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tion 413 amended section 5315 of Title 5, Government 
Organization and Employees. A former subsec. (a)(6) of 
section 413, which amended section 3929 of this title, 
was repealed by Pub. L. 99–529, title IV, § 405, Oct. 24, 
1986, 100 Stat. 3020. Another subsec. (c) of section 413 
amended section 3929a of this title. 

AMENDMENTS 

1987—Pub. L. 100–204 struck out former subsec. (a) 
designation and heading ‘‘Inspector General of Depart-
ment of State’’, redesignated former pars. (1) to (5) as 
subsecs. (a) to (e), respectively, and struck out former 
subsec. (b) which related to establishment of the Office 
of Policy and Program Review. See Codification note 
above. 

EVALUATION OF POLICIES AND PROCEDURES OF DEPART-
MENT OF STATE ON PROTECTION OF CLASSIFIED IN-
FORMATION AT DEPARTMENT HEADQUARTERS 

Pub. L. 107–306, title VIII, § 832, Nov. 27, 2002, 116 Stat. 
2431, provided that: 

‘‘(a) EVALUATION REQUIRED.—Not later than Decem-
ber 31 of 2002, 2003, and 2004, the Inspector General of 
the Department of State shall conduct an evaluation of 
the policies and procedures of the Department on the 
protection of classified information at the Head-
quarters of the Department, including compliance with 
the directives of the Director of Central Intelligence 
(DCIDs) regarding the storage and handling of Sen-
sitive Compartmented Information (SCI) material. 

‘‘(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—Except as provided in sub-
section (c), not later than February 1 of 2003, 2004, and 
2005, the Inspector General shall submit to the follow-
ing committees a report on the evaluation conducted 
under subsection (a) during the preceding year: 

‘‘(1) The congressional intelligence committees. 
‘‘(2) The Committee on Foreign Relations of the 

Senate and the Committee on International Rela-
tions [now Committee on Foreign Affairs] of the 
House of Representatives. 
‘‘(c) EXCEPTION.—The date each year for the submit-

tal of a report under subsection (b) may be postponed 
in accordance with section 507(d) of the National Secu-
rity Act of 1947 [50 U.S.C. 3106(d)], as added by section 
811 of this Act. 

‘‘(d) CONGRESSIONAL INTELLIGENCE COMMITTEES DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘congressional intel-
ligence committees’ means— 

‘‘(1) the Select Committee on Intelligence of the 
Senate; and 

‘‘(2) the Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence of the House of Representatives.’’ 
[Reference to the Director of Central Intelligence or 

the Director of the Central Intelligence Agency in the 
Director’s capacity as the head of the intelligence com-
munity deemed to be a reference to the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence. Reference to the Director of Cen-
tral Intelligence or the Director of the Central Intel-
ligence Agency in the Director’s capacity as the head of 
the Central Intelligence Agency deemed to be a ref-
erence to the Director of the Central Intelligence Agen-
cy. See section 1081(a), (b) of Pub. L. 108–458, set out as 
a note under section 3001 of Title 50, War and National 
Defense.] 

§ 4862. Prohibition on use of funds for facilities 
in Israel, Jerusalem, or West Bank 

None of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated by this Act may be obligated or ex-
pended for site acquisition, development, or con-
struction of any facility in Israel, Jerusalem, or 
the West Bank. 

(Pub. L. 99–399, title IV, § 414, Aug. 27, 1986, 100 
Stat. 868.) 

REFERENCES IN TEXT 

This Act, referred to in text, is Pub. L. 99–399, Aug. 
27, 1986, 100 Stat. 853, known as the Omnibus Diplomatic 

Security and Antiterrorism Act of 1986. For complete 
classification of this Act to the Code, see Short Title 
note set out under section 4801 of this title and Tables. 

§ 4863. Use of cleared personnel to ensure secure 
maintenance and repair of diplomatic facili-
ties abroad 

(a) Policies and regulations 

The Secretary of State shall develop and im-
plement policies and regulations to provide for 
the use of persons who have been granted an ap-
propriate United States security clearance to 
ensure that the security of areas intended for 
the storage of classified materials or the con-
duct of classified activities in a United States 
diplomatic mission or consular post abroad is 
not compromised in the performance of mainte-
nance and repair services in those areas. 

(b) Study and report 

The Secretary of State shall conduct a study 
of the feasibility and necessity of requiring that, 
in the case of certain United States diplomatic 
facilities abroad, no contractor shall be hired to 
perform maintenance or repair services in an 
area intended for the storage of classified mate-
rials or the conduct of classified activities un-
less such contractor has been granted an appro-
priate United States security clearance. Such 
study shall include, but is not limited to, United 
States facilities located in Cairo, New Delhi, Ri-
yadh, and Tokyo. Not later than 180 days after 
February 16, 1990, the Secretary of State shall 
report the results of such study to the Chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate and the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives. 

(Pub. L. 99–399, title IV, § 415, as added Pub. L. 
101–246, title I, § 133(a), Feb. 16, 1990, 104 Stat. 32.) 

§ 4864. Increased participation of United States 
contractors in local guard contracts abroad 
under diplomatic security program 

(a) Findings 

The Congress makes the following findings: 
(1) State Department policy concerning the 

advertising of security contracts at Foreign 
Service buildings has been inconsistent over 
the years. In many cases, diplomatic and con-
sular posts abroad have been given the respon-
sibility to determine the manner in which the 
private sector was notified concerning an invi-
tation for bids or a request for proposals with 
respect to a local guard contract. Some United 
States foreign missions have only chosen to 
advertise locally the availability of a local se-
curity guard contract abroad. 

(2) As a result, many United States security 
firms that provide local guard services abroad 
have been unaware that local guard contracts 
were available for bidding abroad and such 
firms have been disadvantaged as a result. 

(3) Undoubtedly, United States security 
firms would be interested in bidding on more 
local guard contracts abroad if such firms 
knew of the opportunity to bid on such con-
tracts. 

(b) Objective 

It is the objective of this section to improve 
the efficiency of the local guard programs 
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