defense under this program. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would direct the Administrator to es-
tablish a cooperative program with the Rus-
sian Federation on the research, develop-
ment, and demonstration of technologies for 
protection from and response to nuclear or 
radiological terrorism. The program would 
conduct research on technologies that could 
be used for the detection, identification, as-
sessment, control, and disposition of radio-
logical materials that could be used for nu-
clear terrorism. The program would also pro-
vide for the demonstration of the tech-
nologies developed by this program to other 
countries, in cooperation with the Russian 
Federation. The Administrator would be re-
quired to coordinate these research, develop-
ment, and demonstration efforts with the 
Department of Energy’s Office of Environ-
ment, Safety, and Health; the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission; the Departments of 
State, Defense, and Commerce; and the 
International Atomic Energy Agency. The 
Administrator would be authorized to use up 
to $15.0 million to carry out the activities 
under this program. 
Matters relating to the International Materials 

Protection, Control, and Accounting pro-
gram of the Department of Energy (sec. 
3156) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3156) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Energy to expand the scope of the 
International Materials Protection, Control 
and Accounting (MPC&A) program to coun-
tries outside Russia and the independent 
states of the Former Soviet Union and re-
quire the Secretary to notify Congress 30 
days after funds are obligated for these pur-
poses. The provision would also: (1) authorize 
the Secretary to provide technical assistance 
to the Secretary of State to support his ef-
forts to assist nuclear weapons states’ nu-
clear materials security program; (2) require 
the Secretary to develop a plan to accelerate 
the conversion or return of weapons-usable 
nuclear materials to the country of origin; 
(3) establish within the MPC&A program a 
radiological dispersal device MPC&A pro-
gram and require a feasibility study on such 
a program; and (4) provide a sense of Con-
gress encouraging support of the Convention 
on Physical Protection of Nuclear Materials. 
The provision would authorize the Office of 
Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation in the Na-
tional Nuclear Security Administration to 
use up to $5.0 million for these activities. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize the Secretary of En-
ergy to establish within the MPC&A pro-
gram a new program that would protect, 
control, and account for radiological dis-
persal device materials. The provision would 
also encourage the Secretary to work coop-
eratively with the Russian Federation to de-
velop a sustainable nuclear materials protec-
tion, control and accounting system for nu-
clear materials in Russia no later than Janu-
ary 1, 2013. This system should be designed to 
be supported, maintained and operated solely 
by the Russian Federation. In an effort to 
support this activity, the provision would 
also require the Secretary to work with the 
Russian Federation to identify transparency 
measures adequate to provide the United 
States with the assurances that the program 
is meeting this goal. Up to $5.0 million may 
be used to carry out the new MPC&A pro-
gram on radiological dispersal device mate-
rials activities. 

The conferees expect the United States’ 
support for the Russian Federation MPC&A 
system should be completed and the system 
should be sustainable by Russia no later 
than January 1, 2013. The conferees encour-
age the Secretary to accelerate efforts to re-
solve outstanding transparency issues for 
the MPC&A program to facilitate the re-
quired assurances necessary to monitor the 
progress and successes of this important na-
tional security program. 

The conferees have agreed to divide this 
provision into three provisions (secs. 3156, 
3160, 3161). 
Accelerated disposition of highly enriched ura-

nium (sec. 3157) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 3157) that would set forth the sense 
of Congress that the Secretary of Energy, in 
consultation with the Secretaries of State 
and Defense, develop a comprehensive pro-
gram to encourage all countries with nuclear 
materials to adhere to or adopt Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency standards 
on The Physical Protection of Nuclear Mate-
rial and Nuclear Facilities (INFCIRC/225/
Rev.4) relating to the security of stockpiles 
of highly enriched uranium and plutonium. 
The provision would also authorize the Sec-
retary of Energy to carry out a program with 
the Russian Federation and any other nation 
with highly enriched uranium to pursue op-
tions for blending the uranium so that the 
enrichment of uranium U–235 is below 20 per-
cent. As part of these options, the Depart-
ment of Energy (DOE) Material Consolida-
tion and Conversion program would be ex-
panded, and the Secretary of Energy could 
provide financial and other incentives to 
Russia for the consolidation of Russian high-
ly enriched uranium located throughout the 
Russian Federation. The Secretary would be 
required to report to Congress no later than 
July 1, 2003, on the status of this program. 
The provision would also permit the Sec-
retary to purchase highly enriched uranium 
or weapons grade plutonium from any coun-
try and transport it to and store it in the 
United States. The Secretary would be en-
couraged to establish similar transactions 
between any nation and Russia for storage 
and blending highly enriched uranium. The 
provision would allow the Secretary to pay 
such nation’s transportation costs. Finally, 
the provision would provide that up to $40.0 
million could be used to carry out the activi-
ties in this section. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize the Secretary of En-
ergy to pursue a program with the Russian 
Federation on options for blending highly 
enriched uranium to reduce the concentra-
tion of U–235 below 20 percent. These options 
would include expanding the Material Con-
solidation and Conversion program within 
DOE to include additional facilities in Rus-
sia for blending the highly enriched uranium 
and identifying more centralized secure stor-
age facilities in Russia for the secure storage 
of materials awaiting blend down. The con-
ferees note that both the additional blending 
facilities and centralized storage facilities 
must already have complete materials, pro-
tection, control and accounting upgrades be-
fore highly enriched uranium is blended 
down or stored at these facilities. The 
amendment also states that nothing in this 
program would impact the existing Highly 
Enriched Uranium Disposition Agreement 
between the United States and Russia and 
that the uranium blended down under this 
program would not be released for sale until 
the earlier date of either one of the fol-
lowing: (1) January 1, 2014; or (2) the date on 
which the Secretary certifies that such ura-
nium can be absorbed into the global market 
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without undue disruption to the uranium 
mining, conversion, and enrichment industry 
in the United States. Finally, the amend-
ment would enable up to $10.0 million in fis-
cal year 2003 to be used for activities under 
this program. 

The conferees direct the Secretary of En-
ergy to provide to the congressional defense 
committees, no later than July 1, 2003, a re-
port on the status of the program with the 
Russian Federation on options for blending 
highly enriched uranium so that the con-
centration of U–235 is below 20 percent. The 
report should identify the scope of the pro-
gram and the implementing costs, as well as 
describe the additional facilities that will 
participate in the expanded material consoli-
dation and conversion effort. 
Strengthened international security for nuclear 

materials and security of nuclear operations 
(sec. 3158) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3159) that would require the Sec-
retary of Energy to submit to Congress a re-
port on options for an international program 
to develop strengthened security for all nu-
clear materials and safety and security for 
current nuclear operations. As part of the re-
port, the Secretary would consult with the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, the Rus-
sian Federation, and the International 
Atomic Energy Agency. The report would be 
due 270 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act. The provision would also direct the 
Director of the Office of Nuclear Energy 
Science and Technology and the Secretary to 
pursue, with the Russian Ministry of Atomic 
Energy, joint programs on the development 
of proliferation- resistant nuclear energy 
technologies, including advanced fuel cycles. 
In addition, the provision would authorize 
the Secretary to provide assistance to nu-
clear facilities abroad on the interdiction of 
hostile insiders to prevent the disablement 
of these facilities’ vital operations. The pro-
vision would authorize the Secretary to 
carry out a joint program with the Russian 
Federation and other countries to address 
and mitigate damage from aircraft impacts 
on nuclear facilities overseas. Finally, the 
amendment would authorize the Secretary of 
Energy to expand and accelerate the pro-
grams of the Department of Energy to sup-
port the International Atomic Energy Agen-
cy in its efforts to strengthen international 
nuclear safety and security. Up to $35.0 mil-
lion would be available to carry out these 
programs in fiscal year 2003. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Energy 
to submit to Congress a report on options for 
an international program to develop 
strengthened security for nuclear reactors 
and associated materials. This report would 
be due 270 days after enactment of this Act. 
In evaluating the options for an inter-
national program, the Secretary would be re-
quired to consult with the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission and the International 
Atomic Energy Agency on the feasibility and 
advisability of actions to reduce the risks as-
sociated with terrorist attacks on nuclear 
reactors outside the United States. The pro-
vision would also direct the Secretary of En-
ergy to pursue, with the Russian Ministry of 
Atomic Energy, joint programs on the devel-
opment of proliferation-resistant nuclear en-
ergy technologies, including advanced fuel 
cycles. Up to $10.0 million would be available 
for implementing this joint program with 
Russia. Finally, the provision would author-
ize the Secretary to provide technical assist-
ance to nuclear facilities abroad on the 
interdiction of hostile insiders at such facili-
ties and efforts to prevent the disablement of 
vital systems at these facilities. 

Export control programs (sec. 3159) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3160) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Energy to pursue, in the former So-
viet Union and regions of concern, prin-
cipally in South Asia, the Middle East, and 
the Far East, options for accelerating pro-
grams that assist countries in such regions 
to improve their domestic export control 
programs for materials, technologies, and 
expertise relevant to the construction or use 
of a nuclear or radiological dispersal device. 
The amendment would authorize up to $5.0 
million for this effort. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a clarifying 
amendment that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Energy, in coordination with the 
Secretary of State, to pursue, in the Former 
Soviet Union and other regions of concern, 
options for accelerating programs that assist 
countries in these regions to improve their 
domestic export control programs for mate-
rials, technologies, and expertise relevant to 
the construction or use of a nuclear or radio-
logical dispersal device. Up to $5.0 million 
may be available for carrying out this effort 
in fiscal year 2003. 

Plan for accelerated return of weapons-usable 
nuclear material (Sec. 3160) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3156) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Energy to expand the scope of the 
International Materials Protection, Control 
and Accounting (MPC&A) program to coun-
tries outside Russia and the independent 
states of the Former Soviet Union and re-
quire the Secretary to notify Congress 30 
days after funds are obligated for these pur-
poses. The provision would also: (1) authorize 
the Secretary to provide technical assistance 
to the Secretary of State to support his ef-
forts to assist nuclear weapons states’ nu-
clear materials security programs; (2) re-
quire the Secretary to develop a plan to ac-
celerate the conversion or return of weapons-
usable nuclear materials to the country of 
origin; (3) establish within the MPC&A pro-
gram a radiological dispersal device MPC&A 
program and require a feasibility study on 
such a program; and (4) provide a sense of 
Congress encouraging support of the Conven-
tion on Physical Protection of Nuclear Mate-
rials. The provision would authorize the Of-
fice of Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation in 
the National Nuclear Security Administra-
tion to use up to $5.0 million for these activi-
ties. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would require the Secretary of Energy 
to develop, with the Russian Federation, a 
plan to accelerate the return to Russia of all 
weapons-usable nuclear materials located in 
research reactors and other facilities outside 
Russia that were supplied by the Former So-
viet Union. The plan should include the costs 
and schedules associated with assisting these 
research reactors and facilities in transfer-
ring highly enriched uranium to Russia and 
providing these facilities and research reac-
tors with MPC&A upgrades until the weap-
ons-usable nuclear materials are returned to 
Russia. 

Sense of Congress on amendment of Convention 
on Physical Protection of Nuclear Materials 
(sec. 3161) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3156) that would authorize the Sec-
retary of Energy to expand the scope of the 
International Materials Protection, Control 
and Accounting (MPC&A) program to coun-
tries outside Russia and the independent 
states of the Former Soviet Union and re-

quire the Secretary to notify Congress 30 
days after funds are obligated for these pur-
poses. The provision would also: (1) authorize 
the Secretary to provide technical assistance 
to the Secretary of State to support his ef-
forts to assist nuclear weapons states’ nu-
clear materials security programs; (2) re-
quire the Secretary to develop a plan to ac-
celerate the conversion or return of weapons-
usable nuclear materials to the country of 
origin; (3) establish within the MPC&A pro-
gram a radiological dispersal device MPC&A 
program and require a feasibility study on 
such a program; and (4) provide a sense of 
Congress encouraging support of the Conven-
tion on Physical Protection of Nuclear Mate-
rials. The provision would authorize the Of-
fice of Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation in 
the National Nuclear Security Administra-
tion to use up to $5.0 million for these activi-
ties. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would set forth the sense of Congress 
that the President should encourage amend-
ment of the Convention on the Physical Pro-
tection of Nuclear Materials to: (1) apply to 
both domestic and international use and 
transport of nuclear materials; (2) incor-
porate fundamental practices for the phys-
ical protection of these materials; and (3) ad-
dress protection against sabotage involving 
nuclear materials. 
Sense of Congress on program to secure stock-

piles of highly enriched uranium and pluto-
nium (sec. 3162) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3157) that would contain a sense of 
Congress that the Secretary of Energy, in 
consultation with the Secretaries of State 
and Defense, develop a comprehensive pro-
gram to encourage all countries with nuclear 
materials to adhere to or adopt Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency standards 
on The Physical Protection of Nuclear Mate-
rial and Nuclear Facilities (INFCIRC/225/
Rev.4) relating to the security of stockpiles 
of highly enriched uranium and plutonium. 
The amendment would also authorize the 
Secretary of Energy to carry out a program 
with the Russian Federation and any other 
nation with highly enriched uranium to pur-
sue options for blending the uranium so that 
the uranium of U–235 is below 20 percent. As 
part of these options, the Department’s Ma-
terial Consolidation and Conversion program 
would be expanded, and the Secretary of En-
ergy could provide financial and other incen-
tives to Russia for the consolidation of Rus-
sian highly enriched uranium located 
throughout the Russian Federation. The Sec-
retary would be required to report to Con-
gress no later than July 1, 2003, on the status 
of this program. The provision would also 
permit the Secretary to purchase highly en-
riched uranium or weapons grade plutonium 
from any country and transport it to and 
store it in the United States. Alternatively, 
the Secretary may encourage a similar 
transaction between any nation and Russia, 
and the Secretary would have the option to 
pay the nation’s costs to transport these nu-
clear materials to Russia as well as the 
blenddown costs. Finally, the provision 
would enable up to $40.0 million to be used to 
carry out the activities in this section. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would set forth the sense of Congress 
that the Secretary of Energy, in consulta-
tion with the Secretaries of State and De-
fense, develop a comprehensive program of 
activities to encourage all countries with nu-
clear materials to adhere to or adopt Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency standards 
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on The Physical Protection of Nuclear Mate-
rial and Nuclear Facilities (INFCIR/225/
Rev.4) relating to the security of stockpiles 
of highly enriched uranium and plutonium. 

Subtitle D—Other Matters 
Indemnification of Department of Energy con-

tractors (sec. 3171) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 3171) that would amend section 170 
d.(1)(A) of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 42 
U.S.C. 2210(d)(1)(A), by extending the author-
ity of the Department of Energy to extend 
indemnification coverage to its contractors 
from August 1, 2002 to August 1, 2012. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would extend the authority to Decem-
ber 31, 2004. 
Support for public education in the vicinity of 

Los Alamos National Laboratory, New Mex-
ico (sec. 3172) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3174) that would authorize $6.9 mil-
lion to be paid by the Department of Energy 
(DOE) to the Los Alamos Education Founda-
tion in fiscal year 2003. The Foundation was 
established by section 3167(a) of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1998 (Public Law 105–85). The Foundation 
provides for educational support to students 
and schools in the Los Alamos area. 

The provision would also amend section 
3136 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public Law 107- 107) 
to allow the National Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration (NNSA) to extend the current 
contract with the Los Alamos Public Schools 
to provide for cost of living adjustments for 
the school teachers through fiscal year 2013. 
The current contract between the NNSA and 
the Los Alamos schools, pursuant to which 
this annual payment is made, expires at the 
end of fiscal year 2003. This amendment is 
necessary to allow the NNSA to include the 
annual payment in its fiscal year 2004 budget 
request and in subsequent years’ budget re-
quests. 

The budget request for fiscal year 2003 for 
the NNSA includes $8.0 million for the Los 
Alamos Public Schools to offset the cost of 
living for school teachers teaching in the 
public schools. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would limit the duration of the contract 
extension to 2005 and that would direct the 
Secretary of Energy, in conjunction with the 
Administrator of the National Nuclear Secu-
rity Administration, to look at alternatives 
to the annual authorization and appropria-
tion process to obtain funds to offset the 
cost of living for school teachers in the Los 
Alamos Public Schools. While the conferees 
recognize the need for this payment as well 
as the high cost of living in Los Alamos, the 
conferees urge DOE to identify and fund a 
mechanism to bring this annual process to a 
close in a reasonable amount of time. In ex-
ploring options, the Secretary should look at 
a buy-out option in the form of several larg-
er payments over a limited number of years 
that would shift these annual payments to 
the Los Alamos school system, to local gov-
ernment, or to some other local entity. 
Worker health and safety rules for Department 

of Energy nuclear facilities (sec. 3173) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 3172) that would add a new section 
234C, following 234B of the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2282b). This new section 
would authorize the Secretary of Energy to 
assess civil penalties against Department of 
Energy (DOE) contractors who have entered 
into an agreement of indemnification under 

section 170d of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, for violation of any regulation relating 
to industrial or construction health and safe-
ty promulgated by DOE. The provision would 
also direct the Secretary to promulgate in-
dustrial and construction health safety regu-
lations that incorporate the provisions of 
DOE Order No. 440.1A (1998) no later than 270 
days from the date of enactment of this Act. 
These regulations would go into effect one 
year after the date of promulgation of the 
regulations. The provision would cap any 
fines at $0.1 million per violation and would 
direct the Secretary to provide in the regula-
tions a variance and exemption process for 
national security related work and at sites 
and facilities to be closed or transferred. The 
provision would cap total fines and penalties 
under 234A, 234B, and 234C, for nonprofit con-
tractors so that the total fees assessed would 
not exceed the amount of the annual fee paid 
by DOE. Activities under the Naval Nuclear 
Propulsion Program would be excluded from 
the program. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would direct the Secretary to promul-
gate regulations for industrial and construc-
tion health and safety. The regulations pro-
mulgated would provide a level of protection 
for workers that is substantially equivalent 
to current levels of protection. The conferees 
note that the DOE contractors currently op-
erate under DOE order 440.1A (1998) which 
provides an adequate level of safety. 

The Secretary would also be required to es-
tablish a mechanism to provide flexibility to 
implement the regulations. The regulations 
should establish a process that would allow 
sites to implement the regulations to ac-
count for unique site or mission cir-
cumstances or particular work environments 
and would include national security missions 
and requirements at closing facilities. In es-
tablishing a process for flexible implementa-
tion, the Secretary should ensure that there 
is no diminution of worker health and safe-
ty. 

The provision would direct the Secretary 
to assess either civil penalties or contract 
penalties, but not both, for any individual 
action and would prohibit the Secretary 
from assessing a penalty under both 234A and 
234C for the same action. The maximum fine 
for each violation would be $70,000. 

Extension of authority to appoint certain sci-
entific, engineering, and technical personnel 
(sec. 3174) 

The conferees agree to include a provision 
that would extend the current Department of 
Energy authority to appoint certain specific 
scientific engineering and technical per-
sonnel from September 30, 2002 to September 
30, 2004. 

One-year extension of panel to assess the reli-
ability, safety, and security of the United 
States nuclear stockpile (sec. 3175) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3141) that would extend the panel to assess 
the reliability, safety, and security of the 
United States nuclear stockpile through 
April 1, 2003. The Senate amendment con-
tained no similar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would direct the panel to use the exten-
sion to assess progress toward meeting the 
expectations set forth by the panel in pre-
vious reports. The panel would submit to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives, by Feb-
ruary 1, 2003, a report on the assessment, to-
gether with any recommendations for correc-
tive legislative action where progress has 
been unsatisfactory. 

Report on status of environmental management 
initiatives to accelerate the reduction of en-
vironmental risks and challenges posed by 
the legacy of the Cold War (sec. 3176) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3152) that would require the Secretary of En-
ergy to prepare a report on the status of en-
vironmental initiatives being undertaken to 
accelerate cleanup and reduce environmental 
risks. The report should include a discussion 
of the progress of such initiatives. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Subtitle E—Disposition of Weapons-Usable 

Plutonium at Savannah River, South Caro-
lina 

Findings (sec. 3181) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3181) that would set forth a series 
of findings with respect to the September 
2000 agreement between the Russian Federa-
tion and the United States to manage and 
dispose of 34 tons of excess weapons grade 
plutonium. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
Disposition of weapons-usable plutonium at Sa-

vannah River Site (sec. 3182) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3182) that would direct the Sec-
retary of Energy to submit, by February 1, 
2003, a plan to Congress for the construction 
and operation of a Mixed Oxide (MOX) pluto-
nium facility at the Savannah River Site. 
The plan would include a schedule for con-
struction and operations to achieve by Janu-
ary 1, 2009, and thereafter, the MOX produc-
tion objective, to ensure that one ton of 
MOX fuel has been produced by December 31, 
2009, and that all 34 metric tons of defense 
plutonium and defense plutonium materials 
at the Savannah River Site would have to be 
processed into MOX fuel by January 1, 2019. 
If in any year the Secretary of Energy does 
not comply with the plan and the schedule, 
the Secretary would have to make economic 
assistance payments to the State of South 
Carolina at the rate of $1.0 million per day 
but not to exceed $100.0 million in any year. 
This payment would be subject to authoriza-
tion and appropriation. 

At various stages in the process, if the Sec-
retary of Energy is not in compliance with 
the plan or any subsequent corrective action 
plans, the Secretary would also have to re-
move all or part of the defense plutonium 
materials that had been shipped to the Sa-
vannah River Site in South Carolina. 

If an injunction is obtained by the State of 
South Carolina that would prevent the De-
partment of Energy from taking actions nec-
essary to meet the deadlines of the provi-
sion, any such deadlines would be extended 
for the period of time during which the 
court-ordered injunction is in effect. 

The provision would also require that if 
any MOX fuel remains at the MOX facility 
one year after the MOX facility ceases oper-
ation, the Secretary must submit to Con-
gress a report detailing when such fuel would 
be transferred for use in commercial nuclear 
reactors or a plan for its removal from the 
State of South Carolina. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
providing that any requirement to pay eco-
nomic assistance payments to the State of 
South Carolina may be made from any funds 
available to the Secretary without the re-
quirement for further authorizations or ap-
propriations for such payments and an addi-
tional MOX processing requirement for the 
period between 2011 and 2017. 
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Study of facilities for storage of plutonium and 

plutonium materials at Savannah River Site 
(sec. 3183) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3183) that would require the De-
fense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board 
(DNFSB) to conduct a study of the adequacy 
of the K-Area Materials Storage (KAMS) fa-
cility and related facilities for the storage of 
defense plutonium materials in connection 
with the Department of Energy plutonium 
disposition program. The DNFSB would be 
required to complete the study and submit a 
report on the study to Congress within one 
year of the date of enactment of this Act. 
The DNFSB should include in the report any 
proposals to improve the safety, reliability, 
or functionality of the KAMS facility. Not 
later than six months after the report is sub-
mitted, the DNFSB and the Secretary of En-
ergy shall each submit a report on the ac-
tions taken in response to the proposals, if 
any. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 
Availability of funds for environmental manage-

ment cleanup reform 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 3131) that would require the Sec-
retary of Energy to establish and publish se-
lection criteria for the environmental man-
agement cleanup reform account. The provi-
sion would also provide the Secretary of En-
ergy authority to dissolve the account, in 
the event the Secretary opts not to establish 
selection criteria, and redistribute the funds 
in the account to the sites and projects on a 
pro rata basis according to fiscal year 2002 
funding levels. In addition, the provision 
would require the Secretary to submit to the 
congressional defense committees a list of 
the activities at each site that would be 
funded by this account 30 days before such 
funds were obligated or expended. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The Department of Energy (DOE) budget 

request for fiscal year 2003 included $800.0 
million for a new initiative, the environ-
mental cleanup reform account. An amended 
budget request sought an additional $300.0 
million for a total request of $1.1 billion. Ac-
cording to the DOE budget justification ma-
terial, the purpose of the new account is ‘‘to 
enable the Department, the States, and the 
American taxpayer to begin realizing the 
benefits immediately of alternative cleanup 
approaches that will produce more real risk 
reduction, accelerate cleanup, or achieve 
much needed cost and schedule improve-
ments.’’ 

DOE has signed letters of intent, for all 
but $2.0 million of the $1.1 billion in the 
cleanup reform account, in the absence of 
any authorization or appropriation of funds 
for the reform account. While the conferees 
support the idea of DOE, the States, and the 
EPA reviewing the various cleanup agree-
ments to ensure that the cleanup at each 
site is being conducted as efficiently as pos-
sible, the conferees note that DOE has not 
demonstrated how creation of the reform ac-
count will accomplish the goal set forth in 
the fiscal year 2003 budget justification ma-
terial. 

The conferees note section 3176 of this Act 
would require the Secretary of Energy to 
provide a report on the progress being made 
to streamline the cleanup process, reduce en-
vironmental risks quickly, and to provide an 
assessment of the progress being made to im-
prove the responsiveness and effectiveness of 
the environmental management program. 

The conferees expect DOE to provide in the 
report evidence that this accelerated cleanup 
program will result in real risk reduction 
and much needed cost and schedule improve-
ments. This report is due with the submis-
sion of the fiscal year 2004 budget request for 
DOE. 
Disposition of plutonium in Russia 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3158) that would encourage the Sec-
retary of Energy to continue to support the 
Secretary of State in negotiations with the 
Ministry of Atomic Energy of the Russia 
Federation to finalize the terms of the Rus-
sian plutonium disposition program. As part 
of this support, the Secretary of Energy 
would be authorized to consider using finan-
cial incentives to reach a successful agree-
ment with the Ministry of Atomic Energy. 
The amendment also identifies various ele-
ments that would be required as part of the 
Russian plutonium disposition program in-
cluding: (1) transparent, verifiable steps; (2) 
proceeding at approximately the equivalent 
rate of the United States program for the 
disposition of plutonium; (3) cost-sharing 
among various countries; (4) contributions 
by the Russian Federation; (5) steps to con-
firm with high confidence that the disposi-
tion of plutonium of the Russian Federation 
will be achieved; and (6) possible research on 
more speculative, long-term options for the 
future disposition of additional Russian plu-
tonium. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees note that while the Russian 

plutonium disposition program is one of the 
most critical nonproliferation programs un-
derway between the United States and the 
Russian Federation, the conferees remain 
concerned with the slow pace of the Russian 
program. The conferees believe it is impera-
tive that the Secretary of State work as as-
siduously as possible to conclude negotia-
tions with the Russian Federation as quickly 
as possible. The conferees believe, however, 
that any negotiation should include trans-
parent and verifiable steps to enable the 
United States to have the necessary assur-
ances that the schedule for the disposition of 
plutonium will be achieved. 

The conferees feel strongly that the pro-
gram must have cost- sharing arrangements 
among participating countries and the Rus-
sian Federation. 

In addition, the conferees believe that the 
U.S. and Russian programs should proceed at 
a rate that is generally equivalent to one an-
other. Unfortunately, however, the United 
States program is lagging behind the Rus-
sian lead test assembly program. The con-
ferees note that pushing forward with the 
U.S. lead test assembly effort will enable the 
U.S. plutonium disposition program to reach 
an essential milestone that is important for 
the success of both the U.S. plutonium dis-
position program and the Russian disposi-
tion plutonium program. 

Finally, the conferees direct the Secretary 
of Energy to conduct research on more spec-
ulative, long-term options for the future dis-
position of the plutonium of the Russian 
Federation. 
Improvements to nuclear materials protection, 

control, and accounting program of the 
Russian Federation 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3161) that would direct the Sec-
retary of Energy to work with the Ministry 
of Atomic Energy of the Russian Federation 
to update and improve the Joint Action Plan 
for the Materials Protection, Control, and 
Accounting Program to focus on achieving, 
as soon as practicable, but no later than Jan-
uary 1, 2012, a sustainable nuclear materials 

protection, control, and accounting system 
for the nuclear materials of the Russian Fed-
eration. The amendment would require the 
Secretary to work with the Russian Federa-
tion to accelerate nuclear materials protec-
tion, control and accounting programs at 
Russian defense nuclear facilities and to 
identify various transparency alternatives to 
assure the United States that the program is 
meeting the goals for improved nuclear ma-
terials protection, control, and accounting. 
The provision would also set forth the sense 
of Congress that the Secretary should en-
hance its partnership with Russia to increase 
the pace and effectiveness of the nuclear ma-
terials protection, control, and accounting 
program and identify the assistance, Russian 
contribution, and transparency milestones 
used to assess progress in this program. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees agree to consolidate all mat-

ters dealing with materials protection, con-
trol, and accounting in one provision. 
One-year extension of authority of Department 

of Energy to pay voluntary separation in-
centive payments 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3173) that would amend section 
3161(a) of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public Law 106–65) 
to provide a one- year extension of the De-
partment of Energy (DOE) authority to 
make voluntary separation incentive pay-
ments. The committee is aware that DOE 
would like to extend the ability to encourage 
voluntary separations and avoid any future 
need to conduct a reduction in force. This 
provision would allow DOE to do long- term 
planning for reductions as a result of future 
reorganizations. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The Senate recedes. 
Prohibition on development of low-yield nuclear 

weapon 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

3146) that would repeal section 3136 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 1994 (42 U.S.C. 2121 note) and would 
prohibit the Secretary of Energy from con-
ducting development which could lead to the 
production of a low-yield nuclear weapon. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees recognize the importance of 

exercising the nuclear weapon design process 
in order to maintain skills and capabilities 
critical to national security. The conferees 
further understand that many of the Na-
tion’s weapon designers with actual test ex-
perience have retired or will soon be eligible 
for retirement. The conferees believe the Na-
tional Nuclear Security Administration 
must move aggressively to transfer skills to 
the next generation. 
Requirement for authorization by law for funds 

obligated or expended for Department of En-
ergy national security activities 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3135) that would amend section 660 
of the Department of Energy Organization 
Act, 42 U.S.C.7270, to add a new subsection 
that would require a specific authorization 
for national security programs and activities 
at the Department of Energy (DOE) before 
funds may be obligated or expended. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees agree that section 660 of the 

Department of Energy Organization Act ap-
plies to all programs and funds at the De-
partment of Energy and that this section es-
tablished the requirement for an authoriza-
tion of appropriations for all programs and 
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activities at DOE as a condition of the obli-
gation and expenditure of funds. As a result, 
the Senate provision, which applied to na-
tional security activities, is not needed be-
cause national security activities and pro-
grams are already included in the scope of 
section 660. 
Utilization of Department of Energy national 

laboratories and sites in support of 
counterterrorism and homeland security ac-
tivities 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3163) that would authorize the De-
partment of Energy (DOE) to enter into joint 
sponsorship agreements at DOE laboratories 
with state, local, or other federal agencies 
and establish the parameters under which 
the joint partnership agreements would oper-
ate. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes.
TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR FACILITIES 

SAFETY BOARD 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 

Authorization (sec. 3201) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

3201) that would authorize $19.0 million for 
the Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 3201) that would authorize 
$19.5 million. 

The Senate recedes. 
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Authorization of appropriations for the formerly 
used sites remedial action program of the 
Corps of Engineers 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3202) that would authorize $140.0 
million for fiscal year 2003 for the Depart-
ment of the Army. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees agree to include these funds 

without specific authorization. 
TITLE XXXIII—NATIONAL DEFENSE STOCKPILE 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 
Authorized uses of National Defense Stockpile 

funds (sec. 3301) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

3301) that would authorize $76.4 billion for 
the National Defense Stockpile. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
TITLE XXXIV—NAVAL PETROLEUM RESERVES 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 
Authorization of appropriations (sec. 3401) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3401) that would authorize $21.1 million for 
the Secretary of Energy for activities relat-
ing to the naval petroleum reserves. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes.
TITLE XXXV—MARITIME ADMINISTRATION 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 
Authorization of appropriations for fiscal year 

2003 (sec. 3501) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

3501) that would authorize appropriations for 
the Maritime Administration. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Authority to convey vessel USS SPHINX (ARL–

24) (sec. 3502) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

3502) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Transportation to convey an obsolete vessel 
to a nonprofit organization for display as a 
military museum. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would clarify terms under which the 
vessel could be transferred. 
Independent analysis of title XI insurance guar-

antee applications (sec. 3503) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

3504) that would amend the Merchant Marine 
Act, 1936 to permit the Secretary of Trans-
portation to obtain an independent analysis 
of an application for a title XI loan guar-
antee. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Preparation as artificial reefs and scrapping of 

obsolete vessels (sec. 3504) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

3503) that would authorize the Secretary of 
Transportation to provide financial assist-
ance to States to help them prepare obsolete 
vessels transferred from the National De-
fense Reserve Fleet for use as artificial reefs. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would: (1) require the Secretary and the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency to jointly develop environ-
mental best management practices to be 
used in the preparation of vessels for use as 
artificial reefs; (2) require the establishment 
of one or more pilot programs to explore the 
feasibility and advisability of various alter-
natives for exporting obsolete vessels in the 
National Defense Reserve Fleet for purposes 
of the dismantlement and recycling of such 
vessels; and (3) clarify that the section does 
not establish a preference for the reefing or 
export of obsolete vessels in the National De-
fense Reserve Fleet over other disposal alter-
natives (such as domestic scrapping) avail-
able to the Secretary under existing law. The 
pilot programs established pursuant to this 
section would be authorized to include a 
total of no more than four vessels. The con-
ferees intend that the Secretary of Transpor-
tation would have the discretion to choose 
which vessels to include in the pilot pro-
grams. 

TITLE XXXVI—ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE 
PROVISIONS 

Short title (sec. 3601) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

3120) that would set out the title of the De-
partment of Energy National Security Au-
thorizations General Provisions Act and de-
fine terms to be used in the Act. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment that would establish the name of 
the act as the Atomic Energy Defense Act. 

Permanent provisions of law affecting the 
Department of Defense are included in title 
10, United States Code. Several acts, such as 
the Department of Energy Organization Act 
Public Law 95–91, and the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, Public Law 83–703, provide various 
overarching legal authorities for the Depart-
ment of Energy (DOE), but there is no act or 
even a single title or chapter in the United 
States Code where all permanent provisions 
of law governing the national security func-
tions of the Department of Energy can be 
found. 

Over the years, as the number of provisions 
has grown, researching the various provi-
sions that are included in annual defense au-
thorization acts has become increasingly dif-
ficult. The conferees believe the time has 
come to enact a law that will be a com-
prehensive collection of the various perma-
nent authorities that govern the national se-
curity activities of DOE. The goal is to have 

a single place in the United States Code 
where these provision could be easily and 
quickly referenced. 

The provisions described in sections 3601 
and 3620–3631 will constitute the first sec-
tions of title B of the Atomic Energy Defense 
Act, the DOE National Security Authoriza-
tions General Provisions. Over the next sev-
eral fiscal years, the conferees, working with 
DOE, hope to reenact various provisions of 
current law as sections of this new act. In 
addition, as future provisions are enacted, 
the conferees anticipate that such new provi-
sions would also be included in the new act. 
The conferees believe this effort to organize 
and co-locate the various provisions will 
simplify efforts to identify various statutory 
authorities that govern DOE. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 
Subtitle A—[Reserved] 

Subtitle B—Department of Energy National 
Security Authorization General Provisions 

Definitions (sec. 3620) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

3120) that would set out the title of the De-
partment of Energy National Security Au-
thorizations General Provisions Act and de-
fine terms to be used in the Act. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with a technical 
amendment. 
Reprogramming (sec. 3621) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3121) that would prohibit the reprogramming 
of funds in excess of the amounts authorized 
for national security programs until the Sec-
retary of Energy has notified the congres-
sional defense committees and a period of 30 
days has elapsed after the date on which the 
notification is received. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 3121) that would prohibit 
the reprogramming of funds in excess of 115 
percent of the amount authorized for the 
program or in excess of $5.0 million above 
the amount authorized for the program, 
whichever is less, until the Secretary of En-
ergy submits a report to the congressional 
defense committees and a period of 30 days 
has elapsed after the date on which the re-
port is received. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make the provision part of Sub-
title B, the Department of Energy National 
Security Authorizations General Provisions, 
of the Atomic Energy Defense Act. 
Minor construction projects (sec. 3622) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3122) that would provide the Secretary of En-
ergy with authority to conduct minor con-
struction projects using funds authorized to 
the Secretary pursuant to a Department of 
Energy national security authorization. If at 
any time during the period of construction of 
any minor construction project, the most 
current estimated cost exceeds the minor 
construction threshold, the Secretary would 
be required to notify the congressional de-
fense committees and provide a report ex-
plaining the reasons for the cost variation. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes.
Limits on construction projects (sec. 3623) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3123) that would permit any construction 
project to be initiated and continued only if 
the estimated cost for the project does not 
exceed, by 25 percent, the higher of either 
the amount authorized for the project or the 
most recent total estimated cost presented 
to Congress as justification for such a 
project. The Secretary of Energy would be 
prohibited from exceeding such limits until 
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30 legislative days after the Secretary sub-
mits to the congressional defense commit-
tees a detailed report setting forth the rea-
sons for the increase. This provision would 
also specify that the 25 percent limitation 
would not apply to projects estimated to be 
a minor construction project under $5.0 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Fund transfer authority (sec. 3624) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3124) that would permit funds authorized for 
the Department of Energy to be transferred 
to other agencies of the government for per-
formance of work for which the funds were 
authorized and appropriated. The provision 
would permit the merger of such transferred 
funds with the authorizations of the agency 
to which they are transferred. The provision 
would also limit, to no more than five per-
cent of the account, the amount of funds au-
thorized by this Act that may be transferred 
between authorization accounts within the 
Department of Energy. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Conceptual and construction design (sec. 3625) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3125) that would limit the Secretary of Ener-
gy’s authority to request construction fund-
ing until the Secretary has completed a con-
ceptual design. This limitation would apply 
to construction projects with a total esti-
mated cost greater than $5.0 million. If the 
estimated cost to prepare the construction 
design exceeds $600,000, the provision would 
require the Secretary to obtain a specific au-
thorization to obligate such funds. If the es-
timated cost to prepare a conceptual design 
exceeds $3.0 million, the provision would re-
quire the Secretary to request funds for the 
conceptual design before requesting funds for 
construction. The provision would further 
require the Secretary to submit to Congress 
a report on each conceptual design com-
pleted under this provision. The provision 
would also provide an exception to these re-
quirements in the case of an emergency. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Authority for emergency planning, design, and 

construction activities (sec. 3626) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

3126) that would permit the Secretary of En-
ergy to perform planning and design with 
any funds available to the Department of En-
ergy (DOE) pursuant to a DOE national secu-
rity authorization including those funds au-
thorized for advance planning and construc-
tion design, whenever the Secretary deter-
mines such activities must proceed expedi-
tiously to protect the public health and safe-
ty, to meet the needs of national defense, or 
to protect property. The provision would re-
quire the Secretary of Energy to submit to 
Congress a report on each construction 
project to be completed under this provision 
prior to exercising the authority that would 
be provided by this provision. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Scope of authority to carry out plant projects 

(sec. 3627) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

3131) that would clarify that the authority of 
the Secretary of Energy to carry out plant 
projects includes authority for maintenance, 
restoration, planning, construction, acquisi-
tion, modification of facilities, and continu-
ation of projects authorized in prior years, 
and related projects. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Availability of funds (sec. 3628) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 3128) that would authorize amounts 
appropriated for operating expenses or for 
plant and capital equipment for the Depart-
ment of Energy (DOE) to remain available 
until expended. Program direction funds 
would remain available for expenditure until 
the end of fiscal year 2004. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 3128) that would provide that funds 
authorized to be appropriated to the Na-
tional Nuclear Security Administration are 
available for expenditure for two years with 
the exception of the funds for the Office of 
the Administrator, which would be available 
for expenditure for one year.

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment that would provide that funds available 
to DOE pursuant to a national security au-
thorization for program direction are avail-
able for obligation for one year—until the 
end of the fiscal year for which they are au-
thorized. In addition, this provision would 
become a section in Subtitle B, the Depart-
ment of Energy National Security Author-
izations General Provisions Act, of the 
Atomic Energy Defense Act. 
Transfer of defense environmental management 

funds (sec. 3629) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

3129) that would direct the Secretary of En-
ergy to provide the manager of each field of-
fice of the Department of Energy with the 
authority to transfer defense environmental 
management activities funds from a program 
or project under the jurisdiction of that of-
fice to another such program or project. 
With certain limitations, only one transfer 
may be made to or from any program in one 
fiscal year, and no transfer may exceed $5.0 
million. The Secretary of Energy would be 
required to notify Congress within 30 days 
after any such transfer. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 3129) that would have pro-
vided three transfers per year. 

The Senate recedes. 
Transfer of weapons activities funds (sec. 3630) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3130) that would direct the Secretary of En-
ergy to provide the manager of each field of-
fice of the Department of Energy with the 
authority to transfer weapons activities 
funds from a program or project under the 
jurisdiction of that office to another such 
program or project. With certain limitations 
only one transfer may be made to or from 
any program in one fiscal year, and no trans-
fer may exceed $5.0 million. The Secretary of 
Energy would be required to notify Congress 
within 30 days after any such transfer. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 3130) that would have pro-
vided three transfers per year. 

The Senate recedes. 
Funds available for all national security pro-

grams of the Department of Energy (sec. 
3631) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
3127) that would authorize, subject to section 
3121 of the Department of Energy National 
Security Authorizations General Provisions 
Act and appropriations acts, amounts appro-
priated for management and support activi-
ties and for general plant projects to be 
made available for use in connection with all 
national security programs of the Depart-
ment of Energy. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes.

From the Committee on Armed Services, for 
consideration of the House amendment and 

the Senate amendment, and modifications 
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BOB STUMP, 
DUNCAN HUNTER, 
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JOEL HEFLEY, 
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HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ 
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IKE SKELTON, 
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JIM TURNER, 
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From the Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence, for consideration of matters 
within the jurisdiction of that committee 
under clause 11 of rule X: 

PORTER J. GOSS, 
DOUG BEREUTER,

From the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce, for consideration of secs. 341–343, 
and 366 of the House amendment, and secs. 
331–333, 542, 656, 1064, and 1107 of the Senate 
amendment, and modifications committed to 
conference: 

JOHNNY ISAKSON, 
JOE WILSON, 
GEORGE MILLER, 

From the Committee on Government Re-
form, for consideration of secs. 323, 804, 805, 
1003, 1004, 1101–1106, 2811, and 2813 of the 
House amendment, and secs, 241, 654, 817, 907, 
1007–1009, 1061, 1101–1106, 2811, and 3173 of the 
Senate amendment, and modifications com-
mitted to conference: 

DAN BURTON, 
DAVE WELDON, 

From the Committee on International Rela-
tions, for consideration of secs. 1201, 1202, 
1204, title XIII, and sec. 3142 of the House 
amendment, and subtitle A of title XII, secs. 
1212–1216, 3136, 3151, and 3156–3161 of the Sen-
ate amendment, and modifications com-
mitted to conference: 

HENRY HYDE, 
BENJAMIN A. GILMAN, 

From the Committee on the Judiciary, for 
consideration of secs. 811 and 1033 of the 
House amendment, and secs. 1067 and 1070 of 
the Senate amendment, and modifications 
committed to conference: 

LAMAR SMITH, 
From the Committee on Resources, for con-
sideration of secs. 311, 312, 601, title XIV, 
secs. 2821, 2832, 2841, and 2863 of the House 
amendment, and secs. 601, 2821, 2823, 2828, and 
2841 of the Senate amendment, and modifica-
tions committed to conference: 

JOHN J. DUNCAN, Jr., 
From the Committee on Science, for consid-
eration of secs. 244, 246, 1216, 3155, 3163 of the 
Senate amendment, and modifications com-
mitted to conference: 

SHERWOOD L. BOEHLERT, 
NICK SMITH, 
RALPH M. HALL,

From the Committee on Small Business for 
consideration of secs. 243, 824, and 829 of the 
Senate amendment and modifications com-
mitted to conference: 

DONALD A. MANZULLO, 
SUE KELLY, 
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From the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure, for consideration of sec. 601 
of the House amendment, and secs. 601 and 
1063 of the Senate amendment, and modifica-
tions committed to conference: 

DON YOUNG, 
FRANK A. LOBIONDO, 
CORRINE BROWN, 

From the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
for consideration of secs. 641, 651, 721, 723, 724, 
726, 727, and 728 of the House amendment, 
and secs. 541 and 641 of the Senate amend-
ment, and modifications committed to con-
ference: 

CHRIS SMITH, 
Managers on the Part of the House.

CARL LEVIN, 
TED KENNEDY, 
ROBERT C. BYRD, 
JOSEPH I. LIEBERMAN, 
MAX CLELAND, 
MARY L. LANDRIEU, 
JACK REED, 
DANIEL K. AKAKA, 
BILL NELSON, 
BEN NELSON, 
JEAN CARNAHAN 
MARK DAYTON, 
JEFF BINGAMAN, 
JOHN W. WARNER, 
STROM THURMOND, 
JOHN MCCAIN, 
JAMES M. INHOFE, 
PAT ROBERTS, 
JEFF SESSIONS, 
SUSAN COLLINS, 
JIM BUNNING, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate.

f 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 4546, 
BOB STUMP NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2003 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
ference report on the bill (H.R. 4546) to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2003 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
personnel strengths for such fiscal year 
for the Armed Forces, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill: 
(For conference report and state-

ment, see prior proceedings of the 
House of today.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. HUNTER) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

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

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 4546, the bill under con-
sideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I hope that we are at 

the end of a long and difficult struggle 

that has been engaged in by Democrats 
and Republicans on this most bipar-
tisan of measures, which is the defense 
bill passed by the House and now by 
the Senate and worked in conference 
over the last many weeks.

b 1830 

This is a $393 billion bill. We have 
had a very thorough discussion and de-
bate as the House package was moving, 
as the other body did moving their 
package. We all understand the ur-
gency. We know that we have large in-
creases in very important elements 
with respect to the war against ter-
rorism, and in particular, we have in-
cluded increases of $1.7 billion for air-
craft operations and flying hours, $1.7 
billion for facility maintenance and 
base support, $586 million for ground 
force operations, $562 million for train-
ing accounts, and $10 billion for ongo-
ing costs of conducting the war against 
terrorism. 

Also, Mr. Speaker, we have a 4.1 per-
cent military pay raise in this bill, 
with targeted increases up to 6.5 per-
cent for mid-grade and senior non-
commissioned officers and mid-grade 
officers. 

We also extend critical recruiting 
and retention bonuses through Decem-
ber of 2003. We also reduce out-of-pock-
et housing costs for military personnel 
by increasing housing allowances to 
cover 92.5 percent of housing costs, and 
we also provide some $10.4 billion for 
military construction and family hous-
ing. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my col-
league, the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. SKELTON), for his great work to 
move this bill, which is named after 
our chairman, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. STUMP), and which really 
manifests a lot of his values with re-
spect to rebuilding national defense. 

This has been a very difficult con-
ference. Let me address the issue that 
has been a tough issue. It has been a 
tough issue out in the countryside, and 
has been a tough issue in Congress, and 
the issue that has held up the con-
ference, one of the issues that has held 
up the conference for a period of time. 

We have the so-called ‘‘concurrent re-
ceipt’’ issue. That is a question of 
whether disabled veterans who are also 
military retirees can receive their 
military retirement check, and also re-
ceive at the same time a disability 
check. 

That issue was voted on in the House, 
and we voted up a package that said 
that retirees that were severely dis-
abled, that is, 65 percent and greater 
disabled, would, in fact, receive both 
checks at the same time. The other 
body had a more generous package. We 
went into conference and we had a lot 
of arm-wrestling over how we were 
going to get this thing passed. 

Let me tell the Members what we 
have done in this very important area. 
We decided that the people, in this 
time of limited funds, the first people, 
the people who should be given pri-

ority, were the people who have gone 
out in combat and put their lives on 
the line and actually been hit by 
enemy gunfire. That is the definition of 
a Purple Heart, when you are injured 
by enemy fire in combat. That is the 
only way one can receive a Purple 
Heart. 

For the people who receive Purple 
Hearts, for those injured in combat, 
they are going to receive fully both 
their retirement check and whatever 
disability they are entitled to as a re-
sult of the wounds that they received 
in the field of combat. That means if it 
is a 10 percent disability, if it is a 20 
percent, if it is a 30 percent, if it is a 40 
percent, all the way up to 100 percent, 
Mr. Speaker, those people who went 
out and received enemy gunfire and got 
a disability as a result of that are 
going to receive both checks. 

I think every American veteran 
would have it that way, that the first 
people who should receive both dis-
ability and a retirement check are the 
people who put their lives on the line 
and received wounds at the hands of 
the enemy. 

Now, we have a second category. 
That second category is what we call 
combat-related. That means they may 
be in a combat zone undertaking mili-
tary operations and may be injured. As 
they are moving logistics, they may 
have a truck roll over and disable 
them. They may have something else 
happen to them that does not amount 
to enemy fire and something that 
would justify a Purple Heart, but none-
theless, they are injured in some type 
of a role that relates to combat. If that 
injury is 60 percent or greater, which is 
the standard that the House had in its 
concurrent receipt bill, they are going 
to receive both their disability and 
their retirement. 

Now, we also said, okay, if one is un-
dertaking a hazardous operation, for 
example, if they are in a submarine or 
a swift boat or some other activity 
that is military-related, combat-re-
lated, and is a hazardous operation, 
even though they may not be exchang-
ing gunfire with the enemy in that par-
ticular area of operations, and if they 
have a 60 percent or greater disability 
they also will receive both checks. 

We also said if one is training for 
combat. That means if one is a para-
trooper with the 101st Airborne, or 
they are with the 82nd Airborne at Fort 
Bragg and they have a jump operation 
and the parachute malfunctions and 
they injure their pelvis in that jump, 
because they are training for combat, 
if they have a 60 percent or greater dis-
ability, they also are going to receive 
both checks, Mr. Speaker. 

So in this time of limited funds, we 
have tried to do what we think is the 
right thing; that is, to go first to our 
people who have been in combat, and 
then to people who have been in com-
bat-related activities and also people 
who have been training for combat and 
give them both checks, both their dis-
ability check and their retirement 
check. 
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So, Mr. Speaker, we have worked this 

out. We think this is a great package. 
I want to thank the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. SKELTON), who carries on 
the long tradition, as we do on both 
sides of the aisle, of trying to put to-
gether what I think is the most bipar-
tisan bill that this House produces, 
which is the defense bill. I want to 
thank him for everything that he has 
done. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
4546, the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for fiscal year 2003. I will go 
into the reasons momentarily, but first 
let me compliment my friend, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER), 
as well as the committee chairman, the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. STUMP), 
for the work they did in shaping this 
conference report. 

Mr. Speaker, this was the farewell 
voyage as our chairman for the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. STUMP). The 
seas were far from smooth in this legis-
lation and the issues were particularly 
difficult, so I applaud the efforts of the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. STUMP) 
and the leadership of the gentleman 
from California (Mr. DUNCAN) in recog-
nizing the totality of this legislation. 

I do want to raise a note of caution, 
however. Mr. Speaker, it is unusual to 
consider a conference report on a de-
fense bill under suspension of the rules. 
I am not totally comfortable with that 
process. All other things being equal, it 
would be preferable to consider the bill 
in a more deliberative fashion. 

I also recognize that there is little 
time remaining in this session. Passage 
of this bill is vitally important. The 
fact that we are considering this bill 
today reflects the commitment of the 
members of the Committee on Armed 
Services, who must provide for the men 
and women of our country when they 
are sacrificing in so many ways to de-
fend our country. 

I am not delighted with the outcome 
of every issue, either, far from it, but I 
might point out that our troops need 
the authorization for the 4.1 percent 
pay raise. They need authorization for 
special pay to compensate and help re-
tain those who have special skills. Our 
bases need military construction and 
family housing authorization, for those 
projects are critical to maintaining 
both adequate infrastructures and 
quality of life for our servicemen and 
women. They can now move forward 
with that authorization. 

We need to authorize the money for 
military operations, flying hours, 
steaming days, and tank miles, and 
allow our troops to be the best-trained 
and the best-prepared in the world. 

I would also mention the concurrent 
receipt. The gentleman from California 
fully spelled out the end result of the 
very difficult negotiations that oc-
curred, hard-fought issues, and a very, 
very important issue to so many of 

those military retirees who have done 
so much for our country. 

Nevertheless, the conference agree-
ment is a significant step in the right 
direction, and by providing concurrent 
receipt to Purple Heart recipients and 
to other retirees with high-percentage 
combat-related disabilities, we provide 
a basis for further consideration of this 
issue in the years ahead. 

I am pleased that we were able to 
reach satisfactory agreements on the 
other difficult issues relating to end 
strength, environmental provisions, 
missile defense, abortion, and various 
foreign policy questions. This bill 
moves the military substantially for-
ward toward new ways of fighting. It 
helps the Army and Marine Corps move 
faster and increases the Air Force’s 
qualitative edge. 

Perhaps more than at any other time 
in the last decade it is essential that 
this House take action to provide for 
our military men and women and the 
programs and activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense. This vote will be seen 
not only in Kabul and Baghdad, but 
Diego Garcia, Fort Irwin and Norfolk. 
We need to send a message to the 
American public and to our adversaries 
and allies that we in Congress are pre-
pared to give our men and women in 
uniform the support and protection 
they deserve. 

I want to commend again the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER), 
and our friend, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. STUMP), for whom this bill is 
named, for a job well done and the co-
operation they have given.

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

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. HEFLEY) for the purpose of a 
colloquy. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding time to me. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe it is essential 
that the RECORD accurately reflect the 
intent of the House managers regard-
ing section 315 of this conference report 
relating to the incidental takings of 
migratory birds during military readi-
ness activities. 

Subsection (b) of this provision re-
quires the Secretary of Defense, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of the In-
terior, to ‘‘identify measures’’ to mini-
mize, mitigate, and monitor impacts of 
military readiness activities on migra-
tory birds. 

I note that the provision does not 
state ‘‘identify and implement.’’ Am I 
correct in assuming that this choice of 
words indicates the conference com-
mittee’s clear intent that the Depart-
ment of Defense shall not be required 
directly, or indirectly through the reg-
ulations promulgated by the Depart-
ment of the Interior under subsection 
(d), to implement the measures identi-
fied pursuant to subsection (b)? 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEFLEY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY) is 
correct. The language means precisely 
what it says: The Department of De-
fense is not required to implement the 
measures it identifies in subsection (b), 
nor is the Department of the Interior 
required or expected to include any of 
the identified measures in the regula-
tions issued under subsection (d). 

To the contrary, subsection (b) mere-
ly requires the Department of Defense 
to inventory measures that it might 
voluntarily choose to adopt to protect 
migratory birds during both the in-
terim statutory exemption period cre-
ated in the legislation and the ultimate 
regulatory exemption period. It would 
completely undermine the specific in-
tent of section 315 to read subsection 
(b) as imposing a new duty to imple-
ment the identified measures on the 
Department of Defense, or to impose on 
the Department of the Interior a duty 
to incorporate some or all of the iden-
tified measures into the exemptive reg-
ulation issued under subsection (d). 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for that. 

I would like to further clarify an-
other question related to section 315. 
Subsection (d)(1) imposes an obligation 
on the Secretary of the Interior to ex-
ercise her authority under section 3(a) 
of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act not 
later than 1 year after section 315 is en-
acted to prescribe regulations to ex-
empt the Armed Forces for incidental 
takings of migratory birds during au-
thorized military readiness activities. 

Subsection (d)2 further specifies that 
the Secretary of the Interior must ob-
tain the concurrence of the Secretary 
of Defense in exercising this authority. 
Since the Secretary of the Interior 
must obtain the concurrence of the 
Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of 
the Interior may find it challenging to 
complete agency rule-making within 1 
year. 

Is the Secretary of the Interior re-
quired to issue the regulation within 1 
year? 

Mr. HUNTER. If the gentleman will 
yield further, Mr. Speaker, this is not 
the meaning of the plain language of 
the provision. It does not state that the 
Secretary of the Interior shall issue 
regulations under subsection (3)(a) of 
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act to ex-
empt the Armed Forces. Instead, the 
Secretary of the Interior is required 
within the 1-year period to begin the 
process of exempting the Armed 
Forces’ military readiness activities 
from the incidental taking prohibition 
of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. The 
Secretary of the Interior is not re-
quired to complete the process within 1 
year. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for that. That is my un-
derstanding of the intent of the con-
ferees, as well. 

I take it, therefore, that if the proc-
ess is not completed within 1 year, the 
interim statutory exemption conferred 
by section (c) would continue to run 
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beyond the 1-year period identified in 
section (d)(1), plus the 120-day period 
for seeking judicial review identified in 
section (e)? 

Mr. HUNTER. The gentleman is cor-
rect. The language of the provision is 
absolutely clear on that point. In sub-
section (c), it is expressly stated that 
the interim period of legislative ex-
emption ends ‘‘on the date on which 
the Secretary of the Interior publishes 
in the Federal Register a notice that’’, 
among other things, ‘‘all legal chal-
lenges to the regulations and to the 
manner of their promulgation (if any) 
have been exhausted . . . and the regu-
lations have taken effect.’’

Any number of circumstances could 
delay that effective date. As I discussed 
earlier, subsection (d) does not require 
the Secretary of the Interior to con-
clude the rulemaking within 1 year, 
only to commence it. 

Securing the concurrence of the De-
partment of Defense as required by 
subsection (d)(2) could also be time-
consuming. Subsection (e) does not re-
quire that judicial review be concluded 
within 120 days, only that it com-
mence.

b 1845 

Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman is 
aware, such litigation can be quite pro-
tracted. If the litigation resulted in the 
invalidation of the rule, then the rule-
making, concurrence, and judicial re-
view process would commence once 
again, further extending the interim 
period of statutory exemption, because 
that period ends only upon the deter-
mination of the Secretary of the Inte-
rior upon subsection (c)(2) and (3) and 
‘‘all legal challenges have been ex-
hausted and the regulations have taken 
effect.’’

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for these important 
clarifications. I think it is important 
that we are clear on what the con-
ference committee meant when we en-
acted it in this form. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. LARSON). 

(Mr. LARSON of Connecticut asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in strong support of the 
legislation and with the opportunity to 
engage the chairman in a colloquy if 
the gentleman would see fit. I want to 
associate myself with the remarks of 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
SKELTON) and especially the out-
standing work that was done by the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. STUMP), 
whom this great piece of legislation is 
named after, and at this point I would 
like to enter into a colloquy as it re-
lates to concurrent receipt and con-
cerns I have with the language that are 
outlined in the bill. 

With respect to the bill, my specific 
questions deal with sections that talk 
about what will happen to any retiree 
who has at least a 60 percent disability 

rating or more for combat-related dis-
ability and the various categories that 
it breaks that down into. Under those 
specific categories are: A, if the dis-
abling condition was incurred as a re-
sult of armed conflict; B, while en-
gaged in hazardous service; C, under 
conditions simulating war; and D, 
caused by an instrumentality of war, 
examples of which include a person 
steps on a mine, accidents involving 
military combat, sicknesses or caused 
by fumes or gas or military ordnance. 
And I want to know if that applies spe-
cifically to Agent Orange and Gulf 
Syndrome?

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. I yield 
to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for raising this issue, 
and I can assure him the conference 
agreement does nothing to preclude 
DOD’s consideration of disabilities re-
lated to Agent Orange or other dis-
abling circumstances for which the VA 
has a presumption of causality. 

The agreement does require the Sec-
retary of Defense to establish a process 
and criteria for evaluating whether a 
disability is combat related. We know 
that DOD already has some criteria in 
place to evaluate combat disabilities. 
If the Secretary of Defense builds on 
these criteria to implement this con-
ference agreement, they would appear 
to be broad enough. 

For example, in looking over the 
items the gentleman has listed, they 
are the criteria as he stated, a direct 
result of armed conflict while engaged 
in hazardous service or in the perform-
ance of duty under conditions simu-
lating war or through an instrumen-
tality of war. 

Certainly Agent Orange, which I saw 
in Vietnam, was intended to defoliate 
areas of forest that were close to Amer-
ican base camps and areas of operation 
to keep the enemy from being able to 
close around you undiscovered. That 
would be considered to be an instru-
mentality of war and therefore would 
be covered as an agent that would be 
covered under this particular provi-
sion. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, I appreciate the gentleman’s 
comments, and I assume that would 
apply to Gulf Syndrome as well. 

I know in Connecticut, having con-
stituents that have been afflicted, I be-
lieve under the new language that this 
would be applicable; but inasmuch as it 
is not specifically outlined here, the 
gentleman’s comments are most appre-
ciated. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I would 
say in doing some research into the 
Gulf War Syndrome and the potential 
of what I consider to be the actual blow 
back of agents that went over Amer-
ican troops, that the release of those 
agents would certainly be considered to 
be an instrumentality of war, and I 
think the legislation intends that that 
is the case. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. SAXTON). 

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, let me 
take a minute at the outset to talk a 
little bit about the individual after 
whom this bill is named. The gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. STUMP) 
comes from Arizona. After the an-
nouncement of the gentleman’s retire-
ment, this bill was named the Bob 
Stump Military Authorization Bill of 
2003. 

Let me discuss the lifetime service of 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
STUMP) that many Members may not 
know about because it is quite remark-
able. At the age of 16 in 1943, during of 
course World War II, the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. STUMP) joined the 
Navy and for the rest of the war he 
played a very active role taking part in 
the invasion of Iwo Jima and Okinawa, 
and of course those were very dan-
gerous places to be in those days. But 
having known the gentleman from Ari-
zona for the last 18 years, dangerous 
places have never fazed him. He cer-
tainly is not a bashful guy with respect 
to those types of things. 

In 1959, the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. STUMP) ran for the first time for 
the Arizona State legislature and 
worked his way through the State leg-
islature until he became, in the early 
1970s, the President of the State Sen-
ate. In 1977, he came here to Congress 
and became a member of the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs and the 
Committee on Armed Services, and 
again worked his way to the chairman-
ship of the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs and then on the Committee on 
Armed Services. Announcing his retire-
ment made us sad, but this bill, the 
Bob Stump Defense Authorization Bill 
of 2003, is a tribute to a gentleman with 
a great lifetime of service to this coun-
try and we all thank him for it and 
want him to know we will miss him. 

One other thing about this bill which 
I think is extremely important, work-
ing through this bill with the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER) 
and with the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. SKELTON), this bill worked 
through an open process with a whole 
series of compromises, compromises 
that perhaps did not leave anybody on 
either side terribly happy, but it was 
the best we could do with the amount 
of money that we had at our disposal. 

As chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Military Construction, I worked with 
the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. 
SYNDER) and others to craft the legisla-
tion in a way that we could do the best 
with the dollars that we had available 
to us, and I think we have done that. 

Other compromises involved oper-
ational kinds of things. For example, 
this bill includes funding for 13 addi-
tional C–17s in 2003. The gentleman 
from California (Mr. HUNTER) and I 
probably did not think that was 
enough; but again, with the dollars we 
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had available to us, we did what we 
could. 

Actually with regard to this subject 
of the C–17, I happen to think that with 
the Army transformation going for-
ward and the ability to deploy to a nec-
essary area within the required time, 
according to the Army which is 96 
hours, I do not think that we will have 
near enough C–17 airplanes even when 
the total complement, which is cur-
rently 180, is procured. I think the 
number is probably closer to 300 air-
planes that we are going to need, and 
perhaps some day we will get there. 
Today, we have our sights set on too 
few and are getting them too slow, but 
that is the nature of compromise. 

Still it is a good bill in this global at-
mosphere, worthy of the support of 
every single Member on both sides of 
the aisle. I ask Members to support 
this bill.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Arkan-
sas (Mr. SNYDER). 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of the bill, and also want to 
add my accolades to the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. STUMP). He was the 
chairman of the Committee on Armed 
Services and the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

I do want to express some dissatisfac-
tion with the process here tonight that 
we have been dealt. The gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) men-
tioned the problems of doing this with 
a suspension bill, which means a very 
limited time period for debate. I am 
more concerned about the notification. 
I found out about this in the airport 
late this afternoon that this bill was 
going to be coming up tonight, when 
we had been told for several weeks that 
the conference reports would be coming 
up on Wednesday or Thursday. I under-
stand we are at the end of the session 
in a lame duck and we are not sure how 
long we are going to be here, but de-
mocracy was not intended to be an effi-
cient process, and sometimes we can be 
too efficient. I think there is a substan-
tial number of Members that do not 
know that this debate is going on to-
night. 

Like many Members, I spent Vet-
erans Day at events the last couple of 
days and through the weekend, and a 
lot of veterans came up to me and 
asked about the issue of concurrent re-
ceipt and why the President threatened 
to veto it and why the House leader-
ship did not want to do the bill before 
the election. 

I would have liked to have taken the 
language that is in the bill that we are 
voting on tonight and send to my vet-
erans back home and have them com-
ment on it before we come to the floor 
today. But, unfortunately, that did not 
occur. I would hope that we would have 
a process more in accord with the open 
kind of notification that a democracy 
really demands. 

I rise in support of the bill and appre-
ciate all of the work that the staff and 
Members have put into this, and I 

thank the gentleman from California 
(Mr. HUNTER) for stepping in in the ab-
sence of the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. STUMP).

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
31⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. MCHUGH), the chairman of 
the Subcommittee on Military Per-
sonnel. 

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, I extend 
my great appreciation and admiration 
to the acting chairman, the gentleman 
from California (Mr. HUNTER), the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON), 
and of course our full committee chair-
man, the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
STUMP), who has done such yeoman’s 
tasks, as the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. SAXTON) just described so elo-
quently a few minutes ago, and to the 
gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. 
SNYDER) for his support and his great 
work on this. 

Mr. Speaker, it is obvious from the 
conversations and statements that 
have been made here in recent minutes 
past that this evening’s consideration 
of this particular conference report is 
surrounded by what I think is an un-
derstandable controversy on one issue, 
and that is of concurrent receipt. 

The discussions suggests that for the 
first time in more than 4 decades, pas-
sage of a defense conference report is 
not a foregone conclusion. And given 
where the Congress, the Nation, and 
most importantly our military per-
sonnel find themselves on this day in 
history, such a defeat would be a disas-
trous failure to fulfill our responsibil-
ities at this fateful point in our his-
tory. 

I want the record to show that I con-
sider myself a strong supporter of con-
current receipt. It is no secret that in 
recent years the House version of the 
defense bill has been silent on this 
issue. The realities of fully financing 
the provisions, some $45.8 billion over 
10 years routinely cause us to forego 
any action whatsoever; and as such, 
veterans suffer. 

After having the honor of assuming 
the chairmanship of the Subcommittee 
on Military Personnel 2 years ago, I 
was surprised and very, very pleased to 
be able to work with both sides of the 
aisle, the leadership in the House on 
both sides of the aisle, as well as the 
bipartisan members of the Committee 
on the Budget, certainly led by the ef-
forts of the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. 
NUSSLE) for the first time ever to in-
clude some $17.8 billion over 10 years in 
the House budget resolution that led to 
our defense bill for the first time ever 
to provide full retirement and dis-
ability benefits to any veteran 60 per-
cent or greater disabled. But like most 
every Member of this body, I consid-
ered that a positive initiative but real-
ly a minimum, a first step in cor-
recting toward what we all feel is a 
very unfair policy. 

Unfortunately, there are certain re-
alities in the legislative process that 
we cannot avoid, and that is it takes 
three parties to enact a provision into 

law: The House, the Senate, and the 
White House.

b 1900 

The fact of the matter is that while 
this provision is not what many, if not 
all of us, wanted, certainly it is 
progress. It takes us a step in the right 
direction. To defer reaction and an-
swering to our veterans’ needs and not 
passing this bill would be a disastrous 
abdication of our responsibilities, par-
ticularly at this very, very tenuous 
time in our Nation’s history. With all 
of the other good provisions, pay in-
crease, military end strength, veterans 
and military health care systems co-
operation, I think certainly we should 
stand forward and support this bill. 

I urge all of our colleagues to vote in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 6 
minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. TAYLOR). 

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, along with my colleagues, I 
would like to wish my very heartfelt 
thanks and farewell to the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. STUMP). He will be 
sadly missed. He served this Nation 
very well since the early 1940s as a 
young seaman in the Navy and he has 
been a great Congressman. If the gen-
tleman is watching, we are sure going 
to miss you. You are a great guy. 

Mr. Speaker, the procurement por-
tion of this bill does a lot, but as all of 
us always feel at the end of the year, 
we have never done quite enough. The 
fleet is still the smallest it has been 
since 1933. But I am pleased to an-
nounce that the bill would fund the 
building of two Aegis class destroyers, 
one Virginia class submarine, one 
LPD–17, four service life extensions for 
LCACs, two submarine conversions, 
one submarine refueling, two small-
waterplane twin-hull mine hunters, one 
T-AKE, which I hope the gentleman 
from California (Mr. HUNTER) will help 
me put some American propellers on; 
and $54 million to the title XI ship-
building program for our domestic 
shipbuilders. 

Aircraftwise, we are going to build 23 
F–22s, 48 F/A–18s, 12 C–17s, a multiyear 
procurement for C–130Js, 35 JPATS 
trainers, one JSTARS, 35 UH–60 
Blackhawk variants and a variant for 
15 Navy versions of that helicopter; six 
training helicopters and 11 V–22s. 

As far as ground forces, there will be 
35 MLRS systems, 45 upgrades to the 
Bradley armored personnel carriers, 332 
Stryker interim armored vehicles, and 
upgrades to 31 M1A2s. 

But like all of my colleagues, Mr. 
Speaker, I am a bit concerned and 
somewhat disappointed that we could 
not do a better job on concurrent re-
ceipt. If the gentleman from California 
would, I would like to engage in a fur-
ther colloquy. 

Mr. Speaker, I know the gentleman 
from California is a Vietnam vet and 
he has mentioned this scenario of 
Agent Orange. I happen to have a staff-
er who in the past year has become 
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very, very sick as a result of his service 
in the Gulf War. After much testing, it 
was determined it was a result of mer-
cury poisoning, and the only thing that 
any doctor can conclude is that it is 
from the air he breathed while he was 
in Desert Storm. My question would 
be, he was a young man when this oc-
curred so he is not a military retiree. 
But had that happened to someone who 
had served 20 years or more, they have 
no visible scars, they did not receive 
the Purple Heart, they served, they 
went when their Nation called, and as 
a result of that they have been 
poisoned. 

How does this bill address that? Be-
cause again, I understand the need to 
reward, to compensate the person who 
has lost an arm, a leg, their vision, 
their ability to have children, but this 
is someone who has truly been 
poisoned as a result of his service to 
our Nation. What will we do for them 
with this concurrent receipt language?

Mr. HUNTER. If the gentleman will 
yield, I can offer to my good colleague 
what would be my intent and my un-
derstanding of what we have done and 
that is this: One category for disability 
that is compensable is for disabilities 
that are caused by an instrumentality 
of war. Just like the Agent Orange 
spraying that was done in Vietnam 
was, in my estimation, an instrumen-
tality of war which was meant to defo-
liate the areas that were around Amer-
ican operations, American base camps, 
American centers so that the enemy 
could not close undetected and get up 
close to American soldiers, that that 
spray, that herbicide, was definitely an 
instrumentality of war that was uti-
lized in carrying out the military mis-
sion. 

Similarly in my analysis, and every-
body has their own opinion and has 
seen their own set of facts and seen the 
base facts on what happened in the 
Gulf War, my opinion is that some of 
the agent that was stockpiled by Sad-
dam Hussein in the last war, the can-
isters of which were ruptured during 
the war itself, some of that agent had 
a blowback over American troops. I 
think there was some contamination of 
American troops by that agent. In that 
situation, if that is found to be the 
cause of an injury, that blowback of 
agent would certainly be considered to 
be an instrumentality of war and car-
ried out in the mission of war. 

So my answer is yes, it would be in-
cluded. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr. 
Chairman, if I may, since I have seen a 
tendency for some people in the bu-
reaucracy of government to somehow 
lose sight of the value of our veterans, 
would you consider a letter to that ex-
tent to the Secretary? The Secretary 
has got a lot of things on his plate. 
Maybe he does not deal with individ-
uals to the extent that you and I as 
representatives of 700,000 people do, but 
would you consider a letter to the Sec-
retary along those lines telling him of 
our strong interest in accomplishing 
just that? 

Mr. HUNTER. Certainly. I would be 
happy to put what I have just said in a 
letter and send it to the Secretary. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Again, 
as a part of that letter, I would like to 
hear the Secretary’s response because I 
would sure as heck hope that we do not 
have to wait another year before some 
of these injustices are finally made 
right. I thank you very much for your 
explanation. I look forward to working 
with you on that letter to the Sec-
retary. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the balance of my time to my great 
friend, the gentleman from Utah (Mr. 
HANSEN), who has received short shrift 
throughout this conference on his 
issues. 

Mr. HANSEN. I thank my friend for 
yielding me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support, reluc-
tant support, of this bill. I have great 
respect for BOB STUMP, my neighbor to 
the south in Arizona, and my good 
friend, DUNCAN HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise more as a chairman of the Com-
mittee on Resources who has been able 
to see that there are many things that 
overlap, many things that are done in 
Resources that I have signed letters to 
BOB STUMP because I thought they 
were important that he has the right to 
do it. 

One of those in the 1906 Migratory 
Bird Act. The Migratory Bird Act is 
something that overlaps with military 
every day when you have bird strikes. 
More and more, we are having bird 
strikes. We know about that very poor 
judicial decision that came out of the 
Ninth Circuit Court which, in effect, 
says it is a taking if a fighter plane 
hits a bird. The Marine and Mammal 
Act, which was not acted upon in this 
bill, will have to be acted upon and the 
Endangered Species Act. I think some 
people are more interested in how they 
are scored with the League of Con-
servation Voters than they are in 
training our boys and the girls who 
fight in this thing. 

We stand up here and we always talk 
about the idea we train the way we 
fight. Well, we are not doing it this 
time. This time we are just bending 
over backwards to make sure that we 
take more care of the slimy slug than 
we do the guy in the tank or on the 
ground or in the airplane. 

Sometimes compromise is a good 
thing and I have heard that politics 
and compromise are synonyms. I hard-
ly believe it in this particular case. It 
comes down to the idea that on the En-
dangered Species Act and on the Migra-
tory Bird Act, it would have been bet-
ter if we had not have taken it. What 
we sent from the House was excellent. 
I have heard from the Pentagon today. 
They said, ‘‘Mr. Chairman, we would 
just as soon not have had the com-
promise that came out.’’ I think that 
should be the case. 

On our test and training ranges, 
when we have now lost most of Camp 
Pendleton, when we have now lost 
most of Ford Hood, when we have now 

lost most of the Utah test and training 
range and others because of some of 
these areas, it really pains me that we 
have found ourselves in that position. 

The Committee on Resources today 
put a shot across the bow in that hop-
per down there. It will just take the 
heart out of some people. It will not 
pass for a while, but I hope some people 
look at it. That is, to change the En-
dangered Species Act that it does not 
apply on military ground, that it does 
not apply on private property, and that 
it does not apply on plants. If anyone is 
just gasping at this and losing their 
breath, let them take into consider-
ation to go read the 1973 Endangered 
Species Act because that is what they 
intended when it was passed, not to go 
out and ruin the things that we are 
doing. 

I am going to vote for this. I have 
such great respect for BOB STUMP and 
DUNCAN HUNTER, I will vote for it. I 
will sign the report as the second guy 
after the gentleman from California 
here and soon to be as just another cit-
izen, I am glad that you have let me 
say these things. 

I thank the Speaker for the time, I 
thank the gentleman from Missouri for 
the time, and I thank the gentleman 
from California for the time.

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

This bill is appropriately named for 
Chairman BOB STUMP. We came to Con-
gress together in January 1977 and he 
has performed great service to our Na-
tion, first as chairman of the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs and then as 
chairman of this committee. It is fully 
appropriate that we name this bill for 
him for the great and outstanding 
work that he did. We thank him for his 
efforts. 

Mr. Speaker, I must also say the staff 
has done such phenomenal work on a 
very difficult bill, with issues that 
seemed unsolvable. A special thanks to 
Jim Schweiter and his crew, to Robert 
Rangel and those that work with him 
and all of the professional staff that we 
have. We are truly blessed to be able to 
put together this authorization bill. 

These are difficult times, Mr. Speak-
er, for America. I am convinced that 
those in uniform will be challenged to 
the best that is in them. That is why it 
is important that we in the Congress 
and that we on the Committee on 
Armed Services authorize all that we 
possibly can to help them with their 
work in defending America, American 
lives and American interests. 

Mr. Speaker, I extend special thanks 
to DUNCAN HUNTER for his work in put-
ting this bill to a successful conclu-
sion.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of the conference report on the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2003. This legislation supports our troops 
as they continue to wage the war against ter-
rorism and prepares them to engage in addi-
tional contingencies to ensure the security of 
our nation and the world. 

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 05:41 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00479 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\K12NO7.070 H12PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8540 November 12, 2002
I am very pleased that the conference report 

includes agreement on many provisions di-
rectly relevant to Guam. Over $75 million in 
military construction is authorized for installa-
tions and facilities on Guam, including a new 
water supply system at Andersen Air Force 
Base and Phase III of the Guam Army Na-
tional Guard Readiness Center. The people of 
Guam welcome the military build-up and ap-
preciate the recognition that this legislation 
provides to the contributions our island offers 
to U.S. national security. Furthermore, I am 
especially pleased that agreement was 
reached in conference to establish a Weapons 
of Mass Destruction Civil Support Team for 
Guam. This specially equipped and trained 
team of the Guam National Guard will prove to 
prepare us for any disaster involving a weap-
on of mass destruction. 

The Senate has also receded to two House 
provisions that authorize National Guard mem-
bers use of the commissary when they are 
called to state duty during a national emer-
gency, as was experienced after September 
11, 2002, and that require a single point of 
contact to be established within the Depart-
ment of Defense to address matters involving 
unexploded ordnance. 

Lastly I want to draw attention to agreement 
on a particular provision that affects Guam 
and the readiness of our troops. The con-
ference report includes language that will pro-
vide flexibility under the Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act to ensure the restoration and non-interrup-
tion of essential training on Farallon de 
Medinlla (FDM), an island north of Guam in 
the Northern Marianas. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of the con-
ference report and thank our Chairman and 
our Ranking Member for their exceptional 
leadership and continued support of Guam.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, as 
chairman of the House Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs, I rise in support of the pending 
conference report on the Bob Stump Defense 
Authorization Act for fiscal year 2003. I would 
like to commend the conferees for their hard 
work in bringing this report to the floor, and 
particularly for including several provisions 
within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs that will increase the cooperation 
and resource sharing between medical facili-
ties and programs of the Armed Forces and 
those of the Department of Veterans Affairs. 

Sections 721 through 729 of the conference 
report would mandate new health care re-
source sharing programs between the Depart-
ments of Defense and Veterans Affairs, and 
would provide strong, unprecedented incen-
tives for the Departments to work as true part-
ners in delivering health care to the military-
veteran community. 

Mr. Speaker, last June, I along with Vet-
erans’ Affairs Committee Ranking Member 
LANE EVANS and others, introduced H.R. 2667, 
the Department of Defense-Department of 
Veterans Affairs Health Resources Access Im-
provement Act of 2001, legislation designed to 
increase the level of cooperation and sharing 
between the health care systems of DOD and 
VA. Despite legislation authorizing resource 
sharing being on the books for two decades, 
these massive health care systems of VA, 
Army, Navy and Air Force, have failed to take 
significant or even commonsense actions to 
cooperate and collaborate to share their re-
sources when and where appropriate. Our leg-
islation was designed to jump-start this proc-
ess through practical and achievable means. 

On March 7, 2002, our Subcommittee on 
Health held a joint hearing with the Armed 
Services Subcommittee on Military Personnel 
to examine H.R. 2667. At that hearing, we re-
ceived significant support from veterans’ orga-
nizations, Administration officials and Mem-
bers of both Subcommittees. Using the feed-
back from that hearing, we were able to 
achieve a significant compromise that is now 
incorporated in the Conference Report. 

Specifically, the Conference agreement 
would: Mandate, rather than permit sharing 
where feasible; require VA and DOD to jointly 
plan for the future of both health care sys-
tems; provide funding incentives for facilities 
that have forged ahead and demonstrated the 
advantages of sharing resources—initially lim-
ited to three sites; make VA and DOD develop 
information systems and management struc-
tures to allow their respective pharmacy serv-
ices to become interoperable; and encourage 
combined training for health care providers. 

Let me be very clear what these provisions 
do not do.

They do not combine the Federal health 
care systems; they do not merge the two sys-
tems; they do not reduce overall delivery of 
medical services; and they do not lower the 
level of funding for either health care system. 
Rather, this legislation takes advantage of op-
portunities to better serve both populations—
when and where it makes sense. By sharing 
equipment, facilities, technology or personnel, 
VA and DOD can achieve efficiencies that 
would then be reinvested to provide expanded 
services to even more veterans, active duty 
military, retirees, and military dependents and 
survivors. 

I am pleased to report to my colleagues that 
the Conference language on sharing has the 
support of The American Legion, the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars, the National Military Vet-
erans’ Alliance, the Military Coalition for Health 
Care, the Paralyzed Veterans of America, and 
the Disabled American Veterans. 

While legal authority for resource sharing 
between the departments has existed for 20 
years, the level of sharing between the VA 
and DOD remains abysmally low, accounting 
for only two-tenths of one percent of their 
combined $40 billion health care budgets. My 
committee staff made 16 site visits last year to 
DOD–VA sites, and just recently during our 
August recess Health Chairman Moran and 
fellow Committee Member Jeff Miller visited 
the Navy Medical Center in Pensacola, Florida 
and Eglin Air Force Base. They reported to 
me that this particular Panhandle area, with so 
many military facilities and a growing popu-
lation of older veterans and military retirees, is 
ripe for additional DOD–VA sharing. 

All our visits to sites where VA and DOD 
health care activities are in very close prox-
imity are carefully documented in a Committee 
staff report filed earlier this year. I commend 
that report to all the conferees here today, but 
let me briefly give you a couple of compelling 
examples of what we believe are the kinds of 
problems this legislation can solve. 

Charleston, South Carolina is home to a 
Navy Hospital and a VA Medical Center. Dur-
ing a visit last year by our Committee staff, the 
Navy Hospital’s Executive Officer, in the 
course of discussing the issue of resource 
sharing, talked about the difficulty he had in 
recruiting and retaining pharmacy technicians 
to handle a daily backlog of 500 prescriptions. 
Directly across the street from the Navy Hos-

pital is a VA Consolidated Mail-out Pharmacy, 
which fills 60,000 mail-out prescriptions daily 
for VA’s patients. The Navy hospital officer 
was completely unaware of this facility’s capa-
bilities. 

Crossing the street with my staff, they vis-
ited the VA pharmacy for the first time, took a 
tour, and talked to the chief pharmacist, who 
said that he would have no difficulty filling 500 
daily prescriptions for the Navy, an amount 
barely noticeable in his massive workload. To 
date, a year later, it appears nothing has 
changed. It’s inexcusable in my view to waste 
such opportunities. 

I know from my own experience how difficult 
it can sometimes be to just get the four serv-
ice branches to cooperate between them-
selves. My own congressional district in New 
Jersey over the past 22 years has either con-
tained or been in close proximity to several 
military installations, including the Army’s Fort 
Dix, the Air Force’s McGuire Air Force Base, 
and the Navy’s Naval Research Laboratory in 
Lakehurst. I remember visiting them some 
years ago and it seemed as though you need-
ed to get a passport just to cross from Fort 
Dix to McGuire.

We all know of institutional resistance to 
change, but that resistance must be over-
come. With the demand for health care serv-
ices rising, and the cost of care also going up, 
we cannot wait any longer to take real, mean-
ingful actions to find ways to serve both popu-
lations more effectively and more efficiently. 
For two decades, VA and DOD have had the 
authority and the charge to improve sharing of 
health care resources, and the results have 
been dismal. We don’t need more studies or 
more reports; we need action. 

Our VA–DOD sharing language in the Bob 
Stump Authorization Act will be a major step 
forward in that regard, and I commend the 
conferees for retaining the provisions in the 
final conference agreement that is now before 
the House. I want to thank our Committee’s 
Ranking Democratic Member, LANE EVANS, 
Health Subcommittee Chairman JERRY 
MORAN, and Subcommittee Ranking Member 
BOB FILNER for their hard work in this legisla-
tion. In addition, I want to thank Armed Serv-
ices Committee Chairman BOB STUMP, a 
former Chairman of the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee, Ranking Member IKE SKELTON, Sub-
committee Chairman BOB MCHUGH, and Rank-
ing Member Dr. VIC SNYDER, for all of their 
work to reach this agreement. 

Mr. Speaker, the conference report also in-
cludes language providing additional benefits 
to military retirees who have incurred signifi-
cant combat related disabilities. Unfortunately, 
this agreement is not as generous as an ear-
lier provision on concurrent receipt that was 
approved by the House and I expect that 
many Members will be working on this issue 
during the 108th Congress. I will support these 
efforts. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I cannot let the oppor-
tunity pass without also adding some words to 
commend my dear friend, predecessor and 
long-term colleague, the Honorable BOB 
STUMP. It is indeed a fitting tribute to BOB 
STUMP that this measure be titled the ‘‘BOB 
STUMP National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2003’’. BOB STUMP has been a 
friend of those who serve in the Armed Forces 
since his own experience as a Navy corpsman 
serving in the South Pacific theater during 
World War II. Although Chairman STUMP has 
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been known to shun the spotlight, his words 
and actions speak volumes about his dedica-
tion to all those who served. 

For those who may not be familiar with 
some of his more notable legislative accom-
plishments, I would like the record to reflect 
the following list of his accomplishments dur-
ing the six years that he served as Chairman 
of the House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 
from 1995 to 2000. Working on a bipartisan 
basis in cooperation with veterans’ service or-
ganizations, the House Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs achieved significant legislative 
success on behalf of our Nation’s veterans 
and their families. The following items only 
highlight what was accomplished during the 
six years of BOB STUMP’s chairmanship. 

VA Health Care Budget—For fiscal year 
2000, Congress provided the largest budget 
increase for VA health care in history, $1.7 bil-
lion. 

Health Care Eligibility Reform—In 1996, 
under CHAIRMAN STUMP’s leadership, Con-
gress passed eligibility reforms that removed 
barriers to outpatient care and allowed greater 
flexibility to the VA so it could pay for care 
closer to where the veteran lives. 

1998 Benefits Expansion—In 1998, Con-
gress passed a significant benefits expansion 
totaling $1.5 billion over five years for im-
provement to veterans’ and survivors’ edu-
cation benefits and benefits for disabled vet-
erans and surviving spouses of totally disabled 
veterans.

Veterans Millennium Health Care and Bene-
fits Act—What has been called the Millennium 
Act is the most comprehensive veterans’ ben-
efits improvement legislation in decades. 
Some of the more significant provisions man-
date nursing home and long-term care and 
allow the VA to pay for some emergency 
health care services. 

Montgomery GI Bill Enhancement—Public 
Law 106–419 increased the value of the 
monthly education benefit by nearly $100 per 
month to $650. During the six years of Chair-
man Stump’s tenure, the Congress increased 
the monthly benefit by 48 percent. 

National Cemetery Expansion—Since 1997, 
7 new national veterans’ cemeteries have 
opened, including one in Oklahoma that was 
required by the Veterans’ Committee as part 
of the Millennium Act. Under Chairman 
STUMP’s guidance, Congress also required the 
VA to begin immediately the planning for 5 na-
tional cemeteries in Atlanta, Miami, Pittsburgh, 
Oklahoma, Sacramento, and Detroit. 

Arlington National Cemetery—Legislation 
was enacted in 1999 to expand the bound-
aries of Arlington National Cemetery, extend-
ing its useful life beyond the projected closing 
date of 2025 so that in-ground burials of vet-
erans can continue until approximately the 
year 2041. Chairman STUMP also cared pas-
sionately about preserving the integrity of the 
Nation’s premier National Cemetery at Arling-
ton, Virginia. During the 105th, 106th, and 
107th Congress, BOB STUMP sponsored legis-
lation that was approved by the entire House 
of Representatives to codify eligibility require-
ments for Arlington. His legislation would have 
preserved eligibility for career service mem-
bers while denying eligibility to Members of 
Congress who did not have the requisite mili-
tary service. 

For these and all of the other measures 
which Chairman STUMP helped to move 
through this and many preceding Congresses, 

I extend the gratitude of the millions of vet-
erans of this nation who benefited so much 
from BOB STUMP’s leadership. We all wish him 
the very best as he returns to his home in Ari-
zona. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge approval of this Con-
ference Report. It deserves to become part of 
BOB STUMP’s legislative legacy.

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong 
support of H.R. 4546, the Fiscal Year 2003, 
National Defense Authorization Act. It rep-
resents a down payment on military readiness 
sustainment that we all recognize as critical to 
national security. 

It is not a perfect bill. I wish more money 
were available to address some of the readi-
ness matters that have been deferred. I re-
main perplexed when I reflect on the impact 
that the resource shortages are having on 
every facet of our military. For example, we 
need to do more to ensure the readiness of 
our reserve components. Much more is re-
quired to adequately address the training 
readiness of our dedicated civilian workforce. 
The core infrastructure maintenance accounts 
remain short of the desired level of funds. 

Let there be no doubt that this bill will not 
do all that needs to be done. But, Mr. Speak-
er, this bill is better than no bill. 

I am especially pleased that we were able 
to reach some accommodations with the ad-
ministration on concurrent receipt. At a time 
when we are preparing to become engaged in 
another conflict situation, we can ill afford not 
to address a matter than affects those who 
have already served. While concurrent receipt 
is not addressed as a directly related readi-
ness matter, no one can deny that it does 
have a potential significant readiness impact. 
It is the right thing to do at this time. I urge my 
colleagues to support the conference report. 
Today provides another opportunity for us to 
do our part in providing for the national secu-
rity of this great nation during a very trying pe-
riod.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LAHOOD). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from 
California (Mr. HUNTER) that the House 
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
ference report on the bill, H.R. 4546. 

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the con-
ference report was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 7 o’clock and 12 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair.

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

9896. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the 

Department’s final rule — Amendment to 
the Beef Promotion and Research Rules and 
Regulations [No. LS-99-20] received Novem-
ber 4, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9897. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Oranges, Grape-
fruit, Tangerines, and Tangelos Grown in 
Florida; Exemption for Shipments of Tree 
Run Citrus [Docket No. FV02-905-4 IFR] re-
ceived November 4, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

9898. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Oranges and 
Grapefruit Grown in Lower Rio Grande Val-
ley in Texas; Decreased Assessment Rate 
[Docket No. FV02-906-1 IFR] received Novem-
ber 4, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9899. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Kiwifruit Grown 
in California; Increased Assessment Rate 
[Docket No. FV02-920-4 FR] received Novem-
ber 4, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9900. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Oranges, Grape-
fruit, Tangerines, and Tangelos Grown in 
Florida; Removing Dancy and Robinson Tan-
gerine Varieties From the Rules and Regula-
tions [Docket No. FV02-905-3 FIR] received 
November 4, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

9901. A letter from the Administrator, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Irish Potatoes 
Grown in Certain Designated Counties in 
Idaho, and Malheur County, Oregon, and 
Irish Potatoes Imported Into the United 
States; Modification of Handling and Import 
Regulations [Docket No. FV00-945-2 FR] re-
ceived November 4, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

9902. A letter from the Director, Financial 
Crimes Enforcement Network, Department 
of the Treasury, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Financial Crimes En-
forcement Network; Anti-Money Laundering 
Programs for Financial Institutions (RIN: 
1506-AA28) received October 29, 2002, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

9903. A letter from the Administrator, 
Rural Housing Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Farm Labor Housing Technical As-
sistance (RIN: 0575-AC25) received October 29, 
2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

9904. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Management and Chief Information Offi-
cer, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting the Department of Treasury’s Commer-
cial and Government Activities Inventory in 
accordance with the Federal Activities In-
ventory Reform (FAIR) Act of 1998; to the 
Committee on Government Reform. 

9905. A letter from the Acting Principal 
Deputy Associate Administrator, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — Acquisition 
Regulation: Contractor Performance Evalua-
tions [FRL 7402-8] received October 29, 2002, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform. 

9906. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Atlantic Highly Migratory Species Fisheries; 
Atlantic Bluefin Tuna [I.D. 100702A] received 
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November 5, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

9907. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Fisheries Off West Coast States and in the 
Western Pacific; Pacific Coast Groundfish 
Fishery; Whiting Closure for the Catcher/
Processor Sector [Docket No. 020402077-01; 
I.D. 101502B] received October 29, 2002, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Resources. 

9908. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; Atlantic 
Bluefin Tuna Quota Specifications and Gen-
eral Category Effort Controls [Docket No. 
020612146-2211-02; I.D. 042602F] (RIN: 0648-
AP90) received October 29, 2002, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Re-
sources. 

9909. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Documentation of Nonimmigrants Under the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, as Amend-
ed: Aliens Ineligible to Transit Without 
Visas (TWOV) (RIN: 1400-AA48) received Oc-
tober 31, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9910. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; Boeing Model 767 
Series Airplanes [Docket No. 2002-NM-250-
AD; Amendment 39-12932; AD 2002-22-07] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received October 31, 2002, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

9911. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; Pilatus Aircraft 
Ltd. Model PC-6 Airplanes [Docket No. 2002-
CE-08-AD; Amendment 39-12914; AD 2002-21-
08] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received October 31, 2002, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

9912. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Standard Instrument Approach Procedures; 
Miscellaneous Amendments [Docket No. 

30334; Amdt. No. 3027] (RIN: 2120-AA65) re-
ceived October 31, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

9913. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Standard Instrument Approach Procedures; 
Miscellaneous Amendments [Docket No. 
30335; Amdt. No. 3028] (RIN: 2120-AA65) re-
ceived October 31, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

9914. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment Class D Airspace; Huntington, 
WV [Airspace Docket No. 02-AEA-06] (RIN: 
2120-AA66) received October 31, 2002, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

9915. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment of Class D Airspace; Titusville, 
FL [Airspace Docket No. 02-ASO-18] (RIN: 
2120-AA66) received October 31, 2002, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

9916. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Modification of Class D Airspace; Knob 
Noster, Whiteman AFB, MO; Modification of 
Class E Airspace; Knob Noster, Whiteman 
AFB, MO [Airspace Docket No. 02-ACE-7] 
(RIN: 2120-AA66) received October 31, 2002, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

9917. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment to Class E Airspace; Gordon, NE 
[Airspace Docket No. 02-ACE-9] (RIN: 2120-
AA66) received October 31, 2002, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

9918. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Establishment of Class E5 Airspace; Spruce 
Pine, NC [Airspace Docket No. 02-ASO-14] 
(RIN: 2120-AA66) received October 31, 2002, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

9919. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 

transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
IFR Altitudes; Miscellaneous Amendments 
[Docket No. 30336; Amdt. No. 438] (RIN: 2120-
AA63) received October 31, 2002, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

9920. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department 
of Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Safety Zone; Mission 
Bay, San Diego, CA [COTP San Diego 02-022] 
(RIN: 2115-AA97) received October 31, 2002, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

9921. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Federal Emergency Management Agency, 
transmitting the Agency’s final rule — Dis-
aster Assistance; Federal Assistance to Indi-
viduals and Households (RIN: 3067-AD25) re-
ceived November 1, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

9922. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Federal Emergency Management Agency, 
transmitting the Agency’s final rule — Dis-
aster Assistance; Federal Assistance to Indi-
viduals and Households (RIN: 3067-AD25) re-
ceived November 1, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

9923. A letter from the Assistant Adminis-
trator, Office of Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Research, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Notice of Open Meeting 
— received November 4, 2002, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Science. 

9924. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting 
the Service’s final rule — Time for per-
forming certain acts postponed by reason of 
service in a combat zone or a Presidentially 
declared disaster (Rev. Proc. 2002-71) received 
November 4, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9925. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting 
the Service’s final rule — Unit Livestock 
Price Method [TD 9019] (RIN: 1545-BA25) re-
ceived October 30, 2002, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means.

N O T I C E

Incomplete record of House proceedings. 
Today’s House proceedings will be continued in the next issue of the Record. 
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Senate
The Senate met at 1 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Vice President 
(Mr. CHENEY). 

PRAYER 
The Chaplain, Dr. Lloyd John 

Ogilvie, offered the following prayer: 
Serendipitous God who delights to 

surprise us with interventions of inspi-
ration when we least expect them and 
most need them, we praise You for ena-
bling this lame duck session to soar 
like an eagle. We pray that these next 
days completing the work of the 107th 
Congress will be expeditious. Following 
last Tuesday’s elections, may a spirit 
of magnanimity be the ambiance of the 
Senate family. Help those who lost ac-
cept Your comfort and courage with 
the assurance that when one door 
closes, You open a new door of oppor-
tunity. Enable those who won to reach 
out with empathy to those who were 
defeated. Bind the whole Senate family 
together with the greater ties of dedi-
cation to You, patriotism for our Na-
tion, and commitment to excellence in 
finishing well the work that must be 
done. With oneness of mind and heart 
we claim Your promise through Isaiah: 
‘‘Those who wait on the Lord shall 
renew their strength; they shall mount 
up with wings like eagles, they shall 
run and not be weary, they shall walk 
and not faint.’’—Isaiah 40:31. Thank 
You, Lord, for this eagle session. 
Amen.

f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The Vice President led the Pledge of 

Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f

CERTIFICATE OF APPOINTMENT 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 

lays before the Senate a certificate of 
appointment for Senator DEAN M. BAR-
KLEY of the State of Minnesota. 

Without objection, it will be placed 
on file and the certificate of appoint-
ment will be deemed to have been read. 

The certificate of appointment is as 
follows:

STATE OF MINNESOTA, EXECUTIVE 
DEPARTMENT 

CERTIFICATE OF APPOINTMENT 

To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that, pursuant to the 
power vested in me by the Constitution of 
the United States and the laws of the State 
of Minnesota, I, Jesse Ventura, the Governor 
of said State, do hereby appoint Dean M. 
Barkley a Senator from said State to rep-
resent said State in the Senate of the United 
States until the vacancy therein, caused by 
the death of Paul Wellstone, is filled by elec-
tion as provided by law. 

Witness: His excellency our Governor, 
Jesse Ventura, and our seal hereto affixed at 
Saint Paul, Minnesota this fourth day of No-
vember in the year of our Lord 2002. 

By the Governor: 
JESSE VENTURA, 

Governor.

f

ADMINISTRATION OF OATH OF 
OFFICE 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will present himself at the desk. The 

Chair will administer the oath of office 
as required by the Constitution and 
prescribed by law. 

Mr. BARKLEY, escorted by Senator 
DAYTON, advanced to the desk of the 
Vice President; the oath prescribed by 
law was administered to him by the 
Vice President; and he subscribed to 
the oath in the official oath book. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Congratula-
tions. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 

f

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 

f

SCHEDULE 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, today 
the Senate will be in a period for morn-
ing business wherein Senators will 
have the opportunity to eulogize our 
departed colleague PAUL WELLSTONE, 
the late Senator from Minnesota, and 
to welcome Senator BARKLEY. 

I understand Senator DAYTON and 
Senator BARKLEY, who was just sworn 
in, would like to speak. I ask unani-
mous consent that following my re-
marks and those of the Republican 
leader, Senators DAYTON and BARKLEY 
be recognized to speak. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

N O T I C E
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WELCOME TO SENATOR DEAN 

BARKLEY 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, Sen-
ator LOTT and I would like to begin by 
welcoming Senator BARKLEY. He is the 
39th Senator to represent the great 
State of Minnesota. He was born in An-
nandale, MN. He received his under-
graduate and law degrees from the Uni-
versity of Minnesota, so he is truly a 
son of the State. 

He ran for the House of Representa-
tives in 1991 and for the Senate in 1994 
and then in 1996 as a reform party can-
didate. He advised the Governor, Gov-
ernor Ventura, in his successful cam-
paign for the Minnesota governorship 
in 1998. He was appointed as director of 
Minnesota’s Planning and State Stra-
tegic Long-term Planning Agency. 

In addition, as a businessman, he 
brings a great deal of experience and 
real-life perspective to this Chamber. I 
congratulate Senator BARKLEY, his 
wife Susan, and their three children 
and welcome him to the Senate family. 

Before I make my remarks in regard 
to our dear departed colleague, I yield 
the floor to accommodate Senator 
LOTT’s interest in welcoming Senator 
BARKLEY as well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I extend 
our welcome to our new Senator, DEAN 
BARKLEY from Minnesota. I congratu-
late him on his selection and wish him 
well on behalf of the Members of the 
Senate on both sides of the aisle. I 
pledge to him my commitment and our 
commitment to work with him as he 
fills this interim appointment on be-
half of the people of the great State of 
Minnesota. 

I reviewed his background. I have had 
a chance to visit with him. I know he 
is going to be very serious about this 
opportunity he has to do the right 
thing for his own State but also for our 
country. 

His experience as director of the Min-
nesota Planning and State Strategic 
and Long-term Planning Agency 
should serve him well in his time in the 
Senate. His involvement in the effort 
toward good government in his State, 
his participation in the reform party 
and the independence party, and as a 
matter of fact his friendship and work 
over the years with members of both 
parties, Democrat and Republican, will 
serve him well in this period that he 
will be in the Senate. 

We are looking forward to the oppor-
tunity to encourage him, to answer his 
questions, and to work with him on be-
half of the people he will now rep-
resent. So I extend our congratulations 
and our welcome to Senator BARKLEY 
of Minnesota.

f

IN REMEMBRANCE OF PAUL 
WELLSTONE 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, let me 
reiterate our welcome to Senator 
BARKLEY, but no one needs to be re-

minded how it is he is here. I begin our 
remembrance of PAUL WELLSTONE with 
the recognition that at times such as 
this it is more important to celebrate a 
life than to mourn a death. I will do 
my utmost in the next couple of min-
utes to remember my own advice, the 
importance of celebrating a life. 

We mourn the loss of PAUL 
WELLSTONE, his wife Sheila, their 
daughter Marcia, the staff, and the pi-
lots who lost their lives. It has been a 
shock from which we have not yet fully 
recovered. Sometimes in these difficult 
moments, I turn to the Bible, some-
times I turn to expressions offered to 
me by others, and sometimes to poetry. 

An old Irish text was found in a Car-
melite monastery in Tallow County, 
Wicklow, Ireland. The text was entitled 
‘‘Togetherness.’’ I find solace in the 
words of Togetherness.
Death is nothing at all—
I have only slipped away into the next room. 
Whatever we were to each other, that we are 

still. 
Call me by my old familiar name, speak to 

me in the easy way which we always 
used. 

Laugh as we always laughed at the little 
jokes we enjoyed together. 

Play, smile, think of me, pray for me. 
Let my name be the household word it al-

ways was. 
Let it be spoken without effort. 
Life means all that it ever meant. 
It is the same as it always was: 
There is an absolute unbroken continuity. 
Why would I be out of your mind because I 

am out of your sight? 
I am but waiting for you, for an interval, 

somewhere very near, just around the 
corner. 

All is well. Nothing is passed, nothing is lost. 
One brief moment, and all will be as it was 

before—
Only better, infinitely happier, and forever—
We will all be one together . . .

PAUL was all of 5 foot 5. But I remem-
ber what someone once told me: some-
one certainly more than 5 foot 5. He 
said it is not the size of the man in the 
fight, it is the size of the fight in the 
man. PAUL WELLSTONE by that meas-
urement was a giant. He fought. He 
spoke. He challenged us all. But he did 
so in a way that made him a friend, not 
an enemy, a friend with people on this 
side of the aisle and a friend, of course, 
with those on this side, too; he had 
friends. 

While he walked in this Chamber 
small in stature, everyone recognized 
that if you measure a man and, in so 
doing, measure the true weight of his 
being, you don’t measure his size, you 
measure his heart. 

PAUL WELLSTONE inspired me. With 
his physical challenges—his back, his 
knees, his legs from wrestling injuries, 
and then later with MS—I never once 
heard him complain. Never once did he 
come to me saying, TOM, you have to 
give me an opportunity to recover, to 
rest. He had an energy, a dynamism, 
that overcame all of those ailments. He 
seemed more well than those who are 
well. He inspired all with his joy, with 
his passion, with his energy. 

For those of us who believe in public 
service, there was no greater evidence 

of his deep sense of commitment to 
public service than his advocacy for 
mental health parity. Again, working 
across the aisle with Senator DOMENICI, 
that passion, that energy, that com-
mitment, that determination, that per-
sistence, all that was PAUL WELLSTONE, 
flowed right up there from that desk. 
We knew he cared about mental health 
parity. I can think of no better monu-
ment, no better memorial, no better 
way to honor him than by passing men-
tal health parity soon. 

We were all the beneficiaries. Per-
haps those who will benefit most by his 
memory, his example, by his commit-
ment, are our youth. I spoke to his 
staff on the Sunday following his pass-
ing. I reminded them that in the course 
of 5 years in my early life, I, too, lost 
heroes. Their names were John F. Ken-
nedy, Robert F. Kennedy, and Martin 
Luther King. While I recognize their 
physical being is no longer here, as our 
poem said, I recognize, too, that they 
only slipped into the next room, and 
their spirit was very much alive. And 
that burns within me with my under-
standing and my belief in our democ-
racy in this commitment you must 
make to public service. 

In remembering the Wellstones, we 
must also pay tribute to that remark-
able woman, Sheila Wellstone, for her 
advocacy, her leadership, her commit-
ment to abolishing domestic abuse. 
The commitment she made, the lives 
she saved, her willingness to be en-
gaged, the extraordinary effort she 
made and the example she set, too, is 
something we will always remember 
and for which we will always be in-
debted. 

On this new day, let us not think of 
sadness but of celebration. Let us cele-
brate the life of PAUL WELLSTONE as we 
acknowledge the loss of his physical 
being. Let us extend our heartfelt con-
dolences to David, to Mark, and to 
Todd, to Cari, Keith, to Joshua and 
Acacia, Sydney and Matt, his family. 
The hole in their hearts is large. The 
hole in their lives may never be fully 
filled. 

To them I ask they, too, find solace 
in the words of ‘‘Togetherness.’’

Death is nothing at all—I have only slipped 
away into the next room. Whatever we were 
to each other, that we are still.

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 

Republican leader. 
Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, I will begin 

by thanking Senator DASCHLE for his 
remarks so well delivered just now and 
also for conversations that he and I ex-
perienced in the aftermath of this trag-
ic loss. 

I rise today also to pay tribute to the 
life and the service of Senator PAUL 
WELLSTONE of Minnesota. He had a real 
impact on this institution. He was a 
committed warrior to things he be-
lieved in. He did it not only with com-
passion but with sincerity and also 
generousness and geniality. He never 
failed to take the time to tell a story, 
to explain why he felt so strongly 
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about these issues. He was unfailingly 
willing to be considerate of others, to 
seek an agreement as to how the proc-
ess would work, even when it led to a 
battle of words and of votes. He also 
had such an upbeat, optimistic view of 
that process, that battle, and the next 
one.

He would come over and say: ‘‘Good 
job, I’ll get you next time,’’ if he 
hadn’t won. Even when he might be the 
single vote, or one of a couple of 
votes—just a few—he was undaunted. 
You cannot help but admire that ap-
proach to life and to the Senate. I not 
only understand when Senators take a 
different view, I appreciate it when 
they take that view—the way PAUL 
WELLSTONE did. 

I have learned over the years that 
the saying that seems trite is so true 
in life and in this institution: You can 
disagree without being disagreeable. He 
was the master at that. 

I appreciated the friendship we devel-
oped. I loved to pick at him. I loved to 
go over and kid him about the little 
extra face hair that he had for a while, 
and I would tell him he was my man 
for the nomination for Presidency. 
When other potential candidates would 
come up, I would say: Oh, no, I am al-
ready committed to PAUL. He loved it, 
actually. 

He was very kind to me. When I faced 
difficult tragedies—as with Paul Cover-
dell, when I stood here with tears roll-
ing down my face, announcing the loss 
of that great Senator—he would always 
be one of the first to come over and en-
gage and say how he felt. Sometimes in 
difficult straits that the Senate has 
had to go through, when Senator 
DASCHLE and I had to make difficult 
decisions, he would be the only one 
who would come over and say: It was 
tough, I know, but you did the right 
thing. I remember that. 

So I think the people of Minnesota 
have an awful lot to be proud of in 
their Senator. When I went there to 
pay my respects to the people of Min-
nesota and to the family and to his 
friends and supporters, Senator 
KENNEDY was on the bus as we were 
leaving the airport. He said: We appre-
ciate the fact that you are here. I know 
you are here not just because you are 
the leader of the party, but because 
you wanted to pay proper respects. 

I said: I am here because it is the 
right thing to do, but also because, if 
the tables had been reversed and this 
was for me, PAUL would have been 
there. I really believe that. 

So I take my hat off, I salute the 
Senator. He will be missed. The Senate 
will be different. But to the people and 
his family who are so heartbroken, to 
his friends and supporters and the peo-
ple all over his State, our memory of 
him and his service will not be forgot-
ten. He will go down in history as a 
truly unique Member of the Senate. I 
guess we all are in some respects but 
PAUL more so than others. 

I yield the floor.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 

senior Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, for 
more than 20 years PAUL and Sheila 
WELLSTONE were my friends and my po-
litical allies, so it is with a heavy heart 
that I stand here today. For the last 2 
years PAUL was my mentor and partner 
in the Senate, and I will miss him espe-
cially, as will Minnesota, as will Amer-
ica. 

I thank my many colleagues in the 
Senate who came to Minnesota just a 
short time ago for the memorial serv-
ice commemorating PAUL and Sheila, 
their daughter Marcia, their staff and 
friends, Mary McEvoy, the Democratic 
Party Associate Chair, Tom Lapic, and 
Will McLaughlin. Over half of the Sen-
ate attended that evening. Another 
dozen former Senators, a dozen or so 
Members of the House, President Clin-
ton, Vice President Gore, Secretary 
Thompson, Reverend Jackson. PAUL 
and Sheila would have been honored. 

I especially want to thank my Repub-
lican colleagues, Senator LOTT, Sen-
ator NICKLES, and the others who at-
tended that evening. I was not aware 
until the next day that Senator LOTT 
was treated discourteously by some in 
the Minnesota crowd. To him and any-
one else who suffered that misfortune, 
I deeply apologize. PAUL and Sheila 
would have been horrified, as was I 
when I learned about it, as would the 
people of Minnesota have been. That is 
not the way we treat distinguished 
guests in Minnesota. 

As for the rest of the evening, if the 
eulogists spoke sometimes a little 
long, they at times became impas-
sioned, political, or even partisan—
well, it was a service for PAUL 
WELLSTONE. The speakers were se-
lected, but they weren’t scripted. They 
were all family and close friends who 
were still in shock and in great emo-
tional distress and in deep pain. 

What was most extraordinary about 
that service that evening, what hope-
fully will be remembered now the cam-
paigns have concluded, is that over 
20,000 people came to honor the lives 
and mourn the tragic deaths of PAUL 
and Sheila and Marcia WELLSTONE, 
Mary McEvoy, Tom Lapic, and Will 
McLaughlin—over 20,000 people. That 
was unprecedented in Minnesota. 

Nothing in my lifetime or in my 
knowledge of the State was even in the 
same realm of that magnitude of love 
and gratitude and grief and sorrow. 
The service was held at the University 
of Minnesota Basketball Arena which 
seats over 15,000 people. It was filled an 
hour before the service was scheduled 
to begin. The fire marshals closed the 
doors. Another 6,000 or so arrivals filled 
an adjacent arena to watch the service 
on closed-circuit television. It, too, was 
overfilled by the time the service 
began. Police and university officials 
urged late arrivals to go home and 
watch the service on television, but 
hundreds, several hundred, remained 
clustered outside, standing around, 
wanting to be part of this unprece-
dented Minnesota congregation. That 
enormous outpouring of people and 

their emotions attested to the breadth 
and depth of PAUL WELLSTONE’s polit-
ical reach. He had touched so many 
people so deeply. He had helped them, 
comforted them, and reassured them. 
He had inspired so many people. He was 
their voice, their champion, their hero, 
their United States Senator. And then 
suddenly, tragically, cruelly, he was 
snatched away and gone forever. 

It was a service to remember and in 
part regret. It was a service of remem-
brance and regret for eight exceptional 
people who lost their lives flying to a 
funeral service in northeastern Min-
nesota. 

I knew PAUL, but the first time I saw 
him in action was in June of 1982 at the 
DFL State Convention. I was endorsed 
at that convention to run for the first 
time for the U.S. Senate, and the first 
day that 3-day convention opened, 
PAUL announced—much to everyone’s 
surprise—he was going to run for the 
endorsement for State auditor 2 days 
hence. 

For the previous 8 months, a very 
earnest young man had been in every 
county and every district and political 
event in Minnesota in Democratic cir-
cles, explaining in numbing detail the 
functions of the office of State auditor 
and how he was the best qualified to 
fulfill them. Sunday came around, and 
the auditor’s endorsement was the last 
endorsement at the end of the third 
day. There were 1,300 Democratic dele-
gates who were tired and worn out and 
ready to go home. PAUL appeared on 
the stage after his opponent’s one last 
excruciating explanation of the audi-
tor’s position, and presented himself—
most of the audience seeing him for the 
first time—and he gave a typical PAUL 
WELLSTONE speech: Nuclear freeze, save 
the environment, for economic jus-
tice—nothing of much particular rel-
evance to the office of State auditor. 
He was endorsed by acclamation of the 
delegates. 

PAUL and I both lost our elections 
that November, but we spent the next 3 
years campaigning together, working 
for the Governor of Minnesota, Rudy 
Perpich, in the Office of Energy and 
Economic Development. We spent 
many hours talking and traveling the 
State together. In 1990 we swapped our 
political aspirations, PAUL ran for the 
Senate and I for State auditor, and this 
time we won. PAUL’s victory in 1990 
was one of the most memorable David-
defeats-Goliath stories in America’s 
political history.

In the first published poll several 
months before the election, the incum-
bent was ahead by over 50 percent. 
PAUL was in single digits. He was given 
no chance to win, and almost no help 
by the political establishment. He was 
outspent in the campaign by over 5 to 
1. Yet PAUL was the only Democratic 
challenger that year who ousted an in-
cumbent. His campaign symbol, his sig-
nature and his icon, became the rat-
tling, gas-guzzling, usually in-the-re-
pair-shop green bus. But despite a bril-
liant campaign which captured the 
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public attention, this distinctively dif-
ferent candidate walked fast and 
talked fast and actually rode a bus. His 
innovative ads won national awards 
that year, produced a campaign that 
couldn’t even afford to air them. 

Despite 8 months of PAUL WELLSTONE 
and his best hyperdrive, that amazing 
energy and excitement, and organizing 
all over the State, he still entered that 
final weekend before the election, with 
most polls showing him being 6 to 8 
points behind. 

That Saturday, as our Statewide 
DFL ticket boarded the bus—not 
PAUL’S bus, which was once again in 
the repair shop, but another bus—for 
its final 2-day swing around the State, 
PAUL’S opponent had just launched a 
vicious personal attack against him. 
The campaign had no money to 
produce or air a response. Those 2 days 
were agonizing for PAUL and Sheila and 
Marcia, who accompanied him, and for 
those of us who were sharing that expe-
rience with him. Then, like a miracle, 
the hero of the moment came forth, the 
former Senator and Vice President, 
Walter Mondale, whom fate was to bind 
to the conclusion of another Wellstone 
campaign 12 years later. 

The Vice President publicly de-
nounced the attack as a violation of 
Minnesota’s standard of decency. The 
editorial board of the State’s largest 
newspaper agreed the day before the 
election. And the majority of Min-
nesota voters agreed the following day. 

It was the most stunning upset and 
astounding victory in Minnesota polit-
ical history. 

PAUL WELLSTONE was on the green 
bus headed to Washington, which, of 
course, was the bus that broke down on 
the way. 

Despite PAUL’S 20 years of political 
experience, he wasn’t prepared for the 
Senate. The Senate may not have been 
prepared for PAUL. I know he later re-
gretted some of his earlier decisions. 
He told me so after he sat down with 
me when I won my election two years 
ago, and he was counseling me to take 
a different approach. 

But while he would have changed per-
haps his early style, he would not have 
changed his substance. He would not 
have changed because he could not 
have changed his values or his ideals or 
his convictions. He could not alter his 
passion for social justice, his caring for 
people, or his outrage at their oppres-
sion or suffering. His values were the 
essence of who he was. They were the 
core of his beliefs, the cornerstone of 
his conscience. They were the hallowed 
ground of his political soul. 

PAUL WELLSTONE was a hard-working 
political activist, a hard-nosed polit-
ical organizer, and a smart, savvy poli-
tician. He wanted to win. He knew how 
to win. But he would not win if it 
meant losing his soul or forgetting his 
conscience or sacrificing his principles. 

He was no Don Quixote out tilting at 
windmills. He was rather, a Richard 
the Lionheart on a crusade, mindful of 
the risks, the pitfalls, and the odds, but 
undeterred by them. 

Time after time during his 12 years 
in the Senate, he took his stand believ-
ing that he was right—well, maybe not 
right but correct. He voted his con-
science. He voted his convictions, hop-
ing that 50 or more of his colleagues 
would vote with him, but willing to 
stand alone if they did not. 

Some people said that PAUL’S 
dissenting votes reflected badly on 
him. Others said they reflected badly 
on the Senate. Some people believe the 
Senate would be a better place without 
PAUL WELLSTONE. Others of us believe 
the Senate would be a better place with 
50 more like him. 

Those who questioned his accom-
plishments overlook the obvious. PAUL 
could work tirelessly, speak persua-
sively, and do everything effectively. 
But he could only vote once—1 out of 
100, 1 out of 535. 

Paul had only 2 years out of his 12 
years with a Democratic President, 
Senate, and House, as the Republicans 
will have again in January. For his 
other 10 years, PAUL served in divided 
government. He did not accomplish all 
he wanted to. He did not accomplish 
much he wanted to. But he accom-
plished all he could. And he would have 
accomplished so much more if death 
had not intervened so suddenly and so 
cruelly. 

There was so much life and so much 
politics left in PAUL WELLSTONE, and so 
much courage. His death echoes the 
words of Ernest Hemingway:

Few men are willing to brave the dis-
approval of their fellows, the censure of their 
colleagues, the wrath of their society. Moral 
courage is a rarer quality than bravery in 
battle or great intelligence. Yet it is the one 
essential, vital quality of those who would 
seek to change a world which yields most 
painfully to change. If people bring so much 
courage to this world, the world has to kill 
them to break them, so of course it kills 
them. The world breaks everyone and after-
wards many are strong at the broken places. 
But those that will not break, it kills. It 
kills the very good and the very gentle and 
the very brave impartially. If you are none 
of those, you can be sure that it will kill you 
too but there will be no special hurry.

Those are the words of Ernest Hem-
ingway. 

PAUL WELLSTONE wasn’t that fatal-
istic. At least, he didn’t live or practice 
the politics of fatalism. PAUL was a so-
cial reformer and a crusader for social 
and economic reform. He believed in it. 
He dedicated his life to it. He gave his 
life for it. He knew the odds were 
stacked heavily against him, especially 
here in Washington. He knew how hard 
it was; how unusual the circumstances 
had to be for a PAUL WELLSTONE to 
make it to the Senate. He knew how 
hard it was for a PAUL WELLSTONE to 
stay here, to combat the powerful 
forces aligned against him and their 
enormous financial and political re-
sources that would try to defeat him. 

He detested political fundraising. He 
disliked the amounts of money he had 
to ask for, and he distrusted most of 
the people who could provide it. His 
loathing of fundraising was matched 

only by his hatred of flying in small 
airplanes—the principal reason he 
vowed his 1996 campaign would be his 
last. But when the time came, he could 
not turn his back on the crusade. He 
could not abandon the causes, and he 
could not leave the people—because it 
was the people PAUL loved. He loved 
being with people. 

As long as he wasn’t raising money 
from them, or flying with them, PAUL 
loved being with people—real people, 
farmers, iron rangers, educators, senior 
citizens, children, all classes, all races, 
all religions, all points of view. PAUL 
practiced the politics of diversity, and 
inclusion, and empowerment. He truly 
cared about people as individuals. He 
cared about their lives, their families, 
their well-being. He loved visiting vet-
erans homes, nursing homes, and 
schools. He loved spending hours with 
people who couldn’t vote or benefit him 
politically. 

He cared about people because they 
needed him—not because he needed 
them. The poor, the unfortunate, the 
mentally ill, the disadvantaged and the 
distressed—he loved working for them, 
working to make their lives better, and 
working to give them a chance, a job, 
a farm, a home, a life. 

I agree with the majority leader. If 
this Senate, if this Congress and this 
administration want to show their re-
spect for PAUL WELLSTONE, if they 
want to honor his memory, we will 
pass and the President will sign into 
law the Wellstone-Domenici Mental 
Health Parity bill before we adjourn 
this year. Nothing less would do him 
justice. Nothing else would make him 
happier. 

PAUL came to love this institution of 
the Senate. For an organizer, it was 
the ultimate challenge. He genuinely 
liked most of his colleagues—even 
those he disagreed with most of the 
time. Yes. He got frustrated, discour-
aged, and impatient. But he respected 
the Senate. He loved being a Senator, 
and he was learning how to be a great 
one. 

He was a great man. He was a great 
husband—with an even greater wife, 
Sheila. He was a great father and a 
great politician. He was an excellent 
U.S. Senator, and he was becoming a 
great one. But death denied him that 
opportunity. And it denied us him, and 
it denied the people of Minnesota the 
leader they elected to represent them.

He died on his way to a funeral, that 
of the father of a friend. He flew be-
cause he had to, despite what in hind-
sight seems more like a premonition 
than a fear. He willed himself to fly be-
cause he had to be the best U.S. Sen-
ator he could be. 

And he never backed away from ad-
versity. He got on a reliable plane with 
a reputable charter firm flown by two 
licensed pilots. They flew into what 
was reportedly occluded but not 
threatening weather, with low clouds 
and light, freezing precipitation—not 
ideal but not unusual for northern Min-
nesota in late fall. 
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And then, somehow, inexplicably, the 

plane landed in a desolate forest rather 
than a nearby airport. It burst into a 
huge conflagration and destroyed the 
lives of eight people, and damaged 
many more lives who lost their loved 
ones, and left many thousands—thou-
sands—of people without their leaders, 
their allies, their heroes, and their 
friends. 

But life goes on, as it must. Min-
nesota held an election, as it should. 
Senator-elect Norm Coleman con-
ducted himself honorably in the after-
math of that great tragedy and won 
honorably and honestly in that elec-
tion and has earned the right, through 
the expressed will of the people of Min-
nesota, to serve as a U.S. Senator for 6 
years, beginning in January. And I 
pray that he will be our Senator for the 
next 6 years. 

But former Vice President Mondale 
performed a great service to our DFL 
Party in Minnesota, to our State, and I 
believe to our democracy by stepping 
forward at the last moment when, in 
hindsight, the situation was impossible 
but seemed possible only because it 
was former Vice President Mondale. 

Senator DEAN BARKLEY is an excel-
lent appointment made by Governor 
Ventura. He has earned this honor. He 
is knowledgeable. He is experienced. 
And he is committed to good govern-
ment. He has proven that as commis-
sioner of State planning. Through his 
own political pioneering he has forged 
an independent strength and spirit 
which has captured the political imagi-
nation of the people throughout our 
State and offers great promise in the 
years ahead, and he will have himself 
great promise in the years ahead. I am 
honored to be working with him during 
these next months, as I look forward to 
working with Senator-elect Coleman 
when he begins his term in January. 

We have a special spirit in Min-
nesota. Our political spirit is testified 
to here today by Congressman JIM 
RAMSTAD and Congressman MARK KEN-
NEDY, who are witnessing these words 
of tribute to their colleague. Both 
worked closely with Senator 
WELLSTONE, especially Congressman 
RAMSTAD during his long years in the 
House with PAUL on many issues of 
which they shared concern and com-
mitment. And PAUL’S staff, who loved 
him and gave their lives of service with 
him, and who are suffering a loss that 
is also immeasurable, are here as well. 
And I pray that they, too, will find op-
portunities in the future. I know they 
will, but it just will not be with PAUL. 

Years ago, then-President John Ken-
nedy paraphrased a statement made by 
Theodore Roosevelt which seems like a 
fitting bipartisan note on which to end 
these remarks. He said in New York 
City, in a speech paraphrasing Presi-
dent Roosevelt:

The credit belongs to the man who is actu-
ally in the arena, whose face is marred by 
dust and sweat and blood, who knows the 
great enthusiasms, the great devotions, and 
spends himself in a worthy cause; who at 

best, if he wins, knows the thrills of high 
achievement, and, if he fails, at least fails 
daring greatly, so that his place shall never 
be with those cold and timid souls who know 
neither victory nor defeat.

PAUL, you have won many battles, 
but now you can wipe the dust and 
sweat and blood off of your face, and 
may you rest in eternal peace. 

I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

DURBIN). Under the previous order, the 
Senator from Minnesota is recognized. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I 
stand to say a few words in honor of 
the late Senator PAUL WELLSTONE. 

Over a decade ago, Minnesota sent 
one of its best to this Chamber. He fol-
lowed in the special tradition of public 
service that our State knows well. 
From Ramsey to Stassen, from Olson 
to Humphrey, from Mondale to, yes, 
Ventura, our State has broken the 
mold more than once. 

The man we sent here was PAUL 
WELLSTONE, and no one would dispute 
that Minnesota broke the mold again. 
PAUL was short in stature but, as it 
proved, enormous in energy and pas-
sion. He had a passion for principle, he 
had a passion for politics, and, most of 
all, he had a passion for people. 

PAUL was a fighter, and, much like 
Hubert Humphrey, a Happy Warrior. 
PAUL was the most effective kind of 
fighter there is: one that never gives 
up—never. And if there is one attribute 
that his colleagues and his constitu-
ents admired, it was this: his unrelent-
ing energy to fight the fight. 

I knew PAUL. I respected PAUL. We 
both have been like salmon in our own 
political rivers, swimming into the 
currents. Therefore, understanding his 
tireless energies in the cause of change, 
I am highly honored to speak to his 
memory today. 

True, there is an empty desk here 
today, a shrouded reminder of a life cut 
short. But for the PAUL WELLSTONE I 
knew, the empty chair is more telling. 
Whether he was in this Chamber or at 
home in Minnesota, PAUL was on his 
feet, out of his chair, speaking his 
mind. Always moving—in thought, in 
language, in body—PAUL was, indeed, a 
man of motion and, more than that, a 
man of emotion. For if there is some-
thing that we all knew about PAUL, he 
not only believed in things, he felt 
them. This was why PAUL WELLSTONE 
was so formidable. For thought can be 
persuaded, changed, and abated. But a 
feeling? Never. 

PAUL, his wife Sheila, and their 
daughter Marcia tragically perished in 
the northlands of our State. Their un-
timely fate was sadly shared by three 
loyal staff members—Tom Lapic, Will 
McLaughlin, and Mary McEvoy—as 
well as the two pilots—Captains Rich-
ard Conry and Michael Guess. 

As an unexpected and new Member of 
this Chamber—but more, as a singular 
citizen of the State of Minnesota—
allow me to take this moment to ex-
press my personal and heartfelt condo-
lences to all of those families who lost 

their loved ones. I know I speak for all 
Minnesotans when I say to those fami-
lies and friends: Your loss was our loss, 
and we are all crushingly sorry for it. 

PAUL was unique, one of a kind. And 
yet, the essence of the man was no dif-
ferent from anyone in this Chamber. 
He wanted to make his State, and his 
Nation—our world—a better place. We 
all may differ about how to do so, and 
some may have disagreed with how 
PAUL saw it, but no one ever doubted 
his motives. A selfless champion for 
those who have no voice—the frail, the 
weak, the disenfranchised—PAUL’s 
voice was their voice. And what a voice 
it was. 

Typical of PAUL’s self-deprecating 
sense of humor, he loved to relate his 
meeting with a distinguished senior 
Member of this body, Senator FRITZ 
HOLLINGS of South Carolina, who re-
marked to PAUL, ‘‘You know, Senator 
WELLSTONE, you remind me of another 
Minnesota Senator, Hubert H. Hum-
phrey.’’ And as PAUL began to swell 
with pride at being in the company of 
this great champion of civil rights, the 
senior Senator burst his bubble, ‘‘Yes, 
sir, just like him, you talk too much.’’ 
PAUL loved this story, and he loved 
telling it on himself—so typical of the 
man. 

Most of all, PAUL loved and adored 
his wife and his family, especially his 
grandchildren. He loved his friends. He 
loved Carleton College in Northfield, 
MN. He loved his students; and they 
knew it. Indeed, PAUL simply loved 
people. And he loved them simply, un-
abashedly. 

PAUL loved Minnesota and all the 
people in it. From the known and rec-
ognized, to the unknown and uncared 
for, he loved them all—truly and deep-
ly. 

Finally, Mr. President, PAUL loved 
this distinguished institution. He loved 
and cherished the U.S. Senate, where 
today I, too, am honored to stand. 
PAUL loved his entire staff. 

Let me take this opportunity to 
thank Senator WELLSTONE’s staff for 
your generous and gracious welcome 
and offer of support in the truly hectic 
days since Thursday when I arrived. 
That you could be so unselfish in your 
time of unspeakable loss and heart-
break is something I will never, ever 
forget. I sincerely thank you for the 
help you have given me.

I plan to continue the fight during 
my short time here on one of PAUL’s 
signature issues: mental health parity. 
And with Senator DAYTON and Min-
nesota’s Congressional delegation, we 
plan to introduce a bill to honor Sheila 
and PAUL WELLSTONE through a living 
legacy project. I hope that everyone in 
this Chamber will join us in this trib-
ute. 

There is a brief passage out of 
‘‘Sonnets from the Portuguese,’’ by 
Elizabeth Barrett Browning, that I 
would like to share. Her words more 
perfectly express the thoughts that I 
am so inadequately attempting to con-
vey about our dear, departed friend, 
PAUL WELLSTONE:
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‘‘Guess now who holds thee?’’
‘‘—Death,’’ I said. 
But there the silver answer rang: 
‘‘Not Death—but Love.’’

I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nevada. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, on October 

25 the Senate and the people of Min-
nesota, the people of this country, and 
I personally suffered a terrible loss—
the death of our colleague, PAUL 
WELLSTONE, who, as we know, died in a 
plane crash with his wife Sheila and 
daughter Marcia, three members of his 
staff, and the pilots. 

I am sure we will all reflect back on 
how we were notified, how we learned 
of this tragedy. I was speaking to Sen-
ator DASCHLE’s chief of staff, Pete 
Rouse, asking him how things were 
going. We talked quite a bit during the 
last month of the campaign. 

He said: I have some bad news. 
What? 
He said: Senator WELLSTONE’s plane 

went down in Minnesota, and there is 
no hope that anyone survived that 
crash. 

I will never forget that phone call. 
The passing of PAUL WELLSTONE is a 
loss for all of us, those who knew him 
and those who did not. This week, most 
of us are returning to Washington for 
the first time since the tragedy, so this 
is our opportunity, this is my oppor-
tunity, to speak about PAUL 
WELLSTONE with whom I lived here for 
12 years, a long time, a lot of days. I 
certainly am not qualified to talk 
about all of his accomplishments. 
There are professors who will write 
about his accomplishments in years to 
come. But I can talk about him as a 
person, how I saw him. 

He represented Minnesota well; there 
is no question about that. Although he 
did not grow up in Minnesota, moving 
there as an adult, he embraced the 
state and its people. And the people of 
Minnesota loved him dearly and deep-
ly. He talked often of how much he en-
joyed living in Minnesota and how 
proud he was to represent Minnesotans 
and be a part of the great political leg-
acy of the state. 

My father-in-law was born in Russia. 
But as a boy, he immigrated to Min-
nesota, and he grew up in Duluth, a 
tough town, where he and his friends 
all had nicknames. My mother-in-law 
grew up in Minneapolis. So when I got 
to meet a Senator from Minnesota, of 
course, I was eager to share a lot of my 
personal reflections on my wife’s fam-
ily, and PAUL and I enjoyed talking 
about Minnesota. 

The impact that PAUL WELLSTONE 
made and the admiration he received 
extended well beyond Minnesota. He 
and I were allies in many legislative 
battles, and I know many people in the 
State of Nevada—working families, 
veterans, retirees, teachers, students, 
health care professionals and their pa-
tients—also appreciated him. He was 
an articulate and compassionate public 
servant who fought fiercely for them. 

Many more Nevadans, like all Ameri-
cans, are now better off because of 
PAUL WELLSTONE’s work in the Senate, 
and they would be even better off had 
he been able to be elected to his third 
term, as he would have been. 

Of course, here among his colleagues 
in the Senate he was not only well 
liked but respected, as has been said 
here today on several occasions. People 
might not have always or even often 
agreed with PAUL, but they all had 
great respect for him. That is why I 
was so impressed to see a number of his 
Republican colleagues from Minnesota 
come and stand in silence at his desk 
today. 

I was fortunate to serve with PAUL, 
to benefit from his advice and his judg-
ment, and to enjoy his friendship. I 
smile because I am going to be lonelier 
here in the Senate without PAUL.

I don’t know on how many occasions 
I went to PAUL WELLSTONE: PAUL, do 
you have to do this? And he always ex-
plained why he had to do it. 

I am a better Senator and I know I 
am a better person for having known 
PAUL.

He used his voice to speak passion-
ately and courageously on behalf of the 
voiceless. He gave hope to the hopeless 
and helpless. He was a kind and gentle 
person. 

I used to see him often in the House 
gym. He would run from his home to 
the gym every morning. When because 
of illness, he couldn’t run anymore, 
without a lot of fanfare and a lot of 
talk, he walked. Then he decided to 
work out other places. He went to the 
gymnasium where the police officers, 
the Capitol Police, work out. Those of 
us who knew and loved PAUL saw his 
physical deterioration, but it was 
something about which he never com-
plained. 

I remember one occasion when Sheila 
had gone home and he was here alone. 
He couldn’t get dressed; he was in such 
pain. He came here. We helped him 
down to the physician’s office. He 
never complained. He was in such pain, 
sweat coming off his head. 

He was a tough person physically, a 
tough person. I can vouch for that. He 
was a champion wrestler, high school 
and college. I think probably the dedi-
cation that it takes to be a wrestler, 
losing weight, having to exert total en-
ergy for an extended period of time, the 
work ethic he developed, the things he 
did physically and mentally and emo-
tionally, and his determination that 
made him so successful on the mat also 
prepared him well for the successes he 
had as an organizer and activist, cam-
paigner, Senator, and a person. 

PAUL WELLSTONE was a fighter who 
always remained true to his beliefs, 
stood up for his principles, served the 
interests of the people of Minnesota 
and the United States. 

There are many things about PAUL 
WELLSTONE that I remember and hold 
dear. I can say without any hesitation 
that he was my friend. I think he 
thought I was his friend. 

I remember the first time I ever 
heard PAUL WELLSTONE speak. That 
was in 1990 when there was a public re-
ception in Statuary Hall for the newly 
elected Senators. We were all there. He 
stood and gave a great speech. I asked: 
Who is this guy? He said it so well. He 
said things I thought about, the impor-
tance of politics and government and 
being involved. He spoke of his grass-
roots campaign. 

I remember the last speech I heard 
him give, right there. In the years I 
have been in the Senate, that seat has 
been the place of great speeches. PAUL 
WELLSTONE took over Dale Bumpers’ 
seat. They both had a similar style in 
many respects. They both wandered 
around back there with that long cord. 

The last speech I heard PAUL give, he 
said, among other things—and this is a 
quote—

You could call me a softie. I am a softie.

And he was. He believed he could help 
people who are less fortunate than he, 
someone that didn’t have a Ph.D., who 
had been a college professor, hadn’t 
been a U.S. Senator, who didn’t have 
the fine loving family that he had. He 
could reach out to them. He felt he 
could do that. He was a softie. 

Mr. President, I don’t always go to 
the prayer breakfasts held every 
Wednesday, but I do go on occasion. I 
don’t go every Wednesday. But I want-
ed to hear PAUL WELLSTONE at a Sen-
ate prayer breakfast, so I went to that 
prayer breakfast. It was a memorable 
experience for me to hear PAUL talk 
about his spirituality, which is some-
thing he didn’t speak out about in pub-
lic—except on this occasion. I will 
never forget that prayer breakfast, 
where PAUL WELLSTONE spoke of his 
spirituality, his faith, his deeply held 
principles. He was a man committed to 
ideas and ideals. 

I also remember PAUL for the love he 
had for his wife Sheila. They were in-
separable. In this campaign, there were 
a lot of comparisons made between his 
campaign and mine in 1986, where the 
opposing candidate switched parties; 
there were a lot of similarities. He said 
talk to Sheila about that, show her the 
ads that you ran. They were always to-
gether, never apart. Even now it is so. 
They had the love of their children, the 
surviving boys, Mark and David. One is 
involved in public housing and the 
other is a wrestling coach and teacher. 
Right here, a few feet in front of me, on 
one of those Fridays where we were 
trying to get everything done and get 
out of here, PAUL was so anxious to go. 
Why? Because he thought this was the 
time his son’s wrestling team was 
going to be the State champions of 
Minnesota. PAUL WELLSTONE, BARBARA 
BOXER, and I were talking. I was trying 
to stall for time, and I asked, ‘‘How 
many wrestling matches have you had, 
PAUL?’’ 

I also remember PAUL because of my 
dad. As I have said here on occasion, 
my father committed suicide. One rea-
son I have been able to publicly talk 
about that is because of PAUL 
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WELLSTONE. PAUL helped us to under-
stand mental illness is not something 
to be ashamed of. Any time PAUL 
WELLSTONE publicly had a chance to 
talk about suicide, he talked about sui-
cide prevention and talked about my 
efforts on this. He never tried to take 
credit for anything alone. He worked so 
hard on the issue mental health parity. 
Part of that is suicide. We have 31,000 
people a year killing themselves. Be-
cause of PAUL, we are doing something 
about that. We passed a resolution in 
the Senate recognizing it as a national 
health problem. We have given money 
to research the problems of suicide, de-
pression and mental illness. There are 
medical schools now studying why peo-
ple kill themselves. So I will never for-
get PAUL WELLSTONE for a lot of rea-
sons, not the least of which is my fa-
ther. 

I will also remember PAUL 
WELLSTONE for the things he did for the 
so-called little people—those who are 
often not noticed or are neglected. How 
many of us around here know the peo-
ple who clean our offices? Not many of 
us. They come by late at night when 
we are gone, and when we come into 
the offices in the morning the trash 
cans are empty, the desks are cleaned 
off. It’s easy to overlook the people 
who do that, who work hard to help us. 
PAUL and Sheila WELLSTONE wanted to 
know who they were, so they waited 
and waited until somebody came to 
their office so they could thank them 
for cleaning the office. That also in-
cludes the elevator operators, door-
keepers, police officers, janitors, as I 
have already mentioned. He knew them 
by name, stopped to talk with them 
and listened to them. 

To show the kind of guy he was with 
the Capitol Police, Mr. President, this 
man holds the record—he was suffering 
from multiple sclerosis and he holds 
the record—with all these big, phys-
ical, well-trained, young policemen—he 
holds the record for pushups and pull-
ups. You can go and see who holds the 
record at the Capitol Police gym-
nasium. It is Senator PAUL WELLSTONE. 
He was a hell of a man, Mr. President. 

He stared disease in the face; he had 
multiple sclerosis. Did anybody ever 
hear PAUL whine, complain, or feel 
sorry for himself? No. He took it right 
on the jaw, like he did a lot of punches, 
and he went about doing his business. 
Those of us who worked with him for 12 
years saw how his physical condition 
deteriorated. How long would it have 
been before he had to walk with a 
cane? I don’t know. But he persevered. 
That is one reason I remember PAUL 
WELLSTONE. 

Of course, Mr. President, we all re-
member PAUL WELLSTONE because he 
stood for something. No one could ever 
question PAUL WELLSTONE’s sense of 
value. I still smile when I remember 
saying to PAUL, ‘‘Do you have to do 
this?’’ Well, I knew the answer before I 
asked the question. We who hold public 
office are judged on the difficult votes 
we are called on to make. To his credit, 

PAUL WELLSTONE relied on his con-
science—not on consultants—in such 
moments. I admire him so much for 
that. 

Before entering politics, PAUL was a 
gifted and popular college professor. To 
a great extent, he remained a teacher 
even after entering the Senate, edu-
cating his constituents about govern-
ment, and encouraging colleagues to 
learn more about issues and consider 
other perspectives, engaging us and 
challenging us. There are lots of times 
I can reflect back on when PAUL 
WELLSTONE, in his Socrates-like pres-
entations, was trying to educate the 
Senate. He would say to me, ‘‘I am 
wasting my time; what good am I doing 
here?’’ I would proceed to tell him all 
the good he had done. He was educating 
me, getting me to reflect upon what he 
had done, just like I am sure he did at 
Carleton College with his students. 

PAUL was a person with great com-
passion, who reminded us of our moral 
obligation to care for all human 
beings—I repeat, especially the most 
vulnerable, the hungry, the poor, the 
homeless, the ill, victims of abuse, and 
others who suffered. 

PAUL WELLSTONE is irreplaceable. His 
life was cut short, and because of that, 
it is incumbent upon us in the Senate 
and throughout America to remember 
his message of hope and compassion 
and carry forward his efforts to secure 
economic and social justice for all in 
the best way we can. In that way, we 
honor the legacy of a great man, PAUL 
WELLSTONE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CORZINE). The Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from Nevada for his 
very articulate statement on PAUL’s 
life. We all shared experiences in work-
ing with PAUL. 

Every Sunday, the Washington Post 
Style Section prints a column called 
‘‘Life Is Short.’’ The column selects 
one individual and gives a snapshot of 
that individual’s life. If that column fo-
cused on Senator PAUL WELLSTONE’s 
life, the single snapshot would be a 
large photo album. 

Senator DASCHLE has said PAUL 
WELLSTONE was the ‘‘soul of the Sen-
ate.’’ I believe PAUL tried to find the 
soul in all of us. He challenged us, on a 
daily basis, to remember that every 
man, woman, and child in this Nation 
should have access to quality edu-
cation, a first-rate health care system 
that includes mental health and pre-
scription drug coverage, and jobs that 
provide decent minimum wage. 

Three weeks ago, PAUL made his final 
appearance in the Chamber. PAUL gave 
a very passionate speech about the 
need to extend unemployment benefits 
and provide more help for our veterans. 
His closing comments were vintage 
PAUL. He said:

What are people who cannot find jobs, who 
are out of work, who are struggling to put 
food on the table, supposed to do?

What in the world is going on? What has 
happened to our humanity?

Later that day, PAUL came back to 
the Senate floor to give his thoughts 
about the 2003 Defense spending bill. He 
thanked Senators INOUYE and STEVENS 
for their inclusion of an amendment 
that addressed domestic violence and 
sexual assault which he had cham-
pioned. As we all know, the issue is not 
only important to PAUL, it was espe-
cially important to his wife Sheila. 

At the end of those remarks, PAUL 
said, in reference to his own provision 
that was not included in the final con-
ference agreement:

I know my colleagues did their best. We 
will be back.

That was PAUL—always gracious in 
both victory and defeat. Even more im-
portantly, he never focused on defeat 
because he was constantly plotting his 
next move to better educate his col-
leagues and their staff on the issues—
always the college professor. 

I had the honor and the pleasure of 
working with PAUL on an array of 
issues—education, veterans, dairy, 
health care, and job training. These are 
not easy issues, but the difficulty of 
the issue never deterred PAUL. He al-
ways saw the glass half full rather than 
a half-empty glass. 

In 1997 and 1998, Senators KENNEDY, 
DEWINE, WELLSTONE, and I worked to-
gether to pass the Workforce Invest-
ment Act, legislation that restructured 
our job training system. Throughout 
those 2 years, we had many long meet-
ings. In every single meeting, PAUL 
told us about the impact various provi-
sions would have on Minnesota. There 
was never a meeting, public or private, 
where PAUL did not mention the con-
cerns and ideas that were on the minds 
of his constituents. 

PAUL would also tell stories of his 
children. During many HELP Com-
mittee hearings on education, we 
would often hear about his two chil-
dren who were teaching in the Min-
nesota public school system. He was so 
proud of all his children, his grand-
children, and, of course, Sheila. 

PAUL was also very proud of his staff. 
He had great respect for their views 
and always remarked to his colleagues 
that he was very fortunate to have a 
very talented and devoted staff. 

Three years ago at the funeral of 
Walter Payton, the outstanding Chi-
cago Bears running back, who was also 
an extraordinary human being, the 
Rev. Jesse Jackson remarked that on a 
tombstone, there is a birthday, a small 
dash, and a date of passing. He said:

The dash between those two dates is the 
part you control. . . . The dash determines 
the height and depth of how you live your 
life.

PAUL WELLSTONE maximized the 
height and depth of his dash. I was so 
lucky to have known PAUL, to have had 
an opportunity to not only work with 
him but to learn from him and, most 
importantly, to have been able to call 
him a good friend. 

I was en route to Minnesota to cam-
paign for PAUL when I learned of his 
tragic death. I instead spent time with 
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his wonderful sons, David and Mark. I 
brought them the pictures of their dad 
celebrating the dairy program victory 
with Senator LEAHY and another re-
cent victory for Minnesota as well as 
New England. It brought proud smiles 
to their faces. As I had expected, they 
were so much like their dad. I know 
they will continue on the path that 
PAUL and Sheila created for them. 

PAUL, I will miss you, the Senate will 
miss you, and the country will miss 
you. May your commitment, energy, 
integrity, and passion always guide us 
to do our best at all times. Goodbye, 
PAUL.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota. 

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, life 
gives no joy like that it takes away. As 
always, the poet said it best. All of us 
in the Senate were suddenly and trag-
ically reminded of that on a Friday 
morning 21⁄2 weeks ago—a cold, gray, 
dreary October day. I was in a van driv-
ing between Fargo and Grand Forks, 
ND, when I received a call saying that 
an airplane had crashed in northern 
Minnesota and that Senator PAUL 
WELLSTONE, his wife Sheila, staff, and 
others were on the plane. To say that I 
and others have been deeply saddened, 
in fact devastated, by the loss of one of 
our colleagues is perhaps to even un-
derstate it. 

PAUL WELLSTONE and Sheila 
Wellstone died as they campaigned 
throughout Minnesota for another 
term in the Senate. It was a tough 
campaign, a close campaign, a hard-
fought campaign. And yet PAUL 
WELLSTONE never complained about 
that. He seemed to relish it. 

One of the last things he told me on 
the floor of the Senate several weeks 
ago about this campaign was, with a 
sparkle in his eye: We are going to win 
this campaign. He said: BYRON, I have 
4,000 volunteers—4,000 volunteers—who 
are going to be working election day in 
Minnesota for me, getting people to the 
polls, driving people, calling people. 

That was so typical of PAUL 
WELLSTONE. It was always about cit-
izen action, about people rising to the 
passion of an idea. That was typical 
PAUL WELLSTONE. 

PAUL and Sheila WELLSTONE were 
wonderful friends to many of us in the 
Senate, and our thoughts and prayers 
go to the family, the families of the pi-
lots who lost their lives, the families of 
PAUL’s daughter and the three staff 
people who were on the plane as well. 

As my colleague from Minnesota, 
Senator DAYTON, said in what I 
thought was a wonderful tribute to his 
friend and colleague, all of us would be 
remiss if we did not say to PAUL’s staff: 
PAUL would want first and foremost for 
us to recognize you today. PAUL at-
tracted to his service in the Senate 
men and women with the burning in 
their soul to do good things, who cared 
about fairness and justice and who 
cared about public service. 

All of us who work here know PAUL 
WELLSTONE had a wonderful staff, and 

they have been through some very dif-
ficult times, about as difficult as it can 
get for a Senate staff. Our thoughts 
and prayers go out to them and for 
strength as well. 

Today let me for a moment remem-
ber PAUL and Sheila for their service to 
our country. This is a rather small 
community in the Senate—men and 
women who love this country, fellow 
travelers who want to make democracy 
work. What the American people see 
are some pitched battles during the 
day and the early evening hours in the 
middle of a debate in which there are 
different philosophies and ideas that 
clash on the Senate floor. What they do 
not see is we are colleagues and 
friends, first and foremost. 

I think the entire Senate member-
ship would say: We have, indeed, lost a 
couple of good friends, PAUL and Sheila 
WELLSTONE. Our country has lost two 
tireless fighters for justice. The Senate 
has lost its strongest voice for those 
who do not have it so good in this 
country. And American politics has 
lost the true champion for the little 
guy. 

If ever a man and wife were a team, 
it was PAUL and Sheila WELLSTONE. 
They did everything together. Sheila’s 
public service, as PAUL would be the 
first to tell you, was every bit as im-
portant as his. That public service was 
marked by a green bus, and that green 
bus meant in Minnesota and our part of 
the country citizen action, people em-
powerment, and something that was on 
the move, a mission, a campaign on the 
move. 

It is true, as my colleague said, PAUL 
was different. He would not have been 
caught dead in Ferragamo shoes, even 
if he wanted them, and he did not. He 
was not a man to wear Brooks Brothers 
suits. He was short of stature and tall 
of ambition with a power and passion 
of ideas, as my colleague from Nevada 
just described, that would at the end 
stage of any debate leave him sitting 
at that chair with two more amend-
ments to offer—the hour was late and 
patience was short. Imploring him 
made no difference. You could say: 
PAUL, PAUL, we are just out of time; 
can you just not offer one of these 
amendments? The answer was always 
the same: Absolutely not. I am here to 
offer this amendment. This amendment 
is important. I came here to do that 
work and there are people who depend 
on me to offer this amendment—people 
whose lives were changed because of 
this amendment. 

It was always with PAUL: No. And we 
always turned away understanding the 
passion that burned in his soul to do 
the right thing, to do the thing he felt 
was important for our country. 

PAUL was different in a much more 
significant way as well. In today’s 
modern politics, it is so often the case 
that politicians with a sophisticated 
network of pollsters and advisers are 
able to evaluate exactly which way the 
wind is blowing, to be able to set their 
sail to get maximum capability from 

that wind. It is a constant job of tack-
ing for some into or with that wind to 
find out exactly where the maximum 
wind will be. PAUL was not interested 
in sailing or winds. PAUL was only in-
terested in the rudder. He set the rud-
der and he did not care where the wind 
was: This is the direction I am going 
and it does not matter whether it is a 
favorable wind or an unfavorable wind. 
This is where we are headed and this is 
why—very unusual in modern politics 
but also very refreshing. 

I found it interesting that those 
newspapers that were not very good to 
his ideas in life, in death gave PAUL 
great credit for raising ideas, for stand-
ing by his principles, for never waver-
ing and never causing for a moment 
any constituent anyplace to wonder 
where he stood. You knew where PAUL 
WELLSTONE stood. 

There are two things, of a great 
many, that stand out in my mind. One 
day I sent around a memorandum to 
Senators saying we were going to visit 
a youth detention center in Maryland 
and I wanted to know if anyone wanted 
to come along. PAUL WELLSTONE called 
me and said: I would like to come. 

The two of us, with some staff, went 
out to a youth detention center and 
spent the entire morning sitting in 
that youth detention center talking to 
kids, kids who had committed murder, 
kids who were drug addicted, kids who 
had been in the worst kind of trouble 
one could possibly imagine. Driving 
back to Capitol Hill after this visit, I 
once again got another glimpse of PAUL 
WELLSTONE’s soul. He said: If someone 
had cared about those kids early in 
their lives they would not be there 
today. Someone needed to help those 
kids at the right moment, and we can 
do that in the Senate. 

To PAUL, that visit was, how can we 
reach out to help people who need help 
at a time when they desperately need 
that help? 

In the last couple of months, PAUL 
came up to me while we were in the 
well of the Senate, and he said: I was 
campaigning in Minnesota and I went 
to an independent auto repair shop, 
and the major automobile manufactur-
ers would not give the computer codes 
to these independent auto repair shops. 
These small independents are telling 
me they cannot work on the new cars. 
They do not have the computer cards 
for the carburetors and all those things 
they have to have to work on those 
cars. 

He said: That is unfair, and it is 
going to drive those folks out of busi-
ness. This is going to kill the little 
guy. 

He asked if I would hold a hearing on 
this in my Consumer Subcommittee. I 
said of course I will. We put together 
some information on it. The day of the 
hearing came and Senator WELLSTONE 
was to be the lead-off witness. That 
was not enough for Senator 
WELLSTONE. As was his want, in the 
way he did politics, the hearing room 
was packed. It was full of mechanics 
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and independent repair shop owners 
from all across this country. I guess 
that hearing room holds probably 100 
people, and there were 150 people there. 
PAUL had brought his people, the inde-
pendent repair shop folks, to that hear-
ing room as a demonstration of this 
problem, to say this problem ought to 
be fixed. 

PAUL was the lead-off witness and as 
was typical with him, with great pas-
sion he made the case about the unfair-
ness to the little guy, about the inde-
pendent repair shops trying to make a 
living, and how what is happening is 
unfair to them. 

About 3 weeks ago, right before we 
completed our work and left for the 
election, PAUL came up to me on the 
floor of the Senate during a vote. He 
was holding a sheet of paper. He was 
flashing this paper and saying: We won. 
His point was that the automobile 
manufacturers had reached an agree-
ment with the independent repair 
shops, and that problem had gotten 
solved. For PAUL, it was about the lit-
tle guy versus the big guy, about those 
who did not have the power and those 
who did. 

It was always that he wanted to 
stand on the side of those who did not 
have the power, those who needed help. 
That was so much of PAUL WELL-
STONE’S life. 

There is much to say, and my col-
leagues, I am sure, will say it when we 
talk about his service to our country. 
It is sufficient now to say that one of 
our Senate desks is empty. The Senate 
has lost a wonderful friend. 

I conclude by quoting Thomas Moore, 
if I might, and relate it to PAUL’S 
service:
Let fate do her worst; there are relics of joy, 
Bright dreams of the past, which she cannot 

destroy; 
Which come in the nighttime of sorrow and 

care, 
And bring back the features that joy used to 

wear. 
Long; long be my heart with such memories 

fill’d! 
Like the vase, in which roses have once been 

distill’d 
You may break, you may shatter the vase, if 

you will, 
But the scent of the roses will hang ’round it 

still.

PAUL WELLSTONE is no longer in the 
Senate, his desk is empty, but the pas-
sion of his ideas most surely will re-
main for years and years to come. 

I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Illinois. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, today I 

reflect on the life of a friend and re-
flect on a political life. Politics is a 
fateful calling. The voters can end a 
political life in a few hours on any 
Tuesday. Promising public careers can 
be terminated abruptly. But like life 
itself, political life should be measured 
by its quality rather than its quantity. 
By that measure, PAUL WELLSTONE, a 
man small in stature, became a giant 
in this Senate. 

This is not my desk in the Senate. 
My desk is the one directly in front of 

the desk where we honor the memory 
of PAUL WELLSTONE. So many times I 
had to leave my desk because when 
Senator PAUL WELLSTONE got wound up 
on an issue of great importance to him, 
you had better clear out. He had this 
famous desk with the long microphone 
cord, and he would roam all over this 
area, speaking with passion and com-
mitment. I wanted to stand back a few 
steps to witness it because it was truly 
historic when he took to the Senate 
floor. 

I do not think there were any routine 
Wellstone speeches. With all credit to 
his staff, I am sure he embellished 
them in the certain qualities that even 
the best staff person could not add. 
There was no routine nature about 
PAUL WELLSTONE in politics. 

I remember when he first ran. People 
kind of laughed about the idea. This 
professor from a small college in Min-
nesota is going to run against an in-
cumbent Senator? 

We all know what that was about. 
This had to be a class project. He was 
going to go out and make his stand, 
make his speeches, and probably lose 
by an embarrassing margin. But then 
they started getting reports back from 
that early campaigning. This now fa-
mous green schoolbus, which I had a 
chance to see when I was in Min-
neapolis for the tribute to PAUL 
WELLSTONE, had a platform on the 
back where he would stand like Harry 
Truman and make his speeches. 

I remember his television commer-
cial which they replayed during trib-
utes after he died in the plane crash. 
He said: You will have to listen very 
closely because I don’t have much 
time. I don’t have much money and I 
have to tell you everything. This is my 
home; this is where I work. 

It was a classic presentation of what 
he was all about in just a few seconds. 

At the end of the campaign after he 
won and surprised everyone, there is a 
photo of PAUL, Sheila, and Marcia 
when PAUL agreed to finally retire the 
pair of shoes he wore throughout the 
campaign. What a sorry pair of shoes. 
He was no slave to fashion, to say the 
least. 

In his campaign in the Senate, I can 
recall he was admonished by a col-
league to go home and change his shirt 
because it did not look like a Senator’s 
shirt. He did not think of those things. 
Those things were so inconsequential 
to his view. 

He thought about the important 
things, the really important things. He 
reminded us time and again of how 
those things are overlooked. You draw 
together 100 Senators across the United 
States, you put the national political 
agenda in front of us, and PAUL 
WELLSTONE found it hard to believe 
that we could miss so many important 
things. 

Sheila was the same way. His wife 
Sheila, the unpaid Senator to Min-
nesota at his side, worked on issues 
such as domestic abuse, inviting all of 
us to come to an art center she had 

regularly to highlight what victims 
were expressing through their art in 
terms of domestic abuse. 

We used to talk about PAUL 
WELLSTONE’s amendments on the floor. 
They were great amendments. Some of 
them did not get a great number of 
votes. We used to speak in the caucus 
about the so-called Wellstone amend-
ments. We used to have competition to 
make sure that he got enough votes so 
it was not called a Wellstone amend-
ment. And he said, I win some of these 
amendments. And he did. Without fail, 
every one of the amendments chal-
lenged every one of us to look at the 
national agenda and look at America 
from a different perspective. 

We get caught up in the life of public 
service and forget the people that PAUL 
WELLSTONE never forgot. I think back 
to some of them. PAUL WELLSTONE did 
not make any bones about the fact 
that he opposed the Vietnam war. Dur-
ing the 1960s, when many of us were in 
college and that was a dominant issue 
of the time, he was opposed to that 
war. But you would find, as I did in his 
tribute in Minneapolis, the veterans 
groups coming out in large numbers to 
pay tribute to PAUL WELLSTONE. There 
was no separation between them. PAUL 
WELLSTONE opposed the war, but he did 
not oppose the warriors who came 
home. He became their champion in 
the Senate. 

When people would bring up his own 
military record, or lack of it, or his 
own position on Vietnam, he would al-
ways be able to rally the veterans of 
Minnesota who would say, we are for 
PAUL WELLSTONE because he fought for 
us to make sure we were not forgotten 
when we came home. That is the kind 
of person he was. 

I think of the debate on education in 
the Senate, the no child left behind 
bandwagon. I was on it. What a big 
bandwagon it was. It was the Presi-
dent, the leaders, the Democrats and 
the Republicans in the House and Sen-
ate, liberal and conservative alike. We 
would all be for no child left behind. 
But not PAUL WELLSTONE. PAUL 
WELLSTONE was the one voice saying, 
wait a minute, we may be going too far 
here. High-stakes testing for kids can 
destroy their lives in the future. Are 
we moving too fast without thinking 
about the children and what it could be 
doing to their lives? Again and again, 
PAUL WELLSTONE forced us all to slow 
down even as we were involved in some 
political movement that seemed to 
have great force behind us, to stop and 
think about the actual people affected, 
the children, the teachers, the families. 

He was first and foremost a teacher 
himself, at Carlton College and in the 
Senate. Time and again, he taught us. 
He never taught us better than the les-
son on mental health parity. PAUL 
WELLSTONE realized that our treatment 
of mental health in the United States 
of America in the 21st century is 
shameful. It is disgraceful. He told us 
over and over that we treat people with 
mental illness as if they are suffering 
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from some curse rather than some ill-
ness. He begged us time and again to 
treat fairly people who suffer from 
mental illness. 

I join with everyone here today, all 
the Members of the Senate who have 
given speeches and nice comments 
about PAUL WELLSTONE, all the mem-
bers of our government, from the Presi-
dent on down, who said what a great 
man he was and great values he 
brought to public life. Members can 
prove it by passing this Wellstone-
Domenici bill for mental health parity 
and do it on an expedited schedule. 
PAUL WELLSTONE, if he were here 
today, would say: Forget the speeches, 
forget the flowers; pass the bill, help 
some people. That is what government 
is supposed to be about. That is a chal-
lenge to us. 

We ought to mark our calendar 
today. Here we are, November 12, 
thinking about the challenges this 
country is going to face. Instead, step 
back and say: Where will we be 2 or 3 
months from now dealing with mental 
health parity? Will we have done 
enough? PAUL WELLSTONE led that 
fight in a way that was classic 
Wellstone. 

In the debate he would know, many 
times, that the forces were against 
him, that he did not stand a chance. He 
would stand here with such passion and 
commitment and make these speeches, 
hour after hour, if necessary, always 
respectful of his opposition, always on 
the Senate floor, even for those who 
saw the world in completely different 
terms, but always committed to what 
he was fighting for. 

They tell us the politics of PAUL 
WELLSTONE are now out of fashion. I 
don’t believe that for a second. You 
ought to know that since PAUL 
WELLSTONE passed away, many in the 
Senate have been trading phone calls 
late at night in their homes talking 
about not only PAUL and the great loss 
of Sheila and Marcia and the three 
campaign workers and the two pilots, 
but reflecting on ourselves and why we 
are here. PAUL would like that. PAUL 
would like that his passing would cause 
us all to think a little bit harder about 
who will carry on his fight. 

I have heard a lot of us in these con-
versations, my colleagues and myself, 
talking about what we need to do to 
make sure that voice is not silenced in 
the Senate, to make certain that PAUL 
WELLSTONE’s passion and commitment 
live on. That is the greatest tribute of 
all. 

For 6 years, I served in the Senate 
with PAUL WELLSTONE. For 2 years, he 
was over my shoulder at this Senate 
desk. 

For every Member of the Senate, 
PAUL WELLSTONE will always be over 
our shoulder keeping an eye on what 
we do, listening to our speeches, asking 
us in real human terms whether we are 
forgetting someone in the process. 

The victims who cannot afford lobby-
ists in Washington, DC, the poor and 
dispossessed who may not even have 

the will to vote, let alone to partici-
pate in this process, the people without 
the resources to be heard, who is going 
to speak for them? PAUL WELLSTONE 
did. Those who stand in tribute to his 
memory should make certain that 
voice is never silenced. 

I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Mexico. 
Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I will 

also say a few words about PAUL and 
Sheila WELLSTONE. PAUL and Sheila 
were good friends of my wife Anne, my 
son John, and myself. We met shortly 
after they arrived in Washington for 
PAUL to take up his duties in the Sen-
ate. Our friendship grew over time. 
Friendship came easily to PAUL and to 
Sheila because they had a genuine in-
terest in and a compassion for other 
people. So on a personal level, PAUL 
and Sheila will be greatly missed. 

On a policy level, they will also be 
greatly missed in this Senate. PAUL be-
lieved strongly that government should 
and could help improve the lives of av-
erage people. He championed better 
education for our children, better ac-
cess to health care, particularly men-
tal health care, as my colleague from 
Illinois has described. He championed a 
decent wage for workers. Any issue 
that presented a choice between the 
public interest and a special interest, 
there was no question where PAUL 
stood. 

Sheila was also a fierce advocate for 
policies in which she believed. Her 
focus for many years was on the prob-
lems of domestic violence, and she and 
PAUL helped spotlight that problem. 
They did much to put it on our na-
tional agenda. PAUL said what he be-
lieved. He voted his convictions, even 
when those convictions placed him in a 
small minority in the Senate. He was 
proud to proclaim himself a Liberal in 
an age where most Americans have 
been persuaded that liberal is a pejo-
rative term. 

The truth is that his views, when not 
distorted by his opponents, were very 
much endorsed by the majority of the 
Americans. His core belief was that 
those who are less fortunate should be 
helped to obtain the tools with which 
to succeed. That belief is shared by 
most in this great country. His service 
in the Senate was an effort to imple-
ment that belief. 

When serving here in the Senate, one 
is always aware that the imperative to 
do what is right sometimes conflicts 
with the desire to be reelected. PAUL 
always chose to do what he considered 
right and damn the consequences. He 
came to the Senate with a clear intent 
to make a difference in the history of 
his nation, and he succeeded. The death 
of PAUL and Sheila and their daughter, 
their staff and pilots, was a great trag-
edy for our country. It was also a great 
tragedy for this Senate. The Senate 
will be a lesser place without PAUL 
WELLSTONE. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. President, I 
rise today, along with my colleagues, 
to pay tribute to the memory of our 
tragically departed friend and col-
league, Senator PAUL WELLSTONE, and 
to remember his life partner Sheila, 
their daughter, and the others who lost 
their lives in the plane crash. 

We send our condolences and our 
prayers to the families of all of those 
who were involved. 

Whenever Senator WELLSTONE came 
to the floor of the Senate to fight on 
behalf of our Nation’s most vulnerable, 
to fight for economic fairness, for 
working men and women, to fight for 
quality public education and health 
care for all our children, can’t you just 
hear his voice now—standing up over 
and over again to fight and to speak 
out in behalf of the people he rep-
resented—to protect our environment. 

In thinking about Senator 
WELLSTONE, I thought of the words of 
Frederick Douglass in 1857 when he 
said:

If there is no struggle, there is no progress. 
Those who profess to favor freedom and yet 
depreciate agitation want crops without 
plowing up the ground. They want rain with-
out thunder and lightning. They want the 
ocean without the awful roar of its many wa-
ters.

PAUL WELLSTONE was ready to fight 
for progress. And he was unafraid of 
the war that followed. In fact, he em-
braced it. 

PAUL WELLSTONE believed the status 
quo can never be a cause but, rather, 
must be the constant casualty of time 
in any nation dedicated to equality and 
justice and freedom. 

Did he win every battle? No. But the 
very fight of Senator PAUL WELLSTONE 
ennobled the Senate and enlightened 
this Nation by giving voice to the chal-
lenges that confront us. 

I would like to read from a speech 
that Senator WELLSTONE gave to grad-
uating students at Swarthmore Col-
lege. The passion of PAUL’s words re-
minds us of the shame of passivity, the 
passivity of standing back and watch-
ing millions of families slide into pov-
erty, and our Nation’s future slip away 
from them. 

Senator WELLSTONE asked:
How can it be that in the United States of 

America—today—at the peak of our eco-
nomic performance—we are still being told 
that we cannot provide a good education for 
every child? 

We are still being told that we cannot pro-
vide good health care for every citizen. 

We are still being told that people can’t 
look forward to jobs that they can support 
themselves and their children on. 

We’re still being told that we cannot 
achieve the goal of having every five-year-
old come to kindergarten ready to learn. 

How can it be that we are being told that 
we cannot do this at the peak of our eco-
nomic performance? 
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I say to you today that it is not right. It 

is not acceptable. We can do much better, 
and if not now, when? If we don’t do this 
now, when will we do it as a nation? 

That is a betrayal of our heritage. The im-
poverishment of so many children is our na-
tional disgrace.

Senator WELLSTONE did not pull any 
punches. Yet he was not a cynic either. 
He believed that by giving wings to the 
nobler angels of our Nation, we could 
place progress in the wind. 

In the same speech I was quoting 
from, Senator WELLSTONE closed, urg-
ing people to get involved with politics 
and public service and become those 
nobler angels whose wings would give 
flight to change and to justice. He said:

I do not believe the future will belong to 
those who are content with the present. 

I do not believe the future will belong to 
the cynics, or to those who stand on the side-
line. 

The future will belong to those who have 
passion, and to those who are willing to 
make the personal commitment to make our 
country better. 

The future will belong to those who believe 
in the beauty of their dreams.

We will miss PAUL WELLSTONE’s lead-
ership, his voice on this Senate floor. 
We will miss the beauty of his dreams 
of an America where the most vulner-
able among us are valued, where all of 
our children are cherished, and where 
no one who gets up and goes to work in 
the morning goes to sleep at night in 
poverty. 

But, PAUL, while we will miss you 
coming to the floor of the Senate to 
share those dreams, I promise you 
those dreams will not die. 

Thank you, Mr. President.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

NELSON of Florida). The Senator from 
Alaska. 

Mr. MURKOWSKI. I wish the Pre-
siding Officer a good afternoon. 

Mr. President, I, too, would like to 
lend a few comments to one we fondly 
regarded as the ‘‘Little Giant,’’ Sen-
ator PAUL WELLSTONE. 

I, obviously, had an opportunity over 
the years to converse, discuss, debate, 
agree—occasionally disagree—with our 
friend who truly believed in his cause, 
a cause that was perhaps more liberal 
than my own, but a cause that was re-
flected on what makes the Senate so 
unique; that is, the cause of the bal-
ance that we have, more or less a main-
stream of thought that prevails in the 
Senate. But in many cases it is brought 
about by those who have very active 
views, whether they be liberals or con-
servatives. 

But PAUL WELLSTONE did represent, 
if you will, the pendulum in the Sen-
ate. His contribution was one of activ-
ism, of standing for the underdog, of 
reflecting on the needs of some we can 
never properly repay; specifically, the 
veterans of this Nation who have given 
so much so that we can live in the free-
dom of our democracy. 

As I have reflected, along with Sen-
ator STEVENS and Representative 
YOUNG, because of the vast distances 
between our State of Alaska and Wash-

ington, DC, and the tribulations of long 
flights back and forth, and the ever-in-
creasing pressures to make dates, par-
ticularly during campaigns, having 
just run a campaign myself, why, I can 
recall the unpleasant evening flights in 
bad weather, with a recognition that 
people expect you to be present at a 
given time. And it is the demands that 
are constant pressures to try to fulfill 
obligations that cause each Member of 
both the House and the Senate to live, 
perhaps, on the edge. Unfortunately, 
that edge results in additional expo-
sure that is associated with accidents. 
And we have seen that in the passing of 
our good friend PAUL WELLSTONE, who, 
again, to me, is referred to as the 
‘‘Little Giant’’: small in stature but 
significant in what he believed. And his 
contribution, again, I think is measur-
able in one sense by those who knew 
him but in another sense by the legacy 
he leaves in this body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wisconsin.

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I rise 
to pay tribute to our colleague, PAUL 
WELLSTONE. 

As with the loss of anyone so vital, so 
full of energy, and so dear to us, it is 
hard to believe that PAUL is really 
gone. But as with a brother, or a fa-
ther, or a great teacher, even if they 
have died, they leave a part of them-
selves with those who carry on. They 
are never really gone. 

I first met PAUL before either of us 
had been elected to the Senate. I was 
meeting with different people as I con-
sidered a run for the Senate, and I 
heard about this professor in Min-
nesota who was planning to run in 1990. 
I had a chance to visit him at his 
home. When we met, we laughed at the 
idea that the two of us or either of us, 
would ever have been elected to the 
Senate. 

But then PAUL went on to run a ter-
rific campaign, without a lot of money, 
but with a whole lot of energy. When 
he won, he helped me and others to be-
lieve that we could do the same. I will 
always be grateful to him for that ex-
ample, as I am sure are many others 
across the country who were inspired 
by PAUL and the exceptional life that 
he led. 

So now we know that whenever a 
candidate runs a scrappy populist cam-
paign, PAUL WELLSTONE will be there. 

PAUL WELLSTONE believed in clean 
elections. PAUL was a strong, stalwart 
ally over the years that we served to-
gether in the Senate, working for cam-
paign finance reform. He was an origi-
nal cosponsor of the first McCain-Fein-
gold bill—one of a handful of us, along 
with Senators Claiborne Pell and FRED 
THOMPSON and he was there all the 
way. Some have said that the law that 
we enacted this year went too far. 
Characteristically, PAUL thought that 
it did not go far enough. 

PAUL WELLSTONE wrote: ‘‘The way in 
which money has come to dominate 
politics is the foremost ethical issue of 
politics of our time. We need to invite 

ordinary citizens back into American 
politics to work for what is right for 
our nation.’’ 

Whenever Americans reform our elec-
tion campaigns, PAUL WELLSTONE will 
be there. 

PAUL WELLSTONE said: ‘‘I don’t rep-
resent the big oil companies. I don’t 
represent the big pharmaceutical com-
panies. I don’t represent the Enrons of 
this world. But you know what, they 
already have great representation in 
Washington. It’s the rest of the people 
that need it.’’ That’s what PAUL 
WELLSTONE said.

So, whenever there are voices stand-
ing up for the little guy, PAUL 
WELLSTONE’s voice will be there. 

There is a role that some Senators 
play of leading where not many follow 
because they know that it is right. 
PAUL WELLSTONE had the courage of 
his convictions. He was not afraid to 
stand alone. Now that he is gone, there 
may come more times when some of us 
will be counted as the only vote 
against something. 

But whenever a Senator stands alone 
in the well of the Senate and casts a 
solitary vote because that’s what he or 
she believes, that Senator won’t really 
be alone because PAUL WELLSTONE will 
be there. 

There is a role that some Senators 
play of reminding the rest of us of what 
is right, even when we don’t nec-
essarily like to hear it. It has been said 
many times, and it is nonetheless true, 
that like Paul Douglas, Phil Hart, and 
Paul Simon before him, PAUL 
WELLSTONE was the conscience of the 
Senate. 

Whenever political expediency pulls 
us to vote one way, but our consciences 
pull us back the other, PAUL 
WELLSTONE will be there. 

PAUL WELLSTONE was a dear, sweet 
man, and a good friend to those of us 
who knew him. Yes, he had a puckish 
grin and a ready sense of humor. His 
passing brings a tear to our eyes. 

But whenever we think of that smile 
of his, PAUL WELLSTONE will be there. 

The Bible says: ‘‘Justice, justice 
shall you pursue.’’ PAUL didn’t need to 
be told. That was who he was. PAUL 
WELLSTONE believed in justice with 
every fiber of his being. 

PAUL fought for justice for children 
who didn’t have enough to eat. He 
fought for environmental justice, even 
for the poor side of town. He fought for 
social justice when it came to access to 
health care. He fought for economic 
justice when it came to a fair min-
imum wage and the ability of working 
families to protect themselves under 
the bankruptcy law. And he fought for 
justice among nations, and for peace. 
PAUL WELLSTONE was the very embodi-
ment of justice. 

And so, PAUL WELLSTONE, here on the 
Senate floor, there is a hole in our 
hearts. We will miss you, dear friend. 

But we will still look for you. For 
wherever it is on this Senate floor, at 
a political rally, or at a town hall 
meeting somewhere on a cold, windy 
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day in the heartland of America when-
ever someone speaks for justice, PAUL 
WELLSTONE will be there. 

I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Massachusetts. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, PAUL 

WELLSTONE was an extraordinary lead-
er with a common touch. His dedica-
tion to the well-being of average Amer-
icans was unparalleled in Congress. 

He believed all of our citizens, no 
matter how humble their beginnings, 
or difficult their plight, had an equal 
right to happy, healthy, and full lives. 
He always made the time to hear the 
real needs of the people, and he always 
took the time to speak up for them in 
the U.S. Senate. 

For PAUL, core beliefs were not some-
thing to be compromised. He under-
stood as well as anyone in this body 
the give-and-take of legislation. But 
we always knew his values were at the 
forefront of every battle, and the peo-
ple of Minnesota could count on him to 
fight for them with every ounce of his 
considerable energy and ability. 

PAUL and I were seatmates. His desk 
is right beside mine on the Senate 
floor. But we were more than neigh-
bors. PAUL was our conscience, our 
guiding light. He turned overlooked 
needs and forgotten causes into real 
hopes for millions of Americans. For 
them, PAUL WELLSTONE was their 
champion, their Senator. 

Earlier this year, Senator 
WELLSTONE chaired a hearing in the 
Labor Committee on an issue of great 
concern to American workers. A group 
of low-wage men and women were so 
excited by the prospect of the hearing 
that they took a day off from work, 
boarded buses, and headed for the hear-
ing. When they arrived, they found the 
room full and the door barred. But Sen-
ator WELLSTONE heard about the work-
ers who were waiting in the hallway, 
unable to get in. He invited them in 
and seated them on the dais among the 
Senators attending the hearing. For 
PAUL, this was the way it was intended 
to be. For him, there was no distance, 
no barrier between the people and their 
elected representatives. 

Senator WELLSTONE did his home-
work. He knew the facts and he also 
knew the reality of everyday life for 
the people he cared for so deeply and 
served so well. When the Senate de-
bated education policy, we knew PAUL 
understood the issues thoroughly. We 
also knew PAUL had spent more time 
visiting the public schools than any 
other Senator. He knew the challenges 
firsthand because he had taken the 
time to listen to parents, teachers, and 
schoolchildren so he could be a true 
voice for them in Washington. 

He taught us all by his example that 
Americans face challenges together. He 
was the embodiment of e pluribus 
unum, that out of many peoples in 
America, we are one Nation. He lived 
every moment of every day fighting to 
make our Nation even stronger, ever 
the beacon of opportunity for all of our 
citizens. 

PAUL, we will miss you. You and 
Sheila and Marcia leave an extraor-
dinary legacy for millions of Ameri-
cans to honor, to cherish, and to carry 
on. Your outstanding contributions to 
the Senate, to Minnesota, and to the 
Nation will always be remembered. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
FEINGOLD). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The Senator from Florida is recog-
nized. 

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, it is with a very heavy heart that 
all of us gather in the Chamber that 
will miss one of our own. It was with a 
very heavy heart we received the news 
on that snowy, icy day that we had 
lost, while flying in northern Min-
nesota, a wonderful companion and col-
league and, along with him, his life’s 
companion, and part of that family—
his daughter. 

This freshman Senator had observed 
this Senator from Minnesota who had 
such energy and, along with it, such 
happiness. I can still see PAUL 
WELLSTONE thrusting in the air those 
short, little jabs, while at the same 
time having that wry smile on his face, 
as he would teach us the way we should 
be as Senators—advocating for those 
who could not advocate for themselves, 
for those who could not hire with un-
limited resources. He was there to 
stand and represent those folks. 

I went to Minnesota in August to do 
what I could for PAUL WELLSTONE in a 
race that, interestingly, as November 5 
approached—and PAUL was so con-
cerned about what was going to be the 
effect of his vote on the Iraq resolu-
tion, the fact he voted his conscience, 
the fact he stood up as the little giant 
against what was otherwise considered 
the tide. The fact he did that resonated 
among his constituents in Minnesota. 
We saw the result of that in the polls, 
for PAUL had jumped up from an even 
race. He was up five, six, seven points 
before that fateful day his life was 
taken from us. 

I think back to that time in August 
I had gone out there to campaign for 
PAUL. It was a time of mourning in the 
Minneapolis-St. Paul area because a 
lady police officer had just had her life 
snuffed out in an unusual kind of mur-
der, where it was unsuspected. I went 
with PAUL and Sheila that night to 
several events, including back to the 
source of that crime, at a project where 
so many of the community leaders had 
turned out. I watched PAUL as he 
interacted with those grieving con-
stituents, as they all came together in 
a resolve to heal the wounds in that 
community and bring the races to-
gether, instead of dividing them, as so 

often might have been the case in a 
very unfortunate circumstance where a 
police officer had lost her life. 

I went to what was called the 
‘‘national night out’’—a remembrance 
of what communities can do in coming 
together.

I went to two or three such events on 
that evening I visited with PAUL and 
Sheila. I watched the interaction of 
him with Minnesotans. I saw that it 
was the same PAUL WELLSTONE that I 
saw interacting with Senators in this 
Chamber, in our caucuses, in our 
luncheon meetings, in the cloakroom, 
and in the committee meetings. It was 
the same friendly, highly intelligent 
man, always offering that smile, get-
ting from place to place with that limp 
in his gait as a result of an old wres-
tling injury. And he was so attractive. 
He was attractive to us as a friend and 
a colleague. He was attractive to the 
folks of Minnesota as their Senator. 

I went to their home, a modest, very 
comfortable, very appropriately ap-
pointed duplex townhouse, close in so 
he could be where his constituents 
were. It was easy access for him, even 
though with that limp; it had a set of 
stairs, at least two, if not three stories. 
It was so comfortable as a retreat for 
him, made so by his lifelong companion 
Sheila, who was at his side throughout 
that campaign and who was at his side 
throughout his professional career, in-
cluding his career in the Senate. 

Then when I was in Minnesota, I 
talked to his kids. This is not his im-
mediate family kids. This was the ex-
tension of PAUL WELLSTONE, the pro-
fessor, the extension of PAUL 
WELLSTONE, the Senator, who had le-
gions of young people, some in their 
middle years, who went door to door 
telling why those Minnesotans should 
vote and continue him in the Senate. 

I saw their conviction as I talked to 
them basically to share a number of 
stories I had as a Congressman going 
door to door. A lot of those experiences 
we shared were quite humorous, some 
of the unexpected experiences when 
one goes knocking on doors. I ex-
plained to them, with a bit of over-
statement, that western civilization 
depended on what they were doing, 
going door to door. We all had a good 
laugh about that. 

They were committed. They were 
committed to PAUL WELLSTONE. They 
were committed for the kind of person 
he represented, and they were doing 
the job and they were very effective. 
Their number had multiplied many 
times over so that as it came to that 
fateful day, there were legions of some 
4,000 of those young people who were 
canvassing Minnesota. 

That says a lot about the kind of per-
son PAUL WELLSTONE was and how his 
memory will live; that young people 
believed enough in him that they 
would spend all day in a thankless job 
of going door to door. 

I remember so well the PAUL 
WELLSTONE we loved around here. He 
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was not afraid to take on any foe. He 
was not afraid to take on any subject 
where he felt he could offer something 
of substance to the discussion, and as 
far as this Senator is concerned, it 
often made the difference because it 
was done with dignity, it was done with 
passion, it was done with energy, and 
his orations were done with great con-
viction. 

That is a great example. That is a 
great role model for all of us. We will 
miss him deeply. 

I remember when I came to the Min-
nesota airport for that memorial serv-
ice. Someone met me at the gate and 
escorted me to the place where we were 
all to huddle up and then board the 
buses. As I walked in to that waiting 
room, what stared me in the face was a 
simple poster that said: WELLSTONE for 
Senate. I remember almost having my 
breath taken away as I realized that he 
was not going to be with us in body 
anymore. But he certainly will con-
tinue with us in spirit. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, the 

Senate is greatly diminished with the 
passing of Senator PAUL WELLSTONE. 
As we see the bouquet of flowers on his 
desk, we can see PAUL in action, speak-
ing out, speaking up indefatigable on 
the issues of concern to him. 

He undertook a very difficult cam-
paign back in 1990 against the odds, 
against a popular incumbent Senator. 
He was able to mobilize students, ac-
tivists, people who believed in what he 
believed in because he was always a 
man with a cause. All the time he had 
a point. He did not mind being a dis-
senter. 

People who may be listening to this 
session of the Senate do not know, but 
there is a little card at the desk on 
each side, Republicans and Democrats. 
When the Senators come in and vote, 
there is a check. It is not easy, when, 
say, there are 50 members of the party 
and 49 checks are on one side, to vote 
against the 49, to have your name 
stand out in marked contrast as a dis-
senter, but PAUL WELLSTONE did not 
mind that a bit. 

I believe in the history of our coun-
try the dissenters are vitally impor-
tant, sometimes more important than 
the majority. Oliver Wendell Holmes, a 
Supreme Court Justice, was a prime 
example. He did not mind speaking out 
in dissent. And then he got another Su-
preme Court Justice, Louis Brandeis, 
to join him. So then instead of 1 to 8, 
it was 2 to 7. The brainpower of the 2 
was characteristically better than the 
7. For that matter, the brainpower of 
that one, Justice Oliver Wendell 
Holmes, was greater than the 8 of 
many occasions. 

Plessy v. Ferguson was a decision es-
tablishing the principle of separate but 
equal, having segregation in America, 
in a decision shortly before the turn of 
the 20th century, I believe in 1896. John 
Marshall Harlan was the one dissenter. 

That dissent became a clarion call for 
Brown v. Board of Education. Simi-
larly, I think the dissents that Senator 
WELLSTONE registered have the poten-
tial to become a majority point of 
view. 

It was said earlier today, and I think 
with real meaning, that the legislation 
to establish parity for mental illness 
with physical illness would be an ap-
propriate tribute for Senator PAUL 
WELLSTONE. That legislation came 
within a hair’s breadth of being passed 
in the spring of 2001 on an appropria-
tions bill.

Technically, we are not supposed to 
legislate on an appropriations bill, but 
that rule is honored and then breached 
very often, maybe not more often than 
it is observed but it is breached very 
frequently. 

We had passed it through the Labor, 
Health, Human Services and Education 
Subcommittee which I had chaired. It 
was a health bill. Senator DOMENICI 
was the principal champion on the Re-
publican side, and Senator WELLSTONE 
was the principal champion on the 
Democratic side. I was long a cospon-
sor of the matter. In chairing the con-
ference, we pushed very hard. It came 
within one vote on the House side—we 
had the Senate—of getting that legisla-
tion passed. 

It ought to be passed as a tribute to 
Senator WELLSTONE. It also ought to be 
passed for the benefit of the people who 
suffer from mental illness, which is 
every bit as debilitating as a physical 
illness. 

On October 25, I was campaigning, as 
I think most people were. I had just 
come from a political rally in Reading, 
PA, where Vice President CHENEY had 
spoken for Congressman GEKAS who 
was running in a hotly contested elec-
tion against Congressman TIM HOLDEN, 
two incumbents pitted against one an-
other. I turned on the radio at about 
1:30 eastern time and was shocked to 
hear the news that Senator 
WELLSTONE’s plane had gone down. It 
brought memories of the plane that 
went down on April 3, 1991, with Sen-
ator John Heinz, a vibrant, young Sen-
ator who had great potential, as did 
Senator PAUL WELLSTONE. 

Flying small planes is an occupa-
tional hazard and everybody in this 
Chamber, all 100 of us, as well as the 
435 Members in the other Chamber, and 
many other legislators and govern-
mental officials, climb into small air-
planes every other day. We all hold our 
breath as to whether we will be suc-
cessful on the flight. Regrettably, we 
fly in bad weather, which sometimes 
we should not do but there is always a 
big crowd waiting and always some 
reason to finish. 

It was a great tragedy. PAUL’s wife 
Sheila was with him in the plane. One 
seldom saw PAUL in the Halls of Con-
gress without Sheila. She was not on 
the floor of the Senate, but she was 
with him constantly, holding hands, a 
very devoted couple. Their daughter 
Marcia was with them, also devoted in 

the campaign, a brilliant young woman 
at the age of 33. 

Senator WELLSTONE will be sorely 
missed in the Senate. There are many 
PAUL WELLSTONE stories. I will men-
tion one. I was managing the appro-
priations bill for Labor, Health, Human 
Services and Education. Senator 
WELLSTONE was in the Chamber bright 
and early. We started at 9:30. He had an 
amendment. Sometimes it is hard to 
get amendments up onto the floor. His 
amendment provided that no Member 
of Congress should have a health insur-
ance policy at Government expense 
that was superior to what every other 
American had available to him or her. 

When that amendment was brought 
up, it was through the distinguished 
senior Senator from Minnesota, who 
was smiling broadly. It was a very ex-
traordinary amendment to make. It is 
pretty hard to make an amendment 
like that stick because it would have 
made President Clinton’s national 
health insurance policy look entrepre-
neurial to the nth degree. It did not 
pass, even though the Democrats con-
trolled the House and the Senate. Sen-
ator Mitchell, the majority leader in 
1993, was a major proponent of health 
care, but the Clinton plan with its bu-
reaucracy went down to defeat. To 
have a requirement that no Member of 
Congress could have a health plan that 
was superior in any way to what the 
Government provided for every citizen 
was really an extraordinary idea, to 
characterize it very mildly. 

I did not have to debate Senator 
WELLSTONE for very long before there 
was an avalanche of Senators who 
came to the Chamber. He really struck 
a nerve, and he struck a nerve because 
many people think that Senators and 
Members of the House have health in-
surance which is paid for by the Gov-
ernment, which is not true. We pay for 
the health service which we have, but 
we also have additional health service 
policies, Blue Cross and Blue Shield. To 
have legislation limiting what a Mem-
ber could have to that which every 
other citizen would have at Govern-
ment expense would be a great induce-
ment to pass a widespread health in-
surance benefit, and perhaps we ought 
to do that. That was Senator 
WELLSTONE’s idea. He debated it with 
fervor and intensity. It was an extraor-
dinary debate. I do not think he got 
too many votes for his plan, but that 
did not diminish it in any way. That is 
the great quality of a dissenter. This 
Chamber will not be the same without 
Senator WELLSTONE.

In the absence of any other Senator 
on the floor, I ask unanimous consent 
that my comments on homeland secu-
rity be given as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
NELSON of Florida). Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

(The remarks of Mr. SPECTER are 
printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Morning Business.’’) 

Mr. SPECTER. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll.
Mr. DEWINE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DEWINE. Mr. President, let me 
begin by thanking all of our colleagues 
who have already spoken here on the 
Senate floor this afternoon in tribute 
to our dear friend, PAUL WELLSTONE. I 
join in the sentiments and would like 
to extend my sympathy and my pray-
ers to the entire WELLSTONE family and 
the families and friends of the crew and 
staff members who also lost their loved 
ones just a few short weeks ago. 

PAUL WELLSTONE, his wife Sheila, 
and their daughter Marcia, left quite a 
legacy. These are family who were 
working so closely together to help 
PAUL in his reelection bid. So as we 
pay tribute to PAUL today we must 
also, I believe, remember the dedica-
tion and the love of his wife and his 
daughter—his entire family. Each one 
of us understands our elections are 
many times a family effort. We see our 
spouses, we see our daughters and sons 
go out and campaign and spend time 
with us and spend time in other parts 
of our States. So I think we all can re-
late to this. In a sense, it makes this 
tragedy even harder for all of us to 
bear, to think this was not just a loss 
of PAUL, but also of his wife and his 
daughter. 

The great English poet Alfred Tenny-
son wrote of a dear friend who died sud-
denly:

God’s finger touched him, and he slept.

Recently God’s hand touched our 
friend PAUL WELLSTONE. Now he sleeps 
and now we mourn. The Senate will 
really never be the same without PAUL 
WELLSTONE. Not only did we lose a col-
league, but we also lost a friend, a good 
man, an ethical man, a leader, a true 
champion—a champion of the causes 
and the issues he believed in so pas-
sionately. 

As many of my colleagues have ex-
pressed already, PAUL had a kind of 
drive and passion and spirit that was 
really unequaled in this body. But we 
will also miss his kindness, his resolve, 
and his unbelievable energy—energy he 
brought to every single task he under-
took. Whatever it was, PAUL did it with 
sincerity and he did it with great pas-
sion. PAUL got things done. He was ef-
fective. That effectiveness came be-
cause of his energy, because of his 
drive, because of his determination, 
and it came because he understood 
what he believed in. He understood 
what he cared about. He understood 
what was important. 

It also came about because he could 
get along with people from both sides 
of the aisle. He really transcended poli-
tics in that respect. He knew people. 
He understood them. It was evident he 
cared about them. You never had any 
doubt when PAUL WELLSTONE asked 

you how you were doing, how you were 
feeling, how your wife was, that he ac-
tually meant it. He actually cared.

Arthur Ashe, the famous athlete, who 
also died too young, once said: ‘‘True 
heroism is remarkably sober, very 
undramatic. It is not the urge to sur-
pass all others at whatever cost, but 
the urge to serve others at whatever 
cost.’’

That was PAUL WELLSTONE. That was 
his mission. No cost was too great in 
his eyes when it came to protecting the 
lives of those in this society who could 
not protect themselves—as he said, 
‘‘the little people’’, the poor people, the 
people who needed someone to help 
them. He worked so hard and so tire-
lessly and with such commitment to 
protect children, the elderly, the men-
tally ill. I had the privilege of working 
closely with PAUL on a number of the 
legislative initiatives he cared so much 
about—the kind of initiatives that 
were intended to protect and improve 
peoples’ lives, like job training—the 
bill he and I spent an awful lot of time 
working on—and mental health courts 
bills. 

PAUL also cared deeply about the fu-
ture of America’s children. He wanted 
to ensure that every single child in this 
country received a quality education. 

He was instrumental in making sure 
that our transition to teaching initia-
tive was included in last year’s edu-
cation reform law. And, in fact, at the 
time of PAUL’s death, he and I were 
getting ready to introduce a bill to ex-
pand the childcare loan forgiveness 
program to include preschool teachers. 
I intend to go forward and introduce 
that bill tomorrow. I know that is what 
PAUL would have wanted. And, in his 
memory, I would like to rename that 
bill ‘‘The Paul Wellstone Early Educa-
tor Loan Forgiveness Program.’’ This 
legislation is just one of so many ex-
amples of what PAUL stood for and 
cared so passionately about. 

It wasn’t too long ago that this Sen-
ate lost another friend and colleague. 
That man was a dear friend of mine. 
That man was Senator Paul Coverdell. 
I was recently looking back at the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD at some of 
those firery and empassioned speeches 
that PAUL WELLSTONE used to give on 
this Senate floor, and I came across a 
speech he gave in tribute to Senator 
Coverdell following his death. 

I was really struck by his remarks, 
because what he said in those few 
words about Senator Coverdell really 
capture today what we in this Senate 
think about PAUL WELLSTONE. 

I would like to take just a moment to 
read to my colleagues what PAUL 
WELLSTONE said on this floor on July 
19, 2000:

Mr. President, I want to speak about my 
colleague, Senator Coverdell. I know other 
Senators have. I absolutely have nothing re-
hearsed. There are many Senators who will 
speak about Senator Coverdell probably in a 
more profound and moving way than I can. 

There is one moment I want to remember 
about Senator Coverdell because this small 
story tells a large story. We had had a major 

debate about the Colombia aid package. Sen-
ator Coverdell and I were in a debate. We did 
not agree. It was a pretty good debate back 
and forth. I know from time to time during 
the debate I would reach over and touch his 
hand and say something to the effect: I just 
cannot believe you said this; this is wrong—
something like that. 

At the end of the debate, I said, because I 
believed it and believe it: Senator Coverdell 
is a really good Senator. 

He smiled and touched my hand and said: 
Senator Wellstone is a really good Senator. 

I do not know if the latter part is true, but 
the point is that is the way he was. That is 
the kind of Senator he was.

That is also the kind of Senator Paul 
Wellstone was. 

PAUL WELLSTONE in that tribute 
went on to say this about our friend, 
Senator Coverdell:

We talk about civility. He was just a beau-
tiful person. I really enjoyed him. We need a 
lot of Senators like Senator Coverdell: Paul, 
you are wrong on the issues, but you are a 
really good person. 

The Senate has lost a wonderful person and 
a wonderful Senator, and the United States 
of America has lost a wonderful person and a 
wonderful Senator.

To PAUL WELLSTONE today, I say that 
you, too, were a wonderful person. You 
were a wonderful Senator. 

Today on this floor, we honor what 
PAUL WELLSTONE stood for, what he be-
lieved in, and what he accomplished 
here in this Senate. As a public serv-
ant, PAUL touched the lives of his fam-
ily, his friends and colleagues in the 
Senate, his constituents in his home 
State of Minnesota, and the lives of 
millions of people throughout the 
United States. 

I will not forget PAUL WELLSTONE—
none of us will. He is deeply missed and 
will always be remembered.

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, as we 
have reconvened today, there is a void 
in this Chamber. The untimely passing 
of our friend and colleague, PAUL 
WELLSTONE, brings a sadness to the en-
tire Senate family. 

We are also touched by the loss of 
PAUL’s wife Sheila, his daughter 
Marcia, members of his campaign staff: 
Will McLaughlin, Tom Lapic, and Mary 
McEvoy, and the two pilots: Captains 
Richard Conry and Michael Guess. 

When I heard Senator WELLSTONE’s 
plane had gone down in Minnesota, it 
was difficult for me to convey my 
thoughts. I thought of the countless 
hours I have spent, as a Senator now 
for 34 years, in small planes, flying 
around my State on campaigns and on 
official business. 

I recalled the day in December of 1978 
when the plane carrying my wife Ann 
and myself and five friends, coming 
from Juneau to Anchorage, crashed at 
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the Anchorage Airport. The time that 
followed was a difficult one for my 
family. The death of a spouse, a col-
league, a loved one, or a friend is never 
easy, but to lose that person in an acci-
dent, particularly one you survive, is 
worse because you will always know 
you never said goodbye. 

It was an ironic twist when I discov-
ered PAUL WELLSTONE’s plane crashed 
in the same city, Eveleth, MN, where 
Alaska Congressman Nick Begich was 
born. As the Senate knows, Represent-
ative Begich and the House majority 
leader, Hale Boggs, were killed when 
the airplane in which they were flying 
was lost over Alaska in 1972.

It is safe to say—and I think this is 
no surprise to anyone—that PAUL 
WELLSTONE and I did not see eye to eye 
on much, but I respected PAUL for 
fighting for what he believed and for 
his personal toughness that never let 
physical problems slow him down. 

We spent much time together on the 
subway going back and forth and be-
came great friends. As a matter of fact, 
PAUL and his wife came over to our 
home. Catherine and I were pleased to 
have dinner with him and Sheila on a 
personal basis. 

I admired PAUL’s commitment to his 
causes, particularly to his dedication 
to mental and physical health parity. 
As a young boy, I helped raise a cousin 
who was challenged by mental retarda-
tion, and I know the difficulties faced 
by those in that community. Senator 
WELLSTONE’s compassion and deter-
mination has made a difference in 
many families across our Nation, many 
lives of people such as my cousin. 

Likewise, Senator WELLSTONE’s wife 
Sheila was a great advocate. Her work 
on behalf of domestic abuse victims 
helped many women and children begin 
life anew, with the hope and encourage-
ment that came from Sheila’s work. 

Catherine and I cannot put into 
words the sympathy and sorrow we feel 
for PAUL’s family for the loss of their 
parents, their siblings, and their grand-
parents. 

Mr. President, grief is a process that 
helps heal the heart. We will always 
miss PAUL, but we honor his memory 
by keeping after our business, as he 
did—testing our ideas on the campaign 
trail and here on the Senate floor. My 
friend, PAUL WELLSTONE, would want it 
that way. 

Thank you very much, Mr. President. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll.
Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President,
Sunset and evening star, 
And one clear call for me! 
And may there be no moaning of the bar, 
When I put out to sea, 
But such a tide as moving seems asleep, 

Too full for sound and foam, 
When that which drew from out the bound-

less deep 
Turns again home.

Twilight and evening bell, 
And after that the dark! 
And may there be no sadness of farewell, 
When I embark; 
For tho’ from out our bourne of Time and 

Place 
The flood may bear me far, 
I hope to see my Pilot face to face 
When I have crost the bar.

Mr. President, one of our number has 
gone from our midst.

I know that by now he has seen his 
Pilot face to face because PAUL 
WELLSTONE has crossed the bar. He was 
not tall; yet mere feet and inches are 
no measure of a human heart. He could 
not be cool or aloof, for he knew that 
it is passion and commitment that 
drive human progress. He was not with-
out infirmity, but the limitations of 
the flesh never hold down a robust and 
tenacious spirit. 

PAUL WELLSTONE fairly burned with 
exuberance for life and for the causes 
that he cared about. We all heard PAUL 
WELLSTONE as he spoke about those 
causes that he cared so much about. He 
always spoke with passion. A visit to 
his office is illustrative. Over the en-
trance to his private office is a huge 
enlargement of a snapshot of his 
former, now deceased, chief of staff, 
Mike Epstein. Most of us remember 
Mike Epstein, who used to be seen back 
here on the bench to my left as he sat 
listening to PAUL and waiting with 
PAUL. PAUL WELLSTONE did not forget. 
He did not forget Mike Epstein. 

Once inside PAUL’S office, over the 
doorway three large photos can be seen 
of the faces of battered women. PAUL 
WELLSTONE often spoke of those bat-
tered women in our population. He did 
not forget. 

On the walls of his private chamber 
are photos of Hubert Humphrey, John 
Kennedy, and on his desk is a bust of 
Martin Luther King. PAUL WELLSTONE 
did not forget. 

PAUL was a man of causes. He was a 
teacher. He was a man who stayed true 
to the things in which he believed. I 
can almost see him back there now be-
side the flowers that have so thought-
fully been placed on his desk as a token 
of our remembrance of him. I often 
heard him use a metaphor. He called it 
an old Jewish proverb. He would use it 
again and again, in speech after speech. 
He would say, ‘‘You can’t dance at two 
weddings at the same time.’’ Senator 
DON NICKLES is on the floor, and he re-
members this and has indicated so by a 
smile. I never quite knew what PAUL 
WELLSTONE meant when he said that 
you can’t dance at two weddings at the 
same time. I never tried it, but I never 
was at two weddings at the same time. 

When he said, ‘‘You can’t dance at 
two weddings at the same time,’’ he 
meant that one must not be false. That 
is the key. One must not be false. He 
meant that one cannot be all things to 
all people. He was thinking of the 
words of Shakespeare, who said: To 

thine own self be true. Thy can’t now 
then be false to any man. 

He meant that one cannot say one 
thing and then do another. And he 
meant that one cannot say the same 
thing to two different people and mean 
two different things. It is a funda-
mental lesson and has special applica-
tion to those of us who toil in the ru-
ined fields of what passes for politics 
today. You cannot dance at two wed-
dings at the same time. 

PAUL WELLSTONE died tragically, but 
he lived heroically. He ran uphill 
against the odds and enjoyed and 
gloried in the experience. He was 
unique, he was priceless, and he was 
quite irreplaceable. 

I shall miss him, and we all shall 
miss his courage. 

I was most endeared to PAUL 
WELLSTONE in the last days of his life. 
One day as we stood in the room to-
gether—we Democrats—and discussed 
the resolution concerning the Iraq 
war—which may come and which in my 
present thinking is likely to come—we 
stood over in the corner room there 
and the majority leader was there. My 
Democratic colleagues—most of 
them—were there; PAUL WELLSTONE 
was there. We discussed the Iraq reso-
lution. I remember PAUL WELLSTONE as 
he stood and said to us, his Democratic 
colleagues:

You all do what you must, but I am going 
to vote against the resolution. But don’t 
worry about me. I will explain it to my peo-
ple. I think I am doing the right thing, and 
I believe my people will feel also that it is 
right. But if they don’t, they will vote. How-
ever that vote comes, whatever that decision 
is, I will live with it.

I thought that took a great deal of 
courage. Here was a Senator who was 
running for reelection and he had al-
ready reached a decision in his mind 
that he was going to take a stand, and 
that was going to be a principled stand. 
His future in politics could go one way 
or another; but regardless PAUL 
WELLSTONE was going to take that po-
sition. He was going to go to the people 
with it. He was willing to debate it 
with the people, and he felt that in the 
final analysis the people would uphold 
him in the position he had taken.

There were not any ifs, ands, or buts. 
That was a position he took right over 
in that room, in the corner, near the 
elevator on this floor. That, more than 
anything I saw in PAUL WELLSTONE’S 
life when he was here in our midst for 
12 years, that, more than anything 
else, impressed me. I thought: Oh, if all 
Senators were like that. If all public 
officials were like that, who would 
take a principled stand, state the rea-
sons for that stand to the electorate, 
and let them make their choice. Of 
course, he wanted to come back to the 
Senate, but he knew very well that 
particular stand, in the climate in 
which we find ourselves, might mean 
he would not be reelected. And in the 
minds of a lot of people, the likelihood 
would be perhaps he would not be re-
elected. He took that stand. That told 
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me something about that man I had 
never seen before in him. 

That is the kind of courage that is 
found in men and women who are not 
only willing but are proud to stand up 
for their convictions and win or lose. 
They are determined to do it that way 
because they feel that is for the best 
interest of their country. That is the 
way PAUL WELLSTONE felt. But that, 
more than anything else, watching him 
and listening to him on that occasion 
and knowing he was heading out of 
here in a very close election, which at 
that point he probably was a little be-
hind—and I think he was. But he went. 
He made that decision. He voted that 
way. He went to the people and, from 
what I can understand, he was winning. 
His points were going up. He was going 
up. So the people, even though some of 
them—many of them—may not have 
agreed with PAUL, admired a man of 
conviction. That is the kind of man 
they wanted in this body. 

I will always remember PAUL 
WELLSTONE for that demonstration of 
conviction, that demonstration of in-
tegrity, that demonstration of courage, 
that demonstration of character. So 
his spirit, as long as I am here, will al-
ways permeate this Chamber. 

I never was close to PAUL 
WELLSTONE. I cannot say I am close to 
a great many Senators here. That is 
not their fault. We are all busy people. 
But that drew me close to PAUL 
WELLSTONE. 

We owe a great debt to the people of 
his beloved Minnesota and his wonder-
ful family for sending him to serve 
with us for a time. I fully believe if 
PAUL WELLSTONE had lived, he would 
have won that race. That Senator we 
would have had back. 

I went to that memorial service. I 
went to Minnesota. I went there when 
Hubert Humphrey died, and I went to 
the memorial service for PAUL 
WELLSTONE. I was at that dreg gath-
ering. I was struck by the size of that 
tremendous gathering of people singing 
songs, speaking. I wondered about this 
man, what kind of hold he must have 
had on the hearts of the people of Min-
nesota to draw a huge audience like 
that in a memorial service. 

I also believe in my heart that the 
memorial service veered off on a path 
that probably was not intended, and I 
felt badly about some of the things 
that happened there—about the treat-
ment, not only impolitic, but the dis-
courteous treatment that was accorded 
to the minority leader, Mr. LOTT. I did 
not know about the treatment by 
which he had been embarrassed. I did 
not know about that until after it was 
over. But I felt as time went on that I 
was in a strange meeting, and I believe 
that but for the veering off course by 
that meeting Walter Mondale would 
have been elected. In any event, that is 
in the past and cannot be revisited. 

We will all miss PAUL WELLSTONE. I 
do not think that he would have want-
ed things to happen as they did in that 
particular meeting, but that being 

said, I think PAUL WELLSTONE’S spirit 
will live on. 

I regret the strange twist of fate that 
took his wife and his daughter and the 
members of his staff to their untimely 
ends. But as to PAUL, we owe him a 
great debt. I think I can best say his 
spirit will live on by repeating the 
words of Thomas Moore:
Let fate do her worst, there are relics of joy, 
Bright dreams of the past that she cannot 

destroy, 
That come in the night-time of sorrow and 

care, 
And bring back the features that joy used to 

wear. 

Long be my heart with such memories filled, 
Like the vase in which roses have once been 

distilled, 
You may break, you may shatter the vase if 

you will, 
But the scent of the roses will hang round it 

still.

I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, it is a 

sad occasion that we see flowers on the 
desk of PAUL WELLSTONE 
memorializing his service to this coun-
try and to the Senate. 

PAUL WELLSTONE served very ably in 
the Senate for 12 years. I had the pleas-
ure of working with him, and I had the 
pleasure of opposing him on many oc-
casions. Many times, I would always 
say in the heat of the battle that PAUL 
WELLSTONE had intensity, he had pas-
sion, and he had conviction. As Senator 
BYRD mentioned, those are qualities 
and traits that are very much needed 
in the Senate. 

October 25, when PAUL WELLSTONE 
was killed along with his wife Sheila 
and his daughter Marcia, in addition to 
three staff members and a couple of pi-
lots, was a real tragedy to the Senate 
family. Unfortunately, we have lost a 
lot of Senators through airplane crash-
es. Many of us have been in planes 
under questionable circumstances. It is 
a tragedy we hate to see. I remember 
receiving the phone call and the words 
were ‘‘oh, no,’’ when it was confirmed. 

As many of our colleagues, I went to 
Minnesota for the memorial service on 
October 29 to express our condolences 
and sympathy on the loss of a col-
league. We wanted to show support to 
his family, friends and constituents 
and say that, yes, he was a valuable 
Member of the Senate and we hated to 
lose him. To lose him in such a tragic 
and unexpected way is really a loss for 
the entire country. 

I remember very well when Senator 
WELLSTONE made one of his last 
speeches. It was a tribute to Senator 
HELMS. Philosophically, they were 
probably as opposed as they could be, 
but they were always gentlemen and 
they always conducted themselves as 
Senators. Like Senator HELMS, every 
time we had a debate with Senator 
WELLSTONE that we disagreed on we al-
ways would shake hands, win or lose, 
and we did both. We won some battles, 
we lost some battles, but we were al-
ways friends and we were all col-
leagues. 

I remember PAUL WELLSTONE being 
inducted to the National Wrestling 
Hall of Fame in Stillwater, OK—an 
outstanding American and a great trib-
ute. This happened in the year 2000, but 
he was in the class of 2001, a class that 
is very unique. 

Our colleague, Senator John Chafee, 
also deceased, was inducted into the 
National Wrestling Hall of Fame, as 
well as the current Speaker of the 
House, DENNIS HASTERT. They were a 
very special class of competitors who 
competed not only on the wrestling 
mat but also on the floor of the Senate 
and in the House of Representatives. 

PAUL WELLSTONE earned our respect 
and our gratitude. We miss him, and we 
wish to communicate to his family, his 
friends, his associates, and his staff 
members, that we respected PAUL 
WELLSTONE. We appreciate his service 
to this country, to his State, and to the 
Senate. PAUL WELLSTONE will be 
missed by all of us who had the pleas-
ure of calling him our colleague. 

I yield the floor.
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

DAYTON). The Senator from New York. 
Mrs. CLINTON. Mr. President, I join 

with my colleagues in taking these few 
moments to pay tribute to an extraor-
dinary man and a great Senator. It is 
hard to come back to the Senate floor 
this afternoon and not be overcome by 
a sense of loss because this desk behind 
me, with the flowers, will never again 
serve as the launching pad for one of 
PAUL WELLSTONE’s memorable and im-
passioned speeches. 

Every American who shared PAUL’s 
determination to make our country all 
that it should be, all that it can be, all 
that PAUL thought it must be, felt that 
same sense of loss. The Americans who 
only knew PAUL WELLSTONE through 
tuning into C-SPAN or seeing the 
evening news, watching that energy 
flow, those arms flail about, that pac-
ing up and down, may not have known 
the man but they too saw, as we his 
colleagues saw, that deep abiding love 
of our country. That is what motivated 
PAUL WELLSTONE. He would come on to 
this floor, sometimes bursting through 
those doors, having to speak out, mak-
ing it clear that there was some injus-
tice that had to be righted, some prob-
lem that had to be solved, in order for 
us all to be the best we could be. 

That wrestling spirit that never let 
go really was with him in every en-
counter. He was a bear hugger. He was 
a caring, loving man, as well as a great 
advocate. 

His determination to improve our 
Nation, our education system, our 
health care system, our employment 
system, to strengthen civil and human 
rights and provide opportunities to 
those who live on the outskirts of 
American life, was unparalleled. Every 
one of us who knew him, and the mil-
lions who did not, were heartbroken by 
his untimely death. 

I had someone say to me that the 
voice for the voiceless has been si-
lenced. That is not only a tribute to 
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PAUL but it can also be heard as a re-
buke to us. Was there only one among 
us who spoke for the voiceless, who 
hurt for those who were hurting, who 
carried the pain of injustice and exclu-
sion under which so many suffered? 
One hopes that is not the case, but the 
only way to prove it is not is to ensure 
that our voices are heard loudly and 
clearly. 

This floor will seem empty without 
his words of conviction unless we fill it 
with our own. The ideals he rep-
resented and his steadfast belief that 
we, the people, through our govern-
ment, acting together, can be a posi-
tive force, literally to change the fu-
ture for those who might otherwise be 
left in despair, that commitment moti-
vated every aspect of his daily life. 

Our Senate family and the people of 
Minnesota not only lost Senator PAUL 
WELLSTONE, but we lost a great advo-
cate in Sheila Wellstone and we lost a 
great teacher in Marcia Wellstone. His 
family shared his passion and his drive 
for justice. His staff were with him 
every step of the way and some trag-
ically even gave their lives in service. 
Our thoughts and prayers are certainly 
with all those, along with the 
Wellstone family, who lost family 
members, friends, and colleagues. 

Before coming to the Senate, I had 
the great pleasure of working with 
both PAUL and Sheila Wellstone. I ad-
mired Sheila greatly. Just as her hus-
band, she was made of steel. That little 
package of energy that propelled her 
down these corridors and throughout 
the State of Minnesota looking for 
ways to help and to shed the spotlight 
she could bring into the darkest cor-
ners of human misery set her apart. 
She especially became a champion of 
those women and children who were 
victims of domestic violence. The sto-
ries she heard from women all over 
Minnesota and America did not stay 
her property; she told them to anyone. 
She would come to the White House 
and button hole me or the President. 
She would go anywhere to see anyone 
to make sure that someone whose 
small cry for help that she heard in St. 
Paul or Margie would be heard in 
Washington as well. She believed that 
the idea of violence-free families 
should be a reality in every home in 
our Nation. 

She and PAUL, together, believed the 
diseases, the illnesses of the mind, 
should no longer be relegated to some 
back room where they would be 
brushed aside, ignored because of the 
stigma, the embarrassment attached to 
them historically. She encouraged 
PAUL to join forces with Senator 
DOMENICI to transform each of their 
families’ experiences into a national 
campaign to improve the lives of the 
mentally ill. 

Sheila and PAUL were also instru-
mental in bringing to international 
awareness the horrific problem of traf-
ficking in human beings, the modern 
form of slavery by which young 
women, young girls, are literally sold 

into bondage, into the sex trade, into 
domestic servitude. Sheila and PAUL 
WELLSTONE were absolutely committed 
that this practice of degradation would 
end. 

When each of us heard the news that 
the plane carrying PAUL and Sheila and 
Marcia went down, time seemed to 
stop. Many did not want to believe it. 
We kept asking our staff and others 
how it could be true. How could this 
have happened? Horrible events, trage-
dies of this magnitude, have a way of 
stopping time. But then we have to re-
turn. The clocks have to start moving 
again. We have to continue our journey 
into the future. But if we remember 
what that moment in time felt like 
when we realized our friend, our col-
league, a great Senator, would no 
longer join us for our debates, then per-
haps that tragedy can change the tone 
and landscape of our politics and our 
debates. Perhaps PAUL’S example in 
life, his legacy in death, will compel all 
to look inward, to ask ourselves what 
are we doing today with the same en-
ergy, the same good humor, the same 
fighting spirit that PAUL WELLSTONE 
embodied to make life a little better 
for the people we represent, to give 
voice to the voiceless. 

Over the past weeks I have thought a 
lot about PAUL WELLSTONE. I remem-
ber so many incidents and so many of 
his triumphs. He was there day in and 
day out. No issue was too small that it 
did not have his commitment behind it 
if he thought it would make a dif-
ference in someone’s life. The Senate 
passed expanding insurance coverage 
for the mentally ill. I hope Senator 
DOMENICI’s heartfelt plea and his long-
time commitment will help finally to 
pass his and PAUL’S dream into law. 

We increased access to child care for 
the working poor because PAUL 
WELLSTONE knew what it meant to 
worry about your children while at 
work because you did not know the 
conditions they would be in, whether 
they would receive the quality of care 
they should. 

One of my favorite PAUL WELLSTONE 
moments was that PAUL and I were at 
a hearing he was chairing of the Sub-
committee on Employment and Train-
ing. We had been receiving reports 
about a sharp increase in the numbers 
of unreported deaths and injuries 
among immigrant workers—many of 
them illegal, who found their way to 
our country and were put to work, de-
spite the laws against it, for the cheap 
labor they provided—who were not 
given the protection or the support or 
the respect they should have for the 
dangerous jobs they were performing. 

One of my State’s newspapers, 
NewsDay, ran a powerful investigative 
report about the conditions in which 
immigrant workers labored in New 
York. PAUL read it and contacted me 
right away. He wanted us to work to-
gether to find out what we could do to 
stop people from dying, literally dying, 
in New York and around America.

Many who go to hearings around here 
know that not many people, except the 

paid lobbyists for the various indus-
tries affected, show up for the com-
mittee hearings. The lobbyists fill the 
chairs. They take the notes. They rush 
out to make the cell phone calls to re-
port to their superiors and employers 
what is going on. But unfortunately, 
except on rare occasions, other people 
do not come. 

On that day, to our surprise, hun-
dreds of workers flooded the halls of 
the Dirksen Building trying to get into 
our hearing, trying to tell their stories. 
Unfortunately, we had no idea this 
would draw such a crowd. The room the 
hearing was being held in was not big 
enough to accommodate everyone 
waiting. 

PAUL and I conferred, and PAUL said: 
I can’t believe it. There are all these 
people outside. Some of them came 
from miles away. You can see his arms, 
as you hear those words, going back 
and forth. What are we going to do? 

Before I could answer, he got up, and 
in that bow-legged wrestler’s stance 
and walk he had, he walked down from 
the platform, through the crowd, threw 
open the doors, told the Capitol Police 
that everyone was coming in and that 
there would be room. They could sit on 
the floor, they could sit in the Sen-
ators’ chairs because he and I were the 
only Senators there. He would not keep 
the very people we were having the 
hearing about out of the hearing room. 

That was PAUL. He was a people’s 
Senator. Everyone was welcome. Every 
door was open. It was an unusual hear-
ing, but it was a memorable one. After-
wards, he greeted each and every per-
son who was there. 

It was this passion that got him up 
and fighting every day, even when he 
was in such pain, as some of us can re-
member, seeing him in pain on this 
floor, remembering how last year the 
pain was so intense he literally dropped 
to the floor of the Senate. He later 
learned that he was not just con-
tending with the aches and pains of a 
Hall of Fame wrestling career but that 
he had multiple sclerosis. That did not 
stop him either. 

For any of us who inquired how he 
was doing, he brushed it off. He was not 
interested in any way or concerned 
about his own health. He wanted to 
talk to you about what we were going 
to do about unemployment insurance, 
what we were going to do about edu-
cation, how we could turn our backs on 
all these children who would not get 
the resources they needed. 

During the debate on the education 
bill, PAUL was the only member of our 
Education Committee to vote against 
it. We knew why. He warned that fo-
cusing our education system solely on 
improvements in standardized tests 
without a major increase in Federal 
funding was wrong. I agreed with that. 
I said so at the time in our committee. 
I will vote for this bill, but only if we 
have the funding. 

Here we are, a year later. We got the 
funding for 1 year and then the admin-
istration came in and no more funding. 
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PAUL was right, as the distinguished 
Senator from West Virginia knows.
Trust, but verify, when it comes to 
such promises. 

Senator WELLSTONE always stood by 
his beliefs. His last big fight, as Sen-
ator BYRD has so eloquently reminded 
us, was over two big issues: Certainly 
Iraq, what should be done, what will be 
done, what our obligations as Senators 
are to hold this administration ac-
countable; and, here at home, the fight 
for unemployment benefits to be ex-
tended. For the life of me and for PAUL 
WELLSTONE, with whom I spoke about 
this at length time and time again, it 
made no sense. How could we turn our 
backs on people who were out of work 
through no fault of their own, who 
needed a little bit of a helping hand? 
He would come to the floor, he would 
make that case, and we wouldn’t go 
anywhere with it. We couldn’t get our 
colleagues to support extending unem-
ployment insurance one more time. 

Along with what I hope will be a last-
ing legacy of mental health parity, I 
truly request our colleagues and the 
administration to extend unemploy-
ment insurance, PAUL WELLSTONE’s 
last domestic battle, for people who 
will otherwise have nowhere to turn 
when those benefits are gone. 

I want to say also a word about Sen-
ator WELLSTONE’s staff, because he cer-
tainly loved and respected his staff. As 
Senator BYRD has mentioned, his staff 
was a loyal, hard-working group who 
often accompanied Senator WELLSTONE 
to the floor and sat there watching 
him, getting energy from his excite-
ment and passion. I want to name some 
of the names of those men and women 
who helped him do the work we honor 
today. Colin McGinnis, his chief of 
staff, and Brian Ahlberg, his legislative 
director, are two extraordinary public 
servants. My staff has enjoyed the 
privilege of working with them. 

My staff and I have also had the op-
portunity to work with Marge Baker, 
who led Senator WELLSTONE’s efforts 
on the Subcommittee on Employment 
and Training, with Jill Morningstar, 
who was his legislative assistant on 
education and women’s issues, with Ra-
chel Gregg, who led his efforts to assist 
the working poor, as well as Patti 
Unruh, Ellen Gerrity, and Richard 
McKeon, who made up his team of 
health care advisers. 

I offer my condolences to each of his 
extraordinary staff members and I 
want them to know how much we ap-
preciate the work they did for PAUL. 

On October 15, at the close of his last 
debate, here is what Senator 
WELLSTONE said:

I don’t represent the pharmaceutical com-
panies, I don’t represent the big oil compa-
nies, I don’t represent the big health insur-
ance industry, I don’t represent the big fi-
nancial institutions. But you know what, I 
represent the people of Minnesota.

That may be his most fitting trib-
ute—the honor, the ability, the results 
he brought to the way he represented 
the people of Minnesota. He did it with 

passion and principle. We join in salut-
ing his life and his service and we chal-
lenge ourselves to remember the rea-
sons why so many are mourning him 
today. Each of us, try to live up to the 
standard PAUL WELLSTONE set.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Jersey. 

Mr. CORZINE. Mr. President, I com-
pliment the Senator from New York for 
her gracious and most appropriate 
words with regard to the service of the 
Senator from Minnesota, who was such 
a special person. 

I rise to add my words of respect and 
praise and thanksgiving for the life and 
leadership of my friend and colleague 
and, in fact, political hero. PAUL 
WELLSTONE was a good man who did his 
very best to do good things—very sim-
ply, good things for others. With his 
wife Sheila, their lives were about 
service, service and advocacy for oth-
ers. In fact—I think the Presiding Offi-
cer probably knows this—they may 
well have been the most unselfish peo-
ple I ever observed. The drive was not 
to power. It was not to popularity. It 
certainly was not to wealth. It was to 
service—service to those without a 
voice. PAUL WELLSTONE really did be-
lieve all men and women are created 
equal and therefore should be treated 
accordingly. 

As a friend, PAUL was always sup-
portive and full of counsel for a fellow 
progressive—or should I say liberal. 
While our paths to the Senate could 
not have been more different, our paths 
in the Senate were much alike. He was 
a pathfinder for me and for many oth-
ers because of his personal passion and 
principle with which he was so secure—
it was deep in his soul. It gave him vi-
sion. His words and deeds were an ex-
ample for all who seek to lead. As he so 
often implored, our actions cannot be 
separate from our words. All men and 
women are created equal, and he be-
lieved our Nation must act, also, ac-
cordingly. He fought for that every day 
on this floor. 

We have heard about his principled 
fight for mental health parity. We have 
heard about his fight to make sure edu-
cation was something other than high 
stakes testing, and to make sure wel-
fare reform was about something other 
than reducing the numbers on rolls, 
but was really about reducing poverty 
levels; on labor rights and defending 
the right to organize, defending the 
right of working men and women to 
have access to the American promise 
on an equal basis with those who are 
granted more; and on women’s rights, 
which we have heard so much about, 
and domestic abuse, in which he car-
ried the words and deeds of his wife so 
ably; on veterans’ care and the home-
lessness problems of our Vietnam vets. 
On these and many other issues he 
really was a man who spoke for those 
without a voice. 

PAUL’s passion and vision will be 
deeply missed. For those honored to 
have shared his life, it is now our re-
sponsibility to pursue his vision. His 

commitment to equality and justice 
must not be lost and, with God’s will, 
it will not. 

To this challenge, earlier today I 
heard Senator STABENOW cite great 
words from Frederick Douglass that 
bear repeating. When you think about 
PAUL WELLSTONE you think about how 
he handled himself in this world. Those 
words are:

If there is no struggle, there is no progress. 
Those who profess to prefer freedom and yet 
deprecate agitation want crops without 
plowing up the ground. They want rain with-
out thunder and lightning. They want the 
ocean without the awful roar of its many wa-
ters.

PAUL WELLSTONE led his struggle for 
freedom with thunder and lightning—
his struggle for progress. We will miss 
him. We will miss his struggle. We 
must take it up. 

All of us pray for his family and the 
families of the others lost on that trag-
ic day of the crash. Our hearts are sad-
dened. And we, as Senator CLINTON has 
so ably articulated, commend his loyal 
and dedicated staff, and those thou-
sands of volunteers who made his voice 
multiples of what it otherwise would 
be, through their activism and organi-
zation. We say thank you for all of 
them. Our love goes out. We respect 
them for what they have done, and 
their service. We hope they will not 
turn away from the effort and the 
fight. We thank them all. They mourn. 
We mourn. But we must not quit. We 
will not quit. Our deeds must match 
his deeds in the days and years ahead. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I rise to 
pay tribute today to two dear friends, 
PAUL and Sheila Wellstone. The Octo-
ber 25 plane crash in northern Min-
nesota which took their lives was an 
incalculable tragedy. It deprived Min-
nesota of a brilliant Senator. It de-
prived my wife Barbara and me of two 
very dear friends. It deprived the poor 
and disadvantaged everywhere in this 
country of a most committed, elo-
quent, and passionate champion. 

If there is one word that I heard per-
haps more than any other in the trib-
utes that have been paid to PAUL 
WELLSTONE, it would be the word 
‘‘passionate.’’ 

Compounding the tragedy, the crash 
claimed the lives of PAUL and Sheila’s 
daughter, Marcia; three members of his 
staff: Will McLaughlin, Tom Lapic, and 
Mary McEvoy; and the plane’s two pi-
lots, Captains Richard Conroy and Mi-
chael Guess. 

Our hearts go out to PAUL’s sons and 
grandchildren, and to all of the fami-
lies of those whose lives were lost. We 
think about what might have been. We 
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are reminded of just how ephemeral 
and precious life is. 

It is said that an obituary tells you 
what a person did and a eulogy tells 
you who a person was. I would like to 
talk about who PAUL was. 

PAUL WELLSTONE was the patron Sen-
ator of lost causes. By ‘‘lost,’’ I don’t 
mean wrong. In fact, most of his causes 
were right. But many of them were at 
the moment unpopular. 

PAUL WELLSTONE devoted his ener-
gies to fighting for the disenfranchised 
and demoralized, the lonely, and the 
isolated. He saw his mission in the Sen-
ate and in life as comforting the af-
flicted and, when necessary, afflicting 
the comfortable. In social justice cir-
cles, it is called ‘‘speaking truth to 
power.’’

PAUL knew what it is like to be the 
underdog. He literally wrestled his way 
into the University of North Carolina 
on an athletic scholarship. He over-
came learning disabilities to earn a 
Ph.D. from that distinguished univer-
sity. The civil rights movement in-
spired him to become active in politics. 
In 1990, he ran a seemingly quixotic 
campaign against an incumbent Sen-
ator who outspent him by more than 
seven to one. And PAUL won. And he 
won again in 1996. 

I think PAUL beat the odds because 
he gave hope to so many people who 
have been left behind. PAUL was a 
friendly and warm person who learned 
and remembered everybody’s name be-
cause he genuinely cared about them. 

More recently, PAUL battled hip and 
back injuries and publicly announced 
that he had multiple sclerosis. When he 
made that announcement, he said—
with characteristic wit and pluck—‘‘I 
have a strong mind—although there 
are some who might disagree with 
that—I have a strong body, I have a 
strong heart, I have a strong soul.’’ 
And that he did. 

PAUL knew what it was like to be an 
underdog. So he devoted his life to 
fighting for the underdog. At Min-
nesota’s Carleton College, where he 
was a professor, he protested the col-
lege’s investments in companies doing 
business with pro-apartheid South Af-
rica. He intervened on behalf of many 
farmers facing foreclosure. He joined 
the picket lines at a meat-packing 
plant. And when Carleton College’s 
custodians went on strike, he taught 
his classes off-campus because he 
wasn’t going to cross that picket line. 

PAUL brought his unabashed idealism 
to the Senate. He voted against the 
gulf war in 1991. He voted against the 
welfare bill in 1996. He led a lonely 
fight against the bankruptcy bill, say-
ing that it would enrich big credit card 
companies at the expense of ordinary 
people suffering ‘‘brutal economic cir-
cumstances.’’ And the list goes on. 

One of his last votes that he cast was 
for the more multilateral approach rel-
ative to our situation in Iraq. During 
that debate, he argued as follows: 
‘‘Acting now on our own might be a 
sign of our power. Acting sensibly and 

in a measured way, in concert with our 
allies with bipartisan congressional 
support, would be a sign of our 
strength.’’ 

PAUL often found himself in small 
minorities. He was, however, able to 
move the Senate on occasion through 
sheer conviction. For instance, he 
teamed with Senator DOMENICI to re-
quire health insurance companies to 
provide more equitable coverage and 
benefits to people suffering from men-
tal illness. It was the right thing to do. 
It was the fair thing to do. And he pre-
vailed. 

Life deals everyone setbacks and de-
feats. And PAUL had more than his 
share, especially in the Senate. But he 
never became the least bit cynical as 
many people do when they suffer life’s 
disappointments. He kept coming back 
cheerful and committed as ever. He was 
absolutely guileless. And I think that 
was the source of his popularity, which 
extended to people who vehemently 
disagreed with the policies that he ad-
vocated. Everyone admired the fact 
that he spoke from the heart, and he 
voted based on his sincere beliefs—not 
from political expediency. He believed 
in the power of ideas and causes, and in 
the power of government to help peo-
ple. He was a formidable adversary. 
And he had that unique gift of being 
able to disagree without being dis-
agreeable. 

T.S. Eliot wrote to a friend: ‘‘We 
fight for lost causes because we know 
that our defeat and dismay may be the 
preface to our successors’ victory, 
though that victory itself will be tem-
porary; we fight rather to keep some-
thing alive than in the expectation 
that anything will triumph.’’ 

That wistful statement, to me, cap-
tures some of PAUL WELLSTONE’s ap-
proach to his duty. With indefatigable 
goodwill and cheer and sincerity, PAUL 
always bounced back, always carried 
on, and always stood on principle—
never on expediency. He wasn’t afraid 
to be in the minority, even a minority 
of one. 

A friend of PAUL’s, Bill Holm, wrote 
a touching tribute that appeared in the 
New York Times the day after PAUL 
died. I am going to put that column in 
the RECORD following my remarks, but 
I wish to quote from it briefly to un-
derscore some of what the column says. 

Bill Holm wrote, ‘‘Whatever PAUL’s 
height, he was one of the largest men I 
ever met. He filled rooms when he en-
tered them. Size in a public man is an 
interior, not an exterior, quality. . . . 
He thought himself an athlete . . . and 
I suspect he saw his whole political life 
in that metaphor. He wrestled with the 
power of big money, military adven-
turism and penny-pinching against the 
poor. He meant to fight fair, but he 
meant to win.’’ 

The great suffragette Anna Howard 
Shaw remarked, ‘‘it does not make so 
much difference perhaps as to the num-
ber of days we live as it does to the 
manner in which we live the days we do 
live.’’ She could have been saying that 
about PAUL WELLSTONE. 

PAUL fought the good fight—usually 
against long odds. I think, because he 
was a wrestler, he knew it was always 
possible to snatch victory from the 
jaws of defeat. Sometimes you can be 
behind on points but suddenly pin your 
opponent seconds before the match is 
over. So he never gave up. He had an 
infectious optimism. That is why he 
was such an inspiration. 

He certainly lived his life with gusto. 
He showed that gusto in the way he 
consumed my wife’s stuffed cabbage. 
We still have some in the freezer which 
we had preserved for the next dinner 
we were going to have with the Well-
stones. 

PAUL WELLSTONE may have stood 5 
feet 5 inches tall, but he had the heart 
of a giant. As we mourn his passing, we 
celebrate his life. What a gift he gave 
to us all. 

I ask unanimous consent that Bill 
Holm’s column, appearing in the Octo-
ber 26, 2002, edition of the New York 
Times, be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the New York Times, Oct. 26, 2002] 
A LIBERAL WITH A WRESTLER’S STANCE 

(By Bill Holm) 
MINNEOTA, MINN.—Paul Wellstone was an 

unlikely politician in a place like Min-
nesota—land of walleyes, cornfields and 
phlegmatic Scandinavians. He was an urban 
Jew, son of immigrants, a college professor 
at the fanciest of Minnesota’s private col-
leges. And, probably worst of all for his non-
talkative constituents, he was a passionate 
orator, a skilled rouser of rabble over issues 
he loved and an unapologetic populist lib-
eral. 

How did this man, who was killed yester-
day in a plane crash in northern Minnesota, 
ever manage a triumphantly successful po-
litical career in which even many Repub-
licans and conservative Christians quietly 
scribbled the Wellstone X on their ballots, 
hoping their neighbors wouldn’t catch them 
behaving like lefties? 

When I gave readings of poetry and essays, 
I often shared a podium with Senator 
Wellstone at various rural conventions and 
political gatherings. It was a remarkable ex-
perience, and I learned very well to proceed 
rather than follow him. He worked a house 
as well as Hubert Humphrey ever did. 

I remember a Farmers Union convention in 
St. Paul: Paul Wellstone, a pugnacious 5-
foot-5, stood at the dais between the Farmers 
Union chairman and me, both 6-foot-5 Scan-
dinavians. 

‘‘It’s nice to join my Norwegian cousins 
here in St. Paul,’’ he said. He then proceeded 
in 20 minutes to bring the audience cheering 
to its feet. If this had been a monarchy, the 
farmers would have crowned him. 

I was next, with a few small and sensitive 
rural poems. I had a sinking feeling that a 
master had bested me. 

Whatever Paul’s height, he was one of the 
largest men I ever met. He filled rooms when 
he entered them. Size in a public man is an 
interior, not an exterior quality. Paul 
charmed—and sometimes persuaded—even 
those hostile to his unashamed liberal ideas 
by listening with great courtesy and atten-
tion to unfriendly questions. He answered 
without dissembling, without backing down 
from his own principles, but with a civil re-
gard for the dignity of the questioner. 

And he had the politician’s great gift: an 
amazing memory for names. I saw him once 
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pluck a vote with this gift. He answered 
questions for 45 minutes in a room full of or-
dinary citizens whom he’d never seen before. 
He began hs last answer this way: ‘‘Your 
question reminds me of Mary’s concern.’’ 
Mary, in the back row, was 45 minutes ago. 
Mary, likely a rock-ribbed Republican, 
blushed a little and smiled. One more vote. 

Even those who continued to disagree with 
Paul did not question the sincerity of his 
idealism. He was sometimes attacked for 
naı̈veté (as in his brave vote against author-
izing the president to go to war with Iraq), 
but never for dishonesty. He voted, as he 
spoke, from the heart. 

It’s often forgotten that Paul, nearing 60 
with a bad back and a respectable batch of 
grandchildren whom he treasured, began his 
rise in the world with a college wrestling 
scholarship. His working-class parents had 
no money for school, so wrestling earned him 
a doctorate. 

He preserved a wrestler’s sensibility in 
both his academic and political life. In 1998 I 
met Paul at a reception at the Governor’s 
Mansion just before Jesse Ventura, a profes-
sional wrestler by trade, first occupied that 
house. How curious, I told Paul, that the two 
most interesting politicians in Minnesota at 
the moment should both be wrestlers. He re-
plied with a wry smile: ‘‘But I’m a real one.’’

He thought himself an athlete, not an en-
tertainer, and I suspect he saw his whole po-
litical life in that metaphor. He wrestled 
with the power of big money, military adven-
turism and penny-pinching against the poor. 
He meant to fight fair, but he meant to win. 

Not only Minnesota, but the whole country 
will feel the absence of his voice and his 
bravely combative spirit. We say with Walt 
Whitman: Salud, Camerado. We look for you 
again under our boot-soles.

Mr. LEVIN. I thank the Chair and 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
STABENOW). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. Madam President, 
liberal? Worse, The London Economist 
called Senator WELLSTONE the most 
‘‘left wing’’ Senator in the U.S. Senate. 
Yet, as the most conservative Senator, 
I found myself time and again fighting 
at his side. 

The year started with the Bush se-
duction of Senator TED KENNEDY on 
education. Senator KENNEDY looked at 
the amount—$7 billion. President Bush 
looked at the thrust—prove that public 
education was a failure so that private 
education could be financed by the 
Government. Testing. Somehow the 
billions being spent by the States on 
testing was not enough. A Federal test 
was necessary. 

Failing schools would be closed. Fail-
ing students would be tutored. But 
most likely, the student failing for the 
lack of a competent teacher could find 
no competent tutor. For all this test-
ing, the education bill provided no help 
for the student to pass the test. And for 
this, Senator WELLSTONE ranted and 
raved. But nobody listened. Senator 
WELLSTONE was liberal, but as a con-
servative I knew he was right. We both 
voted no. 

Next was the Bush tax cut. No doubt 
Senator WELLSTONE, the liberal, was 
the target for this initiative. For the 
purpose of Voodoo II, or Bush’s 

Reaganomics, was to eliminate the re-
sources of Government so that without 
the money there would be no programs. 
But in reality, programs persevered, 
with a horrific debt, and the dev-
astating waste of interest costs. Sen-
ator WELLSTONE, the liberal, was for 
programs. I, the conservative, was for 
putting Government on a pay-as-you-
go path. We both voted no. 

Then there was jobs. Fast Track—
this was a device that Presidents use to 
control trade agreements. With it, the 
agreement submitted by the President 
could not be amended. Congress was re-
quired to vote it up or down, and, of 
course, no agreement was ever sub-
mitted until the White House had the 
vote fixed. 

To get NAFTA approved, President 
Clinton bought the vote with numerous 
favors not related to the agreement, 
such as defense contracts, cultural cen-
ters, and golf rounds in California and 
Arkansas. One could readily see that 
the intent was to create jobs south of 
the border. Sure enough, we lost 700,000 
textile jobs alone. So, when fast track 
expired, we refused to renew it for 
President Clinton. Again, Senator 
WELLSTONE and I both opposed giving 
fast track authority to President Bush. 

‘‘Liberal.’’ ‘‘Conservative.’’ Wrong 
references. Adlai Stevenson used to say 
it’s not whether one is liberal or one is 
conservative, but whether one is head-
ed in the right direction. 

Adam Nagourney of the New York 
Times writes of the ‘‘homogenization’’ 
of American politics. Politics has 
changed. Triangulation has taken over 
so that every party compromises, or 
triangulates, the other party’s issues. 
Both are for tax cuts. Both are for sav-
ing Social Security. Both are for de-
fense. Both are for the war with Iraq. 
Both are for homeland security. Both 
are against corporate corruption. 
Worse, money locks in this triangula-
tion so that we are back to George 
Wallace’s, ‘‘There’s not a dime’s bit of 
difference between the parties.’’ 

But there is a fundamental dif-
ference. The Republicans know to cam-
paign. The Democrats know to govern. 
PAUL WELLSTONE came to Washington 
to govern. He could see the crying 
needs of the country: schools, health 
care, jobs, infrastructure, et cetera. 
And he was determined to do some-
thing to provide for these needs. But 
with the Democrats in control by only 
one vote, we abandoned governing. The 
needs of the country were abandoned 
and both parties went into high gear to 
campaign, with money controlling the 
issues. Y2K, free trade, corporate re-
form—money controlled with a refusal 
to even cancel the principal corruption: 
stock options. The Congress danced 
around the fire of intelligence failures, 
terrorism insurance, seaport security, 
rail security, energy policy, pension re-
form, prescription drugs—but no gov-
erning. 

PAUL WELLSTONE was a fighter. The 
shortest fellow in the Congress, most of 
us couldn’t touch his shoes. Today, 

there are no fighters in Washington, 
just campaigners.

Mr. COCHRAN. Madam President, 
the tragic death of our colleague, PAUL 
WELLSTONE of Minnesota, was such a 
sudden shock to all of us. It was hard 
to believe he had died. PAUL was so full 
of life, and full of energy and enthu-
siasm. It was so incongruous, so unbe-
lievable, that his life could be needed 
so abruptly. 

But, it was, and we continue to 
grieve and to miss him. 

PAUL and I were friends. We also col-
laborated on legislation to help farm-
ers and to find a cure for Parkinson’s 
Disease and Duchenne Muscular Dys-
trophy. 

We often talked about our strategy 
for accelerating the research that is so 
important to the effort to conquer 
these threats to human life. 

He traveled to my State to see for 
himself the plight of the poor in the 
Mississippi Delta. He was sincerely in-
terested in helping alleviate the bur-
dens and problems faced by the poor 
people who lived in the Delta. I told 
him about the initiatives we had start-
ed and let him know I shared his con-
cerns and that we were trying some 
new approaches such as the Delta Re-
gional Initiative. 

Senator WELLSTONE will always be 
appreciated for the efforts he made to 
help those who needed help the most.

Mr. FRIST. Madam President, the 
Senate has been a unique institution 
since its inception. We take great pride 
in our deliberative nature. Debate may 
take time, but it is time well spent. It 
is always better to pursue the right—
rather than the rushed—course of ac-
tion. This style of governance has 
served the American people well for 
more than two centuries. 

This does not mean the Senate is not 
a dynamic body. It is full of the same 
vibrancy that marks this great experi-
ment called American democracy. For 
within this Chamber have echoed some 
of the most lively and spirited debates 
in our Nation’s history. And outside 
this Chamber as well—in committee 
rooms and caucus meetings and other 
public forums. 

On Friday the Senate lost one of its 
most animated Members in PAUL 
WELLSTONE. He was a proverbial ‘‘true 
believer.’’ Conviction was not some-
thing about which he simply spoke at 
opportune moments; he showed it time 
and again with his unabated enthu-
siasm for being a United States Sen-
ator. PAUL WELLSTONE’s beliefs rose 
from a deep and impenetrable well of 
principle. 

Indeed, PAUL was a proud and un-
abashed voice for liberalism. His votes 
often landed him not only on the other 
side of Republicans, but on the other 
side of his fellow Democrats, as well. 
He was a man who simply did not blink 
in the face of political pressure. He 
stared it down without regard to price. 
Even if you did not agree with him, 
you admired him and the courage he so 
frequently displayed. 



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S10829November 12, 2002
I saw this first hand on the Health, 

Education, Labor and Pensions Com-
mittee. There PAUL and I served to-
gether on the Subcommittee on Public 
Health and the Subcommittee on Chil-
dren and Families. We shared a com-
mon concern for the health of women 
and children and the mentally ill. He 
spoke out often on their behalf. He 
fought hard for them. And his passion 
for their well-being will be missed. 

PAUL WELLSTONE was one of a kind. 
We were blessed to have him, his wife, 
Sheila, and his daughter, Marcia, as 
members of the Senate family. And the 
people of Minnesota and the United 
States were blessed to have him in 
their service. May we keep PAUL and 
Sheila’s sons and grandchildren and 
the families of all those who lost loved 
ones in our thoughts and prayers in the 
coming weeks.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 
several days after this terrible tragedy, 
the loss of our beloved colleague, PAUL 
WELLSTONE, his wife Sheila, his daugh-
ter Marcia, three loyal members of his 
staff and two pilots, we still remain in 
a state of shocked disbelief. 

We have lost a unique and gifted 
man, who embodied not only the inde-
pendent spirit of his home state, but 
one that resides at the very heart of 
the American soul. 

A few years ago, when speaking on 
this floor about the loss of his legisla-
tive director, PAUL claimed that 
‘‘sometimes the only realists are the 
dreamers. . . .’’ 

In many ways he could have been re-
ferring to himself, the cerebral polit-
ical science professor willing to stand 
alone, when necessary, for what he be-
lieved. 

He had the common touch, and was 
an impassioned speaker, noted as much 
for his big heart as for his sharp mind. 

Elected as the only new Senator in 
1990, PAUL’s crusading voice would not 
have had the same impact in the House 
of Representatives as it did in this 
Chamber. 

Only in the Senate could he have 
helped to lead the successful opposi-
tion, in 1991, to an energy bill that 
would have opened the Arctic National 
Wildlife Refuge to oil exploration, or 
five years later force a vote on a min-
imum wage increase. 

For two terms he fought tirelessly 
for increased funding for education at 
every level, healthcare that was acces-
sible and affordable for all Americans, 
sweeping campaign finance reform, and 
farm legislation that sought to protect 
the small farmers. 

While he was, on the one hand, an 
ideological liberal, willing to speak 
with his conscience, PAUL was also able 
to work with Republican colleagues on 
many occasions, and he was responsible 
for passing important bipartisan legis-
lation, most notably the expanded in-
surance coverage for mental illnesses, 
with Senator DOMENICI. 

But PAUL WELLSTONE’s commitment 
to social justice did not stop at our 
borders. He was an outspoken cham-

pion of the poor and the powerless 
around the world, in Latin America, 
Asia and Africa. 

I remember when, back in 1996, I 
voiced concern over the plight of 
women and girls under the reactionary 
rule of the Taliban, PAUL was one of 
the few who was receptive to the need 
for the United States to respond to 
such violations. 

In 1999, PAUL and I introduced the 
‘‘International Trafficking of Women 
and Children Victim Protection Act,’’ 
which established an interagency task 
force to monitor and combat traf-
ficking, provided assistance to other 
countries that met minimum inter-
national standards, and withheld U.S. 
non-humanitarian assistance to coun-
tries that failed to meet these stand-
ards. 

To his eternal credit, it is worth not-
ing that PAUL had originally intro-
duced his own bill, which contained 
much tougher criminal provisions and 
stronger protections for victims. 

He was a leading advocate for Ti-
betan autonomy, able to work closely 
with his ideological nemesis, JESSE 
HELMS. In fact, the last time I worked 
with PAUL was in cosponsoring an act 
to safeguard the cultural, religious, 
and ethnic identity of the Tibetan peo-
ple and to encourage further dialog be-
tween the Dalai Lama and the Chinese 
Government. 

We must not forget that the world 
has also lost Sheila, PAUL’s wonderful 
wife of almost 40 years, and a pas-
sionate campaigner against domestic 
violence, and for the need to create vi-
olence-free families. Hers was a noble 
cause, a critical fight, that must be 
continued. 

Minnesota has produced some of 
America’s most eloquent, committed, 
and honorable leaders. Hubert Hum-
phrey, Harold Stassen, Eugene McCar-
thy, and Walter Mondale come quickly 
to mind. 

Even if he had not met such a tragic 
and untimely end, PAUL WELLSTONE 
would have surely earned his place 
among this distinguished group. The 
fact that he has left us so abruptly, and 
left all of us so sad, will not diminish 
his achievements, nor weaken his mes-
sage. 

To quote PAUL:
I still believe that government can be a 

force of good in people’s lives.

We in the Senate should take these 
words to heart, just as we were truly 
honored to have had him among us. We 
are all the better to have known him 
and worked with him. He will be sorely 
missed.

Mr. DAYTON. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
STABENOW). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The Senator from Minnesota is rec-
ognized. 

Mr. DAYTON. Madam President, it 
has been a very moving afternoon in 
the Chamber listening to my col-

leagues speak so eloquently about my 
good friend, the senior Senator from 
Minnesota. The words of my colleagues 
were very moving. It was touching to 
hear of their respect and their affection 
and their admiration for PAUL 
WELLSTONE. 

I spoke earlier this afternoon about 
the Senator, my dear friend, and be-
cause others were waiting to speak I 
abbreviated my remarks. I wanted to 
close by noting, as others have so well, 
that PAUL’s remarkable achievements 
were not his alone.

He was one of those people who, in 
his greatness, was able to attract great 
people to his side. He had extraor-
dinarily dedicated men and women who 
worked for him, worked with him, gave 
of their time and their energy, their 
hearts and their souls to his work: 
Colin McGinnis and his staff here in 
Washington; Connie Lewis, Minnesota 
State director, and her staff in Min-
nesota were always with PAUL and 
Sheila and extraordinarily dedicated. 

Of course, if you wanted to make a 
difference in Washington, if you want-
ed to try to move mountains and you 
were young and idealistic, who better 
to work for than PAUL WELLSTONE? 

Many of his former students at 
Carleton College in Northfield, MN, 
went on to be his key staff aides. I used 
to tease PAUL and say that is what he 
was doing during his time there; he was 
recruiting the best and the brightest to 
work on his campaigns and organize 
the State and to work in Washington 
and in Minnesota on behalf of the 
many causes he championed—Jeff 
Blodgett, who was managing his cam-
paign for the third time and doing so 
with great skill, and according to the 
last published polls, with very success-
ful results, and others in Minnesota 
who gave up their careers, family life, 
and set it aside to one more time bring 
the man they loved and in whom they 
believed to victory. 

Kari Moe, who was involved with 
Senator WELLSTONE’s Washington of-
fice, was his chief of staff for years be-
fore. They are incredibly dedicated 
people each in their own right. 

Tom Lapic tragically was on the 
plane with PAUL and lost his life in 
service to his friend and his country. 
Tom was the deputy Minnesota direc-
tor. Several hundred friends and family 
came to his memorial service a week 
after his death. He was a man who 
touched people deeply, as did PAUL. His 
wife Trudy and others shared their 
recollections, the wonderful qualities 
Tom had that complemented PAUL, his 
calmness, virtually unflappable under 
any circumstances. Like PAUL, he was 
astute and eloquent, and he and PAUL 
collaborated on many of the words that 
PAUL used in speeches. Tom was always 
by PAUL’S side offering his guidance 
and perspective. 

Will McLaughlin was on PAUL’S 
campaign staff. He was just starting 
his political career at the age of 23 in 
Minnesota. But everybody could see he 
was destined to be a star, a Governor or 
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a Senator, something special someday. 
He already had been elected President 
of his fraternity at the University of 
Minnesota. Politics was in Will’s blood 
or maybe even in his genetic code. His 
father Mike McLaughlin was a long 
time Fourth District chair of the Min-
nesota Democratic Party, and he col-
laborated with the greats of the pre-
vious generation—Hubert Humphrey, 
Fritz Mondale, Eugene McCarthy, Joe 
Karth, Bruce Vento. Will’s mother 
Judy McLaughlin was a close associate 
of the former speaker of the Minnesota 
House of Representatives. He will be 
missed by his mother Judy and his sib-
lings and his friends and those in Min-
nesota who never had a chance to get 
to know him. 

Thousands of Minnesotans knew 
Mary McEvoy who was on the plane as 
staff in name but really as a friend of 
PAUL’S and Sheila’s. She was one of 
Sheila Wellstone’s very closest friends. 
Sheila flew with PAUL because he 
loathed it, and Mary flew with Sheila 
because she loathed it. It was beyond 
tragedy, beyond words that Mary had 
taken a leave of absence from the Uni-
versity of Minnesota where she was a 
full professor, where she chaired the 
department, where she had her own 
very distinguished career in her field, 
so she could help her friend Sheila and 
her friend PAUL during their time of 
need. She had a service where over 1,500 
Minnesotans, friends, and family came 
to pay their respects. She was asso-
ciate chair of the DFL Party. She was 
a leader. She was a colleague. She was 
a mother of three beautiful children, 
and she had her husband Jamie. She 
will be terribly missed by all of us in 
the life of Minnesota. 

Of course, the linchpin of PAUL’S 
staff, his unpaid and most important 
staff person was his wife Sheila who, 
unlike some campaign and political 
spouses, was beloved by PAUL’S staff 
and gratefully welcomed to the office 
for her ability to run interference when 
necessary with her husband and his life 
and his schemes. 

I remember once it was said it took a 
lot of money to keep Mahatma Gandhi 
in poverty because of the people around 
him necessary to help him carry out 
his mission. It took a lot of really re-
markable and talented people to keep 
PAUL WELLSTONE on the brink of dis-
organization. He had so much energy 
and was doing so many things, often si-
multaneously. Sheila was the linchpin 
and a formidable political activist in 
her own right. She was born and raised 
in the coal country of West Virginia, a 
hard-scrabble upbringing. She and 
PAUL were married when they were 19 
years old. For 39 years they were each 
other’s best friend, colleagues, mates, 
spouses. 

Many talk about and preach family 
values. That was a wonderful marriage 
and a wonderful family. They had three 
children of whom they were enor-
mously proud. Marcia Wellstone, trag-
ically on the plane, was a future polit-
ical star in her own right. She loved 

campaigning, loved being out with the 
people of Minnesota. She was a wonder-
ful teacher in the White Bear School 
District, beloved by her students, liked 
by her colleagues. She also leaves a gap 
with her family and friends that can 
never be filled. 

They had two sons who fortunately 
were not on the plane that day, David 
and Mark, of whom PAUL and Sheila 
were also enormously proud. I hope and 
I trust they will, in this time of ter-
rible loss and grief, be consoled a little 
by the words that were expressed 
today, by the words that have been ex-
pressed by people all over the country. 
They had extraordinary parents, very 
hard parents to lose, but ones who will 
be with them in spirit always and gave 
them the best upbringing that any two 
fine men could wish for. 

PAUL was a family man from the be-
ginning. That was always foremost in 
his priorities. I remember not more 
than 6 weeks ago I happened to come to 
the Senate Chamber one afternoon, 
just around the lunch hour. Much to 
my surprise, the Senate was in recess. 
There was PAUL with his 7-year-old 
grandson named Joshua, Marcia’s 
child, who was evidently on an outing 
that afternoon with his grandfather.

PAUL was showing him around the 
empty Chamber and pointing out where 
his desk was, as well as others. I think 
PAUL was convinced that he had Josh 
quite impressed with this great Cham-
ber and all it represents to all of us 
until Josh looked up at him kind of 
wistfully and said: Grandpa, are we 
going to go someplace soon? You prom-
ised that we were going to go some-
place this afternoon. 

For once, PAUL seemed almost at a 
loss for words. He looked up at the ceil-
ing and then looked forlornly at me, 
looked over to Josh and said: This is 
someplace. 

I close by saying, yes, PAUL, this is 
some place that you reached, without 
any of the advantages some of us have 
enjoyed, and Sheila Wellstone with 
none at all. They met at age 19. He 
came to Northfield, MN, built a career 
as a college professor, she as a house-
wife raising their children. To come to 
some place like this is a phenomenal 
American success story. 

I recounted earlier today about how 
PAUL was elected in 1990. He ran an ex-
traordinary campaign, a David versus 
Goliath, come from nowhere, miracu-
lous victory that is a tribute to the 
kind of indefatigable courage and will-
ingness to follow his dream and bring 
people along with him. He stood for 
what he believed in and won by doing 
so. That should be in every political 
textbook in this country for decades to 
come. 

He served in the Senate for 12 years 
and made those stands again and again. 
Whether they were popular, whether he 
had the votes or not, he knew usually 
with great insight whether he was 
going to be successful. He knew when 
he lost he had no alternative but to 
stand behind what he believed in, to 

stand with his conscience and his con-
victions. He trusted in the people of 
Minnesota to give him the opportunity 
to serve, which they did twice, and he 
was going back to seek their support 
for a third term. 

As others have pointed out, he was 
facing one of the most difficult votes of 
his career, as some would say, at an in-
opportune time, which was the resolu-
tion to authorize the use of force in 
Iraq by the President, at his discretion. 
PAUL began his Senate career with that 
kind of vote with the Persian Gulf res-
olution and some believe because of his 
stands over the years that if he were to 
oppose a popular President, if he were 
to express a different perspective and, 
as Senator LEVIN, the chairman of the 
Senate Armed Services Committee, 
pointed out, vote for an alternative 
resolution, one that committed the 
United States to multilateral action 
with other countries of the world, that 
he would pay a political price for that 
in Minnesota. 

PAUL never really agonized about his 
decision in this matter because com-
promising his convictions was not 
something PAUL ever considered doing. 
In fact, in my 2 years in the Senate, 
the one time I saw PAUL angry was 
when a staff person—not his own staff, 
he did not know who made the com-
ment—was reported in the Washington 
Post as saying the Senate Democratic 
Caucus was trying to find some alter-
native resolution to provide cover for 
PAUL WELLSTONE who was facing a dif-
ficult reelection. PAUL was furious that 
anyone would accuse him of looking for 
cover from a tough vote. He said in one 
of our meetings that is what he had to 
take back to the people of Minnesota, 
that they knew he would never seek 
cover to avoid a tough decision or a 
tough vote; he would do what he be-
lieved was right and he was willing to 
go back to the Minnesota electorate 
and take their judgment. 

I believe if he had been able to bring 
that to the Tuesday election that judg-
ment would again have been in the af-
firmative. That is PAUL WELLSTONE’s 
legacy to all of us. That is his legacy to 
the country. Whether one would agree 
with everything PAUL believed is not 
the point. There are those who can 
have sincere convictions on the other 
side of the issue. That is the greatness 
of our country and our democracy, that 
we can have those disagreements, hon-
est, different points of view, and we are 
a better institution and we are a better 
country for our ability, through our po-
litical process, to embrace and incor-
porate those differences. 

He stood for what he believed in, 
would risk everything, his political ca-
reer, his opportunity to serve, every-
thing he believed and everything he 
wanted, on a matter of principle. He 
would do so willingly, courageously, 
and emphatically. That is something I 
will take with me throughout the rest 
of my life, and I would commend it to 
everyone else in this body and across 
this country. 



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S10831November 12, 2002
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Chair, in her capacity as the Senator 
from Michigan, suggests the absence of 
a quorum. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered.

f

PRINTING OF SENATE DOCUMENT 
Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 

that tributes to PAUL WELLSTONE, the 
late Senator from Minnesota, be print-
ed as a Senate document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. REID. I also ask that Members 
have until 12 noon, Tuesday, December 
3, to submit such tributes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered.

f

THE SAFETY OF THE TRANS-
ALASKA OIL PIPELINE 

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Madam President, 
I am not sure of what the remainder of 
the Senate schedule might be for this 
week, but my own tenure in this body 
is somewhat limited as a consequence 
of my election to the Governorship in 
the State of Alaska. So with the per-
mission of the Presiding Officer—and I 
have checked with the Parliamen-
tarian—we have the opportunity to ad-
dress matters in our short remaining 
time. 

I would like to share with my col-
leagues an earthquake that occurred in 
my State of Alaska just a little over a 
week ago. It registered 7.9 on the Rich-
ter Scale, which is a very high earth-
quake. 

My wife and I happened to be at mass 
during the earthquake, and not only 
did the chandeliers move from side to 
side, but the crucifix, hanging by a 
brass chain, began to move very dra-
matically, and it was almost as if the 
sign of the cross was moving across the 
agenda. 

It happened to be a Korean service in 
a Catholic Church in Anchorage, and I 
must say, the magnitude of the earth-
quake was matched by the magnitude 
of the Korean priest who did not break 
stride in his sermon. On the other 
hand, it was in Korean, and my Korean 
is a little rusty. But no one moved 
from the church. Heads went down. 
And I admired the priest. 

My purpose in bringing this matter 
up is to share with you a recognition of 
concern that has been expressed in this 
body for some time; and that is the 
safety of the Trans-Alaska oil pipeline 
which covers some 800 miles from the 
North Slope of Prudhoe Bay to the city 
of Valdez where the oil is shipped in 
U.S. tankers and moved down the west 
coast.

The significance of this earthquake 
along this 800-mile pipeline was that no 

damage was done in spite of the 7.9 
magnitude. Dealing with the potential 
for earthquakes in the design was a 
consideration some 30 years ago, that 
the line itself should be designed to 
withstand an 8.0 magnitude earth-
quake. I want my colleagues to know 
that the line held a 7.9 tremor quite 
nicely. As a matter of fact, imme-
diately after the quake rocked interior 
Alaska, the pipeline from Prudhoe Bay 
to Valdez was shut down as a pre-
caution and inspected. 

The massive quake did do some dam-
age. There were a few supports which 
were quickly repaired. The line slowly 
was refilled and put back into service. 
But the significance was that there 
were no breaks. In fact, the damage 
was minimal for the size of the quake 
which did destroy some roads, damage 
some bridges, other structures. But the 
best news is not one cup of oil was 
spilled, despite the magnitude of the 
quake—not one single cupful. 

There are those who claim the line 
has been poorly maintained; those who 
say it is dangerously old, beyond its 
prime. I hope they will reconsider, rec-
ognizing what happened under a real 
test. 

What can they say? The line per-
formed as it was designed and engi-
neered to perform. It is quite timely as 
this comes at a time when we have in 
the House and Senate conference the 
issue of opening up ANWR to oil explo-
ration. It has been a significant issue 
among the environmentalists. It has 
pitted Republican against Democrat 
and Republican against Republican, 
Democrat against Democrat. As we 
contemplate action in Iraq, we should 
reflect on the realization that we have 
done a pretty good job of producing en-
ergy here at home and, given the op-
portunity, we can do much better if we 
are fortunate enough to get an energy 
bill and get ANWR included in that.

This comes at a time when Alaskans’ 
dreams of opening the Arctic National 
Wildlife Refuge to oil exploration are 
being rekindled by huge Republican 
gains nationally in Tuesday’s elec-
tions. 

The GOP is in control of the House 
and the Senate, and Democrats who are 
beholden to environmentalists and 
have blocked ANWR will have a more 
difficult time turning their backs on 
U.S. energy independence and national 
security.

I hope as I leave this body in the next 
few days that my State of Alaska will 
get a fair hearing on the ANWR issue 
because people in my State for years 
have been saying oil exploration and 
development can be done and in an en-
vironmentally safe and responsible 
manner. Prudhoe Bay and other North 
Slope oilfields’ records provide the best 
proof that the assertion is true that we 
can develop these resources safely here 
at home. I think Sunday’s earthquake 
was further evidence.

HOMELAND SECURITY 
Mr. SPECTER. The issue of home-

land security, I believe, is one of great 
urgency. I believe that September 11, 
2001, could have been prevented had we 
had all of the so-called dots on the 
board about warnings which had been 
received. I do not agree with CIA Direc-
tor George Tenet that another Sep-
tember 11 is imminent. CIA Director 
Tenet made that statement about a 
month ago. 

We had a lot of warning signals about 
9/11. There was an FBI report in July of 
2001 about a suspicious man taking 
flight training in Phoenix, that he had 
a big picture of Osama bin Laden in his 
apartment, which never got to head-
quarters. That warning was mired in 
FBI bureaucracy. 

There was information that two al-
Qaida members from Kuala Lumpur 
were planning to come to the United 
States; that it was known to the CIA 
but never told to the FBI or the INS, 
the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service. They came in unimpeded and 
were two of the pilots on the suicide 
missions on September 11. 

Then there was the effort by the Min-
neapolis office of the FBI to secure a 
warrant under the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act for Zacarias 
Moussaoui which had the wrong stand-
ard. Had the FBI gotten into 
Moussaoui’s computer, there was a 
treasure trove of information about po-
tential attack. 

Then there was the warning to the 
National Security Agency on Sep-
tember 10 about something to happen 
the next day. It was not translated 
until September 12, but it was too late. 
Then an al-Qaida man named Murak 
confessed in 1996 of plans by al-Qaida to 
fly a plane loaded with explosives into 
the CIA headquarters. We already had 
the attack on the Trade Center in 1993. 
Osama bin Laden was under indictment 
for killing Americans in Mogadishu in 
1993, and under indictment for the Em-
bassy bombings in Africa in 1998. 
Osama bin Laden was on record as de-
claring a worldwide jihad against the 
United States. 

We had a lot of warnings, and had all 
of those dots been put on the board, I 
think there was a veritable blueprint 
and I said as much when FBI Director 
Mueller came to testify before the Ju-
diciary Committee last June. 

We had the homeland security bill on 
the floor for a full month. We started 
debating it on September 3. We did not 
finish until October 1, and it was never 
ever passed. When President Bush came 
to Pennsylvania back in late October, I 
urged the President to call a special 
session of Congress to pass homeland 
security. It seems to me that is our 
job. 

The President is emphatic that the 
first thing he does every day is to re-
view the intelligence briefings. There 
is grave concern that there could be 
another attack. I am glad that the 
President is insistent that Congress 
pass homeland security before we go 



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES10832 November 12, 2002
out of this lame duck session. While it 
is important to pass homeland secu-
rity, it is important that it be enacted 
with the appropriate provisions. One 
provision that I have discussed at some 
length is to have the Secretary be able 
to direct the intelligence agencies 
which will all be under one umbrella. 
The idea to have the intelligence agen-
cies under one umbrella, I think, has 
been generally agreed upon. This is not 
a new idea; it has been proposed for a 
long time. 

I was chairman of the Senate Intel-
ligence Committee in 1995 and 1996. I 
saw the turf wars between the CIA and 
the FBI, the NSA and Defense Intel-
ligence, et cetera. Legislation was in-
troduced by this Senator to bring ev-
erything under one umbrella of the 
Central Intelligence Agency, and that 
legislation has languished. Mine was 
not the only idea; it has been proposed 
by others over the years. The turf bat-
tles have precluded it. Now, with an Of-
fice of Homeland Security, we have a 
chance to get it under one umbrella. 

It is vital the Secretary be able to di-
rect these analytical departments to 
work together. Otherwise, the turf bat-
tles will go on. I am not saying the CIA 
Director should lose control over his 
agents around the world or the FBI Di-
rector should lose control over FBI 
agents in the United States or abroad, 
or any other Department should lose 
control over their agents. But when 
you pull the analysis and bring all the 
analysts under one umbrella, there is 
the point that there has to be direction 
so all the dots are placed on one screen. 

The language is very simple. It is:
On behalf of the Secretary, subject to dis-

approval by the President, to direct the 
agencies described under subsection (f)(2) to 
provide intelligence information, analysis of 
intelligence information, and such other in-
telligence-regulated information, as the As-
sistant Secretary for Information Analysis 
determines necessary.

That is the operative language. The 
other parts of the bill contain an enu-
meration of all of the agencies which 
will be under one umbrella for analysis. 

There has been considerable argu-
ment and disagreement over labor-
management provisions. This has been 
discussed at some length by this Sen-
ator and others in colloquies. Part of 
the controversy arose because of initial 
confusion as to whether the two para-
graphs added by the amendment by 
Senator NELSON of Nebraska—that is 
the other Senator NELSON, Mr. Presi-
dent; may the RECORD show that Sen-
ator BILL NELSON is presiding at the 
moment—whether they were in addi-
tion to or in place of. And if they were 
in place of, that would have eliminated 
the President’s national security waiv-
er which is indispensable and should 
not be eliminated. 

In colloquy with Senator LIEBERMAN, 
it was agreed to that these provisions 
would be in addition to. So that asked 
that collective bargaining in current 
law would stand, which provides in sub-
section A:

(A) the agency or subdivision has a pri-
mary function intelligence, counterintel-
ligence, investigative or national security 
work, and 

(B) the provisions of this chapter cannot be 
applied to that agency or subdivision in a 
manner consistent with national security re-
quirements and considerations.

Then the Nelson amendment would 
have added the language: 

(1) the mission and responsibilities of the 
agency or subdivision materially change; and 

(2) a majority of such employees within 
such agency or subdivision have—as their 
primary duty—intelligence, counterintel-
ligence, or investigative work directly re-
lated to terrorism investigation.

I believe that language would be sat-
isfactory to all parties. 

Then with respect to the flexibility 
which the President has sought as to 
the other five chapters, that format 
would be followed so that, in essence, 
where we have intelligence, counter-
intelligence, or investigative work, 
there would be the flexibility for a na-
tional security waiver as determined 
by the President. 

Now I have just come from a meeting 
with Republican leadership with the 
President, and there has been work 
over the past weekend on this issue. As 
yet, we do not know precisely what 
provisions have been agreed to. It is 
my hope that the language which I had 
suggested in September and which has 
been before all of the Senators who 
were working on the final analysis, 
plus this language, will be incorporated 
in the final bill. I will be in touch with 
the officials in the administration yet 
this afternoon to try to see to it that 
these provisions which are agreeable to 
all sides—both labor and management, 
to solve the labor-management con-
troversy—can be made part of the bill, 
and that the language which would 
give the Secretary the authority to di-
rect the analysis sections will also be 
included in the bill. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
text of the language giving the Sec-
retary of Homeland Defense authority 
to direct the analytical agencies be 
printed in the RECORD at the conclu-
sion of my remarks along with the lan-
guage both as to collective bargaining 
and the flexibility in the other five di-
visions of labor-management.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows:

On page 24, strike line 4 and insert the fol-
lowing: 

(19) On behalf of the Secretary, subject to 
disapproval by the President, to direct the 
agencies described under subsection (f)(2) to 
provide intelligence information, analyses of 
intelligence information, and such other in-
telligence-related information as the Assist-
ant Secretary for Information Analysis de-
termines necessary. 

(20) To perform such other duties relating 
to 

(A) the agency or subdivision has as a pri-
mary function intelligence, counterintel-
ligence, investigative, or national security 
work, and 

(B) the provision of this chapter [5 USCS 
§§ 7101 et. seq.] cannot be applied to that 
agency or subdivision in a matter of con-

sistent with national security requirements 
and considerations. 

In addition to the requirements of sub-sec-
tions (A) and (B) the President may issue an 
order excluding any agency or subdivision 
thereof from coverage under this chapter [5 
USCS §§ 7101 et seq.] if the President deter-
mines that—

(1) the mission and responsibilities of the 
agency or subdivision materially change; and 

(2) a majority of such employees within 
such agency or subdivision have—as their 
primary duty—intelligence, counterintel-
ligence, or investigative work directly re-
lated to terrorism investigation. 

Notwithstanding any other provision, the 
authority of the President under Section 9701 
on establishment of a human resources man-
agement system shall require that the Presi-
dent determines that: 

(A) the agency or subdivision has as a pri-
mary function intelligence, counterintel-
ligence, investigative, or national security 
work, and 

(B) the provisions of chapter 43, 51, 53, 71, 
75 or 77 cannot be applied to that agency or 
subdivision in a matter consistent with na-
tional security requirements and consider-
ations. 

In addition to the requirements of sub-sec-
tions (A) and (B) the President may issue an 
order providing for waiver of the provisions 
of chapters 43, 51, 53, 71, 75 or 77 if the Presi-
dent determines that—

(1) the mission and responsibilities of the 
agency or subdivision materially change; and 

(2) a majority of such employees within 
such agency or subdivisions have—as their 
primary duty—intelligence, counterintel-
ligence, or investigative work directly re-
lated to terrorism investigation.

f

IN REMEMBRANCE OF BRIGADIER 
GENERAL VORLEY (MIKE) 
REXROAD 
Mr. THURMOND. Madam President, I 

rise to pay tribute to Brigadier General 
Vorley (Mike) Rexroad, USAF 
(Retired), who died on October 12, 2002, 
after a life of distinguished service to 
the Military Health System, the Uni-
formed Services University of the 
Health Sciences (USUHS), and our Na-
tion. 

Vorley (Mike) Rexroad, a native West 
Virginian born on April 6, 1915, earned 
his Bachelor of Arts Degree from Glen-
ville State College, Glenville, West Vir-
ginia in 1938 and his Masters in Amer-
ican Government at the University of 
New Mexico in 1948. Mike Rexroad 
joined the Army Air Corps on Decem-
ber 9, 1941, and began 61 years of serv-
ice to his Nation and dedication to 
military medicine. In 1944, following 
both air flight and commando training, 
Lieutenant Rexroad was assigned to 
the British 14th Army Headquarters in 
Burma. At the conclusion of World War 
II in 1945, Captain Rexroad led the first 
American task force into the prisoner 
of war camp in Thailand. His task force 
included physicians and medical corps-
men; it was during this emotion-
packed time when Mike Rexroad devel-
oped his sincere appreciation for mili-
tary medicine. 

After his release from active duty, 
Mike Rexroad accepted a faculty ap-
pointment at New York University, 
NY, however, in June of 1950, with the 
onset of the Korean War, Rexroad was 
called to active duty by the Air Force 
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and assigned to the Office of Special 
Investigations/Counterintelligence. 
When the war ended, Major Rexroad 
was selected to head one of the debrief-
ing and interview teams for some 500 
Air Force prisoners of war following 
their release from the North Korean 
prison camps. This experience rein-
forced Mike Rexroad’s appreciation of 
military medicine’s critical require-
ments for continuity and leadership. 
From 1955 through 1976, Mike Rexroad 
served as a professional staff member 
on Capitol Hill; he first served on the 
staff of Senator Dennis Chavez of New 
Mexico who was the chairman of the 
Subcommittee for the Department of 
Defense. Next he was selected by Sen-
ator John C. Stennis of Mississippi to 
serve as the senior staff member for 
the Subcommittee on Military Con-
struction; and, continued to serve in 
that capacity for Senator Alan Bible of 
Nevada. From 1965 to 1976, he was ap-
pointed by Senator Mike Mansfield of 
Montana, Majority Leader of the Sen-
ate and chairman of the Subcommittee 
on Military Construction, to serve as 
the senior staff member for the sub-
committee. 

Following his service in both World 
War II and the Korean War, his review 
of the medical capabilities during the 
Vietnam War for the U.S. Senate, and 
20 years as a senior member of Senate 
Committee Staffs, Mike Rexroad be-
came dedicated to preserving the les-
sons learned in military medicine; he 
concurred with Congressman F. Ed-
ward Hebert’s philosophy that America 
needed an academic home for military 
medicine. In the early 1970s, Rexroad 
prepared documentation and memo-
randa for presentation to the Senate 
Appropriations Committee to justify 
the establishment of USUHS and the 
need for continuity and leadership in 
military medicine. Following the pas-
sage of Public Law 92–426, the Uni-
formed Services Health Professions Re-
vitalization Act of 1972, the senior ad-
ministration of USUHS worked di-
rectly with Mike Rexroad to coordi-
nate the construction requirements for 
USUHS. 

In 1977, when closure threatened 
USUHS, the now-retired Mike Rexroad 
again volunteered to raise Congres-
sional support for the University. At 
that time, no funding had been appro-
priated for USUHS. On March 21, 1977 
due to Rexroad’s intervention, the 
Chairman of the Select Committee on 
Aging, Congressman Claude Pepper, 
testified on behalf of USUHS and 
strongly endorsed the continuation of 
the University; the Members of the 
House of Representatives voted to re-
tain USUHS with of vote of 264 to 142. 
The Honorable David Packard, first 
chairman of the USUHS Board of Re-
gents, succinctly described Mike 
Rexroad’s vital role in two letters to 
Rexroad dated July 12, 1976 and May 10, 
1977: ‘‘It is no exaggeration to say that 
without your assistance USUHS could 
and would not have been established 
(1976). Without your help, it is ques-
tionable whether the school would have 
continued to enjoy the support of the 

Congress (1977).’’ From 1993 through 
1997, Rexroad was once more called 
upon to raise congressional support for 
the University. In May of 1996, the 
Members of the House of Representa-
tives once more voted on the retention 
of USUHS. This time, with the tremen-
dous support and coordination of the 
military retired associations, the vote 
to retain USUHS was 343 to 82. By No-
vember of 1997, the Secretary of De-
fense determined that USUHS should 
remain open; on December 11, 2000, the 
Honorable William S. Cohen, the Sec-
retary of Defense, awarded the Joint 
Meritorious Unit Award to the Univer-
sity; and, on March 22, 2001, the Honor-
able Donald Rumsfeld, Secretary of De-
fense, wrote the following to the Chair 
of the USUHS Board of Regents:

The Department takes great pride in the 
fact that the USUHS graduates have become 
the backbone for our Military Health Sys-
tem. The training they receive in combat 
and peacetime medicine is essential to pro-
viding superior force health protection and 
improving the quality of life for our service 
members, retirees, and families. All of us in 
the Office of the Secretary of Defense place 
great emphasis on the retention of quality 
physicians in the military. The USUHS en-
sures those goals are met.’’ In addition, the 
Association of American Medical Colleges 
Reporter pointed out in the December issues 
of both 1998 and 2001, that USUHS is the one 
medical school where students have been, 
and continue to be, trained in the medical 
response to weapons of mass destruction 
(WMD). ‘‘Today, while the other medical 
schools are in the process of initiating pro-
grams and training in WMD, USUHS has 
been providing such education since its first 
School of Medicine (SOM) Class of 1980; 3,265 
SOM graduates and 157 advanced practice 
nurses have now had this training. The 
USUHS SOM graduates currently represent 
22 percent of the physicians on active duty in 
the Military Health System; thus ensuring 
continuity and leadership for military medi-
cine.

During his many years of support for 
USUHS, Mike Rexroad constantly 
acted upon his personal knowledge of 
what can go wrong when continuity 
and leadership are not ensured for mili-
tary medicine. USUHS became a part 
of his overall commitment to the pres-
ervation of the hard-won knowledge of 
the battlefield, the absolute priorities 
of preventive medicine, the tremendous 
achievements of uniformed research, 
and the need for an academic home for 
military medicine. At the USUHS 
Commencement Exercises on May 15, 
1998, Mike Rexroad received the Doctor 
of Medical Humanities, Honoris Causa; 
the honorary degree recognized his un-
failing, consistent, and dynamic advo-
cacy for USUHS and military medi-
cine. Through his 87th year, there was 
no request from his military medical 
family for which he did not volunteer 
his time and effort; he played an essen-
tial role in making continuity and 
leadership a reality for military medi-
cine. 

Brigadier General Vorley (Mike) 
Rexroad USAF, (Retired), was an ex-
tremely gifted, resourceful, and dedi-
cated American. The citizens of our 
Nation have immeasurably benefitted 
by his splendid record of accomplish-
ments and commitment to military 

medicine. I extend my deepest sym-
pathy to his wife, Ruth Cutlip Rexroad, 
formerly of New Mexico; his son, Mi-
chael David Rexroad, a state pros-
ecuting attorney in Howard County, 
Maryland; his daughter-in-law, Linda; 
and, his two grandchildren, Michael 
and Laurie, on their great loss.

f

THE GREAT LAKES LEGACY ACT 
Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, I want 

to thank all of my colleagues in the 
Senate, Senator DEWINE, Senator 
STABENOW, Senator VOINOVICH, Senator 
CLINTON, Senator DURBIN, Senator 
DAYTON, and Senator WELLSTONE, as 
well as Representative VERN EHLERS 
for their leadership in passing the 
Great Lakes Legacy Act which is now 
on its way to the President. I want to 
thank Chairman JEFFORDS and the En-
vironment and Public Works Com-
mittee. I also want to thank the Lake 
Michigan Federation, Sierra Club, the 
Northeast-Midwest Institute, the Great 
Lakes Commission, and the Council of 
Great Lakes Industry for their con-
tributions to the successes of this bill. 

I am particularly pleased that H.R. 
1070 includes several of the legislative 
improvements contained in my com-
panion legislation, S. 2544. As a result 
of the Senate amendments, H.R. 1070 
now authorizes the Great Lakes Na-
tional Program Office to carry out a 
public information program to provide 
information about the contaminated 
sediments and activities to cleanup the 
site. The Great Lakes National Pro-
gram Office is reauthorized and may 
receive up to $25 million per year which 
is $14 million higher than the expired 
authorization. H.R. 1070 also responds 
to the GAO report released in May by 
requiring the EPA to submit a report 
to Congress on the actions, time peri-
ods, and resources which are necessary 
to fulfill the duties of the EPA relating 
to oversight of Remedial Action Plans 
at Areas of Concern. Lastly, the legis-
lation has the flexibility to allow both 
cash and in-kind contributions to be 
used to meet the non-Federal cost-
share requirement. 

The Great Lakes Legacy Act is need-
ed to address a problem that has been 
plaguing the Great Lakes for many 
decades. The region’s industrial past 
unfortunately created a legacy of con-
taminated sediments, PCBs, heavy 
metals and other toxic substances in 
the lakes and tributaries that feed into 
the Great Lakes. 

These pollutants, which are degrad-
ing the health of both humans and 
wildlife, settled at the bottom of the 
tributaries and harbors where they 
were dumped and contaminated the 
sediment or material on the bottom. 
Contaminated sediment is a major en-
vironmental problem in our region, and 
it is critical that some of these con-
centrated deposits of contaminated 
sediment be addressed now, because the 
longer we wait to cleanup the contami-
nation, the longer we will see fish 
advisories in the Great Lakes. Cleanup 
delays also mean a greater likelihood 
that the sediment will be transported 
into the open waters of the Great 
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Lakes where cleanup is virtually im-
possible. 

We have taken steps under the Great 
Lakes Water Quality Agreement to 
limit the amount of toxic pollutants 
entering the Great Lakes ecosystem, 
and some progress has been made in re-
moving contaminated sediments from 
our regional waters. Based on informa-
tion that was gathered in 1999 by the 
EPA, over 1.7 million cubic yards of 
contaminated sediment have been re-
moved or treated at a cost of over $300 
million at the 32 Areas of Concern in 
the Great Lakes. 

However, the General Accounting Of-
fice and others have reported that 
cleanup progress has been slow. With 
this legislation, EPA can aggressively 
deal with contaminants that were de-
posited into the sediments decades ago. 

This bill authorizes up to $50 million 
per year to EPA’s Great Lakes Na-
tional Program Office in order to 
cleanup contaminated Areas of Con-
cern. This includes monitoring and 
evaluating sites, cleaning up contami-
nated sediment or preventing further 
contamination. Projects identified in a 
Remedial Action Plan would be given 
priority for this funding. The EPA is 
required to submit to Congress a report 
on the actions, time and resources nec-
essary to fulfill the duties of the EPA 
relating to oversight of Remedial Ac-
tion Plans at Areas of Concern. Under 
this legislation, funding will be made 
available for innovative research to 
improve our cleanup technology. Addi-
tionally, this legislation allows EPA to 
give money to local groups, States, or 
tribal groups for outreach and edu-
cation efforts. 

Again, I am very pleased that the 
Congress has taken this critical step 
for the Great Lakes, and I look forward 
to the President signing this legisla-
tion.

Mr. DEWINE. Madam President, I am 
pleased to join my colleague from 
Michigan and fellow Great Lakes Task 
Force Co-Chair, Senator LEVIN, in an-
nouncing that the Great Lakes Legacy 
has passed Congress. This legislation is 
vital in our efforts to address the slow 
progress in restoring the Areas of Con-
cern, AOC, throughout the Great 
Lakes. 

In 1987, the United States and Canada 
made a commitment under the Great 
Lakes Water Quality Agreement to 
cleanup AOCs, but as the General Ac-
counting Office and others have re-
ported, cleanup has been slow. The 
EPA reported in 1999 that over 1.7 mil-
lion cubic yards of contaminated sedi-
ment have been removed or treated at 
32 Areas of Concern in the Great Lakes, 
all at a cost of over $300 million. How-
ever, none of the 26 AOCs that are en-
tirely in the United States have been 
restored to their beneficial use, ap-
proximately half of the sites have 
abandoned the remedial action plan-
ning process agreed to under the Great 
Lakes Water Quality Agreement, and 
the EPA does not know how long clean-
up will take nor how expensive cleanup 
will be. 

The cleanup of these Areas of Con-
cern is important both to human 
health, as well as the health of the eco-
system. With the legislation Congress 
recently passed, the EPA can aggres-
sively deal with contaminants that 
were deposited into the sediments dec-
ades ago. Our bill authorizes up to $50 
million per year to the EPA’s Great 
Lakes National Program Office to 
cleanup contaminated AOCs. This in-
cludes monitoring and evaluating sites, 
cleaning up contaminated sediment, or 
preventing further contamination. 

Under our bill, the EPA will be re-
quired to submit to Congress a report 
on the actions, time, and resources 
necessary to fulfill the duties of the 
EPA relating to oversight of Remedial 
Action Plans at Areas of Concern. Fur-
thermore, funding will be made avail-
able for innovative research to improve 
our cleanup technology. Additionally, 
this legislation allows EPA to give 
money to local organizations, States, 
or tribal groups for outreach and edu-
cation efforts. 

In closing, I want to thank Senators 
LEVIN, VOINOVICH, STABENOW, CLINTON, 
DURBIN, DAYTON, and WELLSTONE, as 
well as Representative VERN EHLERS 
and the other co-sponsors in the House 
for their leadership. I also wish to 
thank the Lake Michigan Federation, 
the Sierra Club, the Northeast-Midwest 
Institute, the Great Lakes Commis-
sion, and the Council of Great Lakes 
Industry for their contributions to 
drafting and passing this bill. It will 
have a lasting, positive impact on the 
future of our Great Lakes.

REMEDIAL ALTERNATIVES 
Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, I want 

to thank my friend and chairman of 
the Environment and Public Works 
Committee for his leadership on restor-
ing some of the Nation’s great waters. 
H.R. 1070, the Great Lakes Legacy Act, 
will allow the TPA to fund cleanup of 
contaminated sediments at Areas of 
Concern in the Great Lakes. Because 
this contamination poses a significant 
human health risk, it is important that 
before cleanup may begin at an Area of 
Concern using funds under this act, 
there must be consideration of reme-
dial alternatives and their short and 
long-term effects on human health and 
the environment. 

Mr. JEFFORDS. I agree with my col-
league from Michigan, and the bill re-
quires the EPA to review the short-
term and long-term effects of the pro-
posed cleanup strategy before the 
project may be carried out. 

Mr. LEVIN. Is my colleague aware 
that the current Remedial Action Plan 
process and the PA’s Contaminated 
Sediment Management Strategy both 
consider an evaluation of the heath 
risks posed by contaminated sites and 
the cleanup alternatives and that 
many Remedial Action Plans already 
include such an evaluation of the 
health risks? 

Mr. JEFFORDS. I am aware that the 
current Remedial Action Plan and 
other processes consider an evaluation 

of the effects of cleanup alternatives 
and that many Remedial Action Plans 
already include such an evaluation. Ad-
ditional evaluation is not required 
when the Remedial Action Plan has al-
ready evaluated the short and long 
term effects of remedial alternatives 
on human health and the environment. 

Mr. LEVIN. Would my colleague 
agree that the evaluation that must be 
conducted under this bill is not meant 
to be a redundant task upon the EPA? 

Mr. JEFFORDS. I agree.

f

BAKERS CREEK TRAGEDY 

Mr. SPECTER. Madam President, I 
have sought recognition today to honor 
the forty U.S. soldiers who tragically 
perished in Bakers Creek, Queensland, 
Australia on June 14, 1943. Their deaths 
came as a result of the crash of a B–17C 
Flying Fortress, which proved to be the 
worst aviation disaster of the South-
west Pacific theater during World War 
II. More soldiers died on that plane 
from my home State of Pennsylvania—
six—than from any other State. These 
six were as follows: Pvt. James E. 
Finney; T/Sgt. Alfred H. Frezza; Sgt. 
Donald B. Kyper; Pfc. Frank S. Penksa; 
Sgt. Anthony Rudnick; and Cpl. Ray-
mond H. Smith. 

I understand that members of the 
Bakers Creek Memorial Association, 
USA, based in Orrtanna, PA, have lo-
cated the families of Pvt. Finney,
T/Sgt. Frezza, and Sgt. Kyper. How-
ever, the Association continues to 
search for the relatives of Pfc. Penska, 
Sgt. Rudnick, and Cpl. Smith to notify 
them of the specifics surrounding their 
loved ones’ deaths. Only recently has 
the Air Force officially recognized this 
tragedy. 

The aircraft that crashed had been 
operated by the United States Army 
Air Force 46th Transport Carrier 
Squadron, 317th Troop Carrier Group, 
5th Air Force Division. The plane was 
one of the many B–17 bomber aircraft 
that had been removed from combat 
status and converted into transport 
aircraft. Shortly after takeoff from the 
Mackay airport in Bakers Creek, the 
B–17 lost altitude, fell to the earth in a 
slow and steady bank, and crashed in a 
ball of flames. The forty lost onboard 
included six crew members and thirty-
five soldiers returning to their posts 
after being on leave in Australia. 

Next June will mark the 60th anni-
versary of the Bakers Creek crash. I 
understand that Major General, Re-
tired, Robert H. Appleby, former Com-
mander of the Pennsylvania Army Na-
tional Guard, plans to lead a contin-
gent of victims’ families to Australia 
in observance of the anniversary. I ap-
plaud the members of the Bakers Creek 
Memorial Association, USA, including 
General Appleby and Mr. Robert S. 
Cutler, for undertaking this and other 
initiatives which keep the memory of 
the fallen heroes of Bakers Creek alive 
and well.
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THANKING AREA LAW 

ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES 
Mr. SARBANES. Madam President, I 

rise today to commend the Maryland, 
Virginia, and Federal law enforcement 
agencies on the capture and arrest of 
the snipers who terrorized our region. 
For the citizens of Maryland, Virginia, 
and the District of Columbia, life slow-
ly returned to normal after the 23 days 
of sniper shootings in October, but life 
will never return to normal for the 
families of the victims who were killed, 
and those who are still recovering from 
their injuries. I would like to extend 
my sympathies to those families and to 
say that our hearts go out to them in 
this difficult time. 

Thanks to the hard work and dedica-
tion of the police forces in our region, 
the sniper attacks were stopped before 
they could do more harm. An unprece-
dented level of cooperation and coordi-
nation among the different jurisdic-
tions involved, as well as among the 
Federal, State, and local law enforce-
ment agencies, led to the capture of 
the two individuals now charged in the 
sniper attacks. The task force created 
during the sniper attacks did an excel-
lent and effective job of sharing infor-
mation, working together, and putting 
the safety of our citizens first. I thank 
all of the men and women who worked 
so tirelessly to apprehend the suspects 
and commend them for a job well done. 

The Federal Government also played 
an important role in the investigation. 
The FBI provided support to State and 
local police forces in conducting the 
manhunt, the ATF helped track and re-
search the guns and bullets used by the 
snipers, and the Department of Defense 
provided planes to monitor the region 
from the air. On October 8, I wrote a 
letter to Attorney General Ashcroft 
stating my support for Montgomery 
County Police Chief Charles Moose’s 
request for Federal aid in the inves-
tigation, and I am extremely grateful 
that Federal aid was granted. 

While it is impossible to thank all of 
those involved, I would like to ac-
knowledge by name the resolve, ex-
traordinary dedication and perform-
ance of Montgomery County, Maryland 
Police Chief Charles Moose and County 
Executive Doug Duncan, FBI Special 
Agent Gary Bald, and ATF agent Mike 
Bouchard, who became the public face 
of the crisis and the investigation for 
people all across the country. Their 
leadership, calm determination, and 
obvious skill in the most trying and 
tragic of circumstances, without prece-
dent in our area, helped inform and as-
sure the public that everything pos-
sible was being done. 

Now that this multistate manhunt is 
over, the States involved must deal 
with the financial costs of the inves-
tigation. In order to assist area States 
in paying for these costs, I joined with 
Senators MIKULSKI, WARNER and ALLEN 
in a letter to the Department of Jus-
tice requesting Federal reimbursement 
for the enormous costs of the inves-
tigation. I am confident that these sus-

pects will be brought to justice and 
that this may provide some small 
measure of comfort for those who lost 
loved ones in these attacks. 

The 23 days in October were a trying 
time for our area and the uncertainty 
of the sniper attacks unnerved resi-
dents of the region. The weight of this 
concern has been lifted, thanks to the 
hard work of our area law enforcement 
agencies. But for the families of those 
killed in the attacks, their loss will 
never be remedied and for them the 
weight will never be lifted. 

We must move forward and reflect on 
the lessons learned from these tragic 
attacks. All jurisdictions involved, as 
well as the expanding number of juris-
dictions in which these two suspects al-
legedly committed crimes, must now 
focus on preparedness. We have learned 
how effective the coordination of law 
enforcement agencies can be, and we 
must plan for such coordination in the 
future. And we in Congress can take 
steps to help States improve prepared-
ness, coordinate law enforcement agen-
cies, and use tools such as ballistic 
fingerprinting to prevent this from 
ever happening again.

f

LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT ACT 
OF 2001 

Mr. SMITH of Oregon. Mr. President, 
I rise today to speak about hate crimes 
legislation I introduced with Senator 
KENNEDY in March of last year. The 
Local Law Enforcement Act of 2001 
would add new categories to current 
hate crimes legislation sending a sig-
nal that violence of any kind is unac-
ceptable in our society. 

I would like to describe a terrible 
crime that occurred June 5, 2001 in El 
Monte, CA. Three Latino men were ac-
cused of a hate crime after beating an 
African-American teen at a party and 
using racial epithets. The victim, who 
was dancing with a Latina woman at 
the time of the attack, suffered cuts to 
the mouth; a friend who came to his 
aid received abrasions to the face. One 
of the assailants fired a gun into the 
air before fleeing the party. 

I believe that government’s first duty 
is to defend its citizens, to defend them 
against the harms that come out of 
hate. The Local Law Enforcement En-
hancement Act of 2001 is now a symbol 
that can become substance. I believe 
that by passing this legislation and 
changing current law, we can change 
hearts and minds as well.

f

RECOGNIZING THE 227TH BIRTH-
DAY OF THE UNITED STATES 
MARINE CORPS 

Mr. LUGAR. Madam President, on 
November 10th, we honored the 227th 
birthday of the U.S. Marine Corps. For 
more than two centuries, the U.S. Ma-
rine Corps has exemplified the highest 
virtues of commitment, service, and 
sacrifice. From the Barbary Coast to 
the far reaches of the Pacific, in the 
jungles of Vietnam and across the vast 

expanse of the Arabian desert, Amer-
ica’s Marines have lived up to their 
motto: ‘‘Semper Fidelis.’’ 

Through the long march of our his-
tory, the U.S. Marine Corps has built a 
proud tradition. The smallest of the 
four service branches, they have typi-
cally been the ‘‘tip of the spear’’ of 
American military might. U.S. Marines 
have been among the first troops dis-
patched to international crises over 
the past century. Always apace with 
world dynamics, they have expanded 
their expertise to encompass the entire 
spectrum of conflict from humani-
tarian assistance to major theater war. 
Amphibious Forces have dem-
onstrated—in times of crisis and fre-
quently on very short notice—that 
they possess a capable and formidable 
‘‘package’’ of ships and Marines to 
meet the threat across the full spec-
trum of modern conflict. 

Our Marines have protected Amer-
ica’s interests, struggled against foes 
that meant harm to our national secu-
rity and that of our allies, and re-
mained at the forefront of our Nation’s 
efforts to maintain global peace and 
stability. From Lebanon to Bangladesh 
to Somalia, Marines restored and 
maintained order, aided people in dis-
tress, provided protection for the weak, 
and upheld the values that have come 
to define our country on the world 
stage. Many also made the ultimate 
sacrifice in the service of their coun-
try, and we honor their memory. 

America’s Amphibious Forces remain 
the force of choice in responding to cri-
ses in this uncertain world. When, in 
the early part of this year, this nation 
resolved to liberate Afghanistan from 
an oppressive regime and take action 
upon terrorist aggressors, it was again 
the United States Marine Corps who 
got the call—and responded valiantly. 
Despite Afghanistan’s isolation, the 
first sustained U.S. military operation 
ashore was conducted by the 15th and 
26th Marine Expeditionary Units, an 
expeditionary force that was deployed, 
organized and launched from the USS 
Peleliu and USS Bataan Amphibious 
Ready Groups. These two MEU’s seized 
and established the first in-country 
staging base (Rhino, nearly 400 nau-
tical miles inland), secured the 
Kandahar airport (another 200 miles) 
and established a base from which 
quick-reaction operations could be con-
ducted to further track down Taliban 
and al-Qaida forces. 

Amphibious ships with embarked Ma-
rine forces are one of the most formi-
dable power projection capabilities in 
the world and represent our Nation’s 
only sustainable forcible-entry capa-
bility. In peace and in war, their value 
has been ever-present. 

Always faithful, our Marines are men 
and women of greatness. Tough and 
dedicated, they are truly the best 
America has to offer. For 227 years, 
they have stood for all that is great 
about this Nation. Their values, sense 
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of courage and steadfast character re-
main timeless and valuable commod-
ities for an age in which our Nation 
faces considerable new threats. 

Today, not unlike 227 years ago, the 
importance of our Marine Corps is im-
mutable. The razor-sharp readiness of 
the U.S. Marine Corps reassures our 
friends and warns our enemies, prom-
ising swift action, decisive victories 
and a firm adherence to tradition. 

As our U.S. Marine Corps celebrates 
another anniversary of its proud birth 
on November 10th, 1775 in Philadel-
phia’s Tun Tavern, I stand with my 
colleagues in the Senate in saluting all 
who have worn the eagle, globe and an-
chor, and to their families who also 
serve by supporting them.

f

RECOGNIZING OUR NATION’S 
VETERANS 

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Madam Presi-
dent, we convene again today after a 
national holiday set aside to honor one 
of America’s greatest treasures, its 
veterans. 

This important holiday, originally 
called Armistice Day, began as a com-
memoration of the historic ending of 
World War I at the eleventh hour of the 
eleventh day of the eleventh month of 
1918. Armistice Day became primarily a 
day of remembrance for those who 
served during World War I; indeed, 
Americans hoped World War I would be 
‘‘the war to end all wars.’’ 

Then, during World War II, 16 million 
Americans again answered the call to 
service on behalf of our Nation. After 
the war ended, Americans saw the need 
to honor all those who served in the 
United States Armed Forces, during 
times of war and peace, and through all 
periods of our history. On June 1, 1954, 
Armistice Day became Veterans Day. 

I know that many of my colleagues 
joined me yesterday in taking the Vet-
erans Day holiday to celebrate the sol-
diers, sailors, marines and airmen who 
wore this Nation’s uniform and served 
honorably. That is a start, but we must 
do more. 

As the crisis with Iraq heightens, it 
is especially appropriate to make cer-
tain that we keep the promise of care 
and support made to young men and 
women who made great sacrifices on 
behalf of this Nation. We must remem-
ber the pledge of Abraham Lincoln, ‘‘to 
care for him who shall have borne the 
battle, and for his widow and his or-
phan.’’ As Chairman of the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs, I have fought 
hard for improvements in benefits and 
services for our Nation’s veterans. We 
have made progress in fulfilling Abra-
ham Lincoln’s pledge this year, but we 
must never waiver in our commitment 
to provide our veterans with benefits 
and services that reflect their changing 
needs. 

For example, our Nation’s rapidly 
aging veterans have a critical need for 
long-term care. There can be no doubt 
that such care requires great resources, 
but it is our responsibility to answer 

the call to provide a continuum of 
quality health care for veterans, as 
they once answered the call to preserve 
our freedoms. 

I am honored to represent the State 
of West Virginia, which has one of the 
highest veteran populations per capita 
of any State. The service of the over 
202,000 living West Virginia veterans 
inspires me each day in my role as 
Chairman of the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs, where I have the privi-
lege to serve not only the veterans of 
West Virginia, but those living 
throughout this Nation. 

America’s 25 million living veterans 
deserve to be honored and respected 
every day, and not merely on the na-
tional holiday set aside for the com-
memoration of their service. It would 
be shameful if veterans were made to 
feel forgotten every day except for this 
one day each year. There should be no 
ambivalence toward those who have 
served our Nation in the armed forces. 

I urge my colleagues to join me, not 
only to remember the sacrifices of our 
veterans, but to renew our commit-
ment to them and to keep the promises 
that we made to them in the spirit of 
Abraham Lincoln. The men and women 
who served this Nation deserve no less.

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Madam President, 
I rise today to pay tribute to our Na-
tion’s devoted Veterans. It is these 
men and women, past and present, who 
embody the ideals of freedom, liberty 
and justice, which are the foundation 
of our great Nation. 

Veterans Day is a time to recognize 
those Americans who gave what Presi-
dent Abraham Lincoln once called ‘‘the 
last full measure of devotion.’’ While 
we reflect on the deeds of these heroes 
and stand grateful for their service and 
sacrifice, we must also ponder the on-
going actions of our soldiers, sailors, 
airmen, and marines. 

Ours is a great Nation of free people 
who call our finest men and women to 
stand guard and protect the liberty 
that all Americans enjoy. To this end, 
all of those who have donned the uni-
form of our Armed Forces have con-
sciously given a piece of themselves. 
Whether during peacetime or a time of 
conflict; at home or abroad; in the ac-
tive component, the reserves or the na-
tional guard; their service has been 
characterized by selflessness and a 
sense of a greater purpose. 

Throughout our history, they have 
answered the call. Whether that call to 
service sent them to a distant land full 
of turmoil, or to the flight line at a 
base in the Midwest, they have served 
with dignity and honor. 

I am proud that my home State of 
Texas has a rich tradition of military 
leadership. Our young men and women 
have signed up to serve their Nation 
and are stationed throughout the 
United States and in all corners of the 
globe. More Marines join the Corps 
from Texas per capita than any other 
State. And we are home to more Army 
and Air Force bases than any State. 

As these men and women have sac-
rificed, so too has a far less recognized 

segment of our Veteran population—
their spouses. For each displaced serv-
iceman, there is often a husband or 
wife left behind. These silent patriots 
have kissed their loved ones goodbye 
and sent them off to serve this coun-
try. They diligently run their house-
holds while their mate provides secu-
rity at an airport in another part of the 
country or serves on a foreign base 
halfway around the globe. They have 
often put their career on hold and pa-
tiently moved the family to the next in 
a long series of new bases and new com-
munities. Whatever accolades we be-
stow upon our Veterans, we must also 
remember the parallel sacrifice of their 
heroic spouses. 

Today our troops are answering the 
call to duty in locations around the 
world. The war on terrorism is being 
waged by America’s finest, from Af-
ghanistan to the Philippines. Soldiers 
in South Korea continue to keep watch 
on the communist regime to their 
North. Air Force pilots continue to pa-
trol the skies over Iraq as the world 
contemplates the future of the region. 
Reservists and National Guardsmen 
continue to serve, at the expense of 
their civilian vocations, on extended 
active duty for a year or more. Some of 
our military patriots continue to serve 
well beyond the date they were to leave 
active service because the Nation con-
tinues to need their expertise. 

On this Veterans Day, we express our 
heartfelt gratitude to our Nation’s vet-
erans and to their spouses. We have in-
curred a debt to them that can never 
be fully repaid. Today we remember 
those who have gone before and honor 
tomorrow’s veterans who serve our 
country today.

f

SUPPORTING LEGISLATION TO 
PROVIDE MORE BANKRUPTCY 
JUDGES FOR MARYLAND 

Mr. SARBANES. Madam President, I 
rise today in strong support of legisla-
tion to provide more bankruptcy 
judges for several States, including 
three additional bankruptcy judgeships 
for my own State of Maryland. This 
legislation was introduced by Senator 
BIDEN and is being cosponsored by Sen-
ators CARPER, EDWARDS, FEINSTEIN, 
and SCHUMER. 

This bill represents a significant step 
forward in our efforts to strengthen 
Maryland’s Federal bankruptcy court. 
I have long been involved in this effort, 
and I commend Senator BIDEN for his 
efforts in this area. We have been 
working for several years to get these 
additional judgeships approved, yet no 
legislation has been passed that would 
authorize them. With such inaction, 
the problem facing Maryland’s sitting 
bankruptcy judges has grown, and 
Maryland has remained without the ad-
ditional judgeships it so desperately 
needs to make our bankruptcy system 
work. 

Maryland’s four sitting bankruptcy 
judges continue to show remarkable 
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dedication given the extraordinary bur-
dens placed upon them. However, addi-
tional judgeships remain essential to 
the fair and timely administration of 
the bankruptcy code for all of the busi-
nesses and individuals that come before 
the Maryland District. 

Since 1992, we have been requesting 
additional judgeships for the District 
of Maryland; thus far none has been ap-
proved. In 1992, there were approxi-
mately 15,000 bankruptcy filings in the 
District of Maryland. From 1998 to 2001, 
there were over 30,000 bankruptcy fil-
ings per year in Maryland. The case-
load has doubled for the sitting bank-
ruptcy judges in the past 10 years, and 
they still do their work with only 4 sit-
ting bankruptcy judges. This dire need 
for additional judgeships in Maryland 
has yet to be remedied by the Congress. 

This legislation provides three addi-
tional judgeships for Maryland. These 
three additional judgeships would help 
reduce the overwhelming workload of 
the four sitting bankruptcy judges. 
However, a September 2002 rec-
ommendation from the U.S. Judicial 
Conference calls for the creation of 
four additional judgeships in our State. 
And while the District of Maryland will 
be pleased to get three additional 
judges, the recommendation of the Ju-
dicial Conference for four additional 
bankruptcy judgeships demonstrates 
just how critical the situation is. As of 
June 30, 2002, the national weighted fil-
ing average for bankruptcy judges was 
1,641. The weighted filing per judge for 
Maryland’s 4 bankruptcy judges was 
3,030 almost twice the national aver-
age. 

Mr. President, I urge my colleagues 
to support S. 3074, which would provide 
much needed help on the bankruptcy 
courts in Maryland and across the Na-
tion.

f

INTENT OF TAA HEALTH INSUR-
ANCE TAX CREDIT PROVISIONS 

Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President, as I 
have said on numerous occasions, I am 
extremely pleased with the health care 
provisions in the Trade Act of 2002. The 
advanceable, refundable 65 percent tax 
credit toward the purchase of health 
insurance premiums for TAA workers 
and PBGC retirees represents a monu-
mental precedent. It is an important 
precedent for Democrats because, for 
the first time, the federal government 
will extend assistance for health cov-
erage to laid-off workers. And the pro-
visions are also important for Repub-
licans and others who believe that the 
best way to help the uninsured is 
through tax credits for the purchase of 
health insurance. This program is an 
important test case, if you will, to de-
termine whether this approach is via-
ble and workable. 

It is the viability and workability of 
the tax credit that I wish to address 
today. 

Our negotiations on the Trade Act 
health credits were really a continu-
ation of discussions that started 

around this time last year—during the 
debate over economic stimulus. Demo-
crats had proposed including a 75 per-
cent subsidy for COBRA premiums cou-
pled with Medicaid expansions as part 
of our economic stimulus package. Re-
publicans initially proposed a limited 
block grant for health care assistance 
and later altered their package to in-
clude individual tax credits for health 
insurance. 

It goes without saying that Repub-
licans preferred a tax credit approach 
rather than a subsidy approach, and 
the Democrats expressed a strong pref-
erence for group-based insurance over 
individual insurance. 

The resulting compromise that was 
reached as part of the trade deal truly 
was a delicately-crafted bipartisan ef-
fort. Democrats moved from a pre-
mium subsidy to a tax credit, dropped 
the Medicaid expansion, and yielded on 
the issue of requiring those eligible for 
COBRA to purchase only COBRA cov-
erage. Republicans got their tax credit, 
but it does not allow new individual 
market policies to be purchased with 
the tax credit except for those who had 
such coverage while they were work-
ing. 

The health insurance options avail-
able to TAA workers and PBGC retir-
ees include COBRA and state-based 
COBRA, as well as: 

state high risk pools; 
state employee benefit plans—or 

comparable programs established by a 
state; 

direct purchasing arrangements be-
tween states and insurers; 

a state-operated health plan; 
coverage purchased through a private 

purchasing pool; and 
coverage under a spouse’s employer 

group plan. 
In other words, eligible workers and 

retirees will be given a wide range of 
health insurance choices—depending on 
which options their state has adopted. 
Having a number of choices is impor-
tant to Republicans and will be appre-
ciated by TAA workers and PBGC re-
tirees as well. 

I understand that some might try to 
read the legislative language regarding 
these options in a way that would 
allow broader access to insurance pur-
chased in the individual market. That 
was not our intention. As I mentioned 
above, the Senate bill and conference 
report explicitly agreed to include indi-
vidual health insurance as qualified 
health insurance, but only for individ-
uals who had such coverage for one 
month prior to separation from em-
ployment. We did not intend to allow 
states to enter into arrangements with 
individual insurers through the state-
based coverage options. 

The second point I would like to 
make addresses the insurance protec-
tion provisions—guaranteed issue, a 
bar against pre-existing condition limi-
tations, and premium and benefit pro-
tections. This language was part of the 
Senate bill, only we applied the protec-
tions to all of the state pooling op-
tions. 

The conference report required work-
ers to have had three months of pre-
vious health care coverage in order for 
these important protections to apply. 
The language is vague, however, and 
does not specify when the three months 
of aggregate coverage had to occur. I’d 
like to clarify here that this coverage 
should occur for three months prior to 
employment separation necessary to 
attain eligibility for assistance under 
this law. 

A more narrow reading of the three-
month coverage requirement would dis-
qualify those who have had lapses of 
coverage between the loss of job-based 
or retiree coverage and application or 
eligibility determination for assistance 
under this program. After all, the goal 
of the health provisions was to ensure 
access to coverage and to prevent the 
loss of health coverage. 

On that same point, the language on 
premium protections could be read to 
allow insurers to charge different rates 
to individuals participating in the TAA 
program. That was not our intention. 
The Senate language was intended to 
mean that TAA workers, as a group, 
should be charged the same premiums 
when states choose to enroll these indi-
viduals in existing insurance arrange-
ments—for example in state employee 
health plans. Individual workers should 
not be charged higher premiums based 
on their health status in these plans. 

And, if a State elects to create a new 
insurance pooling arrangement—in 
which case it is not possible to com-
pare premiums for TAA workers to 
anyone else—we had intended that 
States would not allow premium rating 
on an individual basis but rather as a 
group. 

To make my views known to the 
agencies that will administer the new 
tax credit, last week I sent letters to 
the Treasury Department, the Depart-
ment of Labor, and the Department of 
Health and Human services regarding 
congressional intent in the TAA health 
insurance tax credit. 

It is my sincere hope that we can 
bring the same willingness to work to-
gether and compromise to other impor-
tant health care issues. 

I ask unanimous consent that letters 
I previously referred to be printed in 
the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows:

October 17, 2002. 
PAUL H. O’NEILL,
Secretary, U.S. Department of Treasury, 1500 

Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington, 
DC. 

DEAR SECRETARY O’NEILL: In a few short 
weeks, the health insurance assistance provi-
sions of the Trade Act of 2002 will take ef-
fect. The passage and enactment of the his-
torical Act was the result of a delicately-
crafted bipartisan effort. I was proud to play 
a role in this significant achievement, and I 
will continue to work with you to ensure its 
successful implementation and operation. To 
that end, I am writing to ensure that the 
Act’s critically-important health insurance 
protections are implemented consistent with 
the intent and the letter of the law. 
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As you know, for many of the supporters of 

the Trade Act, the health assistance was the 
single most important factor in overcoming 
concerns about the effects of enhanced trade 
negotiating authority on American jobs. 
These provisions were designed to assure 
American workers that the potential loss of 
work does not equal the loss of health cov-
erage. Protecting health coverage is espe-
cially important now. We recently learned 
that an additional 1.4 million Americans be-
came uninsured in 2001. Successful imple-
mentation of this new law can make a dif-
ference in preventing additional workers and 
their families from losing health coverage. 

As you implement this law, there are three 
issues that I particularly want to emphasize. 
First, members of the Conference Committee 
explicitly agreed to include individual health 
insurance as qualified health insurance, but 
only for those qualifying individuals who had 
such coverage for one month prior to separa-
tion from employment (see section 
(35)(e)(1)(J)). We did not intend to allow 
states to enter into arrangements with indi-
vidual insurers through the state-based cov-
erage options, and I believe that this objec-
tive is clear in the conference report. Any 
other interpretation of the law would be a 
violation of the intent of its authors. 

Second, for those without access to em-
ployer-based coverage, we included strong 
consumer protections. To prevent discrimi-
natory premiums and substandard benefits, 
we linked the premiums and benefits offered 
to qualifying individuals to those of 
‘‘similarly situated individuals’’ (see sec-
tions (35)(e)(2)(A)(iii and iv)). In plain 
English, this means that individuals eligible 
for this tax credit should neither be charged 
premiums or offered benefits that apply only 
to this group nor pay higher premiums based 
on their own health status or history. 

In addition, the law provides guaranteed 
issue to qualifying individuals (see section 
(35)(e)(2)(A)(i)). ‘‘Guaranteed issue’’ has the 
same meaning in this law that it has in state 
regulation of insurance. Specifically, to be 
qualified health insurance, each plan must 
ensure access to each qualified individual 
who meets the other criteria for this cov-
erage. It does not mean that an issuer of 
health insurance can accept some but not all 
qualifying individuals so long as there is an 
alternative that accepts the denied individ-
uals (e.g., a high-risk pool). 

Third, since the goal of this provision is 
preventing loss of health coverage, the Con-
ference Committee agreed that eligible indi-
viduals must also have been previously in-
sured for three months (see section 
(35)(e)(3)(B)). The law does not specify when 
this aggregate of three months of creditable 
coverage had to occur. To clarify, we in-
tended that this coverage should occur for 
three months prior to employment separa-
tion necessary to attain eligibility for assist-
ance under this law (e.g., termination due to 
trade in the case of displaced workers eligi-
ble for trade adjustment assistance and re-
tirement in the case of Pension Benefit 
Guaranty Corporation (PBGC) eligible indi-
viduals). The three-month coverage require-
ment should not disqualify those who had or 
have lapses of coverage between the loss of 
job-based or retiree coverage and application 
or eligibility determination for assistance to 
this program. Indeed, these individuals have 
a special need for access to affordable health 
insurance and should not be penalized due to 
delays in passing, implementing, and oper-
ating this law. 

I make these clarifications to underscore 
their importance in successfully imple-
menting the health provisions of the Trade 
Act. I know that the President shares our 
mutual commitment to make this an effec-
tive program that preserves health insurance 
for this set of American workers and retir-
ees. I look forward toward a continued col-

laboration in implementing, monitoring, 
and, if successful, expanding these important 
health policies. 

Sincerely, 
MAX BAUCUS. 

OCTOBER 17, 2002. 
ELAINE L. CHAO, 
Secretary, U.S. Department of Labor, Frances 

Perkins Building, 200 Constitution Avenue, 
NW, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SECRETARY CHAO: In a few short 
weeks, the health insurance assistance provi-
sions of the Trade Act of 2002 will take ef-
fect. The passage and enactment of the his-
torical Act was the result of a delicately-
crafted bipartisan effort. I was proud to play 
a role in this significant achievement, and I 
will continue to work with you to ensure its 
successful implementation and operation. To 
that end, I am writing to ensure that the 
Act’s critically-important health insurance 
protections are implemented consistent with 
the intent and the letter of the law. 

As you know, for many of the supporters of 
the Trade Act, the health assistance was the 
single most important factor in overcoming 
concerns about the effects of enhanced trade 
negotiating authority on American jobs. 
These provisions were designed to assure 
American workers that the potential loss of 
work does not equal the loss of health cov-
erage. Protecting health coverage is espe-
cially important now. We recently learned 
that an additional 1.4 million Americans be-
came uninsured in 2001. Successful imple-
mentation of this new law can make a dif-
ference in preventing additional workers and 
their families from losing health coverage. 

As you implement this law, there are three 
issues that I particularly want to emphasize. 
First, members of the Conference Committee 
explicitly agreed to include individual health 
insurance as qualified health insurance, but 
only for those qualifying individuals who had 
such coverage for one month prior to separa-
tion from employment (see section 
(35)(e)(1)(J)). We did not intend to allow 
states to enter into arrangements with indi-
vidual insurers through the state-based cov-
erage options, and I believe that this objec-
tive is clear in the conference report. Any 
other interpretation of the law would be a 
violation of the intent of its authors. 

Second, for those without access to em-
ployer-based coverage, we included strong 
consumer protections. To prevent discrimi-
natory premiums and substandard benefits, 
we linked the premiums and benefits offered 
to qualifying individuals to those of 
‘‘similarly situated individuals’’ (see sec-
tions (35)(e)(2)(A)(iii and iv)). In plain 
English, this means that individuals eligible 
for this tax credit should neither be charged 
premiums or offered benefits that apply only 
to this group nor pay higher premiums based 
on their own health status or history. 

In addition, the law provides guaranteed 
issue to qualifying individuals (see section 
(35)(e)(2)(A)(i)). ‘‘Guaranteed issue’’ has the 
same meaning in this law that it has in state 
regulation of insurance. Specifically, to be 
qualified health insurance, each plan must 
ensure access to each qualified individual 
who meets the other criteria for this cov-
erage. It does not mean that an issuer of 
health insurance can accept some but not all 
qualifying individuals so long as there is an 
alternative that accepts the denied individ-
uals (e.g., a high-risk pool). 

Third, since the goal of this provision is 
preventing loss of health coverage, the Con-
ference Committee agreed that eligible indi-
viduals must also have been previously in-
sured for three months (see section 
(35)(e)(3)(B)). The law does not specify when 
this aggregate of three months of creditable 
coverage had to occur. To clarify, we in-
tended that this coverage should occur for 
three months prior to employment separa-

tion necessary to attain eligibility for assist-
ance under this law (e.g., termination due to 
trade in the case of displaced workers eligi-
ble for trade adjustment assistance and re-
tirement in the case of Pension Benefit 
Guaranty Corporation (PBGC) eligible indi-
viduals). The three-month coverage require-
ment should not disqualify those who had or 
have lapses of coverage between the loss of 
job-based or retiree coverage and application 
or eligibility determination for assistance to 
this program. Indeed, these individuals have 
a special need for access to affordable health 
insurance and should not be penalized due to 
delays in passing, implementing, and oper-
ating this law. 

I make these clarifications to underscore 
their importance in successfully imple-
menting the health provisions of the Trade 
Act. I know that the President shares our 
mutual commitment to make this an effec-
tive program that preserves health insurance 
for this set of American workers and retir-
ees. I look forward toward a continued col-
laboration in implementing, monitoring, 
and, if successful, expanding these important 
health policies. 

Sincerely, 
MAX BAUCUS.

OCTOBER 17, 2002. 
TOMMY G. THOMPSON, 
Secretary, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services, Washington, DC. 

DEAR SECRETARY THOMPSON: In a few short 
weeks, the health insurance assistance provi-
sions of the Trade Act of 2002 will take ef-
fect. The passage and enactment of the his-
torical Act was the result of a delicately-
crafted bipartisan effort. I was proud to play 
a role in this significant achievement, and I 
will continue to work with you to ensure its 
successful implementation and operation. To 
that end, I am writing to ensure that the 
Act’s critically-important health insurance 
protections are implemented consistent with 
the intent and the letter of the law. 

As you know, for many of the supporters of 
the Trade Act, the health assistance was the 
single most important factor in overcoming 
concerns about the effects of enhanced trade 
negotiating authority on American jobs. 
These provisions were designed to assure 
American workers that the potential loss of 
work does not equal the loss of health cov-
erage. Protecting health coverage is espe-
cially important now. We recently learned 
that an additional 1.4 million Americans be-
came uninsured in 2001. Successful imple-
mentation of this new law can make a dif-
ference in preventing additional workers and 
their families from losing health coverage. 

As you implement this law, there are three 
issues that I particularly want to emphasize. 
First, members of the Conference Committee 
explicitly agreed to include individual health 
insurance as qualified health insurance, but 
only for those qualifying individuals who had 
such coverage for one month prior to separa-
tion from employment (see section 
(35)(e)(1)(J)). We did not intend to allow 
states to enter into arrangements with indi-
vidual insurers through the state-based cov-
erage options, and I believe that this objec-
tive is clear in the conference report. Any 
other interpretation of the law would be a 
violation of the intent of its authors. 

Second, for those without access to em-
ployer-based coverage, we included strong 
consumer protections. To prevent discrimi-
natory premiums and substandard benefits, 
we linked the premiums and benefits offered 
to qualifying individuals to those of 
‘‘similarly situated individuals’’ (see sec-
tions (35)(e)(2)(A)(iii and iv)). In plain 
English, this means that individuals eligible 
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for this tax credit should neither be charged 
premiums or offered benefits that apply only 
to this group nor pay higher premiums based 
on their own health status or history. 

In addition, the law provides guaranteed 
issue to qualifying individuals (see section 
(35)(e)(2)(A)(i)). ‘‘Guaranteed issue’’ has the 
same meaning in this law that is has in state 
regulation of insurance. Specifically, to be 
qualified health insurance, each plan must 
ensure access to each qualified individual 
who meets the other criteria for this cov-
erage. It does not mean that an issuer of 
health insurance can accept some but not all 
qualifying individuals so long as there is an 
alternative that accepts the denied individ-
uals (e.g., a high-risk pool). 

Third, since the goal of this provision is 
preventing loss of health coverage, the Con-
ference Committee agreed that eligible indi-
viduals must also have been previously in-
sured for three months (see section 
(35)(e)(3)(B)). The law does not specify when 
this aggregate of three months of creditable 
coverage had to occur. To clarify, we in-
tended that this coverage should occur for 
three months prior to employment separa-
tion necessary to attain eligibility for assist-
ance under this law (e.g., termination due to 
trade in the case of displaced workers eligi-
ble for trade adjustment assistance and re-
tirement in the case of Pension Benefit 
Guaranty Corporation (PBGC) eligible indi-
viduals). The three-month coverage require-
ment should not disqualify those who had or 
have lapses of coverage between the loss of 
job-based or retiree coverage and application 
or eligibility determination for assistance to 
this program. Indeed, these individuals have 
a special need for access to affordable health 
insurance and should not be penalized due to 
delays in passing, implementing, and oper-
ating this law. 

I make these clarifications to underscore 
their importance in successfully imple-
menting the health provisions of the Trade 
Act. I know that the President shares our 
mutual commitment to make this an effec-
tive program that preserves health insurance 
for this set of American workers and retir-
ees. I look forward toward a continued col-
laboration in implementing, monitoring, 
and, if successful, expanding these important 
health policies. 

Sincerely, 
MAX BAUCUS.

f

COMPLIANCE OF IMMIGRATION 
LAWS PROVISION OF THE CYBER 
SECURITY RESEARCH AND DE-
VELOPMENT ACT 
Mr. HOLLINGS. Madam President, I 

would like to engage in a brief colloquy 
with the ranking member of the Judici-
ary Committee, Senator ORRIN HATCH, 
regarding H.R. 3394, the Cyber Security 
Research and Development Act, which 
was passed by the Senate in October 
and is set for consideration by the 
House of Representatives today. Sec-
tion 16 of the bill is intended to ensure 
that Federal grants and fellowships for 
cyber security research and develop-
ment are not awarded to individuals 
violating the terms of his or her immi-
gration status, individuals from States 
sponsoring terrorism, or institutions 
that are not in compliance with appro-
priate record keeping requirements for 
immigrant students. 

Mr. HATCH. Section 16 of H.R. 3394 
would ensure that the authorized fund-
ing in the bill for research purposes 
does not support individuals in viola-
tion of U.S. immigration laws. The in-

tent of this section is to prevent any 
funding, directly or indirectly, of any 
individual who may pose a threat to 
our national security, or of any higher 
education institution, nonprofit insti-
tution, or consortia thereof that is not 
in compliance with the immigration 
laws. This section does not provide any 
new or additional authority to the Im-
migration and Naturalization Service 
or any other federal agency. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. The ranking member 
is correct. Our intent with this provi-
sion is not to create new immigration 
laws or grant new authority. Rather, 
this provision merely makes compli-
ance with existing immigration laws a 
requirement for grant eligibility. We 
also recognize that this section cannot 
take effect until regulations are issued 
under 8 USC 1372(c)(1). 

Mr. HATCH. I agree with the chair-
man of the Commerce Committee. I 
also want to him, Senator ALLEN and 
Senator WYDEN for working with me to 
include these provisions in the act. 

Mr. HOLLINGS. I thank Senator 
HATCH. Section 16 will ensure that our 
national security is protected while in-
creasing critical research and develop-
ment cyber-security programs. 

f

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

IN HONOR OF SAFE KIDS 
∑ Mr. HOLLINGS. Madam President, I 
want to commend the Children’s Hos-
pital, of the Greenville, SC, Hospital 
System, for being honored by the Na-
tional SAFE KIDS campaign as the 
best of the best in the Nation. 

Today, the No. 1 killer of children 
ages 14 and under is unintentional in-
jury. Whether it is caused by children 
not wearing a helmet when riding a 
bike, or accidentally swallowing poi-
son, or not buckling seat belts, or play-
ing with matches—the National SAFE 
KIDS movement is taking every meas-
ure possible to educate American fami-
lies to prevent such injuries. 

There are some 370 local SAFE KIDS 
coalitions in America and abroad work-
ing on this issue, and for Greenville to 
be named the 2002 SAFE KIDS Coali-
tion of the Year is quite an honor. 
Greenville also was recognized for hav-
ing the best national SAFE KIDS week 
in the Nation. Each year, Greenville 
hosts the event at a local mall, bring-
ing together 800 volunteers to reach 
5,000 children. 

I thank Greenville’s Linda Brees, 
Musette Stern, Kathy Harper, and their 
network of community volunteers for 
making the safety of children a No. 1 
priority in my home state.∑

f

IN MEMORY OF RUSS PETERSON 
∑ Mr. LUGAR. Madam President, I 
have recently received news that Mr. 
Russ Peterson, a fellow Hoosier and an 
outstanding American, has passed 
away. I rise today to offer my condo-
lences to the Peterson family and share 
with my colleagues a few words regard-
ing his lifetime of service and achieve-
ment. 

Mr. Peterson embodied all of the 
characteristics of an outstanding lead-
er. He served as President of Porter Ad-
vertising, a firm based in Richmond, 
Indiana. Mr. Peterson was a remark-
able community business leader whose 
vision and determination created jobs 
and generated economic growth across 
Indiana. He also served, nationally, in 
leadership positions for the Outdoor 
Advertising Association of America. 

While his entrepreneurial achieve-
ments are impressive, I admire his 
countless contributions to the commu-
nity of Richmond, Indiana. He was a 
music afficionado and enthusiast, who 
used his talents and leadership posi-
tions to encourage and support local 
performance arts and music. In addi-
tion, he was a performer and sang in 
the Central United Methodist Church 
choir, a local symphony chorus, var-
ious operas, and even a barbershop 
quartet many years ago. 

Mr. President, I am pleased to have 
this opportunity to pay tribute to the 
life of Russ Peterson. I express my 
most solemn condolences to his wife of 
nearly 50 years, Joan Porter Peterson, 
and his entire family.∑ 

f

IN MEMORY OF FRANCES 
HUMPHREY HOWARD 

∑ Mr. HOLLINGS. Madam President, 
last month our extended Senate family 
suffered a great loss with the passing of 
Frances Humphrey Howard. I know her 
brother, our former colleague from 
Minnesota, Hubert Humphrey, would 
appreciate this body recognizing the 
important role she played. 

Frances Howard was always a trend 
setter. When few women went to col-
lege, she graduated with a master’s de-
gree. She worked for Eleanor Roo-
sevelt. She was a foreign service officer 
for the State Department at a time 
when mostly men were in the foreign 
service. She worked for the National 
Institutes of Health as a liaison officer, 
developing programs for medical li-
braries. She sat on the board of several 
companies involved with the arts and 
social activism. And when her col-
leagues retired at 65, Frances worked 
until she was 85. 

Senator Humphrey adored his young-
er sister, and for good reason. He would 
not have been the warrior he was with-
out his chief supporter, chief confidant, 
and chief campaigner. All of the impor-
tant bills Senator Humphrey sponsored 
on civil rights, on Medicare, on the 
Peace Corps, and on the Food Stamp 
program were influenced by her con-
cern for minorities, the elderly, the 
sick, and the hungry. She was a great 
advocate for laws that make a real dif-
ference in the lives of the neediest in 
this country. 

Frances’ role was behind the scenes, 
but today, instead of always quitting 
her good job to help Senator Humphrey 
in his campaigns, she’d have run her-
self—and won. If Hubert were here we 
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might be listening to all the stories, 
but they can be summed up in one sen-
tence: During her sixty years as an ac-
tivist in Washington, Frances Hum-
phrey Howard truly made a difference. 

I know all of my colleagues, and es-
pecially our spouses, will miss Frances. 
My wife, Peatsy, joins me in extending 
our gratitude for her untiring efforts 
and our deepest sympathy to her chil-
dren, Anne and William, and to the en-
tire Humphrey family.∑

f

TRIBUTE TO BARBARA SNELLING 
∑ Mr. JEFFORDS. Madam President, 
today I congratulate and thank the 
Honorable Barbara W. Snelling from 
Shelburne, VT on her lifetime of serv-
ice to Vermont citizens, young and old. 

Back in Vermont, Barbara is being 
honored by the Vermont Chamber of 
Commerce as the 2002 Citizen of the 
Year. In my home state, the Snelling 
name is synonymous with public serv-
ice, commitment to community, per-
sonal integrity and leadership. 

Barbara ran for public office in 1991, 
shortly after the untimely death of her 
husband, Gov. Richard A. Snelling. Her 
list of achievements is long: two-term 
Lieutenant Governor; two-term State 
Senator; president of a consulting firm 
for 14 years; trustee for her alma 
mater, Radcliffe College; and current 
member of the United States Peace In-
stitute, an appointment made by 
former President Clinton. She has also 
held seemingly endless titles in her 
community, from Girl Scout Troop 
leader to United Way Board member. 

Her life work is a testament to the 
meaning of public service that few in-
dividuals are capable of achieving. Bar-
bara’s endless devotion and commit-
ment to the people of Vermont unique-
ly qualifies her as a key advisor to her 
daughter, Diane Snelling, who now 
serves as a Vermont State Senator. 

Barbara has become a symbol of the 
strength in spirit and courage to over-
come adversity. In 1996, during her bid 
for Governor, she suffered a cerebral 
hemorrhage and lapsed into a coma. 
Her determination and drive led to a 
miraculous recovery. 

In her work at the Vermont State 
House, Barbara used the legislative 
process for the benefit of all and det-
riment to none. Each day, Barbara 
works tirelessly for Vermont, and for 
this we must all thank her. We owe a 
great deal to this courageous and de-
termined stateswoman. 

Congratulations, Barbara. Your lead-
ership and grace are legendary to the 
people of Vermont. We are all ex-
tremely proud of you and your accom-
plishments.∑

f

60TH WEDDING ANNIVERSARY 
∑ Mr. SMITH of Oregon. Madam Presi-
dent, today I congratulate George and 
Gertrude Lewis on the occasion of their 
60th wedding anniversary. They have 
been residents of Oregon for most of 
their lives, first in Medford and now in 
Lake Oswego. 

George Lewis was born May 8, 1920 in 
Takilma, OR. Gertrude Lewis was born 
July 22, 1920 in Lambert, MT. 

George and Gertrude met in the fall 
of 1939 when they were both pursuing 
undergraduate studies at the Univer-
sity of Washington in Seattle, WA. 
They began dating in the spring of 1941 
and were married November 11, 1942. 
November 11, 2002 marks their 60th 
wedding anniversary. 

George joined the Army Air Force, 
and he left to join allied forces in Eu-
rope in February of 1943. On April 5, 
1943, his plane was shot down and he 
became a Prisoner of War until he was 
liberated on May 8, 1945. He has re-
ceived a Purple Heart for his service to 
his country. 

George and Gertrude’s first child, 
Diane, was born on October 13, 1943 
while George was still a POW. He 
didn’t meet his daughter until he re-
turned from the war in 1945. They then 
moved to Medford, OR, where George 
worked for United Airlines as a pas-
senger agent. On April 22, 1946, their 
second child Stephen was born. 

In 1950, George and Gertrude opened 
their own business, Rogue Valley Trav-
el, a travel agency in Medford, OR. 
They ran the company together until 
they sold it and retired in 1980. Ger-
trude remembers that one of the best 
times of their lives was in 1952 when 
they were able to afford their first trip 
to New York City and Europe, where 
they visited London and Paris. Since 
that time, they have traveled all over 
the world, to Europe, Asia, Africa and 
more. George’s and Gertrude’s grand-
children will always remember a map 
kept in the garage in their home in 
Medford with pins of all the cities they 
had been to. 

In 1999, George and Gertrude moved 
to Lake Oswego, OR, where they live 
today. 

Their two children, six grandchildren 
and two great grandchildren, are proud 
to help them celebrate their 60th wed-
ding anniversary and work to live by 
the great example they have set.∑

f

TRIBUTE TO DR. STANLEY F. 
TODD SR. 

∑ Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
I rise today to pay tribute to my friend 
and hero, the late Dr. Stanley E. Todd 
Sr. I would also like to extend my most 
heartfelt condolences to his daughter 
Becky Todd York, his son Stanley E. 
Todd Jr., his twin sister Hazel Bush, 
and his grandchildren. 

As a World War II veteran, Dr. Todd 
possessed a great deal of courage and 
patriotism that deserves to be recog-
nized and commended. He served as a 
nose gunner on a B–24 bomber, an en-
deavor that nearly cost him his life. At 
one point during his time in the serv-
ice, Dr. Todd’s plane was shot down 
over Austria and he became a German 
prisoner of war. 

Though the trials Dr. Todd endured 
contributed to the person he became, 
he did not let his harrowing experi-

ences have an adverse affect on his life. 
Instead, he learned never to take a sin-
gle moment for granted, a paradigm 
that rings true and serves as an exam-
ple to all of us he leaves behind. 

After completing his service in the 
military and marrying Esta Newman, 
Dr. Todd enrolled in the University of 
Louisville School of Dentistry. He 
practiced dentistry in Richmond, Ky., 
for 33 years. Also in Richmond, Dr. 
Todd helped found the Richmond 
Health and Rehabilitation Center, a fa-
cility that has provided care to resi-
dents since 1968. 

Even after retiring in 1982, Dr. Todd 
continued to maintain an active life-
style. He served Richmond as a city 
commissioner and also as chairman of 
the Richmond Housing Authority. Ad-
ditionally, he was a former chairman of 
the board of the Kentucky Heart Asso-
ciation, and served on the board of the 
Kentucky River Foothills Development 
Corporation. An elder of Richmond’s 
First Christian church, Dr. Todd pro-
vided missionary dental work in Haiti 
and helped found a local clothing bank. 
He was also instrumental in the orga-
nization of Richmond Little League 
baseball, and the founding of Stanton 
Woodcraft in Richmond. 

I am certain that the legacy that Dr. 
Stanley E. Todd Sr., left behind will 
continue on. Indeed, he possessed a tre-
mendous personal story that serves as 
a testament to the strength of his spir-
it and his faith and God. His faith, 
valor and strength of character should 
serve as an inspiration to us all. On be-
half of myself and my colleagues in the 
Senate, I offer my deepest condolences 
to Dr. Todd’s friends and loved ones, 
and express my gratitude for all he 
contributed to the Commonwealth of 
Kentucky and to our great Nation.∑

f

TRIBUTE TO TED POSNER 
∑ Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President, I 
rise today to thank Ted Posner, who 
has worked for me for a year-and-a-half 
as Trade Counsel for the Senate Fi-
nance Committee. 

Ted joined my staff in April 2001 after 
working for 2 years for Congressman 
SANDY LEVIN, who is the Ranking Dem-
ocrat on the Ways and Means Sub-
committee on International Trade. 
There, Ted established himself as a 
nuts-and-bolts expert on trade laws. He 
earned the respect not only of his col-
leagues in the House and Senate, but 
also in the business community, and in 
the environmental and labor commu-
nities. 

Perhaps Ted’s biggest achievement in 
the House was his work to help pass 
permanent Normal Trade Relations for 
China. Most people are aware of the 
strong efforts of the House Democrats 
to forge a compromise that would help 
pass this important legislation. But 
few recognize the behind-the-scenes ef-
forts of staff. Ted’s work on this issue 
was tireless, and all who support trade 
with China owe Ted their gratitude. 

Here in the Senate, Ted has contin-
ued his outstanding work—and helped 
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us pass the most comprehensive trade 
bill in more than 14 years. The Trade 
Act of 2002, as most people know, in-
cluded not only Trade Promotion Au-
thority and Trade Adjustment Assist-
ance, but also an extension and expan-
sion of the Andean Trade Preference 
Act and the Generalized System of 
Preferences. 

Ted worked on most of these issues, 
but his work on the Andean trade bill 
and the provisions in TPA dealing with 
investor-state dispute settlement de-
serve particular mention. Especially on 
the issue of investment, Ted deserves 
great praise. This is a complicated and 
divisive issue. And Ted worked with all 
parties to come up with ideas that 
could win bipartisan support. 

Like many staff on Capitol Hill, Ted 
is an extraordinarily hard worker. But 
the consistent thread in all of Ted’s 
work that separates him from so many 
is that he constantly strives for perfec-
tion. That is something that is rare, 
and it is something that has earned 
him my great respect. 

Now Ted is moving on to the office of 
the U.S. Trade Representative, where 
he will be Associate General Counsel. I 
have no doubt that Ted will be a great 
litigator, and I have full confidence in 
his representing the United States at 
the World Trade Organization. 

I thank Ted for his efforts and wish 
him good luck in the future.∑

f

IN RECOGNITION OF MRS. SISEL 
KLURMAN 

∑ Mr. LIEBERMAN. Madam President, 
I rise today to congratulate and recog-
nize Mrs. Sisel Klurman for being hon-
ored by the Florida Friends of Bar-Ilan 
University and setting the standards 
for ‘‘Women and Entrepreneurship: 
From Adversity to Achievement.’’

Bar-Ilan, Israel’s largest university, 
is a leading academic institution with 
over 30,000 students and extensive dis-
ciplines. Mrs. Klurman is a founder of 
the Rabbi Emanuel Rackman Inter-
national Center for Women and has 
been a benefactor to the University. 
Her affiliation with Bar-Ilan Univer-
sity is based on the University’s philos-
ophy that blends its unique formula of 
tradition with modern technologies 
and scholarship. 

Mrs. Klurman was raised with a true 
love and appreciation for her Jewish 
culture and tradition by her parents 
and grandparents. In 1944 she and her 
husband, Shmuel Aba, opened a way to 
safely smuggle Holocaust survivors 
from Poland to Chernowitz and, ulti-
mately, to Israel. During the next few 
years, Sisel and Sam worked intensely 
with underground organizations fight-
ing for the liberation of Israel and 
working with new immigrants. Their 
drive and inspiration led them to focus 
on perpetuating the importance of Jew-
ish identity and education. They began 
to support many causes, with broad 
outreach, in support of Jewish edu-
cation. 

Today, Mrs. Klurman supports Jew-
ish education, health and welfare 

throughout the United States and 
Israel. She serves on may national 
boards, including Bar-Ilan University. 

As a businesswomen, Mrs. Klurman is 
President of Ganot Corporation, a real 
estate and development company, and 
president of AG Holdings, Inc., opera-
tors of nursing and rehabilitation cen-
ters. Founded by her late husband, 
both companies have flourished under 
her leadership. 

With all of her accomplishments and 
achievements, Mrs. Klurman is most 
proud of her family. Her four daugh-
ters, six grandchildren and their 
spouses, and five great grandchildren 
bring her endless pride and joy. 

Mrs. Klurman has proven that adver-
sity can embody accomplishment. Her 
drive, commitment and leadership are 
a motivation to all women.∑

f

COMMENDING MR. OTOK BEN-
HVAR 

∑ Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. 
Madam President, I rise today to com-
mend and honor New Hampshire resi-
dent Mr. Otok Ben-Hvar for his 
achievement in serving his country and 
spreading the message of patriotism 
and unity in the United States and 
throughout the world. 

As a retired U.S. Army, 82nd Air-
borne Division paratrooper, Mr. Ben-
Hvar has served as an ambassador of 
American goodwill for more than 25 
years. He has traveled throughout the 
world to deliver toys and trinkets to 
poor, young children, many of whom 
are victims of war. During the Balkan 
War, Mr. Ben-Hvar spent months in 
Bosnia and Croatia delivering toys, 
food, clothing and medical supplies to 
those in need. His tireless effort, while 
on the front lines of battle, earned him 
status as the first American to receive 
honorary citizenship in Croatia. He has 
been nicknamed ‘‘America’s Santa to 
the World,’’ and I can think of no more 
appropriate title to match his kind and 
heroic deeds. 

Mr. Ben-Hvar has returned to embark 
on a mission to plant America’s first 
National Tree. Collecting and using the 
native soil of every American state, 
territory and commonwealth, as well 
as Washington, D.C., Mr. Ben-Hvar 
planted and nurtured the seed of his 
‘American Tree’. Since its planning in 
1999. Mr. Ben-Hvar has escorted the 
tree, a sugar maple, to each of the 
states and territories from whence its 
soil came—a trip of 103,928 miles, tak-
ing close to three years. 

The tree brings with it a great mes-
sage of national harmony, and has been 
treasured by those who see it. This ges-
ture of patriotism and unity from Mr. 
Ben-Hvar truly deserves to be hon-
ored—which is why I am sharing his ef-
fort with the Senate today, and asking 
the President to respond to his request 
to have the tree permanently planted 
on the White House lawn. This tree will 
stand as a testament to the great 
strength and character of our nation. 

My home state of New Hampshire is 
renowned for its forested beauty. How-

ever, Mr. Ben-Hvar’s tree indeed be-
longs to the entire United States. It is 
my distinct honor to represent Mr. 
Otok Ben-Hvar in the United States 
Senate and to recognize him now for 
his tribute to our country.∑

f

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Ms. Evans, one of his 
secretaries. 

f

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the PRE-
SIDING OFFICER laid before the Sen-
ate messages from the President of the 
United States submitting sundry nomi-
nations and a treaty which were re-
ferred to the appropriate committees. 

(The nominations received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.)

f

NOTICE STATING THAT THE EMER-
GENCY DECLARED WITH RE-
SPECT TO THE GOVERNMENT OF 
IRAN ON NOVEMBER 14, 1979 IS 
TO CONTINUE BEYOND NOVEM-
BER 14, 2002—PM 118

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs:

To the Congress of the United States: 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the 
anniversary date of its declaration, the 
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a 
notice stating that the emergency is to 
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent the enclosed notice, 
stating that the Iran emergency de-
clared by Executive Order 12170 on No-
vember 14, 1979, is to continue in effect 
beyond November 14, 2002, to the Fed-
eral Register for publication. The most 
recent notice continuing this emer-
gency was published in the Federal 
Register on November 13, 2001, (66 FR 
59666). 

Our relations with Iran have not yet 
returned to normal, and the process of 
implementing the January 19, 1981, 
agreements with Iran is still underway. 
For these reasons, I have determined 
that it is necessary to continue the na-
tional emergency declared on Novem-
ber 14, 1979, with respect to Iran, be-
yond November 14, 2002. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, November 12, 2002.
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REPORT RELATIVE TO THE CON-

TINUATION OF THE EMERGENCY 
REGARDING WEAPONS OF MASS 
DESTRUCTION—PM 119
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-

fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs:

To the Congress of the United States: 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the 
anniversary date of its declaration, the 
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a 
notice stating that the emergency is to 
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent the enclosed notice, 
stating that the emergency posed by 
the proliferation of weapons of mass 
destruction and their delivery systems 
declared by Executive Order 12938 on 
November 14, 1994, as amended, is to 
continue in effect beyond November 14, 
2002, to the Federal Register for publi-
cation. The most recent notice con-
tinuing this emergency was published 
in the Federal Register on November 
13, 2001 (66 FR 56965). 

The proliferation of weapons of mass 
destruction and the means of deliv-
ering them continues to pose an un-
usual and extraordinary threat to the 
national security, foreign policy, and 
economy of the United States. There-
fore, I have determined the national 
emergency previously declared must 
continue in effect beyond November 14, 
2002. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, November 6, 2002.

f

PERIODIC REPORT RELATIVE TO 
THE NATIONAL EMERGENCY 
WITH RESPECT TO IRAN WHICH 
WAS DECLARED IN EXECUTIVE 
ORDER NO. 12170—PM 120
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-

fore the Senate the following message 
from the President of the United 
States, together with an accompanying 
report; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs:

To the Congress of the United States:
As required by section 401(c) of the 

National Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 
1641(c), and section 204(c) of the Inter-
national Emergency Economic Powers 
Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), I transmit here-
with a 6-month periodic report pre-
pared by my Administration on the na-
tional emergency with respect to Iran 
that was declared in Executive Order 
12170 of November 14, 1979. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, November 12, 2002.

f

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
At 1:04 p.m., a message from the 

House of Representatives, delivered by 

Ms. Niland, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bill, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 5603. An Act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to suspend the tax-ex-
empt status of designated terrorist organiza-
tions, and for other purposes. 

f

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 

The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on November 4, 2002, she had pre-
sented to the President of the United 
States the following enrolled bills:

S. 1210. An act to reauthorize the Native 
American Housing Assistance and Self-De-
termination Act of 1996. 

S. 2690. An act to reaffirm the references to 
one Nation under God in the Pledge of Alle-
giance.

f

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, which were referred as indi-
cated:

EC–9395. A communication from the Assist-
ant Legal Advisor for Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of the texts and background 
statements of international agreements, 
other than treaties; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

EC–9396. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, certification for the fiscal year 2003 that 
no United Nations Agency or affiliate pro-
motes or condones the legalization of 
pedophilia; to the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations. 

EC–9397. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
the Arms Export Control Act, the report of a 
certification of a proposed license for the ex-
port of defense articles to Pakistan; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–9398. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the 
Arms Export Control Act, the report of a 
certification of a proposed license for the ex-
port of defense articles or defense services 
sold commercially under a contract in the 
amount of 50,000,000 or more to France; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–9399. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Visas: Re-
moval of Visa and Passport Waiver for Cer-
tain Permanent Residents of Canada and 
Bermuda’’ (22 CFR Part 41); to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–9400. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Visas: 
Documentation of Nonimmigrants under the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, As 
Amended: Transitional Foreign Student 
Monitoring Program’’ (22 CFR part 41) re-
ceived on October 9, 2002; to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

EC–9401. A communication from the Assist-
ant Administrator for Procurement, Na-
tional Aeronautic and Space Administration, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule to change NASA Federal Acquisition 

Regulation Supplement’’ (48 CRF Part 1804) 
received on October 28, 2002; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–9402. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Atlantic Highly 
Migratory Species Fisheries; Atlantic 
Bluefin Tuna; Increase of Atlantic bluefin 
tuna General category daily retention limit’’ 
(I.D. 083002D) received on October 28, 2002; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–9403. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Atlantic Highly 
Migratory Species Fisheries; Atlantic 
Bluefin Tuna; Atlantic bluefin tuna reten-
tion limit adjustments’’ (I.D. 091302A) re-
ceived on October 28, 2002; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–9404. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Department 
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Closure of the 
Pacific cod fishery by vessels catching Pa-
cific cod for processing by the inshore com-
ponent of the Central Regulatory Area of the 
Gulf of Alaska’’ received on October 15, 2002; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–9405. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Department 
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Closure of the 
Pacific cod fishery in the offshore compo-
nent of the Western Regulatory Area of the 
Gulf of Alaska’’ received on October 28, 2002; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–9406. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Department 
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the 
Exclusive Economic Zone Off Alaska—Closes 
Directed Fishing for Pollock in Statistical 
Area 630, Gulf of Alaska’’ received on Octo-
ber 28, 2002; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation.

EC–9407. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Department 
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘NMFS is reallo-
cating the projected unused amount of Pa-
cific cod from vessels using trawl and jig 
gear to vessels using hook-and-line or pot 
gear in the BSAI. These actions are nec-
essary to allow the 2002 total allowable catch 
(TAC) of Pacific cod to be harvested.’’ Re-
ceived on October 28, 2002; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–9408. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Department 
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the 
Exclusive Economic Zone Off Alaska—Closes 
D Season Allowance of Pollock for Statis-
tical Area 610, Gulf of Alaska’’ received on 
October 28, 2002; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–9409. A communication from the Chief 
of Regulations and Administrative Law, 
United States Coast Guard, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a interim rule to change 
the Alternate Hull Examination Program for 
Certain Passenger Vessels, and Underwater 
Surveys for Passenger, Nautical School, and 
Sailing School Vessels ((RIN2115–AF95) (2002–
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0001)) received on October 21, 2002; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–9410. A communication from the Chief 
of Regulations and Administrative Law, 
United States Coast Guard, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule ‘‘Great Lakes Mari-
time Academy—Eligibility of Certain Grad-
uates for Unrestricted Third-Mate Licenses; 
direct final rule; request for comments’’ 
(RIN2115–AG43) received on October 21, 2002; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–9411. A communication from the Chief 
of Regulations and Administrative Law, 
United States Coast Guard, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Drawbridge Regulations; Passaics River, 
NJ’’ ((RIN 2115–AE47) (2002–0088)) received on 
October 21, 2002; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–9412. A communication from the Chief 
of Regulations and Administrative Law, 
United States Coast Guard, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety/Se-
curity Zone Regulations; M/V ROY A 
JODREY Shipwreck , Wellesley Island, New 
York ((RIN 2115–AA97) (2002–0198)) received 
on October 21, 2002; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–9413. A communication from the Chief 
of Regulations and Administrative Law, 
United States Coast Guard, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety/Se-
curity Zone Regulations; Captain of the Port 
Chicago Zone, Lake Michigan’’ ((RIN2115–
AA97) (2002–0195)) received on October 21, 
2002; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–9414. A communication from the Chief 
of Regulations and Administrative Law, 
United States Coast Guard, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety/Se-
curity Zone Regulations; Seabrook Nuclear 
Power Plant, Seabrook, New Hampshire’’ 
((RIN2115–AA97) (2002–0197)) received on Octo-
ber 21, 2002; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–9415. A communication from the Chief 
of Regulations and Administrative Law, 
United States Coast Guard, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety/Se-
curity Zone Regulations; Delaware Bay and 
River’’ ((2115–AA97) (2002–0196)) received on 
October 21, 2002; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–9416. A communication from the Chief 
of Regulations and Administrative Law, 
United States Coast Guard, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Safety/Se-
curity Zone Regulations (Including 3 regula-
tions) [COPT Corpus Christi 02–003] [COPT 
Houston-Galveston 02–0101] [COPT St. Louis 
02–005]’’ ((RIN2115–AA97) (2002–0194)) received 
on October 21, 2002; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–9417. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Final Rule to implement Amendment 7 to 
the Stone Crab Fishery of the Gulf of Mex-
ico’’ (RIN0648–AN10) received October 28, 
2002; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation.

EC–9418. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Operations, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled 

‘‘Magnuson Act Provisions; Fisheries off 
West Coast States and in the Western Pa-
cific; Pacific Coast Groundfish Fishery; An-
nual Specification; Pacific Whiting’’ ((RIN 
0648–AP85) (I.D. 032502A)) received on October 
28, 2002; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–9419. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Operations, 
National Marine Fisheries Service, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Final 
Rule to implement the Deep-sea Red Crab 
Fishery Management Plan’’ (RIN 0648–AP76) 
received on October 28, 2002; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–9420. A communication from the Trail 
Attorney of the National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Reimbursement Prior to Recall’’ (RIN 2127–
AI28) received on October 21 , 2002; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–9421. A communication from the Senior 
Legal Advisor to the Chief, Media Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Amendment of Section 73.622(b), 
Table of Allotments, DTV Broadcast Sta-
tions, Galveston, TX’’ (MB 02–142, RM–10436) 
received on October 7, 2002; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–9422. A communication from the Senior 
Legal Advisor to the Chief, Media Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Amendment of Section 73.622(b), 
Table of Allotments, DTV Broadcast Sta-
tions, Hammond, LA’’ (MB Docket No. 02–
131) received on October 7, 2002; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–9423. A communication from the Senior 
Legal Advisor to the Chief, Media Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Amendment of Section 73.622(b), 
Table of Allotments, DTV Broadcast Sta-
tions, Reliance, SD (MB Docket No. 02–101) 
received on October 7, 2002; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–9424. A communication from the Senior 
Legal Advisor to the Chief, Media Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Amendment of Section 73.622(b), 
Table of Allotments, DTV Broadcast Sta-
tions, Fort Wayne, IN’’ (MB Docket No. 01–
302) received on October 7, 2002; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–9425. A communication from the Senior 
Attorney, National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration, Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Reporting of Infor-
mation About Foreign Safety Recalls and 
Campaigns Related to Potential Defects’’ 
(RIN2127–AI26) received on October 21, 2002; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–9426. a communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: 
Raytheon Aircraft Company Model 390 Air-
planes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) (2002–0436)) received 
on October 21 2002,; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–9427. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Boeing, 

Model 737–600, 700, 700C, 800 and 900 Series 
Airplanes Model 747 Series Airplanes; and 
Model 757 Series Airplanes’’ ((RIN2120–AA64) 
(2002–0437)) received on October 21, 2002; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–9428. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Airworthiness Directives: Air Trac-
tor, Inc. Models AT–802, and AT 802A Air-
planes’’ ((RIN 2120–AA64) (2002–0439)) received 
on October 21, 2002; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

f

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
RECEIVED DURING RECESS 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of October 17, 2002, the fol-
lowing reports of committees were sub-
mitted on November 4, 2002:

By Mr. INOUYE, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, without amendment: 

S. 343: A bill to establish a demonstration 
project to authorize the integration and co-
ordination of Federal funding dedicated to 
the community, business, and economic de-
velopment of Native American communities. 
(Rept. No. 107-324). 

By Mr. JEFFORDS, from the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works, without 
amendment: 

S. 2975: A bill to authorize the project for 
hurricane and storm damage reduction, 
Morganza, Louisiana, to the Gulf of Mexico, 
Mississippi River and Tributaries. (Rept. No. 
107-325). 

S. 2978: A bill to modify the project for 
flood control, Little Calumet River, Indiana. 
(Rept. No. 107-326). 

By Mr. JEFFORDS, from the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works, with an 
amendment: 

S. 2983: A bill to authorize a project for 
navigation, Chickamauga Lock and Dam, 
Tennessee. (Rept. No. 107-327). 

By Mr. JEFFORDS, from the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works, without 
amendment: 

S. 2984: A bill to authorize a project for en-
vironmental restoration at Smith Island, 
Maryland. (Rept. No. 107-328). 

S. 2999: A bill to authorize the project for 
environmental restoration, Pine Flat Dam, 
Fresno County, California. (Rept. No. 107-
329). 

By Mr. LIEBERMAN, from the Committee 
on Governmental Affairs: 

Report to accompany S. 1651, a bill to es-
tablish the United States Consensus Council 
to provide for a consensus building process in 
addressing national public policy issues, and 
for other purposes. (Rept. No. 107-330). 

Report to accompany S. 2644, a bill to 
amend chapter 35 of title 31, United States 
Code, to expand the types of Federal agen-
cies that are required to prepare audited fi-
nancial statements. (Rept. No. 107-331). 

Report to accompany S. 3044, a bill to au-
thorize the Court Services and Offender Su-
pervision Agency of the District of Columbia 
to provide for the interstate supervision of 
offenders on parole, probation, and super-
vised release. (Rept. No. 107-332). 

Report to accompany H.R. 4878, to provide 
for estimates and reports of improper pay-
ments by Federal agencies. (Rept. No. 107-
333). 

By Mr. LEAHY, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary: 

Report to accompany S. 2513, a bill to as-
sess the extent of the backlog in DNA anal-
ysis of rape kit samples, and to improve in-
vestigation and prosecution of sexual assault 
cases with DNA evidence. (Rept. No. 107-334).
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted:

By Mr. JEFFORDS, from the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute: 

S. 1746: A bill to amend the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954 and the Energy Reorganization 
Act of 1974 to strengthen security at sen-
sitive nuclear facilities. (Rept. No. 107-335). 

By Mr. JEFFORDS, from the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works, without 
amendment: 

S. 2715: A bill to provide an additional ex-
tension of the period of availability of unem-
ployment assistance under the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief, an Emergency As-
sistance Act in the case of victims of the ter-
rorist attacks of September 11, 2001. (Rept. 
No. 107-336). 

By Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions, 
with an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute: 

S. 2969: A bill to provide for improvement 
of Federal education research, statistics, 
evaluation, information, and dissemination, 
and for other purposes. (Rept. No. 107-337). 

By Mr. JEFFORDS, from the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works, without 
amendment: 

S. 2730: A bill to modify certain water re-
sources projects for the Apalachicola, Chat-
tahoochee, and Flint Rivers, Georgia, Flor-
ida and Alabama. (Rept. No. 107-338). 

By Mr. JEFFORDS, from the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute and 
an amendment to the title: 

S. 2332: A bill to designate the Federal 
building and United States courthouse to be 
constructed at 10 East Commerce Street in 
Youngstown, Ohio, as the ‘‘Nathaniel R. 
Jones Federal Building and United States 
Courthouse’’.

f

NOMINATION DISCHARGED 

Pursuant to a unanimous consent 
agreement of January 5, 2001, the Com-
mittee on Governmental Affairs was 
discharged of the following nomina-
tion: 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
John Portman Higgins, of Virginia, to be 

Inspector General, Department of Education.

f

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. SANTORUM (for himself and 
Mr. BROWNBACK): 

S. Con. Res. 155. A concurrent resolution 
affirming the importance of a national day 
of prayer and fasting, and expressing the 
sense of Congress that November 27, 2002, 
should be designated as a national day of 
prayer and fasting; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary.

f

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 29 
At the request of Mr. BOND, the name 

of the Senator from Utah (Mr. HATCH) 
was added as a cosponsor of S. 29, a bill 
to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to allow a deduction for 100 per-
cent of the health insurance costs of 
self-employed individuals. 

S. 326 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. DAYTON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 326, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to eliminate 
the 15 percent reduction in payment 
rates under the prospective payment 
system for home health services and to 
permanently increase payments for 
such services that are furnished in 
rural areas. 

S. 830 
At the request of Mr. CHAFEE, the 

name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mrs. LINCOLN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 830, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to authorize the Di-
rector of the National Institute of En-
vironmental Health Sciences to make 
grants for the development and oper-
ation of research centers regarding en-
vironmental factors that may be re-
lated to the etiology of breast cancer. 

S. 1248 
At the request of Mr. KERRY, the 

name of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1248, a bill to establish a Na-
tional Housing Trust Fund in the 
Treasury of the United States to pro-
vide for the development of decent, 
safe, and affordable, housing for low-in-
come families, and for other purposes. 

S. 1291 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 

name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. DODD) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1291, a bill to amend the Illegal Im-
migration Reform and Immigrant Re-
sponsibility Act of 1996 to permit 
States to determine State residency for 
higher education purposes and to au-
thorize the cancellation of removal and 
adjustment of status of certain alien 
college-bound students who are long 
term United States residents. 

S. 2008 
At the request of Mr. GREGG, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. SANTORUM) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 2008, a bill to prohibit 
certain abortion-related discrimination 
in governmental activities. 

S. 2085 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Ms. LANDRIEU) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2085, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
clarify the definition of homebound 
with respect to home health services 
under the medicare program. 

S. 2268 
At the request of Mr. MILLER, the 

names of the Senator from Arizona 
(Mr. KYL) and the Senator from Ten-
nessee (Mr. THOMPSON) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2268, a bill to amend 
the Act establishing the Department of 
Commerce to protect manufacturers 
and sellers in the firearms and ammu-
nition industry from restrictions on 
interstate or foreign commerce. 

S. 2489 
At the request of Mrs. CLINTON, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 

(Ms. LANDRIEU) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2489, a bill to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to establish a 
program to assist family caregivers in 
accessing affordable and high-quality 
respite care, and for other purposes. 

S. 2573 
At the request of Mr. REED, the 

names of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) and the Senator 
from Maryland (Ms. MIKULSKI) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 2573, a bill to 
amend the McKinney-Vento Homeless 
Assistance Act to reauthorize the Act, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2714 
At the request of Mrs. CLINTON, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. DAYTON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2714, a bill to extend and expand 
the Temporary Extended Unemploy-
ment Compensation Act of 2002. 

S. 2826 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 

names of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. CHAFEE) and the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mr. EDWARDS) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 2826, a 
bill to improve the national instant 
criminal background check system, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2903 
At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, the 

names of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KERRY) and the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. CLELAND) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2903, a bill to amend 
title 38, United States Code, to provide 
for a guaranteed adequate level of 
funding for veterans health care. 

S. 3018 
At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 

name of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 3018, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to en-
hance beneficiary access to quality 
health care services under the medi-
care program, and for other purposes. 

S. 3114

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Ms. LANDRIEU) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 3114, a bill to ensure that a 
public safety officer who suffers a fatal 
heart attack or stroke while on duty 
shall be presumed to have died in the 
line of duty for purposes of public safe-
ty officer survivor benefits. 

S. 3118 
At the request of Mr. ENSIGN, the 

name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
LUGAR) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3118, a bill to strengthen enforcement 
of provisions of the Animal Welfare Act 
relating to animal fighting, and for 
other purposes. 

S. RES. 339 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 

name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. DORGAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 339, a resolution des-
ignating November 2002, as ‘‘National 
Runaway Prevention Month’’. 

S. CON. RES. 94 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 

name of the Senator from Vermont 
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(Mr. JEFFORDS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Con. Res. 94, a concurrent res-
olution expressing the sense of Con-
gress that public awareness and edu-
cation about the importance of health 
care coverage is of the utmost priority 
and that a National Importance of 
Health Care Coverage Month should be 
established to promote that awareness 
and education. 

S. CON. RES. 129 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 

names of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Ms. LANDRIEU), the Senator from Ha-
waii (Mr. INOUYE), the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. CLELAND), the Senator 
from Utah (Mr. HATCH), the Senator 
from Ohio (Mr. DEWINE), and the Sen-
ator from Virginia (Mr. WARNER) were 
added as cosponsors of S. Con. Res. 129, 
a concurrent resolution expressing the 
sense of Congress regarding the estab-
lishment of the month of November 
each year as ‘‘Chronic Obstructive Pul-
monary Disease Awareness Month’’. 

S. CON. RES. 138 
At the request of Mr. REID, the 

names of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. DASCHLE) and the Senator 
from Montana (Mr. BURNS) were added 
as cosponsors of S. Con. Res. 138, a con-
current resolution expressing the sense 
of Congress that the Secretary of 
Health And Human Services should 
conduct or support research on certain 
tests to screen for ovarian cancer, and 
Federal health care programs and 
group and individual health plans 
should cover the tests if demonstrated 
to be effective, and for other purposes.

f

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 155—AFFIRMING THE IM-
PORTANCE OF A NATIONAL DAY 
OF PRAYER AND FASTING, AND 
EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF 
CONGRESS THAT NOVEMBER 27, 
2002, SHOULD BE DESIGNATED AS 
A NATIONAL DAY OF PRAYER 
AND FASTING. 
Mr. SANTORUM (for himself and Mr. 

BROWNBACK) submitted the following 
concurrent resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judici-
ary: 

S. CON. RES. 155

Whereas the President has sought the sup-
port of the international community in re-
sponding to the threat of terrorism, violent 
extremist organizations, and states that per-
mit or host organizations that are opposed 
to democratic ideals; 

Whereas a united stance against terrorism 
and terrorist regimes will likely lead to an 
increased threat to the armed forces and law 
enforcement personnel of those states that 
oppose these regimes of terror and that take 
an active role in rooting out these enemy 
forces; 

Whereas Congress has aided and supported 
a united response to acts of terrorism and vi-
olence inflicted upon the United States, our 
allies, and peaceful individuals all over the 
world; 

Whereas President Abraham Lincoln, at 
the outbreak of the Civil War, proclaimed 

that the last Thursday in September 1861 
should be designated as a day of humility, 
prayer, and fasting for all people of the Na-
tion; 

Whereas it is appropriate and fitting to 
seek guidance, direction, and focus from God 
in times of conflict and in periods of turmoil; 

Whereas it is through prayer, self-reflec-
tion, and fasting that we can better examine 
those elements of our lives that can benefit 
from God’s wisdom and love; 

Whereas prayer to God and the admission 
of human limitations and frailties begins the 
process of becoming both stronger and closer 
to God; 

Whereas becoming closer to God helps pro-
vide direction, purpose, and conviction in 
those daily actions and decisions we must 
take; 

Whereas our Nation, tested by civil war, 
military conflicts, and world wars, has al-
ways benefited from the grace and benevo-
lence bestowed by God; and 

Whereas dangers and threats to our Nation 
persist and in this time of peril, it is appro-
priate that the people of the United States, 
leaders and citizens alike, seek guidance, 
strength, and resolve through prayer and 
fasting: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense 
of Congress that—

(1) November 27, 2002, should be designated 
as a day for humility, prayer, and fasting for 
all people of the United States; and 

(2) all people of the United States should—
(A) observe this day as a day of prayer and 

fasting; 
(B) seek guidance from God to achieve 

greater understanding of our own failings; 
(C) learn how we can do better in our ev-

eryday activities; and 
(D) gain resolve in how to confront those 

challenges which we must confront.

f

PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the privi-
lege of the floor be granted to staff 
members of the late Senator PAUL 
WELLSTONE during today’s session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

f

UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
AGREEMENT—H.R. 5005 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that at 2:45 p.m. on 
Wednesday, November 13, the motion 
to proceed to the motion to reconsider 
be agreed to, the motion to reconsider 
be agreed to, and without further inter-
vening action or debate the Senate pro-
ceed to vote on the motion to invoke 
cloture on the Gramm amendment, No. 
4738, to H.R. 5005, the homeland secu-
rity legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate proceed to executive 
session to consider the following nomi-
nations: Calendar Nos. 1052, 1088, 1089, 
1090, 1091, 1092, 1093, 1094, 1095, 1096, 1097, 

1098, 1099, 1100, 1101, 1103, 1104 through 
1112, 1114, 1115, 1117 through 1121, 1123 
through 1129; that the nominations be 
confirmed, the motions to reconsider 
be laid on the table, the President of 
the United States be immediately noti-
fied of the Senate’s action, any state-
ments be printed in the RECORD, and 
the Senate then resume legislative ses-
sion, with the preceding all occurring 
without any intervening action or de-
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The nominations were considered and 
confirmed as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Charles S. Abell, of Virginia, to be Deputy 

Under Secretary of Defense for Personnel 
and Readiness. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Carol Chine-Hua Lam, of California, to be 

United states Attorney for the Southern Dis-
trict of California for the term of four years. 

Glenn T. Suddaby, of New York, to be 
United States Attorney for the Northern Dis-
trict of New York for the term of four years. 

Johnny Mack Brown, of South Carolina, to 
be United States Marshal for the District of 
South Carolina for the term of four years. 

John Francis Clark, of Virginia, to be 
United States Marshal for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia for the term of four years. 

Robert Maynard Grubbs, of Michigan, to be 
United States Marshal for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Michigan for the term of four years. 

Joseph R. Guccione, of New York, to be 
United States Marshal for the Southern Dis-
trict of New York for the term of four years. 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Alberto Faustino Trevino, of California, to 
be an Assistant Secretary of Housing and 
Urban Development. 

Carolyn Y. Peoples, of Maryland, to be an 
Assistant Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development. 

SECURITIES INVESTOR PROTECTION 
CORPORATION 

Armando J. Bucelo, Jr., of Florida, to be a 
Director of the Securities Investor Protec-
tion Corporation for a term expiring Decem-
ber 31, 2002. 

Armando J. Bucelo, Jr., of Florida, to be a 
Director of the Securities Investor Protec-
tion Corporation for a term expiring Decem-
ber 31, 2005. 

Deborah Doyle McWhinney, of California, 
to be a Director of the Securities Investor 
Protection corporation for a term expiring 
December 31, 2004.

NATIONAL CONSUMER COOPERATIVE BANK 
Rafael Cuellar, of New Jersey, to be a 

Member of the Board of Directors of the Na-
tional Consumer Cooperative Bank for a 
term of three years. 

Michael Scott, of North Carolina, to be a 
Member of the Board of Directors of the Na-
tional Consumer Cooperative Bank for a 
term of three years. 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION 
John M. Reich, of Virginia, to be Vice 

Chairperson of the Board of Directors of the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
John R. Dawson, of the District of Colum-

bia, a Career Member of the Senior Foreign 
Service, Class of Minister-Counselor, to be 
Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of America 
to the Republic of Peru. 

Gene B. Christy, of Texas, a Career Mem-
ber of the Senior Foreign Service, Class of 
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Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to Brunei 
Darussalam.

Charles Aaron Ray, of Texas, as Career 
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class 
of Counselor, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America to the Kingdom of Cam-
bodia. 

David L. Lyon, of California, a Career 
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class 
of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Republic of 
Fiji, and to serve concurrently and without 
additional compensation as Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Republic of 
Nauru, Ambassador Extraordinary and Plen-
ipotentiary of the United States of America 
to the Kingdom of Tonga, and Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to Tuvalu. 

Linda Ellen Watt, of Florida, a Career 
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class 
of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Republic of 
Panama. 

Richard Allan Roth, of Michigan, a Career 
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class 
of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Republic of 
Senegal, and to serve concurrently and with-
out additional compensation as Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Republic of 
Guinea-Bissau. 

Antonio O. Garza, Jr., of Texas, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary 
of the United States of America to Mexico.

Joseph Huggins, of the District of Colum-
bia, a Career Member of the Senior Foreign 
Service, Class of Counselor, to be Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America to the Republic 
of Botswana. 

Grover Joseph Rees, of Louisiana, to be 
Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of America 
to the Democratic Republic of East Timor. 

Robin Renee Sanders, of New York, a Ca-
reer Member of the Senior Foreign Service, 
Class of Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Republic of 
Congo. 

Francis X. Taylor, of Maryland, to be Di-
rector of the Office of Foreign Missions, and 
to have the rank of Ambassador during his 
tenure of service, vice David G. Carpenter. 

Francis X. Taylor, of Maryland, to be an 
Assistant Secretary of State (Diplomatic Se-
curity). 

INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND 
Nancy P. Jacklin, of New York, to be 

United States Executive Director of the 
International Monetary Fund for a term of 
two years.

BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS 
Seth Cropsey, of the District of Columbia, 

to be Director of the International Broad-
casting Bureau, Broadcasting Board of Gov-
ernors. (New Position) 

Steven J. Simmons, of Connecticut, to be 
Member of the Broadcasting Board of Gov-
ernors for the remainder of the term expiring 
August 13, 2003. 

Joaquin F. Blaya, of Florida, to be a Mem-
ber of the Broadcasting Board of Governors 
for a term expiring August 13, 2005. 
(Reappointment) 

D. Jeffrey Hirschberg, of Wisconsin, to be a 
Member of the Broadcasting Board of Gov-
ernors for a term expiring August 13, 2004. 

UNITED STATES AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT 

Wendy Jean Chamberlin, of Virginia, to be 
an Assistant Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Develop-
ment. 

OVERSEAS PRIVATE INVESTMENT CORPORATION 

Diane M. Ruebling, of California, to be a 
Member of the Board of Directors of the 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation for 
a term expiring December 17, 2002.

C. William Swank, of Ohio, to be a Member 
of the Board of Directors of the Overseas Pri-
vate Investment Corporation for a term ex-
piring December 17, 2002. 

Samuel E. Ebbesen, of the Virgin Islands, 
to be a Member of the Board of Directors of 
the Overseas Private Investment Corpora-
tion for a term expiring December 17, 2003. 

Ned L. Siegel, of Florida, to be a Member 
of the Board of Directors of the Overseas Pri-
vate Investment Corporation for a term ex-
piring December 17, 2003. 

POSTAL RATE COMMISSION 

Tony Hammond, of Virginia, to be a Com-
missioner of the Postal Rate Commission for 
the remainder of the term expiring October 
14, 2004. 

Ruth Y. Goldway, of California, to be a 
Commissioner of the Postal Rate Commis-
sion for the term expiring November 22, 2008. 
(Reappointment)

f

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will now 
return to legislative session. 

f

REMOVAL OF INJUNCTION OF SE-
CRECY—TREATY DOCUMENT NO. 
107–18 

Mr. REID. Madam President, as in 
executive session, I ask unanimous 
consent that the injunction of secrecy 
be removed from the following treaty 
transmitted to the Senate on Novem-
ber 12, 2002, by the President of the 
United States: Inter-American Conven-
tion Against Terrorism, Treaty Docu-
ment No. 107–18. 

I further ask unanimous consent that 
the treaty be considered as having been 
read the first time; that it be referred, 
with accompanying papers, to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations and or-
dered to be printed; and that the Presi-
dent’s message be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The message of the President is as 
follows:
To the Senate of the United States:

With a view to receiving the advice 
and consent of the Senate to ratifica-
tion, I transmit herewith, the Inter-
American Convention Against Ter-
rorism, adopted at the Thirty-Second 
Regular Session of the OAS General 
Assembly meeting in Bridgetown, Bar-
bados, on June 3, 2002, and opened for 
signature on that date. At that time it 
was signed by 30 of the 33 members at-
tending the meeting, including the 
United States. It has subsequently 
been signed by another two member 
states, leaving only two states that 
have not yet signed. In addition, I 

transmit herewith, for the information 
of the Senate, the report of the Depart-
ment of State. 

The negotiation of the inter-Amer-
ican Convention Against Terrorism 
(the ‘‘Convention’’) was a direct re-
sponse to the terrorist attacks on the 
United States on September 11, 2001. At 
that time, the OAS was meeting in 
Lima, Peru, to adopt a Democratic 
Charter uniting all 34 democracies in 
the hemisphere. The OAS member 
states expressed their strong commit-
ment to assist the United States in 
preventing such incidents from occur-
ring again anywhere in our hemi-
sphere. Within 10 days, the foreign 
ministers of the OAS member states, 
meeting in Washington, D.C., endorsed 
the idea of drafting a regional conven-
tion against terrorism. Argentina, 
Peru, Chile, and Mexico played particu-
larly important roles in the develop-
ment and negotiation of the Conven-
tion. 

The Convention will advance impor-
tant United States Government inter-
ests and enhance hemispheric security 
by improving regional cooperation in 
the fight against terrorism. The forms 
of enhanced cooperation include ex-
changes of information, exchanges of 
experience and training, technical co-
operation, and mutual legal assistance. 
The Convention is consistent with, and 
builds upon previous counterterrorism 
instruments and U.N. Security Council 
Resolution 1373, which mandates cer-
tain measures to combat terrorism. 

The Convention provides for regional 
use of a variety of legal tools that have 
proven effective against terrorism and 
transnational organized crime in re-
cent years. Since fighting terrorist fi-
nancing has been identified as an es-
sential part of the fight against ter-
rorism, the Convention addresses cru-
cial financial regulatory, as well as 
criminal law, aspects. Existing Federal 
authority is sufficient to discharge the 
obligations of the United States under 
this Convention, and therefore no im-
plementing legislation will be required. 

In particular, the Convention man-
dates the establishment of financial in-
telligence units for the collection, 
analysis, and dissemination of terrorist 
financing information and the estab-
lishment and enhancement of channels 
of communication between law en-
forcement authorities for secure and 
rapid exchange of information con-
cerning all aspects of terrorist offenses; 
the exchange of information to im-
prove border and customs control 
measures to detect and prevent move-
ment of terrorists and terrorist-related 
materials; and technical cooperation 
and training programs. 

The Convention also provides meas-
ures relating to the denial of refugee or 
asylum status. In addition, the Conven-
tion provides that terrorist acts may 
not be considered ‘‘political’’ offenses 
for which extradition or mutual legal 
assistance requests can be denied, and 
provides for other mechanisms to fa-
cilitate mutual legal assistance in 
criminal matters. 
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In sum, the Convention is in the in-

terests of the United States and rep-
resents an important step in the fight 
against terrorism. I therefore rec-
ommend that the Senate give prompt 
and favorable consideration to the Con-
vention, subject to the understandings 
that are described in the accompanying 
report of the Department of State, and 
give its advice and consent to ratifica-
tion. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, November 12, 2002.

f

APPOINTMENTS 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the announce-
ment at the desk of the appointments 
which were made over the recent ad-
journment of the Senate appear in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The appointments are as follows:
Pursuant to the provisions of Public Law 

93–642, on behalf of the Vice President, the 
appointment of the Senator from Missouri 

(Mrs. CARNAHAN) to the Board of Trustees of 
the Harry S Truman Scholarship Founda-
tion. 

Pursuant to the provisions of Public Law 
99–498, on behalf of the President pro tem-
pore, and upon the recommendation of the 
Majority Leader, the appointment of Clare 
Cotton of Massachusetts to the Advisory 
Committee on Student Financial Assistance.

f

ORDERS FOR TOMORROW, 
NOVEMBER 13, 2002 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand in adjournment until 11 a.m., 
Wednesday, November 13; that fol-
lowing the prayer and pledge, the 
morning hour be deemed expired, the 
Journal of proceedings be approved to 
date, the time for the two leaders be 
reserved for their use later in the day, 
and there be a period of morning busi-
ness until 12:30, with Senators per-
mitted to speak for up to 10 minutes 
each, with the time equally divided be-
tween the two leaders or their des-
ignees; that the Senate recess from 

12:30 to 2:15 p.m. for the weekly party 
conferences; that at 2:15 p.m. there be a 
period of morning business until 2:45 
p.m., with the time equally divided be-
tween the two leaders or their des-
ignees. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f

PROGRAM 

Mr. REID. Madam President, at 2:45, 
as the Chair previously ordered, the 
majority leader will be recognized. 

f

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 11 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. REID. Madam President, if there 
is no further business to come before 
the Senate, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate stand in adjournment 
under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:52 p.m., adjourned until Wednes-
day, November 13, 2002, at 11 a.m. 
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NATIONAL HOSPICE MONTH

HON. DONALD M. PAYNE 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize The Hospice of Moorestown Visiting 
Nurse Association and join with them and the 
National Hospice and Palliative Care Organi-
zation in recognizing November as National 
Hospice Month. This year marks the 20th an-
niversary of the establishment of the Medicare 
Hospice Benefit, which has enabled more than 
4 million patients and families hospice serv-
ices at little or no cost. This hospice care has 
allowed patients with terminal condition to die 
in their homes surrounded by family and 
friends, while at the same time receiving the 
necessary medical attention that they need. 

Each year, approximately 775,000 terminally 
ill patients and their families rely on end-of-life 
care provided by the 3,200 hospice locations 
in communities throughout the United States. 
Professional staff and volunteers provide com-
prehensive care to not only the patients, but 
also to their families who receive counseling 
and bereavement care to help them cope with 
the loss of their loved one. Hospice care rec-
ognizes the need of every person, regardless 
of age, health, or social status to be treated 
with the utmost care in his or her final days of 
life. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleagues join 
me today in recognizing November as Na-
tional Hospice Month, in recognition of those 
who serve in our nation’s hospices, whose 
hard work and selfless attitude care for the 
older generation of Americans as they reach 
the end of their lives.

f

HONORING CHARLES W. BEGG

HON. LOIS CAPPS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, today I would 
like to pay tribute to a wonderful member of 
the Goleta community, Mr. Charles W. Begg, 
better known as Chuck. On October 26, 2002, 
Chuck was honored by the Goleta Valley Girls 
Incorporated. The event was held at the future 
site of the Girls Inc. new center, which Chuck 
has been very supportive of. 

Born and raised in Goleta, Chuck has been 
an active member of the community through-
out his life. He played on Santa Barbara 
County’s first football team while attending 
Santa Barbara High School. He was then 
drafted in 1941 and served in the Army Air 
Corps. Following his service in the military, 
Chuck returned to his home on California’s 
central coast and proceeded to pursue a vari-
ety of professions, including a stint as a lob-
ster fisherman, a ranch superintendent and an 
orchid grower. 

While professionally he has been a valuable 
figure in the agricultural community, Chuck 
has also generously contributed to many local 
clubs and non-profits. He has supported the 
Boys Club, the 4–H Club, Girls Inc., the 
Goleta Amvets, the Scottish Society and the 
Goleta Cemetery. He is also a familiar face on 
the planning committees of countless BBQs 
for schools, churches, and other community 
organizations. 

His sense of humor and generosity are two 
of the many attributes that make Chuck such 
a treasure of Santa Barbara County. By sup-
porting the Boys Club and 4–H Club, Chuck 
has helped to enrich the lives of thousands of 
children. It is plain to see why Girls Inc. chose 
to honor this dedicated man. 

Chuck Begg truly is a treasure of the Goleta 
community and I am honored to have the op-
portunity to pay tribute to him today.

f

HONORING JOSEPH A. STEGER AS 
HE ANNOUNCES HIS RETIRE-
MENT AS PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNIVERSITY OF CINCINNATI

HON. ROB PORTMAN 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Joseph Steger, a friend and constituent, 
who will retire as president of the University of 
Cincinnati next year. 

Dr. Steger has been president of U.C. for 
more than eighteen years, beginning his serv-
ice on July 6, 1984. He has served longer 
than any of U.C.’s former presidents except 
one, and his accomplishments on behalf of the 
University have been described as nothing 
short of phenomenal. 

His success touched every segment of the 
University, from academics and research to 
fundraising. Dr. Steger brought the University 
into the digital age. Credited with bringing the 
Internet into the University’s academic pro-
grams, Dr. Steger created a $1.5 million fund 
to help the faculty to adapt the new tech-
nology to the school’s programs. 

Under his direction, the University became a 
research powerhouse. Research funding 
quadrupled to more than $260 million, and the 
University’s important National Science Foun-
dation research ranking rose from 76 to 47. It 
was Dr. Steger who pioneered the inter-
national co-op program because, he said, a 
world class university should have a global 
presence. The University signed affiliation 
agreements with more than fifty universities 
from China to France, and he introduced re-
quirements for language and cultural studies. 

Dr. Steger believed the university should op-
erate more like a private institution, so he 
worked to increase fundraising from $15 mil-
lion annually to $73 million in the most recent 
fiscal year. During his tenure, the University’s 
endowment grew from $150 million to nearly 
$1 billion. He initiated major physical changes 

to the campus, including new academic and 
research buildings designed by world re-
nowned architects. 

Dr. Steger graduated from Gettysburg Col-
lege and earned his masters and doctoral de-
grees from Kansas State University. After 
working for Prudential Life Insurance, Dr. 
Steger began his academic career at the State 
University of New York-Albany, where he was 
named Outstanding Educator of the State Uni-
versity of New York System. He went on to 
Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute in Troy, New 
York, where he served as professor, vice 
president for administration and budget, and 
later dean and acting provost. Dr. Steger was 
director of organizational development and 
human resources for New York-based Colt In-
dustries Inc. when he was named provost of 
the University of Cincinnati in 1982. 

Joe Steger and his wife, Carol, are a formi-
dable team. We hope they will stay in our 
area. 

All of us in Greater Cincinnati appreciate the 
remarkable contributions of Dr. Steger. We will 
miss him as president of the University and 
we wish him great success in the new chal-
lenges to come.

f

TRIBUTE TO LUKUS CLINTON 
DUNKIN

HON. ROBERT E. (BUD) CRAMER, JR. 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
give my sincere commendation to Mr. Lukus 
Clinton Dunkin, a native of Lawrenceburg, 
Tennessee and a sophomore at the University 
of North Alabama, for his heroic actions on 
October 26, 2001 that saved the life of Mr. 
Robert Justice of Opelika, Alabama. Luke 
Dunkin would never admit his heroism, but the 
people of North Alabama and the United 
States Coast Guard know that he was a hero 
on that day. 

Luke was fishing in a protected harbor on 
the Tennessee River during rough weather 
when he heard the cries of a fisherman, Rob-
ert Justice, whose boat had capsized across 
the lake. Braving the 25 miles per hour winds, 
55 degree weather, and three to six foot 
waves, Luke navigated his fishing boat to 
reach the distressed fisherman in less than 20 
minutes. Risking his own life, he fought to pull 
Mr. Justice into his own boat and managed to 
get back to ‘‘Safety Harbor’’ where he ren-
dered first aid until the Florence-Lauderdale 
EMAs arrived and took Mr. Justice to the hos-
pital, where he made a full recovery. 

Mr. Speaker, the United States Coast Guard 
has honored Luke Dunkin for his heroism. He 
is being awarded a Silver Lifesaving Medal 
from the Admiral Thomas H. Colins, Com-
mandant of the U.S. Coast Guard. This is the 
second highest award a civilian can receive 
for heroic deeds from the Coast Guard, and 
only 2,080 of these awards have been be-
stowed upon Americans in history.
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Mr. Speaker, Luke Dunkin deservingly joins 

a prestigious group of heroes with this award 
from the Coast Guard. On behalf of the people 
of North Alabama and the United States 
House of Representatives, I commend Mr. 
Dunkin for risking his own life to rescue Rob-
ert Justice on October 26, 2001.

f

TRIBUTE TO BISHOP CLAUDE L. 
CAMPBELL

HON. DONALD M. PAYNE 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pride that I rise today to recognize Bishop 
Claude L. Campbell and his 37th Anniversary 
at St. Paul’s Calvary United Church of God in 
Union, New Jersey. Since 1965, Bishop 
Campbell has enhanced not only his church 
and congregation, but also the community of 
Union. 

Born on October 6, 1931 in Raeford, North 
Carolina, Bishop Campbell was raised in the 
Presbyterian Church where he was actively in-
volved in the church choir and developed a 
love of music and singing. It was at an early 
age that Bishop Campbell knew that he was 
destined to a life of service. 

Bishop Campbell moved to New Jersey in 
1954, where he became involved in congrega-
tions in the tri-state area, eventually beginning 
his pastorship at St. Paul’s Calvary United 
Church of God in October 1965. Under his di-
rection, the church has flourished, and has de-
veloped an especially strong tie to the younger 
members of the congregation. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sure that my colleagues 
here in the House of Representatives join me 
today as we recognize Bishop Claude L. 
Campbell and his many years of devoted serv-
ice to St. Paul’s Calvary Church of God.

f

HONORING CHRISTINE TAYLOR OF 
GROVER HILL, OH

HON. MARCY KAPTUR 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to recog-
nize the contributions to our Nation by Chris-
tine Taylor of Grover Hill, OH. In June of this 
year, Christine was elected State President of 
the Ladies Auxiliary to the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States on June 30, 2002. 

Born in Eye, Suffolk, England and the oldest 
of the four children, Christine immigrated with 
her family to the United States in 1955. She 
graduated from Oxnard (California) High 
School in 1964 and became a naturalized cit-
izen the following year. 

She married Roger Taylor, a Navy Seabee 
veteran in the Vietnam War, in August 1966 
and they moved to Ohio. Roger and Christine 
are the proud parents of three children, Kent, 
Jennifer, and Matt, and the grandparents of 
Krystal and Dustin Taylor. 

Since 1975, Chris has been employed as a 
legal secretary and office manager for the 
DeMuth Law Office in Paulding, OH. 

In 1974 she joined the Ladies Auxiliary to 
the V.F.W. as a charter member of the Grover 

Hill Auxiliary 2873, under the eligibility of her 
husband. Serving as the auxiliary’s first Treas-
urer, she progressed through the various 
chairs to serve as Auxiliary President in 1980–
1982. She currently serves as Auxiliary Trust-
ee and program chairman. 

Chris’s activity on the District level started 
when she was asked by her friend, Susie 
Moon, to serve as District Secretary in 1981–
1982. Elected as Conductress in 1985, she 
progressed through the district chairs to serve 
as District #1 President in 1988–1989, being 
named as runner-up Outstanding District 
President for that year. 

Commencing in 1987–1988, Chris served as 
State chairman for number programs, includ-
ing National Home, Youth Activities and the 
Voice of Democracy, Community Service, 
Cancer Aid & Research, Americanism, Buddy 
Poppy, Safety, Hospital, and Historian, in addi-
tion to serving as Assistant Conductress and 
Chief of Staff. 

Elected as Department Guard in 1977, Chris 
has served as a State officer, culminating in 
her election and installation as the leader of 
the Ohio V.F.W. Ladies Auxiliary. During her 
term of office, Chris will lead the 51,600 mem-
bers of the Ohio delegation under her theme 
of ‘‘Teamwork—The Key to Success.’’

Mr. Speaker, I salute the dedication, patriot-
ism, and commitment of Christine Taylor and 
congratulate her on her election as leader of 
the Ohio V.F.W. Ladies Auxiliary.

f

HONORING THE ENVIRONMENTAL 
DEFENSE CENTER

HON. LOIS CAPPS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to the Environmental Defense Cen-
ter of Santa Barbara, California. 

This year, the EDC celebrates its 25th Anni-
versary. The Central Coast of California and 
our nation have benefited in countless ways 
from its leadership. This organization has 
been a pioneer and champion of environ-
mental and health issues in Ventura, Santa 
Barbara, and San Luis Obispo counties. EDC 
provides invaluable legal services, advocacy 
and public education on behalf of a variety of 
environmental causes. 

There are many issues where the EDC’s 
leadership has been indispensable for our 
community—improving water quality, pro-
tecting endangered species, promoting access 
to public lands. But I would like to highlight 
one issue in particular—the fight to end new 
oil drilling off our beautiful coastline. This is an 
area where the EDC’s expertise is unrivaled 
and where its counsel to me has been incred-
ibly valuable. 

As the U.S. Representative for Santa Bar-
bara and San Luis Obispo counties—and the 
newly elected Representative for the new 23rd 
Congressional district which encompasses the 
coastal communities in those two counties and 
Ventura County—I have made the fight to stop 
new offshore oil drilling a top priority. 

We have reached a consensus here on the 
Central Coast that we do not want any more 
drilling off our coast. We do not want the 36 
leases developed and we do not want the life 
of the current rigs extended. We understand 

all too well the risk to both our environment 
and our tourist-based economy that more oil 
development means. And we are all com-
mitted to winning this fight against more oil 
drilling. 

EDC’s historic leadership in this struggle, in-
depth knowledge of the issue, and bright, ag-
gressive attorneys has been an indispensable 
resource for me as I wage our fight in Wash-
ington. 

This year we took an historic first step by 
getting the House of Representatives to vote 
in favor of stopping new drilling off our coast. 
I want to thank the EDC for all its help in get-
ting my amendment passed. 

I send my best wishes to the EDC and all 
of its staff and supporters and look forward to 
working together to advance our common 
goals in Washington and on the Central 
Coast. Good luck on the next 25 years!

f

TRIBUTE IN HONOR OF DR. 
DONALD C. HARRISON

HON. ROB PORTMAN 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
recognition of Dr. Donald Harrison, a friend 
and community leader, who will retire as Sen-
ior Vice President and Provost of the Univer-
sity of Cincinnati (U.C.) Medical Center next 
year. 

Since 1986, Don has been at the helm of 
the U.C. Medical Center. Don was recruited 
from Stanford University, where he held a 
number of positions while working as a re-
searcher and clinician for 23 years. Under 
Don’s 16 years of leadership, the U.C. Medical 
Center has become a world-class teaching 
and research institution. 

One of the important reasons for Don’s suc-
cess has been his ability to recruit outstanding 
medical professionals who are among the best 
and brightest in the world. With his team, he 
developed a new concept for U.C. and the 
University Hospital as a health system. This 
helped position the U.C. Medical Center as a 
major medical facility in the nation to provide 
research education and patient care for the 
next century. 

As one of his early accomplishments, Don 
was key in the 1990s in helping to save Uni-
versity Hospital, which faced a financial crisis 
and could have cost Cincinnati one of its most 
important hospitals. At the same time, Don 
was looking ahead to turn the Medical Center 
into one of the most prominent research insti-
tutions in the world. Don headed up the 
Reaching for the 21st Century plan which 
aimed to markedly increase research in heart 
disease, cancer, neurosicences as well as in 
perinatal and neonatology. During Don’s ten-
ure, research funding increased from $30 mil-
lion annually to $209 million over this past 
year. The more recent Millennium Plan adds 
diabetes to its research focus areas. As part 
of the Millennium Plan, the existing Medical 
Sciences building will be renovated and ex-
panded and the Genome Research Institute 
will be established. 

During Don’s tenure, U.C. Medical Center’s 
programs and experts have become increas-
ingly well known and respected for health 
sciences, research, education and patient
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care. And in addition to offering excellent 
health care to those in the Cincinnati area, the 
Medical Center has been shown to have an 
annual $3.05 billion economic impact on our 
area. These successes can be attributed to 
Don’s vision and hard work over the years. 

Don also is an entrepreneur and, among his 
accomplishments, he established BioStart at 
the Medical Center to give researchers a 
place to nurture their work to a point where it 
may become commercially viable. Throughout 
his career, Don also continued his work as a 
practicing, world renown cardiologist. 

Mr. Speaker, Don has had a profound im-
pact on the lives and economy of Greater Cin-
cinnati, boosting the national reputation of the 
U.C. Medical Center and improving the health 
care available to people in the Ohio, Kentucky 
and Indiana tristate region. The medical re-
search conducted at the Medical Center under 
Don’s leadership also has enhanced the 
health care available to people across our na-
tion and throughout the world. All of us in 
Southwestern Ohio are grateful to Don for his 
contributions to our community, and we wish 
him well as he steps down from his post as 
Senior Vice President and Provost of the U.C. 
Medical Center.

f

TRIBUTE TO LEO GREENBERG

HON. SAM FARR 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor a dear friend, Mr. Leo Green-
berg, a long-time resident of Aptos, California 
who passed away on July 13, 2001. Mr. 
Greenberg was an active member of the com-
munity who sought to make our world better 
place by tirelessly advocating for democratic 
principles, human rights, and social justice. 

Mr. Greenberg was born 81 years ago in 
Tulsa, Oklahoma and grew up in Kansas City, 
Missouri, where his family moved when he 
was a small child. After graduating from high 
school, Mr. Greenberg enlisted in the Coast 
Guard. During World War II, the Coast Guard 
was militarized under the Department of the 
Navy, and in the Navy, Mr. Greenberg served 
admirably for many long years at sea. On his 
first mission hunting enemy submarines in the 
North Atlantic, his ship was caught in a 
‘‘Perfect Storm’’ and nearly sank. Mr. Green-
berg survived that ordeal and was able to par-
ticipate in five invasions in the European the-
ater, including engagements in Naples, Sicily, 
the South of France, and D-Day at Normandy 
where Mr. Greenberg was at the helm of his 
ship while crossing the Channel on the way to 
the Normandy invasion. 

When Mr. Greenberg returned to the United 
States after WWII, his commitment to freedom 
and public service continued. After moving to 
Santa Cruz County in 1973, Mr. Greenberg 
and his wife, Bea Greenberg, became active 
in their community, engaging themselves in 
civic affairs and local and national politics. 
They were also devoted supporters and for 
their local Temple. Mr. Greenberg was espe-
cially proud of his role in finding the land 
where a new Temple now stands. He loved to 
hear his wife sing in the Choir and loved 
greeting his friends during services. 

Mr. Greenberg also loved politics. He was 
passionate about social values and civil rights, 

and worked in his own community to promote 
these issues. He participated in the San Jose 
march on the day of the famous March on 
Washington in 1963. He believed that a strong 
government could help people and bring them 
out of suffering and poverty. Locally, he be-
came a leader Santa Cruz County local poli-
tics and was a strong supporter of local elect-
ed officials, including Norm Mineta, Leon Pa-
netta, and my father, Fred Farr. 

In his later years, Mr. Greenberg lived with 
the debilitating effects of a brain tumor. For 
the last five years of his life, he attended 
classes at the Cabrillo College Stroke Center 
where he learned to live with his disability and 
where he could keep up with politics, sports, 
Israel, and Temple life. About a year ago, I at-
tending a meeting at Leo Greenberg’s house 
where he asked me what I could do to pro-
mote stroke centers around our nation. He 
knew what the stoke center had done for him, 
and he wanted others who were afflicted with 
similar disabilities to have the same benefits. 
As a result of this meeting, the Cabrillo Col-
lege Stroke center has since been designated 
a federal demonstration project. Mr. Speaker, 
it is my hope that stroke centers will spring up 
across the nation as a lasting memorial to Mr. 
Greenberg. This would be the ultimate tribute 
to Leo’s humanity and long record of commu-
nity service. 

Leo Greenberg’s lifelong dedication to public 
service and democratic principles should be 
commended. His efforts improved the quality 
of life on the Central Coast and his achieve-
ments have made lasting impacts on the peo-
ple with whom he has worked. Mr. Speaker, it 
is my honor to recognize Leo Greenberg.

f

TRIBUTE TO THE IMANI BAPTIST 
CHURCH OF CHRIST, INC.

HON. DONALD M. PAYNE 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pride that I rise today to recognize the 10th 
anniversary of Imani Baptist Church of Christ, 
Inc. The Imani Baptist Church of Christ has 
played a strong unifying role in the East Or-
ange community for the past decade, bringing 
together both church and community. 

From its founding on November 22, 1992, in 
the home of Deacon and Deaconess Browne 
of Orange, New Jersey, the church and its 
community have seen amazing growth. By Oc-
tober of 1998, the church had found a perma-
nent home in East Orange, setting down roots 
and bringing the congregation together. 

Under the direction of Reverend Moses A. 
Knott, Jr. for the first nine years, and under 
the new direction of Reverend Leonard 
Smalls, the church congregation has brought 
together both friends and community to better 
the surrounding city and community. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that my colleagues 
here in the United States House of Represent-
atives join me today in recognizing the Imani 
Baptist Church of Christ, Inc. and recognizing 
their 10th anniversary celebration.

HONORING ANDY GRANATELLI

HON. LOIS CAPPS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, today I would 
like to pay tribute to a special citizen of Santa 
Barbara, Mr. Andy Granatelli. Mr. Granatelli is 
quite an accomplished man and has contrib-
uted so much to the Santa Barbara commu-
nity. It is only fitting that I have the opportunity 
to honor him today. 

Andy Granatelli has been inducted into 20 
Halls of Fame, ranging from the American 
Academy of Achievement to the Indianapolis 
Motor Speedway Hall of Fame. He’s been the 
winner of two Indy 500 races and the Daytona 
500 in 1972 and has appeared in hundreds of 
television and radio commercials in addition to 
making appearances on television shows such 
as Laugh-In and Johnny Carson’s Tonight 
Show. But in addition to all those wonderful 
accomplishments, Andy Granatelli has been a 
very dedicated member of the Santa Barbara 
community, and it is for all his local accom-
plishments that I truly wish to honor him today. 

On November 2, 2002, the United Boys and 
Girls Clubs of Santa Barbara County honored 
Mr. Granatelli at their 20th annual kids auc-
tion. Andy is on the board of the Boys and 
Girls Clubs of America and this important or-
ganization has greatly benefited from Mr. 
Granatelli’s dedication to our youth. He is also 
the director of the Unity Shoppe, another im-
portant non-profit organization in Santa Bar-
bara. 

Founded in 1917, the Unity Shoppe has 
been called ‘‘the mother of all charities’’. It is 
the largest direct distributor of food and cloth-
ing in Santa Barbara County, and operates as 
an actual shop, where clients use scrip to pur-
chase items of their choice. The Unity Shoppe 
does not receive funding other agencies; it in-
stead relies on the generosity of community 
members like Mr. Granatelli. 

In addition to the Boys and Girls Club and 
the Unity Shoppe, Andy Granatelli is involved 
with several other community organizations. 
He is a board member of the Council on Alco-
holism and Drug Abuse Summit Advisory, the 
Director of the Santa Barbara County Sheriff’s 
Council and is a member of the Navy league 
of the United States. Andy is also a Council 
Advisory Board Member for the Boy Scouts of 
America. 

It always pleases me to be able to honor 
active community members such as Andy 
Granatelli. The generosity and dedication of 
people like Mr. Granatelli make Santa Barbara 
County a special and wonderful place to live, 
and I am truly thankful for his devotion.

f

DEDICATION OF THE NORTH ALA-
BAMA VETERANS MUSEUM AND 
ARCHIVES

HON. ROBERT E. (BUD) CRAMER, JR. 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize the achievement of the community 
of Limestone County in my district on the oc-
casion of the dedication of the North Alabama
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Veterans Museum and Archives. Located at 
the historic depot on Pryor Street in downtown 
Athens, AL, the very location recalls the image 
of hundreds of North Alabama natives who de-
parted for war, and fewer who returned, from 
the depot’s landing. 

I would like to especially recognize the com-
mitted group of volunteers who have worked 
for more than three years to plan for the mu-
seum, raise funds for its construction, and 
oversee the project to completion. This mu-
seum and archives will serve as a resource for 
the community; teaching our youth about the 
sacrifices of their forebears and reminding all 
of us of the great and terrible cost of Amer-
ica’s foreign conflicts. 

Most of all, the North Alabama Veteran’s 
Museum and Archives will serve as a tribute 
to the men and women who have served our 
Nation in times of war. In remembering the 
selfless dedication and patriotism of our vet-
erans, we honor their heroism and preserve 
the memories of those who fought and those 
who perished. 

Again, I wish to express my sincere appre-
ciation and support of those who have labored 
to build this working monument. The people of 
Limestone County have demonstrated that 
they have not forgotten our veterans. I know 
the museum and archives will continue to 
teach, remind, commemorate and serve the 
actions of those Americans who fought for our 
freedom.

f

U.N. RESOLUTION

HON. MARCY KAPTUR 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
insert the following articles into the RECORD.

[From the New York Times, Oct. 17, 2002] 
U.S. IS PUTTING HEAVY PRESSURE ON FRANCE 
AND OTHER SKEPTICS FOR A U.N. RESOLUTION 

(By Steven R. Weisman) 
The Bush administration is mounting a 

campaign of public pressure and private dip-
lomatic and economic concessions to per-
suade France and other skeptical members of 
the United Nations Security Council to go 
along with a single resolution threatening 
military force against Iraq. 

With rising concern in Washington that 
time is short for passage of such a resolu-
tion—many experts say military action 
would be easier in the winter—talks on the 
resolution’s wording are accelerating at the 
United Nations and in meetings and tele-
phone calls in and between capitals. ‘‘There’s 
no sense that the French don’t want to do 
this,‘‘ an administration official said, refer-
ring to a tough United Nations resolution on 
Iraq. ‘‘But there is a growing frustration 
that we don’t yet have an agreement.’’

President Jacques Chirac of France, in an-
other sign of disagreement with the United 
States, appeared in remarks published today 
to take issue with President Bush’s argu-
ments that Iraq is cultivating links with Al 
Qaeda and wants, as he said on Monday, to 
use it as ‘‘a forward army.’’

‘‘As far as I know, no proof has been found, 
or at least been made official, for a link be-
tween Iraq and Al Qaeda,’’ Mr. Chirac said in 
the interview in the Beirut-based, French-
language newspaper L’Orient-Le Jour. ‘‘Even 
if certain terrorists could have been able to 
find refuge in Iraq, we must not mix up the 

issues. The first objective of action by the 
international community is Iraq, and that 
means disarmament.’’

Last month, Mr. Bush won praise, espe-
cially among war opponents in Europe, for 
promising to go to the United Nations for ap-
proval before taking military action against 
Saddam Hussein’s government in Baghdad. 

But after intense discussions and a certain 
impatience in Washington, now France, Rus-
sia and China—which have vetoes on the Se-
curity Council—remain opposed to giving the 
administration an automatic option to use 
force if Iraq fails to comply with new weap-
ons inspections. 

France wants the United States to go to a 
second stage and get later authorization for 
using force if Mr. Hussein rebuffs the United 
Nations inspectors. 

France, which has a history of going its 
own way in NATO and maintains strong 
links to the Arab world, has emerged as a 
bigger stumbling block than Russia or 
China, which do not consider themselves 
American allies, administration officials 
said. 

American officials express confidence that 
if they can persuade Mr. Chirac to go along 
with a single United Nations resolution, 
Moscow and Beijing will follow suit by either 
agreeing to it or not vetoing it. 

At least so far, officials say, France is re-
sisting an administration proposal to have 
the resolution threaten unspecified 
‘‘consequences,’’ rather than a more explicit 
reference to force, if the inspection process 
collapses. 

Diplomats familiar with the negotiations 
said the Bush Administration could interpret 
the word ‘‘consequences’’ as tantamount to 
pre-approval for military action. At the 
same time, they said Washington was offer-
ing private assurances that the United 
States would not ignore the Security Coun-
cil. 

‘‘This could end up with something that is 
not a one-stage or a two-stage process,’’ said 
a diplomat familiar with the talks. ‘‘The 
word is that it will be one-and-a-half 
stages.’’

‘‘The French really do want to be with us,’’ 
a senior State Department official said. ‘‘The 
French are worried that if the first resolu-
tion authorizes all necessary means to en-
force inspections, we might go to war with-
out checking with them. What they want is 
to keep the Security Council in the picture. 
We believe that can be done in the context of 
one resolution. That’s our goal.’’

In a sense, the negotiations at the United 
Nations are running along the same lines as 
Mr. Bush’s talks with Congress over the last 
month. 

The administration won support of skep-
tical lawmakers in part because of personal 
assurances from Mr. Bush that Congress 
would be consulted in the event of a war. 
Similarly, the United States is making 
promises of consultation with United Na-
tions allies if a conflict occurs. 

In the background are firm and even 
threatening words from Mr. Bush, who de-
clared today that the United Nations must 
‘‘face up’’ to the danger from the Hussein 
government. ‘‘Those who choose to live in 
denial may eventually be forced to live in 
fear,’’ he said at a ceremony at which he 
signed the resolution passed by Congress last 
week authorizing the use of force against 
Baghdad. A White House official said he was 
not referring to any particular nation. 

Mr. Chirac, who was in Alexandria, Egypt, 
today for the beginning of a Middle East 
trip, reiterated his support for a two-stage 
resolution process. He said the Security 
Council should authorize force only as a last 
resort if the Iraqis were not acting in good 
faith. 

A separate drama is playing itself out be-
hind the scenes, some administration offi-
cials said. That is the role of Secretary of 
State Colin L. Powell, who is the administra-
tion’s main advocate of diplomacy as a 
means to address Iraq, rather than simply 
threats of force. 

Vice President Dick Cheney and Secretary 
of Defense Donald H. Rumsfeld are said to be 
most skeptical that diplomacy can work. 
Their fear, according to officials, is that Mr. 
Hussein can drag out the diplomatic and in-
spection process. 

Mr. Rumsfeld and Mr. Cheney are also the 
ones demanding a single resolution at the 
United Nations that explicitly threatens 
force if the inspection route fails, officials 
said. 

They are also said to want a swift time-
table for inspections and additional meas-
ures, like armed escorts for inspectors and 
removing Iraqi scientists and their families 
from the country for interviews. 

Diplomats in and out of the government 
say France wants to see the United Nations 
play a continuing role so that the French 
can remain part of the process. 

‘‘The French want to look like they con-
strained or shaped what the United States 
ends up doing,’’ said Dennis Ross, the former 
Middle East negotiator in the Clinton and 
first Bush administrations. ‘‘They want to be 
relevant and to make sure that the Security 
Council remains relevant. But they don’t 
want to be left out if the United States goes 
to war.’’

Many experts say France’s potential eco-
nomic interests in a future Iraq are a factor 
in its wanting eventually to be on the side of 
Washington if Mr. Hussein is overthrown. 
Russia also has strong oil interests in Iraq. 

‘‘Obviously French oil companies would 
want to be major players in Iraqi oil fields 
and in the export and refining of Iraqi oil in 
a post-Saddam Iraq,’’ said Paul Sullivan, a 
professor of economics at the National De-
fense University in Washington. ‘‘The 
French signed oil deals in Iraq, but these 
deals cannot be implemented until after the 
sanctions against Iraq are taken off.’’

The Bush administration has gone out of 
its way to assure Moscow that in the event 
of a ‘‘regime change’’ in Baghdad, Russian 
interests will be looked after. 

Recently Secretary Powell told the U.S.-
Russia Business Council that the United 
States fully understood Russia’s desire to 
play a role in Iraq’s oil industry. ‘‘We are 
taking fully into account the interest of the 
nations in the region and the economic im-
pact such a transition might have on them,’’ 
he said.

[From the New York Times, Oct. 17, 2002]
IRAQ STATES ITS CASE 

(By Mohammed Aldouri) 
Mohammed Aldouri is the Iraqi ambas-

sador to the United Nations. 
After so many years of fear from war, the 

threat of war and suffering, the people of 
Iraq and their government in Baghdad are 
eager for peace. We have no intention of at-
tacking anyone, now or in the future, with 
weapons of any kind. If we are attacked, we 
will surely defend ourselves with all means 
possible. But bear in mind that we have no 
nuclear or biological or chemical weapons, 
and we have no intention of acquiring them. 

We are not asking the people of the United 
States or of any member state of the United 
Nations to trust in our word, but to send the 
weapons inspectors to our country to look 
wherever they wish unconditionally. This 
means unconditional access anywhere, in-
cluding presidential sites in accordance with
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a 1998 signed agreement between Iraq and the 
United Nations—an agreement that ensures 
respect for Iraq’s sovereignty and allows for 
transparency in the work of the inspectors. 
We could never make this claim with such 
openness if we did not ourselves know there 
is nothing to be found. Still, we continue to 
read statements by officials of the United 
States and the United Kingdom that it is not 
enough that Hans Blix, head of the United 
Nations Monitoring, Verification and Inspec-
tion Commission, and his team of inspectors 
have unconditional access. They say this is 
because the Iraqi government may be hiding 
weapons that will not be found, or is moving 
weapons from place to place, or is developing 
new weapons in roving vans or in under-
ground locations. 

The United Nations officials with whom 
our government has worked on these matters 
know that these concerns have no founda-
tion. In December 1998, when the United Na-
tions weapons inspection team left Iraq on 
the orders of Richard Butler, the chief 
United Nations arms inspector at the time, 
it had exhausted all possibilities after seven 
years of repeatedly examine all possible 
sites; only small discrepancies existed. 

It is now widely conceded that Iraq pos-
sesses no nuclear weapons and that we could 
not develop them without building facilities 
that could be spotted by satellite. Since 1999, 
we have allowed the International Atomic 
Energy Agency to visit Iraq. If it wishes, it 
can inspect any building anywhere. The 
agency’s inspectors will find nothing unto-
ward. 

Scott Ritter, who led many United Nations 
inspections, has said that he questions 
whether Iraq possesses biological weapons. 
Mr. Ritter also has been on CNN in recent 
months explaining that his inspection team 
destroyed plants that could produce chem-
ical weapons. If these plants were recon-
structed, Mr. Blix and his team would quick-
ly find them out. Building such weapons 
costs billions of dollars and requires enor-
mous facilities and huge power sources. The 
idea that such projects could be moved 
around in trucks or stashed away in presi-
dential palaces stretches the bounds of 
imagination. 

It is my belief that the American people 
are not aware of this history because, in my 
opinion of my government, no American po-
litical figure has been seriously interested in 
discussing these matters with our govern-
ment. The United Nations was created in 
1945 to provide a forum for nations in con-
flict to come together to work out their dis-
agreements. It was designed expressly for the 
purpose of making the use of force an abso-
lute last resort. 

For more than 11 years, the people of Iraq 
suffered under United Nations economic 
sanctions, which have been kept in place 
largely by American influence. According to 
statistics compiled by the Iraq Ministry of 
Health, these sanctions have caused the 
death of more than 1.7 million of our citi-
zens. The embargo has been so severe that 
we have been prevented from importing 
chemicals needed for our sewage, water and 
sanitation facilities. 

At the same time, the last three American 
presidents have stated that these sanctions 
could not be lifted as long as our president, 
Saddam Hussein, remains the nation’s lead-
er. 

Iraq is not a threat to its neighbors. It cer-
tainly is not a threat to the United States or 
any of its interests in the Middle East. Once 
the United Nations inspection team comes 
back into my country and gets up to speed, 
I am confident that it will certify that Iraq 
has no weapons of mass destruction—be they 
chemical, biological or nuclear. Such certifi-
cation we hope, will remove the shadow of 

war and help restore peace between our na-
tions.

f

IN HONOR OF MARILYN BRIGGS 
UPON HER RETIREMENT

HON. GEORGE MILLER 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise to commend the lifelong 
achievements of Marilyn Briggs, who is retiring 
after 33 years of dedicated service to school 
children and their nutritional development. 
Marilyn Briggs, R.D., M.S., S.F.N.S., is the As-
sistant Superintendent of Public Instruction, 
Director of the Nutrition Services Division, for 
the California Department of Education. She is 
responsible for child nutrition, commodity food 
distribution and nutrition education programs 
statewide, where over four million meals are 
served daily to California’s children. In her thir-
ty-three years of work in diverse food and nu-
trition programs, over twenty of which have 
been directly involved with child nutrition and 
nutrition education, Marilyn has effected nu-
merous changes that have advanced good nu-
trition for children, adults and families not only 
in California, but also across the nation. As a 
result of her commitment, leadership, and hard 
work, she leaves a legacy upon her retirement 
of many nutrition and nutrition education pro-
grams that will continue to be utilized by Child 
Nutrition Programs in California and other 
states. 

Marilyn’s accomplishments are too many to 
list, however the following are some of the 
most noteworthy: 

She created the concept of the nationally 
acclaimed 5 A Day program as part of the de-
velopment of the California Daily Food Guide. 
This well-known program, aimed at improving 
the nation’s health through increased fruit and 
vegetable consumption, has received over $1 
billion in contributions from the food industry 
and public and private organizations, and is 
now used in markets and schools across the 
country. 

She coordinated the Shaping Healthy 
Choices Initiative including the establishment 
of statewide SHAPE (Shaping Health As Part-
ners in Education) model programs, which 
serve as catalysts to improve the quality of 
comprehensive nutrition programs in Cali-
fornia. 

She initiated and developed national stand-
ards for the Healthy School Meals Initiative, 
which are now part of the Coordinated Review 
Effort audit for every National School Lunch 
Program in the United States. 

She reviewed and rewrote the 5-a-Day Ad-
ventures CD-Rom for elementary school stu-
dents, which is now used in over 2 million 
classrooms. 

She developed the conceptual model for the 
Team Nutrition Schools network based on 
California’s SHAPE program, and mapped out 
the plan for all materials to be used in the pro-
gram. 

Along with two other Nutrition Education and 
Training staff, she developed the comprehen-
sive school health initiative, ‘‘Healthy Kids, 
Healthy California’’, which is now used by the 
Center for Disease Control as the model pro-
gram to be implemented nationwide. 

She coordinated the development, field-test-
ing, evaluation, and publication of a state nu-
trition education curriculum series, ‘‘Choose 
Well, Be Well’’, for students, preschool age 
through grade twelve. 

She coordinated Nutrition, Education and 
Training Section Publications such as The 
California Daily Food Guide, Better Breakfast 
Better Learning, Eat Well Learn Well, and 
Strategies for Success. 

She has provided expert testimony and 
analysis to both State and Federal Legislators, 
and answered inquiries from Congress regard-
ing USDA Nutrition Programs. 

She has served as a consultant to the 
USDA in developing regulations for implemen-
tation of the National School Lunch Act, such 
as the highly complex issue of competitive 
food sales. 

Throughout her career, Marilyn Briggs has 
participated in numerous nutrition and nutrition 
education professional organizations and 
councils, where she donates extraordinary 
amounts of volunteer time and expertise to 
further child and other nutrition programs. 
Most recently she has completed a one year 
term as President of the National Society for 
Nutrition Education, where she had previously 
held other Board positions, led their strategic 
planning process, and founded and chaired 
the Division of Specialists in Nutrition Edu-
cation for Children. She has also been Presi-
dent of the National Association of State NET 
(Nutrition Education and Training) Program 
Coordinators, where she led a Nutrition Edu-
cation and Training strategic planning process 
which resulted in the publication by USDA in 
1994 of ‘‘Promoting Healthy Eating Habits for 
Our Children: The Strategic Plan for Nutrition 
Education’’ that is still used today as the 
framework for the national NET Program. As 
President of the California Nutrition Council, 
she coordinated a multi-disciplinary process to 
make policy recommendations in the areas of 
Food Safety and Quality, Food Security and 
Delivery, Food Supply and Agriculture, Nutri-
tion Education and Marketing, Nutrition and 
Health, and Nutrition Research and Profes-
sional Development. The Council then used 
these policy recommendations to establish a 
statewide food, nutrition, and health policy that 
prioritized and addressed the nutrition needs 
of California, to be introduced as legislation 
during the 1996–1997 California legislative 
session. Marilyn has clearly been a leader in 
promoting lifelong nutrition and health for chil-
dren and their families. 

Marilyn has also served on several Boards 
and Committees, including the Research and 
Education Advisory Board to the National 
Food Service Management Institute, the Nutri-
tion Section of the American Public Health As-
sociation, the Legislative Committee of the 
California Dietetic Association, the School Nu-
trition Practice Group of the American Dietetic 
Association, the 5 A Day Steering Committee, 
and the Credentialing and Certification Coun-
cil, Foundation Board, and Youth Advisory 
Committee of the American School Food Serv-
ice Association. She has chaired the American 
School Food Service Association Nutrition 
Committee, the American Dietetic Association 
Public Relations Committee and Education 
Section of the School Nutrition Practice Group, 
and the California School Food Service Asso-
ciation Education and Training Committee, Nu-
trition Standards Committee, and Youth Advi-
sory Councils. She has acted as the California
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Department of Education liaison to the Cali-
fornia School Food Service Association for 
more than ten years. In addition, Marilyn has 
authored and acted as an expert reviewer for 
numerous nutrition publications, and presented 
keynote speeches on nutrition related topics 
across the country. 

In recognition of her exceptional contribu-
tions in the field of child nutrition, Marilyn 
Briggs has received several awards. They in-
clude the ‘‘Friends of Agriculture’’ outstanding 
public service award by the California Farm 
Bureau and the California Agriculture in the 
Classroom Program, the California Depart-
ment of Education Unit Award, a graduate stu-
dent fellowship from the University of Cali-
fornia at Berkeley, and the ‘‘Moscone Commit-
ment to Nutrition and Nutrition Education 
Award’’, which has been given to her twice by 
the California School Food Service Associa-
tion. 

In addition to working as the Assistant Su-
perintendent of Public Instruction, Marilyn has 
held several positions within the Nutrition 
Services Division of the California Department 
of Education since 1981. They include Nutri-
tion Education and Training Specialist, Child 
Nutrition Consultant, Administrator of Nutrition 
Education and Training, and Assistant Nutri-
tion Services Division Director. She has also 
worked in a temporary Intergovernmental Per-
sonnel Assignment as a Special Assistant to 
the Associate Administrator of Food and Con-
sumer Service, United States Department of 
Agriculture, in Washington, D.C. during 1994 
and 1995. In each of these positions, Marilyn 
has not only demonstrated her passion for 
child nutrition and nutrition education, but she 
has worked tirelessly to lead collaborative ef-
forts to develop nutrition programs and cur-
riculum and ensure their implementation. 

Marilyn was born Marilyn Mae Briggs on 
June 6, 1946 in Washington, D.C. to Eleanor 
Reese Briggs and George McSpadden Briggs, 
Jr. She attended Bethesda Elementary School 
in Bethesda, Maryland, where she earned 
straight A’s all seven years, and excelled in 
music and performing in school plays. She 
graduated from Leland Junior High School in 
Bethesda, Maryland, and Acalanes High 
School in Lafayette, California, where she con-
tinued to excel in academics, music, and 
drama. In 1968, she received a Bachelor of 
Science Degree in Dietetics and Nutrition from 
the University of California at Berkeley, where 
her father was the Chair of the Nutritional 
Sciences Department. She completed her Die-
tetic Internship at the United States Public 
Health Service Hospital in Staten Island, New 
York, and became a Registered Dietitian in 
1969. After working a few years, Marilyn 
earned her Master of Science Degree in Nutri-
tional Sciences, again from the University of 
California at Berkeley, and she became 
Credentialed as a School Foodservice and 
Nutrition Specialist (S.F.N.S.) through the 
American School Food Service Association in 
2000. Marilyn has three children, Nancy, Cath-
erine, and Robert, two grand daughters, 
Emma and Samantha, and two sisters, Nancy 
Louise Briggs and Catherine Briggs Hanafi, in 
addition to her mother, Eleanor, and her fa-
ther, the late George Briggs. 

Marilyn Briggs’s career has been one of 
continually giving above and beyond what has 
been required of her. As Assistant Super-
intendent of Public Instruction, Director of the 
Nutrition Services Division, for the California 

Department of Education, she has been re-
sponsible for the administration of the National 
School Lunch Program, School Breakfast Pro-
gram, Child and Adult Care Food Program, 
Summer Food Service Program, Food Dis-
tribution Program, Special Milk Program, and 
State Meal Mandate in California. While man-
aging these programs with perfection, Marilyn 
has continually sought development and im-
plementation of new concepts and programs 
to advance good nutrition and nutrition edu-
cation in California and beyond. Many of her 
dreams and ideas have become national mod-
els and standards, yet Marilyn seeks no per-
sonal credit. She is humble in her success, a 
strong but gentle leader, and highly respected 
by everyone with whom she has ever worked. 
She accomplishes what she sets out to do, 
finds ways around roadblocks, and is a master 
of communication, with the ability to bring con-
sensus among dissenting groups when nec-
essary to focus on the common goal of good 
nutrition. The vision of the Nutrition Services 
Division, ‘‘Working with our partners, we will 
lead the nation in providing exemplary nutrition 
programs and services,’’ has definitely been 
achieved under Marilyn’s direction. She is truly 
a great friend and advocate to all who value 
nutrition and nutrition education.

f

SPINA BIFIDA AWARENESS MONTH

HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, 
today, I take the opportunity to let my col-
leagues know that October was National 
Spina Bifida Awareness Month. I think we 
should all pause for a moment and pay tribute 
to the more than 70,000 Americans—and their 
family members—who are currently affected 
by Spina Bifida. After all, Spina Bifida is the 
nation’s most common, permanently disabling 
birth defect. The Spina Bifida Association of 
America (SBAA), an organization that has 
helped people with Spina Bifida and their fami-
lies for nearly 30 years, works every day—not 
just in the month of October—to prevent and 
reduce suffering from this devastating birth de-
fect. 

The SBAA was founded in 1973 to address 
the needs of the individuals and families af-
fected by Spina Bifida, and is currently the 
only national organization solely dedicated to 
advocating on behalf of the Spina Bifida com-
munity. As part of its service through 60 chap-
ters in more than 100 communities across the 
country, the SBAA puts expecting parents in 
touch with families who have a child with 
Spina Bifida. These families answer questions 
and concerns and help guide expectant moth-
ers and fathers. The SBAA then works to pro-
vide lifelong support and assistance for af-
fected children and their families. 

Together, the SBAA and the Spina Bifida 
Association of the Tri-State Region, which is 
based in Flemington, New Jersey, work tire-
lessly to help families meet the challenges and 
enjoy the rewards of raising their child. I would 
like to acknowledge and thank SBAA and the 
Spina Bifida Association of the Tri-State Re-
gion for all that they have done for the families 
affected by this birth defect, especially those 
living in my district. Their work is truly a labor 
of love. 

For those colleagues who don’t know, Spina 
Bifida is a neural tube defect that occurs when 
the central nervous system does not properly 
close during the early stages of pregnancy. 
Spina Bifida affects more than 4,000 preg-
nancies each year, with more than half ending 
tragically in abortion. Many times, unborn chil-
dren with Spina Bifida are killed by abortion 
because of a false belief that nothing can be 
done to help victims of this disease. The truth 
is that today, approximately 90 percent of all 
new born babies diagnosed with this birth de-
fect live into adulthood, approximately 80 per-
cent have normal IQs, and approximately 75 
percent participate in sports and other rec-
reational activities. 

With proper medical care, people who suffer 
from Spina Bifida can lead full and productive 
lives. However, they must learn how to move 
around using braces, crutches or wheelchairs, 
and how to function independently. They also 
must be careful to avoid a host of secondary 
health problems ranging from depression and 
learning disabilities to skin problems and latex 
allergies. 

During this month of October, the SBAA and 
its chapters make a special push to increase 
public awareness about Spina Bifida and 
teach prospective parents about prevention 
through proper nutrition and pre-natal care. 
Simply by taking a daily dose of the B vitamin 
folic acid (which is found in most multi-
vitamins), women of child-bearing age have 
the power to reduced the incidence of Spina 
Bifida by up to 75 percent. That such a simply 
change in habit can have such a profound ef-
fect should leave no question as to the impor-
tance of awareness and the impact of preven-
tion. 

While consumption of folic acid helps with 
prevention, we must do more to ensure a high 
quality of life for people already living with 
Spina Bifida so more families choose the 
blessing and joy of having a child. The chal-
lenges of raising a child with Spina Bifida are 
significant, but the challenges can be over-
come. Fortunately, Spina Bifida is no longer 
the death sentence if once was, and now most 
people born with Spina Bifida will likely have 
a normal or near-normal life expectancy. The 
challenge now is to ensure that these individ-
uals have the highest quality of life possible. 

I call upon my House colleagues to provide 
$3 million in much-needed funding to establish 
a National Spina Bifida Program at the Na-
tional Center for Birth Defects and Develop-
mental Disabilities (NCBDDD) at the Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) to 
ensure that those individuals living with Spina 
Bifida can live active, productive, and mean-
ingful lives. In addition, I urge the House to 
take up the recently passed Senate version of 
the ‘‘Birth Defects and Developmental Disabil-
ities Prevention Act of 2002,’’ (S. 2980), which 
takes many critical steps that will work to pre-
vent Spina Bifida and to improve the quality of 
life for individuals and families affected by this 
terrible birth defect. I am hopeful that we will 
act shortly to pass the measure so it can be 
sent to the President for his signature. 

I again wish to thank the SBAA and its 
chapters for all of their hard work to prevent 
and reduce suffering from this birth defect, 
and for their commitment to improve the lives 
of those 70,000 individuals living with Spina 
Bifida throughout our nation. Much more work 
still needs to be done, and I am confident this 
fine organization and its chapters will lead the
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effort for decades to come. I wish the Spina 
Bifida Association of America and the Spina 
Bifida Association of the Tri-State Region the 
best of luck in their endeavors and urge all of 
my colleagues and all Americans to support 
their important efforts.

f

TRIBUTE TO CHRISTOPHER J. 
D’AMELIO

HON. SAM FARR 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Christopher J. D’Amelio, Boat-
swain’s Mate First Class, United States Coast 
Guard, a longtime resident of Aptos, Cali-
fornia. Petty Officer D’Amelio has been se-
lected to receive the 2002 Gold Medal from 
the Association for Rescue at Sea for his inte-
gral role in a rescue that occurred near Pea-
cock Spit at the mouth of the Columbia River. 

Petty Officer D’Amelio deserves recognition 
for his heroic actions on September 2, 2001. 
His excellent performance as Surfman aboard 
Coast Guard Motor Life Boat 47248 was di-
rectly responsible for the saving of three lives. 
Petty Officer D’Amelio expertly maneuvered 
the MLB through plunging breakers 18 feet 
high to reach a capsized fishing boat. He 
calmly squared the bow into the oncoming surf 
and skillfully backed the MLB to the four indi-
viduals clinging to the overturned vessel. With 
the assistance of a rescue swimmer, Petty Of-
ficer D’Amelio successfully retrieved all four 
survivors and then escaped to calmer water 
where he and his crew could more accurately 
evaluate their condition. Upon discovering that 
one individual required immediate medical at-
tention, Petty Officer D’Amelio quickly coordi-
nated and directed the transfer of the indi-
vidual to a waiting Coast Guard helicopter. 
Petty Officer D’Amelio’s superb Surfman skills, 
his leadership, and his poise under great pres-
sure prevented an already disastrous situation 
from becoming even worse. 

Since joining the United States Coast Guard 
in 1995, Petty Officer D’Amelio has consist-
ently demonstrated the three core values—
Honor, Respect, and Devotion to Duty—that 
have contributed to this service’s distinguished 
heritage. In recognition of his repeated dis-
plays of leadership, bravery, and outstanding 
achievement Petty Officer D’Amelio has twice 
received the Coast Guard Good Conduct 
Medal, the Commandant’s Letter of Com-
mendation with the Operational Distinguishing 
Device, the Coast Guard Achievement Medal 
with the Operational Distinguishing Device, 
and the Coast Guard Commendation Medal 
with Operational Distinguishing Device. In ad-
dition Petty Officer D’Amelio was named the 
Enlisted Person of the Year for the Thirteenth 
Coast Guard District in 2001. 

While maintaining his professional excel-
lence, Petty Officer D’Amelio has also main-
tained the role of devoted husband and father. 
He and his wife, Courtney, have two children: 
Taylor Brooke D’Amelio and Matthew John 
D’Amelio. In all spheres of his life, Petty Offi-
cer D’Amelio’s extraordinary efforts and su-
perb accomplishments merit respect and ap-
preciation. I offer him congratulations for his 
years of dedicated service in the United States 
Coast Guard, and it is my great honor to rep-
resent such a courageous constituent.

CITIZEN INPUT

HON. BOB SCHAFFER 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, throughout 
the 6 years I have represented them in Con-
gress, the people of Colorado have shared 
with me their thoughtful insights, beliefs, and 
dreams for a better state and country in a vari-
ety of ways. In writing, by telephone, by e-mail 
and through personal visits, I have enjoyed 
the input of tens of thousands of Coloradans. 

These efforts have been indispensable in 
my efforts to accurately and completely rep-
resent my state in the Congress, and I am 
grateful to every citizen who has ever taken 
the time to contribute their best judgment to-
ward resolving the important issues of the day. 
Thanks to them, I have learned much about 
often complex issues, about the country and 
about Colorado. 

Through these letters, e-mails, and tele-
phone calls my constituents have expressed 
the values of hard-working families. Consist-
ently, the themes of less government interven-
tion, more personal freedom, and opportunity 
for prosperity have been the most vivid ex-
pressed by those who have contacted me. It 
is clear that Coloradans are a self-reliant and 
outspoken people for whom faith, integrity and 
an honest day’s wage form the foundation of 
a thriving community. 

In particular, I am grateful for the personal 
artifacts included with so many letters. Items 
such as pictures, pins, and books truly exhibit 
the character of the individuals I am elected to 
serve. These are among the things that have 
made the greatest impression on me while 
serving in Congress. 

In addition, I am thankful for all the people 
who have ever attended my weekly breakfast 
town meetings in Larimer County, CO. Each 
Monday morning they share their hopes and 
expectations with me, on legislation and poli-
tics. I have found the attendees to be dynamic 
and sincere. They come from around Colo-
rado, and quite often, other states. They are 
never timid about stating their opinions, which 
have been a valuable resource for me. In fact, 
my work at the nation’s capital always reflects 
the ideas and comments expressed during 
these meetings. 

Surely, among the most significant duties of 
a U.S. Representative is aiding individuals in 
fighting the red tape of insensitive government 
agencies. During my time in Congress, I have 
had the privilege to help thousands of people 
who came to me for help. Some common ex-
amples include cases of ensuring veterans re-
ceive benefits promised in exchange for their 
years of dedicated service, assisting Social 
Security recipients in getting monthly checks, 
helping entrepreneurs fight the Internal Rev-
enue Service, assisting farmers in getting 
drought relief, and helping immigrants become 
legal U.S. citizens. 

Regardless of the issues confronting the 
Congress, fighting for Coloradans is the most 
gratifying work. I am thankful for the people of 
Colorado who contacted me for help. Serving 
in this great Congress to represent the values 
of Colorado has truly been an honor. Those 
Coloradans who volunteer their opinions have 
contributed to a solid record for which I am 
most proud. My voice has been theirs as I 

have endeavored to be nothing more than a 
reflection of my constituency. I will forever re-
main in their debt. They are the best of Amer-
ica.

f

TRIBUTE TO KRISTA ANDERSON

HON. GREG WALDEN 
OF OREGON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to a member of my Med-
ford, OR, district staff. During her time with us, 
Krista Anderson has tirelessly served the peo-
ple of the Second District of Oregon, and will 
soon be on her way back to Western Oregon 
University to finish her degree. Her cheerful 
demeanor and strong work ethic will be greatly 
missed. 

Mr. Speaker, Krista has volunteered count-
less hours this summer assisting my district 
staff. Whenever something needed to be 
done, Krista readily stepped in and offered to 
help. From simple tasks like answering 
phones to helping with complex preparations 
for the visits of President George W. Bush and 
former Speaker Newt Gingrich to Medford, 
Krista proved herself to be an extremely reli-
able and efficient worker. My staff came to 
rely on her heavily, and she never let them 
down. I’m sure this strong work ethic will serve 
her well in any path she chooses to pursue. 

Krista is the daughter of John and Renee 
Anderson of Medford. She graduated from 
South Medford High School in 2000 with a 
perfect 4.0 grade point average. While at 
South Medford, she proved to be not only a 
top-notch student, but excelled in extra-
curricular activities, as well. She was a mem-
ber of the International Thespian Society and 
helped with the production of eleven plays, 
earning honors as best technician. 

From Medford, Krista moved to Monmouth, 
OR, to attend Western Oregon University, 
where she has continued to stand out in her 
college years. She is a member of the Honor 
Society Phi Kappa Phi and is currently work-
ing toward a degree in Public Policy Adminis-
tration with a minor in Speech Communication, 
maintaining a 3.94 grade point average. This 
is quite a feat given that she also devotes her 
time to Concert Choir, College Republicans, 
Campus Crusade for Christ, and a cultural 
group called Conversation Links. 

Mr. Speaker, Krista has proven herself to be 
a kind, upstanding, hard-working individual, 
both personally and professionally. Mr. Med-
ford office was very fortunate to have such a 
dedicated intern during an especially busy 
summer. I know that Krista will only continue 
to excel, and I wish her all the best in her fu-
ture endeavors.

f

HONORING ROSEMARY DUNCAN

HON. JOHN E. SWEENEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. SWEENEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Ms. Rosemary Duncan on her out-
standing leadership and dedication to helping 
our military personal at the Samuel S. Stratton
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VA Medical Center in Albany, New York. Ms. 
Duncan received her degree as a Nurse Prac-
titioner, from Albany Medical College/Russell 
Sage College in 1973 and has been a Reg-
istered Nurse since 1960. Although a Nurse 
Practitioner, her activities within the Hospital 
have extended far beyond the realm of patient 
care. 

Always considering patient care to be very 
important, Ms. Duncan has permeated many 
different facets of the Stratton VA Medical 
Center. By taking on positions in the Public 
Relations department and becoming the En-
rollment Director between 1998–2000, she has 
aided the Stratton VA Medical Center in many 
different manners in order to improve patient 
care. Ms. Duncan has also held many other 
prestigious positions; she has worked in Inter-
nal Medicine and was also the Associate Chief 
of General Internal Medicine. In addition, she 
has worked in the Emergency Room at both 
the Stratton VA Medical Center and at St. Pe-
ter’s Hospital. 

Rosemary Duncan has received many major 
awards. Most recently, she received the 
Homeless Veterans Stand Down Appreciation 
Award of 2002. Some of her past awards in-
clude, the National DAV Award in 1999 and 
the New York State American Legion Award in 
1997. With her strong dedication to Veterans 
affairs and her caring nature, Rosemary has 
volunteered to be a board member for the Mili-
tary Heritage Institute as well as Vet Care in 
1996. She also participated in the Freihofer’s 
Run for Women in 1994. 

Instilled with a strong sense of compassion, 
Rosemary Duncan has dedicated her life to 
the well-being of veterans. She serves her 
country in an admirable capacity through her 
selfless acts. She is a friend of all people who 
are in need of care and is an important asset 
to the Stratton VA Medical Center.

f

TRIBUTE TO EMMITT SMITH

HON. JEFF MILLER 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. JEFF MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to congratulate my constituent and 
the new National Football League’s All-Time 
leading rusher, Emmitt Smith. 

On Sunday, October 27, 2002, Emmitt 
Smith took a handoff and crashed through the 
line for an 11-yard gain, giving him 16,728 ca-
reer rushing yards, breaking the 15-year mark 
set by the former Chicago Bears great, Walter 
Payton, and establishing him as the most 
complete running back in NFL history. 

At Escambia High School, Emmitt Smith 
posted some of the state’s highest career 
rushing and scoring titles with 8,804 yards, 
106 touchdowns and two state titles. As a 
senior, Emmitt Smith was an All-American run-
ning back and prep Player of the Year by Pa-
rade magazine and USA Today. He was also 
selected as the ‘‘Just Say No’’ anti-drug cam-
paign’s prep football players representative at 
the White House. 

Being one of the nation’s top high school re-
cruits, Emmitt Smith decided to stay at home 
in the Sunshine State and attend the Univer-
sity of Florida. In his seventh game as a 
Gator, he passed the 1,000-yard mark faster 
than any other runner in college football his-

tory and led the Southeastern Conference in 
rushing as a freshman with 1,341 yards. 

Following his college career, Emmitt was 
the 17th pick by the Dallas Cowboys in the 
1990 NFL draft. Considered too small and too 
slow by critics, he made an impression few 
other players can equal. Throughout his 12-
year career, he has established himself as 
one of the games all-time greats. He has won 
three Super Bowl titles, four NFL rushing titles 
and a league and Super Bowl Most Valuable 
Player award. 

This same man who is impossible to tackle 
on the football field has trounced his biggest 
adversaries not in the football stadiums across 
the country, but on the streets and neighbor-
hoods of our communities. Emmitt Smith is ac-
tive in the communities of Northwest Florida, 
dedicating his time to aiding youth and chil-
dren. He hosts the annual Feed the Children 
food drive and is a national spokesman for the 
‘‘Take a Player to School Program’’ and is one 
of the many supporters of Big Brother/Big Sis-
ters and Boys Club of Pensacola. 

On behalf of the United States Congress, I 
would like to congratulate Emmitt Smith, num-
ber 22, on his great achievement and offer my 
sincere thanks for his example to the commu-
nities of Northwest Florida.

f

TRIBUTE TO NEWARK EMERGENCY 
SERVICES FOR FAMILIES, INC.

HON. DONALD M. PAYNE 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pride that I stand today to recognize the 25th 
anniversary of Newark Emergency Services 
for Families, Inc. Founded in 1977 by a group 
of concerned Newark citizens, the organization 
sought to help residents who had suffered job 
loss and displacement after the civil uprisings 
of the 1960’s. Opening its doors in 1979 as 
the ‘‘Emergency Service Network’’, the organi-
zation has grown immensely in both breadth 
and depth. 

Since its beginnings, the Newark Emer-
gency Service for Families, Inc. has gone from 
seeing 1,257 Newarkers annually in 1984, to 
over 50,000 Essex County citizens annually. 
Programs now not only include basic emer-
gency services but also long-term programs 
designed to promote stabilization and self-suf-
ficiency. 

The Newark Emergency Service for Fami-
lies, Inc. has become a vital organization not 
only in Newark, but also in the Essex County 
community as a whole. The organization, 
started by citizens themselves, has reached 
out to help neighbors in need, thus enriching 
the lives of many and strengthening our com-
munity. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sure that my colleagues 
here in the House of Representatives join with 
me today in recognizing the vital contributions 
of the Newark Emergency Services for Fami-
lies, Inc. on their anniversary of 25 years of 
service to the Newark community.

PAYING TRIBUTE TO JACKIE 
ELAINE MEADOWS WALLACE

HON. SCOTT McINNIS
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
honor that I take this opportunity to recognize 
Jackie Wallace for her many years of service 
in Colorado. Jackie, a resident of Mancos, 
Colorado, is an outstanding example of the 
hard work and dedication that citizens 
throughout rural America devote to their com-
munities. It is with great pride that I pay tribute 
to her today before this body of Congress and 
this Nation. 

Jackie grew up around the agricultural and 
ranching communities of Colorado where she 
learned firsthand of the joys and hardships 
that come with life on the range. Born to Jack 
and Lucille Meadows on a snowy night in 
1932, Jackie was raised on a ranch in 
McElmo Canyon. The fourth daughter of five, 
she attended the local Battlerock School until 
the girls moved to Cortez where they could at-
tend high school. 

On Christmas Day 1951, Jackie married 
Dwight Wallace. When Dwight was drafted to 
serve two years in the Army, Jackie and 
Dwight’s mother Mary ran the family ranch 
themselves, with the generous help of Doreen 
and Jimmy Fitzgerald. But Jackie hasn’t re-
stricted herself to just the ranch. As a charter 
member of the Southwestern Cowbelles, Jack-
ie co-chaired their napkin committee, sold the 
most brand-quilt tickets, and even presided as 
their president from 1964 to 1965. For all her 
efforts with the organization, the Southwestern 
Cowbelles recently honored Jackie with an 
Honorary Lifetime Membership. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with great admiration that 
I recognize the dedication of Jackie Wallace. 
Jackie is an outstanding example of rural 
American values and it is my honor to extend 
to her my congratulations before this body of 
Congress and our Nation. Keep up the good 
work, Jackie!

f

OPPOSITION PARTY MEMBERS 
BEING ARRESTED IN PUNJAB

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, in Punjab, there 
are elections coming up for the SGPC, the or-
ganization that is in charge of all the 
Gurdwaras, or Sikh temples, in India. Accord-
ing to the Times of India, members of the 
Shiromani Akali Dal, which used to run the 
state government until it lost the state elec-
tions to the Congress Party earlier this year, 
are being arrested in connection with these 
elections. Many members of the party are 
going into hiding. 

The Akali government under the leadership 
of Parkash Badal was the most corrupt gov-
ernment in Punjab’s history. They came up 
with a new term for bribery. They called it ‘‘fee 
for service.’’ You didn’t get the service unless 
you paid the fee. And they did nothing to get 
Sikh political prisoners released or to bring po-
lice officers who committed murder and other
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atrocities against the Sikhs to justice. I was 
proud to be one of the 42 Members of this 
House from both parties who signed a letter 
earlier this year asking President Bush to work 
for the release of these political prisoners. 

We all support the prosecution of corrupt 
and brutal officials who were responsible for 
crimes against the people. However, those 
who committed these crimes should be 
brought to justice for these crimes. They and 
their followers should not be arrested merely 
for belonging to the Akali party. 

A democracy does not arrest people for 
their political affiliations. A democracy does 
not hold political prisoners. Yet these things 
are happening today in India, which says that 
it is the ‘‘world’s largest democracy.’’ A report 
from the Movement Against State Repression 
showed that India admitted to holding 52,268 
Sikhs as political prisoners. Some have been 
there since 1984. Tens of thousands of other 
minorities are also being held, according to 
Amnesty International. 

More than 250,000 Sikhs have been mur-
dered by the Indian government. It has also 
killed over 80,000 Kashmiri Muslims, over 
200,000 Christians in Nagaland, and tens of 
thousands of other minorities as well. Priests 
have been killed, nuns have been raped, 
churches have been burned, prayer halls and 
schools have been attacked by members of 
the RSS, the pro-Fascist parent organization 
of the ruling BJP. Indian soldiers were caught 
red-handed trying to set fire to some Sikh 
homes and a Gurdwara in a village in Kash-
mir. The government has been implicated in 
the mass murders of Muslims in Gujarat this 
spring and in the March 2000 massacre of 35 
Sikhs in Chithisinghpora. It is clear that the 
true face of India is not democratic at all, but 
it is a Hindu theocratic tyranny. 

The political arrest of members of the oppo-
sition party underline the fact that India is not 
democratic. Therefore, it is not worthy of U.S. 
support. We should stop our aid to India and 
our trade with that corrupt, theocratic state. 
We should make a public declaration of sup-
port for self-determination for Punjab, 
Khalistan, for predominantly Christian 
Nagaland, for Kashmir, and for all the peoples 
and nations seeking their freedom from India. 
This is the best way to bring real freedom, 
peace, stability, and security to everyone in 
that troubled region. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to place the Times 
of India article into the RECORD at this time.

[The Times of India, Nov. 12, 2002] 

BEARDS WERE TIED UP, BLUE DISCARDED 

(By Ks Dhaliwal) 

JALANDHAR/BEAS/RAYYA.—Gurcharan 
Singh Channi heard the knock on the door at 
2.30 am of November 7. He guessed right. It 
was the early morning swoop. He slipped out 
of the back door. From then on till Monday 
he remained underground, travelling to 
Nadda Sahib, boldly giving interviews to var-
ious TV channels, moving on to Chandigarh, 
Ludhiana. Only on Monday he reached 
Harminder Sahib along with thousands of 
others who were on the run after the Punjab 
Police went into an overdrive to arrest SAD 
(Badal) leaders in view of the SGPC elec-
tions. Channi is the general secretary, 
Jalandhar urban unit, SAD (Badal). Many 
more like Channi reached Harminder Sahib 
on Monday in disguise. They hoodwinked the 
nakas en-route by rolling up their flowing 
beards, switching over from the traditional 
Akali blue turban to maroon, coffee colour 
and sky blue. 

They even got past nakas adopting urban 
styles. Instead of the kurta pajama, they 
switched to trousers, shirts and neckties. 

Hundreds of them were taken out of buses. 
At Nadkodar Chowk on Monday all bearded 
men were barred from boarding buses. Sucha 
Singh Langah tied up his beard to get into 
the Golden Temple. Sarwan Singh Phillaur, 
who was under house arrest, also managed to 
give police the slip. 

Venturing out from Jalandhar many fol-
lowed circuitous routes through link roads. 
One popular route used to reach Amritsar 
was from Jalandhar to Tanda, Hargobindpur 
Sahib, Mehta Chowk, Mattewal, Majitha by-
pass and then the Golden Temple. It took 
double the time as they traversed twice the 
distance. 

Some went from Jalandhar to Kapurthala, 
Goindwal Sahib, Tarn Taran, Amritsar. 
Armarjit Singh took his wife and sister-in-
law along posing at the nakes that the latter 
was sick and was being taken to the hos-
pital. 

Resham Singh Thiara, who contested the 
last assembly elections from Nawanshabr on 
an Akali Dal ticket, posed as a businessman 
from Delhi. 

Buses entering Punjab on Monday were 
halted at over 40 nakas on way to Jalandhar. 
‘‘It was only by evening that the nakas ap-
peared to relent as news spread and probably 
the signal was beeped to relax the check 
after the government probably realised that 
it was having a damaging effect on the psy-
che of the people,’’ said Thiara. 

SAD members shout anti-government slo-
gans at the Golden Temple Complex, on Mon-
day.

f

TRIBUTE TO FIRE CHIEF GUY 
WILLIS

HON. JEFF MILLER 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. JEFF MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to recognize Fire Chief Guy Willis 
of the Ocean City-Wright Fire Department. For 
55 years, Chief Willis has dedicated his serv-
ices to our Armed Forces and Okaloosa Coun-
ty, Florida. 

Guy J. Willis, Jr., was born in Mt. Ephriam, 
New Jersey on March 12, 1934, he was the 
son of Gary J. Willis, Sr. and Anna C. Willis. 
He spent his early years at ‘‘fish town,’’ the 
oldest section of Northeast Philadelphia. 

In 1952, at the age of 17, he entered the 
United States Air Force receiving his basic 
training at Samson AFB, New York. After 
basic training, Chief Willis continued to serve 
in the Air Force in the fire service industry and 
retired in 1984 having served honorably for 32 
years with the rank of Chief Master Sergeant. 

Following his retirement from the Air Force, 
Chief Willis joined the Ocean City-Wright Fire 
Control District as a Fire Safety Officer and 
later was promoted to the Fire Chief position. 
He has been employed with the department 
for the past 18 years. 

Chief Willis is married to the former Miss 
Kimi Kato of Nagoya, Japan. He has been 
married for 46 years and has two sons, Colo-
nel Guy J. Willis III, and Lt. Colonel Steven W. 
Willis, both of who are Air Force Academy 
graduates. In addition to his sons, Chief Willis 
has one brother, Ronald B. Willis, Chief Mas-

ter Sergeant, USAF, retired, and one daugh-
ter-in-law, Judith R. Willis, Lt. Colonel, USAF, 
retired. 

Between the five Willis family members, 
they have served a total of 125 years of con-
tinuous Air Force service to our country. 

Chief Willis and his wife, Kimi, claim Florida 
as their home of record and the Ft. Walton 
Beach area as their permanent home of resi-
dence, as they have resided here longer than 
any place else since birth. 

On behalf of the United States Congress, I 
would like to recognize this special person for 
the example he has set in his community. I 
offer my sincere thanks for all that he has 
done for Northwest Florida and this great na-
tion.

f

PAYING TRIBUTE TO DANNY 
GALLOWAY

HON. SCOTT McINNIS
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
pride that I rise today to pay tribute to Danny 
Galloway of Grand Junction, Colorado. The 
Grand Junction Lions Club recently awarded 
Danny with the prestigious Home Town Hero 
award for his years of service to the Grand 
Junction Special Olympics. As he receives this 
recognition, I would like to pay tribute to the ir-
replaceable contributions he has made to the 
community of Grand Junction. 

For the past two decades, Danny has dedi-
cated his time and energy as a Special Olym-
pics coach, organizer and teacher of children 
with severe disabilities. Danny works closely 
with School District 51 through a program 
called ‘‘Top Guns,’’ an organization made up 
of Special Education graduates. Danny also 
works with a program called ‘‘Under Eight 
Can’t Wait,’’ which sponsors involvement for 
children still too young to participate in the 
Special Olympics. Through these programs, 
Danny encourages participation and organizes 
volunteers necessary to make the Special 
Olympics a success. 

During the 20 years that Danny has worked 
with the organization, he has played an inte-
gral role in helping to increase Special Olym-
pics participation. Through Danny’s leadership, 
School District 51 has expanded its Special 
Olympics program from only 11 participants at 
its inception to nearly 200 today. The Grand 
Junction Special Olympics offers 25 different 
sports for kids with a variety of physical and 
mental disabilities. The program provides dis-
abled children with the opportunity necessary 
to become physically fit, confident and produc-
tive members of society. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with great admiration that 
I recognize Danny Galloway of Grand Junc-
tion, Colorado before this body of Congress 
and this nation. Mr. Galloway has committed 
his time and energy toward improving the lives 
of a countless number of disabled children. 
His selfless dedication to helping those in 
need has served as inspiration to us all, and 
it is an honor to represent such an outstanding 
American.
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CONGRATULATING SAMUEL NEL-

SON GREENWOOD ON HIS INDUC-
TION INTO THE VILLANOVA UNI-
VERSITY HALL OF FAME

HON. MICHAEL E. CAPUANO 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to con-
gratulate Samuel Nelson Greenwood upon his 
induction into to the Villanova University Hall 
of Fame. He was a premier college athlete 
who achieved a great deal during his athletic 
career. 

Mr. Greenwood is a 1963 graduate of Som-
erville High School in Somerville, Massachu-
setts. He ranked second in his class for scho-
lastics. In addition to his academic accom-
plishments, Mr. Greenwood was an accom-
plished baseball player. In fact, the Boston 
Red Sox drafted Mr. Greenwood after gradua-
tion, but he chose, instead, to accept a full 
four-year scholarship to Villanova University. 

Mr. Greenwood played baseball for three 
years at Villanova University, playing primarily 
in center field. During his senior year, Mr. 
Greenwood was the captain of the university’s 
baseball team. In 1967, he graduated from 
Villanova with a degree in Education. 

Mr. Greenwood’s baseball career continued 
when he was drafted by the Cincinnati Reds 
to play first base and center field. He was a 
member of the Reds for three years. 

It is unusual for someone to get accepted 
into the Villanova University Hall of Fame the 
first time they are nominated. Mr. Greenwood 
will be inducted into the Hall of Fame on No-
vember 1, 2002, the first year that his can-
didacy was considered. 

I offer my congratulations and best wishes 
to Mr. Greenwood.

f

TRIBUTE TO MONTE VISTA 
NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE

HON. SCOTT McINNIS
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
take this moment to pay tribute to the first Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge in Colorado. The Monte 
Vista National Wildlife Refuge, established in 
the San Luis Valley, is an example of how 
much Coloradans value their lands and wild-
life. As the refuge celebrates its golden anni-
versary, it is my honor to pay tribute to it be-
fore this body of Congress and this nation. 

Established in June 1952, the Monte Vista 
National Wildlife Refuge created a safe haven 
for waterfowl and migratory birds to coexist 
alongside nearby agricultural communities. 
The snowy and cattle egrets, American bit-
terns, white-faced ibis, and black crowned 
night herons have all found a home in the ref-
uge. Its habitat along the Spring Creek cur-
rently boasts some of their largest Colorado 
nesting populations. The refuge’s wetlands 
witnessed the re-introduction of Canada geese 
into the San Luis Valley and helped the Aleu-
tian Canada goose recover from its endan-
gered species status. 

As an important habitat for so many spe-
cies, the Monte Vista National Wildlife Refuge 

lives up to its designation as a land of many 
uses. Besides alleviating the wildlife impact on 
local agriculture, the refuge boasts the longest 
running duck nesting density study in North 
America, as well as important education and 
observation facilities. The refuge provides a 
place to hunt and fish, and holds an annual 
fishing event for children, as well as a crane 
festival each April. 

To celebrate its 50 years, the refuge marked 
the anniversary year by opening three new 
viewing pullouts along Colorado Highway 15. 
When completed, the pullouts will include in-
formation kiosks, viewing scopes, and inter-
pretive signs. It has taken 15 years of staff 
and local support to obtain the funds for the 
improvements with 20% of the $190,000 
raised locally. Such success is a testament to 
the local leadership, so it is fitting that former 
refuge manager, Charles ‘‘Pete’’ Bryant was 
also recognized as a conservation pioneer and 
for his immeasurable service to the refuge. Mr. 
Speaker it is my privilege to rise today to 
honor the Monte Vista National Wildlife Ref-
uge. It stands as a model of 50 years of co-
operation between the public’s many interests, 
integrating the refuge seamlessly into the agri-
cultural community around it. The refuge and 
its partners have shown great dedication to 
conserving wildlife habitat and I am honored to 
extend this recognition to them for all they 
have accomplished.

f

RECOGNIZING THE CONTRIBU-
TIONS OF DR. GUY STEVER TO 
THE UNITED STATES SCIENCE 
COMMUNITY

HON. CONSTANCE A. MORELLA 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor a very special constituent, a man who 
was one of the central figures in the twentieth 
century science community, Dr. Guy Stever. 
Dr. Stever has recently authored his memoirs 
titled, ‘‘In War and Peace: My Life in Science 
and Technology.’’ In this thoughtful and well-
written work, Dr. Stever retells his extraor-
dinary life as one of the key figures in many 
of America’s scientific developments in the 
past century. 

As a past president of Carnegie Mellon Uni-
versity, former Chief Scientist of the United 
States Air Force, Director of the National 
Science Foundation, professor at MIT for 20 
years, member of the National Academies of 
Sciences and Engineering, and as Presidential 
Science Advisor for both Presidents Nixon and 
Ford, Guy Stever has spent his entire life 
committed to excellence in the science com-
munity and to service of his country. 

He was a key figure in developing America’s 
guided missile program after World War II, 
and also worked intimately on our country’s 
anti-ballistic missile defense program during 
the Cold War. He was instrumental to the cre-
ation of NASA, and to the founding of Car-
negie Mellon University. He also chaired the 
oversight committee that redesigned NASA’s 
space shuttle boosters after the Challenger 
disaster. 

Mr. Speaker, Dr. Stever’s memoirs tell the 
story of a man who was critical to the United 
States emergence as a leader in the science 

and technological advancements of the last 
century. I think it is only appropriate that the 
107th Congress honor and thank him for his 
outstanding contributions to the world of 
science and to our nation. May we only hope 
that our nation is blessed with more out-
standing Americans like Dr. Stever to lead our 
country into the years ahead.

f

TRIBUTE TO TRACY SPINUZZI

HON. SCOTT McINNIS
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 12, 2002
Mr. MCINNIS. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 

pride that I recognize Tracy Spinuzzi of Pueb-
lo, Colorado for her outstanding service as a 
health educator at Centennial High School. 
Tracy has recently been named Colorado’s 
Outstanding Health Educator of the Year and, 
as she receives this recognition I would like to 
pay tribute to her career and the irreplaceable 
contributions she has made toward educating 
Colorado’s future generation.

Tracy began her career teaching physical 
education, which she did for almost nine years 
before realizing that her true passion was in 
health education. Over the years, Tracy was 
naturally drawn to many health related issues 
including nutrition, exercise, communication 
and healthy habits. By employing her interest 
in health related subjects and utilizing her ex-
pertise as a teacher, Tracy is providing her 
students with the lessons necessary to be-
come happy and healthy adults.

Perhaps one of Tracy’s greatest talents as 
an educator is her ability to relate and commu-
nicate with her students on a daily basis. 
Although she has been teaching health edu-
cation for nearly nine years now, she still ar-
rives to school each morning with the same in-
terest and enthusiasm for her subject that has 
become her hallmark. The passion and energy 
that Tracy brings to her lectures each day 
helps to captivate her students’ attention and 
teach them to think critically about the deci-
sions they must confront on a daily basis.

Mr. Speaker, it is with great distinction that 
I recognize Tracy Spinuzzi of Pueblo, Colo-
rado before this body of Congress and this na-
tion. For nearly 20 years, Tracy has dedicated 
her time and energy in the service of edu-
cation. She has provided her students with the 
information necessary to make healthy and 
well informed decisions throughout their lives. 
I commend Tracy for her efforts and wish her 
luck in all of her future endeavors.

f

TRIBUTE TO JUDGE ALICE A. 
LYTLE

HON. ROBERT T. MATSUI 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I rise in tribute to 
Judge Alice A. Lytle, one of Sacramento’s 
most capable jurists and dedicated public 
servants. After 20 remarkable years on the 
bench, Judge Lytle will be retiring from the 
Sacramento County Superior Court at the end 
of the year. As her friends and family gather 
to celebrate Judge Lytle’s illustrious career, I 
ask all of my colleagues to join me in saluting 
this outstanding judicial officer.
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After graduating with a Bachelor of Arts de-

gree in physiology from Hunter College in New 
York City, Judge Lytle headed out west to at-
tend Hasting College of Law. Judge Lytle was 
successively secretary and president of the 
Black Law Students Association, member of 
the Student Facility Curriculum Committee and 
the Student Faculty Academic Standards 
Committee. Throughout law school Judge 
Lytle was also employed as a law clerk for the 
National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People and various attorneys in pri-
vate practice. 

Soon after completing law school, Judge 
Lytle became an instructor of Criminal Law at 
New College of Law in San Francisco. At the 
same time, she also served as a Rural Hous-
ing Specialist with the National Housing and 
Economic Development Law Project. Eventu-
ally, Judge Lytle would make her way to Sac-
ramento where she would serve as the Deputy 
Legal Affairs Secretary in the office of Gov-
ernor Edmund G. Brown, Jr. 

As a result of her strong civil rights back-
ground, Judge Lytle was appointed by Gov-
ernor Brown to head the Division of Fair Em-
ployment Practices with the Department of In-
dustrial Relations. 

In this capacity, Judge Lytle managed a 
staff of approximately 200 workers in 10 of-
fices within the state. She would ultimately be 
appointed as the Secretary of the State and 
Consumer Services Agency, a Cabinet-level 
agency in the State of California that exercises 
general management, coordinative and liaison 
responsibility over 13 departments and pro-
gram entities. 

In 1983, Judge Lytle was appointed to the 
Sacramento Municipal Court, sitting in trial 
court hearing misdemeanor trials, felony pre-
liminary hearings and civil court as well as jury 
trials. From June 1988 to September 1989, 
Judge Lytle served as presiding Judge of the 
Municipal Court. Judge Lytle also served as 
the Master Calendar judge for unlawful de-
tainer matters. 

Currently serving on special assignment as 
a Superior Court judge to the Juvenile Division 
of the Superior Court, she is the Lead Judicial 
Officer for juvenile dependency cases. Judge 
Lytle has remained especially giving with her 
time and energy through financial contributions 
and services to programs that benefit youth 
and the underprivileged. Judge Lytle received 
funding from the Wellness Foundation to cre-
ate a mentor program for delinquents called 
the SacraMentor Program. Judge Lytle also 
established the Healthy Teen Mothers pro-
gram and served as a mentor for pregnant 
teens while working with the Birthing Project. 

Mr. Speaker, as Judge Lytle’s friends and 
family gather to celebrate her great career, I 
am honored to pay tribute to one of Sac-
ramento’s most honorable citizens. Her suc-
cesses are considerable, and it is a great 
honor for me to have the opportunity to pay 
tribute to her contributions to the city of Sac-
ramento. I ask all of my colleagues to join with 
me in wishing Judge Lytle continued success 
in all her future endeavors.

CONGRATULATING THE 38TH DIS-
TRICT’S BLUE RIBBON SCHOOLS

HON. STEPHEN HORN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. HORN. Mr. Speaker, I am very proud 
that two schools in California’s 38th District re-
cently were honored as Blue Ribbon Schools 
by the U.S. Department of Education for the 
2001–2002 school year. Elementary and sec-
ondary schools compete for this honor in alter-
nate years. Last year I was proud to recognize 
the two elementary schools in my district cho-
sen for this honor. This year, I am pleased to 
announce that St. Matthias High School of 
Downey and St. Joseph High School of Lake-
wood have received this prestigious award. 

According to Education Secretary Rod 
Paige, Blue Ribbon Schools share several 
characteristics, including a clear vision and 
shared sense of mission, a challenging, up-to-
date curriculum, policies and practices to en-
sure a safe campus conducive to learning, evi-
dence of family involvement, and a commit-
ment to help all students achieve high stand-
ards. Moreover, by their very nature, these 
two schools stress the importance of moral 
character and community service to their stu-
dents. 

These two schools are examples of what is 
right in education. They show the remarkable 
successes that happen when teachers, par-
ents and students are committed to a superior 
standard of education. I congratulate the fac-
ulty, teachers, parents and students of St. 
Matthias and St. Joseph on this remarkable 
achievement, and wish them well in their con-
tinued pursuit of educational excellence.

f

TRIBUTE TO CHINA ROEBER

HON. SCOTT McINNIS
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. McINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
take this moment to pay tribute to an out-
standing Colorado restaurateur who has been 
serving South Fork, Colorado for 25 years. 
China Roeber, owner of La Casita restaurant, 
is an example of the entrepreneurial spirit that 
keeps our country strong. It is for her dedica-
tion and service to the South Fork community 
that I stand to pay tribute to China Roeber be-
fore this body of Congress and this nation.

For more than 25 years, China has owned 
and operated La Casita, with many of those 
years spent in Creede before the restaurant 
moved to its present location in South Fork. 
Because she suffers from Lupus, China can 
no longer keep La Casita open everyday. 
Rather, she opens it for the summer and 
spends her winters with her husband, Mac, in 
their Creede home.

Since the beginning, China’s La Casita res-
taurant has drawn returning customers from 
throughout the state and region as people 
pass though during the summer season. Her 
exclusive use of corn tortillas, along with her 
commitment to serving authentic Mexican 
food, has made her establishment a great 

choice for dining. The jobs China provides to 
local Coloradans in the summer are also an 
important addition to the local economy.

Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to rise today 
to honor this outstanding citizen before this 
body of Congress and this nation. China 
Roeber has shown great dedication to the 
communities and people she serves, and I am 
glad to extend to her my gratitude for all of her 
service.

f

HONORING RICHARD E. SCOTT

HON. CHET EDWARDS 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Richard E. Scott for his dedication to 
providing health care to citizens of Central 
Texas. 

On October 31, 2002, Richard retired as 
President and CEO of Hillcrest Health System 
after forty years of service. Richard has 
served Hillcrest in a number of ways during 
his career, beginning in 1962 as a Registration 
Clerk and Cashier, and working his way up to 
President in 1992. At each stage in his career, 
Richard worked tirelessly to diversify and up-
date the services of Hillcrest. Under his lead-
ership, Hillcrest has invested in needed med-
ical technologies such as MRI and CT serv-
ices and has expanded important hospice, 
community clinic and social programs. 

Richard has found special meaning in his 
calling as a healthcare professional and has 
been active in his commitment to local health 
care. His dedication has led him to leadership 
positions in important medical associations 
such as the American Cancer Society Advi-
sory Board, the Arthritis Foundation Advisory 
Committee, the board of FirstCare HMO and 
the Waco Family Practice Foundation. 

Richard’s lifelong enthusiasm for providing 
quality healthcare is matched only by his de-
votion to his community. He is a real friend to 
all who meet him and is known for his integ-
rity, fairness and honesty. In addition to serv-
ing as president of the Dr. Pepper Museum 
and Education Foundation, chairman of the 
board of the Waco Business League and 
Member of the board of directors of the Waco 
Chamber of Commerce, Richard is a Deacon 
of First Baptist Waco and was Deacon Chair-
man at Highland Baptist Church. He is a 
member of several groups active in community 
involvement, such as the Rotary Club of 
Waco, the United Way of McLennan County, 
Waco ISD Partnership in Education, Waco 
Conference of Christians and Jews and the 
Waco Big 12 Steering Committee. 

Because of his efforts in healthcare and in 
his community, Richard has been recognized 
with numerous honors including the United 
Way Volunteer of the Year Award, the Amer-
ican Red Cross CEO of the Year Award, the 
Trinity University Healthcare Alumni Associa-
tion Leonard A. Duce Award, Honorary Patron 
Chairman of the Cattle Baron’s Ball, the Ma-
sonic Grand Lodge of Texas Community 
Builder Award and the Public Relations Soci-
ety of America Silver Bridge Award. 

Outside of his career, Mr. Scott enjoys 
spending time with his wife Carol, their two 
children and seven grandchildren. 

I ask all of my colleagues to join me in hon-
oring the life and accomplishments of Richard
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E. Scott. The people of my District are better 
off today because of his commitment to health 
care and community service.

f

PAYING TRIBUTE TO: LATINO 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

HON. SCOTT McINNIS
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. McINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
take a moment to pay tribute to an out-
standing Colorado organization. The Latino 
Chamber of Commerce, based in Pueblo, Col-
orado, is an example of the leadership and 
entrepreneurial spirit that are vital to our coun-
try. As the chamber celebrates its 23rd anni-
versary, it is my honor to pay tribute to this or-
ganization of community leaders before this 
body of Congress and this nation. 

The Latino Chamber of Commerce was es-
tablished in Pueblo in 1979 to organize the 
Hispanic professional community and give it a 
clear, unified voice. Many prominent Latino 
leaders supported the chamber as it grew, 
doing all they could to promote the organiza-
tion and its goals. As the chamber steadily 
grew in size and reputation, it began to func-
tion on its own. By the early 1990’s, it hired 
assistants to help manage the increasing ad-
ministrative load, and soon added a director 
and support staff. Then, in 1995, the chamber 
moved into its own building at 215 South Vic-
torian Street, rightfully taking a place in the 
Historic Union District of Pueblo. 

The Latino Chamber can point to many ac-
complishments in its 23 years. Over 800 indi-
viduals, businesses, and corporations are 
presently members of the Latino Chamber. At 
the recent United States Hispanic Chamber of 
Commerce’s conference, Pueblo’s Latino 
Chamber was acknowledged with the Hispanic 
Chamber of the Year Award for being the best 
in the region. The award recognized the many 
contributions the chamber has made to the 
community, as well as the challenges it has 
overcome. With such an outstanding organiza-
tion, it is no wonder several of its members 
walked away from the conference with indi-
vidual regional awards and are now under 
consideration for national recognition. The 
owner of Cortez Construction, Carla Barela, 
earned the Hispanic Businesswoman of the 
Year Award; Patrick Avalos received the Gov-
ernment Hispanic Business Advocate of the 
Year Award for his work on the Pueblo City 
Council; and Priscilla Lucero took home the 
Corporate Hispanic Business Advocate of the 
Year Award for her leadership at Wells Fargo. 
Leaders like these make the Latino Chamber 
stand out in the Pueblo community. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my privilege to rise today 
to honor the Latino Chamber of Commerce of 
Pueblo before this body of Congress and this 
nation. The chamber has shown great dedica-
tion to the community it serves. I am honored 
to extend my sincere gratitude to the chamber 
and its members for all they have accom-
plished, and I wish them all the best.

TRIBUTE TO J.D. BRAY

HON. JEFF MILLER 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. JEFF MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to recognize J.D. Bray of Santa 
Rosa County. Mayor Bray served the town of 
Jay for forty-four years as Mayor holding the 
second longest reign in the state of Florida. 

Mayor Bray was born Christmas day in 
1919 and has been a lifelong resident of Jay. 
Mayor Bray volunteered for the U.S. Army in 
1939 and served 18 months in Europe. He 
risked his life for our country when he crossed 
the half intact Remigan Bridge, while being 
shelled, in the ‘‘Battle of the Bulge’’. 

After being discharged from the service in 
1946, Mayor Bray worked for Escambia River 
Electric Cooperative until going into business 
for himself in 1954. He owned and operated 
the Bray Service Station until he sold the busi-
ness in 1962. 

He then worked for the Jay Natural Gas 
System during construction of the system and 
the conversion of consumer’s appliances. 
Mayor Bray managed the parts department of 
Burns Tractor Company in 1963 and worked 
there until he accepted a job with the Santa 
Rosa County Board of Commissioners in 
1968. Mayor Bray was elected to the Town 
Council of the town of Jay in 1954 and was 
elected its mayor in 1956. 

As mayor, Bray was instrumental in getting 
natural gas for the town, a sewer system, a 
second water well, a well-equipped voluntary 
fire department, Bray-Hendricks Park (named 
in his honor), which provides recreational fa-
cilities for all ages, and a new town hall. He 
worked to obtain facilities and transportation 
for over sixty years. 

I would also like to recognize Mayor Bray’s 
family, who has had a helping hand in his suc-
cess. Mayor Bray is married to the former 
Theda Rae Warrick and they have three chil-
dren: Debbie Weil, Cheryl Bray, and Stewart 
Bray. 

Mr. Bray has been a part and is currently 
active in many organizations: Jay Volunteer 
Fire Department, Quarterback Club, Redrock 
Lodge number 96, Scottish Rite, Hadji Shrine 
Temple and Mustang Unit, Veterans of For-
eign Wars and member and past commander 
of American Legion Post number 121. 

On behalf of the United States Congress, I 
would like to recognize this special person for 
the example he has set in his community. I 
offer my sincere thanks for all that he has 
done for Northwest Florida.

f

MURDER OF 5 DALITS SHOWS 
THERE IS NO FREEDOM IN INDIA

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, much has hap-
pened while we were in recess. In Dulena, 
India, five Dalits, the dark-skinned 
‘‘Untouchables,’’ the lowest caste in India’s re-
pressive caste system, were murdered be-
cause of a rumor that they had killed a cow. 
Cows are revered in Hinduism. 

According to the Washington Post, family 
members stated that at least one of the Dalits 
was murdered by the police because the 
Dalits refused to pay them a bribe. The re-
mainder were killed by upper-caste Hindus 
after the police planted a rumor that the Dalits 
had killed a cow. 

To make this case even more offensive, 
charges have been filed against the five Dalit 
victims, but no charges have been filed 
against the police who were involved in these 
murders. In Hindu-dominated India, apparently 
the life of a cow is worth more than those of 
five humans. What kind of country protects 
cows but engages in the massive killing of mi-
norities? 

Dalits are converting in large numbers in 
order to escape from this oppression, prompt-
ing the BJP to pass laws in the states it con-
trols banning anyone from converting to any 
religion other than Hindu. 

Unfortunately, this is part of a long pattern 
of Indian tyranny against the Dalits. Tens of 
thousands of Dalits have been killed by the In-
dian government. In an incident several years 
ago, a Dalit constable went into a Hindu tem-
ple on a rainy day and he was stoned to 
death. A little Dalit girl was blinded by her 
teacher when she drank water from the com-
munity pitcher. And Sikhs, Christians, Mus-
lims, and other minorities have suffered from 
similar persecution. As you know, over 
250,000 Sikhs have been murdered since 
1984, over 80,000 Kashmiri Muslims have 
been killed since 1988, and over 200,000 
Christians have been killed in Nagaland, in ad-
dition to tens of thousands of Assamese, 
Bodos, Manipuris, Tamils, and others. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not the conduct of a 
democratic state. If America wants to live by 
its principles and help spread democracy, it 
must take action against this kind of repres-
sion. India has already been declared a coun-
try that violates religious freedom, which 
seems to be confirmed by these latest inci-
dents. It is time to impose the sanctions that 
this status brings. We should also cut off our 
aid and trade with India until human rights are 
respected and declare our support for self-de-
termination for all the peoples of South, be-
cause self-determination is the very essence 
of democracy. These measures will help bring 
real freedom, peace, prosperity, and stability 
to all the peoples and nations of the subconti-
nent. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to place the Coun-
cil of Khalista’s press release on the killing of 
these five Dalits into the RECORD at this time.
[Council of Khalistan, Press Release, Oct. 29, 

2002] 
5 DALITS MURDERED ON RUMOR OF COW 

KILLING 
FUNDAMENTALIST HINDU FASCIST POLICE KILL 

ONE BECAUSE THEY DID NOT GET A BRIBE, 
THEN INCITE VILLAGERS TO MURDER OTHER 
FOUR—LIFE OF A COW WORTH MORE THAN 5 
HUMAN LIVES IN HINDU THEOCRACY 
WASHINGTON, D.C., Oct. 29, 2002—Five 

Dalits, the dark-skinned ‘‘Untouchables,’’ 
were murdered in Dulena, India, about an 
hour outside Delhi, on a rumor that they had 
killed a cow. According to a report in the 
Washington Post, family members stated 
that one of the Dalits was murdered by the 
police because the group refused to pay a 
bribe, then the upper-caste police planted 
the rumor that the Dalits had killed a cow to 
get the upper-caste village residents to kill 
the other four. Cows are revered in Hin-
duism. No charges have been filed against
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the killers, but charges have been filed 
against the five Dalits. 

Dalits, also called ‘‘Untouchables,’’ are the 
lowest casts in the Hindu social structure. 
Tens of thousands of Dalits have been mur-
dered by the Indian government. Several 
years ago, a Dalit constable entered a Hundu 
temple on a rainy day and was stoned to 
death by upper-casts Brahmins. A few years 
ago, a five-year-old Dalit girl was hit by her 
teacher and blinded for drinking water from 
the community water pitcher. 

‘‘This act of Indian tyranny shows that in 
India, the life a cow is worth more than the 
lives of five humans,’’ said Dr. Gurmit Singh 
Aulakh, President of the Council of 
Khalistan. The Council of Khalistan, the 
government pro tempore of Khalistan, leads 
the peaceful, democratic, nonviolent move-
ment to liberate Khalistan from Indian occu-
pation and tyranny. ‘‘This shows that India 
is not a democracy but a Hindu theocracy in 
which the lives of lower castes are worth-
less,’’ he said. ‘‘Are these the acts of a demo-
cratic country or a fundamentalist Hindu po-
lice state?,’’ he asked. ‘‘The Sikh Nation 
sympathizes with the Dalits,’’ he said. 
‘‘Dalits and other minorities must resist In-
dia’s racist tyranny.’’

Dalits have not been the only ones op-
pressed. All minorities have suffered under 
the boot of Indian repression. The Indian 
government has murdered over 250,000 Sikhs 
since 1984. Over 80,000 Kashmiri Muslims 
have been killed since 1988. More than 200,000 
Christians have been killed since 1947, along 
with tens of thousands of Dalits, Tamils, As-
samese, Bodos, Manipuris, and other minori-
ties. In February 42 Members of Congress 
wrote to President Bush to get 52,268 Sikh 
political prisoners released from Indian pris-
ons. Since Christman 1998, Chrisitans have 
felt the brunt of the attacks. Priests have 
been murdered, nuns have been raped, 
churches have been burned, Christian schools 
and prayer halls have been destroyed, and no 
one has been punished for these acts. Mili-
tant Hindu fundamentalists allied with the 
RSS, the pro-Fascist parent organization of 
the ruling BJP, burned missionary Graham 
Staines and his two young sons to death. Re-
cently, fundamentalist Hindu fascists mur-
dered about 5,000 Muslims in Gujarat with 
the connivance of the police. 

‘‘This pattern of oppression and tyranny 
helps to explain the existence of 17 freedom 
movements within India’s artificial bor-
ders,’’ Dr. Aulakh said. ‘‘We support the aspi-

rations of the Dalits and all the minorities of 
South Asia. We must end India’s tyranny and 
brutal violations of Sikh human rights and 
those of other minorities,’’ he said. ‘‘The 
time has come to launch a Shantmai Morcha 
to liberate Khalistan from Indian occupa-
tion,’’said Dr. Aulakh. 

‘‘Sikhs are a separate nation and ruled 
Punjab until 1849. No Sikh representative 
has signed the Indian constitution,’’ Dr. 
Aulakh said. Sikhism is a sovereign, inde-
pendent, monotheistic, divenely revealed re-
ligion that believes in the equality of the 
whole human race, including gender equal-
ity. Sikhs pray every day for the well being 
of the whole world. ‘‘The people of South 
Asia must have self-determination now,’’ Dr. 
Aulakh said. ‘‘India is on the verge of dis-
integration,’’ he said. ‘‘The Kashmir issue 
has been internationalized. America is now 
involved in South Asia. Self-determination 
in Kashmir is the only solution,’’ he said. ‘‘In 
a democracy you cannot rule the people 
against their wishes. Khalistan will be free 
by 2008.’’
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Tuesday, November 12, 2002

Daily Digest 
HIGHLIGHTS 

See Résumé of Congressional Activity. 
The House agreed to the Conference Report on H.R. 4546, Bob Stump 

National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2003. 

Senate 
Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S10809–S10847
Measures Introduced: One resolution was sub-
mitted, as follows: S. Con. Res. 155.             Page S10844

Measures Reported: 
Reported on Monday, November 4, during the 

adjournment: 
S. 343, to establish a demonstration project to au-

thorize the integration and coordination of Federal 
funding dedicated to the community, business, and 
economic development of Native American commu-
nities. (S. Rept. No. 107–324) 

S. 2975, to authorize the project for hurricane and 
storm damage reduction, Morganza, Louisiana, to the 
Gulf of Mexico, Mississippi River and Tributaries. 
(S. Rept. No. 107–325) 

S. 2978, to modify the project for flood control, 
Little Calumet River, Indiana. (S. Rept. No. 
107–326) 

S. 2983, to authorize a project for navigation, 
Chickamauga Lock and Dam, Tennessee, with an 
amendment. (S. Rept. No. 107–327) 

S. 2984, to authorize a project for environmental 
restoration at Smith Island, Maryland. (S. Rept. No. 
107–328) 

S. 2999, to authorize the project for environ-
mental restoration, Pine Flat Dam, Fresno County, 
California. (S. Rept. No. 107–329) 

Report to accompany S. 1651, to establish the 
United States Consensus Council to provide for a 
consensus building process in addressing national 
public policy issues. (S. Rept. No. 107–330) 

Report to accompany S. 2644, to amend chapter 
35 of title 31, United States Code, to expand the 
types of Federal agencies that are required to prepare 
audited financial statements. (S. Rept. No. 107–331) 

Report to accompany S. 3044, to authorize the 
Court Services and Offender Supervision Agency of 
the District of Columbia to provide for the interstate 
supervision of offenders on parole, probation, and su-
pervised release. (S. Rept. No. 107–332) 

Report to accompany H.R. 4878, to provide for 
estimates and reports of improper payments by Fed-
eral agencies. (S. Rept. No. 107–333) 

Report to accompany S. 2513, to asses the extent 
of the backlog in DNA analysis of rape kit samples, 
and to improve investigation and prosecution of sex-
ual assault cases with DNA evidence. (S. Rept. No. 
107–334) 

Reported today: 
S. 1746, to amend the Atomic Energy Act of 

1954 and the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974 to 
strengthen security at sensitive nuclear facilities, 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. (S. 
Rept. No. 107–335) 

S. 2715, to provide an additional extension of the 
period of availability of unemployment assistance 
under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and 
Emergency Assistance Act in the case of victims of 
the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001. (S. 
Rept. No. 107–336) 

S. 2969, to provide for improvement of Federal 
education research, statistics, evaluation, information, 
and dissemination, with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute. (S. Rept. No. 107–337) 

S. 2730, to modify certain water resources projects 
for the Apalachicola, Chattahoochee, and Flint Riv-
ers, Georgia, Florida and Alabama. (S. Rept. No. 
107–338) 

S. 2332, to designate the Federal building and 
United States courthouse to be constructed at 10 
East Commerce Street in Youngstown, Ohio, as the 
‘‘Nathaniel R. Jones Federal Building And United 
States Courthouse’’, with an amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute.                                         Pages S10843–44
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Swearing In of Senator Barkley: Senator Dean M. 
Barkley, of Minnesota, was sworn in to fill the unex-
pired term caused by the death of Senator Paul 
Wellstone.                                                                    Page S10809

Removal of Injunction of Secrecy: The injunction 
of secrecy was removed from the following treaty: 

Inter-American Convention Against Terrorism 
(Treaty Doc. No. 107–18). 

The treaty was transmitted to the Senate today, 
considered as having been read for the first time, and 
referred, with accompanying papers, to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be print-
ed.                                                                            Pages S10846–47

Tributes to Senator Wellstone: A unanimous-con-
sent agreement was reached providing that the trib-
utes to Paul D. Wellstone, late a Senator from Min-
nesota, be printed as a Senate Document; and that 
Members have until 12 noon, Tuesday, December 3 
to submit said tributes.                                         Page S10831

Homeland Security Act—Agreement: A unani-
mous-consent agreement was reached providing that 
at 2:45 p.m., on Wednesday, November 13, 2002, 
the motion to proceed to the motion to reconsider 
the vote (Vote No. 227) by which cloture was not 
invoked on Gramm/Miller Amendment No. 4738 
(to Amendment No. 4471), of a perfecting nature, 
to H.R. 5005, Homeland Security Act, be agreed to, 
the motion to reconsider be agreed to, and without 
further intervening action or debate, Senate proceed 
to vote on the motion to invoke cloture on the 
amendment.                                                                 Page S10845

Appointments: The Chair announced the following 
appointments made on October 22, 2002, during 
the adjournment: 

Harry S Truman Scholarship Foundation: 
Pursuant to the provisions of Public Law 93–642, on 
behalf of the Vice President, the appointment of 
Senator Carnahan to the Board of Trustees of the 
Harry S Truman Scholarship Foundation, vice Sen-
ator Baucus.                                                                 Page S10847

Advisory Committee on Student Financial As-
sistance: Pursuant to the provisions of Public Law 
99–498, on behalf of the President pro tempore, and 
upon the recommendation of the Majority Leader, 
the appointment of Clare Cotton of Massachusetts to 
the Advisory Committee on Student Financial As-
sistance, vice Donald R. Vickers of Vermont. 
                                                                                          Page S10847

Messages From the President: Senate received the 
following messages from the President of the United 
States: 

Transmitting, pursuant to law, a notice stating 
that the emergency declared with respect to the 
Government of Iran on November 14, 1979 is to 

continue beyond November 14, 2002; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 
(PM–118)                                                                     Page S10841

Transmitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the continuation of the emergency regarding weap-
ons of mass destruction; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. (PM–119) 
                                                                                          Page S10842

Transmitting, pursuant to law, a periodic report 
relative to the national emergency with respect to 
Iran which was declared in Executive Order No. 
12170; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs (PM–120)                                       Page S10842

Nominations Confirmed: Senate confirmed the fol-
lowing nominations: 

Diane M. Ruebling, of California, to be a Member 
of the Board of Directors of the Overseas Private In-
vestment Corporation for a term expiring December 
17, 2002. 

C. William Swank, of Ohio, to be a Member of 
the Board of Directors of the Overseas Private In-
vestment Corporation for a term expiring December 
17, 2002. 

Samuel E. Ebbesen, of the Virgin Islands, to be 
a Member of the Board of Directors of the Overseas 
Private Investment Corporation for a term expiring 
December 17, 2003. 

Charles S. Abell, of Virginia, to be Deputy Under 
Secretary of Defense for Personnel and Readiness. 
(New Position) 

Steven J. Simmons, of Connecticut, to be Member 
of the Broadcasting Board of Governors for the re-
mainder of the term expiring August 13, 2003. 

Ned L. Siegel, of Florida, to be a Member of the 
Board of Directors of the Overseas Private Invest-
ment Corporation for a term expiring December 17, 
2003. 

Alberto Faustino Trevino, of California, to be an 
Assistant Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment. 

John R. Dawson, of the District of Columbia, to 
be Ambassador to the Republic of Peru. 

Gene B. Christy, of Texas, to be Ambassador to 
Brunei Darussalam. 

Armando J. Bucelo, Jr., of Florida, to be a Direc-
tor of the Securities Investor Protection Corporation 
for a term expiring December 31, 2002. 

Armando J. Bucelo, Jr., of Florida, to be a Direc-
tor of the Securities Investor Protection Corporation 
for a term expiring December 31, 2005. 
(Reappointment) 

Deborah Doyle McWhinney, of California, to be 
a Director of the Securities Investor Protection Cor-
poration for a term expiring December 31, 2004. 

Carolyn Y. Peoples, of Maryland, to be an Assist-
ant Secretary of Housing and Urban Development. 

VerDate 0ct 31 2002 08:37 Nov 13, 2002 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00002 Fmt 0627 Sfmt 0627 E:\CR\FM\D12NO2.REC D12NO2



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGEST D1133November 12, 2002

Charles Aaron Ray, of Texas, to be Ambassador to 
the Kingdom of Cambodia. 

David L. Lyon, of California, to be Ambassador to 
the Republic of Fiji, and to serve concurrently and 
without additional compensation as Ambassador of 
the United States of America to the Republic of 
Nauru, Ambassador to the Kingdom of Tonga, and 
Ambassador to Tuvalu. 

Linda Ellen Watt, of Florida, to be Ambassador to 
the Republic of Panama. 

Richard Allan Roth, of Michigan, to be Ambas-
sador to the Republic of Senegal, and to serve con-
currently and without additional compensation as 
Ambassador to the Republic of Guinea-Bissau. 

John M. Reich, of Virginia, to be Vice Chair-
person of the Board of Directors of the Federal De-
posit Insurance Corporation. 

Antonio O. Garza, Jr., of Texas, to be Ambassador 
to Mexico. 

Joaquin F. Blaya, of Florida, to be a Member of 
the Broadcasting Board of Governors for a term ex-
piring August 13, 2005. (Reappointment) 

Robert Maynard Grubbs, of Michigan, to be 
United States Marshal for the Eastern District of 
Michigan for the term of four years. 

Johnny Mack Brown, of South Carolina, to be 
United States Marshal for the District of South Caro-
lina for the term of four years. 

Nancy P. Jacklin, of New York, to be United 
States Executive Director of the International Mone-
tary Fund for a term of two years. 

D. Jeffrey Hirschberg, of Wisconsin, to be a 
Member of the Broadcasting Board of Governors for 
a term expiring August 13, 2004. 

Joseph Huggins, of the District of Columbia, to 
be Ambassador to the Republic of Botswana. 

Seth Cropsey, of the District of Columbia, to be 
Director of the International Broadcasting Bureau, 
Broadcasting Board of Governors. (New Position) 

Wendy Jean Chamberlin, of Virginia, to be an 
Assistant Administrator of the United States Agency 
for International Development. 

Ruth Y. Goldway, of California, to be a Commis-
sioner of the Postal Rate Commission for the term 
expiring November 22, 2008. (Reappointment) 

Carol Chien-Hua Lam, of California, to be United 
States Attorney for the Southern District of Cali-
fornia for the term of four years. 

Joseph R. Guccione, of New York, to be United 
States Marshal for the Southern District of New 
York for the term of four years. 

Rafael Cuellar, of New Jersey, to be a Member of 
the Board of Directors of the National Consumer 
Cooperative Bank for a term of three years. 

Michael Scott, of North Carolina, to be a Member 
of the Board of Directors of the National Consumer 
Cooperative Bank for a term of three years. 

Francis X. Taylor, of Maryland, to be Director of 
the Office of Foreign Missions, and to have the rank 
of Ambassador during his tenure of service. 

Francis X. Taylor, of Maryland, to be an Assistant 
Secretary of State (Diplomatic Security). 

Grover Joseph Rees, of Louisiana, to be Ambas-
sador to the Democratic Republic of East Timor. 

Robin Renee Sanders, of New York, to be Ambas-
sador to the Republic of Congo. 

Glenn T. Suddaby, of New York, to be United 
States Attorney for the Northern District of New 
York for the term of four years. 

John Francis Clark, of Virginia, to be United 
States Marshal for the Eastern District of Virginia 
for the term of four years. 

Tony Hammond, of Virginia, to be a Commis-
sioner of the Postal Rate Commission for the re-
mainder of the term expiring October 14, 2004. 
                                                                                  Pages S10845–46

Nominations Received: Senate received the fol-
lowing nominations: 

Raymond T. Wagner, Jr., of Missouri, to be a 
Member of the Internal Revenue Service Oversight 
Board for the remainder of the term expiring Sep-
tember 14, 2004. 

Elizabeth Hoffman, of Colorado, to be a Member 
of the National Science Board, National Science 
Foundation, for a term expiring May 10, 2008. 

1 Air Force nomination in the rank of general. 
1 Navy nomination in the rank of admiral. 
Routine lists in the Army, Coast Guard, Navy. 

Nominations Placed on Calendar: Senate dis-
charged and placed on the calendar the following 
nomination: 

John Portman Higgins, of Virginia, to be Inspec-
tor General, Department of Education.        Page S10844

Messages From the House:                             Page S10842

Enrolled Bills Presented:                                  Page S10842

Executive Communications:                   Pages S10842–43

Additional Cosponsors:                             Pages S10844–45

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                                          Page S10845

Additional Statements:                              Pages S10839–41

Privilege of the Floor:                                        Page S10845

Adjournment: Senate met at 1 p.m., and adjourned 
at 6:52 p.m. until 11 a.m., on Wednesday, Novem-
ber 13, 2002. (For Senate’s program, see the remarks 
of the Acting Majority Leader in today’s Record on 
page S10847). 
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Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

ENRON OVERSIGHT 
Committee on Governmental Affairs: Committee con-
cluded hearings to examine the Federal Energy Reg-
ulatory Commission’s oversight of the Enron Cor-

poration, after receiving testimony from David M. 
Berick, Professional Staff Member, Committee on 
Governmental Affairs; Patrick H. Wood III, Chair-
man, and Linda K. Breathitt, Nora M. Brownell, and 
William L. Massey, each a Member, all of the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commission; Paul L. Joskow, 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, 
Massachusetts; and Frank A. Wolak, Stanford Uni-
versity, Stanford, California. 

h 
House of Representatives 

Chamber Action 
Measures Introduced: Measures introduced will ap-
pear in the next issue. 

Reports Filed: No reports were filed today. 
Conference report on H.R. 4546, to authorize ap-

propriations for fiscal year 2003 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year for the Armed Forces (H. Rept. 
107–772).                                                        Pages H8092–H8535

Speaker Pro Tempore: Read a letter from the 
Speaker wherein he appointed Representative 
Culberson to act as Speaker pro tempore for today. 
                                                                                            Page H8061

Recess: The House recessed at 12:44 p.m. and re-
convened at 2 p.m.                                                    Page H8063

Suspensions: The House agreed to suspend the rules 
and pass the following measures: 

National Sea Grant College Program Act 
Amendments: Agreed to the Senate amendment to 
H.R. 3389, to reauthorize the National Sea Grant 
College Program Act, of 2002—clearing the measure 
for the President;                                                Pages H8064–67

Cyber Security Research and Development Act: 
Agreed to the Senate amendment to H.R. 3394, to 
authorize funding for computer and network security 
research and development and research fellowship 
programs—clearing the measure for the President; 
                                                                                    Pages H8067–79

Great Lakes and Lake Champlain Act of 2002: 
Agreed to the Senate amendment to H.R. 1070, to 
amend the Federal Water Pollution Control Act to 
authorize the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency to carry out projects and conduct 
research for remediation of sediment contamination 

in areas of concern in the Great Lakes—clearing the 
measure for the President;                             Pages H8079–83

Real Interstate Driver Equity Act of 2002: 
Agreed to the Senate amendments to H.R. 2546, to 
amend title 49, United States Code, to prohibit 
States from requiring a license or fee on account of 
the fact that a motor vehicle is providing interstate 
pre-arranged ground transportation service—clearing 
the measure for the President;                     Pages H8083–85

Improper Payments Reduction Act: Agreed to 
the Senate amendment to H.R. 4878, to provide for 
estimates and reports of improper payments by Fed-
eral agencies—clearing the measure for the Presi-
dent; and                                                                Pages H8085–86

Bob Stump National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2003 Conference Report: Agreed to 
the conference report on H.R. 4546, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2003 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year for the Armed Forces.       Page H8535–41

Motion to Instruct Conferees—Intelligence Au-
thorization: Representative Roemer announced his 
intention to offer a motion to instruct conferees on 
H.R. 4628, to take such actions as may be appro-
priate to ensure that a conference report on the bill 
is filed before November 14, 2002.          Pages H8086–87

Presidential Messages: Read the following mes-
sages from the President: 

Periodic Report on the National Emergency Re 
Iran: Message wherein he transmitted herewith a 6-
month periodic report on the national emergency 
with respect to Iran that was declared in Executive 
Order 12170 of November 14, 1979—referred to 
the Committee on International Relations and or-
dered printed (H. Doc. 107–278);                    Page H8087
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Continuation of the National Emergency Re 
Iran: Message wherein he transmitted a notice stat-
ing that the Iran emergency declared by Executive 
Order 12170 on November 14, 1979, is to continue 
in effect beyond November 14, 2002—referred to 
the Committee on International Relations and or-
dered printed (H. Doc. 107–279); and           Page H8087

Continuation of the Emergency Posed by Weap-
ons of Mass Destruction: Message wherein he trans-
mitted a notice stating that the emergency posed by 
the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction and 
their delivery systems declared by Executive order 
12938 on November 14, 1994, as amended, is to 
continue in effect beyond November 14, 2002—re-
ferred to the Committee on International Relations 
and ordered printed (H. Doc. 107–280).       Page H8087

Recess: The House recessed at 4:40 p.m. and recon-
vened at 6:27 p.m.                                                    Page H8092

Commemoration of the Life of the Late Honor-
able Paul D. Wellstone, a Senator from the State 
of Minnesota: The House agreed to H. Res. 598, 
expressing the condolences of the House of Rep-
resentatives on the death of the Honorable Paul D. 
Wellstone, a Senator from the State of Minnesota. 
                                                                                    Pages H8087–92

Quorum Calls—Votes: There were no quorum calls 
or recorded voted during the proceedings of the 
House today. 
Adjournment: The House met at 12:30 p.m. and 
at 7:12 p.m. stands in recess subject to the call of 
the chair. 

Joint Meetings 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION 
Conferees agreed to file a conference report on the dif-
ferences between the Senate and the House-passed 
versions of H.R. 4546, to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2003 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe personnel strengths for such fiscal year 
for the Armed Forces. 
f 

NEW PUBLIC LAWS 
(For last listing of Public Laws, see DAILY DIGEST, p. D 1124) 

H.R. 4013, to amend the Public Health Service 
Act to establish an Office of Rare Diseases at the 
National Institutes of Health. Signed on November 
6, 2002. (Public Law 107–280) 

H.R. 4014, to amend the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act with respect to the development of 

products for rare diseases. Signed on November 6, 
2002. (Public Law 107–281) 

H.R. 5200, to establish wilderness areas, promote 
conservation, improve public land, and provide for 
high quality development in Clark County, Nevada. 
Signed on November 6, 2002. (Public Law 
107–282) 

H.R. 5308, to designate the facility of the United 
States Postal Service located at 301 South Howes 
Street in Fort Collins, Colorado, as the ‘‘Barney 
Apodaca Post Office’’. Signed on November 6, 2002. 
(Public Law 107–283) 

H.R. 5333, to designate the facility of the United 
States Postal Service located at 4 East Central Street 
in Worcester, Massachusetts, as the ‘‘Joseph D. Early 
Post Office Building’’. Signed on November 6, 
2002. (Public Law 107–284) 

H.R. 5336, to designate the facility of the United 
States Postal Service located at 380 Main Street in 
Farmingdale, New York, as the ‘‘Peter J. Ganci, Jr. 
Post Office Building’’. Signed on November 6, 
2002. (Public Law 107–285) 

H.R. 5340, to designate the facility of the United 
States Postal Service located at 5805 White Oak Av-
enue in Encino, California, as the ‘‘Francis Dayle 
‘Chick’ Hearn Post Office’’. Signed on November 6, 
2002. (Public Law 107–286) 

H.R. 3253, to amend title 38, United States 
Code, to enhance the emergency preparedness of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs. Signed on Novem-
ber 7, 2002. (Public Law 107–287) 

H.R. 4015, to amend title 38, United States 
Code, to revise and improve employment, training, 
and placement services furnished to veterans. Signed 
on November 7, 2002. (Public Law 107–288) 

H.R. 4685, to amend title 31, United States 
Code, to expand the types of Federal agencies that 
are required to prepare audited financial statements. 
Signed on November 7, 2002. (Public Law 
107–289) 

H.R. 5205, to amend the District of Columbia 
Retirement Protection Act of 1997 to permit the 
Secretary of the Treasury to use estimated amounts 
in determining the service longevity component of 
the Federal benefit payment required to be paid 
under such Act to certain retirees of the Metropoli-
tan Police Department of the District of Columbia. 
Signed on November 7, 2002. (Public Law 
107–290) 

H.R. 5574, to designate the facility of the United 
States Postal Service located at 206 South Main 
Street in Glennville, Georgia, as the ‘‘Michael Lee 
Woodcock Post Office’’. Signed on November 7, 
2002. (Public Law 107–291) 
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COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
NOVEMBER 13, 2002

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Select Committee on Intelligence: to hold closed hearings on 

intelligence matters, 2:30 p.m., SH–219. 

House 
Committee on Government Reform, Subcommittee on Gov-

ernment Efficiency, Financial Management and Intergov-

ernmental Relations, oversight hearing on ‘‘Federal Debt 
Collection: Is the Government Making Progress?’’ 10 
a.m., 2154 Rayburn. 

Joint Meetings 
Joint Economic Committee: to hold hearings to examine 

the current economic outlook, 10 a.m., 311 Cannon 
Building. 
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* These figures include all measures reported, even if there was no accom-
panying report. A total of 191 reports have been filed in the Senate, a 
total of 417 reports have been filed in the House. 

Résumé of Congressional Activity 
SECOND SESSION OF THE ONE HUNDRED SEVENTH CONGRESS 

The first table gives a comprehensive résumé of all legislative business transacted by the Senate and House. 
The second table accounts for all nominations submitted to the Senate by the President for Senate confirmation. 

DATA ON LEGISLATIVE ACTIVITY 

January 23 through October 31, 2002

Senate House Total 
Days in session .................................... 139 115 . . 
Time in session ................................... 978 hrs., 33′ 748 hrs., 7′ . . 
Congressional Record: 

Pages of proceedings ................... 10,801 8,045 . . 
Extensions of Remarks ................ 1,965 . . 

Public bills enacted into law ............... 27 109 . .136
Private bills enacted into law .............. 1 2 . .3
Bills in conference ............................... 14 6 . . 
Measures passed, total ......................... 396 564 960

Senate bills .................................. 89 34 . . 
House bills .................................. 135 271 . . 
Senate joint resolutions ............... 1 2 . . 
House joint resolutions ............... 8 10 . . 
Senate concurrent resolutions ...... 27 9 . . 
House concurrent resolutions ...... 27 82 . . 
Simple resolutions ....................... 109 156 . . 

*Measures reported, total .................... *371 *393 . .764
Senate bills .................................. 225 19 . . 
House bills .................................. 106 268 . . 
Senate joint resolutions ............... 3 1 . . 
House joint resolutions ............... . . 4 . . 
Senate concurrent resolutions ...... 8 . . . . 
House concurrent resolutions ...... 3 12 . . 
Simple resolutions ....................... 26 89 . . 

Special reports ..................................... 5 12 . . 
Conference reports ............................... 1 12 . . 
Measures pending on calendar ............. 350 133 . . 
Measures introduced, total .................. 1,502 2,618 4,120

Bills ............................................. 1,264 2,093 . . 
Joint resolutions .......................... 21 42 . . 
Concurrent resolutions ................ 61 216 . . 
Simple resolutions ....................... 156 267 . . 

Quorum calls ....................................... 2 1 . . 
Yea-and-nay votes ............................... 239 294 . . 
Recorded votes .................................... . . 175 . . 
Bills vetoed ......................................... . . . . 
Vetoes overridden ................................ . . . . . . 

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE NOMINATIONS 

January 23 through October 31, 2002

Civilian nominations, totaling 620 (including 166 nominations carried 
over from the First Session), disposed of as follows:

Confirmed ...................................................................................... 341
Unconfirmed .................................................................................. 269
Withdrawn .................................................................................... 10

Other Civilian nominations, totaling 2,036 (including 535 nomina-
tions carried over from the First Session), disposed of as follows:

Confirmed ...................................................................................... 1,584
Unconfirmed .................................................................................. 452

Air Force nominations, totaling 5,816 (including 4 nominations car-
ried over from the First Session), disposed of as follows:

Confirmed ...................................................................................... 5,757
Unconfirmed .................................................................................. 59

Army nominations, totaling 5,469 (including 53 nominations carried 
over from the First Session), disposed of as follows:

Confirmed ...................................................................................... 5,469
Unconfirmed .................................................................................. 40

Navy nominations, totaling 6,006, disposed of as follows:

Confirmed ...................................................................................... 5,514
Unconfirmed .................................................................................. 492

Marine Corps nominations, totaling 3,011 (including 33 nominations 
carried over from the First Session), disposed of as follows:

Confirmed ...................................................................................... 3,003
Unconfirmed .................................................................................. 8

Summary 

Total Nominations carried over from the First Session ......................... 791
Total Nominations received this Session ............................................... 22,167
Total confirmed ..................................................................................... 21,628
Total unconfirmed ................................................................................. 1,320
Total withdrawn .................................................................................... 10
Total returned to the White House ...................................................... 0
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

11 a.m., Wednesday, November 13

Senate Chamber 

Program for Wednesday: After the transaction of any 
morning business (not to extend beyond 12:30 p.m.), 
Senate will recess from 12:30 p.m. until 2:15 p.m. for 
their respective party conferences; following which, Senate 
will proceed to a period of morning business not to ex-
tend beyond 2:45 p.m. 

At 2:45 p.m., Senate will resume consideration of H.R. 
5005, Homeland Security Act, and that the motion to 
proceed to the motion to reconsider the vote (Vote No. 
227) by which cloture was not invoked on Gramm/Miller 
Amendment No. 4738 (to Amendment No. 4471), of a 
perfecting nature, be agreed to, the motion to reconsider 
be agreed to, and without further intervening action or 
debate, Senate proceed to vote on the motion to invoke 
cloture on the amendment. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

10 a.m., Wednesday, November 13

House Chamber 

Program for Wednesday: Consideration of a joint reso-
lution making further continuing appropriations (subject 
to a rule); and 

Consideration of Homeland Security measure (subject 
to a rule). 

Extensions of Remarks, as inserted in this issue 
HOUSE 

Capps, Lois, Calif., E1981, E1982, E1983
Capuano, Michael E., Mass., E1990
Cramer, Robert E. (Bud), Jr., Ala., E1981, E1983
Edwards, Chet, Tex., E1991
Farr, Sam, Calif., E1983, E1987
Horn, Stephen, Calif., E1991

Kaptur, Marcy, Ohio, E1982, E1984
McInnis, Scott, Colo., E1988, E1989, E1990, E1990, 

E1991, E1992
Matsui, Robert T., Calif., E1990
Miller, George, Calif., E1985
Miller, Jeff, Fla., E1988, E1989, E1992
Morella, Constance A., Md., E1990
Payne, Donald M., N.J., E1981, E1982, E1983, E1988

Portman, Rob, Ohio, E1981, E1982
Schaffer, Bob, Colo., E1987
Smith, Christopher H., N.J., E1986
Sweeney, John E., N.Y., E1987
Towns, Edolphus, N.Y., E1988, E1992
Walden, Greg, Ore., E1987
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