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Report Language of Possible SEA-PEO Interest/Impact

TITLE II—

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY (p. 27)

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDED ADJUSTMENTS (p. 29)

Naval Shipyard Apprentice Program (p. 30) - The Committee has included $31,000,000 for the Shipyard Apprentice Program, and directs the Navy to induct classes of no fewer than 150 apprentices at each of the naval shipyards during fiscal year 2005. Further, the Committee directs the Navy to include the costs of the fiscal year 2006 class of apprentices in the fiscal year 2006 budget estimate. 

Navy Installations -(p. 30) The Committee was disappointed to learn recently of the Commander, Navy Installations [CNI] plan to reduce funding for fiscal year 2004 by approximately $300,000,000 to cover other Navy requirements. It was disturbing to discover that these reductions are not being allocated fairly. Some smaller regions are asked to forego a significantly larger percentage of their base operations support [BOS] and sustainment, restoration and maintenance funds [SRM] than are the larger regions. In one case, CNI's direction has the effect of negating congressional guidance to increase SRM for specific locations. The Committee urges CNI to restore SRM funds to those areas. 

The Committee has also been informed that the fiscal year 2005 budget request for CNI assumes substantial savings which are not likely to accrue, leaving several regions no choice but to implement general reductions. Critics of the CNI concept warned that a large centralized account would be a logical target to finance other Navy activities. Additionally, they argued that Washington based headquarters for CNI would likely provide an east coast bias. Based on CNI's current plans it appears they were right. In the past, the Committee has reallocated Army SRM funding because of similar failings, but is hopeful that the same action will not be required here. As such, the Committee directs the Navy to reexamine its plans for CNI funding for fiscal year 2004 and fiscal year 2005. If the Navy does not address these issues in the coming weeks, the Committee will consider the management and funding distribution of CNI in conference. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, DEFENSE-WIDE (p. 35)

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDED ADJUSTMENTS (p. 36)

Corrosion Control (p.37)- The Committee has reviewed the Department of Defense long-term strategy on corrosion control, and understands that DOD has established an Office of Corrosion Policy and Oversight [CPO] for focused management attention on this issue. In addition, the Committee is aware that a General Accounting Office assessment of the adequacy of DOD's corrosion control strategy has identified a number of shortcomings that threaten the effectiveness of that strategy. One of the identified shortcomings is a lack of dedicated and visible funding. Accordingly, the Committee directs the Department to establish a specific, separate program element or budget line to ensure that sustained and adequate funding is available for the corrosion control projects that have the best potential to provide maximum benefit across the DOD. 

In addition, the Committee is aware that the Defense Science Board has determined that substantial costs could be avoided with additional corrosion prevention and changes in DOD acquisition policy. The Committee encourages DOD to make the up-front investments necessary to realize these future cost savings. 

Finally, the Committee is concerned about the potential for corrosion damage to pre-positioned stocks, which are frequently located in highly-corrosive environments. Such corrosion could degrade readiness to respond to contingencies and be very costly to fix. The Committee encourages the DOD Inspector General to conduct a review of the impact of corrosion on pre-position assets, and recommend policy, management or funding changes to mitigate that corrosion. 

TITLE III—

PROCUREMENT
WEAPONS PROCUREMENT, NAVY (p. 75)

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDED ADJUSTMENTS (p. 78)
Phalanx Close-In Weapons System [CIWS] (p. 78)- The Committee recommends an increase of $20,000,000 for procurement of CIWS Block 1B upgrade kits. The Committee is concerned that the Navy significantly reduced its procurement request for CIWS in fiscal year 2005 and changed the installation plans for the system. The Committee is concerned that the revised installation plans will only partially outfit ships with the Block 1B upgrade, that is, not upgrade all a ship's CIWS simultaneously but rather in an incremental fashion. The Committee believes this plan to be inefficient and provides additional funding to facilitate the full outfitting of ships with the CIWS Block 1B capability. 

SHIPBUILDING AND CONVERSION, NAVY (p. 81)

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDED ADJUSTMENTS (p. 83)

DD(X) Destroyer Program (p. 83)- The Committee recommends supporting the President's budget request for the DD(X) Destroyer program but holds that construction of the ship should be funded within the shipbuilding and conversion account in a manner consistent with prior shipbuilding programs. The Committee is encouraged by the Navy's willingness to propose nontraditional means of overcoming the enormous financial burden that ship cost overruns and prior year bills place upon the shipbuilding budget, but finds that such costs would not be eliminated but rather obscured by funding ship construction in the research and development account. Therefore, the Committee recommends transferring $221,116,000 of research and development funding to the Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy account and directs the Navy to fund future ship construction programs within the shipbuilding and conversion account. In addition, the Committee recommends providing $99,400,000 in advance procurement funding for the second DD(X) ship to be constructed at a second source shipyard. 

LHA(R)(p. 83)- The Committee is aware of the Navy and Marine Corps team's desire to accelerate the current fiscal year 2008 build plan for the next generation large deck amphibious assault ship. The Committee's understanding is that the recently signed requirements plan calls for the construction of LHA(R) Flight Zero or an affordable variant of the LHD Class that is designed to support increased air operations and fuel capacity. The Committee recommends $175,000,000 in funding for LHA(R) Flight Zero with the unwavering expectation that the Navy will include follow-on funding for the ship in its fiscal year 2006 budget request. Further, the Committee directs the Secretary of the Navy to submit a detailed report to the congressional defense committees on the acquisition strategy and overall program plan for the LHA(R) by March 31, 2005. 

OTHER PROCUREMENT, NAVY (p. 83)

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDED ADJUSTMENTS (p. 91)

Cruiser Modernization (p. 92)- The budget request includes $165,999,000 for the Cruiser Modernization program. The intent of the program is to increase the service life of AEGIS Cruisers and to upgrade and modernize their combat capabilities. The fiscal year 2004 Defense Appropriations bill (Public Law 108-87) provided $102,700,000 to modernize a Baseline IV vessel, one of the newest ships in the fleet, as the first ship of the program. While the conference agreement provided funds to initiate the program, the conferees expressed concern over the Navy's proposal to upgrade one of the newest and most modern Cruisers in the fleet before upgrading legacy assets. The conferees, therefore, directed the Navy to revise its funding strategy to provide for an earlier modernization of legacy Baseline II ships and fully fund this revised strategy in the fiscal year 2005 budget request. 

The Committee is disappointed that the current budget request includes funds for modernization of another Baseline IV ship. In addition, the Committee is concerned that the Navy has not identified which Baseline IV ship will be upgraded with the requested funds. The failure to identify a ship makes the fiscal year 2005 budget estimates questionable as the cost to modernize each Cruiser differs based on the configuration of the ship. Further, the cost estimates are questionable as production rates differ regionally and the Navy has not determined where the work will be completed. Finally, the Committee is troubled by the Navy's decision to reduce program scope to compensate for program cost growth. As a result, the program no longer promises to provide several of the key combat capability upgrades originally planned. Due to the questionable cost estimates, the cost growth which led to termination of key program upgrades, and the Navy's request to once again modernize one of the newest ships in the fleet prior to legacy assets, the Committee denies the budget request and rescinds $89,939,000 from prior year funds available for rescission. The fiscal year 2005 reductions are distributed as follows: 

---------------------------------------------

Account                               Amount 

---------------------------------------------

Other Procurement, Navy         $114,139,000 

Weapons Procurement, Navy          8,760,000 

Operation and Maintenance, Navy   43,100,000 

Total                            165,999,000 

---------------------------------------------

Surface Sonar Windows and Domes (p. 93)- The Committee recommends an increase of $5,000,000 to complete the re-design and fabrication of a second composite bow dome prototype for at-sea testing. 

MK-53 NULKA Anti-Ship Missile Decoy System (p. 93)- The Committee recommends an increase of $11,100,000 for NULKA Decoys. This funding procures an additional 25 rounds to reduce the Navy's operational shortfall of anti-ship missile decoys. This funding also supports ordnance alteration kits for NULKA round subassemblies. 

Man Overboard Identification System (p. 93)- The Committee recommends an additional $10,000,000 to procure Man Overboard Identification Systems. These systems immediately alert Navy ships of a man-overboard incident and also provide precision location of an individual in water, thereby reducing death and injury from such incidents. 

Littoral Combat Ship [LCS] Mission Packages (p. 93)- A central feature of the LCS design is modular Mission Packages. The planned Mission Packages may consist of a combination of modules, manned and unmanned off-board vehicles, deployable sensors, and other support equipment. The Navy plans to begin funding Mission Modules, which will be procured independently from Seaframe development, in the fiscal year 2006 budget request under the `Other Procurement, Navy' account. The Committee feels strongly about creating an appropriate level of visibility to ensure an accurate accounting of total program costs. The Committee, therefore, directs the Navy to establish a `LCS Mission Packages' line within the account and to request all items (modules, vehicles, sensors, etc.) related to the development of LCS Mission Packages in this line as part of the fiscal year 2006 budget request. 

Standing Joint Force Headquarters Core Element (p. 93).--The Committee supports the U.S. Joint Forces Command's plan to create a standing joint force headquarters which will provide a surge capability for contingencies. The Committee recommends that of the funds under this heading, $6,000,000 be provided for essential command and control equipment and deployment gear required to supply this surge capability. 

PROCUREMENT, DEFENSE-WIDE (p. 117)

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDED ADJUSTMENTS (p. 121)

Advanced SEAL Delivery System [ASDS] (p. 122)- In the report accompanying Public Law 108-87 the conferees directed that none of the funds provided for the ASDS could be obligated or expended until a successful Milestone C decision and a revised cost estimate validated by the Cost Analysis and Improvement Group [CAIG] was provided to the congressional defense committees. The Committee has recently been notified that the Milestone C decision has been delayed until the fall of 2005. As a positive Milestone C decision is required to initiate procurement of the second ASDS, the fiscal year 2004 and 2005 funding for advance procurement is no longer required. As such, the Committee recommends rescinding the fiscal year 2004 and reducing fiscal year 2005 funding for this effort. The Committee commends the Command for making the practical program management decision to revise the schedule and hopes the postponement of the Milestone C decision will allow the ASDS to overcome the deficiencies identified in the Operational Test and Evaluation report, undergo the full range of acoustic testing, and incorporate the projected technology improvements. In order to facilitate these efforts, the Committee recommends $14,000,000 for the ASDS in the Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, Defense-Wide appropriation. 

TITLE IV –

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND EVALUATION, NAVY (p. 147)

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDED ADJUSTMENTS (p. 151)

PMRF Force Protection Lab (p. 156)- The Committee recommends an increase of $8,000,000 for the PMRF force protection lab. The lab will serve as an incubator for force protection and base security technologies and will examine such technologies as active access technologies, rapid response command information systems, common situation displays, ports and cargo secure operations, maritime security and force protection, and advanced communications terminals. 

Acoustic Technology Program (p. 156)- The Committee recommends $5,000,000 for the development of a multi-mission unmanned undersea glider prototype coupled with ISR sensors to demonstrate denied area surveillance through the Acoustic Technology Program. 

MTTC/IPI (p. 156).--The Committee notes MTTC/IPPI's significant contribution to increasing cost savings for the Navy through innovative product development, and encourages the Navy to include funding for this program as part of its annual budget request. 

Littoral Combat Ship (p. 156)- The Committee supports the budget request for the Littoral Combat Ship [LCS] and consents to the Navy's request to fund construction of the first prototype ship for each of two ship designs in the Research and Development, Navy account. Approval for funding LCS in the research and development account is strictly based on the acknowledgement of the prototypical nature and high level of technical risk inherent in this program. The Committee finds LCS to be unique and unlike any other shipbuilding program the Navy has previously pursued; and therefore, grants the Navy's request for the increased flexibility that funding within the research and development account affords. However, the Committee directs that all follow-on ships beyond one prototype for each LCS ship design be fully funded in the Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy account. The Committee also believes that substantial testing of the LCS and the associated mission modules is required to evaluate each ship design and validate operational requirements. Therefore, the Committee directs that no funds shall be obligated to prepare a fiscal year 2006 budget request for construction of the second ship of either prototype design. This directive is intended to provide for a `gap' year between the construction of the first prototype ship and second ship of each design, thereby ensuring that design problems discovered during the construction of each ship design are identified and fixed before construction of the follow-on ships. In addition, the consent to build the LCS prototype ships with research and development funding should in no way be interpreted as approval for other ship construction programs to be funded within the Research and Development, Navy account. 

The Committee is also concerned that the development of various LCS mission modules, which will be procured independently from the vessel, will obscure the actual cost of the weapon system. Therefore, the Committee directs the Navy to identify LCS mission module funding separately within the Research and Development, Navy and Other Procurement, Navy accounts. 

MDETEC (p. 157)- The Committee directs the Department of the Navy to conduct a study on the Navy's directed energy and electric weapon requirements for both offensive and defensive uses of such weapons. The study shall examine future Naval force capability gaps, the potential requirements for, employment and testing of directed energy and electric weapons to fill those gaps. The study shall include examination of high-energy laser, high power microwave, particle beam, electronic attack, electromagnetic launch and rail gun technologies. The report shall be delivered not later than June 1, 2005. 

DD(X) Destroyer Program (p. 157)- The Committee supports the budget request for the DD(X) Destroyer program but believes that construction of the ship should be funded within the Shipbuilding and Conversion account in a manner consistent with prior shipbuilding programs. Therefore, the Committee transfers $221,116,000 of Research and Development funding to the Shipbuilding and Conversion account and directs the Navy to fund future ship construction within the Shipbuilding and Conversion account. 

Fire Scout Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (p. 158)- The Committee has included an additional $24,000,000 for the Fire Scout unmanned aerial vehicle program. The Committee directs that these funds shall be used for procurement of one additional Fire Scout system consisting of three Fire Scout air vehicles, three Electro-Optical-Infrared/Laser Designator/Laser Rangefinder payloads and embedded radios, one Ground Control Station, and one ship set of automatic landing equipment. 

CCDoT (p. 158)T- The Committee recognizes that Office of Naval Research sponsored university research into agile port technology and supply networks and sense and respond logistics, holds significant promise in improving strategic mobility, rapid deployment and sustainment, and force protection in support of expeditionary warfare mission objectives. The Committee encourages the Joint Forces Command to support those efforts and participate with the Center for the Commercial Deployment of Transportation Technology and the local logistics airport in conducting joint experiments, desktop and field exercises such as Sea Viking 06 and 08 to demonstrate and rapidly deploy those advanced concepts of operations. 

Emitter Location Technologies (p. 158)- The Committee is concerned that the Department of Defense has not captured the cost benefits offered by current emitter location technology. For example, the Navy and Air Force continue to pursue dedicated weapon systems to perform the Suppression of Enemy Air Defense [SEAD] and the Destruction of Enemy Air Defense [DEAD] mission areas rather than use new emitter location technology to accurately geolocate targets for current strike systems to suppress or destroy. Emitter location technologies will allow multiple missions to be performed by existing strike weapons systems thereby saving costs and time. The Committee directs the Navy to evaluate the cost benefits offered by the adaptation of current emitter location technology to justify the continued expenditures on new missile systems dedicated to the SEAD and DEAD mission areas. This evaluation should identify the cost and risks associated with upgrading current and planned emitter location technology versus the cost and benefits of using dedicated missile systems. 

Western Security Complex. (p. 158)--The Committee understands that extensive informal efforts have been made by the naval facility at China Lake, California, the United States Joint Forces Command, and a number of other facilities to establish cooperative operations among more than 100 bases, laboratories, and government-sponsored research facilities in the western United States. The Committee recognizes the potential value of formalizing these efforts and supports a feasibility study of the Western Security Complex, which would link together and explore cooperative ventures to leverage resources in support of the Global War on Terrorism. The study is to be submitted to congressional defense committees before the fiscal year 2006 budget submission. 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND EVALUATION, DEFENSE-WIDE (p. 170)

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDED ADJUSTMENTS (p. 173)

 [In thousands of dollars](p. 178)

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Line    Item      2005 budgetestimate      Committee recommendation Change from budget estimate 

199D   ASDS                 



15,614                  
+15,614                             

Funding Transfer from PE 1160404BB                                                         +1,614                             

Budget Realignment                                                                                    +14,000                             

Quadrupole Resonance Technology (p.179).--The Committee notes the success of quadrupole resonance technology in explosives detection. Leveraging accomplishments thus far, the Committee recommends an increase of $3,000,000 to complete this project in fiscal year 2005. 

Lack of Program Justification (p. 180).--The Committee is concerned about the number of `pilot' programs requested within the Office of the Secretary Defense. These programs include Reducing Total Ownership Costs, Rapid Acquisition Initiatives, Transformation Initiatives, and Horizontal Fusion. The funding requests for these programs fail to outline the activities and projects to be financed, but rather propose that the Congress appropriate `pots' of money for broad programmatic objectives where specific activities are identified after the funding is provided. For example, the fiscal year 2005 budget request for the new start program Reducing Total Ownership Costs broadly describes the program's objective to, `optimize returns on investments that reduce operating and support costs for systems.' The Department plans to solicit proposals and make project selections after funding has been granted; thus no defined list of projects is available. 

The Committee finds this budgetary practice unacceptable and recommends reducing funding for these programs. The Committee expects the Department to adhere to traditional budget justification practices and provide detailed information on the projects and activities to be funded with the budget request. 

TITLE V

REVOLVING AND MANAGEMENT FUNDS (p. 183)

NATIONAL DEFENSE SEALIFT FUND

	Appropriations, 2004
	$1,066,462,000

	Budget estimate, 2005
	1,269,252,000

	Committee recommendation
	441,936,000


The Committee recommends an appropriation of $441,936,000. This is $827,316,000 below the budget estimate. 

The Committee remains concerned about the status of construction of the T-AKE ships. While construction of the fiscal year 2000 appropriated ship has recently commenced, the Navy reports that the program has slipped an additional 6 months. The status of the production design is particularly concerning as only 2 of the 22 zones necessary for ship fabrication are complete. Further, the Committee notes that approximately $2,000,000,000 of $2,300,000,000 provided by the Congress since fiscal year 2000 for the program remains unexpended. As such, the Committee recommends reducing the budget request for the T-AKE until sufficient construction progress has been made on previously appropriated ships. 

TITLE VIII

GENERAL PROVISIONS  (p. 193)

The following lists general provisions proposed by the Committee. The Committee recommends inclusion of several proposals which have been incorporated in previous appropriations acts, provisions requested for inclusion by the Defense Department, and new provisions. The Committee recommendations are as follows: 

SEC. 8001. Publicity/Propaganda Limitation- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8002. Compensation/Employment of Foreign Nationals- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8003. Obligation Rate of Appropriations- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8004. Obligations in Last 2 Months of Fiscal Year- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8005. Transfers- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8006. Working Capital Fund Cash Disbursements- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8007. Special Access Programs Notification- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8008. Multiyear Procurement Authority- The Committee includes multiyear contract authority for programs as noted in the section. 

SEC. 8009. Humanitarian and Civic Assistance- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8010. Civilian Personnel Ceilings- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8011. Overseas Installation Notification- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8012. Lobbying- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8013. Educational Benefits and Bonuses- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8014. Organizational Analysis/Contracting Out- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8015. Mentor-Protege Program- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8016. Anchor Chains- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8017. CHAMPUS/TRICARE Mental Health Benefits- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8018. Residual Value Negotiations- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8019. Demilitarization of Surplus Firearms- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8020. Relocations Into the NCR- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8021. Indian Financing Act Incentives- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8022. A-76 Studies- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8023. American Forces Information Service- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8024. Wage Rate--Civilian Health- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8025. Funding for Grants- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8026. Native Allotments- Includes a new provision regarding native allotments. 

SEC. 8027. Burden Sharing- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8028. Civil Air Patrol- Retains and modifies a provision for the Civil Air Patrol. 

SEC. 8029. Federally Funded Research and Development Centers- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8030. Carbon, Alloy, or Armor Steel Plate- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8031. Congressional Defense Committees Definition- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8032. Depot Maintenance Competition- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8033. Reciprocal Trade Agreements- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8034. Energy Cost Savings- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8035. Non-Excess Property Leases- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8036. Army Corps of Engineers- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8037. Young Marines Program- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8038. Overseas Military Facility Investment- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8039. Walking Shield- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8040. Investment Item Unit Cost- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8041. Defense Working Capital Fund/Investment Item- Retains a provision made in previous years. 

SEC. 8042. CIA Availability of Funds- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8043. GDIP Information System- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8044. Indian Tribes Environmental Impact- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8045. Compliance With the Buy America Act- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8046. Competition for Consultants and Studies Programs- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8047. Field Operating Agencies- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8048. T-AGOS Transfer- Includes a new provision regarding the transfer of T-AGOS vessels. 

SEC. 8049. Rescissions- The Committee recommends a general provision rescinding funds from prior years as displayed below: 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------

                                                                  Amount 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------

2002 Appropriations:                                                     

Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy: Cruiser Conversion        $20,444,000 

2004 Appropriations:                                                     

Weapons Procurement, Navy: Cruiser Modernization              15,157,000 

Other Procurement, Navy: Cruiser Modernization                54,338,000 

Procurement, Defense-Wide: ASDS                               23,571,000 

Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, Army: MEADS       25,000,000 

Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, Defense-Wide:                

Computing and Communications Technology-Language Translation   6,800,000 

Operational Systems Development--Management Headquarters       3,300,000 

Total rescissions                                            148,610,000 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------

SEC. 8050. Civilian Technicians Reductions- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8051. Prohibition on Assistance to North Korea- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8052. National Guard/Duty Compensation- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8053. Reimbursement for Reserve Component Intelligence Personnel- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8054. Civilian Medical Personnel Reductions- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8055. Pentagon Renovation Costs- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8056. Environmental Contracting- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8057. Counter-Drug Activities Transfer- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8058. Energy and Water Efficiency- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8059. Ball and Roller Bearings- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8060. American Samoa Transfer- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8061. Buy American Computers- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8062. Savings Reductions- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8063. Local Hire in Noncontiguous States- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8064. Transfer to Other Agencies- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8065. Restrictions on Transfer of Equipment and Supplies- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8066. Export Loan Guarantee Program- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8067. Contractor Bonuses Due to Business Restructuring- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8068. Restriction of Funds for Diplomatic Facilities- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8069. Reserve Peacetime Support to Active Duty and Civilian Activities- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8070. Expired Obligations and Unexpended Balances- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8071. Facilities Maintenance and Repair- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8072. National Guard Distance Learning- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8073. Heating Plants in Europe- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8074. End-Item Procurement- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8075. Sale of F-22 to Foreign Nations- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8076. Buy American Waivers- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8077. Training of Security Forces of a Foreign Country- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8078. Surplus Dental Equipment- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8079. T-AKE- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8080. RPM Family Housing- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8081. ACTD Project- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8082. Under Secretary of Defense for Intelligence- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8083. Transportation Working Capital Fund Reductions- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8084. Information Technology Systems- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8085. Support to Other Government Agencies- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8086. Armor Piercing Ammo- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8087. Leasing Authority for National Guard Bureau- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8088. Alcoholic Beverages- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8089. PMRF Infrastructure- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8090. GPS- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8091. O&M, R&D Defense-Wide Transfers- Retains and modifies a provision facilitating the transfer of funds. 

SEC. 8092. Disbursements- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8093. Littoral Combat Ship- Includes a new provision restricting the use of funds for the Littoral Combat Ship. 

SEC. 8094. Advisory and Assistance Services- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8095. Arrow- Retains and modifies a provision carried in years. 

SEC. 8096. Coast Guard Aircraft- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8097. Prior Year Shipbuilding- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8098. Assignment of Forces- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8099. Special Pay- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8100. Intelligence Authorization- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8101. Local School Funding/Special Needs Funding- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8102. New Start Authority- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8103. Working Capital Fund Cash Balance Reductions- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8104. Stryker Brigades- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8105. B-52's- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8106. Elmendorf Air Force Base- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8107. Army Tooele Depot- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8108. OCOTF Report- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8109. Ship Cost Adjustment- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8110. OCOTF Budget Justification- Retains a provision carried in previous years 

SEC. 8111. Nuclear Armed Interceptors- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8112. Buy America Seafood Waiver- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8113. Counter-Terrorism Fellowship Program- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8114. 53rd Weather Reconnaissance Squadron- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8115. Terrorism Information Awareness Program.--Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8116. Travel Reduction- Retains and modifies a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8117. Contingent Emergency.--Includes a provision that designates certain amounts provided as a contingent emergency requirement. 

SEC. 8118. Naval Magazine Lualualei.--Includes a new provision relating to drainage and flood control. 

SEC. 8119. EHIME MARU- Retains a provision carried in previous years. 

SEC. 8120. Naval Military Academy High School- Includes a new provision relating to the Naval Military Academy High School. 

TITLE IX

CONTINGENT EMERGENCY RESERVE FUND (p. 199)

IRAQ FREEDOM FUND 

COMPLIANCE WITH PARAGRAPH 7, RULE XVI, OF THE STANDING RULES OF THE SENATE (p. 206)

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 2004 AND BUDGET ESTIMATES AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR FISCAL YEAR 2005 (p. 207)
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