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DOD DONATION PROGRAM, BY RECIPIENT, BEGINNING WITH FISCAL YEAR 1964
[in millions of dollars]
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Department of Health, Education, and Welfare
Public airports..
Special educatio
Public bodies.. -
Other authorized

Total_ ..

Mr. MoxagaN. Just on these tables, the first table shows the total
donation, and that is the same figure that appears at the bottom of the
column in the next table; is it not '

Mr. Riuey. Yes; that is correct.

Mr. MoxacaN. Now, exchange/sale donations, just what does that
mean ?

Mr. Riey. That means that this property was eligible for ex-
change/sale but under our previous procedures it was screened and
then donated.

Mr. Monacan. I see. It actually went into the donation program.

Mr. Riey. Yes, sir.

Mr. Monagan. The remaining amount was sold under the ex-
change/sale program; is that right?

Mr. Rieey. That is correct.

Mr. MoxaGAN. $45 million in the top column. And then is the final
column the total amount of property that is available?

Mr. RiLey. The final column is the total amount of usable property
that was sold. That is the acquisition value of the property that was
sold.

Mr. Monacan. How does that figure relate to the preceding
columns?

Mr. Rmey. It is a part of it. In other words, the total usable prop-
erty sold by the Department of Defense in the first 9 months of fiscal
year 1968 amounts to $684 million. Now, of that, $14.5 million was
exchange/sale-type property that was sold, $13.6 million was ex-
change/sale-type property that was donated, and $142 million is the
total donation program.

Mr. MoNacaN. Well, what about the remaining $500 million ¢

Mr. Rizey. That was sold and went into the Defense Department’s
surplus disposal fund.

Mr. Moxacan. Do you want to ask any q stions?

Mr. Rom~ey. Mr. Riley, you said that after you had received data
on the exchange/sale transactions you would be in a position to give
the aggregate of exchange/sale p ceeds. Does this mean that you
would not be able to distinguish within that aggregate figure the pro-’
ceeds attributable to specific categories of property ¢

Mr. Ritey. No; I believe I am correct in saying this, Mr. Romney,
that we will continue to aggregate our figures by category of material
<o that we will be able to discuss with you the actual sales proceeds for
exchange/sale property or the actual trade-in value by category.

Mr. RomnEeY. You have provided to us copies of the Defense Sur-
plus Sales Office sales summary. The latest copy I have is for the




