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———e " Today I have signed into law S. 1124, the "National Defense

Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996." This Act authorizes
appropriations for Department of Defense military activities,
including military construction, and defense activities of the
Department of Energy. It also provides, extends, or amends.
various authorities relating to national defense programs and
activities. |

I vetoed the original version of this legislation, H.R.
1530, on December 28, 1995. Since that time, the Congress has
addressed my three central national security concernslabout the
earlier bill. First, the Congress deleted the provisions
requiring deplbyment by 2003 of a costly missile defense system
designed to defend against a long-range missile threat, which
our Intelligence Community does not foresee in the next decade.
Such a course of action would have prevented us from deploying
the best possible technology if a real threat were to emerge at
a later time. Moreover, implementation of the system called for
in H.R. 1530 would probably have been consistent with the Anti-
Ballistic Missile Treaty.

Second, the Congress deleted the requirement that the
President submit a supplemental appropriations request within a
defined time period after commencement of certain contingency
and other operations, such as the ongoing military operations in
Bosnia. The Act does, however, continue to contain unwarranted
restrictions on the manner in which such operations may be

funded.



Third, the Congress deleted the restriction on the
President’s authority to make and implement decisions relating
to the operational or tactical control of elements of the U.S.
armed forces, a restriction which clearly infringed on the
President’s constitutional authority as Commander in Chief.

The Act also includes a number of provisions of great
importance to our national defense and to the men and women in
our armed forces, authorizing critical defense programs to be
continued and new ones to be initiated. The Act authorizes the
full 2.4% increase in pay and allowances for our military
personnel. It authorizes the Military Housing Privatization
Initiative, which provides new authority to acquire and improve
military housing and supporting facilities through the use of
private expertise and capital. It authorizes necessary military
construction and NATO infrastructure programs. It continues the
Department of Energy’s science-based Stockpile Stewardship
program. It provides for the sale of the Elk Hills Naval
Petroleum Reserve.

The Act also contains the Administration’s proposal to
allow the United States to extradite indicted war criminals and
provide evidence directly to the International War Crimes
Tribunals for the Former Yugoslavia and Rwanda -- a provision
that should encourage others to cooperate fully with the War
Crimes Tribunal.

And, this legislation makes important strides in the area
of procurement reform, which will help produce a better-equipped
military for less money. The legislation gives agencies
enhanced authority and flexibility in their use of computers and

telecommunications, while insisting on accountability.



Consistent with the Administration’s efforts under the National
Performance Reviewlto create a government that works better and
costs less, the Act encourages agencies to adopt the best
practices of successful companies in the private sector. And
the Act includes measures to facilitate the purchase of
commercially-available goods and services, to streamline and
clérify procurement integrity laws, and to substantially improve
the process for resolving bid protests for information
technology.

All of these measures are important to the effective and
efficient operation of our Armed Forces. I regret, however,
that this legislation continues to contain a number of
provisions,'identified in my earlier veto message, that will
adversely affect the Defense Department’s ability to carry out
its national defense mission.

First, I am strongly opposed, as is the Department of
Defense, to the provision requiring the discharge of military
personnel living with the Human Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV),
where, as here, such discharge is not required by any medical,
public health, or military purpose. This provision is blatantly
discriminatory and highly punitive to service members and their
families. People living with HIV can and do lead full and
productive lives, provide for their families, and contribute to
the well being of our nation. The men and women affected by
this provision are ready, willing and able to serve their

country with honor and should be allowed to continue to do so.



Therefore, I strongly support the current efforts in
Congress to repeal this provision before a single service member
is discharged from the armed forces.

Moreover, I have concluded that this provision is
unconstitutional. The Secretary of Defense and the Chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff have advised me that the arbitrary
discharge of these men and women would be both unwarranted and
unwise; that such discharge is unnecessary as a matter of sound
military policy; that discharging service members deemed fit for
duty would waste the government’s investment in the training of
these people and would be disruptive to the military programs in
which they play an integral role.

I agree.

This discriminatory provision therefore violates the Equal
Protection Clause of the Constitution by requiring the discharge
of qualified service members living with HIV who are medically
able to serve, without furthering any legitimate governmental
purpose. As President Franklin D. Roosevelt said in 1943,
explaining his decision to sign an important appropriations bill
notwithstanding the fact that it contained a provision that
trenched upon individual rights, "I cannot . . . yield without
placing on record my view that this provision is not only unwise
and discriminatory, but unconstitutional."

In accordance with my constitutional determination, the
Attorney General will decline to defend this provision.

Instead, the Attornéy General will inform the House and Senate
of this determination so that they may, if they wish, present to
the courts their argument that the provision should be

sustained.



Further, to mitigate any unfair burden that this
legislation could place on these service members and their
families pending any repeal or judicial invalidation, I have
directed the Secretaries of Defense, Veterans Affairs, and
Transportation, in carrying out the provisions of this Act, to
take all steps necessary to ensure that these service members
receive the full benefits to which they are entitled --
including, among other things, disability retirement pay, health
care coverage for their families and transition benefits such as
vocationél education.

I am troubled by another provision in this Act, which
restricts the ability of service women and military dependents
to obtain privately-funded abortions in military facilities
overseas. I remain firmly opposed to this provision. In many
countries, these U.S. facilities provide the only accessible
safe source for these medical seéervices. I will support
congressional efforts to repeal this and a similar provision
that became law in the "Department of Defense Appropriations
Act, 1996."

Finally, I note that Section 1404 of the Act expresses the
sense of Congress that the Secretary of Defense should not take
any steps toward dismantling or retiring specific strategic
nuclear delivery systems until the START II Treaty enters into
force, and it prohibits obligating or expending funds in fiscal
year 1996 for such steps. Reading the provisions of section
1404 together, I interpret the section to prohibit obligations
or expenditures only before the START II Treaty enters into
force. The explanation of Section 1404 in the Conference Report

supports this intefpretation.
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As I have mentioned before, I am strongly opposed, as is the

Department of Defense to the provision requiring the involuntary

separation of military personnel who are living with the Human

Inmunodeficiency Virus (HIV), when, as here, >such a departure is

not required by any medical, public health, or military purpose.>

This provision is blatantly discriminatory and highly punitive to

service members and their dependents who despite their HIV status

can and do lead full and productive lives, provide for their

families, and contribute to the well being of our nation. The

men and women affected by this provision are ready, willing and

able to serve their country with honor and should be allowed to

continue to do so. I strongly support the current efforts in

Congress to repeal this provision before a s%ngle serxice Tember

is discharged from the Azged Forces. >I alsé1§é&lg§e zgggsggrvice
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benefits they would have received had they been medically

retired. I am therefore directing that the Secretaries to take



all possible actions to ameliorate the burden this legislation
will place on these service members and their families and to see

to it that they are treated with fairness and compassion.
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the fact that it contained a provision that trenched upon
individual rights, "I cannot . . . yield without placing on
record my view that this provision is not only unwise and
discriminatory, but unconstitutional."

In accordance with my constitutional determination, the
Attorney General will decline to defend this provision. Instead,
the Attorney General will inform the House and Senate of this
determination so that they may, if they wish, present to the
courts their argument that the provision should be sustained.

In the meantime, I have directed the Secretaries of Defense,
Transportation, and the Veterans Affairs, in carrying out the
provisions of this Act pending any repeal or judicial
invalidation, to take all steps necessary to provide these
service members and their families with the benefits they would
have received had they been medically retired. I therefore am
directing that the Secretaries of Defense, Transportation and
Veterans Affairs take all possible actions, consistent with
applicable law, to ameliorate the burden this legislation will
place on these service members and their families and to see to
it that they are treated with fairness and compassion.
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As I have mentioned before, I am strongly opposed, as is the

- Department of Defense to the provision requiring the involuntary
separation of military personnel who are living with the Human
Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV), when, as here, such a departure is
not required by any medical, public health, or military purpose.
This provision is blatantly discriminatory and highly punitive to
service members and their dependents who despite their HIV status
can and do lead full and productive lives, provide for their
families, and contribute to the well being of our nation. The
men and women affected by this provision are ready, willing and
able to serve their country with honor and should be allowed to
continue to do so. I strongly support the current efforts in
Congress to repeal this provision before a single service member
is discharged from the Armed Forces.

After consulting with the Attorney General and the Secretary
of Defense, I have determined that this provision is
unconstitutional. This discriminatory provision violates the
Equal Protection Clause by requiring the discharge of those
qualified service members living with the HIV disease Qho are
medically able to serve, without furthering any legitimate
governmental purpose. After consulting with the Secretary of
Defense and the Joint Chiefs of Staffs, I have concluded [alt:

The Secretary of Defense and the Joint Chiefs of Staff have

determined that] that implementation of this discriminatory
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provision would not further the Defense Department;s mission of
national defense and would in fact be detrimental to morale and
efficiency in the armed forces. Because I have made the judgment
that this provision is not constitutional, [I am hereby directing
that] the Attorney General and the Department of Justice [will]
not defend the provision in any legal challenge to its
constitutionality.

In the meantime, I have directed the Secretary of Defense
and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to take all steps necessary
to provide these service members and their families with the
benefits they would have received had they been medically
retired. I therefore am directing that the Secretaries of
Defense and Veterans Affairs take all possible actions,
consistent with applicable law, to ameliorate the burden this
legislation will place on these service members and their
families and to see to it that they are treated with fairness and
compassion.
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As I have mentioned before, I am strongly opposed, as is the
Department of Defense to the provision requiring the involuntary
separation of military personnel who are living with the Human
Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV), when, as here, such a departure is
not required by any medical, public health, or military purpose.
This provision is blatantly discriminatory and highly punitive to
service members and their dependents who despite their HIV status
can and do lead full and productive lives, provide for their
families, and contribute to the well being of our nation. The
men and women affected by this provision are ready, willing and
able to serve their country with honor and should be allowed to
continue to do so. I strongly support the current efforts in
Congress to repeal this provision before a single service member
is discharged from the Armed Forces.

I have concluded that this provision is unconstitutional.
The Secretary of Defense and the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff have advised me that:

To discharge all of these service members arbitrarily as

this provision mandates would be both unwarranted and
unwise.

This provision is unnecessary as a matter of sound military
policy because there is already in place a physical
evaluation system to determine the fitness for duty of HIV-
positive personnel.

Discharging service members deemed fit for duty would waste
the government’s investment in the training of these
individuals and be disruptive to the military programs in
which they play an integral role



This violates a standard traditionally used by the services
for retention and thus undermines a fair policy of
evaluating retention on medical and service issues on an
individual basis.

I agree.

This discriminatory provision therefore denies equal
protection by requiring the discharge of those qualified service
members living with the HIV disease who are medically able to
serve, without furthering any legitimate governmental purpose.

As President Franklin D. Roosevelt said, in explaining his
decision to sign an important appropriations bill notwithstanding
the fact that it contained a provision that trenched upon
individual rights, "I cannot . . . vield without placing on
record my view that this provision is not only unwise and
discriminatory, but unconstitutional."

In accordance with my constitutional determination, the
Attorney General will decline to defend this provision. Instead,
the Attorney General will inform the House and Senate of this
determination so that they may, if they wish, present to the
courts their argument that the provision should be sustained.

In the meantime, I have directed the Secretaries of Defense
and Veterans Affairs, in carrying out the provisions of this Act
pending any repeal or judicial invalidation, to take all steps
necessary to provide these service members and their families
with the benefits they would have received had they been
medically retired. I therefore am directing that the Secretaries
of Defense and Veterans Affairs take all possible actions,

consistent with applicable law, to ameliorate the burden this

legislation will place on these service members and their



families and to see to it that they are treated with fairness and
compassion.
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As I have mentioned before, I am strongly opposed, as is the
Department of Defense to the provision requiring the involuntary
separation of military personnel who are living with the Human
Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV), when, as here, such a departure is
not required by any medical, public health, or military purpose.
This provision is blatantly discriminatory and highly punitive to
service members and their dependents who despite their HIV status
can and do lead full and productive lives, provide for their
families, and contribute to the well being of our nation. The
men and women affected by this provision are ready, willing and
able to serve their country with honor and should be allowed to
continue to do so. I strongly support the current efforts in
Congress to repeal this provision before a single service member
is discharged from the Armed Forces.

I have concluded that this provision is unconstitutional.
The Secretary of Defense and the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff have advised me that:

To discharge all of these service members arbitrarily as

this provision mandates would be both unwarranted and
unwise.

This provision is unnecessary as a matter of sound military
policy because there is already in place a physical
evaluation system to determine the fitness for duty of HIV-
positive personnel.

Discharging service members deemed fit for duty would waste
the government’s investment in the training of these
individuals and be disruptive to the military programs in
which they play an integral role



This violates a standard traditionally used by the services
for retention and thus undermines a fair policy of
evaluating retention on medical and service issues on an
individual basis.

I agree.

This discriminatory provision therefore denies equal
protection by requiring the discharge of those qualified service
members living with the HIV disease who are medically able to
serve, without furthering any legitimate governmental purpose.

As President Franklin D. Roosevelt said, in explaining his
decision to sign an important appropriations bill notwithstanding
the fact that it contained a provision that trenched upon
individual rights, "I cannot . . . yield without placing on
record my view that this provision is not only unwise and
discriminatory, but unconstitutional."

In accordance with my constitutional determination, the
Attorney General will decline to defend this provision. Instead,
the Attorney General will inform the House and Senate of this
determination so that they may, if they wish, present to the
courts their argument that the provision should be sustained.

In the meantime, I have directed the Secretaries of Defense
and Veterans Affairs, in carrying out the provisions of this Act
pending any repeal or judicial invalidation, to take all steps
necessary to provide these service members and their families
with the benefits they would have received had they been
medically retired. I therefore am directing that the Secretaries
of Defense and Veterans Affairs take all possible actions,
consistent with applicable law, to ameliorate the burden this

legislation will place on these service members and their



families and to gee to it that they are treateqd with fairness and
compassion.
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As I have mentioned before, I am strongly opposed, as is the
Department of Defense to the provision requiring the involuntary
separation of military personnel who are living with the Human
Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV), when, as here, such a departure is
not required by any medical, public health, or military purpose.
This provision is blatantly discriminatory and highly punitive to
service members and their dependents who despite their HIV status
can and do lead full and productive lives, provide for their
families, and contribute to the well being of our nation. The
men and women affected by this provision are ready, willing and
able to serve their country with honor and should be allowed to
continue to do so. I strongly support the current efforts in
Congress to repeal this provision before a single service member
is discharged from the Armed Forces.

I have concluded that this provision is unconstitutional.
The Secretary of Defense and the€ Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff have advised me that:

To discharge all of these service members arbitrarily as

this provision mandates would be both unwarranted and
unwise.

This provision is unnecessary as a matter of sound military
policy because there is already in place a physical
evaluation system to determine the fitness for duty of HIV-
positive personnel.

Discharging service members deemed fit for duty would waste
the government'’s investment in the training of these
individuals and be disruptive to the military programs in
which they play an integral role



This violates a standard traditionally used by the services
for retention and thus undermines a fair policy of
evaluating retention on medical and service issues on an
individual basis.

I agree.

This discriminatory provision therefore denies equal
protection by requiring the discharge of those qualified service
members living with the HIV disease who are medically able to
gserve, without furthering any legitimate governmental purpose.

As President Franklin D. Roosevelt said, in explaining his
decision to sign an important appropriations bill notwithstanding
the fact that it contained a provision that trenched upon
individual rights, "I cannot . . . yield without placing on
record my view that this provision is not only unwise and
discriminatory, but unconstitutional."

In accordance with my constitutional determination, the
Attorney General will decline to defend this provision. Instead,
the Attorney General will inform the House and Senate of this
determination so that they may, if they wish, present to the
courts their argument that the provision should be sustained.

In the meantime, I have directed the Secretaries of Defense
and Veterans Affairs, in carrying out the provisions of this Act
pending any repeal or judicial invalidation, to take all steps
necessary to provide these service members and their families
with the benefits they would have received had they been
medically retired. I therefore am directing that the Secretaries
of Defense and Veterans Affairs take all possible actions,
consistent with applicable law, to.ameliorate the burden this

legislation will place on these service members and their



families and to see to it that they are treated with fairness and

compassion.
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Today I have signed into law S. 1124, the "National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996." This Act authorizes
appropriations for Departmenﬁ of Defense military activities,
including military construction, and defense activities of the
Department of Energy. It also provides, extends, or amends
various authorities relating to national defense programs and
activities.

I vetoed the original version of this legislation on
December 28, 1995. Since that time, Congress has addressed a
number of my serious national security concerns. Specifically,
the Congress deleted the provisions requiring deployment by 2003
of a costly missile defense system designed to defend against a
long-range missile threat, which our Intelliéence Community does
not foresee existing in the next decade. Also, such a system
probably could not have been implemented in consonance with the
existing Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty. Such a course of action
would have prevented us from deploying the best possible
technology if such a threat were to emerge.

The Congress also deleted the requirement that the President
submit a supplemental appropriations request within a defined

time period after commencement of certain contingency and other



operations, such as the ongoing military operations‘in Bosnia.
The Act does, however, continue to contain unwarranted
restrictions on the manner in which such operations may be
funded. Also deleted is the restriction on the President's
authority to make and implement decisions relating to the

operational or tactical control of elements of the U.S. armed

forces, a restriction which ciearly infringed on the President's

constitutional authority as Commander in Chief.
S. 1124 continues to contain, however, a number of
provisions, identified in my earlier veto message, that will

adversely affect the ability of the Department of Defense to

carry out its national defense mission in the most effective and

efficient manner.

The Act specifically includes two provisions affecting

members of the Armed Forces and their families to which I remain

strongly opposed. As I have mentioned before, I am very
concerned by the provision requiring the involuntary separation
of military personnel who are living with the Human

Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV), when such a departure is not

medically required. This provision is blatantly discriminatory)

and highly punitive to service members and their dependents.
Individuals living with HIV can and do lead full and productive
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lives, provide for their families, and contribute to the well

being of our nation. The men and women affected by this

provision serve their country with honor and should be allowed to
S“ffp/)' ‘0\'/,‘/1‘9'\

continue to do so. Therefore I am, today, asking the Congress to

repeal this provision before a single service member is
discharged from the Armed Forces. <i have also directed the
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to
utilize all possible means to provide these service members and
their families with additional benefits to ameliorate the burden

?

this legislation will place on them.)‘

The other objectionable provision restricts the ability of

service women and military dependents to obtain privately-funded

abortions in military facilities overseas. I remain concerned

thig;ﬁn many countries, these U.S. facilities provide the only

accessible safe source for these medical services. I will also

support efforts to repeal this and a similar provision that
bécame law in the "Department of Defense Appropriations Act,

1996."

Section 1404 of the Act expresses the sense of Congress that
the Secretary of Defense should not take any steps toward
dismantling or retiring specific strategic nuclear delivery

systems until the START II Treaty enters into force, and it
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prohibits obliga;ing or expending funds in fiscal year 1596 for
such steps. Reading the provisions of section 1404 together, 1I
interpret the section to prohibit obligations or expenditures
only before the START II Treaty enters into force. The
explanation of section 1404 in the Conference Report supports
this interpretation.

Notwithstanding my continuing concerns about the bill'’s
objectionable provisions, I have approved S. 1124 because the
Department of Defense needs to have the full range of authorities
provided by this legislation.

Included among the Act's.positive features are its
provisions authorizing the Department to continue critically
important defense programs and activities and to initiate a
number of new programs. Among them is the Military Housing
Privatization Initiative, which provides new authority to acquire
and improve military housing and supporting facilities by using
pfivéte expertise and capital. It also includes authorization
for the full increase in pay and allowances for our military
personnel, and authorization for necessary military construction
and NATO infrastructure programs. Additionally, the Act

continues the Department of Energy’s science-based Stockpile



Stewardship program, and provides for the sale of the Elk Hills
Naval Petroleum Reserve.

I am also pleased that S. 1124 contains the Administration’s
proposal to allow the United States to extradite indicted war
criminals and provide evidence directly to the Ihternational War
Crimes Tribunals for the Former Yugoslavia and Rwanda. We hope
that this will encourage others to fully cooperate with the War
Crimes Tribunal.

In response to serious concerns about the outmoded approach
to the acquisition and management of information technology in
the Federal government, S. 1124 simplifies and strengthens the
way agencies use and acquire computers and telecommunicétions,
giving them authority and flexibility, but insisting on
accountability for results. Consistent with“the Administration’s
efforts under the National Performance Review to create a
government that works better and costs less, the bill encourages
aéencies to adopt the best practicies of successful companies in
the private sectér.

Moreover, the Act contains significant acquisition reform
measures, sought by the Administration and undertaken with
bipartisan support, that will further simplify and facilitate the
purchase of commercially-available goods and services, streamline

-5-



and clarify procurement integrity laws, and substantially

improve how bid protests for information technology are resolved.
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2/2/96 - 3:30pm
STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

Today I have signed into law S. 1124, the "National Dcfense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996." This Act authorlzes
appropriations for Department of Defense military activities,
including military construction, and defense activities of the
Department of Energy. It also provides, extends, or amends
various authorities relating to national defense programs and
activities.

I vetoed the original version of this legislation on
December 28, 1995. _Since that time, Congress has addressed a
number of my serious national security concerns. Specitically,
the Congress deleted the provisions requiring deployment by 2003
of a costly missile defense systcm designed to defend against a
long-range missile threat, which our Intelligence Community does
not foresee existing in the next decade. Also, such a system
probably could not have been implemented in consonance with the
existing Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty. Such a course of action
would have prevented us from deploying the best possiblce
technology if such a threat werc to emerge.

The Congress also deleted the requirement Lhat the President
submit a supplemental appropriations request within a defined
time period after commencement of certain contingency and other
operalions, such as the ongoing military operations in Bosnia.

The Act does, however, continue to contain unwarranted

P.02



OMB/RDI ID:202-395-5691 FEB 02°96 18:17 No.001 P.03

2/2/96 - 3:30pm

restrictions on the manner in which such operations may be
funded. Also deleted is the restriction on the President's
authority to make and implement decisions rclating to the
operational or tactical control of elements of Lhe U.$. armed
forces, a restriction which clearly infringed on the President's
constitutional authority as Commander in Chicf.

S. 1124 continues to contain, however, a number of
provisions, identified in my earlier veto messagc, ﬁhat will
adversely affect the ability of the Department of Defense to
carry out its national defense mission in the most effectiQe and
efficient manner.

The Act specifically includes tWoO provisions affecting
members of the Armed Forces and their families about which T am
very concerned. As I have mentioned before, I am strongly
opposed, as 1s the Departmentl of Defense to the provision
requiring the inveluntary separation of military personnel who
are living with the Human Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV), when, as
here, such a departure is not medically required and serves no
valid military or public health purpose. This provision is
blatantly discriminatory and highly punitive to service membcers
and their dependents who despite their HIV status can and do lead
full and productive lives, provide for their families, and

contribute Lo the well being of our nation. The
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men and women affected Dby this provision are ready, willing and
able to serve their counfry with honor and should be allowed to
continue to do so. I strongly support the current efforts in
congress to repeal this provision before a single service member
is discharged from the Armed Forces. However, in the meantime, T
have directed the Secretary of Detense and the Secretary of
veterans Affairs to utilize all possible means to provide these
service members and their families with additional benefits to
ameliorate the burden this legislation will place on them and to
see to it that they are treated with fairness and compassion.

The other objectionable provision restricts the ability of
service women and military dependents to obtain privately-funded
abortions in military facilities overseas. 1 remain concerned
that, in many countrics, these U.S. facilities provide Lhe only
accessible safe source for these medical services. I will also
gupport congressional efforts to repcal this and a similar
provision that became law in the "Department of Defensc
nppropriations Act, 1996.,"

Section 1404 of the Act exXpresSSes the sense of Congress that

the Secretary of Defense should not take any steps toward

NU , UYL .5
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dismantling or retiring specific strategic nuclear delivery
systems until the START T1 Trealy cnhters into force, and it
prohibits obligating or expending funds in fiscal year 1996 for
such steps. Reading the provisions of section 1404 together, I
interpret the section to prohibit obligations or expenditures
only before the START II Treaty enters into force. The
explanation of sectlon 1404 in the Conference Report supporis
this interpretation.

Notwithstanding my continuing concerns about the bill’s
objectionable provisiens, I have approved 5. 1124 because the
Department of Defense needs to have the full range of authorities
provided by this legislation.

Included emong the Act's positive features are its
provisions authorizing the Department to continue critically
important defense programs and activities and to inltiate a
number of new programs. Rmong them is the Military Housing
Privatization Initiative, which provides new authority to acquire
and improve military housing and supporting facilities by using
private expertise and capital. It also includes authorization
for the full increase in pay and allowances for our mililary
personnel, and authorization for necessary military conslruction
and NATO infrastructure programs. Additionally, the Act

continues the Department of Energy’s science-based Stockpile
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Stewardship program, and provides for the sale of the Elk Hills
Naval Pctroleum Reserve.

I am also pleased that S. 1124 contains the Administration’s
proposal to allow the United States to extradite indicted war
criminals and provide evidence directly to the International War
Crimes Tribunals for the Former Yugoslavia and Rwanda. We hope
that this will encourage others to fully cooperate with the War
Crimesg Tribunal.

In responsc to serious concerns about the outmoded approach
to the acqulsitlon and managemenl of information tcchnology in
the Federal government, S. 1124 simplifies and strengthens the
way agencies employ computcrs and telecommunications equipmecnt
and services, giving them authority and flexibilily, but
jnsisting on accountability for results. Consistent with the
Adrinistration’s efforts under the National Performance Rcvicew CO
create a government that works better and costs less, the bill
encourages agencies to adopt the best practicies of successlul
companies in the private sector.

Moraeover, the Act contains significant acguisition reform
measures, sought by the Administration and undertaken with
bipartisan support, that will further simplify and facilitate the

purchasa of commercially-available goods and services, streamlinc
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and clarify procurement integrity laws, and substantially

improve how bid protests for information technology are resolved.
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As I have mentioned before, I am strongly opposed, as is the
Department of Defense to the provision requiring the involuntary
| separation of military personnel who are living with the Human
Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV), when, as here, such a departure is
not required by any médical, public health, or military purpose.
This provision is blatantly discriminatory and highly punitive to
service members and their dependents who despite their HIV status
can and do lead full and productive lives, provide for their
families, and contribute to the well being of our nation. The
men and women affected by this provision are ready, willing and
able to serve their country with honor and should!be allowed to
continue to do so. I strongly support the current efforts in
Congress to repeal this provision before a single service member
- is discharged from the Armed Forces.(& also feel very strongly
that service members should have an adequate opportunity to
challenge this provision in court before being separated from the
military. In any litigation over this provision, I will direct
the Department of Justice to give full consideration to the heavy
burden and unfairness of discharge on these service members and
their families:>

However, in the meantime, I have directed the Secretary of
Defense and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to take all steps

necessary to provide these service members and their families

with the benefits they would have received had they been



medically retired. I therefore am directing that the Secretaries
take all possible actions, consistent with applicable law, to
ameliorate the burden this legislation will place on these
service members and their families and to see to it that they are

treated with fairness and compassion. ###
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service members and their families and to see to it that they are
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DRAFT

The Act specifically includes two provisions affecting
certain of our service members to which I remain strongly
opposed. As I have mentioned before, I strongly oppose the
provision requiring the retirement or discharge of military

- personnel who are living with the Human Immunodeficiency Virus

(HIV), despite the fact that they are medically capable of
perfqrming their duties. {I am very disappointed that this

~“blatantly diédrim{ﬁafdry provision was not removed from the final

\ legislation../As long as these men and women are willing and ab

to serve their country, such action is unnecessary and unfair.

:.Current policy al10Q;M;::TI¥TEE"ETITtary personnel with
illnéss or disabilities including HIV to serve until their
medical condition precludes their doing so. The Defense

Department and military leaders have opposed changing the current

policy because it wrongly singles out qualified military

personnel for involuntary separation. <:i\~

Insaddd4iEiGl, this provision contradicts the intent _
and spirit of sigﬁificant Congressional mandatesj&Eﬁfﬁffa%J D
Americans with Disabilities Act and the Rehabilitation Act ——
outlaw!&\i am today submitting legislation to repeal this
provisig¥ as quickly as possible. 1In addition, I am directing
the Secretaries of Defense and Veterans’ Affairs to take all
necessary measures to ensure that these veterans and their

families receive all the benefits to which they are entitled and

to which they deserve.
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The Act specifically includes two provisions affecting

certain of our service members to which I remain strongly
opposed. I deeply regret the inclusion of the amendment
requiring that all service members living with HIV be discharged.
This provision is irrational, irresponsible, blatantly
discriminatory and I believe unconstitutional. As Senator Sam

i*%/ﬁunn has said: "It is punitive action that does not make sense
from any point of view." Currently, all military personnel found
to have illnesses or disabilities including HIV continue to serve
their country until their medical condition prevents them from
doing so. This policy, developed during the Reagan

Administration, is sound and has worked well for more than a

he change now contained in this Bill is stgg;§I§\\\\

decade.
opposed by the Department of Defense and our military leaders

because it wrongly singles out qualified military personnel for

involuntary separation.7LThese men and women with HIV are ready,
willing, and able to serve their country, and senseless bigotry
and ignorance should not now stop themsﬁfi strongly support
legislation introduced by a bipartisan coalition in the Congress
to repeal this un-American action and misguided policy. 1In the
meantime, I am directing the Secretary of Defense and the
Attorney General to see to it that these individuals and families
are treated fairly and compassionately. To do otherwise will
deny essential health and support benefits to service members,

their spouses, and their children whose lives depend on them.



, 1 s%ra% op,%ase
n\ﬂ. 'OFN\S [0 A rcgur tte r@ﬁr.zlwcwt er” oZ.Jd\a@& o
P \'-hf‘j pgrsa««@( wWho anz 1\5/7\«%”\) \7& cma
n mm.u/\od,oﬁaucb Nirws C HL\/J)@Q @\’ HAesqte
Ne R Haf M\fj Can  porForm Vhe clubes

—17\{.( .p/a\/t's;ﬁf‘ wowld u_\@_fu;re, 'V\L §4~/olun1l.‘zfj'

- Guad-hed .

. Q@PMw"‘”f\ Of @ -3 VV\[*\/) M:dnn@{ {J'7 W T
i? Yhair i chorse.

| H"—L\] eJen Wb‘:féx & is not A{,&(a@[’% rp{u,@(
,Lw'\ Jrm &Jkppad—e/( _ .-

HS \”";{, ) \JAAQ,&SS‘&"? l:—q “N /;w"_] '

1’\ ,_&dﬁl“.h"ﬂ s pfdv‘sic)r\ Flw\’@ Grbyadhchkr

s . Sign; At
Haket and gp'nJ' oF Phes M (o §¢ o] JM
'OV‘/HAWB dasenm. Aﬁh‘*\ pant o A-v.:é:;l g "L'&'Lu

ei{vdx ol Yhe WM whhe Dzuklhq Azt o h@,

Ao F Sme‘TJ*) /94/& }’)"-
[)Q,Jm, e oF ("3 1L W%WM

, iVW r‘w i ,O/WS N G q\)ﬂd,? A po{(b[é _L/\ ﬁd/(l/’w
. L an Qofthn  the Depurhrets o 0&4—& ad Ve ms’




i

Ay o ke NACs sy, Al s h, “~see .'--
m,],_ )*LQ_SQ, U@k{‘m!@ /Ze.r &lt/] fec&w{_ cz.'M _

e bahin b wuuﬂ«;m www
Wﬁf’”dx&f_ -




DRAFT
The Act specifically includes two provisions affecting

certain of our service members to which I remain strongly
opposed. As I have mentioned before, I strongly oppose the
provision requiring the retiremént or discharge of military
personnel who are living with the Human Immunodeficiency Virus
(HIV), despite the fact that they are medically capable of
performing their duties. I am very disappointed that this
blatantly discriminatory provision was not removed from the final

legislation.

Current policy allows qualified military personnel with
illness or disabilities including HIV to serve until their
medical condition precludes their doing so. The Defense
Department and military leaders have opposed changing the current
policy because it wrongly singles out qualified military
personnel for involuntary separation. As long as these men and
women are willing and able to serve their cduntry, such action is
unnecessary and unfair. This provision contradicts the intent
and spirit of significant Congressional mandates--the Americans
with Disabilities Act and the Rehabilitation Act--that outlaw

unjustified discrimination against individuals living with HIV.

I am today submitting legislation to repeal this
‘provision as quickly as possible. In addition, I am directing
the Secretaries of Defense and Veterans’ Affairs to take all
necessary measures to ensure that these veterans and their
families receive all the benefits to which they are entitled and

l

to which they deserve.
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I am today submitting legislation to repeal this

provision as quickly as possible. 1In addition, I am directing



the Secretaries of Defense and Veterans’ Affairs to take all
necessary measures to ensure that these veterans and their
families receive all the benefits to which they are entitled and

to which they deserve.



ID:5-3130 JAN 29’96 17:25 No.002 P.O1

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20503

FACBIMILE NUMBER: (202)395-5691 " ROOM 7230/NEOB

VERIFICATION NUMBER: (202)395-6194

pare:s !3\‘1 IQ(/ TIME

# OF PAGES TO FOLLOW 5 FROM: /Qo\o Naabi{: 345 - 75¢
LEGISLATIVE REFERENCE DIV.

TO: Bolo Wy Gordon Bdams
/ Mariia | V\(t«\od W Wikt
Sam Brik Gvo! Rasro
Soe Sevh Mamc\]l Bas Min
Jim Murr

COMMENT ¢ Follows: : v .

Stgning Stbencat an S /RY = DePorse Maaﬁﬁu_ﬂ—_f r7¢

ACTION: FYI REBPOND BY: H'S n P




ID:5-3130 JAN 29’96 17:25 No.002 P.02

STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

Today I have signed into law $. 1124, the "National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996." This Act authorizes
appropriations for Department of Defense military activities,
including military construction, and defense activities of the
Department of Energy. It also provides, extends, or anends
various authorities relating to national defense programs and
activities.

I vetoed the original version of this legislation on
December 28, 1995. Since that time, Congress has addressed a
number of my serious national security concerns. Specifically,
the Congress deleted the provisions requiring deployment by 2003
of a costly missile defense system designed to defend against a
long-range missile threat, which our Intelligence Community does
not foresee existing in the next decade. Also, such a system
probably could not have been implemented in consonance with the
existing Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty. 8Such a course of action
would have prevented us from deploying the best possible
ﬁechnology if such a threat were to emerge.

The Congrees also deleted the requirement that the President
submit a supplemental appropriations request within a defined
time period after commencement of certain contingency and other
operations, such as the ongoing military operations in Bosnia.
The Act does, however, continue to contain unwarranted

restrictions on the manner in which such oparations may be

-1-



ID:5-3130 JAN 29796 17:26 No.002 P.03

funded. Also deleted is the restriction on the President's
authority to make and implement decisions relating to the,.
operational or tactical control of elements of the U.S. armed
forces, & restriction which clearly infringed on the President's
constitutional authority as Commander in Chief.

5. 1124 continues to contain, however, a number of
provisions, identified in my earlier veto message, that will
adversely affect the ability of the Department of Defense to‘
carry out ite national defense mission in the most effective and

erfficient manner.

’,,”’“”’;;;—;;t specifically includes two provisions affecting

certain of our service members to which I remain strongly
-,
opposed%%ﬁhs I have mentioned before, I am very concerned by the
provision requiring tne'retirement or discharge of military
personnel who are living with the Human Inmunodeficiency Virus s
(HIV), when it is not medically required; 1 am disappointed that ety ¢ abslig

this blatantly discriminatory provision was not removed from the

final legislation. As long as these men and women are willing

‘and able to serve their country, gsuch action is unnecess&ry. I

will strongly support efforte to repeal this provision as quickly
as possible. In the meantime, nmy Administration will take all
necessary measures to assure that such personnel receive all the
benefits to which they are entitled.

The other objectionable provision restricts the ability of
service women and military dependents to obtain privately-funded

abortions in military facilities overseas. I remain concerned

-2-
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that in many countries, these U,S, facilities provide the only
accessible safe source for these medical servicee. I will also
support efforts to repeal this and a similar provision that
became law in the "Department of Defense Appropriations Act,
1996."

I have approved 5. 1124 despite these objectionakle
provisions because the Department of Defense needs to have the
full range of authorities provided by this legislation,

Section 1404 of the Act expresses the sense of Congress that
the SBSecretary of Defense should not take any steps toward
dismantling or retiring specific strategic nuclear delivery
systems until the START II Treaty enters into force., This
provigion prohibits obligating or expending funds in fiscal year
1996 for such steps. Reading the provisions of section 1404
together, I interpret the section to prohibit obligations or
expenditures only before the START II Treaty. enters into force.
The explanation of section 1404 in the Conference Raport supports
this interpretation.

Included among the Act's positive features are its
provisions authorizing the Department of Defense to continue
critically important defense programs and activities and to
initiate a number of new programs. Among them is the Military
Housing Privatization Initiative, which provides Defense with new
authority to acquire and improve military housing and supporting
facilities by using private expertise and capital. It also

includes authorization for the full increase in pay and
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allowvances for our military personnel, and authorijzation for'
necessary military construction and NATO infrastructure programs.
Additionally, the act continues the Department of Energy's
science based Stockpile Stewardship program, and provides for the
gale of the Elk Hills Naval Petroleum Reserve.

I am pleased that the Authorization Conferees have enacted
my legislative proposal that allows the United States to
extradite indicted war criminals directly to the International
War Crimes Tribunale for the Former Yugoslavia and Rwanda. We
hope that this will encourage others to fully cooperate with the
War Crimes Tribunal.

In addition, in response to serious concerns about the
outmoded approach to the acquisition and management of
information technology in the Federal government, the bill
simplifies and strengthens the way agencies use computers and
telecommunications, giving them authority and flexibility, but
ingiating on accountability for results. Consistent with the
Administration's efforts under the National Performance Review to
create a government that works better and costs less, the bill
encdurages agencies to adopt the best practicles of succezaful
companies in the private sector.

Moreover, the Act contains significant acquisition reform
measures, sought by the Administration and undertaken with
bipartisan support, that will further simplify and facilitate the

purchase of commercially-available goods and services, streamline
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and clarify procurement integrity laws, and substantially

improve how bid protests for information technology are resolved.
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STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT DRAFT 2/7/96 4:25 pm

Today I have signed into law S, 652, the "Telecommunications Act of 1996." This
Act fulfills my Administration’s promise to reform our telecommunications laws in g ranner
- that leads to competition and private investment, that promotes  universal service and open
access to information networks, and that provides for flexible govemment regulation. The
Act provides for special rates for providing advanced telecommunications services to schools,
libraries and hospitals, and establishes V- chips to enable families to exercise greater control
over what television programming comes into their homes.

For nearly two decades, Vice President Gore has worked to spur the creation of a
national information superhighway. This Act lays the foundation for the robust investment and
development that will create such a superhighway to serve both the private sector and the
public interest.

Over the past three years my Administration has fought to produce legisiation that
would provide consumers greater choices and better Quality in their telephone, cable, and
information services. By allowing direct competition between phone and cable companies
this Act will stimulate lower prices and greater quality through competition in both ficlds,

At the same time, the Administration has opposed measures that would allow undue
concentration in the mass media. I am very pleased that this Act retains reasonable limits on
the ability of one company or individual to own television, radio and newspapcr properties in
local markets and retains national ownership limits on television stations. The Administration
will continue its cfforts to ensure that the American public has access to many different
sources of news and information in their communities.

S. 652 lifis the cap on national audience reach for television stations owned by one
person or entity from 25 percent of the national audience 1o 35 percent.  This cap is important
in order to prevent a single broadcast group owner from dominating the national medja
market. By choosing to raise the limit to a specific percentage, Congress placed a ceiling on
the level of relaxation in ownership, clearly indicating that it should not be higher.

While this Act removes the statutory ban on ownership of a cable system and a
broadcast station in the same local market, it does not eliminate the Federal Communications
Commussion's (FCC's) regulatory ban on such cross-ownership. This ownership restriction
continues to be very important in maintaining competition in local markets and should be
maintained by the FCC. In addition, while certain regulatory cross-ownership bans are no
longer necessary and have been eliminated, others that are critical to maintaining the diversity
of local news and information sources have been retained by S. 652. For example, the
regulatory ban on common ownership of a newspaper and a broadcast television or radio
station is maintained.

Another regulation that is critical to maintaining the diversity of local news and

1



FEB-O7 96 18:09 FROM:COUNSEL OFFICE: 2i2-456-cbac [ASER=FA= )

information sources is the prohibition on ownership of more than one television station in a
local market. While the FCC allows ownership of more than one television station in certain
circumstances, such as when a station would otherwise go dark, they only do so under
narrow and compelling circumstances and where local diversity would not be reduced. S. 652
directs the FCC to conduct a rulemaking to review this regulation and its waiver policy. Any
changes in this policy should only allow ownership of two stations when doing so would
clearly not reduce the diversity of independent outlets of news and information in a
community. The Administration will continuc to support a fair balance between economic
viability and diversity.

Rates for cable programming services will be deregulated in approximatcly three years.
Such deregulation will include cable programming services and equipment used exclusively
for the receipt of such services.

Cable rates will be dercgulated when a phone company offers programming to
subscribers in a community, providing effective competition to the cable operator. This is
based on the assumption that consumers will be protected from price hikes because the cable
system faces real competition. That is why it is imperative that the rules not deregulate cable
rates when a phone company merely turns on its service or signs up its first one or two
customers, but when a meaningfull number of subscribers have actually subscribed to the
phone company's video services.

This legislation places a strong emphasis on competition in both local and long
distance telephone markets. It provides detailed requirements to open local telephone -
networks to competition. Moreover, it requires that the FCC, in making its decision regarding
an application by a Bell company to offer long-distance service, must accord "substantial
weight" to the Attomey General's evaluation of the application concerning any of the
requirements a Bell company must satisfy. This special legal standard, which I consider
essential, ensures that the FCC and any appellate court will respect and accord full weight to
the Department of Justice Antitrust Division's special competition expertise — especially its
expertise in making predictive judgments conceming the competitive effects on local and long
distance telecommunications markets of Bell company entry into long distance. In so doing,
the statute allows the Attomey General to use any available evidence, including evidence
acquired under the Modified Final Judgment, and make a recommendation under any legal
standard the Attomey General considers appropriate.

To protect the public, the legislation authorizes the FCC, through its application of the
public interest test, giving substantial weight to the evaluation of the Attomey General, to
exercise wide discretion regarding long distance entry. The FCC can consider a broad range
of issues under the public interest test — including the adequacy of interconnection
arrangements to permit vigorous competition and the nature and extent of any facilities-based
competition -- notwithstanding that there are separate provisions that also deal with these
matters.
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S. 652 contains specific additional prohibitions of discrimination against competing
telecommunications service providers when either the Bell company or its affiliate provides
services to the other. While the Bell company is permitted to Jointly market its local
telephone service with the services provided by the separate affiliate, the nondiscrimination

- prohibitions must be fully complied with, N

The Act's emphasis on competition is also reflected in its antitrust savings clause,
This clause ensures that even for activities allowed under the legislation ~- including Bell
entry -- activities resulting from FOC rulemakings or orders, and for activities that comply
with specific requirements imposed under the legislation, the antitrust laws continue to apply
tully.

I am especially pleased that the Act contains the V-chip requirement that will
empower familics to choose the type of programming that is suitable for their children. The
V-chip provision relics on the broadcast networks to produce a rating system and to
implement the system in a way compatible with V-chip technology. By relying on the
television industry to establish and implement the ratings, the Act serves the interest of
families without infringing on the First Amendment rights of the television programmers and
producers.

S. 652 would extend a prohibition in current law, 18 U.S.C 1462, concerning the
transmittal of abortion-related speech and information, to cover transmittal by interactive
computer services. The Department of Justice has advised me that its longstanding policy is
that this and related abortion provisions in current law are unconstitutional and will not be
enforced because they violate the First Amendment. The Department has reviewed the
amendment in S. 652 and adviscs me that it provides no basis for altering that policy.
Therefore, the Department will continuc to decline to enforce tha provision of current law as
amended by S. 652, as applied to abortion-related speech.,

The Telecommunications Act of 1996 will strengthen our economy, our society, our
families and our democracy. It will help connect every classroom in America 1o the
Information Superhighway by the end of the decade. It will protect consumers directly by
regulating the remaining monopolies for a time and by providing a roadmap for deregulation
that promotes competition as the key to opening new markets and new opportunities. [ am
pleased to sign this historic legislation, which my Administration has so vigorously supported,
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DRAFT

STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

Today T have signed into law S. 1124, the "National Defense
authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996." This Act authorizes
appropriations for military activities of the Department of
Defense, for military construction, and for defense activities of
the| Department of Energy. It also provides, extends, or amende
various authorities relating to national defense programs and
activities.

The Act which I sign today does not contain the most
objectionable of the provisions which led to my earlier veto of
thi% legislation on December 28,'1995. specifically, the
congress deleted the provisions requiring deployment by 2003 of a
coskly missile defense system designed to defend against a long-

range missile threat which our Intelligence Community does not

forksee existing in the next decade and which probably could not

have been impiemented in consonance with the existing ABM treaty.
“Fur her, such a course of action would have prevented us from

deplloying the best possible technology if and when such a threat

{foe energea.
| The Congress also deleted the requirement that the President
submit a supplemental appropriations request within a defined
time period after commencement of certain contingency and other
operations, such as the ongoing military operatione in Bosnia.

The Act does, however, continue to contain unwarranted

regtrictions on the manner in which such operations may ke
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funded. Also deleted is the restriction on the President's
authority to make and implement declslons relating to the
oparational or tactical control of elements of the U.S. armed
forces, a restriction which clearly infringed on the President's
constitutional authority as Commander in Chief.

Unfortunately, the Act continues to contain a number of
prgvisions, jdentified in my earlier veto message, that will
adversely affect the ability of the Department of Defense to
carry out most effectively and efficiontly ite national defense
migsion.

The Act also continues to include two provicions affecting
certain of our service members to which I remain strongly
opposed. One requires the discharge of HIV-positive members when
it| is not medically reguired. I am very disappointed that
members of Congress did not see fit to remove this discriminatory

prpvision from the final legislation. As long as these men and

women are willing and able to serve their country, such action is
unhecassary. I will strongly support efforts to repeal this
provision as quickly as possible. In the meantime, my
Administration will do everything in its power to assure that
sth personnel receive all benefits to which they are entitled.
The other provision restricts the ability of service women
and military dependents to obtain privately-funded abortions in
military facilities overseas. I will alsoc seek the repeal of
tHis and a similar provision that became law in the "Department

of Defense Appropriations Act, 1996." Only the overriding need
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of the Department of Defense to have the full range of
authorities provided by this legislation causes me to sign this
Act| notwithstanding the inclusion of these two provisions.
Beorion 1404 of the Act expresses the sense of congress that the
fecretary of Defense should not take any steps toward dismantling
or retiring specific strategic nuclear delivery aystems until the
S8TART 1II Treaty enters into foroe, and it prohibits obligating ox
expending funds in fiscal year 1996 for such steps. Reading the
pravisions of section 1404 together, I interpret the section to
prghibit obligations or expenditures only before the START II
Tréaty enters inte force. The explanation of section 1404 in the
Confarenca Report supports this interpretation.

Tncluded among the Act's positive features are its
provisions authorizing the Department of Defense to continue
critically important defense programe and activities and to
initiate a number of new programs. Chief among them is the
Mi]litary Housing Privatization Initiative, which provides DOD
with new authority to acquire and improve military housing and
supporting facilities for the armed forces using private capital
ang expertise. It includes authorization for the full increase
in| pay and allowances for our military personnel, and
authorization for necessary military conatruction and NATO
infrastructure programs. The Act contains eignificant Federal
acfuisition reform measures, including much needed revisions to
exlisting Federal procurement integrity laws, and a streamlining

of| the process by which the Government acguires and uses
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inflbrmation technology and telecommunications eéuipment and
services. Finally, I am pleased that the Authorisation
cponferass have enacted my legislative proposal that allows the
Unilted States to extradite indicted war criminals directly te the
rnternational War Crimes Tribunals for the Former Yugoslavia and

Rw#ndn.
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H394 .
(d) EKFFECTIVE DATE~—TNis seclion shall
apply only ta members of the commissioned

officer corps of the Naujona! Ooeanio And At-
‘mospherio Adminiatration who are stparated

after Beptemver 30, 1984, : N

8EC. §67. DISCHARGE OF MEMBERS OF THE
) 'ARMED FORCRS WHO HAVE THE
- Hiv-1 VIRUR, - .

(6) IN GENKRAL.-—(1) Bootion 1177 of title 10,
United States Code, {8 amended to read as
follows. . .. L S .
“§1177. Membery Infocted with HIV-1 virue:

mandatory discharge or retirement

‘(6 MANDATONY RPPARATION.—A member
of the armod forges who is HIV-positive sha)l
Le separated. Ruch saparatinn shall he made
on a date determined by the Secretary oon-

_oerned, which fhall be as soon as preoticable
after the dato on whioh the determination tp
made that the mamber e RIV_positive and
not later than the laet day of the sixth
month beginning after such data.

*(b) FORM OF BEPARATION.—If & member to
bo separated under thia mection fa aligible to
retire under any provision of Jaw or tb be

- transferrad to the Fleat Resarva or Flagt Ma-
rine Corpa Reserve, the member shall be so
retired or so tranaferred. Otherwise, the
member ghall be dischargod. Thé character-
fxation of the service nf tha membar shall be
Aetormined without regard to the determing-
tion that the moember §g8 HTV-panitive.

*“(0) DEFERRAL OF BEPARATION FOR MEM-
HERS IN 18-YEAR RETIREMENT SANCTUARY. ~1In
tht case of & member to be discharged under
this seotion who on the date on which the.
member is to be Qlscharged 18 within two

- yedrs of qualifying for retiremeont under any
provirion of law, or of gualifying for transfer
to tho Flest Reserve or Flest Marine Corps
Roserve under soction &X30 of this title, the
member Mmay, as detarmined by the Beo-
relary oconcerned, be retained on active duty
until the member s qualified for retirement
or transfer t0 the Flaot Reserve or Fleet Ma-
rine Qorps Reserva, as the case may bo, and
then be so retired or transferred, anless the
membar §& sooner retired or discharged under
any othor provision of law. o o

*'(d) BEFARATION TO BE CONBIDERRD INVOL-~
UNTARY,—~A separation under -this section

ahal} be considered 1o bs wn involuntary sep.
AraAllon for purposss of any other provision
of law. .. -

‘(a) ENITTTLEMENT ‘70 HEALTH OARE.—A
member separated under thie section shall be
ontitdod to medical and dental care ynder
chapter 55 of this title to Lhe same extent
aod under the BAme OONAILIONS AS & Porson
who is entitled to such care under section
1074(b) of thims title. e .o e

) COUNBELING ABOUT AVAILARLE MEDICAL
CARE.—A mombor to be sBeparatod under LAl
section skall be provided information, in
writing, before such separation of the avall-
uble modical care (through the Departmant
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rologio test must be one that i approved by
the Food and Drug Admintstration.*. .

€2) The item relating to such section in the

table of gactions at the beginning of chapter

- 60 of'such title is amended to read as follows:
“1177. Members infeetad with MIV-1 virus:

- mandatory discharge or retire-

. ment.. - .. :

(b) EFFECTIVE DATK.~-S6ction 1177 of title

16, United Btates Cods, an amendcd by sub-
scction (a), appliss with respoct to members
of the Armad Forees determined to be HIV-
Dositive before, on. or after the date of the
anantment of thie Act. In the onoo of a mer-
bor of the Armed Forces determined to be
HTV-positive before such date. the deadline
for separation- of the member under sub-
_mantion (A) of ouch eeolion, as so Amnended, .
ehell be determinod from the date of the en- .
actment of thin Aot (rather than from the
date of suoh determination). )

TARY PAMILY ACT AND MILITARY
CHILD CARE ACT.

. (a) IN GRNERAL.—(1) Bubtitle A of titie 10,

‘United States Code, 416 amonded by inserting

aftor chapter 87 the following new chapter:

“CHRAPTER 88—MILITARY PAMILY
PROGRAMS AND MILITARY CHILD CARE

“Bubchaptor . Bec.
"I, Military Family Programs .............n 1161
“M. Military OR1A Care s, 1791
.' “S8UBCHAPTER I—-MILITARY FAMILY

. PROGRAMB |
“Sac.

1701, Office of Family Follcy. . -

*'}783. Burveys of military families.

“1788. Fomily members serving on advisory
. -eommittees. o

Employment opportusitios for mil-
tary spousce.

Youth sponaorship pro; .. L

"1788. Depandent student trave) within the

UInited Btates, ’ ’
Y1787, Reporting of child abuse. -
4“3 1781. Office of Famlly Policy

“'ia) EATABLIBHMENT.—There is in the Of-
floe of the Seoretary of Defense an Office of
Famni)y Policy (berelnafter in this section re-
ferrad to as the 'Office'), ‘Tho Office ahnll be

*1784.

1788,

under the Assistant Seoretary of Defense for -

Poroo Management and Pernonnel.’
“(b) rrTES.—The Office— . .
(1) shall coordinate programs and agtivis
ties of the military departments to the ex-
tant that they relate to military famillea;
and - S
*(2) shall make rocommendations to the
Bporetaries of the . military departments with
reApeast ts programs and polfoiss fegarding
military familjes. . :
*(¢) BTAkF.—=The Office ahall have not leaa
than five profesaional staff members,
“31782. Surveys of military families .
- *Y(a) AUTHORITY.—The Baoretary of Defense

10:59 No.007 P.0OG6
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Janu

ment in the performence
which affects members of r;
and which inoludes memt
families in ito memberehip ¢
sidered an advisory committ
UP) of the Federal Advisory
(6 U.8,C.App.) Bolely baoau:
bership.
*§1784. Employment oppors:
tary apouses
‘(8 AUTHORITY.—The Press
such moasures a8 the Pror
neocesary to increase emplo
nities for spouses of membo;
foroos. Buch mensures may in
‘(1) @x08pLIDK. pursuent to
title 6, from the competitiy
ttons In the Depertiment of )
outside of the United Btates
ployment oppoftunities for q
‘of mombers of the armed for
KeOgTAphical area as the o
station of the mombers; and
*(2) providing preference in
Hooe in nonappropriated fun
‘qualifiea apouses of member:

. . foross stationed in the sam

&TEA AS the nonAppropriated fu
positions fn wage grade UA-§
sguivalent positions and for p
hourly rates, - .
*(b) REGULATIONB.—The Be:
fense ahall proscribe regulatio
“*(1) Lo implement suoh M
President orders under subsect

© -, 'N2) w provide prefcrence

spouses of members of the a
hiring for any civilian b
partment of Dafense if the ep:
poreons determined to be bes!
the position and if the positio:
the same geagraphical ares as
duty station of the member; .

-“48) L ensure LhAt notice Of ¢
fition {n the Department of D
~ided in a manner reasonably
Teach spouses of members ©
foroes whoss permanent duty g
the samy geographio ares as
which the poaiuion 18 Jooated; ar

*“(4) to snsure that the spouse
©f the armed forcer who applie:
position in the Department of 1
to the extont practioable, be ¢
any such popition located in t!
8rephic aros as the permancnt
of the member.

‘“(0) BTATUB OF PREFENENCE
Nothing in thig section ahall be
provide a spouse of & mombsr «
forces with preference in hiring
vidual who ip & proforencs oligll;

“§ 1788. Youth sponsorship progn

(&) REQUIKEMENT —The Baon
fense ghall require that there

of Voterans Affairs and otnerwise) %0 treat May conduct surveys of membors of the Military ingtallation a youth
the member's oondition. Such {nformation WMIMed faroes on aetive duty or in an aotive program to facilitate the integr

ahall fnolude fdentification of specific meai-

status, mombere of the ramilies of such

pendent ohildren of members ©

cal Joontions pear the member's home of ™MemMbora, and retired members of the armed forces Into hew surroundings w

rocord or point of discharge at ‘which Lhe
membor may seek necessary medical carn, - -

(&) HIV-FORITIVE MEMBERB.~—A membor
shall he considered to be HIV-positive for
purposss of this eeotion if there is serologlo
ovidence that the member is infeoted with
tho virus Known | 1] " Buman

- Immunodefigichey Virgs~l (HIV-1), the virus

foroen Lo dotermine Lhe orfectiveneas of Fed-
eral programs relating to military .families
and the neod for New programsg. -

“(b) REBPONSES T0 BE VOLUNTARY.—Rs-
sponsce to surveys conduoied under thig oo
tion shal} be voluntary, . . .

‘(c) FEDERAL RECORDEEEPING REQUIRE-
MENT8.-~With reapeot to such surveys, family

10 that military installation e ¢
parant's permanent ohange of ata

*(0) DEACRIFTION OF PROGRAM:
gram at each inatallation shall
involvement of dependent childr
bers presently stationed at the )
stallation and shall be direc P
ward children {n their pretesn s

»mMoat commonly ansociated with the acquirey embers of membors of the armed foroés 4nd  yoars,

immuno deficiency syndrome (AIDS) in the
United Btates. Buch sorologlo evidonce shall
be considered to exist If there is a renotive
resnly glvon by an ensyme-linked
immunosorbent assay (ELISA) serologic test
that {8 oonfirmed by a reaclive and dleg-
nostic immunoelecirophoresis test (Wostern
blot) on two ssparate pamples. ‘Any such se-

NP

ressrve and retired members of the armed
foraes ahall bo oonsidersd to be employees of
Lhe United Btates for purpomes of saction
RS02(8)(AX(1) of titie 44. o

*$1783, Family mombers serving on mdvisery

“A oommittes Within the Department of

“217686,
United
“Funds avatlable to the Dapartr.

fense for the travel and transport:

péndent ftudenta of membars of

foroes stationed overseas may b

for transportation allowances

ependent student travel
States

Dotonss waich advieos or aseists the Depart- within or between the oontignous |



