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proud of, that is in this bill. This provi-
sion will help the intelligence commu-
nity leverage the cultural and lin-
guistic skills of a broader candidate 
pool, which is so important to our in-
telligence community. 

During the markup of this bill, I of-
fered an amendment requiring inspec-
tors general at the Defense and State 
Departments, the CIA, and the DNI in-
spector general to establish telephone 
hotlines for intelligence professionals 
to report complaints if they believe 
policymakers are attempting to unduly 
or improperly influence them. I think 
that it is an important effort because 
there is a question mark in the mind of 
the American people on this very sub-
ject. 

As a result, the chairman agreed to 
include language in this bill about the 
need to ensure ombudsmen in these 
agencies to fulfill their role to protect 
analysts and other professionals within 
the intelligence community. The com-
mittee made a commitment to perform 
effective oversight in this matter; so I 
withdraw my amendment, and I thank 
the chairman for that effort. 

As the ranking member of the Tech-
nical and Tactical Intelligence Sub-
committee, I am concerned that this 
bill reduces or eliminates funding for 
several key programs in the adminis-
tration’s request without full justifica-
tion. Missing is an in-depth consider-
ation of the effect that funding reduc-
tions will have on the overall intel-
ligence architecture, the viability of 
our industrial base, which is essential. 
Once that disassembles, we cannot put 
Humpty Dumpty back together again, 
as well as overarching national secu-
rity requirements. I hope the DNI and 
the Secretary of Defense will conduct a 
comprehensive review and explain the 
strategic linkages between collection 
requirements, capabilities, and devel-
oping programs. This review would bet-
ter support future funding delibera-
tions and decisions by the committee. 
It is very important that that be done. 

In closing, I want to express one of 
my deep concerns, and I know that it is 
the concern that many of my col-
leagues share, and that is the con-
tinuing reports of torture and other 
abuses of detainees. From Abu Ghraib 
to Guantanamo Bay, the mounting rev-
elations have become more than an em-
barrassment to our country. They are a 
liability to our deployed servicemem-
bers. If, in fact, the Congress and its 
committees of jurisdiction fail to fully 
investigate, I support a special com-
mission to do so. We have to have a full 
accounting for the American people 
and have the determination to seek 
that. 

So, in closing, I want to thank my 
colleagues, the chairman, certainly our 
ranking member, all of my colleagues 
on the committee, and most especially 
a superb and dedicated staff. I salute 
them. I respect them for the work that 
they have done certainly on both sides 
of the aisle. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 

New York (Mr. MCHUGH), a new mem-
ber of the committee, a very valuable 
member, and also a member of the 
House Committee on Armed Services. 

Mr. MCHUGH. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the chairman for yielding me 
this time. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of this legislation, H.R. 2475. As 
the distinguished chairman so gra-
ciously recognized, I am one of the 
newer members of this committee; and 
I must say in that respect, I am enor-
mously impressed by the bipartisan at-
titude that all the members bring to 
this very important issue, that of na-
tional security and its interface with 
our intelligence communities. That is 
a tribute to all of the members, Demo-
crat and Republican alike, but I think 
it is a particular tribute to the distin-
guished gentleman from Michigan 
(Chairman HOEKSTRA) and also the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. HAR-
MAN), ranking member, who have 
worked so well together and provided 
that leadership of bipartisanship. 

The chairman noted, Madam Speak-
er, that I am a member of the House 
Committee on Armed Services, and in 
that capacity I have the honor of serv-
ing as chairman of the Military Per-
sonnel Subcommittee; and as such, I 
have been particularly interested in 
programs that aid the warfighter, 
those brave men and women who are 
putting their lives on the line each and 
every day for our freedoms and for our 
interests. And I am pleased to report 
that this legislation contains very im-
portant increases in funding for mili-
tary intelligence programs. 

In particular, H.R. 2475 includes sig-
nificant increases in funding for oper-
ations in Iraq, Afghanistan, for the 
global war on terrorism, and thereby 
decreases the reliance on supplemental 
budgeting. Budgeting by supplemental, 
at least in my opinion, Madam Speak-
er, is inefficient; and it hinders the ef-
fective planning of our intelligence op-
erations. And this bill very impor-
tantly takes a major step away from 
reliance on those supplementals and 
seeks to provide full funding to fight 
terrorism and for intelligence oper-
ations in Iraq. 

There is also increased funding for 
critical initiatives such as foreign lan-
guage training for our troops in the 
field and for greater numbers of defense 
intelligence analysts. This intelligence 
authorization bill builds upon actions 
already taken by the House Committee 
on Armed Services dictating a career 
path for military linguists, and we 
should be very proud of this initiative 
in these regards. 

The net result, Madam Speaker, is 
that our intelligence personnel and our 
military will be better trained and 
equipped to perform their invaluable 
missions. These are important steps, 
and they have been taken with the nec-
essary consultation with the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. And I am 
happy to report that the Permanent 
Select Committee on Intelligence has 

worked very closely with the gen-
tleman from California (Chairman 
HUNTER), with the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SKELTON), distinguished 
ranking member, with respect to our 
authorizations. And I would certainly 
argue that they complement one an-
other very closely. To the extent that 
there are differences, and I think dif-
ferences are and will continue to be in-
evitable, I know all of us on both sides 
of the aisle and in both committees 
will work to constructively breach 
those differences and bring about 
agreements on remaining issues as the 
authorization process continues. 

So I urge unanimous support of this 
very fine piece of legislation. 

Ms. HARMAN. Madam Speaker, I 
now yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT), ranking 
member on the Intelligence Policy 
Subcommittee. 

Mr. HOLT. Madam Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman from California for 
yielding me this time, and I also thank 
the chairman and the staff for putting 
together in a congenial atmosphere a 
good bill. 

There are some good features to the 
bill, and I am pleased that it gives the 
new Director of National Intelligence 
the authority and resources necessary 
for him to succeed, and I am also satis-
fied that the bill gives the intelligence 
community 100 percent of the funds 
that it needs for counterterrorism pro-
grams. I am encouraged by the bill’s 
emphasis on human intelligence and 
the recommendation to create a multi-
level security clearance system that 
will allow the intelligence community 
to harness the power of America’s di-
versity. 

More must be done, however, to en-
courage the use of open source, or pub-
lic, information. Last year we gave the 
intelligence community an urging to 
increase its collection, analysis, and 
use of open-source information. And I 
look forward to working with the DNI 
to move these efforts forward. 

I am also pleased that the bill ad-
vances our foreign language training 
efforts within the intelligence commu-
nity, and I will continue to work with 
my colleagues to strengthen our lan-
guage capabilities throughout the Fed-
eral Government. 

I do want to express serious concern 
about a couple of matters. First, the 
administration’s recommendations to 
close or realign military bases has the 
potential to disrupt vital intelligence 
expertise. Bases like Fort Monmouth, 
in my home State of New Jersey, play 
critical intelligence roles that have not 
been taken fully into account in the 
process. I would like to thank the 
chairman and ranking member for urg-
ing the Director of National Intel-
ligence to evaluate the effect of base 
realignment on our Nation’s intel-
ligence capabilities, and I will include 
their letter at this point in the 
RECORD. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, PER-

MANENT SELECT COMMITTEE ON IN-
TELLIGENCE, 

Washington, DC, May 26, 2005. 
Ambassador JOHN NEGROPONTE, 
Director of National Intelligence, New Executive 

Office Building, Washington, DC. 
DEAR AMBASSADOR NEGROPONTE: During 

the markup of the Fiscal Year 2006 Intel-
ligence Authorization bill, Members of the 
Committee raised questions about the poten-
tial impacts that the Defense Department’s 
Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) Com-
mission recommendations could have on the 
nation’s intelligence capabilities. The Mem-
bers believe strongly that such impacts 
should be factored into the final decision 
process. 

Many intelligence programs, for example, 
are dependent on subject matter experts 
made up of military personnel, government 
civilians, and contractors. These people form 
the analytic depth and breadth of the Intel-
ligence Community, as well as much of the 
core of its engineering, scientific and tech-
nical expertise. Based on past BRAC experi-
ences, we can logically assume that many of 
the intelligence personnel that would be af-
fected by the latest recommendations could 
refuse to uproot their families and relocate. 
The Intelligence Community depends on this 
intellectual capital, and we should well un-
derstand how the resulting loss of these peo-
ple would affect intelligence activities and, 
thereby, the nation’s security. 

The BRAC recommendations could affect 
the nation’s intelligence capabilities in 
many other ways. Accordingly, we want to 
ensure that these intelligence-related im-
pacts be considered in the deliberations that 
result in the final BRAC decisions. We be-
lieve that your position as the Director of 
National Intelligence puts you in a unique 
position to best understand and, accordingly, 
respond to these potential impacts. 

Therefore, we ask you to evaluate the af-
fects of base realignment and closure on the 
nation’s intelligence capabilities. We further 
ask that you provide the Committee with 
the results of your review no later than the 
date that the President provides his final ap-
proval and certification of the BRAC report 
to the Congress. 

Sincerely, 
PETER HOEKSTRA, 

Chairman. 
JANE HARMAN, 

Ranking Member. 

Madam Speaker, I also express my 
deep disappointment with the decision 
of the Committee on Rules to disallow 
a moderate and reasonable amendment 
by the gentleman from California (Mr. 
WAXMAN) that would have mandated 
the creation of a 9/11-style commission 
to investigate how the executive 
branch has handled detainees. We need 
that investigation, and we can do some 
of it within the committee; but we do 
need a public 9/11-style commission. 

Madam Speaker, I support this bill, 
and I urge my colleagues to support it 
as well. 

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

Ms. HARMAN. Madam Speaker, I 
served for 6 years on the Committee on 
Armed Services and came to admire 
greatly our next speaker. 

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
SKELTON), ranking member. 

Mr. SKELTON. Madam Speaker, I 
certainly thank the gentlewoman for 

yielding me this time. She is doing 
such a superb job on the Permanent Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence. We 
thank her for her efforts, along with 
the chairman as well. 

Let me say I rise in support of this 
intelligence authorization bill. In 
doing so, I want to make a few observa-
tions about the state of our national 
intelligence capabilities, as well as 
some comments about the bill. 

Within the span of 2 years, the 
United States had two very obvious 
and public examples of intelligence 
failures: the September 11, 2001, ter-
rorist attacks; and the completely in-
correct conclusions reached about 
Iraq’s weapons of mass destruction pro-
grams. These and other failures have 
been recognized by both the 9/11 Com-
mission and the Robb-Silberman Com-
mission on Weapons of Mass Destruc-
tion. 

Last year’s intelligence reform bill 
was an important first step in recti-
fying deficiencies in our intelligence 
capabilities. I believe intelligence is 
the tip of the spear. It is the tip of the 
spear in helping our warfighters. The 
new Director of National Intelligence 
represents an important benchmark in 
the creation of a Goldwater-Nichols- 
like structure for our intelligence com-
munity. 

The Goldwater-Nichols law, as we all 
know, altered command relationships 
among our military services in such a 
way that has fostered joint operations 
and enabled our military to become the 
very best in the world. 

b 1515 

I am optimistic that the new director 
of Intelligence will be able to unify the 
group of disparate intelligence organi-
zations that comprise the intelligence 
community to produce better capa-
bility, communication, and inoper-
ability than has been the case in the 
past. I am also pleased that the gen-
tleman from California (Chairman 
HUNTER) and the gentleman from 
Michigan (Chairman Hoekstra) have 
been able to resolve their differences 
over the transfer of personnel who per-
form intelligence functions. 

While the establishment of the direc-
tor of National Intelligence is an im-
portant step, I believe much more re-
mains to be done if we are to really im-
prove our intelligence capability. 
First, I think Congress needs to do a 
better job of overseeing our intel-
ligence operations than it has in the 
past. My own view is that some of our 
intelligence failures could have been 
avoided with vigorous congressional 
oversight. 

Second, we need to aggressively fol-
low up on the 9/11 Commission’s 
recommendations. 

We need to expand our efforts to secure 
international stores of nuclear materials, par-
ticularly in the nations ofthe former Soviet 
Union. Governor Kean, co-chair of the 9/11 
Commission, recently said there is no greater 
danger to our country than a terrorist group 
acquiring these materials. I want to echo his 

concern that we must be sensitive to the fact 
that intelligence activities can sometimes in-
trude upon the lives of Americans. In a free 
society, we must have checks and balances. 
I think we need to appoint a Federal civil lib-
erties board to prevent and redress constitu-
tional abuses by intelligence and law enforce-
ment agencies. Although last year’s law cre-
ated a civil liberties board, the administration 
has yet to name any members to the board, 
something that is long overdue. 

Madam Speaker, this is a good bill I believe 
members should support. I commend the gen-
tleman from Michigan, Chairman HOEKSTRA, 
and the gentlewoman from California, Ranking 
Member HARMAN, for a job well done. 

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Madam Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. HUNTER), the chairman 
of the House Committee on Armed 
Services, and our partner in making 
sure that we have a solid and strong in-
telligence community as well as the 
best fighting forces, the best military 
in the world. 

Mr. HUNTER. Madam Speaker, I 
want to thank the chairman for his 
kind words. It is appropriate that I fol-
low the ranking member of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, the distin-
guished gentleman from Missouri and 
his remarks, because he talked about 
Goldwater-Nichols, and Goldwater- 
Nichols did drive jointness in the mili-
tary. 

Another thing that Goldwater-Nich-
ols did, and it was primarily as a result 
of the debacle in Lebanon with the ma-
rines, is to drive what was known as 
the chain of command rule, meaning 
that when you had a combatant com-
mander, formerly known as a CINC, 
that combatant commander was in 
charge of everything in that 
warfighting theater, whether it was a 
rivet joint aircraft or a soldier or a ma-
rine, special operator, or a tactical in-
telligence gatherer in that area. That 
was a major issue that we had to work 
on, and we had to build a seam and a 
protection for the chain of command 
and, at the same time, afford to the na-
tional intelligence gatherers the re-
sources and the opportunity to carry 
out their mission. 

I think that the bill, the 9/11 bill did 
a pretty good job of that, and I want to 
commend the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Chairman HOEKSTRA) and the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ranking 
Member HARMAN) for their participa-
tion in working that. My good col-
league, the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. SKELTON) and I really look for-
ward to Mr. Negroponte getting off to 
the right start. He is a guy with a lot 
of good judgment, great experience in 
very difficult and inconvenient and 
dangerous missions, in my estimation, 
and I think that is probably a requisite 
for this job. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA) also, because 
there were a couple of provisions in 
this bill that we thought had a chain of 
command problem, and he looked at 
those and worked on them and took 
them out in the rule, and I want to let 
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