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JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT BY
MR. MCKEON, CHAIRMAN OF THE
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERV-
ICES REGARDING THE HOUSE AMEND-
MENT TO THE SENATE AMENDMENT
ON H.R. 3979, PROTECTING VOLUNTEER
FIREFIGHTERS AND EMERGENCY RE-
SPONDERS ACT OF 2014
The following consists of the explanatory

material to accompany the National Defense

Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015.
Section 5 of the Act specifies that this ex-

planatory statement shall have the same ef-
fect with respect to the implementation of
this legislation as if it were a joint explana-
tory statement of a committee of con-
ference.

In this joint explanatory statement, the
provisions of H.R. 4435, the House-passed
version of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2015, are generally
referred to as ‘‘the House bill.”” The provi-
sions of S. 2410, the Senate Committee on
Armed Services committee-reported version
of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2015, are generally referred to
as ‘‘the Senate committee-reported bill.”
Senate amendments included in the agree-
ments are identified by Senate amendment
numbers. The final form of the agreements
reached during negotiations between the
House and the Senate are referred to as ‘‘the
agreement.”’

Compliance with rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives and Senate regarding earmarks
and congressionally directed spending items

Consistent with the intent of clause 9 of
rule XXI of the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives and Rule XLIV of the Standing
Rules of the Senate, neither the bill text re-
flected in the agreement nor the accom-
panying joint explanatory statement con-
tains any congressional earmarks, congres-
sionally-directed spending items, limited tax
benefits, or limited tariff benefits, as defined
in such rules.

Summary of discretionary authorizations and
budget implication

The administration’s budget request for
national defense discretionary programs
within the jurisdiction of the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives for fiscal year 2015 was
$577.1 billion. Of this amount, $495.5 billion
was requested for base Department of De-
fense (DOD) programs, $63.7 billion was re-
quested for overseas contingency operations
(0OCO), and $17.9 billion was requested for na-

tional security programs in the Department
of Energy (DOE) and the Defense Nuclear Fa-
cilities Safety Board (DNFSB). The budget
request incorporates the amendments sub-
mitted to Congress on June 26, 2014 and No-
vember 10, 2014.

The bill authorizes $577.1 billion in fiscal
year 2015, including $495.9 billion for base
DOD programs, $63.7 billion for OCO, and
$17.5 billion for national security programs
in the DOE and the DNFSB.

The two tables preceding the detailed pro-
gram adjustments in Division D of this joint
explanatory statement summarize the direct
discretionary authorizations in the agree-
ment and the equivalent budget authority
levels for fiscal year 2015 defense programs.
The first table summarizes the agreement on
authorizations within the jurisdiction of the
Armed Services Committees. The second
table details the budget authority implica-
tion of the discretionary authorizations in
the agreement when accounting for national
defense items that are not in the jurisdiction
of the Armed Services Committees.
Budgetary effects of this Act (sec. 4)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 4) that would require
the budgetary effects of this Act be deter-
mined in accordance with the procedures es-
tablished in title I of the Statutory Pay-As-
You-Go Act of 2010 (Public Law 111-139).

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
BUDGET ITEMS
Navy enterprise information technology

The budget request included $87.2 million
in Other Procurement, Navy Line 161 for en-
terprise information technology (IT).

The House bill would approve the budget
request.

The Senate committee-reported bill would
decrease that line item by $15.0 million to re-
flect concerns about the continued invest-
ment of funds into legacy IT infrastructure.
The agreement authorizes the budget request
for this item.

We note that much of this funding is sup-
porting procurements related to the
sustainment of legacy Navy IT systems lo-
cated outside the continental United States
(OCONUS). We understand that these pro-
curements are necessary to provide technical

upgrades to sustain these networks as the
Navy determines how to converge all of its
networks as part of a future Naval Net-
working Environment. The investment re-
quired by this funding would bring the
OCONUS networks up to a standard that
could support a transition to the Next Gen-
eration Enterprise Network contract in the
future, which would also align Navy net-
works in a way that would support the enter-
prise-wide push to standardize capabilities in
the Joint Information Environment frame-
work. We note that this set of hardware and
network systems transitions entail addi-
tional cost, technical risk, and potentially
operational risk to deployed forces, which
could have been avoided with better planning
for and more strategic funding of the sys-
tems. We expect the Navy, as well as the De-
partment of Defense Chief Information Offi-
cer, to ensure that all Department of Navy
and Department of Defense enterprise IT sys-
tem efforts have robust planning related to
and funding dedicated for the maintenance
and sustainment of legacy systems, and to
ensure that systems meet requirements and
reflect modern state-of-the-art IT systems,
to the maximum extent practicable and that
this is documented in the programs’ acquisi-
tion strategy documentation. This should
apply to both Major Automated Information
Systems (MAIS) and non-MAIS efforts.

Ejection seat safety and reliability improvement
program

The amended budget request included no
funds for the procurement of modernized and
upgraded ejection seats for Department of
the Air Force fighter and bomber aircraft.

The House bill would increase the budget
request by a total of $10.5 million, of which
$3.5 million is for initial qualification of up-
graded ejection seats in the Research, Devel-
opment, Test, and Evaluation, Air Force
(RDT&E, AF) account, and $7.0 million is for
initial installation of upgraded ejection
seats in the Aircraft Procurement, Air Force
(APAF) account.

The Senate committee-reported bill ap-
proved the budget request.

We recommend an additional increase of
$6.0 million ejection seat programs, includ-
ing $3.5 million in RDT&E, AF, and $2.5 mil-
lion in APAF.

Section 146(b) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public
Law 113-66) required a report by the Sec-
retary of the Air Force on various aspects of
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the health and safety risks associated with
ejection seats. The report confirmed that,
with increased use of helmet-mounted de-
vices, the risks of death or serious injury in-
creases, and increases even more for lighter
aircrew.

In response to a requirement to analyze
initiatives to decrease the risk of death or
serious injury during an ejection sequence,
the report indicated that, although the Air
Force had spent $25.8 million for investments
in safety improvements for existing seats,
the Air Force had stopped short of final qual-
ification testing.

The report also referred to an Air Force
analysis of alternatives (AoA) that the Air
Force had conducted in 2010 that supported:
‘“‘(a) an improved ejection seat solution with
an expanded anthropometric envelope that
would match the current pilot population to
increase safety; and (b) a design that reduces
aircraft life cycle costs.”

We believe that the Air Force should re-
view and update, as necessary, the 2010 AoA,
and establish a program for increasing the
ejection safety and reliability of the Air
Force’s fighter and bomber aircraft.

SUBTITLE A—AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS

Authorization of appropriations (sec. 101)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
101) authorizing appropriations for fiscal
year 2015 for procurement for the Army, the
Navy and Marine Corps, the Air Force, and
defense-wide activities, as specified in the
funding table in section 4101.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 101).

The agreement includes this provision.

SUBTITLE B—ARMY PROGRAMS

Plan on modernization of UH-60A aircraft of
Army National Guard (sec. 111)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
112) that would require the Secretary of the
Army to submit a report on plans for the
modernization of UH-60A helicopters in the
Army National Guard.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

SUBTITLE C—NAVY PROGRAMS

Construction of San Antonio class amphibious
ship (sec. 121)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
122) that would authorize the Secretary of
the Navy to enter into a contract during fis-
cal year 2015 for the procurement of one San
Antonio-class amphibious ship using incre-
mental funding.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 123) that would au-
thorize the Secretary of the Navy to transfer
funds available in the Shipbuilding and Con-
version, Navy (SCN), or other Navy procure-
ment account for either or both of the fol-
lowing purposes:

(1) Up to $650.0 million to conduct a refuel-
ing and complex overhaul of the USS George
Washington (CVN-73).

(2) Up to $650.0 million to build a San Anto-
nio-class amphibious ship.

The Senate provision would also authorize
the Secretary of the Navy to use incremental
funding for a San Antonio-class ship if addi-
tional funds are made available in fiscal year
2015.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion. The agreement also provides full fund-
ing for the fiscal year 2015 requirements for
conducting a refueling and complex overhaul
of the USS George Washington (CVN-73), and
provides authorization for $800.0 million for
the San Antonio-class amphibious ship pro-
gram elsewhere in this Act.
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Limitation on availability of funds for mission
modules for Littoral Combat Ship (sec. 122)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
125) that would prohibit the Secretary of the
Navy from obligating any funds for the pro-
curement of mission modules for the Littoral
Combat Ship until the Secretary submits to
the congressional defense committees each
of the following:

(1) The Milestone B program goals for cost,
schedule, and performance for each incre-
ment.

(2) Certification by the Director of Oper-
ational Test and Evaluation (DOT&E) with
respect to the total number for each module
type that is required to perform all nec-
essary operational testing.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would clarify
that the Milestone B goals and DOT&E cer-
tification would be with regard to each mis-
sion module, rather than with each incre-
ment of capability for each mission module.

Extension of limitation on availability of funds
for Littoral Combat Ship (sec. 123)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
126) that would amend section 124(a) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2014 to extend the prohibition on
spending in section 124 to include fiscal year
2015. Section 124 prevents using funds avail-
able in fiscal year 2014 for construction or
advanced procurement of materials for the
Littoral Combat Ships designated as LCS-25
or LCS-26 until the Secretary of the Navy
submits certain reports and information to
the congressional defense committees.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.

Report on test evaluation master plan for Lit-
toral Combat Ship seaframes and mission
modules (sec. 124)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 122) that would re-
quire the Director of Operational Test and
Evaluation to submit a report on the test
and evaluation master plan for the seaframes
and mission modules for the Littoral Combat
Ship program.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

Airborne electronic attack capabilities (sec. 125)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 121) would direct the
Secretary of the Navy to take whatever
steps the Secretary deems appropriate and
are available to the Navy to ensure that the
Navy retains the option of buying more EA-
18G aircraft, if further analysis of whether to
expand the airborne electronic attack (AEA)
force structure indicates the Navy should in-
clude more EA-18G aircraft in carrier air
wings. The provision would also authorize
the Navy, subject to appropriation, to use
$75.0 million in funds authorized and appro-
priated in fiscal year 2014 for advance pro-
curement funds of F/A-18 E/F aircraft for the
purpose of retaining such an option. The
Senate committee-reported bill also rec-
ommended an increase of $25.0 million in sec-
tion 4101 for those purposes.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. The House bill recommended an in-
crease of $450.0 million in section 4101 to pur-
chase additional EA-18G aircraft.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would exclude
language regarding the use of prior year
funds. We also include a recommendation for
additional funding for EA-18G aircraft else-
where in this Act.

December 4, 2014

SUBTITLE D—AIR FORCE PROGRAMS

Prohibition on availability of funds for retire-
ment of M@-1 Predator aircraft (sec. 131)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 131) that would pro-
hibit the Department of Defense from using
fiscal year 2015 funds to retire MQ-1 Predator
aircraft.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would prevent
the Secretary of the Air Force from retiring
any MQ-1 aircraft, unless an MQ-1 aircraft
has been damaged and it is not economically
viable to repair the aircraft, as determined
by the Secretary.

Prohibition on availability of funds for retire-
ment of U-2 aircraft (sec. 132)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
133) that would prohibit the Department of
Defense from obligating or expending funds
to make significant changes to retire, pre-
pare to retire, or place in storage U-2 air-
craft.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.

Prohibition on availability of funds for retire-
ment of A-10 aircraft (sec. 133)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
132) that would prohibit obligation or ex-
penditure of fiscal year 2015 funds to retire
A-10 aircraft. The provision would also re-
quire the Comptroller General of the United
States to conduct a study evaluating Air
Force aircraft used, as of the date of the
study, to conduct close-air support missions.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 134) that
would prohibit obligation or expenditure of
fiscal year 2015 funds to make significant
changes to manning levels with respect to
any A-10 aircraft squadrons, or to retire, pre-
pare to retire, or place in storage any A-10
aircraft.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would allow
the Secretary of Defense to authorize the
Secretary of the Air Force to move up to 36
A-10 in the active component primary air-
craft inventory (PAI) status to back up fly-
ing status, or back up aircraft inventory
(BAI) status, for the duration of fiscal year
2015, 30 days after certifying to the congres-
sional defense committees that he has:

(1) Received the results of an independent
assessment by the Director of the Office of
Cost Assessment and Program Evaluation of
alternative ways to provide manpower to
maintain the Air Force fighter fleet and field
Joint Strike Fighter aircraft in fiscal year
2015; and

(2) Determined, after giving consideration
to such analysis, that moving active compo-
nent aircraft in PAI status to BAI status is
needed to avoid:

(a) Significantly degrading the readiness of
the Air Force fighter fleet; or

(b) Significantly delaying the planned
fielding of F-35 aircraft.

The agreement also includes the require-
ment that the Comptroller General conduct
the study of close-air support missions as
was included in the House provision.

If the Secretary of Defense makes the cer-
tification and allows the Secretary of the Air
Force to transfer A-10 aircraft from PAI to
BAI status, we direct the Secretary of De-
fense to reprogram any money freed up as a
result of reduced flying hours or reduced
numbers of maintenance personnel for the A—
10 aircraft to other higher priority Depart-
ment of Defense programs.
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Prohibition on cancellation or modification of
avionics modernization program for C-130
aircraft (sec. 134)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
131) that would prevent the Department of
Defense from using Air Force funds in fiscal
year 2015 to:

(1) Take any action to cancel or modify the
avionics modernization program (AMP) of
record for C-130 aircraft; or

(2) Initiate an alternative communication,
navigation, surveillance, and air traffic man-
agement program for C-130 aircraft that is
designed or intended to replace the avionics
modernization program described in para-
graph (1).

The provision would prevent the Air Force
from obligating more than 75 percent of the
funds for operation and maintenance of the
Office of the Secretary of the Air Force until
15 days after the Secretary of the Air Force
has certified that she has obligated funds au-
thorized to be appropriated or otherwise
made available for fiscal years prior to fiscal
year 2015 for the AMP program of record for
C-130 aircraft.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
35688) contained a provision that would allow
the Air Force to use programs in addition to
the AMP for C-130 aircraft to modernize such
aircraft.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would permit
the Air Force to make modifications to C-130
aircraft, such as Automatic Dependent Sur-
veillance Broadcast-Out (ADSB-Out) or the
communication, navigation, surveillance and
air traffic management (CNS/ATM) program,
that would be required to operate without
restriction in airspace controlled by the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration or other na-
tional aviation authority in foreign coun-
tries, upon a certification by the Secretary
of Defense that such modification is required
to operate without restriction in such air-
space. The provision would also prevent the
Air Force from obligating more than 85 per-
cent of the funds for operation and mainte-
nance of the Office of the Secretary of the
Air Force until 15 days after the Secretary of
the Air Force has certified that she has obli-
gated funds authorized to be appropriated or
otherwise made available for fiscal years
prior to fiscal year 2015 for the AMP program
of record for C-130 aircraft.

We are specifically directing the Secretary
of the Air Force not to transfer or repurpose
funds authorized and appropriated for the
AMP program to execute such additional
modernizations unless the modifications are
included as part of the AMP program of
record.

Limitation on availability of funds for retire-
ment of Air Force aircraft (sec. 135)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 132) that would re-
quire the Secretary of the Air Force to ana-
lyze the recommendations of the National
Commission on the Structure of the Air
Force, and submit a report on implementa-
tion of the Commission’s recommendations,
covering not less than 80 percent of the Air
Force missions and aircraft. The provision
would also prevent the Secretary from retir-
ing any aircraft until 60 days after submit-
ting the report.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.
Limitation on availability of funds for retire-

ment of E-3 Airborne Warning and Control
System aircraft (sec. 136)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

135) that would prohibit the Department of
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Defense (DOD) from retiring more than four

E-3 Airborne Warning and Control System

(AWACS) aircraft, or disestablishing any

AWACS units of the active or reserve compo-

nents, until a period of 15 days has elapsed

following the date on which the Secretary of
the Air Force submits to the congressional
defense committees a report consisting of:

(1) A certification that the Secretary is
able to meet all priority requirements of the
commanders of the combatant commands re-
lating to such aircraft with a planned force
of 24 such aircraft; and

(2) A detailed explanation how the Sec-
retary will meet such requirements with
such planned force.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 136) that
would prohibit DOD from obligating or ex-
pending funds to make significant changes to
manning levels with respect to any AWACS
aircraft, or to retire, prepare to retire, or
place in storage any AWACS aircraft.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Limitation on availability of funds for divest-
ment or transfer of KC-10 aircraft (sec. 137)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
134) that would prohibit the Department of
Defense from obligating or expending funds
to divest or transfer, or prepare to divest or
transfer, KC-10 aircraft.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would prevent
retirement until a period of 60 days has
elapsed following the date on which the Sec-
retary of Defense submits to the congres-
sional defense committees an assessment of
the costs and benefits of the proposed divest-
ment or transfer.

Limitation on availability of funds for transfer
of Air Force C-130H and C-130J aircraft
(sec. 138)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1049) that would prevent the Secretary of the
Air Force from removing C-130 aircraft from
a unit of the regular or reserve components
of the Air Force that is tasked with the mod-
ular airborne firefighting system (MAFFS)
mission, or from a unit that is formally asso-
ciated with a unit that has the MAFFS mis-
sion, until the Secretary of the Air Force
certified that MAFFS mission would not be
negatively affected by the removal of such
aircraft. The House bill also contained a pro-
vision (sec. 1067) that would require the Sec-
retary of the Air Force to submit a report on
the b-year plan for the force structure
laydown of tactical airlift aircraft within 60
days of enactment of this Act and would pre-
vent the Air Force from implementing any
movements of such aircraft until the Sec-
retary had briefed the congressional defense
committee.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 133) that
would prevent the Secretary of the Air Force
from implementing any transfers of C-130H
or C-130J aircraft until 60 days after the Sec-
retary submits a report on the costs and ben-
efits of such a transfer, and would require
the Comptroller General to submit to the
congressional defense committees a suffi-
ciency review of the Secretary’s report, in-
cluding any findings and recommendations
relating to such review, within 45 days after
the Secretary submits a report on such
transfers.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary to submit a 5-year plan for
basing C-130H and C-130J aircraft, and would
require that, for units with special capabili-
ties such as the MAFFS mission, a certifi-
cation that those special missions would not
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be negatively affected by the proposed trans-
fers before making the transfers.

We do not intend that the prohibition on
transfer of C-130 aircraft apply to move-
ments of aircraft associated with normal Air
Force management of the C-130 fleet, such as
transferring aircraft between units and de-
pots in conjunction with conducting regular
maintenance or upgrades of the aircraft.
Limitation on availability of funds for transfer

of Air Force KC-135 tankers (sec. 139)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 135) that would delay
the Air Force’s plan to transfer KC-135 air-
craft from Joint Base Pearl Harbor-Hickam,
pending a report on the costs and benefits of
that transfer.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Report on C-130 aircraft (sec. 140)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1067) that would require the Secretary of the
Air Force to submit a report on the 5-year
plan for the force structure laydown of tac-
tical airlift aircraft within 60 days of enact-
ment of this Act and would prevent the Air
Force from implementing any movements of
such aircraft until the Secretary briefs the
congressional defense committee.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 138) that
would require the Secretary of the Air Force
to submit a fielding plan for C-130 aircraft
within 180 days of enactment of this Act.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Elsewhere in this Act, the agreement also
includes a temporary prohibition on moving
C-130 aircraft to another location until the
Department meets certain reporting require-
ments.

Report on status of F-16 aircraft (sec. 141)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 139) that would re-
quire the Secretary of the Air Force to re-
port on the status and location, and any
plans to change during the period of the fu-
ture years defense program the status or lo-
cations, of all F-16 aircraft in the Air Force
inventory.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.
Report on options to modernize or replace T-1A

aircraft (sec. 142)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1090C) that would express the sense of Con-
gress that the Secretary of the Air Force
should formally assess the operational feasi-
bility, costs, potential savings, and readiness
implications of utilizing contractor-owned,
contractor-operated, very light jet aircraft
for interim flight instruction until a perma-
nent replacement for the T-1A enters serv-
ice.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 140) that
would require the Secretary of the Air Force
to submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees a report on the options for replacing
or upgrading the T-1A aircraft’s capability,
to include options of leased aircraft or serv-
ices, not later than 90 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Report on status of air-launched cruise missile
capabilities (sec. 143)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 137) that required a
report on the existing air-launched cruise
missile system (AGM-86) and the plan for the
replacement of the system referred to as the
long-range standoff missile.
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The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would change
the report due date from 180 days after date
of enactment to 120 days after the date of en-
actment of this act.

SUBTITLE E—DEFENSE-WIDE, JOINT, AND
MULTISERVICE MATTERS

Additional oversight requirements for the under-
sea mobility acquisition program of the
United States Special Operations Command
(sec. 151)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
123) that would modify the current oversight
requirements for the undersea mobility ac-
quisition program of U.S. Special Operations
Command (SOCOM), and require the Sec-
retary of the Navy to review a transition
plan for the undersea mobility capabilities
developed by the Commander, SOCOM. This
section would also repeal section 144 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2012 (Public Law 112-81).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would modify
the requirements of section 144 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2012 (Public Law 112-81) and require the
Commander, SOCOM, to provide the congres-
sional defense committees with a technology
roadmap for undersea mobility capabilities.

Plan for modernization or replacement of digital
avionic equipment (sec. 152)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3568) contained a provision that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to submit a
plan to the congressional defense commit-
tees for the modernization or replacement of
digital avionics equipment, including use of
commercial-off-the-shelf digital avionics
equipment, to meet the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration’s NextGen Equipage Program
requirements.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would clarify
that the Secretary’s report should address
potential modernization or replacement of
equipment.

Comptroller General report on F-35 aircraft ac-
quisition program (sec. 153)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
141) that would require the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States to provide an an-
nual report on the cost, schedule, and per-
formance of the F-35 aircraft acquisition
program. The reporting requirement would
end at the point when the F-35 enters into
full-rate production.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED

Limitation on availability of funds for Airborne
Reconnaissance Low aircraft

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
111) that would prohibit the Army from obli-
gating or expended any fiscal year 2015 funds
on the modernization of the communications
intelligence subsystem of the Airborne Re-
connaissance Low program until the Sec-
retary of the Army submitted a report on
that subsystem.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We remain concerned in regards to the
Army’s overall signals intelligence mod-
ernization plan. Therefore, we direct the
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Secretary of the Army to submit a report to
the congressional defense committees not
later than March 15, 2015. The report, at a
minimum, should:

(1) Specify which subsystem will be used to
modernize such aircraft;

(2) Explain how such subsystem was se-
lected;

(3) Identify the alternatives to such sub-
system that the Secretary considered during
such selection; and

(4) Detail how such subsystem will be inte-
grated into the signals intelligence mod-
ernization plan for the Army.

Limitation on availability of funds for moored
training ship program

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
124) that would prohibit the Secretary of the
Navy from obligating more than 80 percent
of the funds for the moored training ship
program until 30 days after the Secretary of
Defense certified that:

(1) The Chairman of the Joint Require-
ments Oversight Council has reviewed and
approved the need for two additional moored
training ships;

(2) The Director of Cost Assessment and
Program Evaluation has reviewed and cer-
tified the cost estimates of the moored train-
ing ship program; and

(3) The Under Secretary of Defense for Ac-
quisition, Technology, and Logistics has re-
viewed and approved the budget, schedule,
and construction plans for such two addi-
tional moored training ships.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Multiyear procurement authority for Tomahawk
block IV missiles

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
121) that would authorize the Secretary of
the Navy to enter into one or more
multiyear contracts for the procurement of
Tomahawk block IV missiles.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We believe that the Department should re-
view its overall missile portfolio and propose
more economical procurement strategies in
the fiscal year 2016 budget request, including
the use of multiyear procurements, block
buys, and contracts with one or more years
of priced options.

Procurement of advanced threat emitters

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3575) contained a provision that would ex-
press the sense of Congress on the procure-
ment of advanced threat emitters, their im-
portance in providing vital electronic war-
fare training, and need for the Air Force to
prioritize its acquisition.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We recognize the Joint Threat Emitter
system provides vital electronic warfare
training for combat aircrews by simulating
the multiple threat scenarios of a hostile in-
tegrated air defense system. We also note
that the system of threat emitters currently
in use on U.S. military ranges has defi-
ciencies. These deficiencies place our forces
at risk and could jeopardize mission success.
We believe the Department of Defense and
the services should consider prioritizing and
accelerating the acquisition and fielding of a
modernized system of threat emitters be-
yond the level requested in the President’s
fiscal year 2015 budget.

Sense of Congress regarding the OCONUS bas-
ing of the F-35A

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
142) that would express the sense of Con-
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gress, regarding the Outside the Continental
United States (OCONUS) basing of the F-
35A, that the Secretary of the Air Force
should place emphasis on the benefits de-
rived from sites that:

(1) Are capable of hosting fighter-based bi-
lateral and multilateral training opportuni-
ties with international partners;

(2) Have sufficient airspace and range capa-
bilities and capacity to meet the training re-
quirements;

(3) Have existing facilities to support per-
sonnel, operations, and logistics associated
with the flying mission;

(4) Have limited encroachment that would
adversely impact training or operations; and

(56) Minimize the overall construction and
operational costs.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We are aware that the Air Force uses a de-
liberate strategic basing process to make its
basing decisions. In October 2013, the Air
Force announced the list of bases in the Pa-
cific Air Force command being considered to
beddown the first F-35A squadrons OCONUS.
In August 2014, the Air Force announced that
the Secretary of the Air Force had chosen
Eielson Air Force Base, Alaska as the pre-
ferred alternative to host the first F-35A
squadrons in the Pacific Air Forces area of
responsibility.

We support the Air Force’s strategic bas-
ing process and believe that it provides a
thorough, consistent, and transparent proc-
ess for basing decisions. When the Air Force
is evaluating candidate bases for new units
and missions, we believe that the Air Force
should use criteria-based analysis and mili-
tary judgment at each location, to include
enterprise, mission, capacity, costs and envi-
ronment. For different circumstances, such
as OCONUS basing, the Air Force may also
need to include additional criteria, such as
notification of a host nation partner.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST,

AND EVALUATION
BUDGET ITEMS
Strategic Capabilities Office

The budget request included $250.0 million
in research, development, test and evalua-
tion, defense-wide for the activities of the
Strategic Capabilities Office (SCO).

The House bill would decrease funding for
SCO by $30.0 million.

The Senate committee-reported bill would
decrease funding for SCO by $15.0 million.

The agreement reduces the budget request
for SCO by $10.0 in PE 63289D8Z and $20.0 mil-
lion in PE 64250D8Z.

We are aware of and supportive of the valu-
able work that the SCO has been conducting.
Though the efforts of SCO are still in early
stages and have only recently begun to
produce some tangible capabilities, we see
promising concepts being supported by in-
vestment. We do have concerns that SCO
projects are being scaled at a rate that is not
commensurate with the results that have
been shown so far. We believe that the SCO
could benefit from senior level guidance and
oversight to ensure that promising ideas are
more closely tied to the needs, requirements
and priorities of the combatant commands.
Additionally, for those programs in Ad-
vanced Capability and Prototyping (6.4)
budget activity, we also believe the pro-
grams need to have an estimated cost to
field the capability, if the demonstration
proves successful, to support transition plan-
ning activities.

We also believe that senior level involve-
ment is necessary to help coordinate SCO ef-
forts with other research and development
activities of the Department of Defense
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(DOD), especially within the office of the
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition,
Technology and Logistics and the Defense
Advanced Research Projects Agency
(DARPA). In a budget constrained environ-
ment, better coordination of SCO efforts
with the entire research and development en-
terprise, including the various communities
of interest established by the Assistant Sec-
retary of Defense for Research and Engineer-
ing, will enhance SCO’s effectiveness by
leveraging the funding and expertise of the
entire of the research enterprise.

Additionally, we understand that leader-
ship within DOD is looking at establishing a
charter for, and changing the organizational
reporting structure of, the SCO. We believe
that DOD should examine a range of options
to determine where to position and how to
resource the office. We fully expect DOD to
inform the congressional defense committees
on any significant changes to SCO before any
changes are formalized.

High Energy Liquid Laser Area Defense System

The budget request included $386.9 million
in PE 63766E for network-centric warfare
technology.

The House bill would approve the budget
request.

The Senate committee-reported bill would
decrease funding for the High Energy Liquid
Laser Area Defense System (HELLADS)
within that line item by $20.0 million.

The agreement authorizes the budget re-
quest for this item.

We note that the HELLADS has been fund-
ed by the Defense Advanced Research
Projects Agency (DARPA) for over 10 years,
with over $200 million expended to date. We
note that a planned fiscal year 2015 tech-
nology demonstration will mark the end of
DARPA’s investment in technical develop-
ment. We are concerned that the program
still has no identified commitments for a
transition pathway to a service program for
further development or demonstration. At
this point, we believe that even a successful
demonstration of HELLADS capabilities in
fiscal year 2015 is not likely to result in any
meaningful transition of the capability to a
service program. Therefore, we direct the As-
sistant Secretary of Defense for Research
and Engineering, acting through the con-
gressionally-mandated Joint Technology Of-
fice for High Energy Lasers, to review cur-
rent DARPA-service plans for transition of
the HELLADS capabilities and provide a re-
port on the plans, schedules, and identified
resources to support integration and transi-
tion into any service-led directed energy ef-
forts, no later than March 1, 2015.

SUBTITLE A—AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS
Authorization of appropriations (sec. 201)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
201) authorizing appropriations for fiscal
year 2015 for the use of the Department of
Defense for research, development, test, and
evaluation, as specified in the funding table
in section 4201.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 201).

The agreement includes this provision.
SUBTITLE B—PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS,
RESTRICTIONS, AND LIMITATIONS
Modification of authority for prices for ad-

vanced technology achievements (sec. 211)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 211) that would mod-
ify the authority of the Secretary of Defense
to hold prize and challenge competitions to
spur advanced technology achievements.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

In the recently announced ‘‘Better Buying
Power (BBP) 3.0 initiative, Undersecretary
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of Defense for Acquisition, Technology and
Logistics Frank Kendall called for improved
communication between industry and the
government in order to increase the produc-
tivity of both government and industry re-
search efforts, including Independent Re-
search and Development performed by indus-
try. We recognize the merits of such a sug-
gestion, as well as the challenges in devel-
oping an effective communications process
that is able to be adaptive enough to protect
intellectual property and data rights, and
protect both industry and government part-
ners from bid protests when informed inter-
est shifts to informed acquisition.

We note that prize authority has histori-
cally been used to good effect at aligning the
government’s technology and research goals
with the resources, ambition, and innovation
of the private sector. From the Longitude
Prize in 1714 that resulted in improved ship
navigation capabilities, to the Defense Ad-
vanced Research Projects Agency Grand
Challenge in 2005 which resulted in dem-
onstrating autonomous ground vehicle navi-
gation, government prize authority has dem-
onstrated the ability to bring together gov-
ernment and industry funding, technology
and expertise to produce revolutionary new
technological capabilities. While we do not
believe that such prizes can replace the kind
of coordination and dialogue sought in BBP
3.0, it is an important tool in the toolbox for
demonstrating the benefits of such a process
for both the government and industry.

Modification of Manufacturing Technology Pro-
gram (sec. 212)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 212) that would clar-
ify that the Under Secretary of Defense for
Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics or
his designees should conduct oversight of the
Joint Defense Manufacturing Technology
Panel, which coordinates manufacturing
technology and research programs for the
Department of Defense. Further, the provi-
sion reduces the frequency of mandated up-
dates to the Manufacturing Technology pro-
gram’s strategic plan, to better synchronize
this effort with the Quadrennial Defense Re-
view process.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

We intend that the next strategic plan be
developed in coordination with the Quadren-
nial Defense Review currently scheduled for
2018.

Revision of requirement for acquisition programs
to maintain defense research facility records
(sec. 213)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
222) that would modify the requirements to
subsection (b) of section 2364 of title 10,
United States Code, to eliminate the need for
acquisition programs to maintain a record of
all issue papers from a defense research facil-
ity related to said acquisition programs.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 806).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Treatment by Department of Defense Test Re-
source Management Center of Ssignificant
modifications to test and evaluation facili-
ties and resources (sec. 214)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 214) that would direct
the Secretary of the Army and the Director
of the Test Resource Management Center
(TRMC) to report on significant reductions
or consolidations of major test facilities.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes a provision which
would modify the authorities and duties of
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the Director, TRMC, to review and report on

significant expansion, divestment, consolida-

tion or curtailment of activities within the
test and evaluation facilities and resources
of the Major Range and Test Facility Base.

Revision to the service requirement under the
Science, Mathematics, and Research for
Transformation defense education program
(sec. 215)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
221) that would modify the options for the
service obligation requirement within the
Science, Mathematics, and Research for
Transformation (SMART) program to also
include employment with a public or private
sector entity or organization outside the De-
partment of Defense (DOD), if the Secretary
of Defense determines that the employment
would provide a benefit to the Department of
Defense (DOD).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment to clarify that the
Secretary should make significant efforts to
place SMART scholars into DOD positions,
prior to placement in non-DOD positions.
Limitation on availability of funds for armored

multi-purpose vehicle program (sec. 216)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
212) that would limit the availability of
funds for the armored multi-purpose vehicle
until the Secretary of the Army submits a
report on plans for the replacement of M113
armored personnel carriers in formations
outside of its combat brigades.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Limitation on availability of funds for Un-
manned Carrier-Launched Airborne Surveil-
lance and Strike system (sec. 217)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
213) prevent obligation of any Navy research
and development funds for the Unmanned
Carrier-Launched Airborne Surveillance and
Strike (UCLASS) to award a contract for the
air vehicle segment until the Secretary of
Defense submits to the congressional defense
committees a report that: (1) certifies that a
review of the requirements for air vehicle
segments of the unmanned carrier-launched
surveillance and strike system is complete;
and (2) includes the results of such review.

The House report accompanying H.R. 4435
(H. Rept. 113-446) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 indi-
cated that the current UCLASS air vehicle
segment requirements would not address the
emerging anti-access/area denial (A2/AD)
challenges to U.S. power projection that
originally motivated creation of what be-
came the Navy UCLASS program. In par-
ticular, the House report indicated that a
disproportionate emphasis in the require-
ments on unrefueled endurance to enable
continuous intelligence, surveillance, and re-
connaissance (ISR) support to the carrier
strike group (CSG), would result in an air-
craft with too little survivability and too
small an internal weapons payload capa-
bility.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision with
an amendment that would require the Navy
to submit a report with the budget for fiscal
year 2017 that would:

(1) Identify the cost and performance
trade-offs the Navy made in arriving at the
set of requirements for the UCLASS air vehi-
cle segment to include strike capability in
an A2/AD environment;

(2) Address the derivation of requirements
for the overall composition of the future car-
rier air wing, including any contribution to
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CSG ISR capability from non-carrier air

wing forces, such as the MQ-4C Triton;

(38) Specify how the Navy derived the plan
for achieving the best mix of capabilities for
the CSG air wing to conduct representative
joint ISR-strike campaigns in the 2030 time-
frame, including how the UCLASS, F-35C,
EA-18G, and the aircraft that is proposed to
replace the F/A-18E/F (FA-XX) would con-
tribute to overall capability, including in an
A2/AD threat environment;

(4) Define the UCLASS program’s acquisi-
tion strategy, and provide the justification
for any tailoring of that strategy that devi-
ates from that of a traditional program, con-
sistent with DoDI 5000.02 policy; and

(5) Establish a formal acquisition program
cost and schedule baseline, to allow the Navy
to track unit costs, and provide regular re-
ports to Congress on cost, schedule and per-
formance progress.

We believe that the Secretary of Defense
may submit a report that certifies the cur-
rent set of requirements and can proceed
with the current program, or could decide to
revisit the current UCLASS requirements
and conduct another review of costs and ca-
pabilities. The Navy may have made an ap-
propriate set of trade-offs between costs and
capabilities in deriving a set of requirements
for UCLASS, but those trade-offs should be
evaluated in the context of the overall CSG
capability, not on the basis of individual ca-
pabilities of weapons systems or an uncon-
strained budget.

Limitation on Availability of Funds for airborne
reconnaissance systems (sec. 218)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
214) that would limit the obligation or ex-
penditure of funds authorized by this Act to
not more than 25 percent for the imaging and
targeting support of airborne reconnaissance
systems, until the Secretary of the Air Force
delivers a report to the appropriate congres-
sional committees. The elements of the re-
port would include a detailed plan regarding
the use of such funds for fiscal year 2015, and
a strategic plan for the funding of advanced
airborne reconnaissance technologies sup-
porting manned and unmanned systems.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would modify
the reporting requirement for the use of
funds for fiscal year 2015.

We believe the plan should identify the ac-
tivities and projects that the Air Force is in-
vesting in. We note the restriction on funds
only applies to the funds for the imaging and
targeting support project within Program
Element 35206F. We believe the strategic
plan should identify the broad objectives
that the project should be focused on accom-
plishing over the course of the future year
defense program, and may be provided to the
appropriate Congressional committees in the
form of a briefing.

Limitation on availability of funds for retire-
ment of Joint Surveillance and Target At-
tack Radar Systems aircraft (sec. 219)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 213) that would pro-
hibit the Air Force from retiring or pre-
paring to retire operational Joint Surveil-
lance and Target Attack Radar System
(JSTARS) aircraft until the Secretary of the
Air Force submits a report detailing various
aspects of the Air Force’s plan to replace the
current JSTARS aircraft, including an as-
sessment of the cost and schedule of devel-
oping and fielding a new aircraft and radar
system employing mature technology to re-
place the current JSTARS aircraft.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would clarify
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that the assessment of cost and schedule of
developing and fielding a new aircraft and
radar system would be for a program that
would deliver two replacement aircraft to
the JSTARS aircraft operating base by fiscal
year 2019.
SUBTITLE C—REPORTS
Reduction in frequency of reporting by Deputy
Assistant Secretary of Defense for Systems
Engineering (sec. 221)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 222) that would re-
duce the reporting requirement related to
the systems engineering activities of the Of-
fice of the Secretary of Defense.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

Independent assessment of interagency bio-
defense research and development (sec. 222)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3435) contained a provision that would re-
quire a study of bureaucratic and policy bar-
riers to the efficient execution of inter-
agency research and development activities
related to biodefense.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.
Briefing on modeling and simulation techno-

logical and industrial base in support of re-
quirements of Department of Defense (sec.
223)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3848) contained a provision that would direct
an independent study of the United States
modeling and simulation industrial base.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
a briefing to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and House of Representa-
tives that updates the report on the Depart-
ment of Defense Modeling and Simulation
(M&S) Technological and Industrial Base
that was submitted to Congress on March 11,
2011. This report was required by section 1059
of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84) and
describes current and planned efforts to sup-
port and enhance the defense M&S techno-
logical and industrial base.

SUBTITLE D—OTHER MATTERS

Modification to requirement for contractor cost-
sharing in pilot program to include tech-
nology protection features during research
and development of certain defense systems
(sec. 231)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
223) that would amend section 243(b) of the
Ike Skelton National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2011 (Public Law 111-383)
by striking ‘‘at least one half of the cost of
such activities” and inserting ‘‘an appro-
priate share of the cost of such activities, as
determined by the Secretary.”

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 233).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Pilot program on assignment to Defense Ad-
vanced Research Projects Agency of private
sector personnel with critical research and
development expertise (sec. 232)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 231) that would au-
thorize the Director of the Defense Advanced
Research Projects Agency (DARPA) to carry
out a pilot program to employ up to 5 indi-
viduals employed by the private sector on ro-
tational assignments to lead research or de-
velopment projects of the Agency.
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The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that authorizes the
pilot program with additional guidance to
manage potential conflicts of interest that
may arise during execution.

Pilot program on enhancement of preparation of
dependents of members of Armed Forces for
careers in science, technology, engineering,
and mathematics (sec. 233)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 222) that would au-
thorize a pilot program to enhance the
science, technology, engineering, and mathe-
matics (STEM) educational opportunities for
children of servicemembers.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment to clarify the types
of students, teachers, and classrooms on
which the authorized activities may focus.

We believe there is a national security im-
perative to support the development of a
strong, vibrant STEM workforce that can
support Department of Defense (DOD) needs.
A Council on Foreign Relations report from
March 2012 titled ‘‘U.S. Education Reform
and National Security’, states the U.S.
‘“‘shortage of skilled human capital both in-
flates personnel costs and strains the mili-
tary’s ability to develop and deploy tech-
nologies that can deter sophisticated adver-
saries.” It further states, ‘“Many U.S. gen-
erals caution that too many new enlistees
cannot read training manuals for techno-
logically sophisticated equipment. A former
head of the Army’s Training and Doctrine
Command said that the lack of fully quali-
fied young people was ‘‘an imminent and
menacing threat to our national security.”

DOD has a critical requirement to main-
tain an experienced, high quality, technical
workforce. To achieve this, it is necessary to
engage at the earliest stages of the STEM
pipeline. We note that some research indi-
cates that achieving certain math skills by
the eighth grade is a critical determinant for
success in STEM fields. For that reason, the
committee believes that it is important for
DOD to support K-12 STEM education pro-
grams, as that supports an increased pipeline
of qualified individuals that may pursue uni-
versity degrees in STEM fields. Excellence in
STEM fields is important for the general
economic health and competitiveness of the
nation, but due to the special security re-
quirements of DOD employees, we believe
that DOD’s STEM workforce needs are espe-
cially acute and will only continue to grow
in the future.

Additionally, we note that DOD has a re-
sponsibility to ensure proper education is
available to military children, and that it is
in DOD’s interest to promote education pro-
grams that benefit both military children
and our future national security workforce.
We believe that this provision’s focus on the
communities support for the children of
military dependents also increases the likeli-
hood that such STEM-enabled students will
go on to national security careers, including
military service.

Sense of Congress on helicopter health and
usage monitoring system of the Army (sec.
234)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3667) contained a provision that would ex-
press the sense of the Senate on helicopter
health and usage monitoring systems.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.
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LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED

Preliminary design review of presidential air-
craft recapitalization program

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
211) that would require the Secretary of the
Air Force to complete a preliminary design
review of the presidential aircraft recapital-
ization (PAR) program prior to receiving a
milestone B approval from the Milestone De-
cision Authority.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We understand that the Air Force plans to
develop the PAR acquisition strategy, com-
plete milestone B documentation, continue
market research, and develop the Systems
Requirements Document through fiscal year
2015. We expect the Air Force to lockdown
requirements prior to contract award to en-
sure the technical integrity of the PAR pro-
gram prior to Milestone B and to minimize
long-term program risks.

Report on thermal injury prevention

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1068) that would require a report on preven-
tion of thermal injuries to occupants of mili-
tary vehicles that result from over matching
ballistic threats.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We are interested to learn how the Army is
aggressively investigating innovative tech-
nologies to prevent or mitigate the risks of
thermal injury to occupants of combat and
tactical vehicles that can result from over
matching ballistic threats. Accordingly, we
direct the Secretary of the Army to provide,
not later than March 31, 2015, a briefing to
the Committees on Armed Services of the
Senate and House of Representatives on the
Army’s related technology research and de-
velopment plans and investment strategies
for thermal injury prevention, as well as oc-
cupant centric survivability systems in cur-
rent and future combat and tactical vehicles.

TITLE III—OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

BUDGET ITEM

Special Operations Forces suicide prevention
initiatives

The budget request included $67.0 million
in Operation and Maintenance, defense-wide,
to support the United States Special Oper-
ations Command (SOCOM) Preservation of
the Force and Families (POTFF) program.

The House bill would transfer $23.3 million
to the Defense Health Program’s SOCOM Be-
havioral Health and Warrior Care Manage-
ment Program.

The Senate committee-reported bill would
approve the budget request.

The agreement includes a transfer of $14.8
million to the SOCOM Behavioral Health and
Warrior Care Management Program for addi-
tional behavioral health programs and a
transfer of $4.0 million to the Defense Sui-
cide Prevention Office to implement rec-
ommendations that result from a review of
Department of Defense (DOD) efforts to pre-
vent suicide among members of Special Op-
erations Forces (SOF) and their families, as
directed elsewhere in this Act. In addition,
the agreement includes the full requested
amount of $7.2 million for the Psychological
Performance Program within POTFF.

We recognize the tremendous sacrifices
made by the men and women within SOF and
their families after more than 12 years of
war. We note with concern that suicide rates
for SOF have continued to increase since cal-
endar year 2010, and that for the past 2 years,
suicide rates within SOF have surpassed
those of the military services.
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We support the efforts of SOCOM to im-
prove training and awareness related to sui-
cide and plans to expand a pilot peer-to-peer
training program. We also support the many
service-provided and DOD-wide suicide pre-
vention programs that SOCOM has utilized.
While DOD, SOCOM, and the services have
taken positive action to address SOF suicide
rates, we believe that more must be done to
reinforce targeted suicide prevention efforts
in addition to holistic SOF resiliency pro-
grams.

SUBTITLE A—AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS

Authorization of appropriations (sec. 301)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
301) authorizing appropriations for fiscal
year 2015 for the use of the Armed Forces and
other activities and agencies of the Depart-
ment of Defense for expenses, not otherwise
provided for, for operation and maintenance,
as specified in the funding table in section
4301.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 301).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

SUBTITLE B—ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT

Elimination of fiscal year limitation on prohibi-
tion of payment of fines and penalties from
the Environmental Restoration Account,
Defense (sec. 311)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
311) that would eliminate the fiscal year lim-
itations on the prohibition of paying fines
and penalties from the Environmental Res-
toration Account, defense, unless the fine or
penalty arose out of an activity funded by
that account or was specifically authorized
by law.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.

Nothing in this provision should be con-
strued to change the Department of De-
fense’s obligations to pay penalties or fines,
and to do so in a timely fashion.

Method of funding for cooperative agreements
under the Sikes Act (sec. 312)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 311) that would
amend subsection (b) of section 103a of the
Sikes Act (section 670c-1 of title 16, United
States Code) to allow for lump sum pay-
ments for cooperative agreements to cover
the future costs of activities provided for
under the agreements.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the provision.

Report on prohibition of disposal of waste in
open-air burn pits (sec. 313)

The House bill included a provision (Sec.
312) that would require the combatant com-
manders to submit a biannual certification
to the Committees on Armed Services of the
Senate and the House of Representatives
that covered waste under the jurisdiction of
the commander has not been disposed of in
violation of the regulations set forth in sec-
tion 317 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law
111-84). This section also prescribes addi-
tional details required in instances of non-
compliance.

The Senate committee-reported bill did
not contain a similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment to direct the Sec-
retary of Defense to provide a report to the
congressional defense committees regarding
the Department of Defense’s (DOD) compli-
ance with applicable Public Law and DOD in-
structions regarding the disposal of covered
waste in burn pits. The provision also re-
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quires the Comptroller General of the United
States to provide an assessment of the report
submitted by the Secretary.

We note with concern that there are a
number of instances where compliance with
the DOD instructions and public law, with
respect to the disposal of covered waste in
burn pits, has been called into question. It is
our expectation that the Secretary will use
this report as an opportunity to address any
gaps and take required action, as necessary
and appropriate, to ensure education of and
strict compliance with the prohibitions on
the disposal of covered waste in burn pits.

Business case analysis of any plan to design, re-
furbish, or construct a biofuel refinery (sec.
314)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
317) that would require the Department of
Defense to obtain a congressional authoriza-
tion before entering into a contract for the
planning, design, refurbishing, or construc-
tion of a biofuels refinery.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that no later than
30 days before entering into a contract for
the planning, design, refurbishment, or con-
struction of a biofuels refinery, the Sec-
retary of Defense or service secretary con-
cerned, shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a business case analysis re-
garding their intended plan.

Environmental restoration at former Naval Air
Station Chincoteague, Virginia (sec. 315)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
320) that would permit the Secretary of De-
fense to undertake an environmental res-
toration project at Wallops Flight Facility,
Virginia.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 312).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We note that the Wallops Flight Facility,
Virginia includes the Naval Aviation Ord-
nance Test Station, Virginia. We also note
that the Secretary of Defense may undertake
this environmental restoration project at
Wallops Flight Facility, Virginia, with re-
gard to pollutants or contaminants that are
solely attributable to Department of Defense
activities while the property was under the
administrative jurisdiction of the Secretary
of the Navy.

Limitation on availability of funds for procure-
ment of drop-in fuels (sec. 316)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 313) that would pro-
hibit Department of Defense (DOD) funds to
be used for bulk purchases of drop-in fuel for
operational purposes, unless the cost of that
drop-in fuel is cost competitive with tradi-
tional fuel, subject to a national security
waiver.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment that would
factor in the fully-burdened cost of fuel.

We note that this provision adds a 30 day
notice to the congressional defense commit-
tees prior to the purchase of bulk drop-in
fuels for operational purposes, if the fully-
burdened delivered cost is 10 percent over the
fully-burdened market price of traditional
fuels available for the same purpose. We also
note that large-scale demonstrations count
as operational purposes and are covered
under this limitation. We expect DOD to not
use a unique federal subsidy to buy or pur-
chase down the cost of fuel so it falls below
the 10 percent threshold.
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Decontamination of a portion of former bom-
bardment area on island of Culebra, Puerto
Rico (sec. 317)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2818) that would express the sense of Con-
gress that the statutory prohibition on envi-
ronmental remediation on the island of
Culebra, Puerto Rico is a unique anomaly
and would lift the statutory restriction for
environmental remediation for areas having
regular public access by amending section
204(c) of the Military Construction Author-
ization Act of 1974 (Public Law 93-166).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 316) that
would express the sense of Congress that cer-
tain portions of the island of Culebra, Puerto
Rico should be available for safe public rec-
reational use and would lift the statutory re-
striction for environmental remediation for
certain identified areas by amending section
204(c) of the Military Construction Author-
ization Act of 1974 (Public Law 93-166), as
well as modifying the restrictions contained
within the quitclaim deed.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Alternative fuel automobiles (sec. 318)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (3911) contained a provi-
sion that would create incentives for the de-
velopment of alternative dual-fuel vehicles.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with modifying amendments.

SUBTITLE C—LOGISTICS AND SUSTAINMENT

Modification of quarterly readiness reporting re-
quirement (sec. 321)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 322) that would
amend section 482 of title 10, United States
Code, to update and streamline the Quar-
terly Readiness Report to Congress (QRRC).

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We expect the timeliness and delivery of
the QRRC to Congress to improve signifi-
cantly given the efficiencies included in the
bill. We note that the executive summaries
and narratives—which are derived from the
massive data inputs submitted by the mili-
tary services, defense agencies, and combat-
ant commands—currently captured in the
QRRC are very helpful in the exercise of con-
gressional oversight responsibilities.

We strongly urge the Department of De-
fense (DOD) to move the information cap-
tured in Supplement Two of the QRRC to
Annex B in order to avoid duplication and
maximize efficiency. We also strongly urge
DOD to remove Supplement One from future
QRRCs as the information therein is readily
available in the public domain.

Additional requirement for strategic policy on
prepositioning of materiel and equipment
(sec. 322)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
321) that would amend the strategic policy
on prepositioned materiel and equipment re-
quired by section 2229(a) of title 10, United
States Code, to ensure newly established cri-
sis response elements are considered when
developing goals, assessing challenges, and
synchronizing requirements.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.
Elimination of authority of Secretary of the

Army to abolish arsenals (sec. 323)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 323) that would
amend section 45632 of title 10, United States
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Code, the Arsenal Act, and eliminate the
ability of the Secretary of the Army to abol-
ish any U.S. arsenal considered to be unnec-
essary.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would elimi-
nate the ability of the Secretary of the Army
to abolish any U.S. arsenal considered to be
unnecessary.

We note that it shall be the goal of the
Secretary of the Army, in managing the
workload of the arsenals, to maintain crit-
ical capabilities and ensure cost efficiency
and technical competence in peacetime,
while preserving the ability to provide an ef-
fective and timely response to mobilizations,
national defense contingency situations, and
other emergent requirements.

We also note that the critical capabilities
needed by the Army are currently reflected
in the Report to Congress on Critical Manu-
facturing Capabilities and Capacities dated
August 2013. We recognize that they may
change over time.

Modification of annual reporting requirement
related to prepositioning of materiel and
equipment (sec. 324)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
322) that would modify the yearly reporting
requirement in section 321 of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2014 (Public Law 113-66) to continue through
2017, for a total of four reports over 4 years.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 321) that
would amend section 2229(cc) of title 10,
United States Code to sunset after 3 years
the Comptroller General of the United
States’ annual review of the Department of
Defense’s progress in implementing its stra-
tegic policy and plan for its prepositioned
stocks.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

SUBTITLE D—REPORTS

Repeal of annual report on Department of De-
fense operation and financial support for
military museums (sec. 331)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
331) that would repeal section 489 of title 10,
United States Code, which requires the Sec-
retary of Defense to submit annually to Con-
gress a report on Department of Defense op-
eration and financial support for military
museums.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 331).

The agreement includes this provision.

Army assessment of regionally aligned forces
(sec. 332)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
333) that would require the Secretary of the
Army to submit a report on the activities,
lessons learned, and future plans for region-
ally aligned forces.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would clarify
the required elements of the report.

SUBTITLE E—LIMITATIONS AND EXTENSIONS OF
AUTHORITY

Limitation on authority to enter into a contract
for the sustainment, maintenance, repair, or
overhaul of the F117 engine (sec. 341)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
341) that would prevent the Secretary of the
Air Force from entering into a subsequent
contract for the sustainment, maintenance,
repair, and overhaul of the F117 engine until
the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisi-
tion, Technology and Logistics certifies to
the congressional defense committees that
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the Secretary of the Air Force has struc-
tured the contract in such a way that pro-
vides the Secretary required insight into all
aspects of F117 component and subcompo-
nent historical usage, cost, service-life, and
supply chain management data sufficient to
determine that the Secretary is paying a fair
and reasonable price for F117 sustainment as
compared to the PW2000 commercial-deriva-
tive sustainment price in the private sector.
This provision would also allow the Sec-
retary to waive this limitation if the Sec-
retary determines such waiver is in the in-
terests of national security.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision with
an amendment that would modify the basis
upon which the Under Secretary would cer-
tify that the Secretary of the Air Force has
obtained data sufficient to determine that
the Secretary of the Air Force is paying a
fair and reasonable price for F117
sustainment, maintenance, repair, or over-
haul as compared to the PW2000 commercial-
derivative engine sustainment price for
sustainment, maintenance, repair, or over-
haul in the private sector.

Limitation on establishment of regional Special
Operations Forces Coordination Centers
(sec. 342)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 342) that would pro-
hibit the obligation or expenditure of funds
authorized for fiscal year 2015 to establish
Regional Special Operations Forces Coordi-
nation Centers (RSCC) by U.S. Special Oper-
ations Command (SOCOM).

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

We note that the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law
113-66) included a similar prohibition and re-
quired the Secretary of Defense, in coordina-
tion with the Secretary of State, to submit
a report on the purpose, cost, and the au-
thorities necessary for the establishment of
RSCCs. While the required report was sub-
mitted on April 16, 2014, it left a number of
questions unanswered related to the long-
term funding required to support RSCCs in
each geographic combatant command (GCC);
the relative funding that would be provided
by SOCOM, the GCCs, and the host nation or
other participating nations; and coordina-
tion with other engagement activities con-
ducted by the GCCs and the Department of
State. Additionally, the report states that
“[plroviding confirmed and sustained out-
year support is critical to realizing the full
potential of an RSCC.” However, the report
also identifies additional legislative authori-
ties that would need to be addressed for such
“‘confirmed and sustained’ support to occur
while indicating ‘‘there are currently no
plans to seek these additional authorities.”

We believe issues related to funding and
authorities need to be resolved before RSCCs
are established. We also believe that SOCOM
should focus its efforts and resources on sup-
porting regional special operations engage-
ment activities that are hosted in and led by
partner nations. For example, we understand
that Colombia is working to establish the
Centro Regional de Estudios Avanzados de
Seguridad (CREAS), that will, among other
things, bring together regional special oper-
ations forces for educational, training, and
other events. We note that the provision de-
scribed above would not prohibit support to
host-nation established regional special op-
erations coordination activities, like
CREAS, provided they are consistent with
broader military-to-military objectives and
coordinated with the Department of State
and relevant country teams.
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Limitation on transfer of MC-12 aircraft to
United States Special Operations Command
(sec. 343)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 341) that would pro-
hibit the transfer of MC-12 aircraft from the
Air Force to U.S. Special Operations Com-
mand (SOCOM) for manned intelligence, sur-
veillance, and reconnaissance until the As-
sistant Secretary of Defense for Special Op-
erations and Low-Intensity Conflict, in co-
ordination with the Commander, SOCOM,
provides the congressional defense commit-
tees with an analysis and justification for
such a transfer.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We note that elsewhere in this Act the De-
partment of Defense is provided the author-
ity to use the Counterterrorism Partnership
Fund (CTPF) to enhance counterterrorism
activities undertaken by the U.S. Armed
Forces, including government-owned, con-
tractor-operated (GOCO) capabilities. We be-
lieve that the CTPF would be an appropriate
source of funding to support additional
GOCO operation of MC-12 aircraft in direct
support of the intelligence, surveillance, and
reconnaissance requirements of U.S. Special
Operations Forces.

Further, we note that the budget request
included funding in Operation and Mainte-
nance, defense-wide and Procurement, de-
fense-wide to support up to 13 aircraft to be
flown by the Air National Guard in support
of SOCOM aviation foreign internal defense
and intelligence, surveillance, and reconnais-
sance missions. We note that the limitation
included in this provision and the reduction
in funding for MC-12 modifications contained
elsewhere in the bill do not apply to up to 13
aircraft to be flown by the Air National
Guard in support of SOCOM.

SUBTITLE F—OTHER MATTERS

Clarification of authority relating to provision
of installation-support services through
intergovernmental support agreements (sec.
351)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
351) that would transfer and redesignate sec-
tion 2336 of title 10, United States Code, to
chapter 159 of such title. This section would
also define an intergovernmental support
agreement and provide other technical
changes.

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3831) contained a similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would make
clear that the secretary concerned may enter
into an intergovernmental support agree-
ment notwithstanding any other provision of
law governing the award of federal govern-
ment contracts for goods and services and
that any contract awarded by the Federal
Government or a state or local government
for installation-support services under an
intergovernmental support agreement must
be awarded on a competitive basis.

Management of conventional ammunition in-
ventory (sec. 352)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
363) that would designate an authoritative
database on conventional ammunition and
broaden the existing military service annual
reporting requirements on conventional am-
munition.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1066) that
would require the Comptroller General of the
United States to provide a briefing to the
congressional defense committees on the
management of the conventional ammuni-
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tion demilitarization stockpile of the De-
partment of Defense (DOD) no later than
April 30, 2015.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would combine
the two provisions.

We note that the preferred authoritative
source of data for tracking conventional am-
munition inventories across DOD is the Na-
tional Level Ammunition Capability
(NLAC). We also expect DOD to issue guid-
ance that ensures NLAC collects and is re-
sponsible for disseminating accurate data in
cooperation with other service ammunition
systems.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED
Increase in funding for civil military programs

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
302) that would increase funding for civil
military programs by $55.0 million over the
budget request.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Ezxclusions from definition of ‘chemical sub-
stance’ under Tozxic Substances Control Act
and report on lead ammunition

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
313) that would amend section 3(2)(B)(v) of
the Toxic Substances Control Act (156 U.S.C.
2602(2)(B)(v)) and require a report on costs re-
lated to non-lead alternatives for small
arms.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Exemption of Department of Defense from alter-
native fuel procurement requirement

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
314) that would amend section 526 of the En-
ergy Independence and Security Act of 2007
(P.L. 110-140) to exempt the Department of
Defense from the requirements related to
contracts for alternative or synthetic fuel in
that section.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include the House
provision.

Study on implementation of requirements for
consideration of fuel logistics support re-
quirements in planning, requirements devel-
opment, and acquisition processes

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 314) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to submit a
report to the congressional defense commit-
tees no later than 180 days after the enact-
ment of this Act, on the implementation of
section 332 of the Duncan Hunter National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2009 (P.L. 110-417).

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include the Senate
provision.

We direct the Secretary of Defense to sub-
mit a report to the congressional defense
committees, no later than 180 days after the
enactment of this Act, regarding how the De-
partment of Defense (DOD) is considering the
operational impact of energy logistics
through energy supportability analysis, in-
cluding but not limited to those factors in
section 332 of the Duncan Hunter National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2009 (P.L. 110-417).

We note that the report shall describe ac-
tions to date to consider energy logistics
support in the planning, requirements devel-
opment, and acquisition processes, including
the following elements: (1) A description of
the process DOD is using to ensure energy
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supportability has been analyzed and consid-
ered during the requirements development
and acquisition process; (2) An assessment of
how well the Services are implementing the
energy supportability analysis; (3) An assess-
ment of how well the Services have incor-
porated energy into their planning processes;

(4) An assessment of the extent to which the

energy security requirements of DOD are en-

hanced by incorporation of section 332 in the
requirements and acquisition processes; and

(6) recommendations for improvements to

section 332 that would enhance energy secu-

rity and capability.

Comptroller General study of Department of De-
fense research and development projects and
investments to increase energy security and
meet energy goals requirements

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 315) that would direct
the Comptroller General of the United States
to conduct a review of Department of De-
fense (DOD) research and development
projects and investments to increase energy
security and meet renewable energy goals.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include the provi-
sion.

We direct the Comptroller General to con-
duct a review of the current DOD Annual En-
ergy Management Report. At a minimum,
the review shall identify key gaps and short-
falls, if any, in the report. The review shall
also include a determination of how the DOD
has determined the costs and benefits of a
sample of five renewable energy projects per
Service where the (1) generating capacity of
the projects is over one megawatt; (2) pro-
jected life cycle costs of the projects as com-
pared to power generation from conventional
sources; and (3) ensured energy security at
energy-remote installations in the 50 states
and the District of Columbia. The term ‘‘en-
ergy-remote military installations” means
military installations not connected to an
extensive electrical grid. The Comptroller
General shall report to the congressional de-
fense committees no later than one year
after enactment of this Act.

Congressional notice of bulk purchase of alter-
native fuels for operational use

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
315) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to notify the congressional defense
committees 60 days before the bulk purchase
of alternative fuels intended for operational
use.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include the House
provision.

Limitation on procurement of biofuels

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
316) that would limit the Department of De-
fense’s ability to purchase or produce
biofuels until the earlier of either the date
on which the Budget Control Act of 2011
(P.L. 112-25) is no longer in effect, or the
date on which the cost of biofuel is equal to
the cost of conventional fuels. This section
would provide an exception for biofuel test
and certification and research and develop-
ment.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include the House
provision.

Off-installation Department of Defense natural
resources projects compliance with inte-
grated natural resource management plans

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
318) that would amend the Sikes Act (section
670c-1 of title 16, United States Code) to re-
quire that funds for the maintenance and im-
provement of natural resources located off of
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a military installation or State-owned Na-
tional Guard installation only be used pursu-
ant to an approved integrated natural re-
sources management plan.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Recommendation on Air Force energy conserva-
tion measures

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
319) that would recommend the Secretary of
the Air Force take action on energy con-
servation measures.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the Air Force has undertaken
a number of initiatives aimed at improving
installation energy efficiency. For example,
the Air Force has used the Energy Conserva-
tion Investment Program, Energy Savings
Performance Contracts, and technologies de-
veloped through Installation Energy Test
Bed to help meet their facility energy goals
and mandates. We encourage the Air Force
to continue to make cost-effective invest-
ments that enhance combat capability and
demonstrate a return on investment.
Prohibition on use of funds to implement certain

climate change assessments and reports

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
320A) that would prohibit funds authorized
by the fiscal year 2015 National Defense Au-
thorization Act to be used to implement the
United States Global Change Research Pro-

gram National Climate Assessment, the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change’s Fifth Assessment Report, the

United Nation’s Agenda 21 sustainable devel-
opment plan, or the May 2013 Technical Up-
date of the Social Cost of Carbon for Regu-
latory Impact Analysis Under Executive
Order No. 12866.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Report on enduring requirements and activities
currently funded through amounts author-
ized to be appropriated for Overseas Contin-
gency Operations

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
332) that would require a report on enduring
requirements and activities currently funded
through amounts authorized to be appro-
priated for Overseas Contingency Operations.
The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.
The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Report on impacts of funding reductions on

military readiness
The House bill contained a provision (sec.

334) that would require the Secretary of De-

fense (Comptroller) to report to the congres-

sional defense committees the readiness and
cost impacts of the reductions in operation
and maintenance funding.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include the House
provision.

We direct the Under Secretary of Defense

(Comptroller) to report or present a briefing
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to the congressional defense committees no
later than 60 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, on the readiness and cost
impacts, both immediate and long-term, for
the military services, the Office of the Sec-
retary of Defense, the Joint Chiefs of Staff,
and the Defense Agencies, of the reductions
in funding required in section 4301 of this
Act. The report shall include, but isn’t lim-
ited to, reductions in contracts for other
services, impacts to training and operations,
contracts for facility sustainment, restora-
tion, and modernization, base operations,
and any other mission execution and effec-
tiveness concerns.

Limitation on furlough of certain working-cap-
ital fund employees

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
342) that would: limit the non-disciplinary
furlough of working-capital fund (WCF) em-
ployees as long as funds are available to pay
for the work performed; require 45 days ad-
vance congressional mnotification of fur-
loughs; and require Secretarial certification
that workload will not be transferred to any
other sector of the workforce.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We remain concerned about the negative
effect furloughs of WCF employees have on
military readiness. The furlough of WCF em-
ployees when monies and workload are avail-
able only delays delivery times and raises
rates, costing the taxpayer and reducing
military readiness. We understand that the
Department of Defense (DOD) faced budget
cuts of $37.0 billion in 2013 due to sequestra-
tion, and that as part of its response, it fur-
loughed all civilian employees. These fur-
loughs may have increased costs over the
longer-term and caused schedule delays,
which negatively affected readiness. There-
fore, we urge the Secretary of Defense to
consider both the short- and long-term readi-
ness impacts of these furloughs in making
management decisions concerning the DOD
workforce. Finally, we expect the Secretary
to manage future budgets carefully, and to
weigh all competing variables when making
workforce decisions.

Revised policy on ground combat and camou-
flage utility uniforms

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 352) that would
amend section 352 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (P.L.
113-66) that established a policy that the
Secretary of Defense shall eliminate the de-
velopment and fielding of Armed Forces-spe-
cific combat and camouflage utility uni-
forms and families of uniforms for specific
combat environments to be used by all mem-
bers of the Armed Forces.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include the Senate
provision.

We note that the guidance for the military
services and combatant commands required
by section 351 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (P.L.
113-66) to implement this policy is late and
has not yet been delivered. We also note that
the implementation plan is also late and
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necessary to ensure proper implementation
of the Department of Defense’s guidance to
establish and publish joint combat uniform
standards and performance criteria.

Sense of Congress on access to training ranges
within United States Pacific Command area
of responsibility

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
352) that would express the sense of Congress
regarding access to training ranges within
U.S. Pacific Command’s (PACOM) area of re-
sponsibility (AOR).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include the provi-
sion.

We note that access to military training
ranges is an essential component of military
readiness and that such access is critical to
maintaining the technical and operational
superiority of the Armed Forces. The 2014
Quadrennial Defense Review states that
United States forces in the Asia-Pacific re-
gion ‘‘will resume regular bilateral and mul-
tilateral training exercises, pursue increased
training opportunities to improve capabili-
ties and capacity of partner nations, as well
as support humanitarian, disaster relief,
counterterrorism, and other operations that
contribute to the stability of the region.”
While training ranges exist within PACOM’s
AOR, we note that the tyranny of distance in
the Asia-Pacific region presents a number of
challenges, including the transportation of
equipment and personnel to the various
training ranges. We believe the Department
of Defense should take appropriate action to
ensure that members of the Armed Forces
continue to have reliable access to military
training ranges and take appropriate steps
to improve accessibility to military training
areas within PACOM’s AOR.

Southern sea otter military readiness areas

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 353) that would have
created southern sea otter military readiness
areas and repealed Public Law 99-625 (16
U.S.C. 1536 note).

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS

SUBTITLE A—ACTIVE FORCES
End strengths for active forces (sec. 401)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
401) that would authorize the following end
strengths for active-duty personnel of the
Armed Forces as of September 30, 2015:
Army, 490,000; Navy, 323,600; Marine Corps,
184,100; and Air Force, 311,220.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 401) that
would authorize active-duty end strength for
the Air Force of 310,900.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would author-
ize active-duty end strength for the Air
Force of 312,980.

End strength levels for the active forces
for fiscal year 2015 are set forth in the fol-
lowing table:

- FY 2015 Change from
Service :

Authorized Request Recommendation FY 2015 Request FY 201;&9”“'0"'

Army 520,000 490,000 490,000 0 —30,000
Navy 323,600 323,600 323,600 0 0
Marine Corps 190,200 184,100 184,100 0 —6,100
Air Force 327,600 310,900 312,980 2,080 — 14,620
DOD Total 1,361,400 1,308,600 1,310,680 2,080 —50,720
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Revisions in permanent active duty end strength
minimum levels (sec. 402)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

402) that would establish the following min-
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sonnel as of September 30, 2015: Army,
490,000; Navy, 323,600; Marine Corps, 184,100;
and Air Force 310,900.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
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The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Minimum end strength levels for Active-
Duty personnel for fiscal year 2015 are set

imum end strengths for Active-Duty per- tained no similar provision. forth in the following table:
FY 2015 Change from
Service FY 2014 Mini
Recommendation FY 2014

Army 510,000 490,000 —20,000
Navy 323,600 323,600 0
Marine Corps 188,000 184,100 —3,900
Air Force 327,600 310,900 —16,700

DOD Total 1,349,200 1,308,600 —40,600

SUBTITLE B—RESERVE FORCES
End strengths for Selected Reserve (sec. 411)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
411) that would authorize the following end
strengths for Selected Reserve personnel, in-
cluding the end strengths for Reserves on
Active Duty in support of the Reserves, as of
September 30, 2015: the Army National Guard

of the United States, 350,200; the Army Re-
serve, 202,000; the Navy Reserve, 57,300; the
Marine Corps Reserve, 39,200; the Air Na-
tional Guard of the United States, 105,000;
the Air Force Reserve, 67,100; and the Coast
Guard Reserve, 7,000.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision that would au-

thorize end strength for the Coast Guard Re-
serve of 9,000 (sec. 411).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

End strength levels for the Selected Re-
serve for fiscal year 2015 are set forth in the
following table:

FY 2015 Change from
. FY 2014 Author-
Service p

ized Request Recommendation ~ FY 2015 Request FY ZOIi?ES\uthor-

Army National Guard 354,200 350,200 350,200 0 —4,000
Army Reserve 205,000 202,000 202,000 0 —3,000
Navy Reserve 59,100 57,300 57,300 0 —1,800
Marine Corps Reserve 39,600 39,200 39,200 0 —400
Air National Guard 105,400 105,000 105,000 0 —400
Air Force Reserve 70,400 67,100 67,100 0 —3,300
DOD Total 833,700 833,700 820,800 0 —12,900
Coast Guard Reserve 9,000 7,000 7,000 0 —2,000

End strengths for reserves on active duty in sup-
port of the reserves (sec. 412)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
412) that would authorize the following end
strengths for Reserves on Active Duty in
support of the reserve components as of Sep-

tember 30, 2015: the Army National Guard of
the United States, 31,385; the Army Reserve,
16,261; the Navy Reserve, 9,973; the Marine
Corps Reserve, 2,261; the Air National Guard
of the United States, 14,704; and the Air
Force Reserve, 2,830.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 412).

The agreement includes this provision.

End strength levels for reserves on Active
Duty in support of the Reserves for fiscal
year 2015 are set forth in the following table:

Service

FY 2014 Author-

FY 2015 Change from

ized Request Recommendation FY 2015 Request FY ZOliéleguthor-

Army National Guard 32,060 31,385 31,385 0 —675
Army Reserve 16,261 16,261 16,261 0 0
Navy Reserve 10,159 9,973 9,973 0 —186
Marine Corps Reserve 2,261 2,261 2,261 0 0
Air National Guard 14,734 14,704 14,704 0 -30
Air Force Reserve 2911 2,830 2,830 0 -8l
DOD Total 78,386 77,414 77,414 0 —972

End strengths for military technicians (dual sta-
tus) (sec. 413)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
413) that would authorize the following end
strengths for military technicians (dual sta-
tus) as of September 30, 2015: the Army Na-

tional Guard of the United States, 27,210; the
Army Reserve, 7,895; the Air National Guard
of the United States, 21,792; and the Air
Force Reserve, 9,789.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 413).

The agreement includes this provision.

End strength levels for military techni-
cians (dual status) for fiscal year 2015 are set
forth in the following table:

Service

FY 2014 Author-

FY 2015 Change from

ized Request Recommendation ~ FY 2015 Request FY 201i;ledAuth0r-

Army National Guard 27,210 27,210 21,210 0 0
Army Reserve 8,395 7,895 7,895 0 —500
Air National Guard 21,875 21,792 21,792 0 —83
Air Force Reserve 10,429 9,789 9,789 0 —640
DOD Total 67,909 66,686 66,686 0 —1,223

Fiscal year 2015 limitation on number of non-
dual status technicians (sec. 414)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
414) that would establish the following per-
sonnel limits for the reserve components of

the Army and Air Force for non-dual status
technicians as of September 30, 2015: the
Army National Guard of the United States,
1,600; the Air National Guard of the United
States, 350; the Army Reserve, 595; and the
Air Force Reserve, 90.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 414).

The agreement includes this provision.

Personnel limitations for non-dual status
technicians for fiscal year 2015 are set forth
in the following table:

FY 2015 Change from
; FY 2014 Author-
Service -
ized Request Recommendation ~ FY 2015 Request FY ZOIi?Eé\uthor—
Army National Guard 1,600 1,600 1,600 0 0
Air National Guard 350 350 350 0 0
Army Reserve 595 595 595 0 0
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Service

FY 2014 Author-

FY 2015 Change from

ized

FY 2014 Author-

Request Recommendation ~ FY 2015 Request ized
Air Force Reserve 90 90 90 0 0
DOD Total 2,635 2,635 2,635 0 0

Maximum number of reserve personnel author-
ized to be on active duty for operational
support (sec. 415)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
415) that would authorize the maximum
number of reserve component personnel who

may be on Active Duty or full-time National
Guard duty under section 115(b) of title 10,
United States Code, during fiscal year 2015 to
provide operational support.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 415).

The agreement includes this provision.

The maximum number of reserve compo-
nent personnel who may be on Active Duty
or full-time National Guard duty under sec-
tion 115(b) of title 10, United States Code,
during fiscal year 2015 is set forth in the fol-
lowing table:

FY 2015 Change from
Service FY 2014 Author-

ized Request Recommendation ~ FY 2015 Request FY ZOIi?Eé\uthor—

Army National Guard 17,000 17,000 17,000 0 0
Army Reserve 13,000 13,000 13,000 0 0
Navy Reserve 6,200 6,200 6,200 0 0
Marine Corps Reserve 3,000 3,000 3,000 0 0
Air National Guard 16,000 16,000 16,000 0 0
Air Force Reserve 14,000 14,000 14,000 0 0
DOD Total 69,200 69,200 69,200 0 0

SUBTITLE C—AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS

Military personnel (sec. 421)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
421) that would authorize appropriations for
military personnel at the levels identified in
the funding table in section 4401 of this Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 421).

The agreement includes this provision.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY
SUBTITLE A—OFFICER PERSONNEL POLICY

Authority to limit consideration for early retire-
ment by selective retirement boards to par-
ticular warrant officer year groups and spe-
cialties (sec. 501)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
501) that would amend section 581 of title 10,
United States Code, to authorize service sec-
retaries to establish selection objectives, by
year group or specialty, or any combination
thereof, for selection boards considering war-
rant officers for selective retirement.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 504).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Authority for three-month deferral of retirement
for officers selected for selective early retire-
ment (sec. 502)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 501) that would
amend sections 581 and 638 of title 10, United
States Code, to clarify the date by which
warrant officers and regular officers on the
Active-Duty list who have been selected for
selective early retirement must retire.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

Repeal of limits on percentage of officers who
may be recommended for discharge during a
fiscal year under enhanced selective dis-
charge authority (sec. 503)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
502) that would amend section 638a of title
10, United States Code, by deleting the limi-
tation on the total number of officers that a
selection board may recommend for early
discharge under enhanced selective discharge
authority.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 502).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Reports on number and assignment of enlisted
aides for officers of the Army, Navy, Air
Force, and Marine Corps (sec. 504)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
505) that would amend section 981 of title 10,
United States Code, to reduce the total num-
ber of enlisted members that may be as-
signed or otherwise detailed to duty as en-
listed aides on the personal staff of officers
of the Army, Navy, Air Force and Marine
Corps.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would amend
section 981 of title 10, United States Code, to
require the Secretary of Defense to submit
an annual report to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives specifying the number of
enlisted aides authorized and allocated for
general officers and flag officers of the
Army, Navy Air Force, Marine Corps, and
joint pool, and to submit to the Committees
on Armed Services of the Senate and the
House of Representatives not later than
June 30, 2015, a report on the duties of en-
listed aides, the procedures for allocating au-
thorized enlisted aides, and a billet-by-billet
justification for the authorization and as-
signment of each enlisted aide to each gen-
eral officer and flag officer position as of
September 30, 2014. The provision would also
require the Comptroller General to review
the June 30, 2015, report and submit a report
on the results of this review to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and the
House of Representatives no later than 180
days after the Secretary of Defense submits
the report to the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives.

Repeal of requirement for submission to Con-
gress of annual reports on joint officer man-
agement and promotion policy objectives for
joint officers (sec. 505)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
503) that would repeal section 667 and amend
section 662(b) of title 10, United States Code,
to remove the requirement that the Sec-
retary of Defense submit annual reports to
Congress on joint officer management and
promotion policy objectives for joint offi-
cers.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 505).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Options for Phase II of joint professional mili-
tary education (sec. 506)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
504) that would amend section 2154 of title 10,
United States Code, to authorize a senior
level service course of at least ten months
that has been designated and certified by the
Secretary of Defense as a joint professional
military education (JPME) course to meet
the requirements for Phase II JPME instruc-
tion.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Elimination of requirement that a qualified avi-
ator or naval flight officer be in command of
an inactivated nuclear-powered aircraft
carrier before decommissioning (sec. 507)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1023) that would amend section 5942(a) of
title 10, United States Code, to eliminate the
requirement that a qualified aviator or naval
flight officer serve as commanding officer of
a nuclear-powered aircraft carrier that has
been inactivated during the limited period
between the inactivation and permanent de-
commissioning prior to disposal.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 503).

The agreement includes this provision.

Required consideration of certain elements of
command climate in performance appraisals
of commanding officers (sec. 508)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
506) that would require service secretaries to
ensure that the performance appraisal of
commanding officers indicates the extent to
which the commanding officer has or has not
established a command climate in which all
allegations of sexual assault are properly
managed and fairly evaluated, and a victim
of criminal activity, including sexual as-
sault, can report the criminal activity with-
out fear of retaliation, including ostracism
and group pressure from other members of
the command.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 545(c)) that
would also require that service secretaries
ensure that performance appraisals of all
servicemembers include an assessment of the
extent to which the servicemember supports
the sexual assault prevention and response
program of that service.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.
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SUBTITLE B—RESERVE COMPONENT
MANAGEMENT

Retention on the Reserve active-status list fol-
lowing nonselection for promotion of certain
health professions officers and first lieuten-
ants and lieutenants (junior grade) pur-
suing baccalaureate degrees (sec. 511)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
511) that would amend section 14701 of title
10, United States Code, to authorize consid-
eration for continuation on the reserve ac-
tive-status list of first lieutenant and lieu-
tenant (junior grade) health professions offi-
cers who have twice failed of selection for
promotion to the next higher grade. The pro-
vision would also require service secretaries
to retain on the reserve active-status list
health professions officers who would other-
wise be required to be removed from the re-
serve active-status list until the officer has
completed his or her service obligation.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 511).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Consultation with Chief of the National Guard
Bureau in selection of directors and deputy
directors, Army National Guard and Air Na-
tional Guard (sec. 512)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
512) that would amend section 10506(a) of
title 10, United States Code, to require that
general officers assigned to the National
Guard Bureau as Director, Army National
Guard, Deputy Director, Army National
Guard, Director Air National Guard, and
Deputy Director, Air National Guard, be rec-
ommended by the Chief of the National
Guard Bureau, in consultation with the sec-
retary of the service concerned.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
that these general officers be selected by the
secretary of the service concerned after con-
sultation with the Chief of the National
Guard Bureau.

Centralized database of information on military
technician positions (sec. 513)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 512) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to establish
and maintain a centralized database of mili-
tary technician positions within the Depart-
ment of Defense.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary, by no later than September 1,
2015, to submit to the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives a report describing the progress
made in establishing this database.

Report on management of personnel records of
members of the National Guard (sec. 514)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
583) that would require the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States to submit a report
regarding the management of personnel
records of members of the National Guard.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to submit a report
to the Committees on Armed Services of the
Senate and the House of Representatives not
later than December 1, 2015, on the manage-
ment of personnel records of members of the
National Guard of the United States.
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SUBTITLE C—GENERAL SERVICE AUTHORITIES

Enhancement of participation of mental health
professionals in boards for correction of
military records and boards for review of
discharge or dismissal of members of the
Armed Forces (sec. 521)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
529) that would amend section 1552 of title 10,
United States Code, to require that any med-
ical advisory opinion issued to a board for
correction of military records regarding a
servicemember or former servicemember
who was diagnosed while serving in the mili-
tary as experiencing a mental health dis-
order include the opinion of a clinical psy-
chologist or psychiatrist if the individual’s
request for correction of records relates to a
mental health disorder.

The provision would also amend section
1553 of title 10, United States Code, to re-
quire boards for review of discharge or dis-
missal:

(1) To include a member who is a clinical
psychologist or psychiatrist, or a physician
with training on mental health issues con-
nected with post-traumatic stress disorder or
traumatic brain injury, when the board con-
siders a request for review of a discharge or
dismissal by a former servicemember who
was diagnosed as experiencing post-trau-
matic stress disorder or traumatic brain in-
jury as a consequence of a deployment in
support of a contingency operation; and

(2) To include a member who is a clinical
psychologist or psychiatrist, or a physician
with special training on mental health dis-
orders, when the board considers a request
for review of a discharge or dismissal by a
former servicemember who was diagnosed
while serving in the military as experiencing
a mental health disorder.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 521).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Extension of authority to conduct programs on
career flexibility to enhance retention of
members of the Armed Forces (sec. 522)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
523) that would amend section 533 of the Dun-
can Hunter National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2009 (Public Law 110-417),
as amended by section 531 of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2012 (Public Law 112-81), by extending the au-
thority to conduct programs on career flexi-
bility to December 31, 2019, and adjusting in-
terim and final report due dates to reflect
this extension.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 522) that
would extend program authority to Decem-
ber 31, 2018, with a deadline to return all par-
ticipants to Active Duty by no later than De-
cember 31, 2021, and by requiring certain ad-
ditional elements of information in the final
reports.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would extend
the program authority to December 31, 2019,
and adjust the interim and final report due
dates to reflect this extension.

Provision of information to members of the
Armed Forces on privacy rights relating to
receipt of mental health services (sec. 523)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
524) that would require the secretaries of the
military departments to provide information
regarding privacy rights to a servicemember
who is seeking and receiving mental health
services. This information would be required
to be provided to servicemembers during ini-
tial and basic training, and to other
servicemembers as the Secretary of Defense
deems appropriate.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.
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The agreement includes this provision.

Removal of artificial barriers to the service of
women in the Armed Forces (sec. 524)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
527) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to direct the service secretaries to vali-
date gender-neutral occupational standards
that are consistent with section 543 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160), that accu-
rately predict performance of actual, reg-
ular, and recurring duties of a military occu-
pation, and that are applied equitably to
measure individual capabilities. The provi-
sion would also require the Secretary to di-
rect service secretaries to ensure that prop-
erly designed and fitted combat equipment is
available to and distributed to female mem-
bers of the Armed Forces. Finally, the provi-
sion would require the Comptroller General
of the United States to review military serv-
ice outreach programs and recruitment ef-
forts focused on accessing women into the
Armed Forces and to report to Congress on
the results of this review.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 523) that would ex-
press the sense of the Senate concerning the
development of validated gender-neutral oc-
cupational standards pursuant to the ongo-
ing process of reviewing and opening posi-
tions and occupations to women that are
currently closed to them.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

SUBTITLE D—MILITARY JUSTICE, INCLUDING
SEXUAL ASSAULT AND DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
PREVENTION AND RESPONSE

Technical revisions and clarifications of certain
provisions in the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 relating to
the military justice system (sec. 531)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 549) that would make
technical and clarifying corrections to var-
ious provisions of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public
Law 113-66) relating to the military justice
system.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical and clarifying amend-
ment.

Ordering of depositions under the Uniform Code
of Military Justice (sec. 532)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 541) that would
amend Article 49 of the Uniform Code of
Military Justice (UCMJ) (10 U.S.C. 849) to
authorize the court-martial convening au-
thority or the military judge to order a depo-
sition only if the party requesting the depo-
sition demonstrates that, due to exceptional
circumstances, it is in the interest of justice
that the testimony of the prospective wit-
ness be taken and preserved for use at an Ar-
ticle 32, UCMJ, preliminary hearing or a
court-martial.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

Access to Special Victims’ Counsel (sec. 533)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 544) that would
amend section 1044e of title 10, United States
Code, to authorize the assistance of Special
Victims’ Counsel for a member of a reserve
component who is the victim of an alleged
sex-related offense and who is not otherwise
eligible for military legal assistance under
section 1044 of this title.

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3744) contained a similar provision clarifying
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that members of a reserve component who

are not otherwise eligible for military legal

assistance are eligible for assistance of a

Special Victims’ Counsel when the members

are a victim of an alleged sex-related offense

during a period in which the individual
served on Active Duty, full-time National

Guard duty, or Inactive-Duty training, or

when the circumstances of the alleged sex-

related offense have a nexus to the military
service of the victim.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the amendment to
the Senate committee-reported bill.
Enhancement of victims’ rights in connection

with prosecution of certain sex-related of-
fenses (sec. 534)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
534) that would amend section 1044e of title
10, United States Code, to require service
secretaries to establish a procedure to ensure
that a victim of an alleged sex-related of-
fense is consulted regarding the victim’s
preference regarding prosecution by military
or civil authorities, and would authorize
Special Victims’® Counsel to provide legal
consultation regarding the advantages and
disadvantages of prosecution by court-mar-
tial or by a civilian court with jurisdiction
over the offense.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 545) and a
provision (sec. 543) that would require that
the Manual for Courts-Martial be modified
to provide that when a victim of an alleged
sex-related offense has a right to be heard in
connection with the prosecution of such of-
fense, the victim may exercise that right
through counsel, including through a Special
Victims’ Counsel, and require service secre-
taries to establish policies and procedures to
ensure that counsel for the victim of an al-
leged sex-related offense, including a Special
Victims’ Counsel, is provided prompt and
adequate notice of the scheduling of any
hearing, trial, or other proceeding in connec-
tion with the prosecution of the offense to
permit such counsel the opportunity to pre-
pare for the proceeding.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sions with an amendment that would (1) re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to establish a
process to ensure consultation with the vic-
tim of an alleged sex-related offense that oc-
curs in the United States to solicit the vic-
tim’s preference regarding whether the of-
fense should be prosecuted by court-martial
or in a civilian court with jurisdiction over
the offense; (2) require the convening author-
ity to consider the victim’s preference; (3)
require the convening authority to ensure
that the civilian authority with jurisdiction
over the offense is notified of a victim’s pref-
erence for civilian prosecution; and (4) re-
quire the convening authority to ensure that
the victim is informed if the convening au-
thority learns of any decision by the civilian
authority to prosecute or not prosecute the
offense in civilian court.

Enforcement of crime victims’ rights related to
protections afforded by certain Military
Rules of Evidence (sec. 535)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
535) that would amend Article 6b of the Uni-
form Code of Military Justice (UCMJ) (sec-
tion 806b of title 10, United States Code) to
authorize a victim of an offense under the
UCMJ who believes that a court-martial rul-
ing violates the victim’s rights afforded by
Military Rule of Evidence (MRE) 513, relat-
ing to the psychotherapist-patient privilege,
or MRE 412, relating to the admission of evi-
dence regarding a victim’s sexual back-
ground, to petition the Court of Criminal Ap-
peals for a writ of mandamus to require the
court-martial to comply with the MRE.
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The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Modification of military rules of evidence relat-
ing to admissibility of general military char-
acter toward probability of innocence (sec.
536)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
537) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to modify the Military Rules of Evi-
dence to clarify that the general military
character of an accused is not admissible for
the purpose of showing the probability of in-
nocence of the accused, except when evi-
dence of a trait of the military character of
an accused is relevant to an element of an of-
fense for which the accused has been
charged.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 545(g)).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Modification of Rule 513 of the Military Rules of
Evidence, relating to the privilege against
disclosure of communications between
psychotherapists and patients (sec. 537)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
539) that would eliminate the ‘‘constitu-
tionally required” exception to the
psychotherapist-patient privilege in Rule 513
of the Military Rules of Evidence.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 542).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Modification of Department of Defense policy
on retention of evidence in a sexual assault
case to permit return of personal property
upon completion of related proceedings (sec.
538)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
540) that would amend section 586 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2012 (Public Law 112-81) to authorize
the return to the rightful owner of personal
property retained as evidence in connection
with an incident of sexual assault involving
a servicemember after the conclusion of all
legal, adverse action, and administrative
proceedings related to the sexual assault.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 547).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Requirements relating to sexual assault forensic
examiners for the Armed Forces (sec. 539)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3731) contained a provision that would au-
thorize physicians, nurse practitioners,
nurse midwives, physician assistants, and
registered nurses to be assigned to duty as a
sexual assault forensic examiner (SAFE) for
the Armed Forces; require service secre-
taries to ensure the availability of an ade-
quate number of sexual assault forensic ex-
aminers for the Armed Forces; and require
service secretaries to establish and maintain
a training and certification program for sex-
ual assault forensic examiners.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Modification of term of judges of the United
States Court of Appeals for the Armed
Forces (sec. 540)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 554) that would
amend section 942 of title 10, United States
Code, to modify the statutory termination
date of the term of office of judges of the
United States Court of Appeals for the
Armed Forces to better align the termi-
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nation date with the starting date of the

Court’s annual term.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Review of decisions not to refer charges of cer-
tain sex-related offenses for trial by court-
martial if requested by chief prosecutor (sec.
541)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 546) that would
amend section 1744 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Pub-
lic Law 113-66) to require that in any case
where a convening authority decides not to
refer a charge of a sex-related offense to trial
by court-martial and the chief prosecutor of
the service concerned requests review of the
decision, the service secretary must review
the decision as a superior authority author-
ized to exercise general court-martial con-
vening authority.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Analysis and assessment of disposition of most
serious offenses identified in unrestricted re-
ports on sexual assaults in annual reports
on sexual assaults in the Armed Forces (sec.
542)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 551) that would
amend section 1631 of the Ike Skelton Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2011 (Public Law 111-383) to require that
the Department of Defense Annual Report on
Sexual Assault in the Military include an
analysis and assessment of the disposition of
the most serious offenses identified in unre-
stricted reports of sexual assault.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Plan for limited use of certain information on
sexual assaults in restricted reports by mili-
tary criminal investigative organizations
(sec. 543)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 548) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to issue poli-
cies and procedures for the inclusion of cer-
tain information obtained from restricted
and unrestricted reports of sexual assault,
including known information about the al-
leged assailant, in a sexual assault database.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense, not later than 1
year after the date of enactment of this Act,
to submit to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives a plan that will allow an indi-
vidual who files a restricted report on an in-
cident of sexual assault to elect to permit a
military criminal investigative organization,
on a confidential basis and without affecting
the restricted nature of the report, to access
certain information of the alleged perpe-
trator if available, for the purpose of identi-
fying individuals who are suspected of perpe-
trating multiple sexual assaults.

Improved Department of Defense information re-
porting and collection of domestic violence
incidents involving members of the Armed
Forces (sec. 544)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
531) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense, within 1 year after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, to develop a comprehensive
management plan to address deficiencies in
the reporting of incidents of domestic vio-
lence involving members of the Armed
Forces.
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The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 556) that would
amend section 543(a) of the Ike Skelton Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2011 (Public Law 11-383) to remove the
requirement that data concerning domestic
violence incidents be recorded in the Defense
Incident Based Reporting System.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would include
the Senate provision to remove the require-
ment that data concerning domestic violence
incidents be recorded in the Defense Incident
Based Reporting System.

Additional duties for judicial proceedings panel
(sec. 545)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
532) that would require the independent
panel established by the Secretary of De-
fense under section 576(a)(2) of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2013 (Public Law 112-239) (judicial pro-
ceedings panel) to conduct a review and as-
sessment of the impact of the use of mental
health records by the defense during court-
martial proceedings and related preliminary
hearings and the use of mental health
records in civilian criminal legal proceedings
in order to identify any significant discrep-
ancies between the two legal systems.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Defense Advisory Committee on Investigation,
Prosecution, and Defense of Sexual Assault
in the Armed Forces (sec. 546)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 552) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to establish
and maintain a Defense Advisory Committee
on Investigation, Prosecution, and Defense
of Sexual Assault in the Armed Forces to ad-
vise the Secretary on the investigation, pros-
ecution, and defense of rape, forcible sod-
omy, sexual assault, and other sexual mis-
conduct in the Armed Forces and to submit
a report on an annual basis to the Secretary
and to the Committees on Armed Services of
the Senate and the House of Representatives.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision with
an amendment that would (1) require the
Secretary to establish the Advisory Com-
mittee not later than 30 days before the ter-
mination date of the independent panel es-
tablished by the Secretary under section
576(a)(2) of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law
112-239), known as the ‘‘judicial proceedings
panel” and (2) clarify the duties of the Advi-
sory Committee.

Confidential review of characterization of terms
of discharge of members of the Armed Forces
who are victims of sexual offenses (sec. 547)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
538) that would require each service sec-
retary to establish a confidential process by
which an individual who was the victim of a
sex-related offense during military service
may appeal, through boards for the correc-
tion of military records of the military de-
partment concerned, the terms or character-
ization of the discharge or separation of the
individual from the military on the grounds
that the terms or characterization were ad-
versely affected by the individual being the
victim of such an offense.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 545(e)).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.
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SUBTITLE E—MEMBER EDUCATION, TRAINING,
AND TRANSITION

Enhancement of authority to assist members of
the Armed Forces to obtain professional cre-
dentials (sec. 551)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 531) that would
amend section 2015 of title 10, United States
Code, to require the Secretary of Defense,
and the Secretary of Homeland Security
with respect to the Coast Guard when it is
not operating as a service of the Navy, to
carry out a program to enable members of
the Armed Forces to obtain professional cre-
dentials while they are serving that relate to
training and skills acquired during military
service.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision with
a technical amendment.

Applicability of sexual assault prevention and
response and related military justice en-
hancements to military service academies
(sec. 552)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
533) that would require the secretary of the
military department concerned and, in the
case of the Coast Guard Academy, the sec-
retary of the department in which the Coast
Guard is operating, to ensure that the sexual
assault prevention and response and related
reforms contained in title XVII of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66) apply to the
military service academies.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 550).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Authorized duration of foreign and cultural ex-
change activities at military service acad-
emies (sec. 553)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5561) that would amend sections 4345a, 6957b,
and 9345a of title 10, United States Code, to
extend the period that foreign exchange per-
sonnel are authorized to attend the U.S.
Military Academy, the Naval Academy, or
the Air Force Academy when the service sec-
retary determines that the attendance of
such persons contributes significantly to the
development of foreign language, cross-cul-
tural interactions and understanding, and
cultural immersion of cadets or midshipmen,
from 2 weeks to 4 weeks.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 534).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Enhancement of authority to accept support for
Air Force Academy athletic programs (sec.
554)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
554) that would amend section 9362 of title 10,
United States Code, to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Air Force to:

(1) Accept funds, supplies, equipment, and
services for the support of the athletic pro-
grams of the Air Force Academy (Academy);

(2) Charge fees for the support of the ath-
letic programs of the Academy and accept
and retain fees for services and other bene-
fits provided incident to the operation of its
athletic programs;

(3) Enter into leases or licenses for the pur-
pose of supporting the athletic programs of
the Academy; and

(4) Enter into contracts and cooperative
agreements for the purpose of supporting the
athletic programs of the Academy. The pro-
vision would also authorize the corporation
established to support the athletic programs
of the Academy to enter into licensing, mar-
keting, and sponsorship agreements relating
to trademarks and service marks identifying
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the Academy, subject to the approval of the
Secretary of the Air Force.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 581).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Pilot program to assist members of the Armed
Forces in obtaining post-service employment
(sec. 555)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5562) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to conduct a pilot program to enhance
Department of Defense efforts to provide job
placement assistance and related employ-
ment services to eligible members of the
Armed Forces. The authority to conduct a
pilot program under this provision would ex-
pire September 30, 2018.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would author-
ize, but not require, the Secretary to con-
duct the pilot program described above, and
would authorize out of amounts appropriated
to the Department of Defense for Operation
and Maintenance up to $35.0 million per year
to be used to pay costs incurred under the
pilot program.

Plan for education of members of the Armed
Forces on cyber matters (sec. 556)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3823) contained a provision that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense, in coopera-
tion with the secretaries of the military de-
partments, to submit to the congressional
defense committees, not later than 360 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, a
plan for the education of officers and en-
listed members of the Armed Forces relating
to cyber security and cyber activities of the
Department of Defense.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision with
an amendment that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to submit the plan to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives.

Enhancement of information provided to mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and veterans re-
garding use of post-9/11 educational assist-
ance and federal financial aid through
transition assistance program (sec. 557)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 533) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense, by no later
than 1 year after the date of enactment of
this Act, to provide additional information
to servicemembers in the transition assist-
ance program concerning certain education
benefits available to them, and to ensure
that the higher education component of the
transition assistance program is available to
members of the Armed Forces on an Internet
web site of the Department of Defense.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision with
an amendment that would make various
technical changes, and that would strike
paragraph (a)(2)(B) related to information re-
quired from the Federal Trade Commission,
paragraph (a)(3) related to accessibility re-
quirements, and paragraph (c) related to cer-
tificates of entitlement to tuition assist-
ance.

Procedures for provision of certain information
to state veterans agencies to facilitate the
transition of members of the Armed Forces
from military service to civilian life (sec. 558)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
596) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to carry out a pilot program to assess
the feasibility and advisability of providing
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specified information on servicemembers
who are separating from the military to
state veterans agencies as a means of facili-
tating the transition of the members of the
military from military service to civilian
life.

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3729) contained a provision that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to develop
procedures to share specified information on
servicemembers who are separating from the
military with state veterans agencies in
electronic data format as a means of facili-
tating the transition of members of the mili-
tary from military service to civilian life.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

SUBTITLE F—DEFENSE DEPENDENTS’ EDUCATION

AND MILITARY FAMILY READINESS MATTERS

Continuation of authority to assist local edu-
cational agencies that benefit dependents of
members of the Armed Forces and Depart-
ment of Defense civilian employees (sec. 561)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
561) that would authorize $25.0 million in Op-
eration and Maintenance, defense-wide, for
continuation of the Department of Defense
(DOD) assistance program to local edu-
cational agencies that are impacted by en-
rollment of dependent children of military
members and DOD civilian employees.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 571).

The agreement includes this provision.
Impact aid for children with severe disabilities

(sec. 562)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 572) that would au-
thorize $5.0 million in Operation and Mainte-
nance, defense-wide, for impact aid pay-
ments for children with disabilities under
section 8003(d) of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary KEducation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C.
7703(d)), using the formula set forth in sec-
tion 363 of the Floyd D. Spence National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001
(Public Law 106-398), for continuation of De-
partment of Defense assistance to local edu-
cational agencies that benefit eligible de-
pendents with severe disabilities.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.
Amendments to the Impact Aid Improvement Act

of 2012 (sec. 563)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
565) that would amend section 563(c) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239) to extend,
by 3 years, the effective date of the Impact
Aid Improvement Act of 2012. In addition,
the provision would amend Public Law 112—
239 by including a method to calculate the
taxable value of eligible federal property
that is within the boundaries of two or more
local educational agencies.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 573) that would
amend section 563(c) of Public Law 112-239 to
extend the program modifications contained
in that section by an additional 3 years.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Authority to employ non-United States citizens
as teachers in Department of Defense over-
seas dependents’ school system (sec. 564)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
562) that would amend section 2(2)(A) of the
Defense Department Overseas Teachers Pay
and Personnel Practices Act (20 U.S.C.
901(2)(A)) to authorize employment of local
nationals who are not U.S. citizens to teach
host nation language courses in the Defense
Dependents’ Overseas Education System, if a
citizen of the United States is not available.
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The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 574) that would
amend 20 U.S.C. 901(2)(A) to authorize em-
ployment of local nationals who are not U.S.
citizens to teach host nation language
courses in the Defense Dependents’ Overseas
Education System.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Inclusion of domestic dependent elementary and
secondary schools among functions of Advi-
sory Council on Dependents’ Education
(sec. 565)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
563) that would amend section 1411 of the De-
fense Dependents’ Education Act of 1978 (20
U.S.C. 929) to include in the functions of the
Advisory Council on Dependents’ Education
the responsibility to provide advice and in-
formation on the Department of Defense’s
domestic dependent elementary and sec-
ondary school system.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 575).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Protection of child custody arrangements for
parents who are members of the Armed
Forces (sec. 566)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
547) that would amend title II of the
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act (50 U.S.C.
App. 521 et seq.) to provide that if a court
renders a temporary custody order based
solely on the deployment or anticipated de-
ployment of a servicemember, the court
shall require the reinstatement of the prior
custody order upon the return of the service-
member from deployment, unless the court
finds that reinstatement is not in the best
interest of the child. The provision would
also prohibit a court from considering the
absence of a servicemember by reason of de-
ployment, or the possibility of deployment,
as the sole factor in determining the best in-
terest of the child.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
that temporary custody orders for custodial
responsibility for a child based solely on a
deployment or anticipated deployment of a
servicemember parent expire not later than
the period justified by the deployment of the
servicemember.

Improved consistency in data collection and re-
porting in Armed Forces suicide prevention
efforts (sec. 567)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
546) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to prescribe a policy for a standard
method of collecting, reporting, and assess-
ing suicide data involving members of the
Armed Forces and their dependents, includ-
ing reserve components. The Secretary
would be required, within 180 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act, to submit
the policy to the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 513) that would re-
quire the Secretary to prescribe a policy for
the development of a standard method for
collecting, reporting, and assessing suicide
data and suicide attempt data involving
members of the National Guard and Re-
serves, and to submit the policy to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and
the House of Representatives not later than
180 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill also
contained a provision (sec. 576) that would
require the Secretary to direct the service
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secretaries to develop and implement a pro-
gram to track, retain, and analyze informa-
tion on deaths that are reported as suicides
involving dependents of members of the reg-
ular and reserve components of each respec-
tive military service and to submit a report
on the programs developed to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and the

House of Representatives not later than 180

days after the date of the enactment of this

Act.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to prescribe a pol-
icy for the development of a standard meth-
od for collecting, reporting, and assessing in-
formation regarding any suicide or at-
tempted suicide involving Active-Duty
servicemembers or members of the reserve
components, and any death that is reported
as a suicide involving a dependent of a mem-
ber of the Armed Forces. The Secretary
would be required to submit the policy to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives within 180
days of the date of the enactment of this
Act. In addition, the secretaries of the mili-
tary departments would be required to im-
plement the policy not later than 180 days
after the date of the submittal of the Sec-
retary’s policy.

Improved data collection related to efforts to re-
duce underemployment of spouses of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and close the wage
gap between military spouses and their ci-
vilian counterparts (sec. 568)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
548) that would express the sense of Congress
regarding military spouse unemployment
and underemployment, as well as the need to
close the wage gap that exists between mili-
tary spouses and their civilian counterparts.
The provision would also require the Sec-
retary to collect data to evaluate the effec-
tiveness of military spouse employment pro-
grams. Finally, the provision would require a
report on the effectiveness of military
spouse employment programs within 1 year
of the enactment of this Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision with
an amendment that would strike the find-
ings and sense of Congress contained in the
provision.

SUBTITLE G—DECORATIONS AND AWARDS

Medals for members of the Armed Forces and ci-
vilian employees of the Department of De-
fense who were killed or wounded in an at-
tack by a foreign terrorist organization (sec.
571)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
571) that would add a new section 1129a to
title 10, United States Code, to require that
the Secretary concerned treat attacks in-
spired or motivated by a foreign terrorist or-
ganization as an attack by an international
terrorist organization for the purpose of
awarding the Purple Heart in certain cir-
cumstances. The provision would be retro-
active to September 11, 2001, and would re-
quire the secretaries concerned to review
each death or wounding of a member of the
Armed Forces since that date to determine if
the award of the Purple Heart would be ap-
propriate under this revised standard.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 561) that
would clarify that such an attack is consid-
ered to be an attack by a foreign terrorist
organization if (a) the individual or entity
making the attack was in communication
with the foreign terrorist organization be-
fore the attack, and (b) the attack was in-
spired or motivated by the foreign terrorist
organization.
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The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

We note that under this revised standard
for the award of the Purple Heart, the sec-
retary concerned still retains the responsi-
bility for making certain factual determina-
tions prior to making the award. In consid-
ering the circumstances surrounding the No-
vember 5, 2009, shooting at Fort Hood, we be-
lieve servicemembers killed and wounded in
that attack meet the revised criteria con-
tained in this section.

Authorization for award of the Medal of Honor
to members of the Armed Forces for acts of
valor during World War I (sec. 572)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3812) contained a provision that would au-
thorize the President to award the Medal of
Honor to William Shemin for acts of valor
during World War I.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would author-
ize the President to award the Medal of
Honor to Henry Johnson for acts of valor
during World War I.

SUBTITLE H—MISCELLANEOUS REPORTING
REQUIREMENTS

Review and report on military programs and
controls regarding professionalism (sec. 581)
The House bill contained a provision (sec.
526) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to communicate with the Committees
on Armed Services of the Senate and the
House of Representatives regarding the mis-
sion, goals, and metrics for the Senior Advi-
sor on Professionalism.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to conduct a pre-
liminary review of the effectiveness of cur-
rent programs and controls of the Depart-
ment of Defense and the military depart-
ments regarding the professionalism of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces, and to submit to
the Committees on Armed Services of the
Senate and the House of Representatives not
later than September 1, 2015, a report con-
taining recommendations to strengthen pro-
fessionalism programs in the Department of
Defense.

We commend the Department of Defense
for establishing the position of Senior Advi-
sor on Professionalism to enhance profes-
sionalism programs in the Department of De-
fense.

Review and report on prevention of suicide
among members of United States Special Op-
erations Forces (sec. 582)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
581) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense, acting through the Under Secretary of
Defense for Personnel and Readiness and the
Assistant Secretary of Defense for Special
Operations and Low Intensity Conflict, to
conduct a review of Department of Defense
(DOD) efforts regarding the prevention of
suicide among members of U.S. Special Oper-
ations Forces (SOF) and their dependents.
The report would be submitted to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and
the House of Representatives no later than
90 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary, acting through the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Personnel and Readi-
ness and the Assistant Secretary of Defense
for Special Operations and Low Intensity
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Conflict, to conduct a review of DOD efforts
regarding the prevention of suicide among
members of U.S. SOF and their dependents.
The report would be submitted to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and
the House of Representatives no later than
180 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act.

Review and report on provision of job placement
assistance and related employment services
directly to members of the reserve compo-
nents (sec. 583)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
553) that would authorize the Secretary of
Defense to carry out a pilot program to en-
hance the efforts of the Department of De-
fense (DOD) to provide job placement serv-
ices directly to members of the National
Guard and Reserves.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the provision with
an amendment that would require the Sec-
retary to review the feasibility of improving
DOD efforts to provide job placement assist-
ance and related employment services di-
rectly to members in the National Guard and
Reserves, and to report to the Committees
on Armed Services of the Senate and the
House of Representatives by no later than
April 15, 2015, on the results of this review.
Report on foreign language, regional expertise,

and culture considerations in overseas mili-
tary operations (sec. 584)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
584) that would require the Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff to conduct a study on
the integration of gender into the planning
and execution of foreign operations of the
Armed Forces and report to the congres-
sional defense committees on the results of
that study.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to submit a detailed
report to the Committees on Armed Services
of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives on how foreign language, regional ex-
pertise, and cultural considerations, includ-
ing gender-based considerations in the con-
text of foreign cultural norms, factor into
the planning and execution of overseas oper-
ations and missions of the Armed Forces.
Deadline for submission of report containing re-

sults of review of Office of Diversity Man-
agement and Equal Opportunity role in sex-
ual harassment cases (sec. 585)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
585) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit to the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives not later than June 1, 2015, a re-
port containing the results of the review of
the role of the Office of Diversity Manage-
ment and Equal Opportunity in sexual har-
assment cases conducted pursuant to section
1735 of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 555).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the report to be submitted to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and the
House of Representatives not later than
April 1, 2015.

Independent assessment of risk and resiliency of
United States Special Operations Forces and
effectiveness of the Preservation of the
Force and Families and Human Perform-
ance Programs (sec. 586)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
587) that would require the Director of the
National Institute of Mental Health to con-
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duct a study of the risk and resiliency of the

U.S. Special Operations Forces and effective-

ness of the U.S. Special Operations Com-

mand’s (SOCOM) Preservation of the Force
and Families Program (POTFF) on reducing
risk and increasing resiliency.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would direct
the Secretary of Defense to commission an
independent study of the mental, behavioral,
and psychological health challenges facing
U.S. Special Operations Forces and the effec-
tiveness of SOCOM’s POTFF in addressing
such issues.

We note that other federal agencies, in-
cluding the National Institute of Mental
Health, have relevant experience in assessing
the mental, behavioral, and psychological
health challenges facing members of the U.S.
military and we believe such organizations
may be able to provide valuable contribu-
tions to the assessment directed by this pro-
vision.

Comptroller General report on hacing in the
Armed Forces (sec. 587)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
586) that would require the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States to submit to des-
ignated congressional committees, not later
than 1 year after the date of enactment of
this Act, a report on the policies to prevent
hazing and systems initiated to track inci-
dents of hazing in each of the Armed Forces.
The provision would also require service sec-
retaries to submit to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives, not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, a re-
port containing an update to the hazing re-
ports required by section 534 of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2013 (Public Law 112-239).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment that would
require only the report by the Comptroller
General.

Comptroller General report on impact of certain
mental and physical trauma on discharges
from military service for misconduct (sec.
588)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 524) that would re-
quire the Comptroller General of the United
States to submit a report to Congress on the
impact of mental and physical trauma relat-
ing to Post Traumatic Stress Disorder
(PTSD), traumatic brain injury, behavioral
health matters not related to PTSD, and
other neurological combat traumas on the
discharge of servicemembers for misconduct.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Comptroller General to submit the re-
port to the Committees on Armed Services of
the Senate and the House of Representatives.

SUBTITLE I—OTHER MATTERS

Inspection of outpatient residential facilities oc-
cupied by recovering service members (sec.
591)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
591) that would modify the current reporting
requirement for inspections of outpatient
residential facilities occupied by recovering
servicemembers from an annual basis to at
least once every 2 years.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.
Designation of voter assistance offices (sec. 592)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1072) that would
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amend section 1566a of title 10, United States
Code, to authorize, but not require, service
secretaries to designate offices on military
installations to provide absent uniformed
services voters and their family members
with voting information and assistance.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would amend
section 1566a of title 10, United States Code,
to require service secretaries to designate of-
fices on installations under their jurisdic-
tion, or at such installations as the sec-
retary concerned shall determine are best lo-
cated to provide access to voter assistance
services for all covered individuals in a par-
ticular location, to provide absent uniformed
services voters and their family members
with voting information and assistance. The
provision would also require service secre-
taries to provide the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives with notice of any decision to
close a previously designated voter assist-
ance office.

Repeal of electronic
project (sec. 593)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1076) that would re-
peal section 1604 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 (Public
Law 107-107) that requires the Secretary of
Defense to carry out an electronic voting
demonstration project.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.
Authority for removal from national cemeteries

of remains of certain deceased members of
the Armed Forces who have no known next
of kin (sec. 594)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
594) that would amend section 1488 of title 10,
United States Code, to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Army to authorize the removal
of the remains of a member of the Armed
Forces who has no known next of kin and is
buried in an Army National Military Ceme-
tery from the Army National Military Ceme-
tery for transfer to any other cemetery. The
provision would also authorize the Secretary
of the Army, with the concurrence of the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs, to authorize
the removal of the remains of a member of
the Armed Forces who has no known next of
kin and is buried in a cemetery of the Na-
tional Cemetery System from that cemetery
for transfer to any Army National Military
Cemetery.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
that this provision apply only to the remains
of a member of the Armed Forces who has
been awarded the Medal of Honor, and that
the individual seeking the removal of the re-
mains to demonstrate to the satisfaction of
the Secretary of the Army that the member
of the Armed Forces concerned has no known
next of kin or other person who is interested
in maintaining the place of burial, and to un-
dertake full responsibility for all expenses of
the removal of the remains and the reburial
of the remains at another cemetery.

Sense of Congress regarding leaving no member
of the Armed Forces unaccounted for during
the drawdown of United States forces in Af-
ghanistan (sec. 595)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
593) that would express the sense of Congress
that abandoning search efforts for members
of the Armed Forces who are missing or cap-
tured is unacceptable; that the United States
has a responsibility to deployed

voting demonstration
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servicemembers, including to never leave be-
hind a fallen comrade; and that while the
United States redeploys from Afghanistan, it
must fulfill these promises.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the provision with
an amendment that would express the sense
of Congress that the United States should
undertake every reasonable effort to search
for and repatriate members of the Armed
Forces who are missing and to repatriate
such members who are captured.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED
Deferred retirement of chaplains

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
507) that would amend section 1253 of title 10,
United States Code, to authorize service sec-
retaries to defer the mandatory retirement
for age of chaplains serving in a general or
flag officer grade if the secretary determines
that the deferral is in the best interest of the
military department concerned.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We encourage the service secretaries to
make liberal use of the authority contained
in section 1251 of title 10, United States
Code, to defer the mandatory retirement age
of chaplains in grades below brigadier gen-
eral or rear admiral (lower half), in the case
of an officer in the Navy, when the deferral
is in the best interest of the military depart-
ment concerned.

Compliance with efficiencies directive

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
508) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to ensure that the number of flag offi-
cers and generals are reduced to comply with
the Department of Defense efficiencies direc-
tive dated March 14, 2011.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

National Guard civil and defense support activi-
ties and related matters

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
513) that would amend chapter 1 of title 32,
United States Code, to authorize the use of
the National Guard to provide assistance to
support firefighting operations, missions, or
activities.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Electronic tracking of certain reserve duty

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
514) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to establish an electronic means by
which members of the Ready Reserve could
track Active-Duty service performed under
certain mobilization authorities.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Office of Employer Support for the Guard and
Reserve

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 514) that would in-
crease funding for the Office of Employer
Support for the Guard and Reserve by $4.0
million above the budget request.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

National Guard cyber protection teams

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
515) that would require a report within 90
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days of enactment of this Act from the Chief
of the National Guard Bureau on the
progress of the Army National Guard to es-
tablish 10 Cyber Protection Teams.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that a similar reporting require-
ment is mandated elsewhere in this report.

Procedures for judicial review of military per-
sonnel decisions relating to correction of
military records

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
521) that would amend chapter 79 of title 10,
United States Code, to establish procedures
for judicial review of certain final decisions
regarding correction of military records.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Additional required elements of transition as-
sistance program

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
522) that would add to required transition as-
sistance program elements information on
certain education and other benefits admin-
istered by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Protection of the religious freedom of military
chaplains to close a prayer outside of a reli-
gious service according to the traditions, ex-
pressions, and religious exercises of the en-
dorsing faith group

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

525) that would amend sections 3547, 4337,

6031, and 8547 of title 10, United States Code,

to codify the prerogative of military service

chaplains to close a prayer offered outside of

a religious service according to the tradi-

tions, expressions, and religious exercises of

the chaplain’s endorsing faith group.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Sense of Senate on upgrade of characterization
of discharge of certain Vietnam era members
of the armed forces

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 525) that would ex-
press the sense of the Senate that Boards for
Correction of Military Records, when consid-
ering a request for correction of a less-than-
honorable discharge issued to a service mem-
ber who served during the Vietnam era,
should take into account whether the vet-
eran was diagnosed with Post-Traumatic
Stress Disorder (PTSD) as a result of such
service.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the Secretary of Defense
issued supplemental guidance on September
3, 2014, directing Boards for Correction of
Military/Naval Records to fully and carefully
consider every petition by veterans for up-
grade of their military discharge based on
PTSD.

Revised regulations for religious freedom

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
528) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense and the Secretary of the Air Force to
revise Department of Defense Instruction
1300.17 and Air Force Instruction 1-1, respec-
tively, to ensure those instructions reflect
protections of religious expression contained
in section 533 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public
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Law 112-81), as amended by section 532 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Preliminary mental health assessments

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

530) that would require the secretaries of

each of the military departments to provide

any individual enlisting in or being commis-

sioned as an officer in an armed force with a

mental health assessment prior to enlist-

ment or commissioning.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Availabdility of additional leave for members of
the Armed Forces in connection with the
birth of a child

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
530A) that would require that
servicemembers giving birth receive 42 days
of convalescent leave and, at the discretion
of the member, an additional 42 days of un-
paid leave, in connection with the birth.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Authority for Joint Special Operations Univer-
sity to award degrees

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 532) that would au-
thorize the Joint Special Operations Univer-
sity to confer appropriate degrees upon cer-
tain graduates.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Minimum confinement period required for con-
viction of certain sex-related offenses com-
mitted by members of the Armed Forces

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
536) that would amend Article 56 of the Uni-
form Code of Military Justice (section 856 of
title 10, United States Code) to require that
the sentence of a member convicted by
court-martial of specified sex-related of-
fenses include confinement for 2 years or
more, except as provided in Article 60 of the

Uniform Code of Military Justice (section 860

of title 10 United States Code).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Establishment of phone service for prompt re-
porting of hazing involving a member of the
Armed Forces

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
540A) that would require service secretaries
to develop and implement a phone service
through which an individual can anony-
mously call to report incidents of hazing.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Additional enhancements of military department
actions on sexual assault prevention and re-
sponse

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 545(d)) that would in-
clude in the 8-day incident report of an unre-
stricted report of sexual assault a review of
the most recent climate assessments of the
command or unit of a suspect and the com-
mand or unit of the victim, and an assess-
ment of whether another command climate
assessment should be conducted.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.
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The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We believe that it is good practice to re-
view command climate surveys of the units
of the victim and of the suspect whenever
there is an unrestricted report of sexual as-
sault. The survey of the unit of the victim
should be reviewed to ensure that the com-
mand climate is conducive to caring for the
victim, and the climate of the unit of the
suspect should be reviewed to determine
whether the command climate contributed
to the alleged sexual assault.

Collaboration between the Department of De-
fense and the Department of Justice in ef-
forts to prevent and respond to sexual as-
sault

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 553) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense and the At-
torney General to jointly develop a strategic
framework for ongoing collaboration be-
tween the Department of Defense and the
Department of Justice in their efforts to pre-
vent and respond to sexual assault.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Report on tuition assistance

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5565) that would require the Secretary of the
Army to submit a report on the Army’s pol-
icy that soldiers serve for a period of 1 year
after the completion of certain initial train-
ing requirements before they would be eligi-
ble for tuition assistance benefits.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Support for efforts to improve academic achieve-
ment and transition of military dependent
students

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
564) that would authorize the Secretary of
Defense to provide grants to non-profit orga-
nizations that provide services to improve
the academic achievement of military de-
pendent students, to include those non-profit
organizations whose programs focus on im-
proving the civic responsibility of students
and their understanding of the Federal Gov-
ernment through direct exposure to the oper-
ations of the Federal Government.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Retroactive award of Army Combatl Action
Badge

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
572) that would authorize the Secretary of
the Army to award the Army Combat Action
Badge to a person who, while a member of
the Army, participated in combat during
which the person personally engaged, or was
personally engaged by, the enemy at any
time during the period beginning on Decem-
ber 7, 1941, and ending on September 18, 2001,
if the Secretary determines that the person
has not been previously recognized in an ap-
propriate manner for such participation.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

On March 20, 2014, the Secretary of Defense
directed a comprehensive review of the De-
partment of Defense’s military decorations
and awards program to ensure that it pro-
vides avenues to appropriately recognize the
service, sacrifices, and actions of military
personnel. We request that this comprehen-
sive review include a review of the proposal
for the retroactive award of the Army Com-
bat Action Badge.
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Report on Navy review, findings, and actions
pertaining to Medal of Honor nomination of
Marine Corps Sergeant Rafael Peralta

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
573) that would require the Secretary of the
Navy to submit to the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives a report describing the Navy’s
review, findings, and actions pertaining to
the Medal of Honor nomination of Marine
Corps Sergeant Rafael Peralta not later than
30 days after the date of enactment of this
Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Recognition of Wereth massacre of 11 African-
American soldiers of the United States Army
during the Battle of the Bulge

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
574) that would recognize the dedicated serv-
ice and ultimate sacrifice on behalf of the
United States of the 11 African-American
soldiers of the 333rd Field Artillery Battalion
of the United States Army who were mas-
sacred in Wereth, Belgium, during the Battle
of the Bulge on December 17, 1944.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that this is the 70th anniversary of
the massacre during the Battle of the Bulge,
at Wereth, Belgium, and commend the dedi-
cated service and recognize the ultimate sac-
rifice of these courageous men.

Report on Army review, findings, and actions
pertaining to Medal of Honor nomination of
Captain William L. Albracht

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
575) that would require the Secretary of the
Army to conduct a review of the initial re-
view, findings, and actions undertaken by
the Army in connection with the Medal of
Honor nomination of Captain William L.
Albracht and to submit a report describing
the results of the review to the Committees
on Armed Services of the Senate and the
House of Representatives not later than 30
days after the date of enactment of this Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Inspector General of the Department of Defense
review of separation of members of the
Armed Forces who made unrestricted reports
of sexual assault

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
582) that would require the Inspector General
of the Department of Defense (DOD) to con-
duct a review to: (1) identify all members of
the Armed Forces who, since January 1, 2002,
were separated from the Armed Forces after
making an unrestricted report of sexual as-
sault; (2) determine the circumstances of and
grounds for each such separation; and (3) if
an identified servicemember was separated
on the grounds of having a personality or ad-
justment disorder, determine whether the
separation was carried out in compliance
with DOD instructions, regulations, direc-
tives, and policies.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Working group on Integrated Disability Evalua-
tion System

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
592) that would establish within the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs-Department of De-
fense Joint Executive Committee a working
group to carry out a 3-year pilot program to
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evaluate and reform the Integrated Dis-

ability Evaluation System.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Access of congressional caseworkers to informa-
tion about Department of Veterans Affairs
casework brokered to other offices of the De-
partment

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
595) that would provide that if Department of
Veterans Affairs casework is brokered out to
another office of the Department from its
original submission site, a caseworker in a
congressional office may contact the bro-
kered office to receive an update on the con-
stituent’s case, and the Department would be
required to update the congressional staffer
regardless of thoughts on jurisdiction.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Sense of Congress regarding the recovery of the
remains of certain members of the Armed
Forces killed in Thurston Island, Antarctica

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
597) that would express the sense of Congress
that the remains of servicemembers killed at
Thurston Island, Antarctica should be recov-
ered and repatriated.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Name of the Department of Veterans Affairs and
Department of Defense joint outpatient clin-
ic, Marina, California

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
598) that would designate the Department of
Veterans Affairs and Department of Defense
joint outpatient clinic in Marina, California
as the Major General William H. Gourley
VA-DOD Outpatient Clinic.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Sense of Congress regarding preservation of Sec-
ond Amendment rights of Active Duty mili-
tary personnel stationed or residing in the
District of Columbia

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
599) that would express the sense of Congress
that Active-Duty military personnel who are
stationed or residing in the District of Co-
lumbia should be permitted to exercise fully
their rights under the Second Amendment of
the Constitution of the United States and,
therefore, should be exempt from the Dis-
trict of Columbia’s restrictions on the pos-
session of firearms.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER
PERSONNEL BENEFITS
SUBTITLE A—PAY AND ALLOWANCES

No fiscal year 2015 increase in basic pay for gen-
eral and flag officers (sec. 601)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
602) that would freeze the monthly basic pay
for all general and flag officers, including for
those whose monthly basic pay is limited to
the rate of pay for level II of the Executive
Schedule.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 601(c)).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Extension of authority to provide temporary in-
crease in rates of basic allowance for hous-
ing under certain circumstances (sec. 602)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
601) that would extend for 1 year the author-
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ity of the Secretary of Defense to tempo-
rarily increase the rate of basic allowance
for housing in areas impacted by natural dis-
asters or experiencing a sudden influx of per-
sonnel.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 604).

The agreement includes this provision.
Inclusion of Chief of the National Guard Bu-

reau and Senior Enlisted Advisor to the
Chief of the National Guard Bureau among
senior members of the Armed Forces for pur-
poses of pay and allowances (sec. 603)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 602) that would pro-
vide pay parity for the Chief of the National
Guard Bureau with the other members of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff. The provision would
also provide pay parity for the senior en-
listed advisor to the Chief of the National
Guard Bureau with the senior enlisted advi-
sors of the Armed Forces. The changes made
by this provision would be prospective to the
date of enactment of this Act.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.
Modification of computation of basic allowance

for housing inside the United States (sec.
604)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 603) that would
amend section 403(b) of title 37, United
States Code, to revise the method by which
the monthly amount of the basic allowance
for housing (BAH) is determined by author-
izing the Secretary of Defense to reduce the
monthly amount by up to 5 percent of the
national average for housing for a given pay
grade and dependency status.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would author-
ize the Secretary to reduce the monthly
amount of BAH by up to 1 percent of the na-
tional average for housing for a given pay
grade and dependency status.
Servicemembers would not see any reduction
in their BAH until they undergo a perma-
nent change of duty station. This provision
would not apply to veterans benefits paid
under title 38, United States Code. This pro-
vision would require the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to pay the appropriate veterans
benefits under title 38, United States Code,
as the Secretary would otherwise have issued
those benefits without regard to changes
made to the BAH under this section.

We note that while the Department of De-
fense (DOD) legislative proposal included
proposed changes to BAH that would have
been implemented over the next 3 years, this
agreement includes those changes to BAH
that the committees understand would have
been implemented by DOD in 2015. By adopt-
ing changes to BAH beginning in the first
yvear of the proposal, the agreement pre-
serves the option for Congress to achieve the
full savings requested by DOD.

This approach does not constitute a rejec-
tion of the administration proposal, which
was endorsed by the Joint Chiefs of Staff.
Rather, consideration of further changes to
BAH in fiscal years 2016, 2017, and beyond is
deferred until after the committees receive
the report of the Military Compensation and
Retirement Modernization Commission,
which is due in February 2015. The two com-
mittees commit to consider proposed
changes to BAH that are included in the fis-
cal year 2016 budget request as part of the
consideration of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2016.

We note that if sequestration-level budgets
remain in effect for fiscal year 2016 and be-
yond, DOD will need to make painful cuts
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and achieve substantial savings across its
entire budget in order to avoid an unaccept-
able reduction in readiness of the Armed
Forces of the United States. The Chiefs have
urged us to take all action necessary, includ-
ing compensation adjustments, to avoid such
readiness impacts.

The Committees on Armed Services of the
Senate and the House of Representatives in-
tend to work with the Committees on Vet-
erans’ Affairs of the Senate and the House of
Representatives next year in an effort to
harmonize BAH rates paid by the Depart-
ment of Defense and by the Department of
Veterans’ Affairs.

SUBTITLE B—BONUSES AND SPECIAL AND
INCENTIVE PAYS

One-year extension of certain bonus and special
pay authorities for reserve forces (sec. 611)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
611) that would extend for 1 year the author-
ity to pay the Selected Reserve reenlistment
bonus, the Selected Reserve affiliation or en-
listment bonus, special pay for enlisted
members assigned to certain high-priority
units, the Ready Reserve enlistment bonus
for persons without prior service, the Ready
Reserve enlistment and reenlistment bonus
for persons with prior service, the Selected
Reserve enlistment and reenlistment bonus
for persons with prior service, travel ex-
penses for certain Inactive-Duty training,
and income replacement for reserve compo-
nent members experiencing extended and fre-
quent mobilization for Active Duty service.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 611) that
would also extend for 1 year the authority to
pay the contracting bonus for cadets and
midshipmen enrolled in the Senior Reserve
Officers’ Training Corps.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

One-year extension of certain bonus and special
pay authorities for health care professionals
(sec. 612)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
612) that would extend for 1 year the author-
ity to pay the nurse officer candidate acces-
sion bonus, education loan repayment for
certain health professionals who serve in the
Selected Reserve, accession and retention
bonuses for psychologists, the accession
bonus for registered nurses, incentive special
pay for nurse anesthetists, special pay for
Selected Reserve health professionals in
critically short wartime specialties, the ac-
cession bonus for dental officers, the acces-
sion bonus for pharmacy officers, the acces-
sion bonus for medical officers in critically
short wartime specialties, and the accession
bonus for dental specialist officers in criti-
cally short wartime specialties.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 612).

The agreement includes this provision.
One-year extension of special pay and bonus
authorities for nuclear officers (sec. 613)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
613) that would extend for 1 year the author-
ity to pay the special pay for nuclear-quali-
fied officers extending period of active serv-
ice, the nuclear career accession bonus, and
the nuclear career annual incentive bonus.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 613).

The agreement includes this provision.
One-year extension of authorities relating to

title 37 consolidated special pay, incentive
pay, and bonus authorities (sec. 614)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
614) that would extend for 1 year the general
bonus authority for enlisted members, the
general bonus authority for officers, special
bonus and incentive pay authorities for nu-
clear officers, special aviation incentive pay
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and bonus authorities for officers, special
bonus and incentive pay authorities for offi-
cers in health professions, and the con-
tracting bonus for cadets and midshipmen
enrolled in the Senior Officers’ Training
Corps. The provision would also extend for 1
year the authority to pay hazardous duty
pay, assignment or special duty pay, skill in-
centive pay or proficiency bonus, and reten-
tion incentives for members qualified in crit-
ical military skills or assigned to high pri-
ority units.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 614) that did
not include the extension of the contracting
bonus for cadets and midshipmen as that ex-
tension was contained elsewhere in the Sen-
ate committee-reported bill.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

One-year extension of authorities relating to
payment of other title 37 bonuses and spe-
cial pays (sec. 615)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
615) that would extend for 1 year the author-
ity to pay the aviation officer retention
bonus, the assignment incentive pay, the re-
enlistment bonus for active members, the en-
listment bonus, the foreign language pro-
ficiency incentive pay for certain members
of precommissioning programs, the accession
bonus for new officers in critical skills, the
incentive bonus for conversion to military
occupational specialty to ease personnel
shortage, the incentive bonus for transfer be-
tween armed forces, and the accession bonus
for officer candidates.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 615).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

SUBTITLE C—DISABILITY PAY, RETIRED PAY,

AND SURVIVOR BENEFITS

Earlier determination of dependent status with
respect to transitional compensation for de-
pendents of certain members separated for
dependent abuse (sec. 621)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
545) that would amend section 1059 of title 10,
United States Code, to clarify that the date
on which a dependent child’s status is deter-
mined for the purposes of transitional com-
pensation under that section, in the case of
a member being administratively separated,
is the date on which the separation action is
commenced. This aligns the dependent sta-
tus determination with the date on which
transitional compensation payments begin
under that section in these cases.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 624).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Modification of determination of retired pay
base for officers retired in general and flag
officer grades (sec. 622)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 622) that would
amend section 1407a of title 10, United States
Code, to reinstate the cap on retired pay of
general and flag officers at the monthly
equivalent of level II of the Executive Sched-
ule, as otherwise provided for in section
203(a)(2) of title 37, United States Code. The
provision would ensure the equitable treat-
ment of the service of general and flag offi-
cers who are retired after December 31, 2014.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with numerous technical amendments
and an amendment to ensure equitable treat-
ment of general and flag officers who are re-
tired under chapter 1223 of title 10, United
States Code, but who are transferred to the
retired reserve prior to December 31, 2014.
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Inapplicability of reduced annual adjustment of
retired pay for members of the Armed Forces
under the age of 62 under the Bipartisan
Budget Act of 2013 who first become mem-
bers prior to January 1, 2016 (sec. 623)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 621) that would
amend subparagraph (G) of section 1401a(b)(4)
of title 10, United States Code, to exempt
those who first join military service prior to
January 1, 2016, from the reduced cost of liv-
ing adjustment (COLA) applicable to mili-
tary retired pay made by section 403 of the
Bipartisan Budget Act of 2013 (Public Law
113-67), as amended by section 2 of Public
Law 113-82. Under current law, this reduced
COLA is inapplicable to members who first
join prior to January 1, 2014.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision with
a technical amendment.

Survivor Benefit Plan annuities for special
needs trusts established for the benefit of
dependent children incapable of self-support
(sec. 624)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 625) that would
amend sections 1448, 1450, and 1455 of title 10,
United States Code, to authorize the pay-
ment of the Survivor Benefit Plan annuity
to a special needs trust created under sub-
paragraph (A) or (C) of section 1396p(d)(4) of
title 42, United States Code, for the sole ben-
efit of a disabled dependent child incapable
of self-support because of mental or physical
incapacity.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision with
a technical amendment.

The report required on page 584 of the
Joint Explanatory Statement accompanying
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66) is no
longer required.

Modification of per-fiscal year calculation of
days of certain active duty or active service
to reduce eligibility age for retirement for
non-regular service (sec. 625)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 623) that would
amend section 12731(f)(2)(A) of title 10,
United States Code, to clarify that quali-
fying days of service under that section to
reduce the age at which a servicemember
may receive reserve retired pay may be accu-
mulated between 2 consecutive fiscal years,
effective after the date of enactment of this
Act.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision with
an amendment that would apply the change
in law to service performed after September
30, 2014.

SUBTITLE D—COMMISSARY AND NON-
APPROPRIATED FUND INSTRUMENTALITY BEN-
EFITS AND OPERATIONS

Procurement of brand-name and other commer-
cial items for resale by commissary stores
(sec. 631)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 631) that would
amend section 2484 of title 10, United States
Code, to authorize the Secretary of Defense
to purchase any commercial item, including
brand-name and generic items, for resale in,
at, or by commissary stores without using
full and open competition procurement pro-
cedures.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.
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Authority of nonappropriated fund instrumen-
talities to enter into contracts with other
Federal agencies and instrumentalities to
provide and obtain certain goods and serv-
ices (sec. 632)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
631) that would amend section 2492 of title 10,
United States Code, to provide the Depart-
ment of Defense (DOD) authority to provide
or obtain food services beneficial to the effi-
cient management and operation of the din-
ing facilities on military installations offer-
ing food services to servicemembers.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

This change to section 2942 of title 10 and
the implementation of the food trans-
formation program should not result in the
loss of employment pursuant to the Javits-
Wagner-O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 8501 et seq.).

However, we are concerned with the lack of
regulatory guidance on the application of
the Javits-Wagner-O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 8501
et seq.) and Randolph-Sheppard Act (20
U.S.C. 107 et seq.) to military dining facili-
ties. We previously sought to resolve this
long-standing issue by requiring a Joint Pol-
icy Statement in section 848 of Public Law
109-163 and enacting a permanent ‘‘no-poach-
ing”’ provision in section 856 of Public Law
109-364. However, without complementary
regulations to implement the Joint Policy
Statement, confusion remains on when to
apply the two acts, particularly with regard
to new contracts that are not covered by sec-
tion 856 of Public Law 109-364.

Pursuant to the Joint Policy Statement,
the Randolph-Sheppard Act applies to con-
tracts for the operation of a military dining
facility, or full food services, and the Javits-
Wagner-O’Day Act applies to contracts and
subcontracts for dining support services, or
dining facility attendant services, for the op-
eration of a military dining facility.

Not later than 180 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of
Defense shall prescribe implementing regula-
tions for the application of the two acts to
military dining facilities. Such regulations
shall implement the Joint Policy Statement
and specifically address DOD contracts that
are not covered by section 856 of Public Law
109-364.

Competitive pricing of legal consumer tobacco
products sold in Department of Defense re-
tail stores (sec. 633)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
633) that would prohibit the Secretary of De-
fense and the service secretaries from taking
any action to implement any new policy that
would limit, restrict, or ban the sale of any
legal consumer product category sold as of
January 1, 2014, in the defense commissary
system or exchange stores system on any
military installation, domestically or over-
seas, or on any Department of Defense vessel
at sea.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to issue regulations
regarding the pricing of tobacco and to-
bacco-related products sold in an outlet of
the defense retail systems inside the United
States, including territories and possessions
of the United States, to prohibit the sale of
a product at a price below the most competi-
tive price for that product in the local com-
munity. The provision would also require the
regulations to direct that the price of these
products sold in an outlet of the defense re-
tail systems outside of the United States
shall be within the range of prices estab-
lished for the product in outlets of the de-
fense retail systems inside the United
States.
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Review of management, food, and pricing op-
tions for defense commissary system (sec.
634)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
632) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to conduct a review, utilizing the serv-
ices of an independent organization experi-
enced in grocery retail analysis, of the de-
fense commissary system. The provision
would also require the Secretary of Defense
to submit to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives a report containing the results
of the review not later than February 1, 2015.

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3866) contained a provision that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense, not later
than 90 days after the date of the enactment
of this Act, to submit to the congressional
defense committees a report on the impact
that eliminating or reducing the commissary
subsidy would have on eligible beneficiaries.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to conduct a re-
view, utilizing the services of an independent
organization experienced in grocery retail
analysis, of the defense commissary system
to include the impact that eliminating or re-
ducing the commissary subsidy would have
on eligible beneficiaries. The amendment
would also require the Secretary of Defense
to submit to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives a report containing the results
of the review not later than September 1,
2015.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED
Fiscal year 2015 increase in military basic pay

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 601(a) and (b)) that
would authorize an across-the-board pay
raise for members of the uniformed services
of 1 percent effective January 1, 2015.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the President has exercised
his authority under section 1009(e) of title 37,
United States Code, to implement an alter-
native across-the-board pay raise for mem-
bers of the uniformed services for calendar
year 2015 of 1 percent rather than the 1.8 per-
cent that would otherwise be required under
subsection (a) of section 1009.

Authority to enter into contracts for the provi-
sion of relocation services

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
621) that would provide the Secretary of De-
fense the authority to authorize base com-
manders to enter into contracts with appro-
priate entities for the provision of relocation
services to servicemembers.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Transportation on military aircraft on a space-
available basis for disabled veterans with a
service-connected, permanent  disability
rated as total

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
622) that would amend section 2641b of title
10, United States Code, to require the Sec-
retary of Defense to provide space-available
travel on military aircraft to veterans with
service-connected, permanent disabilities
rated as total.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
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Prohibition on the use of funds to close com-

missary stores
The House bill contained a provision (sec.

634) that would prohibit the use of funds to

close any commissary stores.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Anonymous survey of members of the Armed
Forces regarding their preferences for mili-
tary pay and benefits

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

641) that would require the Secretary of De-

fense to carry out an anonymous survey of

random servicemembers regarding military
pay and benefits.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Availability for purchase of Department of Vet-
erans Affairs memorial headstones and
markers for members of reserve components
who performed certain training

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

642) that would require the Secretary of Vet-

erans Affairs to make memorial headstones

and markers available for purchase by mem-
bers of reserve components who performed
certain training.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS

SUBTITLE A—TRICARE AND OTHER HEALTH CARE
BENEFITS

Mental health assessments for members of the
Armed Forces (sec. 701)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
701) that would amend section 1074m of title
10, United States Code, to require the Sec-
retary of Defense to provide person-to-person
mental health screenings once during each
180-day period in which a servicemember is
deployed.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 701) that would re-
quire the Secretary to provide a person-to-
person mental health assessment for Active
Duty and Selected Reserve members each
year. The Secretary may provide such as-
sessments in conjunction with annual peri-
odic health assessments or pre- or post-de-
ployment health assessments. In addition,
the provision would require the Secretary to
submit an annual report on the tools and
processes used to provide the assessments.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary to provide a person-to-person
mental health assessment for Active Duty
and Selected Reserve members each year
(such assessments may be provided in con-
junction with annual periodic health assess-
ments or pre- or post-deployment health as-
sessments) and to submit a report to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives on the
tools and processes used to provide the as-
sessments. The amendment would also re-
quire the Secretary, through 2018, to provide
person-to-person mental health screenings
once during each 180-day period in which a
member is deployed.

Modifications of cost-sharing and other require-
ments for the TRICARE Pharmacy Benefits
Program (sec. 702)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 702) that would
amend section 1074g of title 10, United States
Code, to modify the TRICARE pharmacy
benefits program by specifying that non-for-
mulary prescriptions would be available
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through the national mail-order pharmacy
program, establishing prescription copay-
ments from 2015 through 2024, and requiring
that non-generic prescription maintenance
medications be refilled through military
treatment facility pharmacies or the na-
tional mail-order pharmacy program.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would make
the provision specifying that non-formulary
prescriptions would be available through the
national mail-order pharmacy program and
the provision requiring that non-generic pre-
scription maintenance medications be re-
filled through military treatment facility
pharmacies or the national mail-order phar-
macy program beginning on October 1, 2015.
The agreement also modifies prescription co-
payments beginning in 2015.

We note that while the Department of De-
fense (DOD) legislative proposal included
proposed changes to the TRICARE pharma-
ceutical co-pays for fiscal years 2015 through
2024, this agreement includes changes begin-
ning in fiscal year 2015. By adopting co-pay-
ment changes beginning the first year of the
proposal, the agreement preserves the option
for Congress to achieve most of the savings
requested by DOD.

This approach does not constitute a rejec-
tion of the DOD proposal, which was en-
dorsed by the Joint Chiefs of Staff. Rather,
consideration of further changes to co-pays
is deferred until after the committees re-
ceive the report of the Military Compensa-
tion and Retirement Modernization Commis-
sion, which is due in February 2015. The two
committees commit to consider proposed
changes to co-pays that are included in the
FY 2016 budget request as part of the consid-
eration of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2016.

We note that if sequestration-level budgets
remain in effect for Fiscal Year 2016 and be-
yond, DOD will need to make painful cuts
and achieve substantial savings across its
entire budget in order to avoid an unaccept-
able reduction in readiness of the Armed
Forces of the United States.

Elimination of inpatient day limits and other
limits in provision of mental health services
(sec. 703)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 703) that would
amend section 1079 of title 10, United States
Code, to remove limits on inpatient mental
health services, removing a potential barrier
to receipt of mental health care that does
not exist for other medical and surgical care.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Authority for provisional TRICARE coverage
for emerging health care services and Sup-
plies (sec. 704)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 705) that would
amend section 1073 of title 10, United States
Code, to authorize the Secretary of Defense
to provide provisional coverage or authoriza-
tion for coverage for certain health care
products and services that do not meet the
hierarchy of reliable evidence as prescribed
in federal regulations for the TRICARE pro-
gram.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would amend
chapter 55 of Title 10, United States Code, to
authorize the Secretary of Defense, acting
through the Assistant Secretary of Defense
for Health Affairs, to provide provisional
coverage for the provision of a service or
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supply if the Secretary determines that such
service or supply is widely recognized in the
United States as being safe and effective.

Clarification of provision of food to former mem-
bers and dependents not receiving inpatient
care in military medical treatment facilities
(sec. 705)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
702) that would amend section 1078b of title
10, United States Code, to allow former mem-
bers and their dependents to receive food and
beverages at no cost for those who are re-
ceiving certain outpatient care in military
medical treatment facilities.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.
Availability of breastfeeding support, supplies,

and counseling under the TRICARE pro-
gram (sec. 706)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
703) that would amend section 1079 of title 10,
United States Code, to authorize
breastfeeding support, supplies, and coun-
seling during pregnancy and the postpartum
period as a covered benefit for TRICARE
beneficiaries.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 704).

The agreement includes this provision.

SUBTITLE B—HEALTH CARE ADMINISTRATION

Provision of notice of change to TRICARE bene-
fits (sec. 711)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
715) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to provide TRICARE beneficiaries and
providers with written notice if any signifi-
cant changes are made in policy regarding
services provided under the TRICARE pro-
gram or in payment rates of more than 20
percent.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to provide
TRICARE beneficiaries with notice if any
significant changes are made in the struc-
ture of or benefits provided under the
TRICARE program or in beneficiary cost-
share rates of more than 20 percent.

Surveys on continued viability of TRICARE
Standard and TRICARE Extra (sec. 712)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
712) that would change the frequency of the
reports of the reviews submitted to Congress
by the Comptroller General of the United
States regarding the processes, procedures,
and analysis used by the Department of De-
fense (DOD) to determine the adequacy of
the number of health care providers who ac-
cept TRICARE Standard and TRICARE
Extra. The Comptroller General would report
on reviews during 2017, 2020, and at such
other times as requested by the Comptroller
General or the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 707) that would re-
peal the requirement for ongoing Comp-
troller General review of the processes, pro-
cedures, and analysis used by DOD to deter-
mine health care and mental health care pro-
vider acceptance of the TRICARE Standard
and TRICARE Extra benefit.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would change
the frequency of the reports of the reviews
submitted to Congress by the Comptroller
General regarding the processes, procedures,
and analysis used by DOD to determine the
adequacy of the number of health care pro-
viders who accept TRICARE Standard and
TRICARE Extra. The Comptroller General
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would report on reviews during 2017 and 2020

only.

Review of military health system modernization
study (sec. 713)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
714) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit a report to the congressional
defense committees on the Military Medical
Treatment Facility Modernization Study di-
rected by the Resource Management Deci-
sion of the Department of Defense (DOD)
MP-D-01. The report would include the study
data, for a 12-year period, used by the Sec-
retary and the results of the study with re-
gard to recommendations to restructure or
realign military medical treatment facili-
ties. Further, the provision would require
the Comptroller General of the TUnited
States, not later than 180 days after the Sec-
retary submits the report required, to sub-
mit a report to the congressional defense
committees on the report submitted by the
Secretary of Defense, to include an assess-
ment of the study methodology and data
used by the Secretary. The Secretary would
be prohibited from realigning or restruc-
turing a military medical treatment facility
until 120 days following the date the Comp-
troller General is required to submit the re-
port.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 736) that would re-
quire the Comptroller General of the United
States to submit a report assessing the Mili-
tary Health System Modernization Study of
DOD to the Committees on Armed Services
of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives not later than 180 days after the date of
enactment of this Act.

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
SA3901) contained a provision that would in-
clude in the Senate provision Comptroller
General report elements requiring the Comp-
troller General, with respect to each mili-
tary medical treatment facility covered by
the modernization study, to assess whether
the Secretary of Defense consulted with the
appropriate training directorate, training
and doctrine command, and forces command
of the military department concerned with
respect to the frequency of high-tempo, live-
fire military operations at such training cen-
ters; and assess the capacity of each medical
facility in the surrounding area of a major
military training center to treat battlefield
related injuries, including whether such fa-
cility has a helipad capable of receiving med-
ical evacuation airlift patients arriving from
the primary evacuation aircraft platform
used by such training center.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to submit a report
to the congressional defense committees on
the Military Medical Treatment Facility
Modernization Study directed by the Re-
source Management Decision of DOD MP-D-
01. The report would include the study data,
for a 6-year period, used by the Secretary
and the results of the study with regard to
recommendations to restructure or realign
military medical treatment facilities, as
well as assessments of whether the military
medical treatment facilities included in the
modernization study have a helipad capable
of receiving medical evacuation airlift pa-
tients arriving on the primary evacuation
aircraft platform for the military installa-
tion served; and whether the Secretary con-
sulted with the appropriate training direc-
torate, training and doctrine command, and
forces command of the military department
concerned with respect to the frequency of
high-tempo, live-fire military operations,
and treating battlefield-like injuries, at lo-
cations that serve as military training cen-
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ters. Further, the provision would require
the Comptroller General of the United
States, not later than 180 days after the Sec-
retary submits the report required, to sub-
mit a report to the congressional defense
committees on the report submitted by the
Secretary of Defense, to include an assess-
ment of the study methodology and data
used by the Secretary. The Secretary would
be prohibited from realigning or restruc-
turing a military medical treatment facility
based on the modernization study until 90
days following the date the Comptroller Gen-
eral is required to submit the report.
SUBTITLE C—REPORTS AND OTHER MATTERS
Designation and responsibilities of senior med-
ical advisor for Armed Forces Retirement
Home (sec. 721)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
722) that would amend section 1513A of the
Armed Forces Retirement Home Act of 1991
(24 U.S.C. 413a) to make technical correc-
tions regarding the designation of the Senior
Medical Advisor for the Retirement Home to
reflect the disestablishment of the TRICARE
Management Activity and creation of the
new Defense Health Agency. The provision
would also replace the reference to the
health care standards of the Department of
Veterans Affairs with the more appropriate
nationally recognized health care standards
and requirements.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1424).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Extension of authority for joint Department of
Defense-Department of Veterans Affairs
Medical Facility Demonstration Fund (sec.
722)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
721) that would amend section 1704(e) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84) to extend
the termination date of the Joint Depart-
ment of Defense-Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Facility Demonstration Fund
from September 30, 2015, to September 30,
2016.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 722).

The agreement includes this provision.
Report on status of reductions in TRICARE

Prime service areas (sec. 723)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
726) that would amend section 732 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239), as amended
by section 701 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public
Law 113-66), to require the Secretary of De-
fense, within 180 days of the enactment of
this Act, to submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report on the status of
reducing the availability of TRICARE Prime
in regions where it has been reduced.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 706) that would re-
quire the Secretary, not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
to submit to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives a report on the status of the re-
duction of TRICARE Prime service areas
conducted by the Department of Defense.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would amend
section 732 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (10 U.S.C.
1079a note) to require the Secretary, within
180 days of the enactment of this Act, to sub-
mit to the Committees on Armed Services of
the Senate and the House of Representatives
a report on the status of reducing the avail-
ability of TRICARE Prime in regions where
it has been reduced.
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Extension of authority to provide rehabilitation
and vocational benefits to members of the
Armed Forces with severe injuries or ill-
nesses (sec. 724)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3833) contained a provision that would amend
section 1631(b)(2) of the Wounded Warrior Act
(title XVI of Public Law 110-181) to extend
for 1 year the authority of the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to provide rehabilitation
and vocational benefits to members of the
Armed Forces with severe injuries or ill-
nesses.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

Acquisition strategy for health care professional
staffing services (sec. 725)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
724) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to develop and carry out an acquisition
strategy with respect to entering into con-
tracts for the services of health care profes-
sional staff at military medical treatment
facilities. The provision would also require
the Secretary to submit a report on the sta-
tus of implementing the acquisition strategy
not later than April 1, 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 723) that would re-
quire the Secretary to develop a Department
of Defense-wide strategy for contracting for
health care professionals for the Department
of Defense. The provision would also require
the Secretary to submit a report on the
strategy not later than 180 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary to develop and carry out an
acquisition strategy with respect to entering
into contracts for the services of health care
professional staff at military medical treat-
ment facilities. The amendment would also
require the Secretary to submit a report on
the status of implementing the acquisition
strategy not later than 180 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act.

Pilot program on medication therapy manage-
ment under TRICARE program (sec. 726)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
725) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to carry out a pilot program for at
least 2 years at not less than three locations
to evaluate the feasibility and desirability of
including medication therapy management
as part of the TRICARE program. The pro-
gram would be focused on improving patient
medication use and outcomes using best
commercial practices in medication therapy
management and would quantify effective-
ness by measuring patient medication use
and outcomes as well as health care costs.
The Secretary of Defense would be required
to submit a report on the results of the pilot
program to the congressional defense com-
mittees not later than 30 months after the
program commences.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 724) that would re-
quire the Secretary to carry out a program
of comprehensive, uniform medication man-
agement in military medical treatment fa-
cilities and to submit a report describing
this program to the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives not later than 180 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

We note that although the requirement is
to carry out the pilot program at two mili-
tary treatment facilities and one additional
point of service, we expect the Secretary to
utilize prescription drug data from all three
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points of service (military treatment facil-

ity, mail order, and retail) in order to pro-

vide an accurate assessment.

Antimicrobial stewardship program at medical
facilities of the Department of Defense (sec.
727)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3392) contained a provision that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to carry out
an antimicrobial stewardship program at De-
partment of Defense (DOD) medical facili-
ties. In carrying out the program, the Sec-
retary would be required to: develop a con-
sistent manner to collect and analyze data
on antibiotic usage, health issues related to
antibiotic usage such as Clostridium difficile
infections, and antimicrobial resistance
trends; provide data on antibiotic usage and
antimicrobial resistance trends at DOD med-
ical facilities to the National Healthcare
Safety Network of the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention; and submit to the
congressional defense committees a strategy
for carrying out the program.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision with
an amendment that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to carry out an anti-
microbial stewardship program at DOD med-
ical facilities. In carrying out the program,
the Secretary would be required to: develop
a consistent manner to collect and analyze
data on antibiotic usage, health issues re-
lated to antibiotic usage, and antimicrobial
resistance trends, and submit to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and
the House of Representatives a plan for car-
rying out the program.

Report on improvements in the identification
and treatment of mental health conditions
and traumatic brain injury among members
of the Armed Forces (sec. 728)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
732) that would require the secretaries of the
military departments, not less than once
each year, to contract with a third-party un-
affiliated with the Department of Veterans
Affairs or the Department of Defense to con-
duct an evaluation of the mental health care
and suicide prevention programs carried out
by each secretary.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 733) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to submit to
the Committees on Armed Services of the
Senate and the House of Representatives,
not later than 1 year after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, a report evaluating the
tools, processes, and best practices to im-
prove the identification and treatment of
mental health conditions and traumatic
brain injury among members of the Armed
Forces. The provision would also authorize
the Secretary, in conducting the evaluation,
to consult with an advisory council com-
posed of: behavioral health officers of the
Public Health Service; mental health and
other health providers who serve service
members in the active duty and reserve com-
ponents; the Assistant Secretary of Defense
for Health Affairs; the Assistant Secretary of
Defense for Reserve Affairs; the secretaries
of the military departments; the Chief of the
National Guard Bureau; the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs; the Secretary of Health
and Human Services; the Director of the
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention;
the Administrator of the Substance Abuse
and Mental Health Services Administration;
the Director of the National Institutes of
Health; and the President of the Institute of
Medicine.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to submit to the
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Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives, not later
than 1 year after the date of the enactment
of this Act, a report evaluating the tools,
processes, and best practices to improve the
identification and treatment of mental
health conditions and traumatic brain injury
among members of the Armed Forces.

Report on efforts to treat infertility of military
families (sec. 729)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
734) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense, not later than 180 days after the date
of the enactment of this Act, to submit to
the congressional defense committees a re-
port on the steps the Secretary is taking to
ensure that members of the Armed Forces
and their dependents have access to repro-
ductive counseling and a full spectrum of
treatments for infertility, including in vitro
fertilization.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary, not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, to sub-
mit to the congressional defense committees
a report assessing the access of members of
the Armed Forces and their dependents to
reproductive counseling and treatments for
infertility.

Report on implementation of recommendations
of Institute of Medicine on improvements to
certain resilience and prevention programs
of the Department of Defense (sec. 730)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 734) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to submit to
the Committees on Armed Services of the
Senate and the House of Representatives,
not later than 180 days after the enactment
of this Act, a report setting forth an assess-
ment of the feasibility and advisability of
implementing the recommendations of the
Institute of Medicine (IOM) regarding im-
provements to programs of the Department
of Defense (DOD) intended to strengthen the
mental, emotional, and behavioral abilities
associated with managing adversity, adapt-
ing to change, recovering, and learning in
connection with military service. The report
would be required to include the DOD’s as-
sessment of the IOM report’s findings and
recommendations, the DOD’s actions taken
to implement the report’s recommendations,
and for any recommendations not imple-
mented, the rationale for not implementing
those recommendations.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary to submit to the Committees
on Armed Services of the Senate and the
House of Representatives, not later than 180
days after the enactment of this Act, a re-
port setting forth an assessment of the feasi-
bility and advisability of implementing the
recommendations of the IOM regarding im-
provements to programs of DOD intended to
strengthen the mental, emotional, and be-
havioral abilities associated with managing
adversity, adapting to change, recovering,
and learning in connection with military
service.

Comptroller General report on transition of care
for post-traumatic stress disorder or trau-
matic brain injury (sec. 731)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
727) that would require the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States to submit to the
congressional defense committees and the
Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of the Sen-
ate and the House of Representatives a re-
port that assesses the transition of care for
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post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) or
traumatic brain injury (TBI). The report
would be due not later than April 1, 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Comptroller General to submit to the
congressional defense committees and the
Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of the Sen-
ate and the House of Representatives a re-
port that assesses the transition of care for
PTSD or TBI, not later than September 1,
2015.

Comptroller General report on mental health
stigma reduction efforts in the Department
of Defense (sec. 732)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3387) contained a provision that would re-
quire the Comptroller General of the United
States to carry out a review of the policies,
procedures, and programs of the Department
of Defense to reduce the stigma associated
with mental health treatment for members
of the Armed Forces and deployed civilian
employees of the Department of Defense. The
report would be submitted to the congres-
sional defense committees not later than
March 1, 2016.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the report to be submitted to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and the
House of Representatives not later than
March 1, 2016.

Comptroller General report on women’s health
care services for members of the Armed
Forces and other covered beneficiaries (sec.
733)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3811) contained a provision that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to submit to
Congress a report, not later than 180 days
after the enactment of this Act, on women’s
health care services for members of the
Armed Forces on Active Duty and other cov-
ered beneficiaries. The provision would also
require the Comptroller General of the
United States, not later than 180 days after
the submittal of the Secretary’s report, to
submit to Congress a report providing an as-
sessment of the Secretary’s report.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Comptroller General to submit to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives, not later
than 1 year after the date of the enactment
of this Act, a report on women’s health care
services for members of the armed forces
serving on Active Duty and other covered
beneficiaries.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED

Behavioral health treatment of developmental
disabilities under the TRICARE program

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
704) that would amend section 1077 of title 10,
United States Code, to authorize behavioral
health treatment, including applied behavior
analysis (ABA) therapy, for all develop-
mental disabilities as defined by section
15002(8) of title 42, United States Code, in-
cluding autism spectrum disorders, when
prescribed by a physician or psychologist to
be covered under the basic TRICARE pro-
gram for certain beneficiaries.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
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We note that in July of this year the De-
partment of Defense consolidated its three
preexisting programs that provided ABA
therapy for beneficiaries with autism spec-
trum disorder into its TRICARE Comprehen-
sive Autism Care Demonstration program.
This consolidation included a pilot program
mandated by Congress in section 705 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239), which pro-
vided an ABA therapy reinforcement benefit
for family members of retirees. The Depart-
ment of Defense is required to provide the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives with a re-
port on the results of that pilot program, to
include recommendations with regard to
beneficiary cost-shares for the benefit. This
report is expected in early 2015.

Cooperative health care agreements between the
military departments and non-military
health care entities

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
711) that would authorize the secretaries of
the military departments to establish coop-
erative health care agreements between
military installations and local or regional
non-military health care entities.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Limitation on transfer or elimination of grad-
uate medical education billets

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
713) that would prohibit the Secretary of De-
fense from transferring or eliminating a
graduate medical education billet from a
military medical treatment facility unless
the Secretary conducts a review of at least 2
years of the implementation of the reform of
the administration of the Military Health
System, examines recruiting and retention
of medical professionals with regard to the
Department of Defense’s graduate medical
education programs, determines the assign-
ment of such billets, and certifies to the con-
gressional defense committees that any pro-
posed transfer of a billet meets the needs of
the military departments and patients.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Department of Defense Medicare-Eligible Retiree
Health Care Fund matters

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 721) that would
amend sections 1111, 1113, 1115, and 1116 of
title 10, United States Code, to modify the
method by which the Federal Government
makes accrual payments into the Depart-
ment of Defense Medicare-Eligible Retiree
Health Care Fund (Fund), by changing from
a lump sum Treasury payment at the begin-
ning of a fiscal year to monthly payments by
the military services out of military per-
sonnel accounts, and would authorize the
Secretary of Defense to change the actuarial
determination required by section 1115 of
title 10, United States Code, in the event
Congress enacts significant benefit changes
after such determination was made.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

For the last several years, the Department
of Defense (DOD) has proposed legislation
that, if enacted, would reduce its annual con-
tribution to the Fund. These proposals have
come as part of the administration’s budget
submission, and DOD continues to assume
discretionary savings in its budget that are
tied to enactment of these proposals, despite
the fact that (1) there is no guarantee that
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Congress will support the proposals, and (2)
even if Congress were to support such pro-
posals, the timing of the annual contribution
to the Fund precludes DOD from realizing
discretionary savings in the year of execu-
tion, unless the annual defense bill is passed
and signed by the President prior to October
1st. We find this practice of assuming sav-
ings disingenuous at worst, and short-sight-
ed and impractical at best.

Until a method is devised for DOD to real-
ize year-of-execution savings with respect to
its contributions to the Fund, we strongly
urge DOD to cease its practice of assuming
year-of-execution discretionary savings from
legislative proposals that effect outlays from
the Fund. Such practice leaves DOD with
military personnel funding shortfalls even if
Congress supports legislative proposals that
yield short-term discretionary savings.
Research regarding Alzheimer’s disease

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
723) that would authorize the Secretary of
Defense to carry out research, development,
test, and evaluation activities with respect
to Alzheimer’s disease.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Briefing on hospitals in arrears in payments to
Department of Defense

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
728) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to provide to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives a briefing on the process
used by the Defense Health Agency (DHA) to
collect payments from non-Department of
Defense (DOD) hospitals.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We direct the Secretary of Defense to pro-
vide, not later than 60 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, a briefing to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives on the
process used by DHA to collect payments
from non-DOD hospitals, to include a list of
each hospital that is more than 90 days in ar-
rears in payments to the Secretary, includ-
ing the amount of arrears by 30-day incre-
ments for each such hospital.

Research regarding breast cancer

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
729) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to implement the recommendations of
the Interagency Breast Cancer and Environ-
mental Research Coordinating Committee
(IBCERCC) to prioritize prevention and in-
crease the study of chemical and physical
factors in breast cancer.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the Department of Defense
Breast Cancer Research Program (BCRP) has
implemented recommendations of the
IBCERCC and has prioritized primary pre-
vention as one of the BCRP’s ten over-
arching challenges. In addition, the study of
chemical and physical factors in primary
prevention is one of several recommenda-
tions made by the IBCERCC to address the
primary prevention of breast cancer. The in-
tent of the program is to enable researchers
to submit proposals that address any of the
overarching challenges.

Sense of Congress regarding access to mental
health services by members of the armed
forces

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
730) that would express the sense of Congress
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that servicemembers should have adequate
access to the mental health care and support
that they need, that public-private mental
health partnerships can provide the Depart-
ment of Defense (DOD) with enhanced capa-
bility to treat servicemembers, and that
DOD should fully implement the pilot pro-
gram authorized under section 706 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Evaluation of wounded warrior care and transi-
tion program

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
731) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to enter into a contract with a private
organization to evaluate the wounded war-
rior care and transition program of the De-
partment of Defense.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Report on military family planning programs of
the Department of Defense

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 731) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to conduct a
comprehensive study of the access of
servicemembers and certain military depend-
ents to methods of contraception approved
by the Food and Drug Administration, con-
traception counseling, and related edu-
cation, and to submit to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives a report of the findings of
this study no later than 180 days after the
date of enactment of this Act.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Interagency working group on the provision of
mental health services to members of the Na-
tional Guard and the Reserves

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 732) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to convene an
interagency working group to review and
recommend collaborative approaches to im-
proving the provision of mental health serv-
ices to members of the National Guard and
Reserves and to submit a report on the find-
ings and recommendations of the inter-
agency working group to the appropriate
congressional committees not later than 1
year after the date of the enactment of this
Act.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Primary blast injury research

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
733) that would require the Psychological
Health and Traumatic Brain Injury Research
Program, a congressionally directed medical
research program, to conduct a study on
blast injury mechanics.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Report on Department of Defense support of
members of the armed forces who experience
traumatic injury as a result of vaccinations
required by the Department

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 735) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense, in consulta-
tion with the secretaries of the military de-
partments, to report on the adequacy and ef-
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fectiveness of the policies, procedures, and
systems of the Department of Defense (DOD)
in providing support to servicemembers who
experience traumatic injury as a result of a
vaccination required by DOD.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Sense of Congress on use of hyperbaric oxygen
therapy to treat traumatic brain injury and
post-traumatic stress disorder

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

735) that would express the sense of Congress

that hyperbaric oxygen therapy can be used

to treat servicemembers for traumatic brain
injury and post-traumatic stress disorder
and that the Secretary of Defense should in-
crease awareness among servicemembers and
military doctors of hyperbaric oxygen ther-
apy treatments.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUISITION
MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED MATTERS
SUBTITLE A—ACQUISITION POLICY AND
MANAGEMENT

Modular open systems approaches in acquisition
programs (sec. 801)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 801) that would re-
quire the Department of Defense (DOD) to
adopt an open systems approach to Major
Defense Acquisition Programs and Major
Automated Information Systems, and to
other programs the primary purpose of
which is the acquisition of an information
technology (IT) system, entering the acquisi-
tion process after January 1, 2016. The com-
mittee believes that a comprehensive open
systems approach is an important compo-
nent of IT acquisition reform.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

The provision requires the Under Secretary
of Defense for Acquisition, Technology and
Logistics to develop standards and define ar-
chitectures necessary to enable open systems
approaches in key mission areas of DOD.

The Under Secretary is further required to
review and update guidance to ensure that
acquisition programs use open system ap-
proaches in the product design and acquisi-
tion of information technology systems to
the maximum extent practicable and to de-
tail in the contract file reasons why any sys-
tem is not an open system.

Finally, the provision requires the Under
Secretary to identify legacy information
technology systems that are not utilizing an
open systems approach and outline a process
for potential conversion to an open systems
approach.

Recharacterication of changes to Major Auto-
mated Information System programs (sec.
802)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 802) that would mod-
ify requirements applicable to a Major Auto-
mated Information System program that
fails to achieve a full deployment decision
within 5 years after the Milestone A decision
or selection of the preferred alternative for
the program.

In lieu of a critical change report, failure
to achieve a full deployment decision within
5 years would be determined to be a signifi-
cant change with the attendant notification
to the congressional defense committees re-
quired for all significant changes.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.
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The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Amendments relating to defense business sys-
tems (sec. 803)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 803) that would re-
quire business process reengineering (BPR)
before milestone decisions for the Major
Automated Information System program.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We continue to be concerned that BPR is
not being conducted rigorously enough, or
documented well enough, to drive successful
information technology acquisition out-
comes.

We believe that the Department of Defense
(DOD) is too often lackadaisical in its at-
tempts at BPR or the results are misaligned
to the budgeting, requirements and acquisi-
tion processes to have any significant effect
on the outcome. BPR must happen early and
upfront, well before the requirements and ac-
quisition community get involved in order to
inform their work.

As we have observed, and as industry has
indicated to us as part of our acquisition im-
provement efforts, it is important to clearly
articulate the desired outcomes of informa-
tion technology (IT) system acquisitions
with input from the user community. That
should happen after business processes have
been analyzed, and if necessary restructured,
to ensure the way an organization does busi-
ness drives the system, not the other way
around. Aligning the IT acquisition strategy
to the mission goals of the organization is
necessary to get the maximum return-on-in-
vestment from a system, but that cannot
happen without leadership to drive and en-
force organizational change.

We believe that the requirement to do for-
mal process mapping as part of the milestone
decision approval process will help, but is
only one step, in a larger effort to improve
the information technology management of
DOD.

We believe there are a number of ways that
DOD could improve BPR. For example, ex-
panding the investment review process for IT
systems and empowering the Deputy Chief
Management Officer (DCMO) to conduct BPR
for other IT mission areas within DOD war-
rants consideration in the future.

Additionally, we believe that the process
improvement officers of DOD and the mili-
tary departments should work with their re-
spective Chief Information Officers to create
metrics to track progress and BPR, as well
as meeting the other strategic management
objectives of DOD.

We note that there are many scientific and
technical personnel within DOD’s research,
development, test and evaluation commu-
nity that could be more actively engaged to
create a rigorous, scientific process for con-
ducting BPR.

Report on implementation of acquisition process
for information technology systems (sec. 804)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 805) that would re-
quire the Under Secretary of Defense (Acqui-
sition, Technology, & Logistics) to submit a
report to the congressional defense commit-
tees on the implementation of the acquisi-
tion process for information technology de-
tailing the applicable implementing regula-
tions, instructions, or policies.

The report shall also explain any legisla-
tive criteria not yet implemented and a
schedule for implementing such criteria
along with any proposed deviations.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.
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We are concerned with the Department of
Defense’s (DOD) ability to effectively ac-
quire information technology (IT) resources.
We believe that part of the challenge that
DOD faces is in its reliance on processes that
are too heavily focused on the acquisition of
militarily unique hardware systems. We rec-
ognize that the paradigm for IT acquisition
is rooted more firmly in the commercial
marketplace. As a consumer of commercially
developed solutions, rather than a generator
of unique requirements, DOD follows com-
mercial trends more often than it leads
them.

Unfortunately, we believe that DOD has
not done enough to come to terms with this
trend, choosing instead to act as though it
has the same power to influence computing
and electronics markets as it did for most of
the 20th century. Though numerous studies
have indicated a need to change acquisition
processes within DOD to adjust to the re-
ality of 21st century commercial IT markets,
DOD has made little progress. Ideas such as
agile development, the use of clear require-
ments tied to software development
timelines, rethinking the processes for cap-
ital planning and investment, and the appli-
cation of system audits and risk manage-
ment to enhance outcomes are prevalent
within the commercial sector, but often face
resistance and hostility from government
program managers and contracting officers.

Section 804 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act of Fiscal Year 2012 (Public
Law 111-84) authorized DOD to implement a
new acquisition process for IT systems, but
to date, we have seen little tangible action
to take advantage of those new authorities.
We believe that DOD needs to do more to
show tangible progress in its efforts at im-
proving IT acquisition, especially as soft-
ware-intensive IT systems continue to be-
come more prominent components of U.S.
military capability.

SUBTITLE B—AMENDMENTS TO GENERAL CON-

TRACTING AUTHORITIES, PROCEDURES, AND

LIMITATIONS

Extension and modification of contract author-
ity for advanced component development
and prototype units (sec. 811)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
802) that would extend existing statutory au-
thority under subsection (b)(4) of section 819
of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84) until
September 30, 2019.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 822).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Amendments relating to authority of the De-
fense Advanced Research Projects Agency to
carry out certain prototype projects (sec.
812)

The House bill included a provision (sec-
tion 803) which would amend section 845(a)(1)
of The National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160) to
broaden the definition for the types of efforts
for which other transactions authority
might be used by the Defense Advanced Re-
search Projects Agency.

The Senate committee-reported bill in-
cluded no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that makes tech-
nical changes to the use of other trans-
actions authority.

Extension of limitation on aggregate annual
amount available for contract services (sec.
813)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
804) that would extend for 1 year the cap on
the aggregate annual amount spent on con-
tracts for services through fiscal year 2015.
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The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

We note that the Government Account-
ability Office (GAO) has stated that the mili-
tary departments and defense agencies gen-
erally have not developed plans to use the in-
ventory of contracted services, mandated
since 2008 in section 2330a of title 10, United
States Code, to facilitate the Department of
Defense’s (DOD) strategic workforce plan-
ning, workforce mix, budget decision-making
processes, and contract execution and over-
sight.

Further, GAO found that components may
not have fully identified, as required by sec-
tion 2330a of title 10, United States Code, all
instances in which contractors are providing
services that are inherently governmental,
closely associated with inherently govern-
mental functions, staff augmentation, or
personal services, the latter of which we note
are prohibited by law.

According to GAO, a key factor inhibiting
the components’ inventory review is a lack
of accurate and reliable data, which we note
the inventory could provide if the compo-
nents were to implement DOD-wide a com-
mon data system based on the Army’s exist-
ing system as directed by existing DOD guid-
ance.

In the absence of a plan of action with
milestones and timeframes to establish a
common data system to collect contractor
manpower data, we are leaving the caps on
contractor spending in place for fiscal year
2015.

Improvement in defense design-build construc-
tion process (sec. 814)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
805) that would amend section 3309 of title 41,
United States Code, and section 2305a of title
10, United States Code, by limiting the max-
imum number specified in the solicitation
for a design-build contract. Additionally,
this provision would require the head of an
agency awarding a contract pursuant to this
provision to provide a report to the Director
of the Office of Management and Budget.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would limit
application of the provision to section 2305a
of title 10, United States Code, and, for con-
tracts greater than $4.0 million, limit the
maximum number of offerors specified in the
solicitation for a two-phase design-build con-
tract, unless a higher number is approved by
the head of a contracting activity.

Permanent authority for use of simplified acqui-
sition procedures for certain commercial
items (sec. 815)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
806) that would make the authority for use of
simplified acquisition procedures for certain
commercial items permanent.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Restatement and revision of requirements appli-
cable to multiyear defense acquisitions to be
specifically authorized by law (sec. 816)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 821) that would clar-
ify and reorganize the reporting and certifi-
cation requirements of the Department of
Defense when requesting specific authoriza-
tion for multiyear contract authority.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment clarifying
when certain cost estimates should be per-
formed.
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Sourcing requirements related to avoiding coun-
terfeit electronic parts (sec. 817)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 824) that would clar-
ify sourcing requirements related to avoid-
ing counterfeit electronic parts.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.
Amendments to Proof of Concept Commercializa-

tion Pilot Program (sec. 818)

The House bill included a provision (sec-
tion 829) which would modify the Small Busi-
ness Act (section 638 of title 15, United
States Code) to require each agency carrying
out a Small Business Technology Transfer
program to support innovative approaches to
technology transfer at institutions of higher
education, based on the pilot program estab-
lished under section 5127 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for fiscal Year 2012
(Public Law 112-81).

The Senate committee-reported bill in-
cluded no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that makes tech-
nical amendments to section 1603 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66), which provides
authority for the DOD to fund commer-
cialization proof of concept centers.

We note that there is commercialization
potential in the research activities ongoing
in universities, small businesses, and defense
labs. Transition of promising research re-
sults into fielded defense systems or com-
mercially successful enterprises is a benefit
to both DOD and the nation as a whole.

We note that the Senate committee-re-
ported Defense Appropriations Act for Fiscal
Year 2015 (H.R. 4870 and Senate report 113-
211) encouraged DOD to expand efforts at
commercialization of technologies, espe-
cially those derived from research at the
DOD laboratories. We encourage the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense for Research and
Engineering to work with the Congress to
identify appropriate funding to support the
commercialization activities envisioned in
that bill, as well as those authorized by this
provision.

SUBTITLE C—INDUSTRIAL BASE MATTERS

Temporary extension of and amendments to test
program for mnegotiation of comprehensive
small business subcontracting plans (sec.
821)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
811) that would modify and extend the test
program for negotiation of comprehensive
small business subcontracting plans author-
ized by section 402 of the Small Business Ad-
ministration Reauthorization and Amend-
ments Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-574).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 823).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Plan for improving data on bundled or consoli-
dated contracts (sec. 822)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
813) that would amend section 644 of title 15,
United States Code, by requiring the Small
Business Administration to work with other
agencies to create and implement a data
quality improvement plan to promote great-
er accuracy, transparency, and account-
ability in the reporting of contract bundling
and consolidation.

The committee recognizes that properly
labeling a contract as bundled or consoli-
dated is important to small business com-
petition, as the process of contract labeling
triggers a series of reviews and mitigation
steps that promote opportunities for small
business.



H8698

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We direct the Comptroller General of the
United States to assess whether contracts
are being identified properly as bundled or
consolidated. The review shall examine a
statistically significant sample of contracts
awarded by the Departments of Defense
(DOD), Energy, Health and Human Services,
Homeland Security, Veterans Affairs, the
General Services Administration, National
Aeronautics and Space Administration and
the Small Business Administration with val-
ues above $10.0 million in sectors 23, 33, 54,
and 56 as defined by the North American In-
dustry Classification System.

Not later than October 1, 2015, the Comp-
troller General shall provide an interim
briefing to the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Armed Services, the Senate Com-
mittee on Small Business and Entrepreneur-
ship, and the House Committee on Small
Business with a summary of findings, includ-
ing an assessment of (1) the quality of data
reported pertaining to contract bundling and
consolidation, and (2) interim recommenda-
tions, if any, to improve current data collec-
tion and dissemination on contract bundling
and consolidation.

In the final report, the Comptroller Gen-
eral shall evaluate (1) the pros and cons of
implementing government-wide the ‘‘Federal
Procurement Data System (FPDS) Contract
Reporting Data Improvement Plan’ pub-
lished by DOD on January 12, 2010; (2) the
plan proposed by the Small Business Admin-
istration under this section; and (3) whether
other alternatives should be considered to
improve reporting of bundled and consoli-
dated contracts without requiring modifica-
tion to FPDS.

Finally, the Comptroller General shall ex-
amine whether government-wide strategic
sourcing vehicles are reducing the number of
companies, including small business con-
cerns, that are actively participating in the
federal procurement system as prime con-
tractors, and whether this reduction poses
substantial risk to the industrial base.

The final report shall be delivered to the
House and Senate Committees on Armed
Services, the Senate Committee on Small
Business and Entrepreneurship, and the
House Committee on Small Business not
later than October 1, 2017.

Authority to provide education to small busi-
nesses on certain requirements of Arms Ex-
port Control Act (sec. 823)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
814) that would amend section 21(c)(1) of the
Small Business Act (section 648(c)(1) of title
15, United States Code) by including a re-
quirement that applicants receiving grants
pursuant to that section shall also assist
small businesses by providing, where appro-
priate, education on the requirements appli-
cable to small businesses under the regula-
tions issued pursuant to the Arms Export
Control Act (chapter 39 of title 22, United
States Code) and on compliance with those
requirements. The provision would also
amend section 2418 of title 10, United States
Code, by expanding the Procurement Tech-
nical Assistance Program to assist small
business concerns with education related to
export controls.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Matters relating to reverse auctions (sec. 824)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
815) that would amend the Small Business
Act (156 U.S.C. 631) to prohibit the use of re-
verse auctions for procurement of certain
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goods and services if the contract is awarded
using a Small Business Act procurement au-
thority.

It would also limit the use of reverse auc-
tions in cases where only one offer was re-
ceived or where offerors do not have the abil-
ity to submit revised bids throughout the
course of the auction.

The section further clarified that the de-
sire to use a reverse auction does not obviate
federal agencies from the obligation to use a
Small Business Act procurement authority.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We note that in conducting reverse auc-
tions, buyers have the ability to cancel an
auction at any time before the auction closes
or to make the decision not to make any
award after the auction closes with proper
justification in accordance with the terms
and conditions of the solicitation and all ap-
plicable regulations.

The agreement also prohibits the use of re-
verse auctions for military construction
projects that require a specific congressional
authorization.

Sole source contracts for small business concerns
owned and controlled by women (sec. 825)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
827) that would allow for sole source con-
tracting to certain women owned small busi-
nesses.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

SUBTITLE D—FEDERAL INFORMATION
TECHNOLOGY ACQUISITION REFORM

Chief Information Officer authority enhance-
ments (sec. 831)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5101) that would strengthen various agencies’
Chief Information Officer positions.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Enhanced transparency and improved risk man-
agement in information technology invest-
ments (sec. 832)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5505) that would enhance transparency in in-
formation technology investments.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement contains the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Portfolio review (sec. 833)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5301) that would inventory information tech-
nology software assets. +

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement contains the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Federal data center consolidation initiative (sec.
834)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5203) that would provide for the consolida-
tion of federal data centers.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We believe that the Department of Defense
(DOD) has made significant strides in con-
solidating its data center infrastructure, by
maturing its process for evaluating data cen-
ters as well as finding opportunities to lever-
age commercial cloud computing capabili-
ties. However, as both savings and effi-
ciencies from data center consolidation
reach a point of diminishing returns, we be-
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lieve that DOD can continue to make further
progress by also integrating efforts to assess
the applications that run on this infrastruc-
ture to determine which require dedicated
servers and which can potentially be mi-
grated to virtualized or cloud environments.

We believe that software application ra-
tionalization and consolidation is a natural
extension of, and next step in, data center
consolidation. Reducing the data center foot-
print eliminates unneeded infrastructure,
but software application rationalization is
needed to more efficiently utilize the infra-
structure that remains, and to better deter-
mine if any further data center consolidation
may or may not be warranted.

Therefore, we direct the Chief Information
Office of DOD, in consultation with the Chief
Information Officers of the military depart-
ments, to carry out an assessment to iden-
tify and prioritize the software applications
in use throughout DOD that should be con-
sidered for migration to a cloud computing
environment and to submit a report on the
results of the assessment to the Committees
on Armed Services of the Senate and House
of Representatives by December 15, 2015. This
assessment should include the following:

(1) Whether each of the software applica-
tions wused by DOD can be readily
transitioned to a cloud computing environ-
ment with minimal additional investment of
developmental funding;

(2) If a software application used by DOD
cannot be readily transitioned to a cloud
computing environment, the cost and time
required to enable, either by modification or
replacement, the operation of the software
application in a cloud computing environ-
ment;

(3) Whether it would be cost-effective to
enable, either by modification or replace-
ment, the operation of a software application
in a cloud computing environment;

(4) A list of software applications used by
DOD that should be enabled, either by modi-
fication or replacement, to operate in a
cloud computing environment, listed in the
order of priority by which they should be en-
abled, and a schedule for such modification
or replacement; and

(56) An estimate of the cloud computing
workload needs of DOD time-phased across
the future years defense plan to inform
DOD’s cloud computing needs under the
Joint Information Environment initiative
that might be satisfied by government-
owned and -operated or commercial cloud
computing solutions.

Expansion of training and use of information
technology cadres (sec. 835)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5411) that would require a 5-year strategic
plan to develop, strengthen, and solidify in-
formation technology acquisition cadres.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Maximizing the benefit of the Federal strategic
sourcing initiative (sec. 836)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5501) that would require regulations to maxi-
mize the benefit of the Federal Strategic
Sourcing Initiative.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Governmentwide software purchasing program
(sec. 837)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5502) that would require the creation of a
strategic sourcing initiative for software.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.
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The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.
SUBTITLE E—NEVER CONTRACT WITH THE
ENEMY

Prohibition on providing funds to the enemy
(sec. 841)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3743B) contained a provision that would pro-
vide the authority to terminate or void a
contract, grant, or cooperative agreement
when it is found that funds received under
that contract, grant, or cooperative agree-
ment are being provided directly or indi-
rectly to a person or entity that is actively
opposing United States or coalition forces
involved in a contingency operation in which
members of the Armed Forces are actively
engaged in hostilities.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Additional access to records (sec. 842)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3743C) contained a provision that would
allow the head of an executive agency to ex-
amine the records of a contractor, recipient
of a grant or cooperative agreement to the
extent necessary to ensure that funds, in-
cluding goods and services, available under
the contract, grant, or cooperative agree-
ment are not provided directly or indirectly
to a person or entity that is actively oppos-
ing United States or coalition forces in-
volved in a contingency operation in which
members of the Armed Forces are actively
engaged in hostilities.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.
Definitions (sec. 843)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3743D) contained a provision that would pro-
vide certain definitions.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

SUBTITLE F—OTHER MATTERS

Rapid acquisition and deployment procedures
for United States Special Operations Com-
mand (sec. 851)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 807) that would re-
quire procedures for the rapid acquisition
and deployment of items for the U.S. Special
Operations Command (SOCOM) that are cur-
rently under development by the Depart-
ment of Defense (DOD) or available from the
commercial sector and are urgently needed
to avoid significant risk or loss of life or
mission failure, or needed to avoid collateral
damage where no collateral damage is nec-
essary for mission success.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would author-
ize the establishment of procedures for rapid
acquisition and deployment of items for
SOCOM that are currently under develop-
ment by DOD or available from the commer-
cial sector and are urgently needed to avoid
significant risk or loss of life or mission fail-
ure, or needed to avoid collateral damage
where no collateral damage is necessary for
mission success.

The provision would also require the Com-
mander, SOCOM, in instances where an item
has identified deficiencies, to make the de-
termination that deployment of such an
item is acceptable for reasons of national se-
curity.
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The provision would also make clear the
SOCOM Commander may not use the author-
ity under this provision at the same time as
the Commander uses the authority under
section 806 of Public Law 107-314.

The agreement also includes amendments
to the provision that would require congres-
sional notifications be made before such
rapid acquisition procedures go into effect
and after such use of rapid acquisition proce-
dures are used to ensure robust congres-
sional oversight of this authority.
Consideration of corrosion control in prelimi-

nary design review (sec. 852)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 808) that would re-
quire the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac-
quisition, Technology, and Logistics to en-
sure that Department of Defense (DOD) In-
struction 5000.02 and other applicable guid-
ance require full consideration during pre-
liminary design review of metals, materials,
and technologies that effectively prevent or
control corrosion over the life cycle of the
product.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

We expect the relevant instruction and
regulations called for in this provision to be
tailored to apply only to products likely to
corrode and not to every item or system pur-
chased by the DOD.

Program manager development report (sec. 853)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 841) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to develop a
comprehensive strategy for enhancing the
role of Department of Defense program man-
agers in developing and carrying out defense
acquisition programs.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Operational metrics for Joint Information Envi-
ronment and supporting activities (sec. 854)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
821) that would require the Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff to conduct a review of
the Air Force Network-Centric Solutions IT
contract and provide a certification to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives that the
contract is effective in delivering informa-
tion technology capabilities for the joint
force.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We remain concerned by the lack of clarity
about the activities supporting the Joint In-
formation Environment (JIE), including the
programs of records, and other non-materiel
aspects, that would contribute to the JIE vi-
sion.

In the case of some of the programs that
we believe contribute to JIE, like the Air
Force’s Network Centric Solutions II con-
tract, Navy’s Next Generation Enterprise
Network, or the Army’s Installation Infor-
mation Infrastructure Modernization pro-
gram, there are measures of performance
driven by the information technology com-
munity, but not ones that can be clearly tied
to operational outcomes for the warfighting
community.

As the JIE evolves into a seamless network
to support warfighting functions, as well as
business and support processes, we believe
that the Department of Defense (DOD) needs
metrics that can be tied to the operational
customer in ways that can demonstrate ef-
fectiveness, efficiency and satisfaction.
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Therefore, we direct the DOD Chief Infor-
mation Officer, in coordination with the
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, to
brief the Committees on Armed Services of
the Senate and the House of Representatives
on the guidance and metrics required by this
section within 210 days of the enactment of
this Act.

Compliance with requirements for senior De-
partment of Defense officials seeking em-
ployment with defense contractors (sec. 855)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
823) that would amend section 847 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2008 (Public Law 110-181) to require the
Secretary of Defense to designate an official
of the Department of Defense (DOD) to en-
sure compliance with the requirements of
that section and would require that, not
later than 180 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, such official shall sub-
mit to the congressional defense committees
a report on DOD’s efforts to ensure compli-
ance with the requirements of section 847.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We note a lack of clarity in the lines of su-
pervision for purposes of monitoring compli-
ance with section 847 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (Pub-
lic Law 110-181).

We therefore direct DOD to review those
lines of supervision and to submit a report
on its findings to the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and of the House of
Representatives, no later than March 31,
2015.

The report shall identify each supervisory
component by office and by position and de-
scribe the reporting relationships between
each of DOD’s 17 Designed Agency Ethics Of-
ficials and each of the various components in
their respective chains of supervision as they
relate to section 847 compliance.
Enhancement of whistleblower protection for

employees of grantees (sec. 856)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 826) that would en-
hance the whistleblower protections for em-
ployees of grantees.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.
Prohibition on reimbursement of contractors for

congressional investigations and inquiries
(sec. 857)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 827) that would pro-
hibit reimbursement of costs incurred by a
contractor in connection with a congres-
sional investigation or inquiry into an issue
that is the subject matter of a proceeding re-
sulting in a disposition.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Requirement to provide photovoltaic devices
from United States sources (sec. 858)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 829) that would pro-
vide additional acquisition opportunities for
the Department of Defense with respect to
photovoltaic devices.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Reimbursement of Department of Defense for as-
sistance provided to nongovernmental enter-
tainment-oriented media producers (sec. 859)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 862) that would pro-
vide for the reimbursement to the Depart-
ment of Defense for assistance provided to
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nongovernmental
media producers.
The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.
The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Three-year extension of authority for Joint Ur-
gent Operational Needs Fund (sec. 860)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 863) that would reau-
thorize the Joint Urgent Operational Needs
Fund for three more years.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED

Extension to United States Transportation Com-
mand of authorities relating to prohibition
on contracting with the enemy

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
801) that would amend section 831(i)(1) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66) to add U.S.
Transportation Command to the list of cov-
ered combatant commands.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 861).

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the extension to U.S. Trans-
portation Command of authorities relating
to prohibition on contracting with the
enemy was included in another provision of
this agreement.

Governance of Joint Information Environment

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 804) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to install a
stronger management element and set of
controls on the Joint Information Environ-
ment (JIE) initiative, including by requiring
the assignment of an experienced coordi-
nator under the Chief Information Officer
(CIO) to oversee the JIE migration, the es-
tablishment of a team of experts to support
the coordinator, and modifications to the
JIE Executive Committee and its working
groups to ensure better representation of
those who must use the JIE to execute
warfighting missions and those who must de-
fend the JIE from cyber attacks.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We are encouraged that the newly ap-
pointed CIO has the necessary support from
the Secretary and Deputy Secretary of De-
fense, and the intent, to impose greater dis-
cipline over the JIE migration, bolster the
planning and engineering resources devoted
to the initiative, and to ensure that the
needs of the operational forces receive all
due consideration alongside communications
and computing efficiencies and cost savings.

We direct that the CIO be prepared to brief
the congressional defense committees at reg-
ular intervals on the measures taken to
achieve these improvements, including defin-
ing what JIE encompasses, and the ‘‘as is”’
condition and the ‘“‘to be’ architecture; de-
veloping an integrated master schedule and
cost estimates; and tracking compliance
with objectives, schedules, and costs.

In addition, we direct the CIO to identify
and prioritize the applications in use in the
Department of Defense (DOD) that the CIO
assesses are candidates for migration to a
cloud computing environment, and to deter-
mine which applications can and cannot,
without modification or replacement, be
shifted to a cloud computing environment,
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along with a time-phased plan to either mod-
ify or replace those applications that are not
cloud-compatible. We note that a significant
percentage of DOD computing applications
cannot be virtualized or otherwise are not
cloud-compatible, and that the cost and time
required to modify such applications are sub-
stantial. Without an understanding of what
applications can be readily migrated, and a
plan to modify or replace those that cannot,
neither DOD nor potential commercial cloud
providers will be able to plan effectively. The
CIO should complete this tasking, and be
prepared to share the results with the con-
gressional defense committees, within 270
days of the enactment of this Act.

Improving opportunities for service-disabled vet-

eran-owned small business

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
812) that would amend section 657 of title 15,
United States Code, by consolidating the
verification and appeals processes for Serv-
ice-Disabled Veteran-Owned Small Business
(SDVOSB) programs at the Department of
Veterans Affairs and the Small Business Ad-
ministration (SBA), and by moving the proc-
esses and resources of the SDVOSB
verification programs at the Department of
Veterans Affairs to the SBA.

The provision would also allow the sur-
viving spouse of a service-disabled veteran
who acquires an ownership right in a small
business concern to be treated as if the sur-
viving spouse were that veteran for the pur-
pose of maintaining the status of the small
business as a small business concern owned
and controlled by service-disabled veterans.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that in the case of a transfer of
ownership resulting from the death of a serv-
ice-disabled veteran to a surviving spouse al-
tering the status of the small business as a
SDVOSB, we believe the small business con-
cern can continue to perform existing con-
tracts along with any remaining options to
those contracts under existing law.

Improving Federal Surety Bonds

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
816) that would amend section 411(c)(1) of the
Small Business Investment Act of 1958 (Pub-
lic Law 85-699) by raising the guarantee rate
on the Small Business Administration’s pre-
ferred security bond program from 70 percent
to 90 percent.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Publication of required justification that con-
solidation of contract requirements
The House bill contained a provision (sec.
817) that would require publication of certain
justification and approval documents.
The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.
The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
Small business prime and subcontract participa-
tion goals raised; accounting of subcon-
tracting

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
818) that would raise the goals for small busi-
ness subcontracting.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Small business cyber education

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
819) that would allow the Secretary of De-
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fense, in consultation with the Adminis-
trator of the Small Business Administration,
to promote an outreach and education pro-
gram to assist small businesses in under-
standing the cyber threat and in defending
their networks and intellectual property.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We recognize the challenges faced by small
business, both in protecting their own net-
works and intellectual property, and also in
developing effective capabilities to address
cyber security needs. As noted in the Joint
Explanatory Statement accompanying H.R.
3304, we recognize the challenges that the de-
fense acquisition system can pose for small
businesses, but the purpose of the small and
disadvantaged businesses offices established
in each of the services is to handle the whole
gamut of small business issues.

We are aware of the activities the Depart-
ment of Defense (DOD) has instituted in
order to improve small business access to
threat information and best practices per-
taining to cyber security. Last year, DOD
briefed the Armed Services Committees of
the Senate and House of Representatives on
plans to support cyber education activities
for small business through the existing small
business program. We recognize that this is a
work in progress, and that an ongoing assess-
ment of those efforts should be commenced
in order to determine the effectiveness of
those efforts.

Therefore, we direct the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States to submit a report
to the Armed Services Committees of the
Senate and House of Representatives by No-
vember 1, 2015 on the DOD’s outreach and
education to assist small businesses in un-
derstanding cyber threats. This report
should address the following:

(1) An assessment of the planning being
done to integrate cyber education and out-
reach into the programs of the offices of
small and disadvantaged businesses of DOD
and the military services;

(2) The capabilities of these offices to sup-
port small businesses in preparing plans for
the protection of their corporate networks
and intellectual property; and

(3) Development of metrics to determine
the performance and effectiveness of those
programs and planning activities.

Procurement of personal protective equipment

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
824) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to use best value tradeoff source selec-
tion methods to the maximum extent prac-
ticable when procuring an item of personal
protective equipment (PPE) or critical safe-
ty items. PPE items include, but are not
limited to, body armor components, combat
helmets, combat protective eyewear, envi-
ronmental and fire resistant clothing, foot-
wear, organizational clothing and individual
equipment (OCIE), and other items as deter-
mined appropriate by the Secretary.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that PPE such as body armor, hel-
mets, specialized clothing and footwear as
well as other OCIE items are specifically de-
signed to meet challenging military require-
ments and specifications.

These PPE items are usually not commer-
cial off-the-shelf products, but are frequently
highly engineered, critical life-saving equip-
ment items designed and manufactured to
meet rigorous performance standards, first
article testing and stringent production
quality requirements.
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We remain committed to providing the
warfighter with the best equipment possible
and encourage the Department of Defense to
use proper source selection methods to fulfill
these requirements. In cases where offerors
have widely diverse technical qualifications
and are expected to provide products that
differ significantly in performance charac-
teristics, source selection criteria should not
be solely based on cost in the procurement of
OCIE and PPE.

Authority for Defense Contract Audit Agency to
interview contractor employees in connec-
tion with examination of contractor records

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 825) that would
amend subsection (a)(1) of section 2313 of
title 10, United States Code, to grant the De-
fense Contract Audit Agency specific author-
ity to interview contractor employees simi-
lar to the authority granted to the Comp-
troller General of the United States in sub-
section (c¢)(1) of that same section.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We believe that under the authorities pro-
vided by section 2313 of title 10, United
States Code, Defense Contract Audit Agency
(DCAA) officials have the authority to inter-
view contractor employees during the course
of an audit if such an interview is required to
complete the audit.

We therefore encourage contractors to
make available for interview the employees
associated with matters related to an audit
conducted in accordance with section 2313.

We also note that failure to provide rea-
sonable access to interview employees asso-
ciated with matters under review during an
audit could result in a qualified audit opin-
ion.

Prohibition on funds for contracts violating Ex-
ecutive Order No. 11246

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
825) that would prohibit funding authorized
to be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available to the Department of Defense
to be used to enter into any contract with
any entity if such contract would violate Ex-
ecutive Order No. 11246 (relating to non-re-
taliation for disclosure of compensation in-
formation), as amended by the announce-
ment of the President on April 8, 2014.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Requirement for policies and standard checklist
in procurement of services

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
826) that would amend section 2330a of title
10, United States Code, by requiring the
Under Secretary of Defense for Personnel
and Readiness to implement a standard
checklist to be used for new contract ap-
proval for services or exercising an option
under an existing contract for services. The
checklist required would be modeled on the
policy and checklist relating to services con-
tract approval form (dated August 2012) es-
tablished and in use by the Department of
the Army. Finally, the provision would re-
quire the Comptroller General of the United
States to submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report on the implemen-
tation of the standard checklist for each of
fiscal years 2015, 2016, and 2017.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include the provi-
sion.

We direct the Under Secretary of Defense
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics,
and the senior acquisition executive for the
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Department of the Navy and the Department
of the Air Force, no later than March 30,
2015, to issue to the Defense agencies and the
military services, respectively, policies im-
plementing a standard checklist to be com-
pleted before the issuance of a solicitation
for any new contract for services or exer-
cising an option under an existing contract
for services, including services provided
under a contract for goods.

We recommend that the Under Secretary
and the senior acquisition executives, to the
extent practicable, model their policies and
checklists on the policy and checklist relat-
ing to services contract approval currently
used by the Department of the Army.

We also direct the Comptroller General of
the United States to submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report on the
Defense agencies’ and military services’ im-
plementation of a standard checklist by Jan-
uary 30, 2016.

Debarment required of persons convicted of
fraudulent use of ‘made in America’ labels

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
828) that would debar people convicted of the
fraudulent use of ‘“Made in America’ labels.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Requirement to buy American flags from domes-
tic sources

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
830) that would require the purchase of
American flags from domestic sources.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that flags of the United States
procured by the Department of Defense are
procured in accordance with section
2533a(b)(1)(D) of title 10, United States Code.

Tenure and accountability of program managers
for program development periods

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 842) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to revise De-
partment of Defense (DOD) guidance for de-
fense acquisition programs to address the
tenure and accountability of program man-
agers for the program development period of
defense acquisition programs.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that we require the Secretary of
Defense to provide recommendations on pro-
gram manager tenure as part of an over-
arching review of program manager develop-
ment elsewhere in this Act.

We express our intent to address program
manager tenure in next year’s National De-
fense Authorization Act in the context of a
larger DOD acquisition reform effort.

Tenure and accountability of program managers
for program execution periods

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 843) that would ad-
dress the tenure and accountability of pro-
gram managers for the program execution
period.

The provision would require each such pro-
gram manager to enter into a performance
agreement with the milestone decision au-
thority (MDA) that establishes the expected
parameters of performance, including the
commitment of the MDA that adequate fund-
ing and resources are available and will be
provided, and assurance of the program man-
ager that the parameters are achievable.

The provision would also require that pro-
gram managers be given authority com-
parable to the authority given to private sec-
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tor program managers and that they be as-

signed to a program until the delivery of the

first production units, with a narrow waiver
authority.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that we require the Secretary of
Defense to provide recommendations on pro-
gram manager tenure as part of an over-
arching review of program manager develop-
ment elsewhere in this Act.

We express our intent to address program
manager tenure in next year’s National De-
fense Authorization Act in the context of a
larger Department of Defense acquisition re-
form effort.

Removal of requirements related to waiver of
preliminary design review and post-prelimi-
nary design review before Milestone B

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 844) that would add
an alternative to one of the certification re-
quirements established by section 2366b of
title 10, United States Code, for major de-
fense acquisition programs entering the ac-
quisition system at Milestone B.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Short title

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5001) that would provide a short title to the
provisions contained in title L of this Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Table of contents

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5002) that would provide a table of contents
for title L of this Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Definitions

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5003) that would provide for definition of
terms contained in title L of this Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Lead coordination role of Chief Information Of-
ficers Council

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5102) that would provide a lead coordination
role to the Chief Information Officers Coun-
cil.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Reports by Government Accountability Office

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5103) that would require certain reports by
the Government Accountability Office.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Purpose

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5201) that would state the purpose of title LII
of this Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Definitions

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5202) that would provide definitions of terms
in title LII of this Act.
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The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
Performance requirements related to data center

consolidation

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5204) that would require certain performance
requirements related to data center consoli-
dation.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
Cost savings related to data center optimization

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5205) that would require the tracking of costs
resulting from implementation of the Fed-
eral Data Center Optimization Initiative.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Reporting requirements to Congress and the
Federal Chief Information Officer

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5206) that would require certain reports to
Congress and the Federal Chief Information
Officer.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
Website consolidation and transparency

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5302) that would require the elimination or
consolidation of websites found to be dupli-
cative or overlapping.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
Transition to the cloud

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5303) that would express the sense of Con-
gress that transition to cloud computing of-
fers significant potential benefits for the im-
plementation of Federal information tech-
nology projects in terms of flexibility, cost,
and operational benefits.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Elimination of unnecessary duplication of con-
tracts by requiring business case analysis

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5304) that would require a business case anal-
ysis before issuance of a solicitation for cer-
tain contracts.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Plan on strengthening program and project
management performance

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5412) that would require a plan to strengthen
program and project management perform-
ance.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Personnel awards for excellence in the acquisi-
tion information systems and information
technology

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5413) that would provide authority for awards
for excellence in the acquisition of informa-
tion systems and information technology.
The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.
The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
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Promoting transparency of blanket purchase
agreements

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5503) that would promote the transparency of
blanket purchase agreements.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Additional source selection technique in solicita-
tions

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5504) that would allow for additional source
selection techniques in certain solicitations.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Enhanced communication between government
and industry

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5506) that would enhance communication be-
tween government and industry.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Clarification of current law with respect to tech-
nology neutrality in acquisition of software

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5507) that would clarify current law with re-
spect to technology neutrality in acquisition
of software.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

No additional funds authorized

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5508) that would limit the availability of
funds to implement and provisions in title L
of this Act to funds otherwise authorized or
appropriated.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Short title

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3743A) contained a provision that would pro-
vide a short title.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT

SUBTITLE A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
MANAGEMENT

Reorganization of the Office of the Secretary of
Defense and related matters (sec. 901)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
908) that would incorporate a proposal from
the Department of Defense to make several
amendments to title 10, United States Code,
relating to the organization and manage-
ment of the Office of the Secretary of De-
fense.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 901) that
would combine the Deputy Chief Manage-
ment Officer position and the Chief Informa-
tion Officer position into the Chief Manage-
ment Officer position, redesignate the Dep-
uty Secretary of Defense as the Chief Oper-
ating Officer, eliminate the Deputy Under
Secretary of Defense title except for Prin-
cipal Deputy Under Secretaries of Defense
established by law, and redesignate the As-
sistant Secretary of Defense for Operational
Energy Plans and Programs as the Assistant
Secretary of Defense for Installations, En-
ergy, and Environment.
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Additionally, this proposal seeks to make
changes to Chapter 4 of title 10, United
States Code, in order to streamline the es-
tablishment provisions for certain officials
and ensure that policymaking requirements
are provided for separately from establish-
ment provisions and to make other clerical
and conforming changes.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would combine
the Deputy Chief Management Officer and
the Chief Information Officer position into a
new Under Secretary of Defense position
placed in the order of precedence before the
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition,
Technology and Logistics.

This change would not take place until the
next administration, however, to allow for
leadership continuity in the Department of
Defense through the current administra-
tion’s term in office.

The provision also combines the oper-
ational energy and installations and environ-
ment functions under one Assistant Sec-
retary of Defense, and we direct the com-
bined organization to equally prioritize both
functions. Additionally, the provision added
a new report requirement to accompany the
budget certification, or if the budget is not
certified, there are separate reporting de-
tails. Such report shall include an appendix
prepared by the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff as well as a separate appendix pre-
pared by the Under Secretary of Defense for
Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics. We
expect that the Under Secretary of Defense
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics
will address operational energy as an ele-
ment of the acquisition posture statement,
when presented to Congress.

Section 902 of Public Law 110-417 created
the Operational Energy position in the Office
of the Secretary of Defense, which became
the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Oper-
ational Energy, Plans, and Programs with
the intent to inform senior-level decision-
makers of the strategic implications of oper-
ational energy requirements on the battle-
field.

We recognize and commend the Assistant
Secretary for the progress and improvements
made since enactment of section 902, includ-
ing streamlining operational energy require-
ments, establishing policies, and extending
combat capability and operational reach by
changing the culture and improving acquisi-
tion and sustainment processes.

We believe that consideration of oper-
ational energy demands and planning for en-
ergy consumption on the battlefield are of
tactical and strategic significance.

Therefore, we direct the Secretary of De-
fense to ensure that the full intent of section
902 of Public Law 110-417 is carried forward
in any reorganization of personnel or respon-
sibilities related to operational energy, plans
and programs.

Assistant Secretary of Defense for Manpower
and Reserve Affairs (sec. 902)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 902) that would
amend section 138 of title 10, United States
Code, to redesignate the position of Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense for Reserve Affairs
as the Assistant Secretary of Defense for
Manpower and Reserve Affairs, whose prin-
cipal duty would be the overall supervision
of manpower and reserve affairs of the De-
partment of Defense.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.
Requirement for assessment of options to modify

the number of combatant commands (sec.
903)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
906) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to develop a non-binding plan to reduce
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the number of geographic combatant com-
mands to no more than four by the end of fis-
cal year 2020 and submit a report to Congress
within 180 days of enactment of this Act on
the plan, the feasibility and risks of the
plan, and any recommendations to imple-
ment the plan the Secretary considers appro-
priate.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Office of Net Assessment (sec. 904)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
907) that would establish an Office of Net As-
sessment in the Office of the Secretary of
Defense.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment on the es-
tablishment of such an office.

We note that the current Office of Net As-
sessment has provided the Secretary of De-
fense with the primary support needed to
meet the requirements of section 113(i) of
title 10, United States Code, directing the
Secretary to conduct a net assessment and
submit an annual report to Congress. Sup-
port for the Secretary’s statutory responsi-
bility for a net assessment remains the pri-
mary purpose of such an office.

Periodic review of Department of Defense man-
agement headquarters (sec. 905)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
909) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to develop a plan and submit a report
to the congressional defense committees
within 120 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act to implement a periodic re-
view and analysis of the Department of De-
fense personnel requirements for manage-
ment headquarters and submit the required
plan to the congressional defense committee.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

SUBTITLE B—OTHER MATTERS
Modifications of biennial strategic workforce
plan relating to senior management, func-
tional, and technical workforces of the De-
partment of Defense (sec. 911)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
911) that would amend section 115b of title
10, United States Code, to require the Sec-
retary of Defense to prepare a biennial stra-
tegic workforce plan that addresses the shap-
ing and improvement of the senior manage-
ment workforce of the Department of De-
fense and includes an assessment of the sen-
ior functional and technical workforce of the
Department within the appropriate func-
tional community. The provision would also
add a requirement that the strategic work-
force plan include an assessment of the
workforce of the Department comprising
highly qualified experts.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1102).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Repeal of extension of Comptroller General re-
port on inventory (sec. 912)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
912) that would repeal an extension of a
Comptroller General of the United States re-
port on contract inventory.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 809).

The agreement includes the provision.
Extension of authority to waive reimbursement

of costs of activities for mongovernmental
personnel at Department of Defense re-
gional centers for security studies (sec. 913)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

921) that would amend section 941(b)(1) of the
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Duncan Hunter National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2009 (10 U.S.C. 184)
by extending for 5 years the authority of the
Secretary of Defense to waive the reimburse-
ment of costs for certain nongovernmental
personnel at the Department of Defense Re-
gional Centers for Security Studies.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1046).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Pilot program to establish Government lodging
program (sec. 914)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
922) that would amend section 5911 of title 5,
United States Code, to authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to establish a government
lodging program and to require its use by
servicemembers and Department of Defense
(DOD) civilians performing official travel.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1083) that
would also require the Secretary to report to
appropriate congressional committees with-
in 18 months on the DOD’s implementation
of this program and savings achieved.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would estab-
lish a pilot program authorizing the Sec-
retary of Defense to institute a government
lodging program to provide government or
commercial lodging for DOD employees or
members of the uniformed services under the
Secretary’s jurisdiction performing duty on
official travel. The provision would author-
ize the Secretary to require such travelers to
occupy adequate quarters on a rental basis
when available. The provision would also re-
quire an initial report within 6 months of en-
actment of this Act outlining facets of the
pilot program established by the Secretary,
as well as annual reports to be submitted
with annual budget requests, with a final re-
port to be submitted with the budget request
for fiscal year 2019. The authority to conduct
a pilot program under this provision would
expire on December 31, 2019.

Single standard mileage reimbursement rate for
privately owned automobiles of Government
employees and members of the uniformed
services (sec. 915)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
923) that would establish as the mileage re-
imbursement rate for federal employees and
members of the uniformed services using pri-
vately owned automobiles for government
travel the single standard mileage reim-
bursement rate established by the Internal
Revenue Service for use by taxpayers in
computing the deductible costs of operating
their automobiles for business purposes.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Modifications to requirements for accounting for
members of the Armed Forces and Depart-
ment of Defense civilian employees listed as
missing (sec. 916)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
925) that would amend chapter 76 of title 10,
United States Code, to establish a defense
agency within the Department of Defense,
headed by a director, to have responsibility
over the Prisoner of War/Missing in Action
accounting community. The provision would
create a new section 1501a of title 10, United
States Code, to authorize the Secretary of
Defense to enter into public-private partner-
ships for the purposes of facilitating the ac-
counting of missing persons. The provision
would require the Secretary to assign or de-
tail to the defense agency a full-time senior
medical examiner to provide medical over-
sight of the identification process, establish
identification and laboratory policy, and ad-
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vise the director on forensic scientific dis-
ciplines. Finally, the provision would require
the Secretary to establish and maintain a
single centralized database and case manage-
ment system containing information on all
missing persons for whom a file has been es-
tablished.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 911).

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3706) contained a provision that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to submit a
report to the Committees on Armed Services
of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives on policies and proposals for providing
access to information and documents to the
next of kin of missing service personnel.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion and the proposed amendment number
3706.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED

Redesignation of the Department of the Navy as
the Department of the Navy and Mavrine
Corps

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
901) that would redesignate the Department
of the Navy as the Department of the Navy
and Marine Corps, and redesignate the posi-
tion of the Secretary of the Navy as the Sec-
retary of the Navy and the Marine Corps.
The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.
The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Additional responsibility for Director of Oper-
ational Test and Evaluation

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
902) which would require the Director of
Operational Test and Evaluation to consider
potential increases in program cost esti-
mates and delays in schedule estimates when
implementing the policies, procedures, and
activities related to operational test and
evaluation. In addition, the provision re-
quires the Director to take appropriate ac-
tion to ensure operational test and evalua-
tion activities do not unnecessarily impede
program schedules or increase program
costs.

The report accompanying the House bill
also directed the Comptroller General of the
United States to conduct a review of the
operational test and evaluation processes
and activities of the Department of Defense
and to report the results of that review to
the congressional defense committees not
later than March 15, 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 845) requiring the
Comptroller General to submit a report to
the congressional defense committees on dis-
putes between the Office of the Director,
Operational Test and Evaluation and the ac-
quisition community over testing require-
ments for major weapon systems.

The agreement does not include these pro-
visions.

We believe that in order to control the cost
of defense acquisitions, each element of the
acquisition system is responsible for consid-
ering the potential increases in acquisition
program cost estimates or delays in schedule
estimates when implementing that element’s
policies, procedures, and activities. This in-
cludes the budget, requirements, acquisition,
and operational test communities. Each of
these organizations should take appropriate
action to balance its responsibilities with
the need to avoid unnecessarily increasing
program costs or impeding program sched-
ules.

Accordingly, the Comptroller General is
directed to inform the congressional defense
committees, not later than March 15, 2015, on
the results of its review of cases in which the
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program office believes that the Director has

required testing above the agreed to plan.

Requirement for congressional briefing before di-
vesting of Defense Finance and Accounting
Service functions

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
904) that would prohibit the transfer of fi-
nancial management functions out of the De-
fense Finance and Accounting Service
(DFAS) until the Secretary of Defense pro-
vides a briefing to the congressional defense
committees on a transfer plan and certifies
the transfer would reduce costs, increase ef-
ficiencies, maintain the timeline for
auditability of financial statements, and
maintain the roles and missions of DFAS.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

As noted in Senate report accompanying S.
2410 (S. Rept. 113-176), the Assistant Sec-
retary of the Army for Financial Manage-
ment and Comptroller, as directed by the
Secretary of the Army, conducted a doctrine,
organization, training, material, leadership,
personnel, and facilities review of all Depart-
ment of the Army financial management
processes, policies, organization, and work-
force composition.

Known as the Army Financial Manage-
ment Optimization (AFMO) initiative, the
AFMO Task Force made numerous rec-
ommendations, including a plan to ‘‘consoli-
date selected financial management activi-
ties”” into ‘“‘Command-Aligned Hubs’’ (CAH).

A pilot program to test this CAH approach
began October 1, 2014. While we applaud the
Army’s efforts, as the Army works to reduce
costs and achieve auditable financial state-
ments, it is important that the evaluation of
any financial management-focused program
whose aim is optimization, consolidation, or
streamlining, initiated by the military de-
partments, services, or defense agencies, be
analyzed not just from a service perspective
but also from a DOD-wide perspective.

We therefore endorse the Senate commit-
tee’s direction to the Deputy Chief Manage-
ment Officer (DCMO) of the Department of
Defense to conduct a review of the CAH pilot
program for any DOD-wide impacts and di-
rect that the DCMO’s review be expanded to
any similar financial management-focused
initiatives by other military departments,
services, or defense agencies in fiscal year
2015 for similar impacts. The DCMO shall re-
port findings of the review to the congres-
sional defense committees within 120 days of
completion of any pilot program.

Furthermore, the centralized financial
management provided by the Defense Fi-
nance and Accounting Service (DFAS) is im-
portant to the auditability, cost effective-
ness, and efficiency of each military depart-
ment, service, and the defense agencies.

We therefore direct the Under Secretary of
Defense (Comptroller) to conduct a review of
any proposal initiated in this fiscal year, or
resulting from a pilot program initiated in
this fiscal year, to permanently transfer
functions from DFAS to another DOD entity
and to assess, at a minimum, the impacts on
cost, auditability, DFAS capabilities, and
the ability of DFAS to maintain DOD-wide
services. The Comptroller shall report find-
ings to the congressional defense committees
prior to any proposed transfer.

Combatant command efficiency plan

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
905) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to develop a plan to combine the back
office functions of two or more combatant
commands and to submit a report on the
plan to the congressional defense commit-
tees within 120 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act. This section would de-
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fine the term ‘‘back office function’ as those
including, but not limited to, the adminis-
trative and support functions of a head-
quarters of a combatant command. This sec-
tion would also limit fiscal year 2015 funds
for the headquarters of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff until the Secretary of Defense, in co-
ordination with the Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, provides the briefing on com-
batant command headquarters personnel and
resource requirements that was directed in
the committee report (H. Rept. 113-102) ac-
companying the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2014.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the underlying House provi-
sion was incorporated into another section of
this Act.

Report related to nuclear forces,
nonproliferation, and terrorism

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
910) that would require that not later than 90
days after the date of enactment the Sec-
retary provide a report to the congressional
defense committees discussing how the De-
partment of Defense (DOD) will manage its
mission with respect to issues related to nu-
clear forces, deterrence, nonproliferation,
and terrorism.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that this provision was included in
the House bill out of concern that the reor-
ganization of the Undersecretary of Defense
for Policy which abolished the Assistant Sec-
retary of Defense for Global Strategic Af-
fairs, would result in less senior-level atten-
tion to nuclear forces, deterrence, non-
proliferation, and terrorism. In this most re-
cent reorganization, these subject areas are
now transferred to the Assistant Secretaries
of Defense for Strategy, Plans and Capabili-
ties and Homeland Defense.

Section 1305 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act of 2008 (P.L. 110-417) noted
similar concern regarding a lack of focus on
strategic and nuclear weapons policy shortly
after the 2007 unauthorized transfer of nu-
clear weapons from Minot Air Force Base,
and recommended that the Secretary of De-
fense should consider establishing a position,
at the level of Assistant Secretary of Defense
or Deputy Under Secretary of Defense, with-
in the Office of the Under Secretary of De-
fense for Policy to hold primary responsi-
bility for the strategic and nuclear weapons
policy of DOD.

We understand that this recent reorganiza-
tion was part of a larger effort to obtain effi-
ciencies across the DOD but we remain con-
cerned that appropriate focus should be kept
on the topics of nuclear forces, deterrence,
nonproliferation, and terrorism to avoid a
repeat of past mistakes, such as at Minot Air
Force Base in 2007.

We request a report no later than 90 days
after the date of enactment to the congres-
sional defense committees on how the Sec-
retary of Defense, through the Undersecre-
tary of Defense for Policy, shall manage an
appropriate focus on the missions associated
with nuclear forces, deterrence, non-
proliferation, and terrorism.

Assignment of certain new requirements based
on determinations of cost-efficiency

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
913) that would require that when assigning
a new Department of Defense work require-
ment to military or civilian personnel, or to
a contractor, the assignment shall be made
based on a determination of which workforce
can perform the work in the most cost-effi-
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cient manner except in cases where the new
requirement is inherently governmental,
closely associated with inherently govern-
mental functions, critical, or required by law
to be performed by military personnel or ci-
vilian personnel.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Prohibition on conversion of functions per-
formed by civilian or contractor personnel to
performance by military personnel

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
914) that would clarify when military per-
sonnel can be used to perform functions that
are currently being performed by civilian or
contractor personnel and would codify rel-
evant Department of Defense instructions
and policies.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Notification of compliance with section relating
to procurement of services

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
915) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to ensure compliance with existing law
regarding appropriate manpower perform-
ance and provide written notification of
compliance to the congressional defense
committees. This section would also require
the Comptroller General of the United States
to conduct a review of such a notification
and report to the congressional defense com-
mittees within 120 days after the date of the
provision of such a notification.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Public release by Inspectors General of reports
of misconduct

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
924) that would amend sections 141, 3020, 5020,
and 8020 of title 10, United States Code, to re-
quire Department of Defense and military
department Inspectors General to publicly
release reports of administrative investiga-
tion that confirm misconduct of any member
of the Senior Executive Service, political ap-
pointee, or commissioned officer in the
Armed Forces in pay grades O-6 or above.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
SUBTITLE A—FINANCIAL MATTERS
General transfer authority (sec. 1001)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1001) that would provide the Department of
Defense (DOD) with $4.0 billion of general
transfer authority in fiscal year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1001) that
would provide DOD with $5.0 billion of gen-
eral transfer authority in fiscal year 2015.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment to provide DOD
with $4.5 billion in general transfer author-
ity in fiscal year 2015.

Authority to transfer funds to the National Nu-
clear Security Administration to sustain nu-
clear weapons modernization and naval re-
actors (sec. 1002)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1003) that would provide the Secretary of De-
fense the authority to transfer up to $150.0
million to the nuclear weapons and naval re-
actor programs of the National Nuclear Se-
curity Administration (NNSA) if the amount
authorized to be appropriated or otherwise
made available for the weapons activities of
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the NNSA is less than $8.7 billion (the

amount specified for fiscal year 2015 in the

report required by section 1251 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal

Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84)).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Reporting of balances carried forward by the
Department of Defense at the end of each
fiscal year (sec. 1003)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3835) contained a provision that would re-
quire the Department of Defense (DOD) to
submit to Congress, and publish on DOD’s
website, an annual report on balances car-
ried forward by DOD at the end of each fiscal
year.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

SUBTITLE B—COUNTER-DRUG ACTIVITIES

Extension of authority to support unified
counterdrug and counterterrorism campaign
in Colombia (sec. 1011)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1011) that would extend, by 1 year, support to
the wunified counterdrug and counterter-
rorism campaign in the Republic of Colom-
bia originally authorized by section 1021 of
the Ronald W. Reagan National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (Public
Law 108-375), and most recently amended by
section 1011 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law
113-66).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1011).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would extend
the underlying authority and associated no-
tification requirement for 2 fiscal years.
Extension and modification of authority of De-

partment of Defense to provide support for
counterdrug activities of other governmental
agencies (sec. 1012)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1012) that would extend, by 3 years, the au-
thority of the Department of Defense (DOD)
to provide additional support for counter-
drug activities of other governmental agen-
cies originally authorized by section 1004 of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law 101-510), and
most recently amended by section 1005 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2012 (Public Law 112-81).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1014) that
would amend section 1004 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991
(Public Law 101-510), as most recently
amended by section 1005 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012
(Public Law 112-81), to authorize DOD to pro-
vide additional support for activities of
other governmental agencies to counter
transnational organized crime (TOC) in addi-
tion to its counterdrug activities. The provi-
sion would also extend the underlying au-
thority through the end of fiscal year 2020
and reduce the dollar threshold for a notifi-
cation on facilities projects to the congres-
sional defense committees.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would modify
the length of the extension of the underlying
authority to 3 fiscal years, provide a defini-
tion of transnational organized crime, and
other conforming modifications.

Availability of funds for additional support for
counterdrug activities of certain foreign
governments (sec. 1013)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1013) that would
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amend section 1033 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1998 (Pub-
lic Law 105-85), as most recently amended by
section 1013 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law
113-66). Specifically, the provision would ex-
tend the Department of Defense’s (DOD) au-
thority to provide additional support for
counter-drug activities of certain foreign
governments through fiscal year 2020, as well
as increase the cap on the limitation on obli-
gations from $100.0 million to $125.0 million
per fiscal year.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would strike
the proposed extension of the underlying au-
thority.

Extension and modification of authority for
joint task forces supporting law enforcement
agencies conducting activities to counter
transnational organized crime to support
law enforcement agencies conducting
counter-terrorism activities (sec. 1014)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1012) that would
amend section 1022 of the National Defense
Authorization Act of Fiscal Year 2004 (Public
Law 108-136), as most recently amended by
section 1012 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act of Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law
113-66), to: (1) Extend the underlying author-
ity through fiscal year 2020; (2) Expand the
scope of the Department of Defense (DOD)
authority to provide support to U.S. law en-
forcement agencies for counterterrorism
purposes when a nexus exists between drug
trafficking or transnational organized crime
(TOC) and a foreign terrorist organization;
(3) Make a series of technical modifications;
and (4) Expand the authority of DOD to sup-
port counter illicit trafficking activities in
certain circumstances.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment to include
the extension of the underlying authority;
expansion of the scope of the authority to
provide support to U.S. law enforcement
agencies for counterterrorism and TOC when
a drug trafficking nexus exists; and a series
of technical changes.

Sense of Congress regarding security in the
Western Hemisphere (sec. 1015)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1015) that would express the sense of Con-
gress that the Department of Defense should
continue to support programs that combat
illicit networking in the United Mexican
States and Central America.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a technical and clarifying amend-
ment.

SUBTITLE C—NAVAL VESSELS AND SHIPYARDS

Definition of combatant and support vessel for
purposes of the annual plan and certifi-
cation relating to budgeting for construction
of naval vessels (sec. 1021)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1021) that would define the term ‘‘combatant
and support vessel’” that is used to prepare
the Department of the Navy’s 30-year ship-
building plan.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.
National Sea-Based Deterrence Fund (sec. 1022)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1022) that would create a National Sea-Based
Deterrence Fund to manage the obligation
and expenditures for the advanced procure-
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ment or construction of nuclear-powered
strategic ballistic missile submarines. The
provision would also authorize the Secretary
of Defense to transfer up to $3.5 billion to the
Fund from unobligated balances from fiscal
years 2014, 2015, and 2016.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1002) that
would create a fund to manage the construc-
tion (including design of vessels), purchase,
alteration, and conversion of strategic mis-
sile submarines.

The agreement includes a provision that
would create a National Sea-Based Deter-
rence Fund to manage the construction (in-
cluding design of vessels), purchase, alter-
ation, and conversion of strategic missile
submarines. The provision would also au-
thorize the transfer of unobligated balances
as proposed in the House bill.

Limitation on use of funds for inactivation of
U.S.S. George Washington (sec. 1023)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1024) that would prohibit spending more than
50 percent of the funds authorized and appro-
priated for the Office of the Secretary of De-
fense until the Secretary of Defense obli-
gates funds for commencing, planning, and
buying long lead time materials for the re-
fueling and complex overhaul of the USS
George Washington (CVN-73).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1021) that
would prohibit spending any funds for inac-
tivation of the USS George Washington un-
less such tasks are identical to tasks that
would be necessary to conduct a refueling
and complex overhaul of the vessel.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

We note that the administration did not
include a budget request to support the nu-
clear refueling and complex overhaul of the
USS George Washington (CVN-73) in fiscal
year 2015. In a report to Congress titled ‘‘Es-
timated Impacts of Sequestration-Level
Funding” dated April 2014, the Department
of Defense indicated that ‘‘if Congress acts
to support outyear funding at the PB15 level,
the additional $6.3B necessary to retain CVN
73 would be reflected in next year’s budget.”’

Consistent with section 5062 of title 10,
United States Code, and multiple testi-
monies from the combatant commanders, we
believe that Congress has been unambiguous
about the support of 11 operational aircraft
carriers and have provided sufficient author-
ization of appropriations in this Act to main-
tain this carrier force structure. We fully an-
ticipate that the administration will support
a budget request for fiscal year 2016 that is
consistent with title 10, United States Code.
Sense of Congress recognizing the anniversary

of the sinking of U.S.S. Thresher (sec. 1024)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1025) that would express the sense of Con-
gress in recognition of the anniversary of the
sinking of the USS Thresher.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.
Pilot program for sustainment of Littoral Com-

bat Ships on extended deployments (sec.
1025)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1023) that would pro-
vide additional flexibility for the Secretary
of the Navy to maintain Littoral Combat
Ships (LCS) by allowing government per-
sonnel or U.S. contractor personnel to con-
duct corrective and preventive maintenance
on an LCS vessel regardless of the ship’s lo-
cation.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would allow
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the Secretary of the Navy to establish a
pilot program for conducting corrective and
preventive maintenance or repair on LCS
vessels operating on extended deployment,
performed by United States Government per-
sonnel or United States contractor per-
sonnel. The Secretary would also be required
to prepare a report 120 days after completion
of this LCS sustainment pilot program and
submit that report to the congressional de-
fense committees.

Availabdility of funds for retirement or inactiva-
tion of Ticonderoga class cruisers or dock
landing ships (sec. 1026)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1026) that would limit the obligation and ex-
penditure of funds authorized to be appro-
priated or otherwise made available for fis-
cal year 2015 for the retirement, inactiva-
tion, or storage of Ticonderoga-class cruisers
and Whidbey Island-class amphibious ships.
This section would also require the mod-
ernization of two Ticonderoga-class cruisers
to begin in fiscal year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1022) that
would establish rules under which the Navy
could use resources in the Ship, Moderniza-
tion, Operations, and Sustainment Fund
(SMOSF) to implement a plan to: (1) Retain
11 Ticonderoga-class cruisers and nine
Whidbey Island-class and Harpers Ferry-
class dock landing ships in active service; (2)
Temporarily inactivate 11 Ticonderoga-class
cruisers and three Whidbey Island-class dock
landing ships; (3) Modernize the inactivated
ships during the period of their inactivation;
and (4) Reactivate those ships to replace
cruisers and dock landing ships retiring at
the end of their expected service lives.

The agreement contains the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would direct
Navy to induct two cruisers for moderniza-
tion with fiscal year 2015 funds. The provi-
sion would also establish rules under which
the Navy could use resources in the SMOSF
account to modernize and retain the cruisers
and dock landing ships.

We are specifically not prohibiting the
Navy from assigning crews to other duties
ashore during the duration of the moderniza-
tion. The Navy has previously modernized a
number of ship classes that resulted in sig-
nificant time out of service for individual
vessels. In those instances, the Navy made
substantial but temporary reductions in the
crew size. We believe that the temporary re-
ductions should be commensurate with the
period of the availability. We direct the Sec-
retary of the Navy to ensure that the Navy
does adequate planning and preparation to
ensure that the crews for cruisers and dock
landing ships emerging from a SMOSF-fund-
ed modernization period are ready when the
ship is delivered from modernization activi-
ties and returned to the fleet. We also expect
the Secretary to ensure that these ships are
maintained in the inventory until the end
their expected service lives, excluding time
spent in a phased modernization status.

SUBTITLE D—COUNTERTERRORISM

Ezxtension of authority to make rewards for com-
bating terrorism (sec. 1031)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1031) that would extend the authority
through fiscal year 2015 for the Secretary of
Defense to offer and make rewards to a per-
son providing information or nonlethal as-
sistance to U.S. Government personnel or
government personnel of allied forces par-
ticipating in a combined operation with U.S.
Armed Forces conducted outside the United
States against international terrorism or
providing such information or assistance
that is beneficial to force protection associ-
ated with such an operation.
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The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Prohibition on use of funds to construct or mod-
ify facilities in the United States to house
detainees transferred from United States
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba (sec.
1032)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1032) that would prohibit the use of funds
available to the Department of Defense
(DOD) through December 31, 2015, to modify
or construct any facility in the United
States, its territories, or possessions to
house detainees transferred from the U.S.
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, for
purposes of detaining or imprisoning such
detainees under DOD custody or control un-
less authorized by Congress.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment to extend an iden-
tical prohibition contained in section 1033 of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66) by 1 year
through December 31, 2015.

Prohibition on the use of funds for the transfer
or release of individuals detained at United
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay,
Cuba (sec. 1033)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1033) that would prohibit the use of funds
available to the Department of Defense to
transfer or release any detainee at U.S.
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, to or
within the United States, its territories, or
possessions through December 31, 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment to extend an iden-
tical prohibition contained in section 1034 of
the National Defense Authorization Act or
Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66), by 1
year through December 31, 2015.

SUBTITLE E—MISCELLANEOUS AUTHORITIES AND

LIMITATIONS

Modification of Department of Defense author-
ity for humanitarian demining assistance
and stockpiled conventional munitions as-
sistance programs (sec. 1041)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1041) that would modify the reporting re-
quirements and definitions contained in sec-
tion 407 of title 10, United States Code, re-
garding humanitarian demining assistance
and stockpiled conventional munitions as-
sistance.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1201) that
would modify the definitions contained in
section 407 of title 10, United States Code, re-
garding humanitarian demining assistance
and stockpiled conventional munitions as-
sistance.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Airlift service (sec. 1042)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
822) that would amend chapter 157 of title 10,
United States Code, by inserting a new sec-
tion that would require transportation of
passengers or property by Civil Reserve Air
Fleet (CRAF)-eligible aircraft obtained by
the Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of
a military department through a contract
for airlift service to be provided only by a
covered air carrier.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would conform
the provision to language on the same mat-
ter contained in title 49, United States Code.
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As operations in the U.S. Central Com-
mand area of responsibility draw down, there
will be reduced demand for airlift.

The CRAF program was created to ensure
the nation can address airlift requirements
despite fluctuations in requirements over
time. During this transition back to pre-1990
levels of demand for airlift services, we be-
lieve it is imperative to maintain both or-
ganic and commercial capacities to meet
operational demands and unknown future re-
quirements.

Therefore, we direct the Department of De-
fense (DOD) to work closely with CRAF pro-
gram partners to ensure that DOD estab-
lishes ‘‘appropriate levels for peacetime
cargo airlift augmentation in order to pro-
mote the effectiveness of the Civil Reserve
Air Fleet and provide training within the
military aircraft system,”” as directed in the
National Airlift Policy.

Authority to accept certain voluntary legal sup-
port services (sec. 1043)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1042) that would amend section 1588 of title
10, United States Code, to authorize service
secretaries to accept voluntary legal support
services provided by law students or persons
studying to be a paralegal, when such serv-
ices are provided under the direct super-
vision of an attorney through internship and
externship programs approved by the sec-
retary concerned.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1043) that
would authorize service secretaries to accept
voluntary legal support services provided by
law students through internship and
externship programs approved by the sec-
retary concerned.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Expansion of authority for Secretary of Defense
to use the Department of Defense reimburse-
ment rates for transportation services pro-
vided to certain non-Department of Defense
entities (sec. 1044)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1043) that would amend section 2642 of title
10, United States Code, to extend the author-
ity to provide transportation services beyond
other Federal agencies to include: (1) State,
local, and tribal agencies (including any or-
ganizations composed of State, local, and
tribal agencies); and (2) Defense contractors,
when those contractors are transporting sup-
plies for, or destined for, a Department of
Defense entity.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1084).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Repeal of authority relating to use of military
installations by Civil Reserve Air Fleet con-
tractors (sec. 1045)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1044) that would repeal section 9513 of title
10, United States Code, relating to the use of
military installations by commercial air car-
riers doing business with the Department of
Defense.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 351).

The agreement includes this provision.
Inclusion of Chief of the National Guard Bu-

reau among leadership of the Department of
Defense provided physical protection and
personal security (sec. 1046)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1044) that would
amend section 1074 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (Pub-
lic Law 110-181) to include the Chief of the
National Guard Bureau as one of the speci-
fied persons in the Department of Defense
who, by nature of their positions, requires
continuous security and protection.
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The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.
The agreement includes this provision.

Inclusion of regional organizations in authority
for assignment of civilian employees of the
Department of Defense as advisors to for-
eign ministries of defense (sec. 1047)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1045) that would
amend section 1081 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011 (Pub-
lic Law 111-84), as most recently amended by
section 1094 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law
113-66), to expand the authority of the Sec-
retary of Defense to provide Department of
Defense (DOD) advisors to regional organiza-
tions.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We are concerned about the implementa-
tion of the Ministry of Defense Advisors
(MODA) program, specifically the process
through which nations and activities are
proposed and prioritized and how civilian
personnel are selected. We also encourage
the Secretary to keep the congressional de-
fense committees informed of the MODA pro-
gram as it is further institutionalized as one
of DOD’s Defense Institution Building activi-
ties.

Report and limitation on availability of funds
for aviation foreign internal defense pro-
gram (sec. 1048)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1045) that would prohibit U.S. Special Oper-
ations Command from obligating any funds
available for fiscal year 2015 for the Aviation
Foreign Internal Defense Program until the
Secretary of Defense provides a certification
to the congressional defense committees
that validates program requirements.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would fence 50
percent of the funds made available for Pro-
curement, defense-wide, to support the fixed-
wing aviation foreign internal defense pro-
gram until the Secretary provides the con-
gressional defense committees with the re-
quired report and certification.

Modifications to OH-58D Kiowa Warrior air-
craft (sec. 1049)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1051) that would authorize the Secretary of
the Army to obligate funds for the modifica-
tion of OH-58D Kiowa Warrior helicopters.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision with
a clarifying amendment.

SUBTITLE F—STUDIES AND REPORTS

Protection of top-tier defense-critical infrastruc-
ture from electromagnetic pulse (sec. 1051)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1061) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit a certification by June 2015
that all defense mission-critical infrastruc-
ture of the Department of Defense that re-
quires protection from the adverse effects of
man-made or naturally occurring electro-
magnetic pulse (EMP) that receives power
from non-military power sources, is pro-
tected from such effects.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes a provision that
would require the Secretary of Defense to re-
port by June 2015 whether such top-tier de-
fense-critical infrastructure that requires
EMP protection is protected from EMP. The
provision would also require that, if any
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such infrastructure is not protected against

EMP, the report shall describe what actions

would be required to achieve such protec-

tion.

Response of the Department of Defense to com-
promises of classified information (sec. 1052)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1062) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit a report to the congressional
defense committees within 60 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act on actions
taken by the Secretary regarding significant
compromises of classified information. The
report would include a description of any
changes to Department of Defense (DOD)
policies or guidance relating to significant
compromises of classified information, an
overview of mitigation efforts, a description
of the resources dedicated to efforts relating
to such compromises, a description of the
Secretary’s plan to continue evaluating and
mitigating any damages, and a general de-
scription and estimate of the cost associated
with mitigating such compromises. This sec-
tion would also require updates to the initial
report on a semiannual basis during calendar
years 2015-18.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision, but the classi-
fied annex to the Senate report accom-
panying S. 2410 (S. Rept. 113-176) of the Carl
Levin National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2015 also included direction
for DOD on this issue.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would sunset
the reporting requirement after 2016 and re-
quire quarterly updates rather than semi-an-
nual reporting. However, we understand that
the Information Review Task Force, within
the Defense Intelligence Agency, and the
Mitigation Oversight Task Force, within the
Joint Staff, are already producing quarterly
reports regarding the disclosure and mitiga-
tion measures. Providing the Mitigation
Oversight Task Force and Information Re-
view Task Force reports to the appropriate
congressional committees, will be considered
sufficient to answer the requirements of this
provision, assuming that all the elements of
the provision are addressed.

Study on joint analytic capability of the De-
partment of Defense (sec. 1053)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1064) that would direct the Secretary of De-
fense to undertake an independent assess-
ment of the joint analytic capabilities of the
Department of Defense to support strategy,
plans, and force development and their links
to resource decisions.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Business case analysis of the creation of an ac-
tive duty association for the 168th Air Re-
fueling Wing (sec. 1054)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1065) that would require the Secretary of the
Air Force to conduct a business case analysis
of the creation of an active association with
the 168th Air Refueling Wing.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.
Reports on recommendations of the National

Commission on the Structure of the Air
Force (sec. 1055)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1061) that would re-
quire the Secretary of the Air Force to sub-
mit annual reports for each fiscal year from
2016 through 2019 on how the Air Force is im-
plementing the recommendations of the Na-
tional Commission on the Structure of the
Air Force.
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The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.
Report on protection of military installations

(sec. 1056)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1042) that would
allow the Secretary of Defense to designate
personnel to engage in activities to protect
the buildings, grounds, persons, and property
that are under the jurisdiction, custody or
control of the Department of Defense (DOD).
The provision would also allow the Secretary
of Defense to prescribe regulations, includ-
ing traffic regulations, for the same purpose.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes a provision that
would require the Secretary of Defense to
submit to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and House of Representa-
tives, and to the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives Committees on Judiciary, and
the Senate Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Government Affairs, and the House
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernment Affairs a report, coordinated with
the Attorney General of the United States
and the Secretary of Homeland Security,
that identifies the issues, shortfalls and gaps
in authorities for the protection of military
installations by the three agencies con-
cerned, and the risks associated with those
issues, shortfalls, and gaps. The report would
also provide a description of specific exam-
ples of incidents that illustrate those con-
cerns. The agreement also seeks a rec-
ommendation for legislation that fulfills
DOD’s requirements and addresses the con-
cerns of the three agencies.

We encourage the Secretary of Defense, the
Attorney General, and the Secretary of
Homeland Security to work collaboratively
in drafting the report and to make it a pri-
ority to ensure the security of U.S. military
installations.

Comptroller General briefing and report on
Army and Army National Guard force struc-
ture changes (sec. 1057)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1050) that would prohibit, during fiscal year
2015, reductions of Active Duty Army and
Army National Guard end strength and
transferring AH-64 attack helicopters from
the National Guard to the Active Duty
Army. The provision would also require the
Comptroller General of the United States to
submit a report on its review of Department
of Defense and Department of the Army
analysis and plans for force structure and
mix changes.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision with
an amendment that would clarify the ele-
ments of the required Comptroller General
assessment. The agreement would also strike
the limitations on end strength reductions
and the transfer of National Guard heli-
copters because these limitations are ad-
dressed elsewhere in this Act.

Improving analytic support to systems acquisi-
tion and allocation of acquisition, intel-
ligence, surveillance and reconnaissance as-
sets (sec. 1058)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1063) that would re-
quire the Vice Chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff (VCJCS), in consultation with the
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition,
Technology, and Logistics (USD (AT&L)),
and the Director of Cost Assessment and
Program Evaluation (CAPE), to conduct an
assessment of the operations research tools,
processes, and capabilities used to support
the analysis of requirements for new systems
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acquisitions and the analysis, validation,
and prioritization of requirements for the al-
location of existing intelligence, surveil-
lance, and reconnaissance (ISR) assets to the
combatant commands. The provision would
require the VCJCS, the USD (AT&L), and the

Director of CAPE to brief Congress on the re-

sults of this assessment within 180 days of

enactment of the Act.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to review and issue
or revise guidance to components of the De-
partment of Defense (DOD) to improve the
application of operations research and sys-
tems analysis to: (1) the requirements proc-
ess for acquisition of major defense acquisi-
tion programs and major automated infor-
mation systems; and (2) the allocation of ISR
systems to the combatant commands. The
provision would also require the Secretary to
brief Congress on issued or revised guidance
not later than 180 days after enactment of
this Act.

The Secretary’s review should include (but
not be limited to) the following elements:

(1) The quality and degree of standardiza-
tion of the data and supporting analysis sub-
mitted by the combatant commands for the
allocation of ISR assets;

(2) The extent to which DOD uses oper-
ations research and systems analysis (ORSA)
to support deliberations by the Joint Re-
quirements Oversight Council in vetting re-
quirements from the military services and
the combatant commands for new acquisi-
tion programs and ISR allocations in the
Global Force Management Allocation Plan
(GFMAP);

(3) The ORSA resources available to the
Force Structure, Resources, and Assessment
Directorate of the Joint Staff, the Director
of Cost Assessment and Program Evaluation,
and the Joint Functional Component Com-
mand for ISR to support requirements anal-
ysis;

(4) The extent to which ORSA methods are
applied to analyzing the results of the em-
ployment of ISR assets to inform decisions
on future GFMAP allocations; and

(56) The standardization of reporting to a
common database of ISR systems perform-
ance, including a minimum set of metrics de-
scribing mission execution for all ISR sup-
port to the combatant commands.

Review of United States military strategy and
the force posture of allies and partners in
the United States Pacific Command area of
responsibility (sec. 1059)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1064) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to commis-
sion an independent review of the U.S. Asia-
Pacific region rebalance.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with minor amendments.

Repeal of certain reporting requirements relat-
ing to the Department of Defense (sec. 1060)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1067) that would re-
peal or modify a number of reporting re-
quirements that have been included in law in
past years.

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3830) contained a provision that would repeal
additional reporting requirements included
in law in past years.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would amend
title 10, United States Code, to repeal two re-
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porting requirements and section 354 of the

Duncan Hunter National Defense Authoriza-

tion Act for Fiscal Year 2009 (Public Law

110-417) to repeal one reporting requirement.

Repeal of requirement for Comptroller General
of the United States annual reviews and re-
port on pilot program on commercial fee-for-
service air refueling support for the Air
Force (sec. 1061)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1068) that would re-
peal the requirement for a Comptroller Gen-
eral review of a pilot program on commercial
fee-for-service air refueling support for the
Air Force. Since enacted in the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008
(Public Law 110-81), the pilot program has
yvet to be used.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.
Report on additional matters in connection with

report on the force structure of the United
States Army (sec. 1062)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3900) contained a provision that would re-
quire the Secretary of the Army to provide
an update with respect to the report of the
Secretary on the force structure of the Army
submitted under section 1066 of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2013 (Public Law 112-239).

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision with
a clarifying amendment.

We direct the Chief of Staff of the Army to
provide, not later than March 15, 2015, a
briefing to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and House of Representa-
tives containing an assessment of an alter-
native force structure methodology for orga-
nizing the Army. The briefing should include
an assessment of the methodology as a con-
struct for organizing the Army to meet oper-
ational requirements consistent with defense
strategic guidance and projected budget con-
straints.

Certification for realignment of forces at Lajes
Air Force Base, Azores (sec. 1063)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1048) that would prohibit the Secretary of
the Air Force from reducing force structure
at Lajes Air Force Base, Azores, Portugal,
until: (1) The Secretary of Defense concludes
the European Infrastructure Consolidation
Assessment (EICA); (2) The Secretary in-
cludes within that assessment an analysis of
how the use and force structure of the Lajes
Air Force Base is in keeping with the goals
of the U.S.-Portugal Permanent Bilateral
Commission; and (3) The congressional de-
fense committees are briefed on the assess-
ment’s results.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
that prior to any action to realign forces at
the Lajes Air Force Base, the Secretary of
Defense must certify to the congressional de-
fense committees that: (1) The action is sup-
ported by a EICA; and (2) The Secretary has
determined, based on an analysis of oper-
ational requirements, that the Lajes Air
Force Base is not an optimal location for
U.S. Special Operations Command (SOCOM)
or U.S. Africa Command (AFRICOM).

We direct the Secretary to provide a brief-
ing to the congressional defense committees
at the time the certification is made pursu-
ant to this section on the required force
structure at Lajes Air Force Base. The brief-
ing should include at a minimum:

(1) A detailed description and justification
of the planned force structure at the Lajes
Air Force Base;
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(2) A copy of the Department of Defense
(DOD) analysis of operational requirements
for the use of Lajes Air Force Base, including
an explanation of how this analysis supports
DOD’s conclusion regarding Lajes’ potential
use by components of SOCOM and AFRICOM;

(3) A discussion of:

(A) the purpose, goals, and activities of the
United States-Portugal Permanent Bilateral
Commission,

(B) what role, if any, United States forces
at the Lajes Air Force Base should play in
promoting the goals of the Commission, and

(C) how the reduction in force structure at
Lajes Air Force Base will impact the goals of
the commission and the bilateral coopera-
tion between the two countries in the fight
against terrorism.

(4) An evaluation of the possible costs and
collateral military impacts associated with a
closure of Lajes Air Force Base.

SUBTITLE G—OTHER MATTERS
Technical and clerical amendments (sec. 1071)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1071) that would make technical and clerical
corrections to title 10, United States Code,
and various National Defense Authorization
Acts.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1086).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would make
additional technical and clerical corrections
to existing law.

Reform of quadrennial defense review (sec. 1072)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1077) that would substantially modify section
118 of title 10, United States Code, relating
to the timing, analysis, structure, review,
and submission of a new Defense Strategy
Review.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with amendments that clarify the ele-
ments of the Defense Strategy Review and
duties of the National Defense Panel.

Biennial surveys of Department of Defense civil-
ian employees on workplace and gender re-
lations matters (sec. 1073)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1081) that would
amend chapter 23 of title 10, United States
Code, to require biennial surveys of civilian
employees of the Department of Defense
(DOD) to solicit information on gender
issues, including issues relating to gender-
based assault, harassment, and discrimina-
tion, and the climate in the DOD for forming
professional relationships between male and
female employees of the DOD. The provision
would also require the Secretary of Defense
to submit to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives a report on the feasibility of
conducting similar surveys of military de-
pendents and DOD contractors.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

We expect DOD to implement this provi-
sion through available information tech-
nology. Further, we direct the Secretary to
inform the Committees on Armed Services of
the Senate and the House of Representatives
on actions taken to address findings of the
biennial surveys.

Revision to statute of limitations for aviation in-
surance claims (sec. 1074)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1073) that would amend section 44309 of title
49, United States Code, by clarifying that the
claimant for civil actions must present a
claim to the Secretary of Transportation and
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have it denied before instituting a civil ac-

tion against the United States. Additionally,

this section would clarify that an insurance
claim must be made within 2 years of the

loss, or for an insurance claim made by a

person with whom the insured has no privity

of contract, the earlier of either 60 days after
final judgment by a court or 6 years after the
date of the loss.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.
Pilot program for the Human Terrain System

(sec. 1075)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1074) that would require the Secretary of the
Army to conduct a pilot program to use
Human Terrain System assets in the U.S.
Pacific Command area of responsibility to
support Phase 0 shaping operations and to
support the theater security cooperation
plans of the geographic combatant com-
mander.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would provide
the Secretary of the Army some flexibility
in the establishment of the Human Terrain
System pilot program.

Should the pilot program under this au-
thority be carried out, we direct the Sec-
retary of the Army to brief the congressional
defense committees on the milestones,
metrics, deliverables, and resources needed
to execute the program. The brief should in-
clude an assessment of the value of the pro-
gram in comparison to the various other
analytic tools and techniques that are at the
disposal of the military.

Clarification of policies on management of spe-
cial use airspace of Department of Defense
(sec. 1076)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1075) that would allow the Secretary of De-
fense to enter into a memorandum of under-
standing with a non-Department of Defense
(DOD) entity that is engaged in the test
range program authorized under section
332(c) of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion Modernization and Reform Act of 2012
(Public Law 112-95). Such entity would be al-
lowed access to non-regulatory special use
airspace if such access is used by the entity
as part of such test range program and such
access would not interfere with the activities
of the Secretary or otherwise interrupt or
delay missions or training of the DOD.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision. A proposed
amendment to the Senate committee-re-
ported bill (amendment number 3578) con-
tained a provision that would allow the Sec-
retary of Defense to authorize use by an-
other department or agency of the Federal
government of special use airspace at a DOD
installation if such use would support or ben-
efit DOD, or support some national security
interest. Access could not be granted if the
use of airspace would interfere with the as-
signed mission of the commander of the in-
stallation.

The agreement contains the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would direct
DOD to issue guidance clarifying policies on
the appropriate management of special use
airspace within DOD, and on policies gov-
erning access by users from outside the DOD
to special use airspace managed by DOD. The
provision would require the Secretary of De-
fense to issue such guidance within 90 days
of enactment of this Act, and to provide the
congressional defense committees a briefing
on such guidance within 120 days of enact-
ment of this Act.

The Joint Explanatory Statement accom-
panying the National Defense Authorization
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Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66)
noted that: (1) developing established proce-
dures to integrate unmanned aircraft sys-
tems into the National Airspace System will
be very important in allowing both DOD and
non-DOD entities to train with and operate
unmanned aircraft systems on a routine
basis; and (2) developing these procedures
could include the use of FAA-designated

DOD non-regulatory special use airspace.

Subsequently, DOD released guidance to
the Services and DOD components to pre-
scribe guidelines for local commanders to
grant access to special use airspace. DOD of-
ficials assure us that their guidance was not
intended to prevent local commanders from
exercising authority to allow access within
the DOD guidelines. Nevertheless, we under-
stand that local commanders have inter-
preted the DOD guidelines as either allowing
or preventing the local installation com-
mander from negotiating a memorandum of
understanding (MOU) under which access to
special use airspace could be granted.

The provision would direct the Secretary
of Defense to move expeditiously to correct
such misunderstandings of the guidelines on
access to special use airspace, including the
authority of local commanders to enter into
a memorandum of understanding for the use
of special use airspace by any department or
agency of the Federal Government, or state
governments, to include those engaged in the
Federal Aviation Administration test range
program, participating in the Robotic Air-
craft for Public Safety program, or partici-
pating in other activities of a similar nature.
Department of Defense policies on community

involvement in Department community out-
reach events (sec. 1077)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
354) that would authorize service secretaries
to enter into a contract or agreement with a
non-federal civic organization to conduct or
support an air show or open house to feature
any unit, aircraft, vessel, equipment, or
servicemembers under the jurisdiction of the
secretary, and would authorize the secretary
to charge or authorize a nominal admission
fee to attend a military air show or open
house.

The House bill also contained a provision
(sec. 365) to amend section 974 of title 10,
United States Code, to require the secretary
concerned to accept contributions of money,
personal property, or services on the condi-
tion that such money, property, or services
be used for the benefit of a military musical
unit under the jurisdiction of the Secretary.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1065) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to submit to
the congressional defense committees a re-
port on the policies of the Department of De-
fense (DOD) on the involvement of non-fed-
eral entities in DOD community outreach
events that feature any unit, aircraft, vessel,
equipment, or members of the Armed Forces.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to submit to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives, not later
than 180 days after enactment of this Act, a
report on the policies of DOD on the involve-
ment of non-federal entities in DOD commu-
nity outreach events (including air shows,
parades, open houses, and performances by
military musical units) that feature any
unit, aircraft, vessel, equipment, or members
of the Armed Forces in order to increase the
involvement of non-federal entities in such
events.

Notification of foreign threats to information
technology systems impacting national secu-
rity (sec. 1078)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1083) that would require the Secretary of De-
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fense and the Director of National Intel-
ligence to submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a notification of each in-
stance in which the Secretary or the Direc-
tor determine through analysis or reporting
that an information technology or tele-
communications component from a company
suspected of being influenced by a foreign
country, or a suspected affiliate of such a
company, is competing for or has been
awarded a contract to include the tech-
nology of such company or such affiliate into
a covered network. Each notification would
be required to include:

(1) A description of each such instance, in-
cluding an identification of the company of
interest and the network affected;

(2) An analysis of the potential risks and
the actions that can be taken to mitigate
such risks; and

(3) A description of any follow up or other
response actions to be taken.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would limit
the application of the provision to the Sec-
retary of Defense and the reportable in-
stances to threats to information technology
or network components by an agent of a for-
eign power in which compromises would pose
a significant risk to the programs and oper-
ations of the Department of Defense. n addi-
tion, the Secretary of Defense would be re-
quired to work with other appropriate gov-
ernment agencies to develop a plan to re-
spond to the reported instance. The provi-
sion makes clear that the Secretary shall
use existing authorities and open source in-
formation to make determinations regarding
reportable instances.

Pilot program to rehabilitate and modify homes
of disabled and low-income wveterans (sec.
1079)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1085) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Housing and Urban
Development to conduct a pilot program to
award grants to qualified non-profit organi-
zations to rehabilitate and modify the pri-
mary residence of eligible veterans.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would limit
the use of funds under this program to those
veterans who the Secretary determines are
residing in, and reasonably intend to con-
tinue residing in, a primary residence owned
by such veterans or family members. The
amendment would also strike language in
the underlying Senate provision that would
have required the Secretary to adhere to cer-
tain preferences in awarding grants under
the pilot program, and would have limited
qualified organizations to those possessing
certain expertise or other criteria.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED

Repeal of limitation on Inspector General audits
of certain financial statements

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1002) that would repeal the limitation on In-
spector General audits of certain financial
statements.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Sense of the Senate on sequestration

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1003) pertaining to
sequestration.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
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Management of Defense information systems

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1004) that would amend section 2222 of title
10, United States Code, to expand certifi-
cation requirements, investment review
processing and enterprise architecture re-
quirements from defense business systems to
all defense information technology systems.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Elsewhere in this report, we have expressed
our concerns over the Department of De-
fense’s (DOD) ability to effectively and effi-
ciently acquire the information technology
systems it will need. While part of that chal-
lenge is in the acquisition process, we also
recognize that a significant problem in
DOD’s larger management and oversight for
IT investments. For example, in our discus-
sions with industry on acquisition improve-
ment, we received suggestions for improving
the requirements generation and validation
process, as well as aligning IT outcomes with
the strategic goals of the organization.
These things require a robust management
process, and should inform acquisition, not
the other way around.

We believe that DOD has a valuable proc-
ess established in section 2222 of title 10,
United States Code for dealing with defense
business systems. We see value in having
that process expanded to each of the various
IT mission areas, especially the processes
that conduct business process reengineering
(BPR) prior to making acquisition decisions.
Currently, the Deputy Chief Management Of-
ficer is focused on business systems, but we
think their role could be extended to apply
process improvement and BPR techniques to
DOD’s other IT mission areas as well.

We recognize it may be premature at this
point, though, to make such significant
changes. We understand DOD is reviewing its
internal processes, and new leadership is
looking to mold the organization in a way to
achieve its strategic goals. We look forward
to seeing how these efforts progress, and will
consider if similar actions that were pro-
posed by the House bill may be warranted in
the future.

Report on auditable financial statements

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1005) that would require a report on
auditable financial statements.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the Department of Defense
(DOD) provides progress reports on each
service and defense agency as part of its
semi-annual report on the Financial Im-
provement and Audit Readiness (FIAR) plan,
required by section 1003(b) of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2010 (P.L. 111-84).

We also note that DOD posts its semi-an-
nual reports on the FIAR plan electronically
on a website for public review.

Report on implementing audit reporting require-
ments

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1006) that would require a report on imple-
menting certain audit reporting require-
ments.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the Department of Defense
(DOD) did not validate its statement of budg-
etary resources as ready for audit by Sep-
tember 30, 2014, as required by section 1005 of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2013 (P.L. 112-239).
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We expect that DOD will explain why this
objective was not achieved, describe any fac-
tors which may have impeded achievement
of the objective, and detail a remedial plan
through which DOD will address any such
impediments and proceed to validate its
statement of budgetary resources as ready
for audit.

We expect that DOD will include this infor-
mation in its next semi-annual report on the
Financial Improvement and Audit Readiness
(FIAR) plan, required by section 1003(b) of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2010 (P.L. 111-84).

We also note that DOD posts its semi-an-
nual reports on the FIAR plan electronically
on a web site for public review.

Submittal of biannual reports on use of funds in
the drug interdiction and counter-drug ac-
tivities, defense-wide account on the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on For-
eign Relations of the Senate

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1013) that would amend section 1009(a) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239) to add the
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House
of Representatives and the Committee on
Foreign Relations of the Senate as recipients
of a biannual report on the use of funds in
the drug interdiction and counter-drug ac-
tivities, defense-wide account.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

The Secretary of Defense may, upon re-
quest, provide a copy of this report to the
Foreign Affairs Committee of the House of
Representatives and Committee on Foreign
Relations of the Senate.

National Guard drug interdiction and counter-
drug activities

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1014) that would amend section 112 of title 32,
United States Code, adding the operations
and activities provided by the National
Guard Counter-drug Training Centers within
the United States for federal, state, and local
law enforcement to the items for which the
Secretary of Defense may provide funds to
the governor of a state who submits to the
Secretary a state drug interdiction and
counter-drug activities plan.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note the role of the National Guard
Counter-drug mission in ensuring the secu-
rity of the U.S. Homeland. As part of that
mission, the National Guard Counter-drug
Schools continue to play an important role
in training and educating local, state, and
federal law enforcement and other entities
on counter-drug-related matters. We recog-
nize the benefits of maintaining and sup-
porting the National Guard counterdrug
strategy.

Prohibition on use of funds for certain permit-
ting activities under the Sunken Military
Craft Act

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1027) that would prohibit the Executive
Branch from spending any funds to issue a
regulation for permitting activities set forth
in section 1403 of the Ronald W. Reagan Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2005 (Public Law 108-375).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
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Limitation on the transfer or release of individ-
uals detained at United States Naval Sta-
tion, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1031) that would pro-
vide an exception to the annual prohibition
on the transfer or release of detainees held
at U.S. Naval Base, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba

(GTMO) to the United States if the Sec-

retary of Defense submits a detailed plan to

close the GTMO detention facility to the ap-
propriate congressional committees and Con-
gress fails to enact a joint resolution of dis-
approval under expedited procedures. The

provision would authorize the Secretary, if a

joint resolution of disapproval is not en-

acted, to transfer Guantanamo detainees to
custody in the United States for detention,
trial, and incarceration.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Report on facilitation of transfer overseas of
certain individuals detained at United
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay,
Cuba

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1032) that would re-

quire the Secretary of Defense to submit a

report to the appropriate congressional com-

mittees on impediments to the transfer of

Guantanamo detainees overseas and actions

that have been taken, or are planned to be

taken, to overcome such impediments and
facilitate overseas transfers.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Authority to temporarily transfer individuals
detained at United States Naval Station,
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, to the United
States for emergency or critical medical
treatment

The Senate committee-reported bill con-

tained a provision (sec. 1033) that would pro-
vide the Secretary of Defense the authority
to temporarily transfer individuals detained
at the Guantanamo detention facility
(GTMO) to a Department of Defense medical
facility in the United States for the sole pur-
pose of providing emergency or critical med-
ical care if such treatment is not available
at GTMO and is necessary to prevent death
or imminent serious injury or harm to the
detainee’s health.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Prohibition on the use of funds for recreational
facilities for individuals detained at Guan-
tanamo

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

1034) that would prohibit the use of Depart-

ment of Defense funds to provide additional

or upgraded recreational facilities for indi-
viduals detained at United States Naval Sta-
tion, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Prohibition on transfer or release to Yemen of
individuals detained at United States Naval
Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1034) that would pro-
hibit using funds available to the Depart-
ment of Defense to transfer, release, or oth-
erwise assist in the transfer or release, of
any individual held at the Guantanamo de-
tention facility to Yemen during the period
beginning on the date of enactment of the

Act and ending on December 31, 2015.
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The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Reduction in Department of Defense civilian
personnel and review of certain head-
quarters spending

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1041) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to submit a
report to the congressional defense commit-
tees, not later than 180 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, on Department of De-
fense (DOD) civilian positions, including the
number of civilian positions created between
September 11, 2001, and December 31, 2013, as
a result of military to civilian conversions,
the number of positions created as tem-
porary positions that are being converted
back to military positions, and the number
of civilian positions that have been or are
being eliminated.

The provision would also express the sense
of Congress that the number of civilian posi-
tions should be reduced simultaneously with,
and by the same percentages, as the cor-
responding reductions in military end
strengths.

The provision would also require the Sec-
retary to review spending on headquarters in
commands below major command with the
objective of reducing such spending by not
less than 10 percent.

The provision would also require the up-
dating of various DOD instructions and regu-
lations to improve tracking and reporting
headquarters personnel and resources.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We direct the Secretary of Defense not
later than 180 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, to submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report setting
forth the following:

(1) The total number of civilian positions
created in the DOD between September 11,
2001, and December 31, 2013, as a result of
conversions of support functions from per-
formance by military personnel to perform-
ance by civilian personnel, set forth sepa-
rated by the number of each of administra-
tive, technical, and medical positions;

(2) The total number of civilian positions
created as described in paragraph (1) that
were created as temporary positions and are
now being converted back to military posi-
tions; and

(3) The total number of civilian positions
created as described in paragraph (1) that
have been or are being eliminated.

Submittal of procedures and report relating to
sensitive military operations

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1046) that would prohibit the obligation or
expenditure of 25 percent of the funds au-
thorized to be appropriated by this Act or
otherwise available for fiscal year 2015 for
the Office of the Assistant Secretary of De-
fense for Special Operations and Low Inten-
sity Conflict until the congressional defense
committees receive the procedures required
by section 130f(b)(1) of title 10, United States
Code, and the report required by section 1043
of the National Defense Authorization for
Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Limitation on use of Russian-flagged airlift air-
craft to support the airlift movement re-
quirements of the United States Transpor-
tation Command

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1047) that would allow the use of Russian-
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flagged airlift aircraft to support airlift
movement requirements of U.S. Transpor-
tation Command (TRANSCOM) only after
the Commander, U.S. Transportation Com-
mand certified to the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives, for each manifested cargo mis-
sion, that utilizing Russian-flagged airlift
aircraft is the only means available to
TRANSCOM to execute that particular
manifested cargo delivery mission.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Prohibition on wuse of dromes to kill United
States citizens

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1052) that would prohibit any officer, em-
ployee, detailee, or contractor of the Depart-
ment of Defense to use a drone to kill a U.S.
citizen.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Report and briefing to Congress on procurement
and inspection of armored commercial pas-
senger-carrying vehicles to transport civil-
ian employees of the Department of Defense

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1063) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit a report and detailed briefing
on the Department of Defense’s policies and
procedures for procuring and inspecting ar-
mored commercial passenger-carrying vehi-
cles for transporting civilian employees of
the Department.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We direct the Under Secretary of Defense
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics,
to submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees, not later than March 30, 2015, a re-
port on the Department of Defense’s policies
and procedures for procuring and inspecting
upon delivery armored commercial pas-
senger-carrying vehicles for transporting ci-
vilian employees.

The report shall include: (1) a description
of the Department’s current policies and pro-
cedures for procuring and inspecting upon
delivery, armored commercial passenger-car-
rying vehicles for transporting civilian em-
ployees in hostile or potentially hostile loca-
tions overseas; (2) recommendations for any
changes to such policies and procedures that
the Secretary determines would increase the
safety of civilian employees in hostile or po-
tentially hostile locations overseas, includ-
ing a cost benefit analysis regarding the rea-
sonableness of such recommendations; and
(3) any other relevant matter the Under Sec-
retary determines appropriate.

Report on long-term costs of Operation Iraqi
Freedom and Operation Enduring Freedom

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1066) that would require a report on long-
term costs of operation Iraqi Freedom and
Operation Enduring Freedom.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
Provision of annual voter assistance

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1071) that would
amend chapter 80 of title 10, United States
Code, to require the Secretary of Defense to
develop an online system to provide annual
voting assistance to Active-Duty
servicemembers.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.
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The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Sale or donation of excess personal property for
border security activities

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1072) that would amend section 2576a of title
10, United States Code, to include ‘“‘border se-
curity’ as one of the law enforcement activi-
ties for which Department of Defense (DOD)
excess property may be transferred to federal
and state agencies.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that, under section 2576a, DOD al-
ready has the authority to provide excess
personal property to U.S. Customs and Bor-
der Protection (CBP) for border security
since it is a law enforcement activity, and
that DOD has already been providing such
equipment to CBP.

Sense of Congress on the life and achievements
of Dr. James R. Schlesinger

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1076) that would state the sense of Congress
on the life and achievements of Dr. James R.
Schlesinger.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that Dr. Schlesinger served the
United States with distinction in a variety
of senior government positions, including as
Secretary of Defense, Director of Central In-
telligence, Secretary of Energy, and Chair-
man of the Atomic Energy Commission. In
recognition of Dr. Schlesinger’s lifetime of
distinguished service and achievement, the
Senate passed Senate Resolution 472 on June
11, 2014.

Resubmission of 2014 quadrennial defense re-
view

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1078) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to resubmit the 2014 Quadrennial De-
fense Review.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Sense of Congress regarding counter-improvised
explosive devices

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1079) that would express the sense of the Con-
gress on the need to remain dedicated to re-
taining knowledge, technological expertise,
as well as the lessons learned from Operation
Enduring Freedom and Operation Iraqi Free-
dom, regarding counter-improvised explosive
device tactics, techniques, and procedures.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1525).

The agreement does not include the provi-
sion.

We note that the threat posed by impro-
vised explosive devices remains significant
and the Department needs to continue to ad-
vance efforts to defeat these devices, train
the force to counter them, and attack the fa-
cilitation networks that bring these devices
into the various theaters where U.S. and
friendly forces operate. We also expect the
Department of Defense to work to consoli-
date the lessons learned by U.S. forces from
more than a decade at war.

Enhancing presence and capabilities and readi-
ness posture of United States military in Eu-
rope

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

1080) that would require the Secretary of De-

fense to submit to the congressional defense

committees a plan recommending actions
and resources to enhance the capabilities
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and capacities of U.S. Armed Forces in Eu-
rope to counter the conventional, unconven-
tional and subversive activities of the Rus-
sian Federation in the U.S. European Com-
mand’s area of responsibility and to respond
under Article 5 of the North Atlantic Treaty.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion. We note that a provision requiring a se-
curity strategy for Europe is included under
another title of the Act.

Determination and disclosure of transportation
costs incurred by the Secretary of Defense
for congressional trips outside the United
States

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1081) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to determine the cost of the transpor-
tation provided in the case of a trip taken by
a member, officer, or employee of the Senate
or the House of Representatives in carrying
out official duties outside the United States
for which the Department of Defense pro-
vides transportation and to provide a written
statement of the cost not later than 10 days
after completion of the trip to the member,
officer, or employee involved and to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
or the House of Representatives.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We support public disclosure of official
travel by members, officers, and employees
of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives. To this end, we note that section
1754(b) of title 22, United States Code, con-
tains reporting and disclosure requirements
for congressional travel outside the United
States, including a requirement for reports
to be open to public inspection and published
in the Congressional Record. We recognize
there are circumstances under which trans-
portation provided by the Department of De-
fense best meets the needs of congressional
delegations, ranging from protecting the
safety and security of the delegations, expe-
diency, and accessing destinations that have
little or no commercial air service. We fur-
ther note that the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives each maintain policies and
processes to provide further oversight of
travel requests by members and employees of
the committees.

Improvement of financial literacy

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1082) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to develop and implement a training
program to increase and improve financial
literacy training for incoming and outgoing
military personnel.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Transfer of administration of Ocean Research
Advisory Panel from Department of the
Navy to National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1082) that would
transfer the responsibility of the administra-
tion of the Ocean Research Advisory Panel
from the Department of the Navy to the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We recommend that the Department of De-
fense, in coordination with other appropriate
organizations, examine the funding, manage-
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ment, functions, and administration of the
Ocean Research Advisory Panel to ensure
that this activity is being executed in the
most effective and efficient manner.
Annual report on performance of regional of-
fices of the Department of Veterans Affairs

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1084) that would amend section 7734 of title
38, United States Code, to include in the an-
nual report on the quality of services pro-
vided by the Veterans Benefits Administra-
tion, a report on the performance of any re-
gional office that fails to meet its adminis-
trative goals.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Sense of Congress regarding the transfer of used
military equipment to federal, state, and
local agencies

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

1085) that would express the sense of Con-

gress regarding the transfer of used military

equipment to federal, state, and local agen-
cies.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Methods for validating certain service consid-
ered to be active service by the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

1086) that would specify methods for vali-

dating certain service of coastwise merchant

seamen considered to be active service by
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Cost of wars

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1087) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to post on the public web site of the
Department of Defense the costs of the wars
in Afghanistan and Iraq.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Observance of Veterans Day

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1088) that would amend Chapter 1 of title 36,
United States Code, to require the President
to issue each year a proclamation calling on
the people of the United States to observe 2
minutes of silence on Veterans Day in honor
of the service and sacrifice of veterans
throughout the history of the Nation.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Findings; sense of Congress

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1089) that would express the sense of Con-
gress that the Secretary of Defense should
order that the names of the 74 military per-
sonnel lost aboard the USS Frank E. Evans
on June 3, 1969, be added to the Vietnam Vet-
erans Memorial.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We recommend that the names of the 74
military personnel lost aboard the USS
Frank E. Evans on June 3, 1969, be added to
the Vietnam Veterans Memorial if adequate
funds are available to pay for adding the
names and there is sufficient space available
on the Memorial to accommodate the addi-
tional names.
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Review of operation of certain ships during the
Vietnam Era

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1090) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to review, by not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
logs of each Navy ship known to have oper-
ated in the waters near Vietnam during the
Vietnam Era to determine whether the ship
operated in the territorial waters of the Re-
public of Vietnam during that period, and,
for each ship that operated in these waters
during that time, the date or dates that the
ship so operated and the distance from the
shore of the location where the ship oper-
ated. The Secretary of Defense would be re-
quired to provide this determination and in-
formation to the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1062).

The agreement includes does not include
these provisions.

We note that the Department of Veterans
Affairs maintains a publicly available Inter-
net list of ships which, during the Vietnam
War, experienced possible exposure to Agent
Orange based on military records, and which,
as of January 2014, included 308 United
States Navy and Coast Guard ships associ-
ated with military service and possible expo-
sure to Agent Orange based on military
records. We further note that the number of
ships on this list is likely to increase as De-
partment of Veterans Affairs continues to
determine qualifying service in Vietnam for
veterans who file a claim for compensation
benefits.

Sense of Congress recognizing the 70th anniver-
sary of the Allied amphibious landing on D-
Day, June 6, 1944, at Normandy, France

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1090A) that would express the sense of Con-
gress that would recognize the 70th anniver-
sary of the Allied amphibious landing on D-
Day, June 6, 1944, at Normandy, France, dur-
ing World War II and would request the
President to issue a proclamation calling on
the people of the United States to observe
the anniversary with appropriate ceremonies
and programs to honor the sacrifices of their
fellow countrymen to liberate Europe.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Transportation of supplies to members of the
armed forces from nonprofit organizations

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1090B) that would amend chapter 20, United
States Code, to authorize the Secretary of
Defense to transport, on a space available
basis and without charge, supplies that have
been furnished by a nonprofit organization
and that are intended for distribution to
members of the Armed Forces.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

The Secretary of Defense informed us that
he has the authority to accept donations and
gifts for the benefit of our Armed Forces, but
that the Department of Defense has very
limited resources to receive, screen, and
transport donations and gifts.

Findings and purposes

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1701) that would discuss the findings of Con-
gress leading up to the establishment of an
advisory panel on Department of Defense
audit readiness. In addition, this provision
discusses the purposes of the panel: to ac-
tively monitor the Department of Defense’s
audit readiness and audit work and to report
on problems that need to be resolved with
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the intention to shed light on the best, most
efficient path forward to meet the 2017 and
2019 deadlines relating to auditability.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Comptroller General oversight of Department of
Defense audit readiness

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1702) that would establish the advisory panel
on Department of Defense audit readiness,
describe the process for the selection of
members to the panel, identify the period of
appointment, and describe meeting require-
ments of the panel.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
Duties of the Advisory Panel

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1703) that would define the duties of the Ad-
visory Panel. The Panel would identify, re-
view, and evaluate the work of the Depart-
ment of Defense regarding auditability. The
Panel would submit to congressional defense
committees semi-annual reports on the find-
ings and recommendations of the Panel.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Powers of the Advisory Panel

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1704) that would provide the authority for
the advisory panel to hold hearings and re-
ceive information directly from the Depart-
ment of Defense.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Advisory Panel personnel matters

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1705) that would require members of the Ad-
visory Panel to serve without compensation
for such service. This section would also pro-
vide authority for travel expenses and staff
to support the Advisory Panel.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Termination of the Advisory Panel

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1706) that would terminate the Advisory
Panel on April 30, 2019.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

TITLE XI—CIVILIAN PERSONNEL MATTERS

One-year extension of authority to waive an-
nual limitation on pay for federal civilian
employees working overseas (sec. 1101)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1101) that would authorize the head of an ex-
ecutive agency to waive limitations on the
aggregate of basic and premium pay payable
through calendar year 2015 to an employee
who performs work in an overseas location
that is in the area of responsibility of the
Commander, U.S. Central Command
(CENTCOM), or a location that was formerly
in CENTCOM but has been moved to an area
of responsibility of the Commander, U.S. Af-
rica Command, in support of a contingency
operation or an operation in response to a
declared emergency. The amount payable
may not exceed the total annual compensa-
tion payable to the Vice President under sec-
tion 104 of title 3, United States Code.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1103).
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The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

One-year extension of discretionary authority to
grant allowances, benefits, and gratuities to
personnel on official duty in a combat zone
(sec. 1102)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1102) that would authorize temporary discre-
tionary authority to federal agencies to
grant allowances, benefits, and gratuities
comparable to those provided to members of
the foreign service to an agency’s civilian
employees on official duty in a combat zone.
This authority would expire at the end of fis-
cal year 2016.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.

Revision to list of science and technology re-
invention laboratories (sec. 1103)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1103) that would amend the list of Science
and Technology Reinvention Laboratories to
include the Army Research Institute for the
Behavioral and Social Sciences and the
Space and Missile Defense Command Tech-
nical Center.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Ezxtension and modification of experimental pro-
gram for scientific and technical personnel
(sec. 1104)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1104) that would remove the sunset date and
annual reporting requirement for section
1101 of the Strom Thurmond National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1999
(Public Law 105-261) which provides author-
ity that is used by the Defense Advanced Re-
search Projects Agency and other agencies
to hire world-class technical experts to serve
as research and development program man-
agers.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1104) that would
make technical modifications to the same
section.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Temporary authorities for certain positions at
Department of Defense research and engi-
neering facilities (sec. 1105)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1105) that would modify section 1107 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66) to establish
a pilot program providing direct hiring au-
thority to the laboratory director of speci-
fied laboratories for certain students en-
rolled in scientific, technical, engineering, or
mathematics (STEM) programs at institu-
tions of higher education on a temporary or
term basis.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that establishes a
pilot program for direct hire authority for
STEM students on a temporary or term
basis, for up to three percent of the labora-
tory’s scientific and engineering workforce.

Rate of overtime pay for Department of the
Navy employees performing work aboard or
dockside in support of the nuclear aircraft
carrier forward deployed in Japan (sec.
1106)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1108) that would amend section 5542(a)(6)(B)
of title 5, United States Code, to extend for
1 year the authority for a civilian employee
of the Department of the Navy who is as-
signed to temporary duty to perform work
aboard, or dockside in direct support of, the
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nuclear aircraft carrier that is forward de-

ployed in Japan to receive overtime pay.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would limit
the amount the Secretary of the Navy may
pay under this section to $250,000 in fiscal
year 2015 until the Director of the Office of
Personnel Management submits the report
required in section 1105(b)(2) of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2011 (Public Law 111-383).

Extension of part-time reemployment authority
(sec. 1107)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1109) that would extend for 5 years the au-
thority of federal agencies to reemploy re-
tired federal civilian employees under lim-
ited conditions, without offset of annuity
against salary, for certain specified purposes.

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3890) contained a similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would extend
through December 31, 2019 the authority of
federal agencies to reemploy retired federal
civilian employees under limited conditions,
without offset of annuity against salary, for
certain specified purposes.

Personnel authorities for civilian personnel for
the United States Cyber Command and the
cyber component headquarters of the mili-
tary departments (sec. 1108)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1104) that would ex-
press the sense of the Senate that enhanced
personnel authorities are needed for hiring,
compensating, and promoting civilian per-
sonnel supporting U.S. Cyber Command
(CYBERCOM), perhaps modeled on the De-
fense Civilian Intelligence Personnel System
(DCIPS) established in sections 1601 through
1607 of title 10, United States Code. The pro-
vision also would require the Principal Cyber
Advisor, within 180 days of enactment, to
provide recommendations to the Secretary
of Defense to improve the support provided
by CYBERCOM’s executive agent, the De-
partment of the Air Force, in the area of ci-
vilian personnel, both through administra-
tive actions and legislation.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would extend
the Principal Cyber Advisor’s recommenda-
tions to the Secretary to include the civilian
personnel of the cyber component head-
quarters of the military departments.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED

Judicial review of Merit Systems Protection
Board decisions relating to whistleblowers

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1106) that would amend section 7703 of title 5,
United States Code, to extend by 3 years a
pilot provision of the Whistleblower Protec-
tion Enhancement Act (Public Law 101-12) to
allow whistleblowers to appeal cases from
the Merit Systems Protection Board to the
United States Court of Appeals for the Fed-
eral Circuit or any court of appeals of com-
petent jurisdiction.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that this provision was enacted in
the All Circuit Review Extension Act (Public
Law 113-170).

Pay parity for Department of Defense employees
employed at joint bases

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1107) that would require that when the con-
stituent installations of a joint military in-
stallation are not located within the same
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pay locality, all Department of Defense em-

ployees of the joint military installation re-

ceive locality pay at a percentage equal to
that which is payable to the constituent in-
stallation receiving the highest locality pay.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO FOREIGN

NATIONS
SUBTITLE A—ASSISTANCE AND TRAINING

Modification and extension of Global Security
Contingency Fund (sec. 1201)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1201) that would extend for 1 year the author-
ity under section 1207 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012
(Public Law 112-81) for the Global Security
Contingency Fund (GSCF). The provision
would also modify the GSCF authority to
allow funds to be used for small-scale con-
struction as part of foreign capacity-building
activities under the program.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1205) that
would extend the GSCF authority for 2 years
and make a clarifying amendment.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would extend
the GSCF authority for 2 years and make a
clarifying amendment.

We expect that any small-scale military
construction projects authorized under this
section would be a supporting, logical com-
ponent of a comprehensive GSCF program,
and not a stand-alone project.

Notice to Congress on certain assistance under
authority to conduct activities to enhance
the capability of foreign countries to re-
spond to incidents involving weapons of
mass destruction (sec. 1202)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1202) that would amend section 1204(e) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66) to include
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the
Senate and the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs of the House of Representatives as re-
cipients of information required by the pro-
vision.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Enhanced authority for provision of support to
foreign military liaison officers of foreign
countries while assigned to the Department
of Defense (sec. 1203)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1203) that would amend section 1051a of title
10, United States Code, to authorize the Sec-
retary of Defense to provide administrative
and support services, to include certain
training programs, for liaison officers of a
foreign country, while such liaison officers
are assigned temporarily to the headquarters
of a combatant command, component com-
mand, or subordinate operational command
of the United States. This section would fur-
ther amend section 105la of title 10, United
States Code, to include a limitation on the
authorized number of liaison officers and
amount of unreimbursed support for travel,
subsistence, and medical care expenses per
fiscal year for any such liaison officer. This
section would also require the Secretary of
Defense to submit to the congressional de-
fense committees an annual report on Janu-
ary 31 of each year from 2016-18 on the sum-
mary of expenses incurred by the United
States for liaison officers of a developing
country, and include the Department of De-
fense’s definition of a ‘‘developing country’’
as used for the purposes of this authority.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1263).
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The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.
Prohibition on use of funds for assistance to

units of foreign security forces that have
committed a gross violation of human rights
(sec. 1204)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1202) that would
amend chapter 134 of title 10, United States
Code, to include a limitation on the use of
funds for training, equipment, or other as-
sistance for the members of a unit of a for-
eign security force if the Secretary of De-
fense has credible information that such unit
has committed a gross violation of human
rights.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would make
technical changes and incorporate the re-
quirement to submit an annual report from
section 1204 of H.R. 4435, ‘‘Annual Report on
Human Rights Vetting and Verification Pro-
cedures of the Department of Defense’ into
the Senate provision.

Codification and enhancement of authority to
build the capacity of foreign security forces
(sec. 1205)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1205) that would cod-
ify in title 10, United States Code, the au-
thority for the Secretary of Defense to con-
duct a program to train and equip certain
foreign security forces to build their capac-
ity to conduct counterterrorism operations
and stability operations under section 1206 of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2006 (Public Law 109-163), as
amended (the ‘‘section 1206 authority’’). The
provision would also modify the limitations
on the amount of funds that could be used
under the section 1206 authority.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a number of technical and clari-
fying amendments.

We expect that any small-scale military
construction projects authorized under this
section would be a supporting, logical com-
ponent of a comprehensive section 1206 pro-
gram, and not a stand-alone project.

Training of security forces and associated secu-
rity ministries of foreign countries to pro-
mote respect for the rule of law and human
rights (sec. 1206)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1204) that would au-
thorize the Secretary of Defense to conduct
human rights training of security forces and
associated ministries of foreign countries.
The provision would require that the activi-
ties conducted pursuant to this section have
the concurrence of the Secretary of State
and the provision would define the activities
considered to be human rights training.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Not later than 180 days after the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense,
in coordination with the Secretary of State,
shall provide the Committees on Armed
Services and Committees on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives and Senate a
briefing on the initial implementation ac-
tivities associated with this new authority
and other related matters deemed appro-
priate by the Secretary of Defense.

Cross servicing agreements for loan of personnel
protection and personnel  survivability
equipment in coalition operations (sec. 1207)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1207) that would cod-
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ify in title 10, United States Code, an author-
ity for the Secretary of Defense to enter into
arrangements under acquisition and cross
servicing agreements (ACSA) to loan equip-
ment for personnel protection and personnel
survivability. The provision would authorize
such loans to coalition forces for their use in
coalition operations with the United States

as part of a contingency operation or a

peacekeeping operation under the United Na-

tions Charter or another international agree-

ment. The provision would also include a

waiver of the requirement to reimburse the

United States for the loss of such equipment

in the event it is damaged or destroyed dur-

ing combat operations for which the equip-
ment was loaned.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would provide
statutory authority through the end of fiscal
year 2019 for the Secretary of Defense, with
the concurrence of the Secretary of State, to
enter into arrangements to use ACSAs to
loan personnel protection and personnel sur-
vivability equipment to coalition forces par-
ticipating in such coalition operations with
the United States. The agreement would also
authorize the loaning of such equipment in
connection with the training of coalition
forces to be deployed to those operations.

We note that a similar authority to loan
personnel protection and personnel surviv-
ability equipment under ACSAs to allies and
other partners has made an important con-
tribution to coalition operations in Afghani-
stan. The Department of Defense has inter-
preted this temporary authority narrowly,
and we urge the Department to take a simi-
lar approach in the implementation of any
program under this section.

Extension and modification of authority for
support of special operations to combat ter-
rorism (sec. 1208)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1241) that would extend through 2017 the au-
thority for support of special operations to
combat terrorism pursuant to section 1208 of
the Ronald Reagan National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (Public Law
108-375), as amended most recently by sec-
tion 1203(c) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public Law
112-81).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1208) that
would extend the authority through fiscal
year 2016, and increase the annual cap on the
authority from $50.0 million to $60.0 million.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would extend
the authority through fiscal year 2017 and in-
crease the annual cap on the authority from
$50.0 million to $75.0 million.

Authority to provide assistance to the vetted
Syrian opposition (sec. 1209)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1209) that would au-
thorize the Secretary of Defense to provide
equipment, supplies, training, and defense
services to assist the vetted elements of the
Syrian opposition for the purposes of: (1) De-
fending the Syrian people from the attacks
of the Syrian regime; (2) Protecting the
United States, our friends and allies, and the
Syrian people from terrorist elements; and
(3) Promoting the conditions for a negotiated
settlement to end the conflict in Syria. The
provision would also establish requirements
for an element of the Syrian opposition to be
deemed vetted, permit the Secretary of De-
fense to provide assistance to third countries
for purposes of the provision of training and
equipment, and provide the authority to ac-
cept contributions from other nations. The
Secretary of State’s concurrence would be
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required to conduct activities under this au-
thority.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We note that the agreement includes lan-
guage similar to the Continuing Appropria-
tions Resolution, 2015 (Public Law 113-164) to
provide assistance to the appropriately vet-
ted elements of the Syrian opposition.

Additionally, we note that sustainment, at
a minimum, includes the provision of logis-
tics, intelligence, communications, and
other enabling support necessary to main-
tain operations in support of the mission;
supply of food, fuel, arms, munitions, and
equipment; maintenance of equipment; and
repair and renovation of facilities.

Provision of logistic support for the conveyance
of certain defense articles to foreign forces
training with the United States Armed
Forces (sec. 1210)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
323) that would authorize a 2-year pilot pro-
gram for the Secretary of Defense to use up
to $10.0 million in funds to provide logistic
support for the transfer of excess defense ar-
ticles to allied forces participating with U.S.
armed forces in bilateral or multilateral
training activities.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would author-
ize the Secretary of Defense to use up to
$10.0 million in each of fiscal years 2015 and
2016 to provide logistic support for the trans-
fer of excess defense articles in Afghanistan
to the military forces of countries with
which the U.S. Armed Forces plan to con-
duct bilateral or multilateral training over-
seas during those fiscal years.

Biennial report on programs carried out by the
Department of Defense to provide training,
equipment, or other assistance or reimburse-
ment to foreign security forces (sec. 1211)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1211) that would re-
quire a biennial report to Congress in fiscal
years 2016, 2018, and 2020 on the Department
of Defense programs to provide training,
equipment, or other security assistance or
reimbursement to foreign security forces.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with technical and clarifying amend-
ments.

SUBTITLE B—MATTERS RELATING TO
AFGHANISTAN, PAKISTAN, AND IRAQ

Commanders’ Emergency Response Program in
Afghanistan (sec. 1221)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1211) that would extend for 1 year the author-
ity under section 1201 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012
(Public Law 112-81), as amended, for the
Commanders’ Emergency Response Program
(CERP) in Afghanistan.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1221).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would limit
the total funds available for the CERP pro-
gram in fiscal year 2015 to $10.0 million and
make other technical and clarifying amend-
ments.

Extension and modification of authority for re-
imbursement of certain coalition nations for
support provided to United States military
operations (sec. 1222)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

1212) that would extend through fiscal year

2015 the authority under section 1233 of the
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National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2008 (Public Law 110-181), as amend-
ed, for the Secretary of Defense to reimburse
coalition nations for support provided to the

United States for military operations in Op-

eration Enduring Freedom in Afghanistan,

and make certain technical amendments.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1224) that
would extend for 1 year the authority under
section 1233 of Public Law 110-181, as amend-
ed. The Senate provision would limit overall
funds available under this section in fiscal
year 2015 to $1.2 billion and of those funds, no
more than $900.0 million would be available
for Pakistan. The provision would also ex-
tend certain notification and certification
requirements relating to any payments
under this section to Pakistan. In addition,
the provision would limit the Secretary from
waiving the certification requirements with
regard to $300.0 million of the $900.0 million
authorized for Pakistan unless the Secretary
can make certain additional certifications
regarding Pakistan’s military operations in
North Waziristan.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would expand
the authority under section 1233 of Public
Law 110-181 to allow the Secretary of De-
fense to reimburse coalition nations for sup-
port provided to U.S. military operations in
Iraq or in Operation Enduring Freedom in
Afghanistan. The amendment to the Senate
provision would also increase the amount of
funding authorized under this section for
Pakistan to $1.0 billion. The amendment
would clarify the additional certification re-
quirements that the Secretary would need to
make to invoke the waiver with regard to
the full amount of funding authorized under
this section for Pakistan.

One-year extension of logistical support for coa-
lition forces supporting certain United
States military operations (sec. 1223)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1213) that would extend certain authorities
for the support of coalition forces partici-
pating with the United States in military op-
erations in Afghanistan. The provision would
extend current authorities to (1) provide coa-
lition forces with logistical support under
section 1234 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (Public Law
110-181); and (2) use acquisition and cross-
servicing agreements to lend those forces
certain military equipment for personnel
protection.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1225) that
would extend the authority under section
1234 of Public Law 110-181 to provide
logistical support to coalition forces partici-
pating with the United States in military op-
erations in Afghanistan.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would expand
this authority to allow the provision of
logistical support to such coalition forces in
Afghanistan and Iraq.

United States plan for sustaining the Afghani-
stan National Security Forces through the
end of fiscal year 2017 (sec. 1224)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1216) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a report containing a de-
tailed plan for the sustainment of the Af-
ghan National Security Forces (ANSF)
through fiscal year 2018.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the report to contain a detailed plan for sus-
taining the ANSF through fiscal year 2017
and additional clarifying amendments.
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Semiannual report on enhancing security and
stability in Afghanistan (sec. 1225)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1227) that would re-
quire a semi-annual report to the appro-
priate committees of Congress on enhancing
the strategic partnership between the United
States and Afghanistan, including efforts to
build and sustain the Afghan National Secu-
rity Forces.

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 1214).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment clarifying the infor-
mation to be included in the report and mak-
ing other technical amendments.

We note that the House provision is ad-
dressed elsewhere in this report.

Sense of Congress on stability and sovereignty
of Afghanistan (sec. 1226)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1217) that would express the sense of Con-
gress regarding the continuing U.S. national
security interest in Afghanistan after 2014
and support for Afghan National Security
Forces.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Extension of Afghan Special Immigrant Program
(sec. 1227)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1218) that would authorize a certain number
of visas for principal aliens who may be pro-
vided special immigrant visa status in ac-
cordance with section 602(b)(3) of the Afghan
Allies Protection Act of 2009 (8 U.S.C. 1101).
This section would also extend the period in
which the principal alien must be employed
by or on behalf of the U.S. Government in
the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan to De-
cember 31, 2015. Additionally, this section
would extend the period in which the prin-
cipal alien must apply to the Chief of Mis-
sion in Afghanistan to September 30, 2015.
The authorization in this section would ter-
minate on September 30, 2016.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1230).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.
Independent assessment of United States efforts

against al-Qaeda (sec. 1228)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1219) that would direct the Secretary of De-
fense to conduct an independent assessment
related to U.S. efforts to disrupt, dismantle,
and defeat al-Qaeda, its affiliated groups, as-
sociated groups, and adherents.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We expect the Department to provide a
briefing to the congressional defense com-
mittees on the process for developing the
independent assessment report, including an
estimate of the cost of preparing such an as-
sessment.

Sense of Congress on security of Afghan women
(sec. 1229)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1220) that would express the sense of Con-
gress regarding the importance of the secu-
rity and civic participation of women for the
development and national security of Af-
ghanistan and the need to increase the num-
ber of women in the Afghan National Secu-
rity Forces (ANSF).

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3715) contained a provision that would ex-
press the sense of Congress that the United
States should continue to support the mean-
ingful inclusion of women in the political,
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economic, and security transition process in
Afghanistan. The Senate provision would
also require a report on the security of Af-
ghan women and girls, including information
on the recruitment and retention of women
in the ANSF.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We note that elsewhere in this Act, the
Secretary of Defense is required to report to
the appropriate committees of Congress on
efforts by the Afghan Ministry of Defense
and the Afghan Ministry of Interior to in-
crease the recruitment and retention of
women in the ANSF.

Review process for use of United States funds
for construction projects in Afghanistan
that cannot be physically accessed by
United States Government personnel (sec.
1230)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1220B) that would prohibit the obligation or
expenditure of fiscal year 2015 Department of
Defense (DOD) funds for construction
projects in Afghanistan in excess of $500,000
that cannot be audited and physically in-
spected. The provision included authority to
waive the prohibition if, prior to the obliga-
tion of funds for the project, a plan is sub-
mitted to the relevant congressional com-
mittees for the monitoring of the use of such
funds to ensure they are used for their in-
tended purpose and to mitigate waste, fraud
and abuse.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1226).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would prohibit
the obligation or expenditure of fiscal year
2015 DOD funds for construction projects in
Afghanistan in excess of $1 million that can-
not be authorized and physically inspected
by U.S. Government personnel or their des-
ignated representatives. The provision would
allow for this prohibition to be waived if the
Secretary of Defense or the Commander of
U.S. Forces in Afghanistan submits to the
relevant congressional committee a report
containing (1) a detailed plan for the moni-
toring of the funds for the project, and (2)
certain specific determinations regarding
the project’s contribution to U.S. national
security, its coordination with the Govern-
ment of Afghanistan and other implementing
partners, and its sustainability.

Extension of authority to transfer defense arti-
cles and provide defense services to the mili-
tary and security forces of Afghanistan (sec.
1231)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1222) that would ex-
tend for 1 year the authority of the Sec-
retary of Defense to transfer to the Afghan
security forces defense articles being drawn
down in Afghanistan, and to provide defense
services in connection with such transfers,
under section 1222 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Pub-
lic Law 112-239).

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

One-year extension of authority to use funds for
reintegration activities in Afghanistan (sec.
1232)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1223) that would ex-
tend for 1 year the authority under section
1216 of the Ike Skelton National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011 (Public
Law 111-383), as amended, for the Secretary
of Defense to use funds to support the re-
integration of former insurgent fighters into
Afghan society. The provision would allow
the use of up to $15.0 million in fiscal year
2015 for reintegration purposes.
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The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would allow
the use of up to $5.0 million in Department of
Defense (DOD) funds for reintegration pur-
poses. We note that the United States con-
tinues to support a political reconciliation
process that is Afghan-owned and Afghan-
led. We encourage the transition of re-
integration efforts from the Department of
Defense to the appropriate institutions of
the Government of Afghanistan, and accord-
ingly expect that there will not be a need for
this DOD reintegration authority after fiscal
year 2015.

Clearance of unexploded ordnance on former
United States training ranges in Afghani-
stan (sec. 1233)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1229) that would au-
thorize the Secretary of Defense to use up to
$125.0 million of Department of Defense
(DOD) funds in each of fiscal years 2015 and
2016 to conduct surface clearance of
unexploded ordnance at closed training
ranges used by the U.S. Armed Forces in Af-
ghanistan.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would clarify
that the DOD is authorized to use up to a
total of $250.0 million in DOD funds through
September 30, 2016, to conduct both surface
and subsurface clearance of unexploded ord-
nance under this section.

Report on impact of end of major combat oper-
ations in Afghanistan on authority to use
military force (sec. 1234)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1241) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of State and the At-
torney General, to submit a report to the ap-
propriate committees of Congress on the im-
pact, if any, of the end of major combat oper-
ations in Afghanistan on the authority to
use military force against al Qaeda, the
Taliban and associated forces under the 2001
Authorization for the Use of Military Force
or any other available legal authority.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.
Report on bilateral security cooperation with

Pakistan (sec. 1235)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1228) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of State, to submit
a detailed report to the appropriate commit-
tees of Congress on the nature and extent of
bilateral security cooperation between the
United States and Pakistan.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical and clarifying amend-
ment.

Authority to provide assistance to counter the
Islamic State in Iraq and the Levant (sec.
1236)

Following passage of the House bill and the
Senate committee-reported bill, the adminis-
tration submitted to the congressional de-
fense committees a legislative proposal that
would authorize to be appropriated to the
Iraq Train and Equip Fund up to $1.6 billion
to provide assistance to military and other
security forces of or associated with the Gov-
ernment of Iraq, including Kurdish and trib-
al security forces, with a national mission,
to counter the Islamic State in Iraq and the
Levant (ISIL).

The agreement includes the proposal for
the Iraq Train and Equip Fund with certain
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technical and clarifying amendments. As-
sistance under this section would be re-
stricted to no more than 25 percent of the
amounts authorized until the Secretary of
Defense, in coordination with the Secretary
of State, submits a report on the plan for
providing such assistance and re-training
and re-equipping the Iraqi Security Forces,
and the President submits a report on how
such assistance fits within a broader re-
gional strategy.

We note the significant contribution that
Kurdish security forces have made to coun-
tering ISIL’s advance. We understand that
the administration’s plan includes assistance
to train and equip 3 brigades of Kurdish
peshmerga. Accordingly, we expect that a
significant portion of the assistance under
this authority will be provided to meet the
requirements of the Kurdish security forces
and urge the Secretary of Defense to ensure
that such assistance is delivered in a timely
manner to such forces. We further expect the
Secretary of Defense to keep the congres-
sional defense committees fully informed as
this plan is developed and implemented, in-
cluding any arrangements to ensure that
such assistance for Kurdish security forces is
promptly delivered to those forces.

The provision is also amended to add local
security forces with a national security mis-
sion to the list of forces authorized to re-
ceive assistance under this section. We be-
lieve that, for purposes of this section, local
security forces should include local forces
that are committed to protecting highly vul-
nerable ethnic and religious minority com-
munities in the Nineveh Plain and elsewhere
from the ISIL threat.

We note that among the lessons learned
from the execution of previous large-scale
train-and-equip funds in Iraq and Afghani-
stan has been the need for high-level over-
sight and requirements coordination, such as
through the Afghanistan Requirements Over-
sight Council (AROC), to ensure that signifi-
cant expenditures from the fund are aligned
with validated requirements and subject to
adequate oversight. We expect that the De-
partment of Defense (DOD) will utilize a
mechanism and procedures similar to the
AROC in carrying out the program under the
ITEF. Therefore, we direct the Secretary of
Defense to report to the congressional de-
fense committees, not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, on
the procedures and mechanism DOD will use
to ensure that major expenditures from the
fund are made only pursuant to an appro-
priately validated need and subject to ade-
quate monitoring and evaluation.

Extension and modification of authority to sup-
port operations and activities of the Office
of Security Cooperation in Iraq (sec. 1237)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1243) that would extend through fiscal year
2015 the authority under section 1215 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2012 (Public Law 112-81), as amend-
ed, for the use of Department of Defense
funds to support the operations and activi-
ties of the Office of Security Cooperation in
Iraq (OSC-I). The provision would also clar-
ify the kinds of training activities that the
OSC-I is authorized to conduct in support of
the Iraqi Ministry of Defense and the
Counter Terrorism Service.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1231).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would author-
ize the use of up to $140.0 million to support
OSC-I operations and activities during fiscal
year 2015.
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SUBTITLE C—MATTERS RELATING TO THE
RUSSIAN FEDERATION

Limitation on military cooperation between the
United States and the Russian Federation
(sec. 1241)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1221) that would prohibit the use of Depart-
ment of Defense (DOD) funds for fiscal year
2015 for bilateral military-to-military con-
tact or cooperation between the Govern-
ments of the United States and the Russian
Federation until the Secretary of Defense
makes certain specified certifications to the
appropriate congressional committees re-
garding Russia’s actions in Ukraine, its com-
pliance with its arms control obligations,
and its foreign military sales or transfers.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1242(e)).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would prohibit
the use of DOD funds for fiscal year 2015 for
bilateral military-to-military cooperation
between the United States and the Russia
Federation until the Secretary of Defense, in
coordination with the Secretary of State,
certifies that Russia has ceased its occupa-
tion of Ukrainian territory and its aggres-
sive activities that threaten Ukraine and
North Atlantic Treaty Organization mem-
bers. The amendment authorizes the Sec-
retary of Defense to waive the prohibition if
the Secretary determines that doing so is in
the U.S. national security interest and the
Secretary provides prior notification to the
appropriate committees of Congress, includ-
ing certain specified information.

Notification and assessment of proposal to mod-
ify or introduce new aircraft or sensors for
flight by the Russian Federation under
Open Skies Treaty (sec. 1242)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1222) that would limit the use of funds to au-
thorize or permit a certification by the
United States of a proposal by the Russian
Federation to change any sensor package on
a Russian Open Skies aircraft, unless certain
specified conditions are met.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes a provision that
would require the President, not later than
30 days after the Russian Federation pro-
vides notification to all States Parties to the
Open Skies Treaty (Treaty) of its intention
to seek certification to change, modify, or
introduce a new aircraft or sensor under the
Treaty, to notify the appropriate commit-
tees of Congress and provide the relevant de-
tails of the Russian proposal. The provision
would also require, not later than 30 days
prior to the date of intended approval of cer-
tification of such aircraft or sensor by the
United States, the Director of National In-
telligence, jointly with the Secretary of De-
fense and the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff, and in consultation with the Secretary
of State, to submit to the appropriate com-
mittees of Congress an assessment of the na-
tional security implications for the United
States of any new aircraft or sensor proposed
to be deployed by the Russian Federation
under the Treaty. Further, the provision
would require that any such assessment in-
clude a description of any plans by the
United States to mitigate any negative ef-
fect of the proposed new Russian sensor or
aircraft on the national security of the
United States, including an analysis of the
costs and effectiveness of any such plans.

In any case where an assessment of na-
tional security implications is prepared in
response to this provision, we expect the
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff to take
into account the views of the relevant re-
gional and functional combatant commander
on the security implications of a proposed
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Russian change in aircraft or sensor for Open
Skies overflights in their assigned area of re-
sponsibility. We note that the Department of
Defense committed to provide information
concerning the views of relevant regional
and functional combatant commanders re-
lating to proposals under the Treaty to the
committees in November 2014.

Limitations on providing certain missile defense
information to the Russian Federation (sec.
1243)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1223) that would extend by 1 year the limita-
tions in section 1246(c) of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014
(Public Law 113-66) on providing certain mis-
sile defense information to the Russian Fed-
eration. The provision would also place limi-
tations on providing information to the Rus-
sian Federation concerning the velocity at
burnout of United States missile defense
interceptors or targets.

The Senate committee-reported bill in-
cluded a similar provision (sec. 1266).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Report on non-compliance by the Russian Fed-
eration with its obligations under the INF
Treaty (sec. 1244)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1225) that would require the President to
submit a report to Congress on the status of
efforts to hold the Russian Federation ac-
countable for its violation of the Inter-
mediate-Range Nuclear Forces (INF) Treaty,
and on the President’s assessment as to
whether it remains in the national security
interests of the United States to remain a
party to the INF Treaty and related treaties
while the Russian Federation is in non-com-
pliance with the INF Treaty.

The Senate committee-passed bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes a provision that
would require the President to submit, not
later than 90 days after the enactment of
this Act, a report to the appropriate congres-
sional committees on Russian non-compli-
ance with the INF Treaty, including ele-
ments set forth in section 1061 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66). It would also
require the Department of State, jointly
with the Department of Defense and other
appropriate agencies, to brief the appro-
priate congressional committees at the time
of submission of the report, and every 6
months thereafter until the Russian Federa-
tion returns to compliance with its obliga-
tions under the INF Treaty, on the status of
efforts to resolve U.S. concerns about Rus-
sian INF noncompliance. Finally, in the
event the President determines that Russia
has deployed, or intends to deploy, systems
that violate the INF Treaty, it would require
the President to notify Congress promptly of
such a determination, and any plans to re-
spond to such deployments.

Annual report on military and security develop-
ments involving the Russian Federation
(sec. 1245)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1227) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit a detailed report to the spec-
ified congressional committees annually
through 2021 on the current and future mili-
tary power of the Russian Federation.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1243).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to submit a detailed
report to the appropriate congressional com-
mittees annually through 2018 on the secu-
rity and military strategies, priorities, and
capabilities of the Russian Federation.
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We expect the Secretary of Defense to con-
sult closely with the Director of National In-
telligence and the Secretary of State
throughout the preparation of the report re-
quired under this section, including to avoid
duplicative reporting.

Prohibition on use of funds to enter into con-
tracts or other agreements with
Rosoboronexport (sec. 1246)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1229) that would prohibit the use of Depart-
ment of Defense (DOD) funds to enter into a
contract, memorandum of understanding, or
cooperative agreement with, to make a grant
to, or to provide a loan or loan guarantee to
the Russian state corporation
Rosoboronexport. The provision included a
national security waiver of this prohibition
if the Secretary of Defense submits to the
congressional defense committees certain de-
tailed certifications.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1267).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with technical and clarifying amend-
ments. The amendment would include a lim-
ited waiver of the prohibition with respect to
contracting for spare parts or other activi-
ties related to the maintenance of heli-
copters operated by the Afghan National Se-
curity Forces or otherwise operated by DOD
only if the Secretary submits to the congres-
sional defense committees a detailed certifi-
cation that the waiver is in the U.S. national
security interest, based on certain deter-
minations by the Commander of U.S. forces
in Afghanistan and the Under Secretary of
Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Lo-
gistics.

Report on the New START Treaty (sec. 1247)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1230A) that would limit the availability of
fiscal year 2015 funds for implementation of
the New START Treaty unless the Secretary
of Defense certifies that the Russian Federa-
tion has met a number of specified condi-
tions.

The Senate committee-reported bill in-
cluded no similar provision.

The agreement includes a provision that
would require the Secretary of Defense and
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff to
jointly submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a report stating the rea-
sons continued implementation of the New
START Treaty is in the national security in-
terests of the United States.

SUBTITLE D—MATTERS RELATING TO THE ASIA-
PACIFIC REGION

Strategy to prioritice United States defense in-
terests in the Asia-Pacific region (sec. 1251)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1231) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense, in coordination with the Secretary of
State and other heads of federal departments
and agencies, to develop a strategy to
prioritize U.S. interests in the U.S. Pacific
Command area of responsibility, as well as
an implementation plan to support the strat-
egy.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would narrow
the scope of the strategy to defense issues
and remove the implementation plan re-
quirement.

The Defense Intelligence Agency should
conduct the appropriate defense intelligence
assessments focused on the matters included
in subsection (a)(2)(B) to inform the strat-
egy.
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Modifications to annual report on military and
security developments involving the People’s
Republic of China (sec. 1252)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1232) that would amend subsection (b) of sec-
tion 1202 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public Law
106-65) to modify the annual report on mili-
tary and security developments involving
the People’s Republic of China.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.
Military-to-military engagement with the Gov-

ernment of Burma (sec. 1253)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1233) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to provide an annual report to the con-
gressional defense committees and the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate
and the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the
House on the goals and objectives guiding
military-to-military engagement between
the United States and the Union of Burma,
with a 5-year sunset.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1210) that would re-
quire a certification of certain steps by the
Government of Burma to improve conditions
before security assistance would be author-
ized under this Act. The provision also con-
tained exceptions to that limitation for
human rights and disaster relief training, as
well as a report requirement on the strategy
and plans for military-to-military engage-
ment between the U.S. Armed Forces and the
Burma military.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would remove
the certification requirement, combine the
reporting requirements from both provisions,
and authorize the human rights and disaster
relief training contained within the Senate
provision with clarifying modifications. The
agreement also provides that no Department
of Defense assistance to the Government of
Burma is authorized by this Act except as
provided in this section. If a decision is made
to engage in one of the authorized activities
enumerated in subsection (a), we expect the
Secretary of Defense to provide written noti-
fication to the Secretary of State.

We note that there remains significant
progress to be made on: establishing civilian
oversight of the Burma military, imple-
menting human rights reform in the Burma
military, and terminating military relations
with North Korea. We also note that the
Government of Burma must take significant
steps toward establishing a transparent and
inclusive process to amend the constitution
of Burma, including the full participation of
the political opposition and all ethnic minor-
ity groups in that process.

Report on Department of Defense munitions
strategy of the United States Pacific Com-
mand (sec. 1254)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1234) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to provide the congressional defense
committees with a report on the munitions
strategy of United States Pacific Command.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Missile defense cooperation in Northeast Asia
(sec. 1255)

The House bill included a provision (sec.
1235) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to conduct an assessment to identify
opportunities for increasing missile defense
cooperation among the United States, Japan,
and the Republic of Korea, and to evaluate
options for short-range missile, rocket, and
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artillery defense capabilities to address

threats from the Korean Peninsula. The pro-

vision would also require the Secretary to
brief Congress on the assessment.

The Senate committee-reported bill in-
cluded no such provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We note that missile defense cooperation
with allies in Asia could be bilateral, tri-
lateral, or multilateral.

Sense of Congress and report on Taiwan and its
contribution to regional peace and stability
(sec. 1256)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1236) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to provide the congressional defense
committees and the Committee on Foreign
Relations of the Senate and the Committee
on Foreign Affairs of the House of Represent-
atives a report on the maritime capabilities
of Taiwan. The provision also would express
the sense of Congress that the United States
should consider opportunities to help en-
hance the maritime capabilities of Taiwan.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would expand
the report to the self-defense capabilities of
Taiwan and express a sense of Congress that
reaffirms U.S. security commitments under
the Taiwan Relations Act (Public Law 96-8).
Independent assessment of the ability of the De-

partment of Defense to counter anti-access
and area-denial strategies, capabilities, and
other key technologies of potential adver-
saries (sec. 1257)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 221) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to task the
Defense Science Board or other independent
group to examine the potential specific chal-
lenges to U.S. military technological superi-
ority within the next 10 years, and the spe-
cific planned responses by the Department of
Defense (DOD) to meet these challenges.

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 1237) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to enter into an agreement
with an independent entity to conduct an as-
sessment of anti-access and area-denial
(A2AD) strategies and capabilities that pose
a threat to security in the Asia-Pacific re-
gion and strategies to mitigate such threats.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to task an inde-
pendent entity to conduct an assessment of
the ability of the DOD to counter A2AD
strategies, capabilities, and other key tech-
nologies that could be implemented by po-
tential adversaries.

In the annual report to Congress on ‘‘Mili-
tary and Security Developments Involving
the People’s Republic of China 2014,”’ the De-
partment of Defense notes that China con-
tinues to sustain investments in key anti-ac-
cess and area denial capabilities to deter or
counter third-party intervention in the re-
gion. The Under Secretary of Defense for Ac-
quisition, Technology and Logistics has
warned that America’s ‘‘technological supe-
riority is not assured,” and that ‘‘the De-
partment of Defense is being challenged in
ways that I have not seen for decades, par-
ticularly in the Asia-Pacific region.” We
share this concern and believe that an inde-
pendent assessment could help focus the De-
partment’s investments and strategic think-
ing on these challenges.

We remain concerned by questions regard-
ing the relative U.S. advantages in techno-
logical capabilities, which could be undercut
as advanced technologies continue to pro-
liferate. The potential for greater techno-
logical parity among adversaries carries the
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risk of U.S. military forces operating with-
out the traditional level of overmatch need-
ed to succeed swiftly in a contingency, which
raises further questions about the impact
that the loss of technological superiority
would have on the freedom of U.S. action in
securing national security objectives. These
questions merit examination in the assess-
ment.

Elsewhere in this Act, we require the Sec-
retary of Defense to report on the Depart-
ment’s munitions strategy for United States
Pacific Command, based on a provision in
the House bill (sec. 1234). However, we be-
lieve that some of the reporting elements
contained in the House bill would be better
suited to this independent assessment. These
include assessing other countries’ munitions
programs, capabilities, and technologies that
could challenge U.S. deployed forces and
military systems, and providing rec-
ommendations for how the United States can
counter these challenges or restore, main-
tain, or expand U.S. military technological
advantages in munitions.

We expect, as part of the information,
data, resources, and analyses provided to the
independent entity, the Department also
provide a baseline description of the counter-
A2AD policies, strategies, force posture, pro-
grams, capabilities, systems and tech-
nologies that are currently in place or fund-
ed.

Sense of Congress reaffirming security coopera-
tion with Japan and the Republic of Korea
(sec. 1258)

The House bill contained provisions (sec.
1238 and 1239) that would express the sense of
Congress to reaffirm the U.S. security com-
mitment to Japan and the Republic of Korea.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes a merger of the
two House provisions with clarifying amend-
ments.

Report on maritime security strategy in the
Asia-Pacific region (sec. 1259)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1245) that would re-
quire the President to submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report that out-
lines the strategy of the Department of De-
fense with regard to maritime security in
the South China Sea and East China Sea.
The provision would also require an annual
briefing on the military to military engage-
ment with the People’s Republic of China.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We direct that, not later than March 15,
2015, the Secretary of Defense shall provide
the congressional defense committees a
briefing (in classified form, if appropriate) on
the following:

(1) An assessment of the military to mili-
tary engagements between the United States
and the People’s Republic of China in the
previous 12 months, before March 15, 2015, in-
cluding an assessment of the success of such
engagements in meeting the objectives of
the Commander of the United States Pacific
Command for such engagements; and

(2) A detailed description of all planned
and potential military to military engage-
ments between the United States and the
People’s Republic of China for the next 12
months, after March 15, 2015, including the
objectives of such engagements.

Sense of Congress on Taiwan maritime capabili-
ties and exercise participation (sec. 1259A)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1212) that would ex-
press the sense of the Senate that both Tai-
wan and the People’s Republic of China
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should be afforded the opportunity to par-
ticipate in the humanitarian assistance and
disaster relief portions of future multilateral
exercises.

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 1236).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would incor-
porate a section of the sense of Congress
from the House provision.

Modification of matters for discussion in annual
reports of United States-China Economic
and Security Review Commission (sec.
1259B)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1244) that would re-
vise and update the matters for discussion of
the annual report of the United States-China
Economic and Security Review Commission.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

SUBTITLE E—OTHER MATTERS

One-year extension of authorization for non-
conventional assisted recovery capabilities
(sec. 1261)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1242) that would extend by 1 year the author-
ity for non-conventional assisted recovery
capabilities pursuant to subsection (h) of
section 943 of the Duncan Hunter National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2009 (Public Law 110-417), as amended most
recently by section 1203(c) of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2012 (Public Law 112-81).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1264).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Modification of mnational security planning
guidance to deny safe havens to al-Qaeda
and its violent extremist affiliates (sec. 1262)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1244) that would modify section 1032 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2012 (Public Law 112-81) by requir-
ing the President to provide to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and the
House of Representatives, the Committee on
Foreign Relations of the Senate, and the
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House
of Representatives, the required national se-
curity planning guidance, including any up-
dates to such guidance, to deny safe havens
to al Qaeda and its violent extremist affili-
ates not later than October 1, 2014. Addition-
ally, this section would add an element to
the required guidance that would describe
the feasibility, resourcing, authorities re-
quired, and potential benefit of conducting
multilateral training and equipping of mili-
tary forces in relevant countries.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Enhanced authority to acquire goods and serv-
ices of Djibouti in support of Department of
Defense activities in United States Africa
Command area of responsibility (sec. 1263)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1245) that would provide the Secretary of De-
fense with an enhanced authority to acquire
products and services produced in the Repub-
lic of Djibouti in support of Department of
Defense (DOD) activities in the U.S. Africa
Command (AFRICOM) area of responsibility.
The Secretary would be required to make a
determination that: (1) The product or serv-
ice is to be used only in support of DOD ac-
tivities in AFRICOM; (2) The limit on com-
petition or preference for Djiboutian prod-
ucts or services is vital to the national secu-
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rity interest of the United States; (3) The
Djiboutian product or service is of equiva-
lent quality to that which would have been
otherwise acquired; and (4) The limitation or
preference will not adversely affect U.S.
military or stability operations in AFRICOM
or the U.S. industrial base. The authority
provided in this section would terminate on
September 30, 2018.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 828) that would pro-
vide DOD missions in Africa with a limited
procurement authority giving a preference
to products and services produced in Africa.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Should the Secretary secure additional
long-term agreements that provide for bas-
ing arrangements to support U.S. military
operations, particularly counterterrorism
operations, support to U.S. Department of
State evacuation requirements, or force pro-
tection operational requirement of
AFRICOM, we will consider a comparable ac-
quisition preference.

Treatment of the Kurdistan Democratic Party
and the Patriotic Union of Kurdistan under
the Immigration and Nationality Act (sec.
1264)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1249) that would authorize the Secretary of
State, after consulting with the Secretary of
Homeland Security and the Attorney Gen-
eral, or the Secretary of Homeland Security,
after consulting with the Secretary of State
and Attorney General, to exclude the
Kurdistan Democratic Party (KDP) and the
Patriotic Union of Kurdistan (PUK) from the
definition of a terrorist organization under
section 212(a)(3)(B)(vi)(III) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 TU.S.C.
1182(a)(3)(B)(vi)(III)) for the purposes of
issuing a temporary visa to a member of the
KDP and PUK.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1261).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a technical and clarifying amend-
ment.

Prohibition on integration of missile defense sys-
tems of China into missile defense systems of
United States and sense of Congress con-
cerning integration of missile defense sys-
tems of Russia into missile defense systems
of NATO (sec. 1265)

The House Bill included a provision (sec.
1250) that would limit the availability of fis-
cal year 2015 funds to integrate missile de-
fense systems of China into missile defense
systems of the United States. It would also
limit the availability of funds to integrate
missile defense systems of Russia into mis-
sile defense systems of the United States if
such integration would undermine the secu-
rity of the United States or the North Atlan-
tic Treaty Organization (NATO), unless the
Secretary of Defense could certify that Rus-
sia had met certain specified conditions.

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3704) contained a provision that would limit
the availability of fiscal year 2015 funds to
integrate missile defense systems of China
into missile defense systems of the United
States.

The agreement includes a provision that
would limit the availability of fiscal year
2015 funds to integrate missile defense sys-
tems of China into missile defense systems
of the United States, and would express the
sense of Congress that missile defense sys-
tems of Russia should not be integrated into
missile defense systems of NATO if such in-
tegration undermines the security of the
United States or NATO, respectively.
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Limitation on availabdility of funds to implement
the Arms Trade Treaty (sec. 1266)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1253) that would limit the Department of De-
fense’s ability to implement the Arms Trade
Treaty while also permitting the Depart-
ment to assist foreign governments in bring-
ing their laws and regulations to a level
equal to that of the United States’.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the provision. A
nearly identical provision was included in
the National Defense Authorization Act for
fiscal year 2014 (Public Law 113-66).
Notification and review of potentially signifi-

cant arms control noncompliance (sec. 1267)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1262) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to notify the
President if the Secretary has substantial
reason to believe that there is a potentially
significant case of foreign noncompliance
with an arms control treaty to which the
United States is a party. The provision
would also require the Secretary to submit
notice to certain Senate committees not
later than 30 days after such notification to
the President.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to notify the Presi-
dent if, after consultation with the Sec-
retary of State and the Director of National
Intelligence, the Secretary of Defense has
substantial reason to believe that there is a
case of foreign activity that would pose a
significant threat to United States national
security interests and that may be incon-
sistent with an arms control treaty to which
the United States is a party, and such case is
not included in the most recent annual arms
control compliance report, or is significantly
different from a case included in such report.
If the President receives such a notification
from the Secretary of Defense, the provision
would require the President to promptly
refer the matter to the Secretary of State to
arrange for an inter-agency review of the
case to assess whether it constitutes a sig-
nificant case of arms control non-compli-
ance. Not later than 60 days after the Presi-
dent makes such a referral, the provision
would also require the Secretary of State to
submit to the appropriate congressional
committees the results of the inter-agency
assessment.

Inter-European Air Forces Academy (sec. 1268)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1265) that would au-
thorize the Secretary of the Air Force to op-
erate the Inter-European Air Forces Acad-
emy (the ‘“‘Academy’’) to provide military
education and training to military personnel
of North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO) members and countries participating
in the NATO Partnership for Peace program.
The authority would extend through Sep-
tember 30, 2017.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment and an
amendment that would provide authority to
the Secretary of the Air Force to operate the
Academy through September 30, 2019.

Department of Defense support to security of
United States diplomatic facilities (sec. 1269)
The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1261) that would express a sense of Congress
on the force structure and force posture of
U.S. Africa Command within the context of
so-called ‘“New Normal’’ and its general mis-
sion requirements.
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The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would incor-
porate additional reporting requirements re-
lated to the Marine Security Guard Program
and the security of high-threat, high-risk
diplomatic facilities. Further, the agreement
requires an assessment of the effectiveness of
Department of Defense-provided Security
Augmentation Units utilized during the pre-
vious year or those utilized as of the date of
this Act to improve security at high-threat,
high-risk facilities as well as an evaluation
of any impediments to the effectiveness of
such units. We expect this assessment will
analyze the integration of such units into
relevant policies, plans, and reviews, to in-
clude, but not be limited to, vulnerability as-
sessments, waiver mitigation requirements,
and emergency action plans.

Information on sanctioned persons and busi-
nesses through the Federal Awardee Per-
formance and Integrity Information System
(sec. 1270)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1262) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit an annual report to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and
the House of Representatives, and the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate
and the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the
House of Representatives, within 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
that would require a list of Department of
Defense contractors that have conducted sig-
nificant transactions with Iran.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would amend
section 2313(c) of title 41, United States Code,
to direct Office of Foreign Assets Control
(OFAC) of the Department of the Treasury to
ensure that persons designated on OFAC cer-
tain lists are included in a database (known
as the Federal Awardee Performance and In-
tegrity Information System).

Reports on nuclear program of Iran (sec. 1271)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1263) that would require the President to sub-
mit a report to Congress, within 30 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, on the
interim agreement related to the Islamic Re-
public of Iran’s nuclear program, including a
verification of whether Iran is complying
with such agreement and an assessment of
the overall state of Iran’s nuclear program.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Sense of Congress on defense modernization by
NATO countries (sec. 1272)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1296) that would express the sense of Con-
gress that the defense modernization pro-
gram of Poland presents an important oppor-
tunity for strengthening the U.S.-Poland bi-
lateral relationship.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would express
the sense of Congress that the United States
should work with North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization (NATO) members as they seek to
modernize their defense capabilities to en-
courage them to procure defense systems, in-
cluding air and missile defense systems, that
are interoperable with NATO defense sys-
tems and help fill critical NATO shortfalls.

We agree with the NATO Wales Summit
Declaration, issued by heads of state on Sep-
tember 5, 2014, that it is important that the
NATO member states ‘‘reverse the trend in
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declining defence budgets, to make the most
effective use of our funds and to further a
more balanced sharing of costs and respon-
sibilities.”

We, therefore, support NATO member
states like the Republic of Poland that are
planning to invest significantly in the mod-
ernization of their defense capabilities, in-
cluding Poland’s decision to procure air and
missile defense systems for the Polish Army
by 2022. We understand Poland’s overall in-
vestment plan will bring it above the 2 per-
cent of gross domestic product pledge for
NATO members’ national defense spending,
which was reaffirmed by NATO in Wales. We
believe these are important investments that
could contribute to key alliance security
commitments.

We direct the Secretary of Defense to re-
port to the congressional defense commit-
tees, and the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions of the Senate and the Committee on
Foreign Affairs of the House, not later than
60 days after enactment of this Act, on the
benefits to the security of the Alliance that
would result from the procurement of inter-
operable American air and missile defense
technology by NATO members.

Report on protection of cultural property in
event of armed conflict (sec. 1273)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1269) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to report to Congress on efforts of the
Department of Defense to protect cultural
property abroad, including activities under-
taken pursuant to the 1954 Hague Convention
for the Protection of Cultural Property in
the Event of Armed Conflict.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with technical and clarifying amend-
ments.

United States strategy and plans for enhancing
security and stability in Europe (sec. 1274)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1242) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of State, to submit
to the appropriate congressional committees
a strategy for enhancing security and sta-
bility in Europe.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to conduct a review
of the force posture, readiness, and respon-
siveness of U.S. forces and the forces of other
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)
members in Europe, and the contingency
plans for those U.S. forces, to ensure they
are appropriate to meet the obligation of
collective self-defense under the North At-
lantic Treaty. The amendment would also re-
quire the Secretary of Defense, in coordina-
tion with the Secretary of State, to submit
a report to the appropriate committees of
Congress on a strategy and plans for enhanc-
ing security and stability in Europe. The re-
port would include a plan for reassuring
NATO members regarding the U.S. and
NATO commitments to collective self-de-
fense under the North Atlantic Treaty, and a
plan on enhancing U.S. security cooperation
with NATO partner nations.

We expect that at the time the report re-
quired under this section is submitted, the
Department of Defense will brief the Armed
Services Committees of the Senate and the
House of Representatives on the findings of
the review, including those relating to U.S.
contingency plans. We also expect the Sec-
retary of Defense, in developing the plan on
enhancing U.S. security cooperation with
NATO partner nations, to take into consider-
ation a partner nation’s commitment to up-
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holding and enhancing regional security and
stability.

Report on military assistance to Ukraine (sec.
1275)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1246) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to report to
the congressional defense committees semi-
annually through January 31, 2017, on U.S.
military assistance to Ukraine.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would express
the sense of Congress regarding the provision
of nonlethal and lethal U.S. military assist-
ance to Ukraine to the extent such assist-
ance is defensive and non-provocative. The
agreement also includes a technical amend-
ment to the reporting requirement in the
Senate provision.

Sense of Congress on efforts to remove Joseph
Kony from the battlefield and end the atroc-
ities of the Lord’s Resistance Army (sec.
1276)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3577) contained a provision that would ex-
press the sense of Congress regarding current
efforts to remove Joseph Kony and his top
commanders and to express the continued
support of Operation Observant Compass.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

Extension of annual reports on the military
power of Iran (sec. 1277)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3740) contained a provision that would amend
section 1245(d) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for fiscal year 2010 (Public
Law 111-84) by extending the requirement to
submit a report on the military power of
Iran from December 31, 2014, to December 31,
2016.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

Report and strategy regarding North Africa,
West Africa, and the Sahel (sec. 1278)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1251) that would make a series of findings,
express the sense of Congress, require a de-
termination, and require the submission of a
report regarding the individuals responsible
for the attack against United States per-
sonnel in Benghazi, Libya and a counterter-
rorism strategy related to North Africa.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to submit a report
on Department of Defense efforts to hold the
individuals responsible for the attack
against U.S. personnel in Benghazi, Libya
accountable and require the President to
submit a report on various security-related
matters in North Africa, West Africa, and
the Sahel.

Rule of construction (sec. 1279)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1254) stating that nothing in this Act shall be
construed as authorizing the use of force
against Syria or Iran.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would retain
the reference to Iran and delete the reference
to Syria.
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LEGISLATIVE PROVISION(S) NOT ADOPTED

Annual report on human rights vetting and
verification procedures of the Department of
Defense

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1204) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense, in consultation with the Secretary of
State, to submit to Congress an annual re-
port on human rights vetting and
verification procedures of the Department of
Defense. This report shall be submitted at
the same time the budget of the President is
submitted to Congress under section 1105 of
title 31, United States Code.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that this annual reporting re-
quirement was incorporated to a provision
codifying the so-called ‘‘Leahy human rights
vetting”’ requirement into title 10 United
States Code.

Use of acquisition and cross-servicing agree-
ments to lend certain military equipment to
certain foreign forces for personnel protec-
tion and survivability

The Senate committee-reported bill con-

tained a provision (sec. 1206) that would pro-
vide a 1l-year extension of the authority
under section 1202 of the John Warner Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2007 (Public Law 109-364), as amended,
for the Secretary of Defense to use the estab-
lished procedures under acquisition and
cross-servicing agreements to lend certain
equipment for personnel protection to coali-
tion partner forces in Afghanistan.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Report on progress toward security and stability
in Afghanistan under Operation Resolute
Support

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1214) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit a report to the appropriate
congressional committees providing detailed
information on the progress toward security
and stability in Afghanistan under the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization mission known
as Operation Resolute Support.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1227).

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the Senate committee-re-
ported provision, with certain clarifying
amendments, is included in another section
of this title, and contains a number of the re-
porting requirements under the House provi-
sion.

Requirement to withhold Department of Defense
assistance to Afghanistan in amount equiv-
alent to 150 percent of all taxes assessed by
Afghanistan to extent such taxes are not re-
imbursed by Afghanistan

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1215) that would require the withholding of
Department of Defense (DOD) fiscal year 2015
funds appropriated for assistance to the Gov-
ernment of Afghanistan in an amount equiv-
alent to 150 percent of the aggregate taxes
assessed by Afghanistan on DOD-provided as-
sistance during fiscal year 2014.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Limitation on funds to establish permanent mili-
tary installations or bases in Afghanistan
The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1220A) that would prohibit establishing mili-
tary installations or bases for the purpose of
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permanently stationing United States
Armed Forces in Afghanistan.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-

sion.

Actions to support human rights, participation,
prevention of violence, existing frameworks,
and security and mobility with respect to
women and girls in Afghanistan

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1220C) that would express the sense of Con-
gress in support of the meaningful inclusion
of women in conflict prevention, manage-
ment, and resolution, and of the security of
Afghan women and girls during the security
transition in Afghanistan.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that another provision elsewhere
in this Act expresses the sense of Congress
regarding the importance of Afghan women'’s
security and civic participation for Afghani-
stan’s development and national security.

Sense of Congress relating to Dr. Shakil Afridi

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1220D) that would express the sense of Con-
gress regarding Pakistani physician Dr.
Shakil Afridi and calling on the Government
of Pakistan to release him immediately from
prison.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note the contributions of Dr. Afridi to
efforts to locate Osama bin Laden. We are
concerned about Dr. Afridi’s continuing in-
carceration and urge the Government of
Pakistan to release him immediately.

Limitation on availability of funds to transfer
missile defense information to the Russian
Federation

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1224) that would limit the availability of
funds to transfer missile defense information
to the Russian Federation unless the Presi-
dent submits certain reports on U.S.-Russian
discussions on missile defense matters.

The Senate committee-reported bill in-
cluded no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the Missile Defense Agency
and the Department of Defense have, respec-
tively, briefed the committees on the sub-
stance of previous discussions with the Rus-
sian Federation on U.S. missile defense capa-
bilities, when those discussions were still
taking place, and those briefings included
materials that were shared with the Russian
Federation. The Department of State has
provided similar briefings to the commit-
tees, and has assured the committees no
similar materials were shared with the Rus-
sian Federation, and, thus, were not at issue
to be made available to the committees as a
part of our oversight responsibilities.

Sense of Congress regarding Russian aggression
toward Ukraine

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1226) that would express the sense of Con-
gress regarding Russian aggression towards
Ukraine.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Plan to reduce Russian Federation nuclear force
dependencies on Ukraine

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1228) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit to Congress a plan for work-
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ing with the Government of Ukraine to re-
duce Russia’s dependence on Ukraine for sup-
port of Russia’s SS-18 intercontinental bal-
listic missile (ICBM).

The Senate committee-reported bill
cluded no similar provision.

The agreement does not include the House
provision.

We note that, since the House bill provi-
sion was written, press reports indicate that
Russia is no longer depending on Ukraine to
support the SS-18 ICBM, which was origi-
nally designed and built by the Yuzhnoye
Design Bureau that is in Ukraine.
Requirements relating to certain defense trans-

fers to the Russian Federation

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1230) that would establish a U.S. policy of op-
posing transfers of defense articles or de-
fense services from any North Atlantic Trea-
ty Organization (NATO) member country to
Russia while Russia occupies the territory of
Ukraine or a NATO member country.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Sense of Congress on future of NATO and en-
largement initiatives

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1240) that would express the sense of Con-
gress on initiatives for the enlargement of
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO) and the success of NATO’s Open-
Door Policy.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that at the NATO Summit in
Wales in September 2014, Alliance members
reaffirmed their commitment to the Open-
Door Policy, declaring ‘“NATO’s door will re-
main open to all European democracies
which share the values of our Alliance,
which are willing and able to assume the re-
sponsibilities and obligations of membership,
which are in a position to further the prin-
ciples of the Treaty, and whose inclusion will
contribute to the security of the North At-
lantic area. We reaffirm our strong commit-
ment to the Euro-Atlantic integration of the
partners that aspire to join the Alliance,
judging each on its own merits.”

We also note that provisions relating to
U.S. and NATO efforts to reassure NATO
member countries, particularly in Eastern
Europe, are included in another section of
this title.

Sale of F-16 aircraft to Taiwan

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1240A) that would require the sale of no
fewer than 66 F-16 C/D aircraft to Taiwan.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Strategic framework for United States security
force assistance and cooperation in the Eu-
ropean and Eurasian regions

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1246) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense, in coordination with the Secretary of
State, to develop a strategic framework for
U.S. security force assistance and coopera-
tion in Europe and Eurasia and submit a de-
tailed report on that strategic framework to
the appropriate congressional committees.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that elsewhere in this Act, the
Secretary of Defense, in coordination with
the Secretary of State, is required to submit
to the appropriate committees a strategy

in-
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and plans for enhancing security and sta-

bility in Europe.

Requirement of Department of Defense to con-
tinue implementation of United States Strat-
egy to Prevent and Respond to Gender-
Based Violence Globally and participation
in interagency working group

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1247) that would express the sense of Con-
gress that combating violence against
women and girls worldwide is critical to pro-
moting regional and global stability and
achieving sustainable peace and security.
This section would further require the Sec-
retary of Defense, within 180 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act, to provide
a briefing to the appropriate congressional
committees on efforts by the Department of
Defense (DOD) relating to its participation
in the interagency working group to imple-
ment the U.S. Strategy to Prevent and Re-
spond to Gender-based Violence Globally,
and to continue implementing the strategy
as appropriate.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We encourage the DOD to support the con-
tinued implementation of the U.S. Strategy
to Prevent and Respond to Gender-based Vio-
lence Globally and to participate in the
interagency working group. Gender-based vi-
olence impacts security and stability world-
wide and as such, the United States must
continue to lead the global effort to actively
address it. We direct the Secretary of De-
fense or his designee(s) to brief the appro-
priate congressional committees on efforts
by the DOD relating to its participation in
the working group not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act.

Department of Defense situational awareness of
economic and financial activity

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1248) that would set forth a number of find-
ings and require the Secretary of Defense to
take such steps as necessary to improve the
situational awareness capabilities of the De-
partment of Defense (DOD) regarding legal
and licit business transactions of adversaries
and potential adversaries, and to improve
the ability of DOD to translate such capa-
bilities into certain activities of DOD.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We recognize that foreign and non-state
adversaries, as well as potential adversaries
may use legal activities within global eco-
nomic and financial systems as strategic
tools to meet their objectives. We note that
several organizations within the U.S. govern-
ment maintain situational awareness of such
activities, to include the Department of
Treasury, the Department of State, the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency, the Federal Bureau
of Investigation, and DOD. We encourage the
Secretary of Defense to leverage interagency
efforts to improve the DOD’s own awareness
of such activities, and to incorporate rel-
evant findings into the DOD’s activities and
policies.

War Powers of Congress

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1252) that would express the sense of Con-
gress relating to the importance of observ-
ance of the War Powers Resolution (Public
Law 93-148) and state that nothing in this
Act shall be construed to authorize any use
of military force.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
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Combating crime through intelligence capabili-
ties

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1255) that would authorize the supply of in-
telligence resources to the Joint Interagency
Task Force South (JIATF-S) in coordination
with U.S. Southern Command to combat
crime.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the United States Southern
Command’s JIATF-S and its associated per-
sonnel and platforms continues to accom-
plish a great deal with its limited resources
in their mission of countering illicit drug
trafficking and disruption of transnational
criminal organizations.

Statement of policy [on counternarcotics]

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1256) that would make a statement of U.S.
policy with respect to the Western Hemi-
sphere.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Declaration of policy regarding Israel’s lawful
exercise of self-defense

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1257) that would declare Congress’ support
for Israel.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Statement of policy and report on the inherent
right of Israel to self-defense

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1258) that would establish United States pol-
icy with respect to Israel and require the
President to submit a report to Congress on
a variety of matters relating to Israel.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Sense of Congress on United States presence and
cooperation in the Arabian Gulf region to
deter Iran

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1264) that would express the sense of Con-
gress on the U.S. forward presence and co-
operation in the region of the Arabian Gulf
in order to deter the Islamic Republic of
Iran.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We believe that the United States should
maintain a robust forward presence and pos-
ture in order to support United States allies
and partners in the Arabian Gulf region and
to support our national security interests
therein. There are Kkey strategic United
States facilities in the Arabian Gulf region
that are used to deter regional aggressors
and to enable ongoing military operations in
the region, including ongoing operations in
Afghanistan, Iraq, and Syria. These facilities
should be sustained given their strategic and
operational importance. Additionally, the
United States should seek ways to support
and enable the security posture of GCC coun-
tries in the Arabian Gulf region.

Report on Accountability for Crimes Against
Humanity in Nigeria

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1266) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit to Congress a report on the
crimes against humanity committed by
Boko Haram.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.
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The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Sense of Congress regarding the naval capabili-
ties of the Russian Federation

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1267) that would express the sense of Con-
gress regarding the sale of two French Mis-
tral class warships to Russia.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Report on collective and national security impli-
cations of Central Asian and South
Caucasus energy development

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1268) that would require that the Secretary
of Defense, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of State and the Secretary of Energy,
submit a report to the appropriate congres-
sional committees on the implications of
new energy resource development and dis-
tribution networks in areas around the Cas-
pian Sea for energy security strategies of the
United States and the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We direct the Secretary of Defense to sub-
mit a report to the congressional defense
committee not later than June 30, 2015, on an
energy security strategy in the U.S. Euro-
pean Command (EUCOM) area of responsi-
bility (AOR), including how energy security
concerns are incorporated into EUCOM’s op-
erations and plans. The report should include
a description of (1) the energy vulnerabilities
of U.S. forces and NATO member forces with-
in the EUCOM AOR; (2) efforts to promote
the ability of U.S. forces and NATO member
forces to operate throughout the EUCOM
AOR with secure energy supply and distribu-
tion networks; (3) EUCOM’s relationship and
interaction with the NATO Energy Security
Center of Excellence; (4) the impact of recent
disputes between the Russia Federation and
intermediate transit states on the energy se-
curity of U.S. forces and NATO member
forces in the EUCOM AOR; (5) the impact on
military readiness of U.S. forces and NATO
member forces if energy supplies or distribu-
tion networks are disrupted; and (6) NATO
and U.S. plans to mitigate the risks of poten-
tial energy vulnerabilities. The report may
be submitted in unclassified form but with a
classified annex. We encourage the Secretary
of Defense to consult with other appropriate
U.S. government agencies in the preparation
of the report.

Sense of Congress on Nigeria and Boko Haram

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1270) that would express the sense of Con-
gress about the security situation in Nigeria
and the threat posed by Boko Haram.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Recognition of victims of Soviet Communist and
Naczi regimes

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1271) that would support the designation of
“Black Ribbon Day’ to recognize the vic-
tims of the Soviet Communism and Nazi re-
gimes.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Report relating to rescue efforts in Nigerian kid-
napping

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1272) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit to Congress a report relating
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to efforts to rescue the so-called Chibok
Girls in Nigeria.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
TITLE XIII—COOPERATIVE THREAT REDUCTION

SUBTITLE A—FUNDS

Specification of Cooperative Threat Reduction
funds (sec. 1301)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1301) that would de-
fine the Cooperative Threat Reduction (CTR)
programs, define the funds as authorized to
be appropriated in section 301 of this Act,
and authorize CTR funds to be available for
obligation for 3 fiscal years.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion (sec. 1301).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Funding Allocations (sec. 1302)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1302) that that would
authorize $365,088,000, the amount of the
budget request, for the Cooperative Threat
Reduction (CTR) program. This provision
would authorize specific amounts for each
CTR program element, requires notification
to Congress 30 days before the Secretary of
Defense obligates and expends fiscal year
2015 funds for a purpose other than a purpose
listed in the provision, and would require no-
tification to Congress 15 days before the Sec-
retary of Defense obligates and expends fis-
cal year 2015 funds in excess of the specific
amount authorized for each CTR program
element.

The House reported bill contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 1302) funding the program
at $365,108,000.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment to the funding of
the Cooperative Biological Engagement Pro-
gram increasing the amount to $256,762,000
from $256,742,000.

SUBTITLE B—CONSOLIDATION AND MODERNIZA-
TION OF STATUTES RELATING TO THE DEPART-
MENT OF DEFENSE COOPERATIVE THREAT RE-
DUCTION PROGRAM

Short Title (sec. 1311)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1311) that would
state the title of a consolidation and mod-
ernization of statutes related to the Depart-
ment of Defense Cooperative Threat reduc-
tion Program.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Definitions (sec. 1312)

The agreement includes a section which
provides definitions applicable to the provi-
sions in subtitle B of title XIII of this Act.

PART I—PROGRAM AUTHORITIES

Authority to carry out Department of Defense
Cooperative Threat Reduction Program (sec.
1321)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1321) that would au-
thorize the activities of the Cooperative
Threat Reduction program. Activities in sub-
section (a) would require concurrence of the
Secretary of State or other appropriate
agency head under section 1322 or 1323.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with technical and conforming amend-
ments, as well as a provision granting an ex-
ception for notification of obligations which
have already been reported in prior notifica-
tions to the congressional defense commit-
tees.
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Use of funds for certain emergent threats or op-
portunities (sec. 1322)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1322) that would per-
mit the obligation and expenditure of Coop-
erative Threat Reduction funds that will per-
mit the United States to resolve critical
emerging proliferation threats or take ad-
vantage of opportunities to achieve long-
standing non-proliferation goals with a re-
quirement that such activities will be com-
pleted in a short period of time with congres-
sional notification occurring within 10 days
of such obligation.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
congressional notification at the time the
Secretary of Defense obligates the funding
and that such activities will be completed in
b years.

Authority for urgent threat reduction activities
under Department of Defense Cooperative
Threat Reduction Program (sec. 1323)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1323) that would au-
thorize the Cooperative Threat Reduction
Program to obligate and expend not more
than 15 percent of available funds in gov-
erned areas if the Secretary of Defense deter-
mines that the proliferation threat must be
addressed urgently in such areas, certain
provisions of law impede the ability to ad-
dress the urgent proliferation threat, and it
is necessary to obligate or expend funds to
address the proliferation threat. The Sec-
retary of Defense, in consultation with the
Secretary of State, must notify Congress
within 15 days of when such funds are first
obligated. The provision also authorizes the
obligation and expenditure of funds for ur-
gent proliferation threats in an ungoverned
area or an area that is not governed by an ef-
fective governmental authority. Such deter-
mination shall be made by the President
with congressional notification within 15
days of when the funds are first obligated.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
notification for proliferation threats in gov-
erned and ungoverned areas at the time the
funding is first obligated. The agreement
also includes technical and clarifying
amendments to the provision.

Use of funds for unspecified purposes or for in-
creased amounts (sec. 1324)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1324) that would au-
thorize the Secretary of Defense to obligate
or expend Cooperative Threat Reduction
funds for purposes other than specified or in
excess of the specified amounts, if the Sec-
retary determines that such obligation or ex-
penditure is necessary to protect or support
the interests of the United States and sub-
mits to the congressional defense commit-
tees a notification justifying such obligation
or expenditure and a period of 15 days has
elapsed following the date of such notifica-
tion.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would make
technical and clarifying changes to the pro-
vision.

Use of contributions to Department of Defense
Cooperative Threat Reduction Program (sec.
1325)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1325) that would au-
thorize the Secretary of Defense to enter
into agreements to receive contributions for
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activities under the Cooperative Threat Re-
duction program with a notice to congres-
sional defense committees within 30 days
after receiving such contribution, with a 15-
day notice and wait before expending such
funds.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would make
technical and clarifying changes to the pro-
vision.

We note that implementation plans con-
sistent with subparagraph (f) that were sub-
mitted under the prior provisions of law are
henceforth superseded with the enactment of
this section. We direct the Secretary to sub-
mit a revised plan consistent with subsection
(f) as found in this section.

PART II—RESTRICTIONS AND LIMITATIONS

Prohibition on use of funds for specified pur-
poses (sec. 1331)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1331) that would pro-
hibit the use of Cooperative Threat Reduc-
tion funds for peacekeeping-related activi-
ties, housing, environmental restoration, job
retraining, and defense conversion. The pro-
vision further prohibits funding for elimi-
nating conventional weapons unless they can
be reasonably used or adapted for use to de-
liver chemical, nuclear or biological weap-
ons.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would make
technical and clarifying changes to the pro-
vision.

Requirement for on-site managers (sec. 1332)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1332) that would re-
quire, before obligating any Cooperative
Threat Reduction funds for a project in the
former Soviet Union or a project that in-
volves dismantlement, destruction, storage
or construction of a facility or for which the
total program funding exceeds $50,000,000,
that there shall be appointed an on-site man-
ager from employees of the Federal Govern-
ment.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would make
technical and clarifying changes to the pro-
vision.

Limitation on use of funds until certain permits
obtained (sec. 1333)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1333) that would di-
rect the Secretary of Defense to seek to ob-
tain all permits required for construction of
a project in states of the former Soviet
Union before obligating significant amounts
of program funding for that phase of the
project.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
seeking all permits before obligating 40 per-
cent of the total costs of that phase of the
project. The agreement also includes an
amendment that would make technical and
clarifying changes to the provision.
Limitation on availability of funds for Coopera-

tive Threat Reduction activities with Rus-
sian Federation (sec.1334)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1303) that would limit Cooperative Threat
Reduction funding in fiscal year 2015 to the
Russian Federation until the Secretary of
Defense, in coordination with the Secretary
of State, certifies to the appropriate con-
gressional committees that Russia is re-
specting the sovereignty of Ukrainian terri-
tory, no longer acting inconsistently with
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the Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces Trea-
ty, and in compliance with the Treaty on
Conventional Armed Forces in Europe. The
provisions would also include a waiver for
the Secretary of Defense, pending a notifica-
tion, in coordination with the Secretary of
State, to the appropriate congressional com-
mittees that such contact or cooperation is
in the national security interest of the
United States and a period of 30 days has
elapsed following the notification.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would prohibit
funding for Cooperative Threat Reduction
programs in Russia beyond fiscal year 2015
without specific authorization from Con-
gress.

We support threat reduction programs and
understand the importance of the Coopera-
tive Threat Reduction (CTR) program, but
we also believe that the traditional manner
in which the program’s activities have been
carried out in the Russian Federation is no
longer necessary and no longer sustainable.
While there still may be areas of technical
cooperation that are of mutual benefit, such
as the successful cooperative effort to rid
Syria of chemical weapons and materials,
this work in the future should be focused on
specific threats, and not just a continuation
of effort. Moreover, the CTR program may
not be the most appropriate mechanism
under which future cooperative work in Rus-
sia is conducted. The United States relation-
ship with Russia has changed fundamentally
and the CTR work in the Russian Federation
is concluding. We believe that securing and
destroying nuclear weapons and nuclear ma-
terial is now a Russian responsibility and
one that the United States should no longer
fund without Russian cooperation. Any work
proposed by the Department under CTR in
the future with the Russian Federation will
be carefully reviewed and subject to specific
authorization.
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PART III—RECURRING CERTIFICATIONS AND
REPORTS
Annual certifications on use of facilities being
constructed for Department of Defense Co-
operative Threat Reduction projects or ac-
tivities (sec. 1341)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1341) that would re-
quire annual certification to the congres-
sional defense committees for each facility
of a project or activity under the program
for which construction occurred during the
preceding fiscal year, whether the facility
will be used for its intended purpose by the
state of the former Soviet Union where it is
constructed, whether the government of such
state remains committed to the use of such
facility for its intended purpose, and whether
the actions needed to ensure security at the
facility have been taken.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would replace
‘“‘state of the former Soviet Union” with
‘“‘foreign country.” The agreement also in-
cludes the Senate provision with an amend-
ment that would make technical and clari-
fying changes to the provision.

Requirement to submit summary of amounts re-
quested by project category (sec. 1342)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1342) that would re-
quire, in the annual report and budget sub-
mission for the Cooperative Threat Reduc-
tion program, a descriptive summary of the
amounts requested for each project category
for the current and following fiscal year and
a descriptive summary for each project cat-
egory of the amounts obligated and expended
in the prior fiscal year and the current fiscal
year.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would make

TABLE NO. 1—SOURCE LAW
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technical and clarifying changes to the pro-

vision.

Reports on activities and assistance under De-
partment of Defense Cooperative Threat Re-
duction Program (sec. 1343)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1343) that would re-
quire an annual report on activities carried
out under the Cooperative Threat Reduction
program to be submitted not later than the
first Monday in February.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would make
technical and clarifying changes to the pro-
vision.

Metrics for Department of Defense Cooperative
Threat Reduction Program (sec. 1344)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1344) that would re-
quire the Department of Defense to imple-
ment metrics to measure the effectiveness of
Cooperative Threat Reduction program ac-
tivities.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes an amendment
that would make technical and clarifying
changes to the provision.

PART IV—REPEALS AND TRANSITION PROVISIONS
Repeals (sec. 1351)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1351) that would re-
peal certain provisions of law related to Co-
operative Threat Reduction.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes an amendment
that would make technical and clarifying
changes to the provision as well as two ta-
bles showing the source law and disposition
of law repealed in this section.

Heading

Section # Source section
1311 [None]
1312 [Various]
|72 O (a) Sec. 1501 of P.L. 104—201, NDAA FY 1997 (50 U.S.C. 2362 note) (b) [New] (c) Sec. 1308(b) of P.L. 108-136,

NDAA FY 2004 (22 U.S.C. 5963(b)) (d) Sec 212(b) [2d sent.] of P.L. 102-228, Soviet Nuclear Threat Reduction
Act of 1991 (22 U.S.C. 2551 note) (e) Sec 221(c) of P.L. 102228, Soviet Nuclear Threat Reduction Act of 1991
(22 U.S.C. 2551 note) (f) Sec. 1306(a) of P.L. 111-84, NDAA FY 2010 (22 U.S.C. 5952 note) (g) Sec. 1205 of P.L.
104-106, NDAA FY 1996 (22 U.S.C. 5955 note).

5952 note).
Sec. 1305 of P.L. 108-136, NDAA FY 2004 (2
Sec. 1303 of P.L. 108-136, NDAA FY 2004 (2
[none]

Sec. 1308 of P.L. 108-136, NDAA FY 2004 (22 U.S.C. 5963)
Sec. 1305 of P.L. 111-84, NDAA FY 2010 (22 U.S.C. 5965)

Recurring annual NDAA provisions [sec. 1302(b) & (c)]

Sec. 1303 of P.L. 111-84, NDAA FY 2010 (22 U.S.C. 5952 note)
(a) Sec. 1303(a) & (b) of P.L. 106-65, NDAA FY 2000; (b) Sec. 1303 of P.L. 106-398, NDAA FY 2001 (22 U.S.C.

2 U.
2 U.S.C. 5960)

Short title [of new CTR Act].
Definitions.
Authority to Carry out Department of Defense Cooperative Threat Reduction Program.

Funds for Certain Emergent Threats or Opportunities.
Authority for Urgent Threat Reduction Activities Under Department of Defense Coopera-

tive Threat Reduction Program.

S.C. 5961)

Use of Funds for Unspecified Purposes or For Increased Amounts.
Use of contributions to Department of Defense Cooperative Threat Reduction Program.
Prohibition on Use of Funds for Specified Purposes.

Requirement for On-Site Managers.

Sec. 1307 of P.L. 108136, NDAA FY 2004 (22 U.S.C. 5962)

Sec. 1307 of P.L. 105-261, NDAA FY 1999 (22 U.S.C. 5952 note)
Sec. 1308 of P.L. 106-398, NDAA FY 2001 (22 U.S.C. 5959)

Sec. 1304 of P.L. 111-84, NDAA FY 2010 (22 U.S.C. 5964)

Limitation on Use of Funds Until Certain Permits Obtained.
Limitation on availability of funds for Cooperative Threat Reduction activities with Rus-

sian Federation.

Annual Certifications on use of Facilities Being Constructed for Department of Defense

Cooperative Threat Reduction Projects or Activities.

Requirement to Submit Summary of Amounts Requested by Project Category.
Reports on Activities and Assistance under Department of Defense Cooperative Threat

Reduction Program.

Metrics for Department of Defense Cooperative Threat Reduction Program.

TABLE NO. 2—DISPOSITION OF LAW REPEALED

DISPOSITION OF PROVISIONS OF LAW REPEALED BY SECTION 1351

Section

Heading

Disposition

Sec.

S

Sec.

S

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

212 of P.L. 102-228, Soviet Nuclear Threat Reduction Act of 1991 (22 U.S.C. 2551 note)

221 of P.L. 102-228, Soviet Nuclear Threat Reduction Act of 1991 (22 U.S.C. 2551 note)

222 of P.L. 102-228, Soviet Nuclear Threat Reduction Act of 1991 (22 U.S.C. 2551 note)
231 of P.L. 102-228, Soviet Nuclear Threat Reduction Act of 1991 (22 U.S.C. 2551 note)
1412 of the Former Soviet Union Demilitarization Act (P.L. 102—484; 22 U.S.C. 5902). .....

1431 of the Former Soviet Union Demilitarization Act (P.L. 102—484; 22 U.S.C. 5921). .....
1203 of the Cooperative Threat Reduction Act of 1993 (P.L. 103-160; 22 U.S.C. 5952). ..

Administration of nuclear threat reduction programs

yment arr

Authority for program to facilitate Soviet weapons destruction ..

(a) Obsolete (“President” replaced by “Secretary of Defense” in later
law). (b) [1st sent.] Rendered obsolete by later law (see sec. 1501
of P.L. 104-201). (b) [2nd sent.] Reenacted in sec. 1321(d).

(a) Expired. (b) Specific identification of SecDef as executive agent
is no longer required due to later law. (c) Reenacted in
sec.1321(e). (d) Obsolete. (e) Expired.

Obsolete.

PriEr notice of obligations to Congress
Authority for programs to facilitate demilitarization

Prior notice to Congress of obligation of funds
Authority for programs to facilitate cooperative threat reduction

Superseded by sec. 1205 of P.L. 104-106.

(a) Obsolete. (b) Rendered obsolete by later law (see sec. 1501 of
P.L. 104-201). (c) Precatory; not recommended for re-enactment.
(d) Superseded by sec. 1203(d) of P.L. 103—160, which was re-
pealed by P.L. 110-181 sec. 1304(a)(2).

(a) Superseded by sec. 1205 of P.L. 104-106. (b) Obsolete.

(a) Obsolete (“President” replaced by “Secretary of Defense” in later
law). (b) Rendered obsolete by later law (see sec. 1501 of P.L.
104-201). (c) Precatory; not recommended for re-enactment.
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DISPOSITION OF PROVISIONS OF LAW REPEALED BY SECTION 1351

December 4, 2014

Section Heading Disposition
Sec. 1204 of the Cooperative Threat Reduction Act of 1993 (P.L. 103-160; 22 U.S.C. 5953). .. Demilitarization Enterprise Fund Obsolete.
Sec. 1206 of the Cooperative Threat Reduction Act of 1993 (P.L. 103-160; 22 U.S.C. 5955). Prior notice to Congress of obligation of funds . (a) Superseded by sec. 1205 of P.L. 104-106. (b) Expired.
Sec. 1208 of the Cooperative Threat Reduction Act of 1993 (P.L. 103-160; 22 U.S.C. 5957). ..  Appropriate congressional committees defined .. Obsolete (used committee lists found in later law).
Sec. 1205 of P.L. 104-106, NDAA FY 1996 (22 U.S.C. 5955 note) Prior notice to Congress of obligation of funds ted in part in sec. 1321(g).
Sec. 1501 of P.L. 104-201, NDAA FY 1997 (50 U.S.C. 2362 note) Specification of cooperative threat reduction programs ...........cc......... Reenacted in sec. 1321.
Sec. 1307 of P.L. 105-261, NDAA FY 1999 (22 U.S.C. 5952 note) Requirement to submit summary of amounts requested by project Reenacted in sec. 1342.
category.
Sec. 1303 of P.L. 106-65, NDAA FY 2000 (22 U.S.C. 5952 note) .. Prohibition on use of funds for specified purposes .............ccoeeeeveveerene Reenacted in sec. 1331.
Sec. 1303 of P.L. 106-398, NDAA FY 2001 (22 U.S.C. 5952 note) Prohibition on use of funds for elimination of conventional weapons ~ Reenacted in sec. 1331.
Sec. 1304 of P.L. 106-398, NDAA FY 2001 Limitation on use of funds for fissile material storage facility Obsolete.
Sec. 1306 of P.L. 106-398, NDAA FY 2001 Agreement on nuclear weapons storage sites Obsolete.
Sec. 1308 of P.L. 106-398, NDAA FY 2001 (22 U.S.C. 5959) ...cvvveeermrerrreermrrecerresssmsnecrnressinnns Reports on activities and assistance under cooperative threat reduc- Reenacted in sec. 1343.
tion programs.
Sec. 1304 of P.L. 107-107, NDAA FY 2002 (22 U.S.C. 5952 NOLE) ....oeuuvveverermmcrmrersrmreereriasen Requirement to consider use of revenue generated by activities car-  Precatory; not recommended for re-enactment.
ried out under cooperative threat reduction programs.
Sec. 1305 of P.L. 107-314, NDAA FY 2003 (22 U.S.C. 5952 NOtE) ....oeuurreeerermmermrersrmreerereanens Prohibition against use of funds for second wing of fissile material ~Obsolete.
storage facility.
Sec. 1306 of P.L. 107-314, NDAA FY 2003 (22 U.S.C. 5952 NOtE) .....ccovverreeerrrereresrreersesrrieniens Limited Waiver of Restrictions on Use of Funds for Threat Reduction  Obsolete.
in States of the Former Soviet Union.
Sec. 1303 of P.L. 108-136, NDAA FY 2004 (22 U.S.C. 5960) ... Limitation on use of funds until certain permits obtained ................. Reenacted in sec. 1333.
Sec. 1305 of P.L. 108-136, NDAA FY 2004 (22 U.S.C. 5961) Requirement for on-site managers R ted in sec. 1332.
Sec. 1307 of P.L. 108-136, NDAA FY 2004 (22 U.S.C. 5962) ..... Annual certifications on use of facilities being constructed for coop-  Reenacted in sec. 1341.
erative threat reduction projects or activities.
Sec. 1308 of P.L. 108—136, NDAA FY 2004 (22 U.S.C. 5963) ...covvveermmerrrvermrecerrerismsneersresninnes Authority to use cooperative threat reduction funds outside the (a) Reenacted with clarifications in sec. 1322. (b) Reenacted in
former Soviet Union. sec.1321(c). (c) Reenacted in sec. 1322(b). (d) Obsolete.
Sec. 1303 of P.L. 111-84, NDAA FY 2010 (22 U.S.C. 5952 note) .. Utilization of contributions to the cooperative threat pro-  (c)-(f) R ted in sec. 1325.
gram.
Sec. 1304 of P.L. 111-84, NDAA FY 2010 (22 U.S.C. 5964) Metrics for the cooperative threat reduction program ...........ccccceeee. (a) Reenacted in sec. 1344. (b), (c), (d) Expired. (e) Reenacted in
sec. 1312.
Sec. 1305 of P.L. 111-84, NDAA FY 2010 (22 U.S.C. 5965) Cooperative threat reduction program authority for urgent threat re- (a), (b) Reenacted in sec. 1323. (c) Reenacted in sec. 1312.
duction activities.
Sec. 1306 of P.L. 111-84, NDAA FY 2010 (22 U.S.C. 5952 NOtE) ....crvveveurmurrrreeermrerrnrerirrneennes Cooperative threat reduction defense and military contacts program Reenacted in sec. 1321(a)(6) & (f).

Transition provisions (sec. 1352)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1352) that would
transition any determinations based on prior
Cooperative Threat Reduction authorities to
the provisions herein upon date of enactment
while ensuring authorized funding remains
available for obligation.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would make
technical and clarifying changes to the pro-
vision.

TITLE XIV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS
SUBTITLE A—MILITARY PROGRAMS
Working capital funds (sec. 1401)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1401) authorizing appropriations for fiscal
year 2015 for the use of the Armed Forces and
agencies of the Department of Defense for
working capital and revolving funds, as spec-
ified in the funding table in section 4501.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 1401).

The agreement includes this provision.
Chemical Agents and Munitions Destruction,

Defense (sec. 1402)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1402) authorizing appropriations for fiscal
year 2015 for the Department of Defense for
chemical agents and munitions destruction,
as specified in the funding table in section
4501.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1402).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Drug Interdiction and Counter-Drug Activities,
Defense-wide (sec. 1403)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1403) authorizing appropriations for fiscal
year 2015 for the Department of Defense for
drug interdiction and counterdrug activities,
defense-wide, as specified in the funding
table in section 4501.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 1403).

The agreement includes this provision.
Defense Inspector General (sec. 1404)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1404) authorizing appropriations for fiscal
year 2015 for the Department of Defense for
the Office of the Inspector General, as speci-
fied in the funding table in section 4501.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 1404).
The agreement includes this provision.

Defense Health Program (sec. 1405)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1405) authorizing appropriations for fiscal
yvear 2015 for the Defense Health Program, as
specified in the funding table in section 4501.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 1405).

The agreement includes this provision.

SUBTITLE B—OTHER MATTERS

Authority for transfer of funds to joint Depart-
ment of Defense-Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Facility Demonstration Fund
for Captain James A. Lovell Federal Health
Care Center, Illinois (sec. 1411)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1421) that would authorize the Secretary of
Defense to transfer $146.9 million from the
Defense Health Program to the Joint Depart-
ment of Defense-Department of Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Facility Demonstration Fund
to be used for operations of the Captain
James A. Lovell Federal Health Care Center,
Illinois.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1421).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Authorization of appropriations for Armed
Forces Retirement Home (sec. 1412)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1422) that would authorize $63.4 million to be
appropriated for fiscal year 2015 from the
Armed Forces Retirement Home Trust Fund
for the operation of the Armed Forces Re-
tirement Home.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 1423).

The agreement includes this provision.
Comptroller General of the United States report

on Captain James A. Lovell Federal Health
Care Center, North Chicago, Illinois (sec.
1413)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1422) that would re-
quire the Comptroller General of the United
States to submit to the Committees on
Armed Services and the Committees on Vet-
erans’ Affairs of the Senate and the House of
Representatives a report on the Captain
James A. Lovell Federal Health Care Center,
North Chicago, Illinois, demonstration

project not later than 120 days after the date
that the Secretary of Defense and the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs submit to the
Committees on Armed Services and the Com-
mittees on Veterans’ Affairs of the Senate
and the House of Representatives their eval-
uation report on this demonstration project.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED

Report on development of secure supply of rare
earth materials

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1411) that would di-
rect the Comptroller General of the United
States to submit a report to the congres-
sional defense committees no later than 1
year after the date of enactment of this Act,
on the supply of rare earth materials ex-
tracted, processed, and refined from secure
sources of supply to develop and produce ad-
vanced technologies in support of require-
ments of the Department of Defense (DOD).

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include the Senate
provision. We direct the Comptroller General
of the United States to submit a report to
the congressional defense committees no
later than 1 year after the date of enactment
of this Act, on the supply of rare earth mate-
rials extracted, processed, and refined from
secure sources of supply to develop and
produce advanced technologies in support of
requirements of the DOD. The report shall
include, at a minimum, an assessment of: (1)
DOD’s identification and plans to mitigate
any national security risks resulting from
its rare earth materials dependency; (2) ac-
tions that DOD has taken to identify gaps in
a secured supply chain for rare earth mate-
rials, associated challenges to include tech-
nical hurdles and intellectual property con-
cerns, and mitigation plans to obtain secure
sources of supply; (3) DOD’s short and long-
term requirements determination for proc-
esses for specific quantities of rare earth ma-
terials related to the National Defense
Stockpile, including DOD assessments; and
(4) recommendations on the potential role of
the Federal Government in the development
of secure sources of supply. The report may
include a classified annex.
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Revisions to previously authoriced disposals
from the National Defense Stockpile

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1411) that would authorize revisions on limi-
tations in asset sales contained in section
3303(a)(7) of the Strom Thurmond National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
1999 (P.L. 105-261), as most recently amended
by section 1412(a) of the Duncan Hunter Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2009 (P.L. 110-417), to increase the De-
partment of Defense’s stockpile commodity
disposal authority by $50.0 million, and ex-
tend this authority from 2016 to 2019.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include the House
provision.

We encourage the Defense Logistics Agen-
cy to continue the planned upgrade of the be-
ryllium stockpile held in the National De-
fense Stockpile.

TITLE XV—AUTHORIZATION OF ADDITIONAL
APPROPRIATIONS FOR OVERSEAS CONTIN-
GENCY OPERATIONS

BUDGET ITEM

National Guard and Reserve Component Equip-
ment

The amended budget request for Overseas
Contingency Operations contained no fund-
ing for a National Guard and Reserve Equip-
ment account.

The House bill contained $250.0 million for
a National Guard and Reserve Equipment ac-
count.

The Senate committee-reported bill would
provide no funding for a National Guard and
Reserve Component Equipment account.

The agreement includes $1.25 billion for a
National Guard and Reserve Equipment ac-
count in section 4102 of this Act. Given the
uncertainty of the current and projected fis-
cal environment, the availability of equip-
ment needed to sustain and modernize the
National Guard and Reserve Components as
an operational reserve and for their domestic
support missions, to include legacy aircraft
as part of the Aerospace Control Alert (ACA)
mission, remains a concern. We believe,
therefore, additional funds are necessary to
reduce high priority operational and dual-
use equipment shortfalls. Accordingly, we
expect these funds to be used for the pur-
poses of, but not limited to, meeting the fis-
cal year 2015 unfunded equipment priorities
of the Reserve Components as reported to
Congress under section 10543(c) of title 10,
United States Code. The funds may also be
used by the National Guard and Reserve
Components for the procurement of: aircraft,
including associated replacements or up-
grades for avionics, radars, and fuel tanks;
tactical missiles; wheeled and tracked com-
bat and tactical vehicles, including associ-
ated replacements or upgrades for mobility,
survivability, and lethality, such as weapons
stations; ammunition; small arms; tactical
radios; non-system training devices; com-
mand, control, and logistics automation sys-
tems; shelters, and other critical dual-use
items.

SUBTITLE A—AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS

Purpose (sec. 1501)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1501) stating the purpose of the title.

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3875) contained an identical provision (sec.
1501).

The agreement includes this provision.
Procurement (sec. 1502)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1502) authorizing additional appropriations
for procurement accounts for the Army, the
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Navy and the Marine Corps, the Air Force,
and defense-wide activities.

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3875) contained a similar provision (sec. 1502).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Research, development, test and evaluation (sec.
1503)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3875) contained a provision (sec. 1503) author-
izing additional appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense for research, develop-
ment, test and evaluation.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Operation and maintenance (sec. 1504)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1503) authorizing additional appropriations
for the use of the Armed Forces and other
agencies of the Department of Defense for
operation and maintenance.

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3875) contained a similar provision (sec. 1504).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Military personnel (sec. 1505)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1504) authorizing additional appropriations
for the use of the Armed Forces and other
agencies of the Department of Defense for
military personnel.

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3875) contained a similar provision (sec. 1505).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Other appropriations (secs. 1506—-1509)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1505) authorizing additional appropriations
for the Defense Health Program, Drug Inter-
diction and Counter-Drug Activities, de-
fense-wide, and National Guard and Reserve
Equipment.

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3875) contained similar provisions (secs. 1506,
1507, 1508 and 1509).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sions.

Counterterrorism Partnerships Fund (sec. 1510)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3835) contained a provision that would au-
thorize appropriations for the Counterter-
rorism Partnerships Fund.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

European Reassurance Initiative (sec. 1511)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3835) contained a provision that would au-
thorize appropriations for the European Re-
assurance Initiative.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

SUBTITLE B—FINANCIAL MATTERS

Treatment as additional authorications (sec.
1521)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1511) stating that the amounts authorized to
be appropriated by this title are in addition
to the amounts otherwise authorized to be
appropriated by this Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 1511).
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The agreement includes this provision.
Special transfer authority (sec. 1522)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
15612) that would provide the Department of
Defense (DOD) with $3.0 billion of special
transfer authority in fiscal year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1512) that
would provide DOD with $4.0 billion of spe-
cial transfer authority in fiscal year 2015.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment to provide DOD
with $3.5 billion in special transfer authority
in fiscal year 2015.

SUBTITLE C—LIMITATIONS, REPORTS, AND
OTHER MATTERS

Afghanistan Infrastructure Fund (sec. 1531)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1523) that would prohibit the use of fiscal
year 2015 Department of Defense (DOD) funds
for the Afghanistan Infrastructure Fund
(AIF) until all prior-year funds for the AIF
have been obligated or expended.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1524) that
would prohibit the use of fiscal year 2015
DOD funds for the AIF.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Afghanistan Security Forces Fund (sec. 15632)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1521) that would continue existing limita-
tions under section 1513 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008
(Public Law 110-181), as amended, on the use
of funds in the Afghanistan Security Forces
Fund (ASFF).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1523).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would also ex-
tend the authority under subsection 1531(d)
of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66) to
accept certain equipment procured using
ASFF funds and to treat such equipment as
Department of Defense stocks. The agree-
ment would condition the acceptance of
equipment procured with ASFF funds au-
thorized under this Act on: (1) the Secretary
of Defense submitting to the congressional
defense committees a detailed report on the
equipment procurement process in Afghani-
stan; and (2) the Commander, U.S. Forces Af-
ghanistan making certain determinations re-
garding the equipment to be accepted under
this authority. These determinations would
be provided to the congressional defense
committees as part of the quarterly reports
on the exercise of this authority.

In extending the authority under sub-
section 1531(d) of Public Law 113-66, we ex-
pect that this authority will be utilized only
in limited circumstances and should not be
broadly available for accepting equipment
that has been damaged after it was trans-
ferred to the Afghan security forces.

Joint Improvised Explosive Device Defeat Fund
(sec. 1533)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
15622) that would authorize various transfer
authorities, reporting requirements, and
other associated activities for the Joint Im-
provised Explosive Device (IED) Defeat
Fund, as managed by the Joint IED Defeat
organization.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1522) that
would authorize the Joint Improvised Explo-
sive Device Defeat Fund and would thereby
provide the Director of the Joint Improvised
Explosive Device Defeat Organization
(JIEDDO) with the authority to investigate,
develop, and provide equipment, supplies,
services, training, facilities, personnel, and
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funds to assist United States forces in the
defeat of improvised explosive devices for
Operation Enduring Freedom or any suc-
cessor operation to that operation. The pro-
vision would also extend JIEDDO’s authority
with respect to homemade explosives, and
would sunset this authority on December 31,
2015. The provision would also direct the
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition,
Technology, and Logistics to present to the
congressional defense committees a plan to
consolidate any enduring functions of the
stated organizations, capabilities, and fund-
ing into an appropriate organization identi-
fied as part of that review.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Counterterrorism Partnerships Fund (sec. 1534)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3875) contained a provision that would au-
thorize the Counterterrorism Partnerships
Fund.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

European Reassurance Initiative (sec. 1535)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3875) contained a provision (sec. 1527) that
would specify the purposes for which
amounts authorized to be appropriated for
the European Reassurance Initiative (ERI)
could be used and provide other limitations
on the use of such funds.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment clarifying that for
fiscal year 2015 $1.0 billion is authorized to be
appropriated in Overseas Contingency Oper-
ations funds for the ERI. The amendment
would also provide that of these funds not
less than $75.0 million would be available for
programs, activities, and assistance to sup-
port Ukraine, and not less than $30.0 million
would be available for programs and activi-
ties to build the capacity of European allies
and partner nations. Amounts specified for
the ERI fund would be available for the pur-
poses of ERI through September 30, 2016.

We are deeply concerned about the ongoing
violations of Ukraine’s sovereignty and ter-
ritorial integrity and note that a provision
in another section of this title expresses the
sense of Congress in support of providing
Ukraine military assistance, both non-lethal
and lethal assistance, that is defensive and
non-provocative.

We are also concerned about the potential
spread of the unconventional and hybrid
warfare tactics used by Russia in Ukraine to
other countries in the region, potentially in-
cluding the Baltic countries, Moldova, and
Georgia. We urge the Secretary of Defense to
devote the appropriate level of planning and
resources, including resources under the
ERI, to countering the threat posed by these
unconventional and hybrid warfare tactics.

Plan for transition of funding of United States
Special Operations Command from supple-
mental funding for overseas contingency op-
erations to recurring funding for future-
years defense programs (sec. 1536)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1521) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to provide the
congressional defense committees, as part of
the fiscal year 2016 budget request, with a
plan to fully transition appropriate U.S. Spe-
cial Operations Command funding from the
Overseas Contingency Operations budget to
the base budget over the future years defense
program to maintain critical and enduring
special operations capabilities.
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The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.
The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.
LEGISLATIVE PROVISION NOT ADOPTED

Codification of Office and Management and
Budget criteria

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1524) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to implement specified criteria in re-
quests for Overseas Contingency Operations
(0CO).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the criteria for OCO funding
requests developed by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget (OMB) for deciding whether
funding for programs properly belongs in the
base or OCO requests have not been updated
in over 4 years. While these criteria have
been somewhat successful in delineating be-
tween these two sources of funding and have
facilitated OCO funding requests for the De-
partment of Defense (DOD), there have been
significant fact-of-life world events which
dictate a need to re-examine and update
those criteria. It is also unclear how the
guidance is applied to DOD reprogramming
requests submitted to Congress for emergent
requirements. OMB should ensure the cri-
teria remain relevant and adaptable for eval-
uating DOD budget and reprogramming re-
quests. We encourage DOD to evaluate the
OCO criteria on a regular basis to ensure
proper delineation of base and OCO budget
requests. We would expect OMB to update
the OCO criteria in time to support the FY
2016 budget submission.

TITLE XVI—STRATEGIC PROGRAMS, CYBER,
AND INTELLIGENCE MATTERS

SUBTITLE A—SPACE ACTIVITIES

Department of Defense Space Security and De-
fense Program (sec. 1601)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1601) that states a sense of Congress that
critical U.S. space systems face a growing
foreign threat, that both the People’s Repub-
lic of China (PRC) and the Russian Federa-
tion are developing capabilities to disrupt
the use of space by the United States during
a conflict, and that a fully developed, multi-
faceted approach is needed to deter and de-
feat any adversary’s acts of aggression in
outer space. The provision directs the Sec-
retary of Defense to submit a report to the
congressional defense committees not later
than 180 days after the date of the enactment
of this Act that assesses the ability of the
Department of Defense to deter and defeat
any adversary’s act of aggression in outer
space. In addition, this section would direct
the Secretary, acting through the Office of
Net Assessment, to conduct a study and pro-
vide a report to the congressional defense
committees not later than 1 year after the
date of the enactment of this Act of poten-
tial alternate defense and deterrent strate-
gies in response to the existing and projected
counterspace capabilities of PRC and the
Russian Federation.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Evolved expendable launch vehicle notification
(sec. 1602)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1602) that would direct the Secretary of the
Air Force to provide certain congressional
committees with notification of each change
to the Evolved Expendable Launch Vehicle
(EELV) acquisition plan and schedule as
compared to the plan and schedule included
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in the budget submitted by the President for
fiscal year 2015. The notification would in-
clude an identification of the change, a na-
tional security rationale for the change, the
impact of the change on the EELV block buy
contract, the impact of the change on the op-
portunities for competition for -certified
EELYV launch providers, and the costs or sav-
ings of the change. The notification require-
ment would apply to fiscal years 2015, 2016,
and 2017.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the notification be sent to the appropriate
congressional committees at the time of the
budget submission for fiscal year 2016 and
2017, and it would not require such notifica-
tion if no change has occurred relative to the
fiscal year 2015 budget submission.

Satellite communications responsibilities of Ex-
ecutive Agent for Space (sec. 1603)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1603) that would direct the Secretary of De-
fense to revise Department of Defense (DOD)
directives and guidance for the DOD Execu-
tive Agent (EA) for Space, with respect to
the development of space strategies, archi-
tectures and programs for satellite commu-
nications.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would add co-
ordination with the commanders of the com-
batant commands.

We direct the Secretary of Defense to re-
port to the congressional defense commit-
tees, within 90 days of the enactment of this
Act, on DOD’s satellite communications or-
ganization structure. The report shall in-
clude a review of the efficiency and effective-
ness of the DOD’s current satellite commu-
nications organizational structure. It shall
also include a recommendation to strengthen
the DOD’s leadership and acquisition struc-
ture of satellite communications in a man-
ner which improves strategic planning and
lowers costs through more efficient acquisi-
tion approaches to meet the DOD’s related
requirements.

Specifically, the Secretary shall assess the
merits and challenges of designating the
Commander of the Air Force Space Com-
mand’s Space and Missile Systems Center as
the DOD’s single acquisition agent for wide-
band satellite communications not later
than fiscal year 2017. If the Secretary dis-
agrees with this proposition the report must
demonstrate and give a plan to implement
an organization structure that brings coher-
ency to the satellite communications acqui-
sition process. The acquisition of commer-
cial satellite communications is currently at
best ad hoc, expensive, and reliant on Over-
seas Contingency Operations funding with
little long-term planning, and is not strate-
gically and efficiently aligned with the ac-
quisition of military wideband satellite com-
munications.

Rocket propulsion system development program
(sec. 1604)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1604) that would direct the Secretary of De-
fense to develop a next-generation liquid
rocket engine authorized at $220.0 million for
fiscal year 2015. In carrying out the program,
the Secretary would be required to coordi-
nate with the Administrator of the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration, to
the extent practicable. The provision also
contained a sense of Congress that the en-
gine be made in the United States, meet the
requirements of the national security space
community, developed not later than 2019
using full and open competition, and avail-
able for purchase by all space launch pro-
viders of the United States.
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The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1629) that
would require the Secretary of Defense to de-
velop a program plan for the production of a
liquid rocket engine to support national se-
curity launch missions by no later than 2019.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would direct
the Secretary of Defense to develop a rocket
propulsion system that is made in the United
States, is developed no later than 2019 using
full and open competition, meets the re-
quirements of the national security space
community, and is available for purchase by
all space launch providers of the United
States.

We note that this provision is not an au-
thorization of funds for the development of a
new launch vehicle. This provision is for the
development of a rocket propulsion system
to replace non-allied space launch engines by
2019.

The Secretary should coordinate with the
Administrator of the National Aeronautics
and Space Administration, to the extent
practicable, to ensure that the rocket pro-
pulsion system developed under subsection
meets objectives that are common to both
the national security space community and
the civil space program of the United States.
Pilot program for acquisition of commercial sat-

ellite communication services (sec. 1605)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1605) that would allow the Secretary of De-
fense to develop and execute a pilot program
to examine the feasibility of expanding the
use of working capital funds to acquire com-
mercial satellite communications services to
meet Department of Defense requirements.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment that would
change the report due date from 150 days
after enactment to 90 days. It also changes
the budgetary authority from commercial
satellite communications to satellite com-
munications, and makes other administra-
tive modifications.

Update of National Security Space Strategy to
include space control and space superiority
strategy (sec. 1606)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1606) that would extend the analysis required
by section 911(d) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (Public
Law 110-181) through fiscal year 2030.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1621) that
would direct the Secretary of Defense, in
consultation with the Director of National
Intelligence, to update the space control and
space superiority strategy pursuant to the
Space Posture Review conducted under sec-
tion 913 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2009 (Public Law
110-417).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would extend
the analysis required by section 911(d) of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2008 (Public Law 110-181) through
fiscal year 2030, and make other clarifying
changes.

Allocation of funds for the Space Security and
Defense Program; report on space control
(sec. 1607)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1622) that would re-
quire a preponderance of the funds used
within the Space Security and Defense Pro-
gram be allocated to offensive space control
and active defense strategies with a state-
ment on the use of such funds at the time of
the President’s budget submission to Con-
gress.
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The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would change
the word ‘‘preponderance’ to ‘‘majority,” re-
quire the development of the capabilities in
addition to strategies, require a review of
the appropriate types of funding for the pro-
gram, and sunset the provision in 5 years
from the date of enactment of this Act.

Prohibition on contracting with Russian sup-
pliers of rocket engines for the evolved ex-
pendable launch vehicle program (sec. 1608)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1623) that would pro-
hibit the Secretary of Defense from entering
into a new contract or renewing a current
contract for space launch activities from any
person if that person purchases supplies crit-
ical for space launch activities covered by
the contract from a Russian entity. The pro-
vision contained a waiver from the prohibi-
tion for U.S. national security interests and
if space launch services and capabilities
could not be obtained at a fair and reason-
able price without the purchase of supplies
critical for space launch activities from a
Russian entity.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would prohibit
the Secretary of Defense from awarding or
renewing a contract for the procurement of
property or services for space launch activi-
ties under the Evolved Expendable Launch
Vehicle program if the contract carries out
such activities using rocket engines designed
or manufactured in the Russian Federation.
The provision includes the waiver from the
Senate provision. The provision exempts the
placement of orders or the exercise of op-
tions under contract FA8811-13-C-0003,
awarded on December 18, 2013, or unless the
Secretary, upon advice of the General Coun-
sel of the Department of Defense, certifies to
the congressional defense committees that
the offeror of a contract has provided suffi-
cient documentation to conclusively dem-
onstrate that prior to February 1, 2014, the
offeror had either fully paid for or entered
into a legally binding commitment for rock-
et engines designed or manufactured in the
Russia Federation.

Assessment of evolved expendable launch vehi-
cle program (sec. 1609)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1624) that would re-
quire the Government Accountability Office
to assess the advisability of the Secretary of
Defense to require that launch providers es-
tablish or maintain business systems com-
plying with the data requirements and cost
accounting standards of the Department of
Defense, including certified cost or price
data.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion, with a modification to the date the re-
port is due.

Competitive procedures required to launch pay-
load for mission number five of the Oper-
ationally Responsive Space Program (sec.
1610)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1627) that would re-
quire competitive procedures be used to
launch the payload for the Operationally Re-
sponsive Space program mission number
five.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.
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Availability of additional rocket cores pursuant
to competitive procedures (sec. 1611)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1626) that would,
based upon the Fiscal Year 2015 National Se-
curity Space Launch Forecast, require the
Secretary of Defense to make available dur-
ing fiscal year 2015 one additional rocket
core for open competition. The provision
also requires that between fiscal years 2015
and 2017, one additional competitive rocket
core shall be made available unless the Sec-
retary determines that there is no prac-
ticable way to implement this requirement
while remaining in compliance with the
terms and conditions of the 36 rocket core
block buy under the Evolved Expendable
Launch Vehicle (EELV) program. Upon mak-
ing such a determination, the Secretary
shall certify within 45 days that there is no
practicable way to add the second additional
rocket core for open competition as well as
describing the basis for such a determination
and providing both to the congressional de-
fense committees. A proposed amendment to
the Senate committee-reported bill (amend-
ment number 3824) contained a provision
that would make technical and conforming
changes.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with technical and conforming amend-
ments.

Limitations on availability of funds for weather
satellite follow-on system and Defense Mete-
orological Satellite program (sec. 1612)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
215) that would direct the Secretary of the
Air Force to place the last remaining sat-
ellite of the Defense Meteorological Satellite
Program (DMSP) on the launch manifest for
the Evolved Expendable Launch Vehicle
(EELV) program. Additionally, this section
would direct the Secretary of the Air Force
to establish an additional launch, for acqui-
sition in fiscal year 2015, under the EELV
program, using full and open competition
among certified providers. The House bill
would also fence 75 percent of the funds for
the weather satellite follow-on system until
the Secretary submits to the congressional
defense committees the plan to meet the me-
teorological and oceanographic collection re-
quirements validated by the Joint Require-
ments Oversight Council.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1628) that would pro-
hibit funding the storage of the last DMSP
unless the Secretary of Defense certifies to
the congressional defense committees that
the Department of Defense (DOD) intends to
launch the satellite, will have sufficient
funding to do so in the future years defense
program, and that storing the satellite until
a launch in 2020 is the most cost-effective ap-
proach to meeting the requirements of DOD.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that removes both
the direction to launch the DMSP satellite
and the addition of a competition launch.
The agreement would limit 50 percent of the
funds for the follow-on weather satellite
until the Secretary of Defense submits to the
congressional defense committees a plan to
meet the meteorological and oceanographic
collection requirements of the Joint Re-
quirements Oversight Council, including the
requirements of the combatant commands,
military departments and agencies of the
DOD. The Government Accountability Office
(GAO) shall review the plan and the Analysis
of Alternatives to determine if it meets best
practices and fully addresses the concerns of
the acquisition, operational and user com-
munities, including how DOD assessed and
dealt with cost, schedule and risks posed by
each alternative considered.
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The agreement also includes a prohibition
on storage of DMSP, unless the Secretary of
Defense intends to launch the satellite and
that storing the satellite until the antici-
pated launch is the most cost-effective ap-
proach to meeting the requirements of DOD.
If the Secretary of Defense decides not to
launch the satellite, the Secretary of De-
fense must certify that the related require-
ments of the DOD will be met. The agree-
ment also includes a review of the certifi-
cation report by GAO.

Limitation on availability of funds for space-
based infrared systems space data exploi-
tation (sec. 1613)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
216) that would limit obligation or expendi-
ture of funds authorized by this Act to not
more than 50 percent for the data exploi-
tation under the Space-Based Infrared Sys-
tems (SBIRS) space modernization initia-
tive, which funds modernization and evo-
lution of technologies to meet the SBIRS
mission, until the Secretary of the Air Force
delivers a certification to the congressional
defense committees that the limited funds
available for this effort will be used in sup-
port of data exploitation of the current
SBIRS program of record, including the
scanning and staring sensor; or that the data
from the current SBIRS program of record,
including the scanning and staring sensor, is
being fully exploited and no further efforts
are warranted.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of the Air Force make the cer-
tification as the Department of Defense Ex-
ecutive Agent for Space.

We direct the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff to conduct an overhead persistent
infrared assessment. Such assessment shall
include input from the Joint Staff and each
of the combatant commands, including the
component commands, detailing how they
currently integrate, and plan to integrate,
the use of overhead persistent infrared capa-
bilities to pursue their assigned mission
areas. Such assessment shall be delivered to
the congressional defense committees in the
form of a report by April 1, 2015.

Limitations on availability of funds for hosted
payload and wide field of view testbed of
the space-based infrared systems (sec. 1614)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
217) that would limit 50 percent of the funds
authorized to be appropriated by this Act for
hosted payloads and wide field of view
testbed alternative approaches to the Space-
Based Infrared Systems (SBIRS) program of
record until completion and briefing to the
appropriate congressional committees on the
analysis of alternatives (AOA).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would release
75 percent of the funds authorized to be ap-
propriated upon completion and submittal of
the AOA to the appropriate congressional
committees, with the remaining 25 percent
to be released 30 days after receiving the
briefing as described in the House provision.

We direct the U.S. Comptroller General of
the United States to review the AOA for
SBIRS to determine the extent that the De-
partment met AOA best practices and fully
addressed the concerns of the acquisition,
operational, and user communities. Further,
the Comptroller General shall review how
the Department identified the requirements
and assessed and addressed the cost, sched-
ule, and risks posed for each alternative in
the AOA. The Comptroller General shall pro-
vide the results of the review to the appro-
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priate congressional committees within 180
days from receipt of the AOA, and also pro-
vide an interim briefing within 90 days.

Limitations on availability of funds for pro-
tected tactical demonstration and protected
military satellite communications testbed of
the advanced extremely high frequency pro-
gram (sec. 1615)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
218) that would limit 50 percent of the funds
authorized to be appropriated by this Act for
the protected tactical demonstration and
protected military satellite communications
testbed alternative approaches to the Ad-
vanced Extremely High Frequency (AEHF)
program of record until completion and
briefing to the congressional defense com-
mittees on the analysis of alternatives
(AOA).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would release
75 percent of the funds authorized to be ap-
propriated upon completion and submittal of
the AOA with the remaining 25 percent re-
leased 30 days after receiving the briefing as
described in the House provision. The agree-
ment also includes other clarifying amend-
ments that make clear the restriction is not
intended to limit technology insertions to
current satellite communication programs of
record.

We direct the Comptroller General of the
United States to review the reliability of the
MILSTAR system, including terminals and
maintenance and its effect on readiness as
well as the phasing of the AEHF and Family
of Advanced Beyond the line of sight Termi-
nals (FAB-T) system to determine whether
there will be a timely replacement of the
MILSTAR system so as to not further de-
grade reliability and readiness of the exist-
ing communications architecture. The
Comptroller General shall present an initial
assessment to the congressional defense
committees in the form of a briefing no later
than March 31, 2015, with a final briefing no
later than September 30, 2015.

We also direct the Comptroller General to
review the AOA for AEHF to determine the
extent that the Department of Defense
(DOD) met AOA best practices and fully ad-
dressed the concerns of the acquisition, oper-
ational, and user communities. Further, the
Comptroller General shall review how DOD
identified the requirements and assessed and
addressed the cost, schedule, and risks posed
for each alternative in the AOA. The Comp-
troller General shall provide the results of
the review to the congressional defense com-
mittees within 180 days from receipt of the
AOA, and also provide an interim briefing
within 90 days.

Study of space situational awareness architec-
ture (sec. 1616)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1630) that would di-
rect the Secretary of Defense to task the De-
fense Science Board to assess the architec-
ture of the ground and space sensors used for
space situational awareness (SSA) for both
defensive and offensive space operations over
a 5-, 10-, and 20-year budget plan. The assess-
ment shall also include ground systems to
task the sensors and process the data.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the report to have an unclassified summary
and a classified appendix, as required.

Briefing on range support for launches in sup-
port of national security (sec. 1617)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-

mittee-reported bill (amendment number
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3899) contained a provision that would re-

quire the Secretary of the Air Force to sub-

mit to the congressional defense committees

a report on the requirements and invest-

ments needed to modernize Department of

Defense space launch facilities and sup-

porting infrastructure at Cape Canaveral Air

Force Station and Vandenberg Air Force

Base.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with technical and clarifying amend-
ments.

We expect the Secretary to leverage, up-
date, and expand on the previous space
launch infrastructure briefing provided to
Congress in March 2014.

SUBTITLE B—DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AND
INTELLIGENCE-RELATED ACTIVITIES
Tactical Ezxploitation of National Capabilities

Ezxecutive Agent (sec. 1621)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1614) that would establish an executive agent
for the Tactical Exploitation of National Ca-
pabilities (TENCAP) program. The executive
agent would report directly to the Under
Secretary of Defense for Intelligence, and
would be responsible for working with the
combatant commands, military services, and
intelligence community to develop methods
to increase warfighter effectiveness through
the exploitation of national capabilities and
to promote cross-domain integration of such
capabilities into military operations, train-
ing, intelligence, surveillance, and recon-
naissance activities. The provision also
would require the TENCAP executive agent
to provide an annual briefing to the congres-
sional defense and intelligence committees
for fiscal years 2016-20 on the investments,
activities, challenges, and opportunities in
carrying out the TENCAP program.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would make
technical and conforming changes regarding
the designation of a TENCAP executive
agent. We agree that the Undersecretary of
Defense for Intelligence should designate a
TENCAP executive agent through the use of
an existing billet. We do not intend to create
new standalone positions to support this
function.

One-year extension of report on imagery intel-
ligence and geospatial information support
provided to regional organizations and secu-
rity alliances (sec. 1622)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1613) that would extend an existing reporting
requirement by 1 year, regarding sharing of
imagery intelligence and geospatial informa-
tion to regional organizations and security
alliances.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Extension of Secretary of Defense authority to
engage in commercial activities as security
for intelligence collection activities (sec.
1623)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1651) that would
amend 431(a) of title 10, United States Code,
to change the current sunset date from De-
cember 31, 2015, to December 31, 2017.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.
Extension of authority relating to jurisdiction

over Department of Defense facilities for in-
telligence collection or special operations ac-
tivities abroad (sec. 1624)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-

tained a provision (sec. 1653) that would
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amend section 926(b) of the National Defense

Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Pub-

lic Law 112-81) to extend the sunset dates in

the provision in paragraph (1) by striking

“September 30, 2015 and inserting ‘‘Sep-

tember 30, 2017”’; and by striking ‘‘fiscal year

2016’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal year 2018.”’

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.
Assessment and limitation on availability of

funds for intelligence activities and pro-
grams of United States Special Operations
Command and special operations forces (sec.
1625)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1611) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense, acting through the Under Secretary of
Defense for Intelligence, the Assistant Sec-
retary of Defense for Special Operations and
Low Intensity Conflict, and the Director of
the Defense Intelligence Agency, to submit
an assessment to the appropriate congres-
sional committees on the intelligence activi-
ties and programs of the U.S. Special Oper-
ations Forces and U.S. Special Operations
Command (SOCOM). This section would also
limit 50 percent of the funds authorized to be
appropriated by this Act or otherwise made
available for fiscal year 2015 of SOCOM
Major Force Program-11 procurement, de-
fense-wide, and research, development, test-
ing, and evaluation, defense-wide, until such
assessment is received.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would modify
the reporting requirements and the limita-
tion on funds and add a requirement that the
Comptroller General of the United States
provide review and provide an assessment of
the required report.

Annual briefing on the intelligence, surveil-
lance, and reconnaissance requirements of
the combatant commands (sec. 1626)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1612) that would direct the Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff to provide briefings to
the congressional defense and intelligence
committees on the intelligence, surveillance,
and reconnaissance requirements of each of
the combatant commands. The provision
would also provide specific guidance for what
information should be included in the annual
briefing. The provision would further require
that the Chairman provide the briefing with
the budget submission each year, from fiscal
year 2016-20.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.
Prohibition on National Intelligence Program

consolidation (sec. 1627)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1616) that would prohibit amounts authorized
to be appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able to the Department of Defense (DOD) to
be used during the period beginning on the
date of the enactment of this Act and ending
on December 31, 2015, to execute:

(1) the separation of the National Intel-
ligence Program (NIP) budget from the DOD
budget;

(2) the consolidation of the NIP budget
within DOD; or

(3) the establishment of a new appropria-
tions account or appropriations account
structure for the NIP budget.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.
Personnel security and insider threat (sec. 1628)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1654) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to establish
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an interim continuous evaluation (CE) sys-
tem for personnel security; use this interim
system to develop policies and procedures for
an objective system; engineer CE systems to
interface with an automated insider threat
detection and prevention system; acquire CE
capabilities competitively based on advanced
commercial technology; establish a multi-
disciplinary team to support the develop-
ment of an automated insider threat capa-
bility; and create an executive committee of
senior officials to ensure that the insider
threat program is appropriately coordinated
and resourced.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary to report to Congress on the
Department’s plans to address the elements
contained in the provision.

We also note that the study by the Direc-
tor of Cost Analysis and Program Evaluation
(CAPE) of the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment’s personnel investigation service for
the Department of Defense made a number of
recommendations for additional phases of
CAPE’s assessment. We endorse the CAPE
recommendations for Phase 2A and 2B ac-
tions, specifically: improvements to
workflow scheduling, limiting investigations
to those requiring access to classified infor-
mation; establishing a business practice
working group to achieve efficiencies (such
as cost savings from economies of scale); the
efficacy of information technology invest-
ments, quality control practices, enhancing
competition; and rationalizing the mix of
government and contract investigators.

Migration of Distributed Common Ground Sys-
tem of Department of the Army to an open
system architecture (sec. 1629)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1655) that would re-
quire the Secretary of the Army, within 3
years of the date of enactment of this Act, to
migrate the Distributed Common Ground
System (DCGS), including the so-called Red
Disk or any successor to Red Disk under de-
velopment at the Army Intelligence and Se-
curity Command, to an open systems archi-
tecture. The provision would require that
the DCGS open systems architecture be com-
pliant with the Defense Intelligence Infor-
mation Enterprise open architecture.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

SUBTITLE C—CYBERSPACE-RELATED MATTERS

Budgeting and accounting for cyber mission
forces (sec. 1631)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1643) that would re-
quire that the Secretary of Defense, for fis-
cal year 2017 and every succeeding year, for
the President’s annual budget submission
and supporting documents, to develop a
major force program (MFP) category and
program elements for the Department of De-
fense (DOD) future years defense program for
the training, arming, and equipping of the
cyber mission forces. The provision would
also require the Secretary to assess the fea-
sibility and advisability of establishing a
general fund transfer account to execute the
funds programmed in the MFP and provide a
recommendation to the congressional de-
fense committees by April 1, 2015.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We note that for several years, as the im-
portance of cyber operations investments
has grown, the congressional defense com-
mittees have been urging DOD to improve
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how it categorizes and displays its budget
justification documentation. In embarking
on the process of developing a major force
program, we believe it is important for DOD
to adopt a taxonomy that remains consistent
over several years. We understand that the

Department is responding to budget guid-

ance from the Office of Management and

Budget, as well as changing priorities from

new leadership, but these fluctuations in

taxonomy result in an inconsistent and mov-
ing baseline that masks real annual changes
in budget and execution levels.

Reporting on cyber incidents with respect to
networks and information systems of oper-
ationally critical contractors (sec. 1632)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1645) that would di-
rect the Secretary of Defense to establish
procedures for designating contractors as
‘“‘operationally critical contractors,”” noti-
fying such contractors that they have been
designated, and requiring designated con-
tractors to report successful penetrations of
their computer networks by known or sus-
pected advanced persistent threat actors.
The provision narrowly defines an operation-
ally critical contractor as a company des-
ignated by the Secretary as a critical source
of supply for airlift, sealift, intermodal
transportation services, or logistical support
that is essential to mobilization, deploy-
ment, or sustainment in a contingency oper-
ation.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We fully share the concern of industry and
the Department of Defense (DOD) about har-
monizing reporting on cyber intrusions to
eliminate redundant reporting. We direct the
Secretary to ensure that contractor report-
ing to DOD, and the dissemination of such
reporting, is coordinated with reporting to
the Director of National Intelligence and
other government agencies.

Executive agents for cyber test and training
ranges (sec. 1633)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1621) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to establish an executive agent to co-
ordinate and oversee the management of the
various cyber and information technology
test and training ranges being developed and
deployed by the Department of Defense
(DOD).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would make
technical changes and require the Secretary
to designate two cyber range executive
agents from among existing DOD personnel,
one for test ranges and one for training
ranges; and to consult with the Principal
Cyber Advisor in designating the executive
agents. The amendment also would require
the executive agents, in consultation with
the DOD Chief Information Officer, to jointly
designate a standard language from among
existing open source candidates for express-
ing cyber event and threat data in machine-
readable form for use in the Joint Informa-
tion Environment and the range environ-
ment.

We note that for several years, the Armed
Services Committees of the Senate and
House of Representatives have expressed
concerns over how the DOD has managed its
cyber range resources. While we recognize
that DOD has developed and maintained a
core set of capabilities, we have observed
first-hand that the lack of coordination of
those capabilities has left DOD in a situation
where the current ranges do not support the
tools and capabilities that cyber operators
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would use in the real world. Unlike in live
training for kinetic operations, in cyber-
space, we do not train like we fight. We be-
lieve that the integrated plan required by
these executive agents is a necessary tool to
create standardization between training and
operational tools, as well as to ensure that
DOD is investing in adequate range resources
to meet unit-level training requirements for
the force structure being defined by U.S.
Cyber Command.

One reason that we have tasked these exec-
utive agents to designate a standard lan-
guage for cyber event and threat data report-
ing is to better ensure that there is standard-
ization of these capabilities across the range
and operational networks. Not only is this a
fundamental capabilities needed by cyber
forces, it would also set a valuable precedent
for ensuring that the capabilities that are
used on live, operational networks are the
same tools that would be used in a test or
training environment. We firmly believe
that any standard designated by these execu-
tive agents should swiftly be transitioned to
use on the operational networks of the Joint
Information Environment.

In designating the two required executive
agents, we believe that the Secretary should
consider two important factors. First, the
Test Resource Management Center (TRMC)
already fills a similar role for the test range
complex, and would make a logical choice to
take on the responsibilities for the test
range executive agent. Second, we believe
that the training range executive agent
should be the responsibility of one of the
military departments, since they have the
operational imperative to maintain training
readiness, as well as the resources to sustain
and upgrade training range capabilities over
time.

Cyberspace mapping (sec. 1634)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1641) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense, within 60
days of the date of enactment of this Act, to
designate a network or network segment
within the Department of Defense (DOD) to
support the execution of a pilot program to
demonstrate large-scale cyberspace mapping
technology, as approved by the Cyber Invest-
ment Management Board (CIMB). The provi-
sion also would require the Principal Cyber
Advisor, within 180 days of enactment of this
Act, to recommend policy to the Secretary
of Defense regarding the mapping of cyber-
space to support the missions of U.S. Cyber
Command.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Review of cross domain solution policy and re-
quirement for cross domain solution strategy
(sec. 1635)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1642) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to review the
policies of the Department of Defense, and
develop a strategy concerning the procure-
ment, approval, and use of capabilities to
transmit information across networks and
systems at different security classification
levels.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

Requirement for strategy to develop and deploy
decryption service for the Joint Information
Environment (sec. 1636)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1614) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to develop a
strategy for a decryption service for the
Joint Information Environment. The provi-
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sion would require the strategy for the
decryption and re-encryption of communica-
tions to enable the inspection of communica-
tions content to detect cyber threats and in-
sider threat activity. That strategy would
include a requirements definition document,

an architecture, a concept of operations, a

cost estimate, and an assessment of the secu-

rity benefit of such a service. The provision
would require a briefing on the strategy to
be provided to the congressional defense and

intelligence committees by October 1, 2015.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.
Actions to address economic or industrial espio-

nage in cyberspace (sec. 1637)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3377) contained a provision that would re-
quire the President to report annually to ap-
propriate congressional committees on coun-
tries that engage in economic or industrial
espionage in cyberspace with respect to U.S.
trade secrets or proprietary information, and
on the types of technologies and intellectual
property such countries target, what they
have succeeded in stealing, and, where
known, the incorporation of such stolen
property in articles, products, or services.
The report also would include the actions
the President has taken to diminish such es-
pionage, and the progress made towards that
goal.

The provision would authorize the Presi-
dent, pursuant to the International Emer-
gency Economic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1701
et seq.), to block and prohibit all trans-
actions in all property and interests in prop-
erty of each person determined to be know-
ingly engaged in such espionage, if such
property and interests in property are in the
United States, come within the United
States, or are or come within the possession
or control of a U.S. person.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We urge the President in implementing
this provision to harmonize the required re-
porting on industrial or economic espionage
through cyberspace with related reporting,
including the biennial report on the threat
to U.S. industry from foreign economic col-
lection and industrial espionage required by
section 809(b) of Public Law 103-359.

Sense of Congress regarding role of reserve com-
ponents in defense of United States against
cyber attacks (sec. 1638)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1622) that would express the sense of Con-
gress that the National Guard has a valuable
role to play in defending the United States
against cyber attacks.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would recog-
nize the important capabilities and role of
all the reserve components.

We are aware that the Army National
Guard is pursuing a decision to establish ten
Cyber Protection Teams (CPTs), independent
of the plans by U.S. Cyber Command to es-
tablish 68 CPTs within the active compo-
nent. While we support a role for the reserve
components in Department of Defense plan-
ning and organization to deal with cyber
threats, we are concerned that such plans
are not adequately synchronized with overall
planning in this space. In particular, we are
concerned about potentially creating par-
allel structures, personnel and training path-
ways, and authorities for such forces.

Therefore, we direct the Secretary of the
Army to submit a report to the congres-
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sional defense committees, within 90 days of
the enactment of this Act, on the progress
made by the Army National Guard to estab-
lish ten CPTs to support preparations to re-
spond to emergencies involving an attack or
natural disaster impacting computer net-
works. The report shall include the fol-
lowing:

(1) A timeframe for when stationing of the
CPTs will be finalized.

(2) A timeframe for activation of the CPTs
and whether the teams will be activated at
the same time or staggered over time.

(3) A description of manning and basing re-
quirements.

(4) The number and location of nomina-
tions received for a CPT and the activation
date estimate provided in each nomination.

(5) An assessment of the range of stated
cost projections included in the nominations.

(6) An assessment of any identified pat-
terns regarding ease or difficulty of staffing
individuals with required credentials within
particular regions.

(7) Any additional information deemed rel-
evant by the Secretary.

Sense of Congress on the future of the Internet
and the .MIL top-level domain (sec. 1639)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1090E) that would prohibit the transfer of the
responsibilities of the National Tele-
communications and Information Adminis-
tration (NTIA) for Internet domain name
system functions until the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States submits a report to
Congress, within 1 year of the date on which
NTIA receives a proposal for the transfer of
such responsibilities to the Internet Corpora-
tion For Assigned Names and Numbers
(ICANN).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1646) that would ex-
press the sense of Congress that the Sec-
retary of Defense should:

(1) Advise the President to transfer the re-
maining role of the United States Govern-
ment in the functions of the Internet As-
signed Numbers Authority (IANA) to a glob-
al multi-stakeholder community only if the
President is confident that the .mil top level
domain and the Internet protocol address
numbers used exclusively by the Department
of Defense (DOD) for national security will
remain exclusively used by DOD; and

(2) Take all necessary steps to sustain the
successful stewardship and good standing of
the Internet root zone servers managed by
DOD components.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would clarify
how the Secretary should provide advice in
the process, as well as ensure active partici-
pation in all transition planning and ac-
countability stress testing.

We understand that the arcane and eso-
teric process for governing the Internet is
not conducive to quick or easy under-
standing by decisionmakers not intimately
involved in the process. We fear that the
lack of understanding breeds concerns that
at face value appear warranted, but upon
closer examination may not be valid, or may
be easily mitigated. We believe that some
improved confidence building measures and
transparency over the negotiations process
would be helpful in dispelling any mis-
conceptions about the process.

Therefore, we direct the Secretary to sub-
mit a report to the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives on the transition process no
later than 180 days after the enactment of
this Act. This report should explain DOD’s
role in the negotiations process, any issues
or concerns about the status of negotiations,
and any observations related to the account-
ability stress testing currently underway.
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Furthermore, we encourage DOD and the Na-
tional Telecommunications and Information
Administration to provide regular briefings
to the Committees on Armed Services of the
Senate and House or Representatives, as well
as other congressional committees, on the
status of transition planning and account-
ability stress testing.

SUBTITLE D—NUCLEAR FORCES

Preparation of annual budget request regarding
nuclear weapons (sec. 1641)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1631) that would amend section 179 of title 10,
United States Code, and add a new require-
ment regarding annual transfers to the De-
partment of Energy (DOE) from the Depart-
ment of Defense’s (DOD) budget authority.
Prior to making such transfers, the Sec-
retary of Defense must enter into a memo-
randum of agreement with the Secretary of
Energy as to how the funds will be obligated
and expended within the Weapons Activities
budget of the National Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration (NNSA).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that includes a
waiver to the certification requirement if
the Secretary of Defense determines such
waiver is in the national security interest
and provides a copy of the agreement be-
tween the Secretaries of Defense and Energy
describing how the Secretary of Energy will
obligate or expend any amounts covered by
the transfer of the budget authority to the
DOE and an explanation of why the Sec-
retary was not able to certify the previous
year’s DOD-to-NNSA budget transfers com-
plied with previous DOD-DOE Secretaries’
agreements.

Improvement to biennial assessment on delivery
platforms for nuclear weapons and the nu-
clear command and control system (sec.
1642)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1637) that would amend section 492(a)(1) of
title 10, United States Code, to add ‘‘, and
the ability to meet operational availability
requirements for’” after ‘‘military effective-
ness of”’.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Congressional Budget Office review of cost esti-
mates for nuclear weapons (sec. 1643)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1640) that would amend 1041(b) of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
year 2013 (Public Law 112-239) to require the
Congressional Budget Office (CBO) to submit
a report to the congressional defense com-
mittees on an annual basis regarding the 10—
year cost of nuclear weapons programs.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1602) that
would amend section 1043 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012
(Public Law 112-81) to require the CBO to
submit such a report 120 days after submis-
sion of the report required by section 1043 for
an odd-numbered fiscal year.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the CBO report to be submitted by July 1 of
each year in which the President submits a
report under section 1043 for an odd-num-
bered fiscal year. The amendment would also
require the CBO report to include an esti-
mate of the relative percentage of total de-
fense spending represented by nuclear weap-
ons funding during the 10-year period. Fi-
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nally, the amendment would require the Di-
rector of the CBO to submit a letter to the
congressional defense committees if the Di-
rector determines a report under section 1043
for an even-numbered fiscal year contains a
significant change.

We expect the Director to use their best
judgment regarding whether any changes are
significant enough to warrant submission of
a letter.

Retention of missile silos (sec. 1644)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1634) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to preserve each intercontinental bal-
listic missile silo that contains a deployed
missile as of the date of the enactment of
this Act in, at a minimum, a warm status
that enables such silo to remain a fully func-
tioning element of the interconnected and
redundant command and control system of
the missile field and be made fully oper-
ational with a deployed missile.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would make
the requirement effective during the period
in which the New START Treaty (as defined
by section 494 (a)(2)(D) of title 10, United
States Code) is in effect. The amendment
also includes a rule of construction that
would enable the Department of Defense to
place a silo offline temporarily to perform
maintenance activities.

We intend that this provision would re-
quire the Secretary to maintain the perti-
nent silos in a condition that permits them
to be returned to operational alert status.

Procurement authority for certain parts of inter-
continental ballistic missile fuzes (sec. 1645)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1601) that would give
authority to procure commercial parts for
intercontinental ballistic missile fuses, not-
withstanding 10 United States Code 1502(a),
for fiscal year 2015.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Assessment of nuclear weapon secondary re-
quirement (sec. 1646)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1634) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense, in coordination with the Secretary of
Energy and the Commander, U.S. Strategic
Command, to assess the annual nuclear
weapon secondary production requirement
needed to sustain a safe, secure, reliable, and
effective nuclear deterrent. The Secretary of
Defense would be required to submit a report
on this assessment to the congressional de-
fense committees within 180 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act. This re-
port would be in unclassified form, with a
classified annex if necessary, and would be
required to include an explanation of the ra-
tionale and assumptions that led to the cur-
rent 50-to-80 per year secondary production
requirement, including the factors consid-
ered in determining such requirement, and
an analysis of whether there are any changes
to the 50-to-80 per year secondary produc-
tion requirement, including the reasons for
any such changes.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the report 120 days after the date of enact-
ment.

Certification on nuclear force structure (sec.
1647)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

1635) that would require that, not later than
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90 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act, the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff and the Commander, U.S. Strategic
Command, jointly certify that the plan for
implementation of the New START Treaty
announced on April 8, 2014, will enable the
United States to meet its obligations under
such treaty in a manner that ensures the nu-
clear forces of the United States are capable,
survivable, and balanced; and maintain stra-
tegic stability, deterrence and extended de-
terrence, and allied assurance.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.

Advance notice and reports on B61 life exten-
sion program (sec. 1648)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1604) that would re-
quire the Chairman of the Nuclear Weapons
Council and the Commander of U.S. Stra-
tegic Command to provide the congressional
defense committees with separate reports in
advance of any decision to reduce the scope
of the B61 Life Extension Program below the
level proposed in the fiscal year 2015 Stock-
pile Stewardship Management Plan.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a minor amendments.

Notification and report concerning removal or
consolidation of dual-capable aircraft from
Europe (sec. 1649)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1639) that would limit fiscal year 2015 fund-
ing for the Department of Defense to consoli-
date or remove dual-capable aircraft (unless
being replaced by F-35 aircraft) from the
area of responsibility (AOR) of the U.S. Eu-
ropean Command (EUCOM) until the Sec-
retary of Defense certifies that the armed
forces of the Russian Federation are no
longer occupying Ukrainian territory, the
Russian Federation is no longer violating
the Intermediate Nuclear Forces Treaty, and
the Russian Federation is in compliance
with the Conventional Forces in Europe
Treaty. The provision contained a waiver for
national security including a certification
that such consolidation is consistent with
the 2012 North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO) Deterrence and Defense Posture Re-
view concerning reciprocal non-strategic nu-
clear weapons reductions by the Russian
Federation and an unclassified report ex-
plaining why such certification cannot be
made with a 30-day wait period. The provi-
sion required a report on the cost and burden
sharing arrangements of the forward de-
ployed nuclear weapons in place with the
NATO and any recommendations for changes
to the current arrangement.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require,
90 days before the date on which the Sec-
retary of Defense removes or consolidates
United States dual capable aircraft from the
EUCOM AOR, the Secretary to congressional
defense committees and include a report on
how such removal or consolidation is in the
national security interests of the United
States and NATO and whether the proposed
consolidation or removal is affected by the
armed forces of the Russian Federation occu-
pying Ukrainian territory, the Russian Fed-
eration deploying or preparing to deploy nu-
clear weapons to Ukrainian territory, the
Russian Federation not complying with the
Intermediate Nuclear Forces Treaty, and the
Russian Federation not complying with the
Conventional Forces in Europe Treaty.
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Reports on installation of nuclear command,
control, and communications systems at
headquarters of United States Strategic
Command (sec. 1650)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1603) that would re-
quire the Commander, U.S. Strategic Com-
mand (STRATCOM) to submit an annual re-
port on the installation of nuclear command,
control, and communications systems as
part of the replacement of the STRATCOM
headquarters. The requirement for an annual
report would terminate at such time as when
the Commander, STRATCOM certifies to the
congressional defense committees that all
milestones have been completed, and the
headquarters building is a fully functioning
node in the overall NC3 architecture.

The Government Accountability Office
(GAO) shall review the existing milestones
and scope of the effort and provide a tech-
nical briefing to the congressional defense
committees no later than September 30, 2014,
as to whether the scope of the current effort
is complete, fully integrated, and meets ac-
cepted programmatic planning practices.

GAO shall review the report submitted
each year and provide a briefing to the con-
gressional defense committees on whether
the installation is meeting projected mile-
stones and costs and whether there are out-
standing programmatic or technical issues
that must be addressed to meet these mile-
stones so that the building can become an
operational hub in the overall NC3 network.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

Report on plans for response of Department of
Defense to INF Treaty violation (sec. 1651)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1644) that would require the Missile Defense
Agency to develop a plan to test, by 2016, the
capability of the Aegis Ashore missile de-
fense system to counter intermediate-range
ground-launched cruise missiles. It would
also require, if Russia is not in compliance
with the Intermediate-range Nuclear Forces
(INF) Treaty as of the date of enactment of
this Act, the Department of Defense to de-
velop a plan for the research and develop-
ment of intermediate-range ballistic and
cruise missiles.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes a provision that
would require the Secretary of Defense to
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report describing any steps being
taken or planned to be taken by the Depart-
ment of Defense in response to Russian ac-
tions in violation of its obligations under the
INF Treaty. The report would include a de-
scription of any plans to conduct research,
development, testing or deployment of po-
tential future United States military capa-
bilities, including activities to modify, test,
or deploy existing military systems, to deter
or defend against the threat of Russian INF-
range systems, should such systems be de-
ployed.

Statement of policy on the nuclear triad (sec.
1652)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1636) that contained a series of findings on
the nuclear triad and a statement that it is
the policy of the United States to operate
and sustain a triad of nuclear delivery plat-
forms consisting of heavy bombers armed
with nuclear gravity bombs and air launched
cruise missiles, land based intercontinental
ballistic missiles which can carry independ-
ently targeted reentry vehicles, ballistic
missile submarines and forward deployed
dual capable fighter bomber aircraft and nu-
clear weapons, as well as to ensure that
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members of the Armed Forces that operate
and maintain these systems have sufficient
training and resources to execute their nu-
clear mission.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that strikes the
findings.

Sense of Congress on deterrence and defense
posture of the North Atlantic Treaty Orga-
nication (sec. 1653)

The Senate committee-reported bill in-
cluded a provision (sec. 1605) that would ex-
press the sense of Congress that the United
States reaffirms and remains committed to
the policies enumerated in the Deterrence
and Defense Posture Review of the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization (NATO), dated
May 20, 2012.

The House Bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would include
policies enumerated in the NATO Wales
Summit Declaration of September 2014.

SUBTITLE E—MISSILE DEFENSE PROGRAMS

Availability of funds for Iron Dome short-range
rocket defense system (sec. 1661)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1613) that would au-
thorize fiscal year 2015 Department of De-
fense funds to be provided to the Govern-
ment of Israel to procure the Iron Dome
short-range rocket defense system, including
for co-production of Iron Dome parts and
components in the United States by United
States industry. The provision would also re-
quire that the funds authorized for Iron
Dome be subject to the terms, conditions and
co-production targets specified for fiscal
year 2015 in the ‘‘Agreement Between the De-
partment of Defense of the United States of
America and the Ministry of Defense of the
State of Israel Concerning Iron Dome De-
fense System Procurement,” signed March 5,
2014. The provision would also authorize a
portion of the funds to be used for several
other U.S.-Israeli cooperative missile defense
programs, if the Government of Israel deter-
mines that it is a higher priority for its na-
tional security.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Department of Defense, prior to the ini-
tial obligation of the authorized funds, to
certify that the U.S.-Israel Iron Dome agree-
ment is being successfully implemented, and
to describe any risks relating to implemen-
tation of the agreement.

Testing and assessment of missile defense sys-
tems prior to production and deployment
(sec. 1662)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1615) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to ensure
that, prior to making a final production de-
cision for, and prior to operational deploy-
ment of, a new or substantially upgraded in-
terceptor or weapon system of the Ballistic
Missile Defense System, sufficient and oper-
ationally realistic testing of the system is
conducted, and the testing results dem-
onstrate a high probability that the system
will work in an operationally effective man-
ner. The provision would also require the Di-
rector of Operational Test and Evaluation to
provide an assessment to the Secretary of
the sufficiency and results of the testing.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.
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Acquisition plan for re-designed exro-atmos-
pheric kill vehicle (sec. 1663)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1614) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to develop a
rigorous acquisition plan for the re-design of
the Exo-atmospheric Kill Vehicle of the
Ground-based Midcourse Defense system,
subject to approval by the Under Secretary
of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and
Logistics. It would also require the Depart-
ment of Defense, after such approval, to sub-
mit a report to the congressional defense
committees describing the acquisition plan
and how it will meet specified objectives.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Study on testing program of ground-based mid-
course missile defense system (sec. 1664)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1645) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to enter into an arrangement with a
Federally Funded Research and Development
Center to conduct a study of the testing pro-
gram for the ground-based midcourse missile
defense system, and to submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report con-
taining the study.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Sense of Congress and report on homeland bal-
listic missile defense (sec. 1665)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1611) that would ex-
press the sense of Congress concerning the
importance of defending the United States
Homeland against the threat of limited bal-
listic missile defense attack, and the need to
improve the current capability of the
Ground-based Midcourse Defense system.
The provision would also require the Depart-
ment of Defense to submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report describ-
ing the status of efforts to improve the
homeland ballistic missile defense capability
of the United States.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We direct that, not later than 60 days after
submission of the report required by the pro-
vision, the Government Accountability Of-
fice (GAO) provide a briefing to the congres-
sional defense committees providing its
views on the report. We further direct that,
as soon as practicable after the briefing has
been provided, the GAO submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report on
the views provided in the briefing.

Sense of Congress and report on regional bal-
listic missile defense (sec. 1666)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1612) that would ex-
press the sense of the Congress on the impor-
tance of the United States and its allies and
partners improving their regional ballistic
missile defense capabilities, and would re-
quire the Department of Defense to submit a
report on the status of efforts to improve
such capabilities in Europe, the Middle East,
and the Asia-Pacific region.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We direct that, not later than 60 days after
submission of the report required by this
provision, the General Accounting Office
provide a briefing to the congressional de-
fense committees providing its views on the
report. We further direct that, as soon as
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practicable after the briefing has been pro-
vided, the GAO submit to the congressional
defense committees a report on the views
provided in the briefing.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED
Air Force intelligence organization

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1615) that would express the sense of Con-
gress that the Air Force National Air and
Space Intelligence Center provides indispen-
sable intelligence support, and should re-
main organizationally aligned to the Head-
quarters Air Staff with reporting through
the Vice Chief of Staff. In addition, this sec-
tion would require the Secretary of the Air
Force to submit to the congressional defense
committees and the congressional intel-
ligence committees a strategic plan for the
intelligence organization of the Air Force,
which includes maintaining the National Air
and Space Intelligence Center alignment to
the Headquarters Air Staff.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include the House
provision. We did not recommend including
this provision, since the Air Force has pro-
vided the plan the House provision would
have required and has decided to maintain
the National Air and Space Intelligence Cen-
ter directly aligned to the Headquarters Air
Staff. However, we will continue to monitor
the Air Force’s implementation of its plan.

Authority for Secretary of Defense to engage in
commercial activities as security for military
operations abroad

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1652) that would
amend subsections 431 through 437 of title 10,
United States Code, to: (1) Allow the Sec-
retary of Defense to employ commercial ac-
tivities as security for military operations,
in addition to existing authority for using
such activities for intelligence operations;
(2) Direct that reports of audits on commer-
cial activities used as security for intel-
ligence operations as reported to the con-
gressional defense and intelligence commit-
tees, and reports on audits of commercial ac-
tivities used as security for military oper-
ations, are reported to the congressional de-
fense committees only; and (3) Make con-
forming changes throughout these sub-
sections.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion. We believe that this could be a useful
authority, but would have to receive better
answers from the Department of Defense
(DOD) to questions that were raised after
DOD requested this authority. We would re-
evaluate this request in the future if DOD
continues to identify a need for the author-
ity.

Budget increase for Aegis ballistic missile de-
fense

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1646) that would authorize an increase of
$99.0 million for procurement of Standard
Missile-3 (SM-3) interceptors for the Aegis
ballistic missile defense system.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Funding authorization levels for procure-
ment of SM-3 interceptors are included in
the procurement funding table in section
4101 of this Act.

Director of National Intelligence certification
with respect to the mission analysis for
cyber operations of Department of Defense

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1623) that would amend section 933 of the Na-
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tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66) to require the
Director of National Intelligence to certify
that the recommendations of the cyber mis-
sion analysis report by the Secretary of De-
fense required by section 933 are consistent
with the cyber operations capability needs of
the United States.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the Secretary’s cyber mission
analysis report did not include a certifi-
cation that the Red Team personnel and ca-
pacity in the Air National Guard are no
longer required by the Department of De-
fense, and may not be reduced or reassigned
without such a certification.

Independent review of the personnel reliability
program of the Department of Defense and
the human reliability program of the De-
partment of Energy

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1632) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense and the Secretary of Energy to jointly
seek to enter into a contract with a federally
funded research and development center to
conduct an independent review of the Per-
sonnel Reliability Program (PRP) of the De-
partment of Defense and the Human Reli-
ability Program of the Department of En-
ergy.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion. We note that the Department of De-
fense is currently reviewing its PRP as part
of a broader assessment of needs within its
nuclear enterprise. We expect this review
will offer significant recommendations for
modernizing PRP to make it both more ef-
fective and more efficient. We further expect
that the Department of Energy will apply
lessons learned from the Department of De-
fense’s review to its own, similar program.
We will continue close oversight of this mat-
ter.

Integrated plan on space launch activities of the
federal government

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3814) contained a provision that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense and the Ad-
ministrator of the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration to jointly, in coordi-
nation with the National Security Council,
the Director of the Office of Science and
Technology Policy and the heads of other ap-
propriate agencies of the Federal Govern-
ment, develop a plan to achieve the effective
planning, coordination, and execution for the
civil and national security space launch ac-
tivities of the Federal Government in order
to ensure that the mission needs of the
United States of reliable, timely, and afford-
able access to space for all agencies are met
in a cost-effective manner.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We direct the Secretary of Defense, in con-
sultation with the Administrator of the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion, and the heads of other appropriate
agencies of the Federal Government, to iden-
tify and assess opportunities for coordina-
tion among Federal agencies in space launch
acquisition efforts, and provide a summary
of the lessons learned by the Department of
Defense and the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration regarding their launch
service programs. The results of the study
shall be provided to the appropriate congres-
sional committees in the form of a briefing
no later than December 31, 2015.
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Furthermore, we direct the Government
Accountability Office (GAO) to assess the re-
sults of the study as presented in the brief-
ing to Congress, as well as update the related
space launch findings and recommendations
reported in the 2012 GAO Annual Report ti-
tles ‘“‘Opportunities to Reduce Duplication,
Overlap and Fragmentation, Achieve Sav-
ings, and Enhance Revenue.”” The GAO shall
provide the results of the assessment within
90 days of receiving the briefing provided to
Congress.

Reports and briefings of Strategic Advisory
Group

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1638) that would require the Commander,
U.S. Strategic Command to provide to the
congressional defense committees a copy of
each briefing and report prepared by his
Strategy Advisory Group, including any sub-
group thereof and any successor advisory
group, provided to him in the previous year.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion. We are aware that the Commander
wrote to the Chairman of the House Armed
Services Committee on May 19, 2014 and com-
mitted to providing the committees with
briefings on the materials provided to him
by the Strategic Advisory Group. We believe
this will be a useful arrangement for the
oversight function of the committees. We
also believe that, from time to time, it may
be necessary to receive copies of these re-
ports, and we look forward to working with
the Commander in the event the committees
believe that it is necessary. With this under-
standing, we choose not to adopt section 1638
of the House bill at this time.

Report on governance and corruption in the
Russian Federation

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1617) that would direct the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence to submit a report on the
status of governance and corruption in the
Russian Federation.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Report on reliance of Evolved Expendable
Launch Vehicle program on foreign manu-
facturers

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1625) that would re-
quire the Government Accountability Office
to submit, within 180 days of enactment of
this Act, a report on risks of reliance on for-
eign manufacturers to the Evolved Expend-
able Launch Vehicle program.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We agree that the RAND study ‘‘U.S. Space
Launch Capability—An Assessment of the
Use of Foreign Components’”, (December
2013), as required by section 916 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239) obviates the
need for an additional study at this time.
Sense of Congress on procurement and deploy-

ment of capability enhancement II exo-at-
mospheric kill vehicle

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1642) that would express the sense of Con-
gress that the Department of Defense (DOD)
should not procure an additional Capability
Enhancement-II (CE-II) exo-atmospheric kill
vehicle for deployment on Ground-Based
Interceptors of the Ground-based Midcourse
Defense (GMD) system until a successful
operationally realistic intercept flight test
of the CE-II has occurred.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.
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The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that, after the House bill was
passed, a successful intercept flight test of
the GMD system, using an upgraded version
of the CE-II kill vehicle, took place on June
22, 2014. This successful flight test result al-
lowed DOD to resume assembly and delivery
of GBIs with upgraded CE-II kill vehicles for
deployment.

Sense of the Senate on resolution limits on com-
mercial space imagery

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1631) that would ex-
press the sense of the Senate that the Sec-
retary of Defense should support the relax-
ation of panchromatic, spectral, and infrared
imagery resolution limits on the sale of com-
mercial space imagery. The provision would
also require the Under Secretary of Defense
for Policy to provide a recommendation to
Congress by April 1, 2015, on the design and
development of a flexible and dynamic capa-
bility to control the collection and sale of
commercial space imagery to protect na-
tional security.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We direct the Secretary of Defense, in co-
ordination with the Director of National In-
telligence, to brief the congressional defense
and intelligence committees on the progress
achieved in developing a flexible and dy-
namic capability to control the collection
and sale of commercial space imagery to pro-
tect national security.

Theater air and missile defense of allies of the
United States

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1641) that would require the operational de-
ployment of the Aegis Ashore missile defense
system in Poland by December 31, 2016, and
would require the deployment of either the
Patriot short-range missile defense system
or the Terminal High Altitude Area Defense
terminal missile defense system in Poland
by the end of 2014.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that a separate provision, de-
scribed elsewhere in this report, relates to
regional missile defense capabilities of the
United States and its allies and partners in
several combatant command areas of respon-
sibility.

TITLE XVII—NATIONAL COMMISSION ON THE

FUTURE OF THE ARMY

National commission on the future of the Army
(secs. 1701-1712)

The House bill contained a provision (secs.
1095-1099A) that would establish a National
Commission on the Future of the Army to
conduct a comprehensive review of the
Army’s size, structure, and force mix.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (secs. 1701-1709).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with amendments that would clarify the
limitations on the authority of the Sec-
retary of Defense and the Secretary of the
Army with respect to the transfer of AH-64
Apache attack helicopters from the Army
National Guard (ARNG) to the regular Army.
The agreement also includes amendments
that would clarify the duties of such a com-
mission.

We expect the Army and ARNG to imme-
diately proceed with appropriate planning
and preparation activities for the transfer of
up to 48 AH-64 Apache aircraft prior to
March 31, 2016. Such preparations should in-
clude all necessary personnel and materiel-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

related actions required to facilitate such
transfers. We also expect the Army and
ARNG to continue the planning necessary
for the potential implementation of the rest
of the Army’s Aviation Restructure Initia-
tive so that disruptions to the readiness of
the Army and ARNG are minimized in the
event that Congress approves additional ele-
ments of the Army’s plan beyond March 31,
2016.
DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
AUTHORIZATIONS
Summary and explanation of funding tables

Division B of this Act authorizes funding
for military construction projects of the De-
partment of Defense. It includes funding au-
thorizations for the construction and oper-
ation of military family housing as well as
military construction for the reserve compo-
nents, the defense agencies, and the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization Security In-
vestment Program. It also provides author-
ization for the base closure accounts that
fund military construction, environmental
cleanup, and other activities required to im-
plement the decisions of the base closure
rounds.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED
Short title (sec. 2001)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2001) that would designate division B of this
Act as the Military Construction Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 2001).

The agreement includes this provision.
Ezxpiration of authorizations and amounts re-

quired to be specified by law (sec. 2002)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2002) that would ensure that the authoriza-
tions provided in titles XXI through XXVII
shall expire on October 1, 2017, or the date of
enactment of an act authorizing funds for
military construction for fiscal year 2018,
whichever is later.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision.

This agreement includes the provision with
a technical amendment.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISION NOT ADOPTED
Effective date

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2003) that would provide that titles XXI
through XXVII of this Act take effect on Oc-
tober 1, 2014, or the date of enactment of this
Act, whichever is later.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

TITLE XXI—ARMY MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
Summary

The Department of Defense requested au-
thorization of appropriations of $539.4 mil-
lion for military construction and $429.6 mil-
lion for family housing for the Army for fis-
cal year 2015.

The agreement includes authorization of
appropriations of $5643.4 million for military
construction and $429.6 million for family
housing for the Army for fiscal year 2015.

The budget request included $96.0 million
for the third of six planned phases of con-
struction of a Command and Control Facility
at Fort Shafter, Hawaii. We understand that
all six phases are necessary to provide for a
complete facility that meets the require-
ments of U.S. Army Pacific. Furthermore,
we understand that combining the remaining
four phases into a single authorized project
would save the Army significant military
construction funding and accelerate facility
construction by up to 4 years.

Therefore, the agreement includes author-
ization of $311.4 million for the remaining
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four phases of the Command and Control Fa-
cility at Fort Shafter, Hawaii. This author-
ization assumes at least 10 percent savings
will be achieved through construction and
contracting efficiencies. Consistent with
these efficiencies, the agreement includes an
authorization of appropriations for fiscal
year 2015 of $85.0 million for the first incre-
ment of this project.

We believe that it is inappropriate to
phase, rather than increment, large military
construction projects when each distinct
phase does not fully meet the requirements
of the user and direct the Army to refrain
from requesting similarly phased projects in
the future.

We recognize that in difficult budget times
military construction funding is often de-
ferred in favor of other priorities and note
that the Army’s military construction re-
quest for fiscal year 2015 is 52 percent less
than what was requested for fiscal year 2014.
Therefore, the agreement includes authoriza-
tion of $15.0 million for a Consolidated Ship-
ping Center at Blue Grass Army Depot, Ken-
tucky, $46.0 million for a Simulations Center
at Fort Hood, Texas, and $86.0 million for
Phase 3 of the Individual Training Barracks
Complex at Fort Lee, Virginia, the Army’s
top unfunded military construction prior-
ities.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED
Authorized Army construction and land acquisi-
tion projects (sec. 2101)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2101) that would authorize military construc-
tion projects for the active component of the
Army for fiscal year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2101).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Family housing (sec. 2102)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2102) that would authorize new construction
and planning and design of family housing
units for the Army for fiscal year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2102).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Authorization of appropriations,
2103)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2103) that would authorize appropriations for
the active component military construction
and family housing projects of the Army for
fiscal year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2103).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Modification of authority to carry out certain
fiscal year 2004 project (sec. 2104)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2104) that would modify an authority pro-
vided in section 2101 of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2004 (Public Law 108-136) to authorize the
Secretary of the Army to make certain
modifications to the scope of a previously
authorized construction project.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 2104).

The agreement includes this provision.
Modification of authority to carry out certain

fiscal year 2013 projects (sec. 2105)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2105) that would modify the authorization
contained in section 2101 of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2013 (division B of Public Law 112-239) and
authorize the Secretary of the Army to
make certain modifications to the scope of
previously authorized construction projects.

Army (sec.
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The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2105).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Extension of authorization of certain fiscal year
2011 project (sec. 2106)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2106) that would extend the authorization
listed until October 1, 2015, or the date of the
enactment of an act authorizing funds for
military construction for fiscal year 2016,
whichever is later.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2106).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Extension of authorizations of certain fiscal
year 2012 projects (sec. 2107)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2107) that would extend the authorizations
listed until October 1, 2015, or the date of the
enactment of an act authorizing funds for
military construction for fiscal year 2016,
whichever is later.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 2107).

The agreement includes this provision.
Limitation on construction of cadet barracks at

United States Military Academy, New York
(sec. 2108)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 2108) that would re-
quire the Secretary of the Army to certify to
the congressional defense committees that
the Secretary intends to award a contract
for the renovation of MacArthur Long Bar-
racks concurrent with assuming beneficial
occupancy of the renovated MacArthur
Short Barracks before obligating or expend-
ing funds for construction of increment 3 of
the Cadet Barracks at the United States
Military Academy, New York.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Limitation on funding for family housing con-
struction at Camp Walker, Republic of
Korea (sec. 2109)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 2109) that would pro-
hibit the obligation or expenditure of funds
authorized for construction of military fam-
ily housing units at Camp Walker, Republic
of Korea (ROK), until 30 days following the
delivery of a report to the congressional de-
fense committees validating on-post housing
requirements in the ROK, including Camp
Walker and Camp Humphries, and a plan for
meeting such requirements.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

TITLE XXII—NAVY MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
Summary

The Department of Defense requested au-
thorization of appropriations of $1.02 billion
for military construction and $370.4 million
for family housing for the Department of the
Navy for fiscal year 2015.

The agreement includes authorization of
appropriations of $993.2 million for military
construction and $370.4 million for family
housing for the Department of the Navy for
fiscal year 2015.

The budget request included $120.1 million
for a Center for Cyber Studies Building in
Annapolis, Maryland. We understand the
Navy would be unable to expend the full
amount of the budget request and, therefore,
the agreement includes a $90.1 million reduc-
tion.

We recognize that in difficult budget times
military construction funding is often de-
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ferred in favor of other priorities and note
that the Navy’s military construction re-
quest for fiscal year 2015 is 40 percent less
than what was requested for fiscal year 2014.
Therefore, the agreement includes authoriza-
tion of $13.8 million for a Regional Ship
Maintenance Support Facility at Bangor,
Washington, and $50.7 million for a Radio
Battalion Complex at Camp Lejeune, North
Carolina, the top unfunded military con-
struction priorities of the Navy and Marine
Corps, respectively.
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED

Authorized Navy construction and land acquisi-
tion projects (sec. 2201)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2201) that would authorize military construc-
tion projects for the active component of the
Navy for fiscal year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2201).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Family housing (sec. 2202)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2202) that would authorize new construction
and planning and design of family housing
units for the Navy for fiscal year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 2202).

The agreement includes this provision.
Improvements to military family housing units

(sec. 2203)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2203) that would authorize funding for fiscal
year 2015 to improve existing Navy family
housing.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 2203).

The agreement includes this provision.
Authorization of appropriations, Navy (sec.

2204)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2204) that would authorize appropriations for
the active component military construction
and family housing projects of the Navy for
fiscal year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2204).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Modification of authority to carry out certain
fiscal year 2012 projects (sec. 2205)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2205) that would modify the authority pro-
vided by section 2201 of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2012 (division B of Public Law 112-81) and au-
thorize the Secretary of the Navy to make
certain modifications to the scope of pre-
viously authorized construction projects.

The Senate bill contained an identical pro-
vision (sec. 2205).

The agreement includes this provision.
Modification of authority to carry out certain

fiscal year 2014 project (sec. 2206)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2206) that would modify the authority pro-
vided by section 2201 of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2014 (division B of Public Law 113-66) and au-
thorize the Secretary of the Navy to make
certain modifications to the scope of a pre-
viously authorized construction project.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 2206).

The agreement includes this provision.
Extension of authorizations of certain fiscal

year 2011 projects (sec. 2207)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2207) that would extend the authorizations
listed until October 1, 2015, or the date of the
enactment of an act authorizing funds for
military construction for fiscal year 2016,
whichever is later.
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The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 2207).
The agreement includes this provision.

Extension of authorizations of certain fiscal
year 2012 projects (sec. 2208)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2208) that would extend the authorizations
listed until October 1, 2015, or the date of the
enactment of an act authorizing funds for
military construction for fiscal year 2016,
whichever is later.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision.

The agreement includes this provision.

TITLE XXIII—AIR FORCE MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION

Summary

The Department of Defense requested au-
thorization of appropriations of $811.7 mil-
lion for military construction and $327.7 mil-
lion for family housing for the Air Force in
fiscal year 2015.

The agreement includes authorization of
appropriations of $846.2 million for military
construction and $327.7 million for family
housing for the Air Force in fiscal year 2015.

We recognize that in difficult budget times
military construction funding is often de-
ferred in favor of other priorities and note
that the Air Force’s military construction
request for fiscal year 2015 is 30 percent less
than what was requested for fiscal year 2014.
Therefore, the agreement includes authoriza-
tion of $34.4 million for a Corrosion Control
and Composite Repair Shop at Andersen Air
Force Base, Guam, the Air Force’s top un-
funded military construction priority.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED

Authorized Air Force construction and land ac-
quisition projects (sec. 2301)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2301) that would authorize military construc-
tion projects for the active component of the
Air Force for fiscal year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2301).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Authorization of appropriations, Air Force (sec.
2302)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2302) that would authorize appropriations for
the active component military construction
and family housing of the Air Force for fiscal
year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2302).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Modification of authority to carry out certain
fiscal year 2008 project (sec. 2303)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2303) that would modify the authority pro-
vided by section 2301 of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2008 (division B of Public Law 110-81) and au-
thorize the Secretary of the Air Force to
make certain modifications to the scope of a
previously authorized construction project.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 2303).

The agreement includes this provision.

Extension of authorization of certain fiscal year
2011 project (sec. 2304)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2305) that would extend the authorization
listed until October 1, 2015, or the date of the
enactment of an act authorizing funds for
military construction for fiscal year 2016,
whichever is later.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2304).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.
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Extension of authorization of certain fiscal year
2012 project (sec. 2305)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2306) that would extend the authorizations
listed until October 1, 2015, or the date of the
enactment of an act authorizing funds for
military construction for fiscal year 2016,
whichever is later.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2305).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would remove
one of the projects that was to be extended.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISION NOT ADOPTED
Modification of authority to carry out certain
fiscal year 2014 project

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2304) that would modify the authorization
contained in section 2301(a) of the Military
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2014 (division B of Public Law 113-66; 127
Stat. 992) to allow the Secretary of the Air
Force to construct listed facilities at any
suitable location in the Northern Mariana Is-
lands.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the Air Force is currently
conducting an environmental impact study
to ‘“‘improve an existing airport or airports
and associated infrastructure in the Mariana
Islands in support of expanding mission re-
quirements and to achieve divert capabilities
in the western Pacific.”” If necessary, upon
issuing a Record of Decision, we would wel-
come a legislative proposal from the Sec-
retary of the Air Force to modify the scope
or location for the project as currently au-
thorized by section 2301(a) of the Military
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2014 (division B of Public Law 113-66).

TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES MILITARY

CONSTRUCTION
Summary

The Department of Defense requested au-
thorization of appropriations of $2.06 billion
for military construction for the defense
agencies, $150.0 million for energy conserva-
tion projects, $38.7 million for chemical de-
militarization construction, and $61.1 million
for family housing for the defense agencies
for fiscal year 2015.

The agreement includes authorization of
appropriations of $1.96 billion for military
construction, $150.0 million for energy con-
servation projects, $38.7 million for chemical
demilitarization construction, and $61.1 mil-
lion for family housing for the defense agen-
cies for fiscal year 2015.

The budget request included $259.7 million
for the Medical Center Replacement at
Rhine Ordnance Barracks, Germany. We un-
derstand the Department of Defense would
be unable to expend the full amount of the
budget request and, therefore, the agreement
includes a $70.0 million reduction.

The budget request included $9.0 million
for Contingency Construction. In light of un-
obligated balances in the Contingency Con-
struction account from previous years, the
agreement includes a $9.0 million reduction.

The budget request included $24.4 million
for Planning and Design. In light of unobli-
gated balances in the Planning and Design
account from previous years, the agreement
includes a $20.0 million reduction.

SUBTITLE A—DEFENSE AGENCY
AUTHORIZATIONS
Authorized Defense Agencies construction and
land acquisition projects (sec. 2401)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2401) that would authorize military construc-
tion projects for the defense agencies for fis-
cal year 2015.
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The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2401).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Authorized energy conservation projects (sec.
2402)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2402) that would authorize energy conserva-
tion projects for fiscal year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2402).

The agreement contains the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would make
technical changes and strike subsection (c)
titled “Limitation on Set-Aside of Facilities
Restoration and Modernization Program
Funds for Energy Projects.”

We believe that facilities sustainment, res-
toration, and modernization (SRM) projects
funded by operation and maintenance ac-
counts, including energy projects, should not
be set aside and should compete equally
when determining SRM priorities at mili-
tary installations.

Authorication of appropriations, Defense Agen-
cies (sec. 2403)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2403) that would authorize appropriations for
the construction and family housing projects
of the defense agencies for fiscal year 2015.
This provision would also provide an overall
limitation on the cost of the fiscal year 2015
military construction and family housing
projects authorized for the defense agencies.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2403).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Extension of authorizations of certain fiscal
year 2011 projects (sec. 2404)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2404) that would extend the authorizations
listed until October 1, 2015, or the date of the
enactment of an act authorizing funds for
military construction for fiscal year 2016,
whichever is later.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 2404).

The agreement includes this provision.

Ezxtension of authorizations of certain fiscal
year 2012 projects (sec. 2405)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2405) that would extend authorizations listed
until October 1, 2015, or the date of the en-
actment of an act authorizing funds for mili-
tary construction for fiscal year 2016, which-
ever is later.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2405).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Limitation on project authorization to carry out
certain fiscal year 2015 projects pending
submission of report (sec. 2406)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2406) that would restrict the obligation of
funds for certain military construction
projects to support the U.S. Special oper-
ations Command (USSOCOM) human per-
formance initiative, until the Secretary of
Defense submits a report on this program re-
quired by the Joint Explanatory Statement
to Accompany the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law
113-66) and a report on the review of Depart-
ment of Defense efforts regarding the pre-
vention of suicide among members of United
States Special Operations Forces and their
dependents required elsewhere in this Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment eliminating the
condition that the Secretary submit the re-
port required by the Joint Explanatory
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Statement to Accompany the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014
(Public Law 113-66) since the report has now
been submitted to the congressional defense
committees.

SUBTITLE B—CHEMICAL DEMILITARIZATION

AUTHORIZATIONS
Authorization of appropriations, chemical de-
militarization construction, defense-wide

(sec. 2411)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2411) that would authorize appropriations for
military construction projects for the chem-
ical demilitarization program for fiscal year
2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2411).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Modification of authority to carry out certain
fiscal year 2000 project (sec. 2412)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2412) that would modify the authority pro-
vided by section 2401(a) of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2000 (division B of Public Law 106-65), as
amended.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a nearly identical provision (sec.
2412).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGA-
NIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM

Summary

The Department of Defense requested au-
thorization of appropriations of $199.7 mil-
lion for military construction in fiscal year
2015 for the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion Security Investment Program.

The agreement includes authorization of
appropriations of $174.7 million for military
construction in fiscal year 2015 for the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization Security In-
vestment Program.

We understand that the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization Security Investment
Program has expended prior year funds more
slowly than anticipated and does not require
the full requested amount for fiscal year
2015. Therefore, the agreement includes a
$25.0 million reduction.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED

Authorized NATO construction and land acqui-
sition projects (sec. 2501)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2501) that would authorize the Secretary of
Defense to make contributions to the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization Security In-
vestment Program in an amount equal to the
sum of the amount specifically authorized in
section 2502 of this title and the amount of
recoupment due to the United States for con-
struction previously financed by the United
States.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 2501).

The agreement includes this provision.
Authorization of appropriations, NATO (sec.

2502)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2502) that would authorize the U.S. contribu-
tion to the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion Security Investment Program.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2502).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE FORCES

FACILITIES

Summary

The Department of Defense requested au-
thorization of appropriations of $426.5 mil-
lion for military construction in fiscal year
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2015 for facilities for the guard and reserve
components.

The agreement includes authorization of
appropriations of $5632.1 million for military
construction in fiscal year 2015 for facilities
for the guard and reserve components.

We recognize that in difficult budget times
military construction funding is often de-
ferred in favor of other priorities and notes
that the Department’s military construction
request for the guard and reserve compo-
nents for fiscal year 2015 is 38 percent less
than what was requested for fiscal year 2014.
Therefore, the agreement includes authoriza-
tion of $5.0 million for a Readiness Center in
Alamogordo, New Mexico; $19.0 million for
Enlisted Barracks at Yakima, Washington;
$10.8 million for a Vehicle Maintenance Shop
in Dagsboro, Delaware; $13.2 million for a
Consolidated Sensitive Compartmented In-
formation Facility at Fort Smith Municipal
Airport, Arkansas; $25.0 million for an Army
Reserve Center in Riverside, California; $26.0
million for an Army Reserve Center in Ar-
lington Heights, Illinois; $9.3 million for and
Army Reserve Center in Starkville, Mis-
sissippi; $47.9 million for a Joint Reserve In-
telligence Center in Everett, Washington;
and $14.5 million for a Guardian Angel Oper-
ations Facility at Davis-Monthan Air Force
Base, Arizona. Each of these projects were
identified as the top unfunded military con-
struction priorities of the respective guard
and reserve components.

SUBTITLE A—PROJECT AUTHORIZATIONS AND

AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS

Authorized Army National Guard construction
and land acquisition projects (sec. 2601)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2601) that would authorize military construc-
tion projects for the Army National Guard
for fiscal year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2601).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Authorized Army Reserve construction and land
acquisition projects (sec. 2602)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2602) that would authorize military construc-
tion projects for the Army Reserve for fiscal
year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2602).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Authorized Navy Reserve and Marine Corps Re-
serve construction and land acquisition
projects (sec. 2603)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2603) that would authorize military construc-
tion projects for the Navy Reserve and the
Marine Corps Reserve for fiscal year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2603).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Authorized Air National Guard construction
and land acquisition projects (sec. 2604)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2604) that would authorize military construc-
tion projects for the Air National Guard for
fiscal year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2604).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Authorized Air Force Reserve construction and
land acquisition projects (sec. 2605)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2605) that would authorize military construc-
tion projects for the Air Force Reserve for
fiscal year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2605).
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The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Authorization of appropriations,
Guard and Reserve (sec. 2606)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2606) that would authorize appropriations for
the reserve component military construction
projects for fiscal year 2015. This provision
would also provide an overall limitation on
the cost of the fiscal year 2015 military con-
struction projects authorized for the reserve
components.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2606).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

National

SUBTITLE B—OTHER MATTERS

Modification and extension of authority to
carry out certain fiscal year 2012 projects
(sec. 2611)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2611) that would modify the authorization
contained in section 2301(a) of the Military
Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2012 (division B of Public Law 112-81) to
allow the Secretary of the Army to make
certain modifications to the scope of pre-
viously authorized construction projects and
extend the authorizations listed until Octo-
ber 1, 2018, or the date of the enactment of an
act authorizing funds for military construc-
tion for fiscal year 2019, whichever is later.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2611) that
would extend the authorizations listed until
October 1, 2015, or the date of the enactment
of an act authorizing funds for military con-
struction for fiscal year 2016, whichever is
later.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Modification of authority to carry out certain
fiscal year 2013 projects (sec. 2612)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2612) that would modify the authority pro-
vided by section 2601 of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2013 (division B of Public Law 112-293) and
authorize the Secretary of the Army to
make certain modifications to the scope of a
previously authorized construction project.

The Senate committee-reported bill in-
cluded a similar provision (sec. 2612). A pro-
posed amendment to the Senate committee-
reported bill (amendment number 3881) con-
tained a provision that would modify the lo-
cation for a previously authorized project
from Tustin, California, to the vicinity of
Tustin, California, as requested by the
Army.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that incorporates
Senate Amendment 3881.

Modification of authority to carry out certain
fiscal year 2014 project (sec. 2613)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3692) contained a provision that would mod-
ify the authorization for a Cyber/ISR facility
at Martin State Airport, Maryland.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Extension of authorization of certain fiscal year
2011 projects (sec. 2614)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2613) that would extend the authorizations
listed until October 1, 2015, or the date of the
enactment of an act authorizing funds for
military construction for fiscal year 2016,
whichever is later.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2613). A pro-
posed amendment to the Senate committee-
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reported bill (amendment number 3798) con-
tained a provision that would extend an ad-
ditional project at Fort Story, Virginia,
until October 1, 2015, or the date of the en-
actment of an act authorizing funds for mili-
tary construction for fiscal year 2016, which-
ever is later, as requested by the Army.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment incorporating Sen-
ate Amendment 3798.

TITLE XXVII—BASE REALIGNMENT AND
CLOSURE ACTIVITIES
Summary

The Department of Defense requested
$270.1 million for the ongoing cost of envi-
ronmental remediation and other activities
necessary to continue implementation of the
1988, 1991, 1993, 1995, and 2005 Base Realign-
ment and Closure rounds.

The agreement includes the requested
amount.

SUBTITLE A—AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS
Authorization of appropriations for base re-
alignment and closure activities funded
through Department of Defense base closure
account (sec. 2701)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2701) that would authorize appropriations for
ongoing activities that are required for base
realignment and closure activities.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2701).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

SUBTITLE B—PROHIBITION ON ADDITIONAL BRAC
ROUND
Prohibition on conducting additional Base Re-
alignment and Closure (BRAC) round (sec.
2711)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2711) that would affirm congressional intent
to reject the budget request to authorize an-
other Base Realignment and Closure round
in 2017.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2702).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

SUBTITLE C—OTHER MATTERS
Modification of property disposal procedures
under base realignment and closure process
(sec. 2721)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2722) that would authorize the local govern-
ment, in whose jurisdiction the military in-
stallation is wholly located, to be recognized
as the local reuse authority for purposes of
managing Base Closure and Realignment
(BRAC) reuse planning. This section would
also require the Secretary of Defense to sub-
mit a report to the congressional defense
committees as to excess BRAC property that
has not been declared surplus by the Federal
Government.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED
HUBZones

The Senate committee-reported bill in-
cluded a provision (sec. 2703) that would
modify section 632 of title 15, United States
Code, to expand the area around former mili-
tary installations closed under the Base Re-
alignment and Closure process that can be
considered for purposes of satisfying em-
ployee residency requirements under the
HUBZone program and would extend the pe-
riod of applicability from 5 to 8 years.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
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Force-structure plans and infrastructure inven-
tory and assessment of infrastructure nec-
essary to support the force structure

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2721) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit a report as part of the budg-
et justification documents submitted to Con-
gress in support of the President’s budget for
the Department of Defense for fiscal year
2016 that details multiple 20-year force struc-
ture plans and a comprehensive inventory of
worldwide infrastructure. The report would
also compare these two items to determine
categories of excess in the Department of De-
fense infrastructure. The Secretary of De-
fense would also certify whether the need ex-
ists for the closure or realignment of addi-
tional military installations and whether the
Secretary anticipates that each base closure
and realignment recommendation would re-
sult in annual net savings for each of the
military departments within 6 years after
the initiation of the additional round of clo-
sures and realignments.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that a provision elsewhere in this
Act makes clear that nothing in this Act
shall be construed to authorize an additional
Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC)
round. We also note that the Department of
Defense and Military Departments have pro-
vided testimony about the current estimates
of excess infrastructure capacity associated
with military installations. However, those
estimates are based on outdated data from
the analysis done in support of the 2005
BRAC round. The Department of Defense and
military departments have also stated that
overall force structure reductions may gen-
erate additional excess infrastructure capac-
ity. However, we are aware that the military
departments are implementing installation
management methods that may serve to di-
minish excess infrastructure capacity.

Due to the force structure changes and in-
frastructure investments and management
strategies that have occurred since the 2005
BRAC round, we believe that excess infra-
structure capacity assessments should be
based on current infrastructure data and in-
formed by current force structure projec-
tions. We believe the Department of Defense
has the authority to provide such an updated
analysis but to date has not provided such an
assessment.

Final settlement of claims regarding caretaker
agreement for former Defense Depot Ogden,
Utah

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2723) that would limit any further claim ad-
judication associated with a caretaker agree-
ment between the City of Ogden, Utah, the
Ogden Local Redevelopment Authority, and
the Department of the Army. This limitation
would be conditioned on a release of claims
against the United States by the City of
Ogden and the Ogden Local Redevelopment
Authority.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

TITLE XXVIII—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
GENERAL PROVISIONS

SUBTITLE A—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PRO-

GRAM AND MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING

CHANGES
Congressional notification of construction

projects, land acquisitions, and defense ac-
cess road projects conducted under authori-
ties other than a Military Construction Au-
thorization Act (sec. 2801)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2801) that would amend section 2802 of title
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10, United States Code, to clarify that cer-
tain military construction projects, land ac-
quisitions, and defense-access roads projects
must be specifically authorized in a Military
Construction Authorization Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would instead
modify section 2802 of title 10, United States
Code, to require that the Secretary con-
cerned notify the congressional defense com-
mittees at least 15 days prior to the initi-
ation of any construction, land acquisition,
or defense-access road project by a military
department, Defense Agency, or Department
of Defense Field Activity on a military in-
stallation that will be carried out pursuant
to a provision of law other than a Military
Construction Authorization Act.

Modification of authority to carry out unspec-
ified minor military construction (sec. 2802)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2802) that would modify section 2805 of title
10, United States Code, by increasing the
threshold associated with operation and
maintenance funding for minor military con-
struction purposes from $750,000 to $1.0 mil-
lion. This section would also unify the
threshold for application of unspecified
minor construction from $2.0 million to $3.0
million. Finally, this section would author-
ize the Secretary concerned to make adjust-
ments to the general authority to match
area cost factors.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2803) that
would increase the maximum amount of un-
specified minor military construction fund-
ing that can be used to correct facility defi-
ciencies that threaten the life, safety, or
health of personnel from $3.0 million to $4.0
million. The committee recommended an in-
crease in this threshold to reflect its view
that life, safety, and health deficiencies are
at least equal to, if not more important
than, laboratory revitalization for which the
unspecified minor military construction
threshold is $4.0 million.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would remove
the authorization to make adjustments to
the general authority to match area cost fac-
tors and add the Senate provision increasing
the threshold for projects designed to correct
facility deficiencies that threaten the life,
safety, or health of personnel.

Clarification of authorized use of payments-in-
kind and in-kind contributions (sec. 2803)

The Senate committee-reported bill in-
cluded a provision (sec. 2801) that would clar-
ify the requirement of section 2687(a) of title
10, United States Code, as amended by sec-
tion 2807 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law
113-66), that military construction projects
built with in-kind payments or in-kind con-
tributions required by bilateral agreements
be specifically authorized by law.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would make
the provision effective beginning on the later
of September 30, 2016, or the date of enact-
ment of an Act authorizing funds for mili-
tary construction for fiscal year 2017. The
provision would also exempt military con-
struction projects funded with payments-in-
kind or in-kind contributions that were the
subject of negotiation between the United
States and a host country as of the date of
enactment of this Act. Lastly, the provision
would require, until the effective date, noti-
fication to the congressional defense com-
mittees at least 30 days prior to initiating
any military construction project built for
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Department of Defense personnel outside the

United States using payments-in-kind or in-

kind contributions and make other con-

forming changes.

Use of one-step turn-key contractor selection
procedures for additional facility projects
(sec. 2804)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2803) that would modify section 2862 of title
10, United States Code, by expanding the ex-
isting authority to use turn-key selection
procedures for military construction
projects to include certain repair projects
and facility construction associated with au-
thorized security assistance activities.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Limitations on military construction in Euro-
pean Command area of responsibility and
European Reassurance Initiative (sec. 2805)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2804) that would extend the prohibition pre-
viously included in section 2809 of the Mili-
tary Construction Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2014 (division B of Public Law 113-
66) on awarding a contract for any new mili-
tary construction and family housing
project, with certain exceptions, in the U.S.
European Command area of responsibility
until the Secretary of Defense certifies to
the congressional defense committees that
the installations and specific military con-
struction requirements authorized in the Act
have been examined as part of the ongoing
European Infrastructure Consolidation As-
sessment, have been determined to be of an
enduring nature, and most effectively meet
military requirements at the authorized lo-
cation.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2805).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that, for projects
authorized in title XXIX of this Act to sup-
port the European Reassurance Initiative,
would require the Secretary of Defense to
provide a military construction project data
sheet and certification that a pre-financing
statement for eligible projects has been sub-
mitted through the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization Security Investment Program
to the congressional defense committees
prior to awarding a contract in connection
with any such project.

Extension of temporary, limited authority to use
operation and maintenance funds for con-
struction projects in certain areas outside
the United States (sec. 2806)

The Senate committee-reported bill in-
cluded a provision (sec. 2804) that would ex-
tend the contingency construction authority
contained in section 2808 of the Military Con-
struction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2004 (division B of Public Law 108-136), as
amended, for an additional year.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Application of residential building construction
standards (sec. 2807)

The Senate committee-reported bill in-
cluded a provision (sec. 2802) that would
allow for residential buildings designed and
constructed using funds authorized by this
Act to meet an above code green building
standard or rating system to use the ICC 700
National Green Building Standard, the
LEED Green Building Standard System, or
an equivalent protocol.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would further
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modify the list of above code green building
standard or rating systems that may be used
by the Department of Defense (DOD).

We are concerned that the DOD may not be
considering all appropriate voluntary con-
sensus green building systems or standards,
as defined in the Office of Management and
Budget Circular Number A-119, and their as-
sociated certification systems, when per-
forming the renovation or construction of
residential buildings. We believe that DOD
should consider all appropriate voluntary
consensus green building systems or stand-
ards and, in doing so, should focus on energy
savings and cost-efficiency, using a com-
prehensive approach that factors in all facets
of a green building including costs for cer-
tification and overall compliance when de-
termining which green building standard or
rating system to use. DOD should also con-
sider using third party verification to ensure
design and construction meet the require-
ments for certification, and include user
training and education to ensure the build-
ing is operated efficiently.

Limitation on construction of new facilities at
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba (sec. 2808)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 2806) that would
limit funding authorized by the bill for new
facilities at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, until
the Secretary of Defense certifies to the con-
gressional defense committees that any new
construction of facilities at Guantanamo
Bay, Cuba, have enduring military value
independent of a high-value detention mis-
sion.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

We note that the Department of Defense
has previously determined that all new fa-
cilities at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, author-
ized by this Act have enduring military
value independent of a high-value detention
mission.

SUBTITLE B—REAL PROPERTY AND FACILITIES
ADMINISTRATION

Renewals, extensions, and succeeding leases for
financial institutions operating on military
installations (sec. 2811)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2812) that would authorize the Secretary con-
cerned to enter into a sole source renewal,
extension, or succeeding lease for a financial
institution operating on a military installa-
tion.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2812).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Deposit of reimbursed funds to cover administra-
tive expenses relating to certain real prop-
erty transactions (sec. 2812)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2814) that would amend section 2695 of title
10, United States Code, and would provide
flexibility to ensure that reimbursements
eventually received by the military depart-
ments are not expired at the time of reim-
bursement. This section would provide for
the merger of the reimbursed funds with
those in the current appropriation, fund, or
account used by the military departments
for payment of administrative transaction-
related expenses. Finally, this section would
authorize the military departments to use
operation and maintenance appropriations to
pay for administrative expenses needed to
complete other real property transactions.

The Senate committee-reported bill in-
cluded a similar provision (sec. 2811).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.
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SUBTITLE C—PROVISIONS RELATED TO ASIA-
PACIFIC MILITARY REALIGNMENT

Realignment of Marine Corps forces in Asia-Pa-
cific region (sec. 2821)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2831) that would amend section 2822 of the
Military Construction Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2014 (division B of Public Law
113-66) and strike certain restrictions lim-
iting the movement of Marine Corps forces
from Okinawa, Japan, to Guam.

The Senate bill contained a related provi-
sion (sec. 2821) that would extend the prohi-
bition on funds for construction activities to
implement the realignment of Marine Corps
forces from OKkinawa, Japan, to Guam until
certain conditions are met.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would remove
the prohibition on construction activities to
implement the realignment of Marine Corps
forces from Okinawa, Japan, to Guam and
replace it with an overall cost cap on such
construction, reflecting the July 2014 Master
Plan for Guam, subject to inflation and
changes in costs to comply with changes in
law. The provision would also continue re-
strictions on the development of public in-
frastructure on Guam unless a grant, trans-
fer, cooperative agreement, or supplemental
funding for the development of public infra-
structure is specifically authorized by law
and would be used to carry out a project in-
cluded in the report of the Economic Adjust-
ment Committee required by section 2831(d)
of the National Defense Authorization act
for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66).
Establishment of surface danger zone, Ritidian

Unit, Guam National Wildlife Refuge (sec.
2822)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2832) that would allow the Secretary of the
Navy and the Secretary of the Interior to
provide for the establishment and operation
of a surface danger zone in the Ritidian Unit,
Guam, to accommodate a live-fire training
range on Andersen Air Force Base-Northwest
Field and provide for the management of the
adjacent Guam National Wildlife Refuge
property.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

SUBTITLE D—LAND CONVEYANCES

Land conveyance, Gordo Army Reserve Center,
Gordo, Alabama (sec. 2831)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3908) contained a provision that would au-
thorize the Secretary of the Army to convey,
without consideration, approximately 3.79
acres in Gordo, Alabama, for the purpose of
permitting the Town to use the parcel for
municipal government purposes.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Land conveyance, West Nome Tank Farm,
Nome, Alaska (sec. 2832)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3889) contained a provision that would au-
thorize the Secretary of the Air Force to
convey, without consideration, approxi-
mately 7 acres known as the West Nome
Tank Farm in Nome, Alaska, for municipal
purposes.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Land conveyance, former Air Force Norwalk
Defense Fuel Supply Point, Norwalk, Cali-
fornia (sec. 2833)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2849) that would authorize the Secretary of
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the Air Force to convey, without consider-

ation, approximately 15 acres to the City of

Norwalk, California, from the former Nor-

walk Defense Fuel Supply Point for public

purposes.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Transfer of administrative jurisdiction and al-
ternative land conveyance authority, former
Walter Reed Army Hospital, District of Co-
lumbia (sec. 2834)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2842) that would authorize the Secretary of
the Army to convey, without consideration,
Army property at the former Walter Reed
Army Medical Center to Children’s National
Medical Center for medical research pur-
poses.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement contains the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would author-
ize the Secretary of the Army to convey cer-
tain Army property at the former Walter
Reed Army Medical Center to the Depart-
ment of State. Furthermore, should the au-
thorized conveyance to the Department of
State not occur, the amendment would allow
the Secretary of the Army to convey, with-
out consideration, certain property to an au-
thorized recipient for the purpose of permit-
ting the recipient to use the property for the
protection of public health, including re-
search.

We note that the Army and Department of
State have been pursuing an interagency
transfer of property and facilities at the
former Walter Reed Army Medical Center
since April 2006 and we encourage both agen-
cies to work together to conclude negotia-
tions expeditiously. If the Army pursues the
alternative conveyance authority provided
by this section, we believe such a conveyance
should be conducted in a manner that is con-
sistent with the disposal process of real prop-
erty for public health, including research, as
found in section 550 of title 40, United States
Code.

Land conveyance, former Lynn Haven fuel
depot, Lynn Haven, Florida (sec. 2835)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3842) contained a provision that would au-
thorize the Secretary of the Air Force to
convey approximately 144 acres at the
former Lynn Haven Fuel Depot in Bay Coun-
ty, Florida, for fair market value.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Transfers of administrative jurisdiction, Camp
Frank D. Merrill and Lake Lanier, Georgia
(sec. 2836)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2843) that would require the Secretary of the
Army and the Secretary of Agriculture to
exchange lands located Camp Frank D. Mer-
rill in Dahlonega, Georgia, currently under
the administrative jurisdiction of the Sec-
retary of Agriculture, for certain lands adja-
cent to Lake Lanier, Georgia, currently
under the administrative jurisdiction of the
Secretary of the Army.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2833).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Land conveyance, Joint Base Pearl Harbor-
Hickam, Hawaii (sec. 2837)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2844) that would authorize the Secretary of
the Navy to convey, without consideration,
to the Honolulu Authority for Rapid Trans-
portation certain properties for public pur-
poses.
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The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2831).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.
Modification of conditions on land conveyance,

Joliet Army Ammunition Plant, Illinois (sec.
2838)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2845) that would make technical corrections
to a conveyance originally authorized by sec-
tion 2922(c)(2) of the Military Construction
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (divi-
sion B of Public Law 104-106).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Transfer of administrative jurisdiction, Camp
Gruber, Oklahoma (sec. 2839)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2847) that would require the Secretary of the
Army to perform a business case analysis to
assess the requirements associated with re-
acquiring the former Camp Gruber, OKkla-
homa. If the Secretary determined that a re-
version of the former Camp Gruber is needed
for national defense purposes, the Secretary
would exercise the reversionary rights and
request the Oklahoma Department of Wild-
life to reconvey Camp Gruber to the United
States. The Secretary would then convey,
without consideration, the former Camp
Gruber to the Oklahoma Military Depart-
ment for military maneuver space.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2834) that
would provide for the transfer of administra-
tive jurisdiction of property at Camp Gruber,
Oklahoma, to the Department of the Army
for the purpose of military training if the
Secretary of the Army determines that such
property is needed for national defense pur-
poses.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Conveyance, Joint Base Charleston,
Carolina (sec. 2840)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3942) contained a provision that would au-
thorize the Secretary of the Air Force to
convey approximately 53 acres at Joint Base
Charleston, South Carolina, to the City of
Hanahan for the purpose of accommodating
the City’s recreation needs.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.
Land exchanges, Arlington County, Virginia

(sec. 2841)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 2832) that would au-
thorize the Secretary of Defense to exchange
real property with Arlington County, Vir-
ginia, and the Commonwealth of Virginia,
for purposes of expanding the contiguous
land available to Arlington National Ceme-
tery.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

We believe that any use of land exchanged
by the Army with Arlington County, Vir-
ginia, and the Commonwealth of Virginia
should be compatible with a location imme-
diately adjacent to Arlington National Cem-
etery, one of our Nation’s most sacred
shrines.

SUBTITLE E—MILITARY MEMORIALS,
MONUMENTS, AND MUSEUMS
Acceptance of in-kind gifts on behalf of Herit-
age Center for the National Museum of the

United States Army (sec. 2851)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-

mittee-reported bill (amendment number

South
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3915) contained a provision that would amend
section 4772 of title 10, United States Code,
to authorize the Secretary of the Army to
accept funds and in-kind gifts, including
services, construction materials, and equip-
ment used in construction, for the Heritage
Center for the National Museum of the
United States Army from the Army Histor-
ical Foundation and industry donors. The
provision would also remove the $250,000
limit on the value of gifts that may be ac-
cepted by the Commander of the United
States Army Center of Military History.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision with
an amendment that would retain the $250,000
limit on the value of gifts that may be ac-
cepted by the Commander of the United
States Army Center of Military History. We
note that the Secretary of the Army has au-
thority to accept gifts of a value greater
than $250,000.

Mt. Soledad Veterans Memorial,
California (sec. 2852)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2841) that would authorize the Secretary of
the Navy to convey, without consideration,
certain Department of the Navy property to
the Mount Soledad Veterans Memorial Asso-
ciation in San Diego, California, for public
purposes.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would author-
ize the Secretary of Defense to convey the
Mt. Soledad Veterans Memorial in San
Diego, California, to the Mount Soledad Vet-
erans Memorial Association for consider-
ation that reasonably reflects the price paid
by the United States to purchase the Memo-
rial pursuant to Public Law 109-272, the con-
dition that the property be accepted ‘‘as is’’,
the condition that the Memorial be used and
maintained as a veterans memorial in per-
petuity, and other factors. The provision
would also provide for the United States, at
its election, to exercise reversionary rights
to the Memorial if the Secretary of Defense
determines that it is ever put to a use other
than as a veterans memorial. Exercise of any
reversionary rights would be temporary and
solely for the purpose of conveying, as expe-
ditiously as practicable, the Memorial to an-
other entity subject to the same conditions
in this provision.

Establishment of memorial to the victims of the
shooting at the Washington Navy Yard on
September 16, 2013 (sec. 2853)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2861) that would authorize the Secretary of
the Navy to establish a memorial at the
Washington Navy Yard in the District of Co-
lumbia dedicated to the victims of the shoot-
ing attack that occurred on September 16,
2013.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 2841).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Prior to establishment of the memorial au-
thorized under this section, we direct the
Secretary of the Navy to provide a report to
the congressional defense committees detail-
ing, at a minimum, the design, specific loca-
tion, and funding dedicated to the construc-
tion and long-term maintenance of the me-
morial.

San Diego,

SUBTITLE F—DESIGNATIONS

Redesignation of the Asia-Pacific Center for Se-
curity Studies as the Daniel K. Inouye Asia-
Pacific Center for Security Studies (sec.
2861)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

2862) that would redesignate the Asia-Pacific
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Center for Security Studies at Honolulu, Ha-
waii, as the ‘“Daniel K. Inouye Asia-Pacific
Center for Security Studies”, and make
other conforming changes.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

SUBTITLE G—OTHER MATTERS

Report on physical security at Department of
Defense facilities (sec. 2871)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3669) contained a provision that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to submit to
the congressional defense committees a sum-
mary of the actions taken by the Depart-
ment of Defense to respond to the rec-
ommendations resulting from the reviews of
security standards following the November
2009 shootings at Fort Hood, Texas, and the
September 2013 shootings at the Washington
Navy Yard, District of Columbia.

The House bill included no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED

Report on prevalence of black mold in buildings
located on military installations

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2805) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to report on the prevalence of black
mold in buildings located on military instal-
lations and add affected buildings to the ap-
propriate branch’s construction priority list
for building replacement or renovation.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that indoor exposure to mold can
cause a variety of negative health impacts,
including allergic reactions. We encourage
the Department of Defense and the military
departments to continue taking cost-effec-
tive, timely, and appropriate actions to pre-
vent the formation of, and remediate re-
ported cases of, indoor mold in facilities lo-
cated on military installations.

Consultation requirement in connection with
Department of Defense major land acquisi-
tions

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2811) that would require consultation by the
Secretary concerned with the chief executive
officer of the state or territory as to the lo-
cation of any proposed major land acquisi-
tion.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Arsenal installation reutilization authority

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2813) that would modify section 2667 of title
10, United States Code, to provide authori-
ties to lease real or personal property con-
tained in such section to the commander of
military manufacturing arsenals or, if part
of a larger military installation, the instal-
lation commander for the purposes of
leveraging private investment at military
manufacturing arsenals through long-term
facility use contracts, property management
contracts, leases or other such agreements.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Special easement acquisition authority, Pacific
Missile Range Facility, Barking Sands,
Kauai, Hawaii

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2815) that would authorize the Secretary of
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the Navy to use the authorities provided by

sections 2664 and 2684(a) of title 10, United

States Code, to acquire from willing sellers

easements and other interests in real prop-

erty in the vicinity of the Pacific Missile

Range Facility, Kauai, Hawaii.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the Department of Defense
and the military departments have authori-
ties under sections 2664 and 2684(a) of title 10,
United States Code, to enter into agreements
with or acquire from willing sellers ease-
ments and other interests in real property in
the vicinity of military installations and
range facilities. In instances where a mili-
tary installation or range facility is subject
to encroachment or other restrictions that
may directly or indirectly restrict, impede,
or otherwise interfere with current or antici-
pated military training, testing, or oper-
ations, we believe the Department of Defense
and military departments should consider
the authorities of sections 2664 and 2684(a) of
title 10, United States Code, as a possible
means to alleviate adverse impacts to mili-
tary missions.

Sense of Congress on national security and pub-
lic lands

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2817) that would express the sense of Con-
gress that national defense should be the top
priority for all aspects of the Federal Gov-
ernment, and that national security func-
tions, such as military training and exer-
cises, should be the top priority, particularly
with regard to the use of land owned by the
United States.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

The Department of Defense regularly uses
federal land owned by the U.S. Government
for military training, including to prepare
U.S. forces deploying overseas for the terrain
and climate they will encounter, as well as
for testing of new military technologies. We
note that such access to U.S. federal lands
facilitates military preparedness and ad-
vances the technological edge of our forces.
Therefore, we believe such activities should
be given priority consideration with regard
to the use of land owned by the United
States.

Indemnification of transferees of property at
military installations closed since October
24, 1988, that remain under the jurisdiction
of the Department of Defense

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2819) that would provide additional liability
protections to former military installations
closed outside of the Base Realignment and
Closure process.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Land conveyance, Robert H. Dietz Army Re-
serve Center, Kingston, New York

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2846) that would authorize the Secretary of
the Army to convey, without consideration,
to the City of Kingston, New York, certain
properties for public purposes.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Redesignation of Pohakuloa Training Area in
Hawaii as the Pohakuloa Training Center

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2863) that would change the designation of
the Pohakuloa Training Area in Hawaii to
the Pohakuloa Training Center.
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The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not contain this provi-
sion.

Additional withdrawal and reservation of public
land to support White Sands Missile Range,
New Mexico

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2941) that would amend section 2951 of the
Military Construction Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2014 (division B of Public Law
113-66) and extend the withdrawal and res-
ervation of public land at White Sands Mis-
sile Range, New Mexico, to include Federal
lands located beneath the boundaries of the
Special Use Airspace designated as R-5107C
and R-5107H.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that on June 4, 2014, the Secretary
of Defense proposed mitigation measures
that, if adopted, are intended to address the
Department of Defense’s (DOD) concerns
with potential impacts to military oper-
ations by the SunZia Southwest Trans-
mission project (SunZia). Most notably, the
Secretary proposed the burial of a total of
approximately five miles, in up to three sep-
arate segments, of the SunZia project trans-
mission line along the Bureau of Land Man-
agement’s (BLM) preferred alternative route
(PAR) north of White Sands Missile Range
(WSMR), within an area known as the North-
ern Extension Area (NEA). We further note
that the Secretary’s proposed mitigation
plan was accepted by SunZia on July 27, 2014,
and is now being reviewed by BLM in the
context of an Environmental Assessment
that we anticipate will be completed in Feb-
ruary 2015.

As we noted in the Joint Explanatory
Statement to accompany the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014
(Public Law 113-66), we expressed our expec-
tation that DOD concerns would be ad-
dressed by the executive branch prior to the
conclusion of the environmental review proc-
ess to preserve the critical testing and train-
ing capabilities of WSMR. We continue to
have concerns about the impact the SunZia
project may have on these capabilities. We
are specifically concerned that the mitiga-
tion measures proposed by the Secretary of
Defense are intended to address existing and
expected test profiles, but may not be suffi-
cient to provide for future training and test-
ing requirements at WSMR.

Therefore, we direct the Secretary of De-
fense to submit a report to the congressional
defense committees, concurrent with the
completion of the BLM Environmental As-
sessment, that assesses the potential impact
of the SunZia project on the future training
and testing capabilities of WSMR to respond
to potential future threats. The report shall
include, at a minimum, an explanation of the
Secretary’s proposed mitigation plan, in-
cluding:

(1) How the proposed mitigation plan ad-
dresses concerns identified in the ‘‘Technical
Working Group Report for the SunZia Trans-
mission Line Project’” dated August 7, 2013,
including the following specific excerpts:

(a) Line Burial—‘The distance required for
line burial is 35 miles. This is the minimum
distance necessary to prevent impairment of
the Nation’s unique capabilities to test DOD
weapon systems in this location.”

(b) Electromagnetic Interference (EMI)—
“Introduction of the 500 KV overhead trans-
mission lines in the NEA would raise the
background noise level and create a heat sig-
nature that would be detected during infra-
red (IR) sensor testing. At present, there is
very limited EMI interference within the
NEA.”
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(c) Test mission profiles— ‘The above-
ground construction and introduction of the
SunZia transmission line along the FEIS
[Final Environmental Impact Statement]
PAR places an obstruction in the path of
low-level flyers, thus jeopardizing the effec-
tive conduct of testing. Targets flying crit-
ical low-level profiles would have to ‘‘pop
up’”’ from those flight levels to avoid trans-
mission lines. The FAA [Federal Aviation
Administration] requires a 500 foot buffer
above structures for safety considerations.
Such a ‘‘pop up’’ would prematurely provide
identification and targeting and thus disrupt
and invalidate the test mission profile be-
cause of the change in the observed back-
ground clutter.”

(d) Multiple Simultaneous Engagement
(MSE) of Aerial Targets—‘‘The most stress-
ing and complex test missions involve MSE
of aerial targets in a single presentation.
This requirement alone mandates the 35-mile
underground installation of the transmission
line to ensure that incoming targets are in
the proper alignment to the background
clutter for a realistic presentation.”

(2) How the SunZia project and proposed
mitigation plan could impact future training
and testing events at WSMR;

(3) An identification of any additional
mitigation measures that may be necessary
in the future to protect the unique capabili-
ties of WSMR should new training or testing
requirements arise; and

(4) An assessment by the Secretary of the
DOD Clearinghouse process as it relates to
the SunZia project, including:

(a) The extent to which the DOD Clearing-
house identified and communicated potential
negative impacts of the SunZia project to
WSMR in a timely manner; and

(b) Any legislative or policy changes the
Secretary would recommend to improve the
ability of DOD Clearinghouse to advocate for
and protect DOD equities.

(5) Any other matters the Secretary deems
appropriate.

We note that the report required above is
not intended to, in any way, delay the com-
pletion of the BLM Environmental Assess-
ment associated with the SunZia Southwest
Transmission project.

TITLE XXIX—OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY
OPERATIONS MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

Summary

The Department of Defense requested au-
thorization of appropriations of $220.4 mil-
lion for military construction for Overseas
Contingency Operations for fiscal year 2015.

The agreement includes the requested
amount.

Authorized Army construction and land acquisi-
tion project (sec. 2901)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3875) contained a provision that would au-
thorize up to $163.0 million of amounts au-
thorized for the European Reassurance Ini-
tiative to be used for military construction,
subject to several restrictions.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would specifi-
cally authorize military construction
projects for the Army in support of the Euro-
pean Reassurance Initiative.

Authorized Air Force construction and land ac-
quisition projects (sec. 2902)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3875) contained a provision that would au-
thorize up to $163.0 million of amounts au-
thorized for the European Reassurance Ini-
tiative to be used for military construction,
subject to several restrictions.
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The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would specifi-
cally authorize military construction
projects for the Air Force in support of the
European Reassurance Initiative.

Authorized Defense Agency construction and
land acquisition project (sec. 2903)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3875) contained a provision that would au-
thorize a military construction project for
the National Security Agency for Overseas
Contingency Operations for fiscal year 2015.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Authorization of appropriations (sec. 2904)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3875) contained a provision that would au-
thorize appropriations for military construc-
tion for the use of the Armed Forces and
other activities and agencies of the Depart-
ment of Defense for Overseas Contingency
Operations for fiscal year 2015.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

TITLE XXX—NATURAL RESOURCES RELATED
GENERAL PROVISIONS
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED

Summary

The House bill contained the following pro-
visions:

Sec. 1091. Short title.

Sec. 1092. Designation of National World
War I Museum and Memorial in Kansas City,
Missouri.

Sec. 1093. Redesignation of Pershing Park
in the District of Columbia as the National
World War I Memorial and enhancement of
commemorative work.

Sec. 1094. Additional amendments to World
War I Centennial Commission Act.

Sec. 2848. Land conveyance, Hanford Site,
Washington.

Sec. 2866. Manhattan Project National His-
torical Park.

Sec. 2867. Ensuring public access to the
summit of Rattlesnake Mountain in the Han-
ford Reach National Monument.

Sec. 2901. Transfer of Administrative juris-
diction, Naval Air Station Fallon, Nevada.

Sec. 2902. Water Rights.

Sec. 2903. Withdrawal.

Sec. 2931. Withdrawal and reservation of
public land for Naval Air Weapons Station
China Lake, California.

Proposed amendments to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill contained the following
provisions:

Amendment number 3393. Transfer of ad-
ministrative jurisdiction, Badger Army Am-
munition Plant, Baraboo, WI.

Amendment number 3902. Land convey-
ance, Wainwright, Alaska.

The agreement includes the following pro-
visions:

Sec. 3001. Land conveyance, Wainwright,
Alaska.

Sec. 3002. Sealaska land entitlement final-
ization.

Sec. 3003. Southeast Arizona land exchange
and conservation.

Sec. 3004. Land exchange, Cibola National
Wildlife Refuge, Arizona, and Bureau of Land
Management land in Riverside County, Cali-
fornia.

Sec. 3005. Special rules for Inyo National
Forest, California, land exchange.

Sec. 3006. Land exchange, Trinity Public
Utilities District, Trinity County, Cali-
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fornia, the Bureau of Land Management, and
the Forest Service.

Sec. 3007. Idaho County, Idaho, shooting
range land conveyance.

Sec. 3008. School District 318, Minnesota,
land exchange.

Sec. 3009. Northern Nevada land convey-
ances.

Sec. 3010. San Juan County, New Mexico,
Federal land conveyance.

Sec. 3011. Land conveyance,
Wasatch-Cache National Forest, Utah.

Sec. 3012. Conveyance of certain land to
the city of Fruit Heights, Utah.

Sec. 3013. Land conveyance, Hanford Site,
Washington.

Sec. 3014. Ranch A Wyoming consolidation
and management improvement.

Sec. 3021. Bureau of Land Management per-
mit processing.

Sec. 3022. Internet-based onshore oil and
gas lease sales.

Sec. 3023. Grazing permits and leases.

Sec. 3024. Cabin user and transfer fees.

Sec. 3030. Addition of Ashland Harbor
Breakwater Light to the Apostle Islands Na-
tional Seashore.

Sec. 3031. Blackstone River
tional Historical Park.

Uinta-

Valley Na-

Sec. 3032. Coltsville National Historical
Park.

Sec. 3033. First State National Historical
Park.

Sec. 3034. Gettysburg National Military
Park.

Sec. 3035. Harriet Tubman Underground

Railroad National Historical Park, Mary-
land.

Sec. 3036. Harriet Tubman National Histor-
ical Park, Auburn, New York.

Sec. 3037. Hinchliffe Stadium addition to
Paterson Great Falls National Historical
Park.

Sec. 3038. Lower East Side Tenement Na-
tional Historic Site.

Sec. 3039. Manhattan Project National His-
torical Park.

Sec. 3040. North Cascades National Park
and Stephen Mather Wilderness.

Sec. 3041. Oregon Caves National Monu-
ment and Preserve.

Sec. 3042. San Antonio Missions National
Historical Park.

Sec. 3043. Valles Caldera National Pre-
serve, New Mexico.

Sec. 3044. Vicksburg National Military
Park.

Sec. 3050. Revolutionary War and War of
1812 American battlefield protection pro-
gram.

Sec. 3051. Special resource studies.

Sec. 3052. National heritage areas and cor-
ridors.

Sec. 30563. National historic site support fa-
cility improvements.

Sec. 3054. National Park System donor ac-
knowledgment.

Sec. 3055. Coin to commemorate 100th anni-
versary of the National Park Service.

Sec. 3056. Commission to study the poten-
tial creation of a National Women’s History
Museum.

Sec. 3057. Cape Hatteras National Seashore
Recreational Area.

Sec. 3060. Alpine Lakes Wilderness addi-
tions and Pratt and Middle Fork Snoqualmie
Rivers protection.

Sec. 3061. Columbine-Hondo Wilderness.

Sec. 3062. Hermosa Creek watershed protec-
tion.

Sec. 3063. North Fork Federal lands with-
drawal area.

Sec. 3064. Pine Forest Range Wilderness.

Sec. 3065. Rocky Mountain Front Conserva-
tion Management Area and wilderness addi-
tions.

Sec. 3066. Wovoka Wilderness.

Sec. 3067. Withdrawal area related to
Wovoka Wilderness.
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Sec. 3068. Withdrawal and reservation of
additional public land for Naval Air Weapons
Station, China Lake, California.

Sec. 3071. Illabot Creek, Washington, wild
and scenic river.

Sec. 3072. Missisquoi and Trout wild and
scenic rivers, Vermont.

Sec. 3073. White Clay Creek wild and scenic
river expansion.

Sec. 3074. Studies of wild and scenic rivers.

Sec. 3077. Land taken into trust for benefit
of the Northern Cheyenne Tribe.

Sec. 3078. Transfer of administrative juris-
diction, Badger Army Ammunition Plant,
Baraboo, Wisconsin.

Sec. 3081. Ensuring public access to the
summit of Rattlesnake Mountain in the Han-
ford Reach National Monument.

Sec. 3082. Anchorage, Alaska, conveyance
of reversionary interests.

Sec. 3083. Release of property interests in
Bureau of Land Management land conveyed
to the State of Oregon for establishment of
Hermiston Agricultural Research and Exten-
sion Center.

Sec. 3087. Bureau of Reclamation hydro-
power development.

Sec. 3083. Toledo
Project.

Sec. 3089. East Bench Irrigation District
contract extension.

Sec. 3091. Commemoration of centennial of
World War 1.

Sec. 3092. Miscellaneous issues related to
Las Vegas valley public land and Tule
Springs Fossil Beds National Monument.

Sec. 3093. National Desert Storm and
Desert Shield Memorial.

Sec. 3094. Extension of legislative author-
ity for establishment of commemorative
work in honor of former President John
Adams.

Sec. 3095. Refinancing of Pacific Coast
groundfish fishing capacity reduction loan.

Sec. 3096. Payments in lieu of taxes.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED

National security considerations for inclusion of
Federal property on National Register of
Historic Places or designation as National
Historic Landmark under the National His-
toric Preservation Act

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2816) that would prohibit the designation of
Federal property as a National Historic
Landmark or for nomination to the World
Heritage List if the head of the agency man-
aging the Federal property objects to such
inclusion or designation for reasons of na-
tional security. This section would also au-
thorize the expedited removal of Federal
property listed on the National Register of
Historical Places if the managing agency of
that Federal property submits a request to
the Secretary of the Interior for such re-
moval for reasons of national security.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Designation of Distinguished Flying Cross Na-
tional Memorial in Riverside, California

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2864) that would authorize the designation of
a Distinguished Flying Cross National Me-
morial at March Field Air Museum in River-
side, California.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Renaming site of the Dayton Aviation Heritage
National Historical Park, Ohio

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2865) that would modify the name of the
John W. Berry, Sr. Wright Brothers Aviation
Center, Dayton, Ohio, to the John W. Berry,

Bend Hydroelectric
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Sr. Wright Brothers National Museum, Day-
ton, Ohio.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Redesignation of Johnson Valley Off-Highway
Vehicle Recreation Area, California

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2911) that would rename the Johnson Valley
Off-Highway Vehicle Recreation Area in
California as the Johnson Valley National
Off-Highway Vehicle Recreation Area.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Elimination of termination date for public land
withdrawals and reservations under Mili-
tary Lands Withdrawal Act of 1999

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2921) that would extend the public lands
withdrawn for military purposes listed in the
Military Lands Withdrawal Act of 1999 (title
30 of Public Law 106-65) until the secretary
of the military department concerned deter-
mines a military purpose does not exist, or
the Secretary of the Interior permanently
transfers the administrative jurisdiction to
the secretary of the military department
concerned.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZA-
TIONS AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS

Overview

Title XXXI authorizes appropriations for
atomic energy defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy for fiscal year 2015, in-
cluding: the purchase, construction, and ac-
quisition of plant and capital equipment; re-
search and development; nuclear weapons ac-
tivities; nuclear nonproliferation activities;
naval nuclear propulsion; environmental
cleanup and other operating expenses. This
title authorizes appropriations in five cat-
egories: (1) National Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration; (2) Defense environmental
cleanup; (3) Other defense activities; (4) De-
fense nuclear waste disposal; and (5) Energy
security and assurance.

TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS

SUBTITLE A—NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS
AUTHORIZATIONS

National Nuclear Security Administration (sec.
3101)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 3101) that would au-
thorize appropriations for the National Nu-
clear Security Administration for fiscal year
2015, including funds for weapons activities,
defense nuclear nonproliferation programs,
naval reactor programs, and Federal Salaries
and Expenses (formerly known as the Office
of the Administrator), at the levels identi-
fied in section 4701 of division D of this Act.
This section would also authorize several
new plant projects for the National Nuclear
Security Administration.

The House reported bill contained a simi-
lar provision.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Defense environmental cleanup (sec. 3102)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3102) that would authorize appropriations for
defense environmental cleanup activities for
fiscal year 2015, at the levels identified in
section 4701 of division D of this Act. This
section would also authorize several new

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

plant projects for defense environmental
cleanup.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 3102).

The agreement includes this provision.
Other defense activities (sec. 3103)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3103) that would authorize appropriations for
other defense activities for fiscal year 2015,
including funds for Health, Safety, and Secu-
rity, the Office of Legacy Management, and
Nuclear Energy, as identified in section 4701
of division D of this Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 3103).

The agreement includes this provision.

SUBTITLE B—PROGRAM AUTHORIZATIONS,
RESTRICTIONS, AND LIMITATIONS

Design and use of prototypes of nuclear weap-
ons for intelligence purposes (sec. 3111)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3111) that would update section 3115 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239) to provide
for the design and use of prototypes of nu-
clear weapons to further intelligence esti-
mates with respect to foreign nuclear weap-
ons activities.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would permit
the Secretary of Energy to submit his views
of the programmatic plan for such activities
as developed by the National Nuclear Secu-
rity Administration laboratories.

Plutonium pit production capacity (sec. 3112)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3114) that would add a new section to title 42
of the Atomic Energy Defense Act (60 U.S.C.
2521) to require the Secretary of Energy to
ensure that the nuclear security enterprise
produces at least 30 war reserve pits during
2023, at least 50 war reserve pits during 2026,
and, during a pilot period of at least 90 days
during 2027, demonstrates the capability to
produce war reserve pits at a rate sufficient
to produce 80 pits per year. The Secretary of
Energy would be required to certify to the
congressional defense committees and the
Secretary of Defense, by March 1 of each
year until 2027, that the programs and budg-
et of the Department of Energy will meet
these pit production milestones.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that, in addition to
striking the findings, would require initial
production of qualification pits in 2021, pro-
duction of not less than 10 war reserve pits
during 2024, production of not less than 20
war reserve pits during 2025, production of
not less than 30 war reserve pits during 2026,
and a pilot production period during 2027
that demonstrates the capability to produce
80 pits per year. The agreement provides the
Secretary of Energy and the Secretary of De-
fense the authority to delay the requirement
for the pilot demonstration in 2027 no more
than two years to 2029. If the Secretaries
jointly delay the pilot demonstration, they
must submit a report to the congressional
defense committees describing the justifica-
tion for the proposed delay, the impacts of
the proposed delay on stockpile stewardship,
nuclear modernization, life extension pro-
grams, future stockpile strategy, and dis-
mantlement efforts, as well as their assess-
ment regarding whether the delay is con-
sistent with national policy regarding cre-
ation of a responsive nuclear infrastructure.
The Commander, U.S. Strategic Command
would also be required to submit a report to
the congressional defense committees on the
potential risks of the proposed delay in
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meeting nuclear deterrence requirements
and national requirements related to cre-
ation of a responsive nuclear infrastructure.

Life-cycle cost estimates of certain atomic en-
ergy defense capital assets (sec. 3113)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 3111) that would
amend the Atomic Energy Defense Act to re-
quire that, under Department of Energy
Order 413.3, an independent life-cycle cost es-
timate is conducted prior to certain atomic
energy defense capital asset projects that
have achieved critical decision 2 in the ac-
quisition process. The provision clarifies
that this requirement applies only to atomic
energy defense capital assets where the total
project cost exceeds $100.0 million and where
the purpose of the capital asset is to perform
a limited-life, single-purpose mission.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes Senate provision.

We note that this requirement applies only
to single-purpose, limited-life facilities such
as the Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility
in South Carolina and the Waste Treatment
and Immobilization Plant in Washington. It
is not intended to be applied to multi-mis-
sion, long-life facilities such as the Uranium
Capabilities Replacement Project in Ten-
nessee or the replacement facilities for the
Chemistry and Metallurgy Research facility
in New Mexico. We believe this provision will
help reduce the likelihood of large and unex-
pected increases in life-cycle cost estimates
late in the acquisition process for these
types of facilities.

Expansion of requirement for independent cost
estimates on life extension programs and
new nuclear facilities (sec. 3114)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 3112) that would re-
quire independent cost estimates earlier in
the acquisition process for life extension pro-
grams and new nuclear facilities.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
an independent cost review at the comple-
tion of phase 6.2.

We believe that, in the early stages of con-
cept definition, there are often many options
still under consideration and it would not be
cost effective to perform a full independent
cost estimate for each option. A less formal
independent cost review at phase 6.2 has been
determined to give sufficient cost guidance
to determine which options should proceed
further in the acquisition process.

Definition of baseline and threshold for stock-
pile life extension project (sec. 3115)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3114) that would amend section 4713 of the
Atomic Energy Defense Act (50 U.S.C. 2753)
to clarify that the cost and schedule baseline
of a nuclear stockpile life extension project
established pursuant to such section shall be
the cost and schedule contained in the weap-
on design and cost report that was required
prior to the project entering into the devel-
opment engineering phase. This section
would also lower the threshold for congres-
sional notification on costs per warhead ex-
ceeding the baseline from 200 percent to 150
percent.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would clarify
that the cost and schedule baseline for a
stockpile life extension project would be the
cost and schedule described in the first Se-
lected Acquisition Report submitted under
section 4217(a) of the Atomic Energy Defense
Act (50 U.S.C. 2537(a)).
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Authorized personnel levels of National Nuclear
Security Administration (sec. 3116)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3114) that would amend section 3241A of the
National Nuclear Security Administration
Act (50 U.S.C. 2441a) to require that, by Octo-
ber 1, 2015, the total number of employees
within the Office of the Administrator may
not exceed 1,650.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would limit
the number of employees to 1,690.

Cost estimation and program evaluation by Na-
tional Nuclear Security Administration (sec.
3117)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3131) that would amend section 3221(h) of the
National Nuclear Security Administration
Act (50 U.S.C. 2411) to clarify that the term
“Administration,” with respect to any au-
thority, duty, or responsibility provided by
section 3211, does not include the Office of
Naval Reactors.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a technical amendment.

Cost containment for Uranium Capabilities Re-
placement Project (sec. 3118)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3113) that would amend section 3123 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239), as amend-
ed by section 3126 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Pub-
lic Law 113-966), to clarify that the Secretary
of Energy may adjust the statutory cost cap
of $4.2 billion for Phase I of the Uranium Ca-
pabilities Replacement Project (UCRP) if, by
March 15, 2015, the Secretary of Energy sub-
mits to the congressional defense commit-
tees a detailed justification for such adjust-
ment.

This provision would also require the Sec-
retary of Energy to certify to the congres-
sional defense committees and the Secretary
of Defense by March 1 of each year through
2025, that Phase I of the UCRP will meet the
cost cap of $4.2 billion (as adjusted) and that
the UCRP will enable uranium operations in
building 9212 of the Y-12 National Security
Complex to cease by 2025, while uranium op-
erations begin in a new facility constructed
under the UCRP by 2025.

The provision would further require the
Secretary of Energy and the Secretary of the
Navy to jointly submit a report to the con-
gressional defense committees by March 1,
2015, on implementation of section 3123(e) of
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239), as amend-
ed.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 3113) that
would require, before beginning construction
of the replacement for building 9212, the
technologies (or their substitutes) that are
to go into the replacement building have a
technology readiness level of at least seven.
Technologies (or their substitutes) that were
in building 9212 that do not go into the re-
placement building are also to have a tech-
nology readiness level of at least seven.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that combines the
two provisions while striking the sense of
Congress in the House provision.

Production of nuclear warhead for long-range
standoff weapon (sec. 3119)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3116) that would require the Secretary of En-
ergy to deliver a first production unit for a
nuclear warhead for the long-range standoff
weapon not later than September 30, 2025.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

This provision would also require the Sec-
retary of Energy and the Secretary of De-
fense to jointly develop a plan to carry out
this mandate and require the Secretaries to
submit this plan to the congressional defense
committees within 180 days after the date of
enactment of this Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would provide
the Commander, U.S. Strategic Command,
the ability to defer the first production unit
date by up to 1 year if the Commander cer-
tifies to the Chairman of the Nuclear Weap-
ons Council and the congressional defense
committees that the delay is in the interest
of national security and does not negatively
affect the ability of the Commander to meet
nuclear assurance and deterrence require-
ments.

Disposition of weapons-usable plutonium (sec.
3120)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3117) that would require the Secretary of En-
ergy to specifically carry out construction
and program support activities with fiscal
year 2015 funds authorized for the Mixed
Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility (MFFF). For
construction and program support activities.
Program support activities are defined as
those activities in support of the design,
long-lead equipment, procurement, and site
preparation for the MFFF.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would clarify
project support activities.

Limitation on availability of funds for Office of
the Administrator for Nuclear Security (sec.
3121)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3118) that would limit the availability of
funds authorized to be appropriated by this
Act or otherwise made available for fiscal
year 2015 for the National Nuclear Security
Administration’s (NNSA) Office of the Ad-
ministrator to not more than 75 percent of
the above until several statutorily required
reports are submitted to certain congres-
sional committees in 2015. These include:

(1) The report on stockpile assessments re-
quired under section 4205(f)(2) of the Atomic
Energy Defense Act (50 U.S.C. 2525(f)(2));

(2) The Secretary of Energy’s portion of
the report required by section 1043 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2012 (Public Law 112-81);

(3) The annual assessment required under
section 3122 of Public Law 112-81; and (4) The
detailed report on the stockpile stewardship,
management, and infrastructure plan re-
quired by section 4203(b) of the Atomic En-
ergy Defense Act (60 U.S.C. 2523(b)).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.

Limitation on availability of funds for mon-
proliferation activities between the United
States and the Russian Federation (sec.
3122)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3120) that would prohibit the use of fiscal
year 2015 funds for the National Nuclear Se-
curity Administration (NNSA) for any con-
tact, cooperation, or transfer of technology
between the United States and the Russian
Federation until the Secretary of Energy, in
consultation with the Secretary of State and
Secretary of Defense, certifies to the appro-
priate congressional committees that the
Russian Federation is respecting the sov-
ereignty of Ukrainian territory, is no longer
acting inconsistently with the Intermediate-
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range Nuclear Forces Treaty, and is in com-
pliance with the Treaty on Conventional
Armed Forces in Europe.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that unless specifi-
cally authorized by Congress, International
Material Protection, Control and Accounting
activities in the Russian Federation, except
those associated with the Plutonium Man-
agement and Disposition agreement, shall be
completed no later than fiscal year 2018. In
addition, the amendment prohibits any fiscal
year 2015 funding for the transfer of Multiple
Integrated Laser Engagement System tech-
nology from the United States to the Rus-
sian Federation.

We note that the Material Protection, Con-
trol and Accounting activities in the Russian
Federation has secured nuclear material fa-
cilities in Russia since the breakup of the
Soviet Union. Assisting Russia in securing
nuclear materials has been in the national
security interests of the United States. How-
ever, given that that the majority of work
has been completed at facilities over the
past 20 years, we believe that physical work
on this program should be completed no
later than fiscal year 2018. We understand
that this is also the target timeframe for
completion set by the NNSA. This does not
rule out continued exchange of best practices
in physical security in such areas as insider
threat, developments in security technology,
as well as other appropriate compensatory
measures or other areas of mutual benefit in
securing nuclear material. If areas of con-
cern emerge that require additional physical
security work in Russia after fiscal year
2018, and that work is of benefit to the secu-
rity interests of the United States, it can be
part of an annual budget request which can
be reviewed by the congressional defense
committees. We understand that Rosatom is
evaluating the ongoing work with the NNSA
and expects to be promptly informed of any
change in status of the relationship between
Rosatom and the NNSA.

We believe that the NNSA should not be
providing Multiple Integrated Laser Engage-
ment System (MILES) technology. We un-
derstand MILES technology is a tactical
force-on-force trainer employed by the U.S.
military and believe it is inappropriate to be
providing military-grade technology to the
Russian Federation at a time when Russia
has exercised aggressive actions towards
U.S. partners and allies.

Identification of amounts required for uranium
technology sustainment in budget materials
for fiscal year 2016 (sec. 3123)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 3116) that would re-
quire the Administrator for Nuclear Security
to include in the fiscal year 2016 budget re-
quest a uranium sustainment budget line for
technology development past technology
readiness level five so that plant-directed re-
search and development (R&D) at facilities
such as Y-12 can concentrate on projects in-
volving technology readiness level four and
below.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

SUBTITLE C—PLANS AND REPORTS

Analysis and report on W88 Alt 370 program
high explosives options (sec. 3131)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3132) that would require the Secretary of the
Navy, the Administrator for Nuclear Secu-
rity, and the Chairman of the Nuclear Weap-
ons Council to submit a joint report to the
congressional defense committees within 90
days after the date of the enactment of this
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Act on the W88 Alt 370 nuclear warhead pro-
gram. The report would be required to con-
tain analysis of the costs, benefits, risks, and
feasibility of both including and not includ-
ing a refresh of the conventional high explo-
sives of the W88 warhead as part of the W88
Alt 370 program.
The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.
The agreement includes this provision.
Analysis of existing facilities and sense of Con-
gress with respect to plutonium strategy
(sec. 3132)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3133) that would require the Administrator
for Nuclear Security to submit a report to
the congressional defense committees not
later than 270 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act containing an analysis of
using or modifying existing facilities across
the nuclear security enterprise to support
the plutonium strategy of the National Nu-
clear Security Administration.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Administrator to include, as part of the
Administrator’s planned analysis of alter-
natives for Critical Decision 1 of the pluto-
nium strategy, an analysis of using or modi-
fying existing facilities of the nuclear secu-
rity enterprise. The Administrator would be
required to submit the analysis to the con-
gressional defense committees within 30 days
of completing it. The amendment would also
add a sense of Congress regarding the com-
mitments made by the Chairman of the Nu-
clear Weapons Council on July 25, 2014, re-
garding a strategy to carry out a modular
building strategy for plutonium capabilities.

Plan for verification and monitoring of pro-
liferation of nuclear weapons and fissile
material (sec. 3133)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3134) that would require the President, in
consultation with the Secretaries of State,
Homeland Security and Energy as well as
the Director of National Intelligence, to de-
velop an interagency plan for verification
and monitoring related to the potential pro-
liferation of nuclear weapons, components of
such weapons and fissile material. Such plan
would be due to the appropriate congres-
sional committees no later than September
1, 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.

Comments of Administrator for Nuclear Security
and Chairman of Nuclear Weapons Council
on final report of Congressional Advisory
Panel on the Governance of the Nuclear Se-
curity Enterprise (sec. 3134)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 3115) that would re-
quire the Administrator of the National Nu-
clear Security Administration to respond
within 90 days to the findings of the Congres-
sional Advisory Panel on the Governance of
the Nuclear Security Enterprise, created in
section 3166 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (P.L. 112-239),
which shall be submitted to the congres-
sional defense committees.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would also re-
quire separate comments on the advisory
panel’s report from the Chairman of the Nu-
clear Weapons Council. The amendment
would also clarify that comments are re-
quired only on the advisory panel’s final re-
port and that such comments are due 90 days
after enactment of this Act.
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SUBTITLE D—OTHER MATTERS

Establishment of Advisory Board on Toxic Sub-
stances and Worker Health; Extension of
Authority of Office of Ombudsman for En-
ergy Employees Occupational Illness Com-
pensation Program (sec. 3141)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
1090D) that would state a sense of Congress
that the President should establish a federal
advisory board for part E of the Energy Em-
ployees Occupational Illness Compensation
Program.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 3114) that
would create an advisory board reporting to
the Energy Employees Occupational Illness
Program on toxic substances and worker
health.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would ensure
the advisory board functions only in an advi-
sory capacity pursuant to the Federal Advi-
sory Committee Act (b U.S.C. 2(b)(6)). The
amendment also includes modifications to
ensure the advisory board’s members, staff,
and contractors do not have a conflict of in-
terest and permits the Secretary of Labor to
employ outside contractors to support the
work of the board. The amendment would
also clarify that the advisory board provides
advice to the Secretary of Labor instead of
the President and that the appointments to
the board should reflect a balance of perspec-
tives from the scientific, medical, and claim-
ant communities.

We note that ‘‘claimant communities”
should be interpreted to include a mixture of
the legal, worker, worker families, worker
advocate, and other relevant communities as
the President determines appropriate. The
amendment would also extend the authority
for the Office of the Ombudsman in the De-
partment of Liabor to 2019.

We further note that the Secretary shall
ensure the Board is provided the necessary
support for the Board to perform its func-
tions, including program review and audit
functions as appropriate, and that the De-
partment of Labor will consult the Board re-
garding the need for and selection of outside
technical support, experts and contractors,
consistent with the process and support used
by the Advisory Board on Radiation and
Worker found in section 73840 of title 42,
United States Code, and consistent with fed-
eral acquisition laws.

Technical corrections to Atomic Energy Defense
Act (sec. 3142)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3141) that would make technical corrections
to the Atomic Energy Defense Act (560 U.S.C.
2501).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment making additional
technical corrections.

Technical corrections to National Nuclear Secu-
rity Administration Act (sec. 3143)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3142) that would make technical corrections
to section 3220 (50 U.S.C. 2410) and section
3236 (50 U.S.C. 2426) of the National Nuclear
Security Administration Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.
Technology Commercialication Fund (sec. 3144)

A proposed amendment to the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill (amendment number
3510) contained a provision that would amend
section 1001(e) of the Energy Policy Act of
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16391(e)) by inserting after
‘“fiscal year’” the phrase ‘‘based on future
planned activities and the amount of the ap-
propriations for the fiscal year.”
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The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.
LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED
Additional limitation on availability of funds
for Office of the Administrator for Nuclear

Security

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3119) that would limit the availability of
funds authorized to be appropriated by this
Act or otherwise made available for fiscal
year 2015 for the National Nuclear Security
Administration’s (NNSA) Office of the Ad-
ministrator to not more than 90 percent
until the date on which the Administrator
for Nuclear Security submits to the congres-
sional defense committees a report on the ef-
ficiencies proposed by the 2012 Joint Depart-
ment of Energy/Department of Defense
Study on Potential NNSA Management and
Work Force Prioritization Efficiencies.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We believe NNSA and the Department of
Energy must undertake robust and con-
tinuing efforts to find cost savings and cost
avoidances that enable NNSA to work more
efficiently and effectively. In the Conference
Report accompanying the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013
(House Report 112-706), we expressed concern
that the rise to unprecedented levels of the
cost of major stockpile and infrastructure
modernization projects leading to slippages
in project schedules could undermine the
credibility of the nation’s nuclear deterrent.
We also noted that administrative costs and
bureaucracy within the NNSA and the nu-
clear security enterprise must be reduced
and the enterprise must be refocused on ac-
complishing its mission effectively and effi-
ciently, as well as safely and securely. We re-
main concerned about these longstanding
challenges.

In the context of these concerns, we appre-
ciate the letter of November 4, 2014 from the
NNSA Administrator to the House Armed
Services Committee, committing to continue
efforts to make the nuclear enterprise more
efficient. We believe this process to seek effi-
ciencies and productivity gains, proposed by
the Administrator in this letter, to be a
small but hopeful step in the right direction.
We therefore endorse this proposal and direct
the Administrator for Nuclear Security, con-
sistent with his commitment, to provide a
report to the congressional defense commit-
tees by February 28, 2015, on the actions, ini-
tiatives, and pilot programs the Adminis-
trator will undertake in the remainder of fis-
cal year 2015 to realize efficiencies within
NNSA and the nuclear security enterprise.
This report should include specific opportu-
nities identified by the NNSA laboratories
and plants and measures to eliminate or
streamline burdensome and ineffective
transactional oversight.

We further direct the Administrator to
submit a report to the congressional defense
committees by November 15, 2015, containing
the Administrator’s assessment of whether
the actions, initiatives, and pilot programs
previously identified by the Administrator
were successful.
Budget increase for

cleanup

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3143) that would increase the Department of
Energy Environmental Management pro-
gram by $20.0 million for defense environ-
mental cleanup offset by an identical
amount from the inertial confinement and
fusion program.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

defense environmental
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The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Energy Security and Assurance

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3104) that would authorize appropriations for
energy security and assurance programs for
fiscal year 2015, at the levels identified in
section 4701 of division D of this Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Limitation on availability of funds for defense
nuclear monproliferation activities at sites
in the Russian Federation

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3121) that would prohibit the use of fiscal
year 2015 funds for the National Nuclear Se-
curity Administration for any defense nu-
clear nonproliferation activities at sites in
the Russian Federation until at least 30 days
have elapsed following the date that the Sec-
retary of Energy certifies to the appropriate
congressional committees that such sites are
not actively engaged in Russian nuclear
weapons, intelligence, or defense activities.
The prohibition includes a waiver for the
President to submit a notification that such
a waiver is in the national interests of the
United States, that none of the funds will be
contributed to Russia’s nuclear weapons pro-
gram, and that a period of 30 days has
elapsed following the date of the notifica-
tion.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR FACILITIES

SAFETY BOARD

Authorization (sec. 3201)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3201) that would authorize funds for the De-
fense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board for fis-
cal year 2015.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 3201).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would author-
ize $29.15 million.

Inspector General of Defense Nuclear Facilities
Safety Board (sec. 3202)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3202) that would amend section 322 of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C.
2286Kk(a)) to mandate that the Inspector Gen-
eral of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
shall serve as the Inspector General of the
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Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board, in
accordance with the Inspector General Act of
1978 (56 U.S.C. App).

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.
Number of employees of Defense Nuclear Facili-

ties Safety Board (sec. 3203)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3203) that would amend section 313(b)(1)(A) of
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C.
2286b(b)(1)(A)) to limit the number of full-
time employees of the Defense Nuclear Fa-
cilities Safety Board to 120.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would limit
the number of employees to 130.

TITLE XXXIV—NAVAL PETROLEUM RESERVES
Authorization of appropriations (sec. 3401)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3401) that would authorize appropriations for
fiscal year 2015 for the purpose of carrying
out activities under chapter 641 of title 10,
United States Code, relating to the naval pe-
troleum reserves.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.

TITLE XXXV—MARITIME ADMINISTRATION

Authorization of appropriations for national se-
curity aspects of the Merchant Marine for
fiscal year 2015 (sec. 3501)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3501) that would authorize appropriations for
the Maritime Administration of the Depart-
ment of Transportation for those activities
of the Maritime Administration associated
with maintaining national defense sealift.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.
Floating dry docks (sec. 3502)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3502) that would limit the application of sec-
tion 55102 of title 46, United States Code, to
Drydock-17 (formerly known as USN-YFD-
17) in the waters of the State of Alabama.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1024) that would en-
able the Secretary of the Navy to authorize
shipbuilding or ship repair contractors own-
ing U.S.-built dry docks, tugboats, and tow-
ing vessels to engage in limited coastwise
trade for purposes of performing a ship-
building or ship repair contract entered into
with the Department of the Navy.
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The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would limit
the application of section 55102 of title 46,
United States Code, and extend the exemp-
tion to cover any floating drydock if the
movement occurs within 5 nautical miles of
the shipyard or affiliate that owns and oper-
ates such floating dry dock, and the floating
dry dock:

(1) Is being used to launch or raise a vessel
in connection with the construction, mainte-
nance, or repair of that vessel;

(2) Is owned and operated by—

(a) A shipyard located in the United States
that is an eligible owner specified under sec-
tion 12103(b) of this title; or

(b) An affiliate of such a shipyard; and

(3) Was owned or contracted for purchase
by such shipyard or affiliate prior to the
date of enactment of this Act.

Sense of Congress on the role of domestic mari-
time industry in national security (sec. 3503)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
3503) that would express the sense of Con-
gress that coastwise trade laws promote a
strong domestic trade maritime industry,
which supports the national security and
economic vitality of the United States and
the efficient operation of the U.S. transpor-
tation system.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes this provision.

United States Merchant Marine Academy Board
of Visitors (sec. 3504)

The Senate passed a bill (S. 2076), the U.S.
Merchant Marine Academy Board of Visitors
Enhancement Act.

Neither the House bill nor the Senate com-
mittee-reported bill contained a similar pro-
vision.

The agreement includes the Senate bill
with a clarifying amendment.

DIVISION D—FUNDING TABLES
Authorization of appropriations (sec. 4001)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
4001) that would provide for the authoriza-
tion of projects, programs, and activities in
accordance with the tables in division D.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 4001).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion. ! EXT .085 ..HOUSE... A04DE7 PER-
SONAL COMPUTERY049060-A04DE7-085-%*%**%-
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SUMMARY OF NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015

(In Thousands of Dollars)

FY 2015 Agreement Agreement
Request Change Authorized
DISCRETIONARY AUTHORIZATIONS WITHIN THE JURISDICTION OF THE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE
National Defense Funding, Base Budget Request
Function 051, Department of Defense-Military
Division A: Department of Defense Authorizations
Title I—Procurement
Aircraft Procurement, Army ... 5,102,685 96,426 5,199,111
Missile Procurement, Army ... 1,017,483 1,017,483
Weapons & Tracked Combat Vehicles, Army 1,471,438 258,111 1,729,549
Procurement of Ammunition, Army 1,031,477 —-20,000 1,011,477
QOther Procurement, Army 4,893,634 -195,341 4,698,293
Joint Improvised Explosive Device Defeat Fund 115,058 -115,058 0
Aircraft Procurement, Navy 13,074,317 230,288 13,304,605
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SUMMARY OF NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015—Continued

(In Thousands of Dollars)

December 4, 2014

FY 2015 Agreement Agreement

Request Change Authorized
WEAPONS PrOCUIBIMENT, NAVY .....vvveieieieeieeeie ettt sttt et es s st s s s s s ss s s s s bbb ssesaes et et banen 3,217,945 54,211 3,272,156
Procurement of Ammunition, Navy & Marine Corps 771,945 -9,638 762,307
Shipbuilding & CONVEISION, NAVY .....ouoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee ettt s s ss s s ssen s st s st s ssessns s seneeas 14,400,625 1,254,010 15,654,635
Other ProCUIBMENT, NAVY ......cieieieieeieieie ettt bbb s st bbb 5,975,828 258,015 6,233,843
Procurement, Marine Corps 983,352 35,741 947,611
AIrcraft ProCUIBMENT, AIT FOTCE ......vuveieeeeeeie ettt ettt a et a et s st st e st s s s s sa s s s s s et e s sse s s sns et banen 11,542,571 128,900 11,671,471
MisSile PrOCUTEMENT, AIT FOTCE ...vuvuuiieiiiieeiiesieiieeie sttt b st 4,690,506 -57,900 4,632,606
Procurement of Ammunition, Air Force 677,400 677,400
Other ProCUIEMENT, AIF FOTCE ........vuveeieeeecieie ettt ettt s s e bbb ss s s bbbt sannas 16,566,018 -14,289 16,551,729
ProcUremMENt, DEIBNSE-WIHE ......ooeoeeeeeeceeeeceeect ettt ettt ettt e e s st st s e es e es st esssees s s essnsessssessneessnsesaneessseesaneesanees 4,221,437 186,352 4,035,085
Joint Urgent Operational Needs Fund . 20,000 -20,000 0
PHIOE YEAI RESCISSIONS ..vovvveveseieeieeses ettt sess st ses st et s s s s s es s s e s e st st s ens s s s st essessessessessessesses et e sansasssns et e sansansaneans 265,685 265,685 0
Subtotal, Title [—ProCUFEMENT .............cooiiiic ettt s st 89,508,034 1,891,327 91,399,361
Title Il—Research, Development, Test and Evaluation
Research, Development, Test & EVAlUALION, ATMY ..ottt s 6,593,898 18,417 6,612,315
Research, Development, Test & Evaluation, Navy ... 16,266,335 —84,243 16,182,092
Research, Development, Test & Evaluation, Air Force ..... 23,739,892 137,144 23,877,036
Research, Development, Test & Evaluation, Defense-Wide .. 16,766,084 221,000 16,987,084
Operational Test & Evaluation, Defense ..........cccoevrverreienries 167,738 167,738
Subtotal, Title Il—Research, Development, Test and EVAlUAtion ...t eeeenens 63,533,947 292,318 63,826,265
Title 11l—Operation and Maintenance
Operation & MAINTENANCE, ATMY ..ottt s e a s st es s s e et ssessss s s e sa e st es s s et e sassassans et s sansensaneans 33,240,148 -196,400 33,043,748
Operation & MainteNanCe, AMY RESEBIVE ........ccvveveveicieiceieiietc st sss st se s s st ssessss s s ssesses s s et s sasssssses et s sas s sanaas 2,490,569 -8,800 2,481,769
Operation & Maintenance, Army National GUATT ...........ccovuiicicueiieeeececece ettt 6,030,773 4,200 6,034,973
Operation & Maintenance, Navy 39,025,857 40,852 38,985,005
Operation & Maintenance, MAriNE COTPS .....oeveieieieicieies ettt s st s ss st s s s s s s s bbb sses et sas s sansas 5,909,487 15,050 5,924,537
Operation & MainteNANCE, NAVY RESEIVE ........covveieveicecicecetcete ettt ss st et s s se st ssenaes s ss st es s st s s s ssss et s sas s sanaans 1,007,100 15,027 1,022,127
Operation & Maintenance, Marine Corps Reserve 268,582 3,900 272,482
Operation & MAINTENANCE, AT FOICE ....vuieieieeeeeecee ettt ettt s st ss e s bbb 35,331,193 54,622 35,385,815
Operation & Maintenance, Air Force Reserve 3,015,842 5,000 3,020,842
Operation & Maintenance, Air National Guard 6,392,859 5,000 6,397,859
Operation & Maintenance, DEfENSE-WIE .........cocooieieeiieeeeeeceecee ettt bttt 31,198,232 22,144 31,176,088
US Court of Appeals for the Armed FOrCeS, DEENSE .....cvcvecvcecececeectc ettt 13,723 13,723
Overseas Humanitarian, Disaster and Civic Aid 100,000 100,000
C00perative TIEat REAUCTION ...ttt sttt s s s s ss et es s st sae st s san s saneas 365,108 365,108
Defense Acquisition Development WOTKFOrCe FUNG ........c.ovveveceeeeeeee ettt es 212,875 -129,841 83,034
Environmental Restoration, Army 201,560 201,560
Environmental Restoration, Navy 277,294 277,294
Environmental RESLOration, AIF FOCE .........oveveieieieiceci ettt ss et sa s en s ss s st et sess s 408,716 408,716
Environmental Restoration, Defense 8,547 8,547
Environmental Restoration, FOrMErly USEA SHES ........ocveviucicececee ettt 208,353 208,353
Overseas Contingency Operations TranSTEr FUNG ..ottt 5,000 -5,000 0
Support Of International Sporting Competitions, Defense 10,000 4,300 5,700
Subtotal, Title [ll—O0peration and MAINTENANCE ..............c.coooivmivieeeee et sens 165,721,818 -304,538 165,417,280
Title IV—Military Personnel
Military Personnel APPrOPIHAtIONS ........cc.ovoiiveeieeeiesee ettt s ss bt sa st s s s s es s s e ss st esses et ssassaessesses e sansantaneas 128,957,593 —477,985 128,479,608
Medicare-Eligible Retiree Health FUN CONTHDULIONS .......ovuoeeieeeeceececee ettt 6,236,092 6,236,092
Subtotal, Title IV—Military PEISONMNEI ...ttt s s sensans 135,193,685 —-477,985 134,715,700
Title XIV—0ther Authorizations
WOrKing Capital FUNG, AMMY ..o.ooeceeceeeeeee ettt sttt st bbbt s s baes s ss st s s sees st 13,727 13,727
Working Capital FUNG, AIF FOTCE .......vueeiecieeeee ettt st bbbt baees 61,717 61,717
Working Capital FUNd, DEFENSE-WIAE .....c.coveeeeeieeeeceeeee ettt st a bbb bbbt baen 44,293 44293
Working Capital Fund, DECA 1,114,731 100,000 1,214,731
Defense Health Program 31,833,061 -1,148,615 30,684,446
Chemical Agents & MUnItions DESTIUCTION .........ooiviiiiiececceeetc ettt 828,868 828,868
Drug Interdiction and Counter Drug Activities 820,687 820,687
0ffice 0f the INSPECLOr GENEIAL ........oveeveeieeee ettt sttt a st n s s s st es s s s sessaesses et st s sansaneas 311,830 311,830
Subtotal, Title XIV—0ther AUTROFIZAtIONS ...............cooooimieeee et sas 35,028,914 -1,048,615 33,980,299
Total, Division A: Department of Defense AUOFIZAtIONS ..o 488,986,398 352,507 489,338,905
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Request Change Authorized
Division B: Military Construction Authorizations
Military Construction
ATIMIY ettt ettt e a e e s A A s s AR st A e s AR s s s et s st es e se st s s tens e seens 539,427 4,000 543,427
Navy 1,018,772 —25,573 993,199
Air Force 811,774 34,400 846,174
DETENSE-WIAE ....vurvueieeiecieiieeie ettt bbbt b s bbbttt 2,061,890 —-99,000 1,962,890
Chemical Demilitarization Construction, Defense 38,715 38,715
NATO Security INVESTMENT PIOZIAM .......oeieeeeeeee ettt st 199,700 -25,000 174,700
AMY NAHONAI GUAI ...ooeeeeeeeee ettt ss et ss et ss s s s s st ses s ses s s saes s ssensnsssnsaessnsans 126,920 7,000 133,920
Army Reserve 103,946 25,000 128,946
Navy and Maring COMPS RESEIVE .......cvevuevcieeierireeee et ses st ses s s s s s s s s ss st esses s s sss st essessssasssssssssesses et s sassassens et s sansansaneans 51,528 47,869 99,397
AIE NGEONAI GUAIT ...oovoieiteiete stttk s bbbt 94,663 11,200 105,863
Air Force Reserve 49,492 14,500 63,992
Subtotal, Military CONSTFUCTION .............o. ittt s et 5,096,827 -5,604 5,091,223
Family Housing
CONSEIUCTION, ATMY oottt et ettt a s s s et et s st s s s st e s s enses s s s e s s e st esses et e sansassses et et s sansaneas 78,609 78,609
Operation & Maintenance, Army ... 350,976 350,976
Construction, Navy and Marine Corps ................. 16,412 16,412
Operation & Maintenance, Navy and Marine Corps 354,029 354,029
Operation & Maintenance, Air Force .................... 327,147 327,747
Operation & Maintenance, Defense-Wide 61,100 61,100
Family Housing Improvement Fund ... 1,662 1,662
Subtotal, FAMIlY HOUSING ...........coooiiieiiiie sttt s sttt 1,190,535 0 1,190,535
Base Realignment and Closure
Base Realignment and ClOSUIE——AIMY ......ovioiurieie ettt b bbbttt 84,417 84,417
Base Realignment and ClOSUTE——NAVY .........corieieieicieceieee ettt ss s e ss s s ss sttt s s 94,692 94,692
Base Realignment and Closure—Air Force . 90,976 90,976
Subtotal, Base Realignment @nd CIOSUIE ..ottt e sttt ss st 270,085 0 210,085
Total, Division B: Military Construction AUThOFIZAtioNS ................ccooooiviiiiiceeeceee et 6,557,441 -5,604 6,551,843
Total, 051, Department of DefENSE-MIlITArY ...ttt ettt 495,543,845 346,903 495,890,748

Function 053, Atomic Energy Defense Activities

Division C: Department of Energy National Security Authorization and Other Authorizations
Environmental and Other Defense Activities
Advisory Board on Toxic Substances and WOrKer HEalIth ...ttt 2,000 2,000
NUCIBAE ENBIZY oot sttt st b s sess s s s bbb st sennas 104,000 0 104,000
WEAPONS ACTIVILIES +.verveieiieceeceeee ettt b st b b a st et s s s e s s s s bbb ee s s s s b s saesae s st et banes 8,314,902 -104,342 8,210,560
Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation 1,555,156 219,602 1,774,758
L2 I 0T Tt (0T £SO PO 1,377,100 0 1,377,100
Office 0f the AAMUMISTIALOr ........ceeeeeeeeeeee ettt s s s st ss st ns s sens s ssessennnas 410,842 -23,979 386,863
Defense Environmental Cleanup . 5,327,538 443,000 4,884,538
Other Defense ACtiVItIES ......ooeveveveveieeeieeiaee 753,000 1,000 754,000
Subtotal, Environmental and Other Defense ACHIVILIES ...........cocoooiioieeieece e 17,842,538 -348,7119 17,493,819
Independent Federal Agency Authorization
Defense Nuclear Facilities SAfety BOAIA ...ttt ettt 30,150 30,150
Subtotal, Independent Federal Agency AUNOTIZAtiON ...............cccoooooioiiiiieeiiececeee et 30,150 0 30,150
Subtotal, Division C: Department of Energy National Security Authorization and Other Authorizations .................cccccccoevvvennnae 17,872,688 -348,719 17,523,969
Subtotal, 053, Atomic Energy Defense ACHVIHIES ...........cccoccooiiioiiiiieiceece et 11,872,688 —-348,719 17,523,969
Total, National Defense Funding, Base Budget REQUESE ...t 513,416,533 -1,816 513,414,711

National Defense Funding, 0CO Budget Request

Function 051, Department of Defense-Military
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Procurement
AIrcraft ProCUTEMENT, AMMY ....ooieieeieeeeieeeee ettt b sttt s et et s s s b sae s s s s bbb sse s st et baes 36,000 36,000
MiSSile PrOCUTEMENT, AFMY ..ottt s sttt eb s s s s s s s sasnas 32,136 32,136
Procurement of AMMUNITION, AMMY ooovoiiiieeccee ettt sttt 140,905 140,905
Other Procurement, Army 778,583 778,583
Joint Improvised Explosive DEVICe DEfeat FUNG ...........coocvcvcvciccececee ettt sttt sttt 379,000 65,463 444,463
Aircraft Procurement, Navy 196,247 196,247
Weapons Procurement, Navy 66,785 66,785
Procurement of Ammunition, Navy & Maring COTPS .....c.cuevrucucececeecesctee ettt ss s 154,519 154,519
Other ProCUIBMENT, NAVY .......couieieieeieieie ettt bbbttt s et bbb bbb 306,768 550 307,318
Procurement, Marine Corps 53,589 53,589
AIrcraft ProCUIBMENT, AIT FOTCE ......vuiveieeeeeeie ettt s st st s et et es s st e st s s s s ssesses s et et e s sse s et et banen 646,219 646,219
MisSile PrOCUTEMENT, AIT FOTCE ...vuvuuiieiiiieiiesieiieeie ettt b st 136,189 136,189
Procurement of Ammunition, Air Force 219,785 219,785
Other ProCUIEMENT, AIF FOTCE .......vuoveeieeeeieie ettt ettt st s st s et sas s sannas 3,430,774 3,430,774
ProcUremMENt, DBIBNSE-WIHE ......oovoeeieeeceeeece ettt ettt a s e et s e e s s s e essseesssses st essseessneesssees st essneesaneesanaes 227,886 356,672 584,558
Joint Urgent Operational Needs Fund . 50,000 -50,000 0
National Guard & Reserve Equipment 0 1,250,000 1,250,000
Prior Year Rescissions ... -117,000 117,000 0
SUBOTAl, PrOCUFBIMENL .........ooooeeeee ettt ettt s bbb es e bbbt et baeen 6,738,385 1,739,685 8,478,070
Research, Development, Test and Evaluation
Research, Development, Test & EVAIULION, AMMY ...ttt sttt st nen 4,500 4,500
Research, Development, Test & Evaluation, Navy ... 36,020 36,020
Research, Development, Test & EVAlUALION, AIr FOTCE ..ottt st 14,706 14,706
Research, Development, Test & Evaluation, DEfENSE-WILE .........ccccovuevivecueieeeireecte ettt 281,447 5,200 286,647
Subtotal, Research, Development, Test and EVAIUAION ...........c...ccooooiiiiini ettt 336,673 5,200 341,873
Operation and Maintenance
Operation & MaiNtENANCE, ATMY .......o.oiveieeeeeeeeieeeeeee sttt ettt et st s st a sttt aen s 17,135,276 540,494 17,675,770
Operation & Maintenance, AMY RESEIVE .........c.cvevcvcicececiie ettt et s sa s s sess st sannas 41,532 41,532
Operation & Maintenance, Army National GUATT ........cccoovuriciicuceeeeeececeee ettt 76,461 50,800 127,261
Afghanistan Security Forces Fund 4,109,333 4,109,333
1raQ Train & EQUID FUN oottt sttt e ettt enen 1,618,000 1,618,000
Operation & MAINTENANCE, NAVY ......oviveieieiccce ettt a sttt sannas 5,599,868 278,270 5,878,138
Operation & Maintenance, Marine Corps ... 1,487,774 23,210 1,510,984
Operation & Maintenance, Navy Reserve 45,876 45,876
Operation & Maintenance, Maring COrPS RESEIVE .........c.ccucverueeieciectceeee ettt ss bbbt 10,540 10,540
Operation & Maintenance, Air Force 9,109,193 253,140 9,362,333
Operation & Maintenance, Air FOTCE RESEIVE ......ccoicvcvecieicicice ettt a s s s sa s s bbb ssss et 71,794 77,794
Operation & Maintenance, Air National GUAIA .........c..cocurieiciierceceeecec ettt e sa s s sses st saneas 20,300 2,300 22,600
Operation & Maintenance, Defense-Wide 6,171,425 163,815 6,335,240
Subtotal, Operation and MAINTENANCE ...ttt s st 45,503,372 1,312,029 46,815,401
Military Personnel
Military Personnel APPIOPIILIONS ........ccoovecieeieeieeeie ettt et bbbttt bbb 5,536,340 1,500 5,537,840
Medicare-Eligible Retiree Health FUnd CONtHDULIONS ........oouoveiceececec ettt 58,728 58,728
Subtotal, MIlIfAry PEISOMNEI .............cooovoiiieiececee ettt sttt et bbb es e bbb sae s s et baeen 5,995,068 1,500 5,596,568
Other Authorizations
Working Capital FUNG, AIF FOTCE .......ouveieeeeeeeie ettt ettt sttt st baees 5,000 5,000
Working Capital FUNd, DEFENSE-WIAE .....c.coveeeeieiececeee ettt sttt bbb bbb s st baeen 86,350 86,350
DEFENSE HBAITN PIOZIAM ..ottt sa et et e e es s s sae s s st ettt sens s 300,531 300,531
Drug Interdiction and Counter Drug Activities 189,000 20,000 209,000
0ffice of the INSPECLOr GENMEIAL ........e.oeeeee ettt sttt ss s st sannas 7,968 7,968
Counterterrorism Partnerships FUNG ..........ovoveiviiecee ettt sttt st 4,000,000 -2,700,000 1,300,000
European Reassurance Initiative ... 925,000 554,287 370,713

Subtotal, Other Authorizations 5,513,849 -3,234,281 2,279,562

Military Construction

ATINY ottt e bbb e A s R bR bbbt 0 37,000 37,000
BT FOTCR oottt e e et s s e s e e e e s et sseneen e e e e e e e eesen s s s e s e eesessessessesesseessnes et et e s e s esaneses e sntanen 0 121,560 121,560
Defense-Wide 46,000 15,850 61,850
Subtotal, Military Construction 46,000 174,410 220,410
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Total, National Defense Funding, 0C0 Budget REQUEST ...........co.oovrvieiececececeeeee ettt aen 63,733,347 -1,463 63,731,884
Total, National DEEENSE ..ottt ss st a st ss s saes et en s sssesensssnsans 577,149,880 -3,219 571,146,601
MEMORANDUM: NON-DEFENSE AUTHORIZATIONS
Title XIV—Armed Forces Retirement Home (FUNCEON 600) ........ocvcvecvmeieciieeccteeereeeseeetest sttt s s ss st st sees 63,400 63,400
Title XIV—Cemeterial Expenses, Army (FUNCHON 700) .......ocivirecicceeeciecectes sttt ses sttt sse st saeen 45,800 16,081 61,881
Title XXXIV—Naval Petroleum and Oil Shale Reserves (Function 270) 19,950 19,950
Title XXXV—Maritime Administration (FUNCHION B00) ........oveeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee et eeee e st seessnsans 148,400 148,400
MEMORANDUM: TRANSFER AUTHORITIES (NON-ADD)
Title X—General TranSTEr AULNOIEY .......o.oveieiccece ettt ettt sttt sae s st tanen [5,000,000] [-500,000] [4,500,000]
Title XV—Special TranSTer AULROTILY .....coiueieeieiicisc ettt ettt [4,000,000] [-500,000] [3,500,000]
MEMORANDUM: DEFENSE AUTHORIZATIONS NOT UNDER THE JURISDICTION OF THE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE (NON-ADD)
DEFENSE PrOQUCTION ACE ...ttt se st e e s n s e se e s s an st e s s s snansnnansnnansnnansanansnnans [21,638] [21,638]
NATIONAL DEFENSE BUDGET AUTHORITY IMPLICATION
(In Thousands of Dollars)
FY 2015 Agreement  Agreement
Request Change Authorized
Summary, Discretionary Authorizations Within the Jurisdiction of the Armed Services Committee
SUBTOTAL, DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE (051) ............... 495,543,845 346,903 496,586,255
SUBTOTAL, ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE PROGRAMS (053) 17,872,688  -348,719 17,523,969
TOTAL, NATIONAL DEFENSE (050)—BASE BILL ........... 513,416,533 -1,816 513,414,711
TOTAL, OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS ... ... 63,733,341 -1,463 61,656,832
GRAND TOTAL, NATIONAL DEFENSE .............ooooooeeeeeeeee ettt tees s s s s s ss st s st ss s s sees s ssesses s saes s e s s s seans 571,149,880 -3,2719 571,146,601
Base National Defense Discretionary Programs that are Not In
the Jurisdiction of the Armed Services Committee or Do Not Require Additional Authorization

Defense ProdUCTION ACt PUICRASES ........c.cvcvecicicictctcee ettt sttt ettt bbbttt a st enaes s s saesaenan 22,000 22,000
Indefinite Account: Disposal Of DOD REAI PTOPEILY .......overeuierireeeeeneeeeeeesseee ettt sttt 8,000 8,000
Indefinite Account: Lease Of DOD REAI PIOPEIY .......ccciuiuiuieitcteieisi ettt 31,000 31,000
Subtotal, Budget SUB-FUNCHON 05T ..ottt bbbt ss st 61,000 61,000
Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial ACHION PIrOZIAM .......oouoveiiieceeceeeese ettt a st es s s s e snenan 100,000 100,000
Subtotal, Budget SuB-FUNCHON D53 ...ttt es e 100,000 100,000
Other DISCIEtiONAIY PIOZIAMS ...ttt et bbb bbb bbbt b et st senn 7,681,000 7,681,000
Subtotal, Budget Sub-Function 054 1,681,000 7,681,000
Total Defense Discretionary Adjustments (090) ...........c.ccocoioviiiiiiieeieeieeeee ettt b st et en s s e e ns e anen 1,842,000 1,842,000
Budget Authority Implication, National Defense Discretionary
Department of DEfENSE—IMIlIEAIY (051) .uvvueveceeeeeeeeeee ettt ettt sttt st s s s s ses s s sens s senn s 559,338,192 345,440 559,683,632
Atomic Energy Defense ACHIVIEIES (053) ...rvivciciciceeiieciectecteceee ettt ettt s sttt en s s sae s sses e 17,972,688 348,719 17,623,969
Defense-Related Activities (054) 7,681,000 7,681,000
Total BA Implication, National Defense DiSCIEHONAIY ...............coooiiioiiiiicieicie ettt 584,991,880 -3,279 584,988,601
National Defense Mandatory Programs, Current Law
Concurrent receipt accrual payments to the Military REtIEMENt FUN ..ottt seen 6,399,000 6,399,000
Revolving, trust and other DOD MANAAtOr .........ccoouiviuieieieiectecece ettt 1,107,000 1,107,000
Offsetting receipts -1,591,000 -1,591,000
Subtotal, Budget Sub-Function 051 5,915,000 5,915,000
Energy employees occupational illness compensation programs and OtNEN ...........cccoeieicieciecieceec ettt 1,180,000 1,180,000
Subtotal, Budget Sub-Function 053 1,180,000 1,180,000
Radiation exposure cOMPENSAtioN TrUST TUNG ...ttt 59,000 59,000
Payment to CIA retirement fUNA @nd OtNEI ..ottt s st enaes s saen 514,000 514,000
Subtotal, Budget Sub-Function 054 573,000 573,000
Total National Defense Mandatory (050) ...............ccocooiiiiiiiieieicececte ettt bbbt 1,668,000 1,668,000
Budget Authority Implication, National Defense Discretionary and Mandatory
Department 0f DEfENSE—MIlItAIY (051) .....cvereeeceeceeceeceee ettt sttt s s s s e e se st ensesssssesensannans 565,253,192 345440 565,598,632
Atomic Energy Defense ACHIVIEIES (053) ..ottt bbbttt 19,152,688  -348,719 18,803,969
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FY 2015 Agreement  Agreement
Request Change Authorized
Defense-Related Activities (054) 8,254,000 8,254,000
Total BA Implication, National Defense Discretionary and Mandatory .... 592,659,880 -3,2719 592,656,601
TITLE XLI—PROCUREMENT
SEC. 4101. PROCUREMENT.
SEC. 4101. PROCUREMENT
(In Thousands of Dollars)
FY 2015 House Senate Agreement Agreement
Line ltem Request Authorized Authorized Change Authorized
Qty Cost Qty Cost Qty Cost Qty Cost Qty Cost
AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, ARMY
FIXED WING
002 UTILITY F/W AIRCRAFT 1 13,617 1 13,617 1 13,617 1 13,617
003 AERIAL COMMON SENSOR (ACS) (MIP) ...ccoveoeeeeeererereraraers 16 185,090 16 109,790 16 185,090 —48,800 16 136,290
Program decrease [-75,300] [-48,800]
004 MQ-1 UAV 19 190,581 19 239,581 19 190,581 49,000 19 239,581
Extended range modifications Per Army UFR ................ [49,000] [49,000]
005 RQ-11 (RAVEN) 3,964 3,964 3,964 3,964
ROTARY
006 HELICOPTER, LIGHT UTILITY (LUH) oeooveeeeeeeeeseeererii 55 416,617 55 416,617 90 612,617 55 416,617
Risk reduction for buy of LUH to meet Army training [35] [196,000]
fleet plans.
007 AH-64 APACHE BLOCK IIA REMAN ......ovvorreeerrcreeiirrereens 25 494,009 25 494,009 25 494,009 25 494,009
008 ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) ... 157,338 157,338 157,338 157,338
012 UH-60 BLACKHAWK M MODEL (MYP) .. 79 1,237,001 85 1,335,401 87 1,382,001 6 103,026 85 1,340,027
ARNG Modernization—6 additional UH-60M aircraft [6] [98,400] [8] [145,000] [6] [103,026]
013 ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) 132,138 132,138 132,138 132,138
014 CH-47 HELICOPTER 32 892,504 32 892,504 32 892,504 32 892,504
015 ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) .oooovrveiccncicicecriciiinnas 102,361 102,361 102,361 102,361
MODIFICATION OF AIRCRAFT
016 MQ-1 PAYLOAD (MIP) 2 26,913 2 26,913 2 26,913 2 26,913
018 GUARDRAIL MODS (MIP) 14,182 14,182 14,182 14,182
019 MULTI SENSOR ABN RECON (MIP) ... 131,892 131,892 131,892 131,892
020 AH-64 MODS 181,869 181,869 181,869 181,869
021 CH-47 CARGO HELICOPTER MODS (MYP) 32,092 32,092 32,092 32,092
022 UTILITY/CARGO AIRPLANE MODS . 15,029 15,029 15,029 15,029
023 UTILITY HELICOPTER MODS .......oomreeerrrcrerrereneessesessserennn 76,515 83,315 76,515 76,515
ARNG Modernization-UH-60A to UH-60L conversions .. [6,800]
025 NETWORK AND MISSION PLAN ......vorreereerireeeierseneeserinns 114,182 114,182 114,182 114,182
026 COMMS, NAV SURVEILLANGE ......coooereererermecrirseresreererneens 115,795 115,795 115,795 115,795
027 GATM ROLLUP 54,277 54,277 54,277 54,277
028 RQ-7 UAV MODS 125,380 125,380 125,380 125,380
GROUND SUPPORT AVIONICS
029 AIRCRAFT SURVIVABILITY EQUIPMENT ....ooorvvvrmrreereieririnees 66,450 98,850 74,250 32,400 98,850
Army requested reali t [32,400] [7,800] [32,400]
030 SURVIVABILITY CM 7,800 7,800 7,800 7,800
Army requested reali t [7,800] [7,800] [7,800]
031 CMWS 107,364 60,364 60,164 —47,000 60,364
Army req i reduction [-47,000] [-47,200] [-47,000]
OTHER SUPPORT
032 AVIONICS SUPPORT EQUIPMENT . 6,847 6,847 6,847 6,847
033 COMMON GROUND EQUIPMENT ... 29,231 29,231 29,231 29,231
034 AIRCREW INTEGRATED SYSTEMS ... 43,081 48,081 48,081 43,081
035 AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL 127,232 127,232 127,232 127,232
036 INDUSTRIAL FACILITIES 1,203 1,203 1,203 1,203
037 LAUNCHER, 2.75 ROCKET 387 2,931 387 2,931 387 2,931 387 2,931
TOTAL AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, ARMY .................. 616 5,102,685 622 5,174,785 659 5,412,085 6 96,426 622 5,199,111
MISSILE PROCUREMENT, ARMY
SURFACE-TO-AIR MISSILE SYSTEM
002 LOWER TIER AIR AND MISSILE DEFENSE (AMD) ... 110,300 110,300 110,300 110,300
003 MSE MISSILE 70 384,605 70 384,605 70 384,605 70 384,605
AIR-TO-SURFACE MISSILE SYSTEM
004 HELLFIRE SYS SUMMARY 4,452 4,452 4,452 4,452
ANTI-TANK/ASSAULT MISSILE SYS
005 JAVELIN (AAWS-M) SYSTEM SUMMARY .......coommmrrrrrivrmrnernnnens 338 77,668 338 77,668 338 77,668 338 77,668
006 TOW 2 SYSTEM SUMMARY 1,008 50,368 1,008 50,368 1,008 50,368 1,008 50,368
007 ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) 19,984 19,984 19,984 19,984
008 GUIDED MLRS ROCKET (GMLRS) . 534 127,145 534 127,145 534 127,145 534 127,145
009 MLRS REDUCED RANGE PRACTICE ROCKETS (RRPR) 2,994 21,274 2,994 21,274 2,994 21,274 2,994 21,274
MODIFICATIONS
012 PATRIOT MODS 131,838 131,838 131,838 131,838
013 STINGER MODS 1,355 1,355 1,355 1,355
014 AVENGER MODS 5611 5611 5611 5611
015 ITAS/TOW MODS 19,676 19,676 19,676 19,676
016 MLRS MODS 10,380 10,380 10,380 10,380
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Line Item Request Authorized Authorized Change Authorized
Qty Cost Qty Cost Qty Cost Qty Cost Qty Cost
017 HIMARS MODIFICATIONS 6,008 6,008 6,008 6,008
SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS
018 SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS ........ovvvovvvvvvecevvemmmmmnmsmsisasasssss 36,930 36,930 36,930 36,930
SUPPORT EQUIPMENT & FACILITIES
019 AIR DEFENSE TARGETS 3,657 3,657 3,657 3,657
020 ITEMS LESS THAN $5.0M (MISSILES) 1,522 1,522 1,522 1,522
021 PRODUCTION BASE SUPPORT . 4,710 4,710 4710 4,710
TOTAL MISSILE PROCUREMENT, ARMY .................... 4,944 1,017,483 4,944 1,017,483 4,944 1,017,483 4,944 1,017,483
PROCUREMENT OF W&TCV, ARMY
TRACKED COMBAT VEHICLES
001 STRYKER VEHICLE 385,110 385,110 385,110 50,000 435,110
Unfunded requirement—fourth DVH brigade set ......... [50,000]
MODIFICATION OF TRACKED COMBAT VEHICLES
002 STRYKER (MOD) 39,683 89,683 39,683 39,683
Unfunded requirement-Fourth DVH Brigade Set . [50,000]
003 FIST VEHICLE (MOD) 26,759 26,759 26,759 26,759
004 BRADLEY PROGRAM (MOD) ...ooveveveeeecererereererereresesesnenenenenes 107,506 107,506 144,506 37,000 144,506
Army unfunded priority and industrial base risk miti- [37,000] [37,000]
gation.
005 HOWITZER, MED SP FT 155MM M109A6 (MOD) ........ccccceernnenr 45,411 45411 45,411 45,411
006 PALADIN INTEGRATED MANAGEMENT (PIM) . 18 247,400 18 247,400 18 247,400 18 247,400
007 IMPROVED RECOVERY VEHICLE (M88A2 HERCULES) . 15 50,451 15 50,451 15 126,364 75,913 15 126,364
Army unfunded priority and industrial base risk miti- [75,913] [75,913]
gation.
008 ASSAULT BRIDGE (MOD) 2473 2,473 2473 2,473
009 ASSAULT BREACHER VEHICLE ...........ccoooveeeeeeeeememnmrmrmrassessess 7 36,583 7 36,583 7 36,583 7 36,583
010 M88 FOV MODS 1,975 73,975 1,975 1,975
Unfunded requirement-Industrial Base Initiative . [72,000]
011 JOINT ASSAULT BRIDGE 8 49,462 8 49,462 8 8,262 -15,100 8 34,362
Early to need [-41,200] [-15,100]
012 M1 ABRAMS TANK (MOD) 237,023 237,023 261,023 237,023
Army unfunded priority and industrial base risk miti- [24,000]
gation.
013 ABRAMS UPGRADE PROGRAM 120,000 120,000 120,000
Industrial Base initiative ... [120,000] [120,000]
SUPPORT EQUIPMENT & FACILITIES
014 PRODUCTION BASE SUPPORT (TCV-WTCV) .....oovvvvevverrrrrcsnee 6,478 6,478 6,478 6,478
WEAPONS & OTHER COMBAT VEHICLES
016 MORTAR SYSTEMS 5,012 5,012 5,012 5,012
017 XM320 GRENADE LAUNCHER MODULE (GLM) ........cccccceeeeurcec 8,959 28,390 8,959 28,390 8,959 28,390 8,959 28,390
018 COMPACT SEMI-AUTOMATIC SNIPER SYSTEM .......cocovevevevenenns 148 148 148 148
019 CARBINE 38,234 29,366 38,234 20,616 38,234 20,616 -8,750 38,234 20,616
Army 1 ted reali t [-8,750] [-8,750] [-8,750]
021 COMMON REMOTELY OPERATED WEAPONS STATION ............. 8,409 8,409 8,409 8,409
022 HANDGUN 4811 3,957 4811 1,957 4811 3,957 4811 3,957
Funding ahead of need . [-2,000]
MOD OF WEAPONS AND OTHER COMBAT VEH
024 M777 MODS 18,166 18,166 18,166 18,166
025 M4 CARBINE MODS 3,446 6,446 6,446 3,000 6,446
Army 1 d realignment [3,000] [3,000] [3,000]
026 M2 50 CAL MACHINE GUN MODS .......orvorrrrrrrrererererenenneeeenens 25,296 25,296 25,296 25,296
027 M249 SAW MACHINE GUN MODS ... 5,546 5,546 5,546 5,546
028 M240 MEDIUM MACHINE GUN MODS 4,635 2,635 2,635 -2,000 2,635
Army req i reali t [-2,000] [-2,000] [-2,000]
029 SNIPER RIFLES MODIFICATIONS ........cocoooveveveeveeererererarasaas 4,079 4,079 4,079 4,079
030 M119 MODIFICATIONS 72,718 72,718 72,718 72,718
031 M16 RIFLE MODS 1,952 -1,952 0
At Army request transfer to WICV 31 and RDTEA 70 [-1,952] [-1,952] [-1,952]
and 86.
032 MORTAR MODIFICATION 8,903 8,903 8,903 8,903
033 MODIFICATIONS LESS THAN $5.0M (WOCV-WTCV) .....vvvvvcrvenes 2,089 2,089 2,089 2,089
SUPPORT EQUIPMENT & FACILITIES
034 ITEMS LESS THAN $5.0M (WOCV-WTCV) ...... 2,005 2,005 2,005 2,005
035 PRODUCTION BASE SUPPORT (WOCV-WTCV) 8,911 8911 8911 8911
036 INDUSTRIAL PREPAREDNESS .........cccooovumuuue 414 414 414 414
037 SMALL ARMS EQUIPMENT (SOLDIER ENH PROG) .. . 1,682 1,682 1,682 1,682
TOTAL PROCUREMENT OF W&TCV, ARMY ... 52,052 1,471,438 52,052 1,701,736 52,052 1,557,449 258,111 52,052 1,729,549
PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, ARMY
SMALL/MEDIUM CAL AMMUNITION
001 CTG, 5.56MM, ALL TYPES 34,943 34,943 34,943 34,943
002 CTG, 7.62MM, ALL TYPES 12,418 12,418 12,418 12,418
003 CTG, HANDGUN, ALL TYPES ... 9,655 8,155 8,155 9,655
Funding ahead of need . . [-1,500]
Program decrease—ahead of need .........cccooevcimrrreens [-1,500]
004 CTG, .50 CAL, ALL TYPES 29,304 29,304 29,304 29,304
006 CTG, 25MM, ALL TYPES 8,181 8,181 8,181 8,181
007 CTG, 30MM, ALL TYPES 52,667 52,667 52,667 52,667
008 CTG, 40MM, ALL TYPES 40,904 40,904 39,004 40,904
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Program decrease—ahead of need .............coooevvvvvennae [-1,900]
MORTAR AMMUNITION
009 60MM MORTAR, ALL TYPES ... 41,742 41,742 41,742 41,742
010 81MM MORTAR, ALL TYPES 42,433 42,433 42,433 42,433
011 120MM MORTAR, ALL TYPES .. 39,365 39,365 39,365 39,365
TANK AMMUNITION
012 CARTRIDGES, TANK, 105MM AND 120MM, ALL TYPES ........... 101,900 101,900 101,900 101,900
ARTILLERY AMMUNITION
013 ARTILLERY CARTRIDGES, 75MM & 105MM, ALL TYPES 37,455 37,455 37,455 37,455
014 ARTILLERY PROJECTILE, 155MM, ALL TYPES 47,023 47,023 47,023 47,023
015 PROJ 155MM EXTENDED RANGE M982 416 35,672 416 35,672 416 35,672 416 35,672
016 ARTILLERY PROPELLANTS, FUZES AND PRIMERS, ALL . 94,010 74,010 79,010 —20,000 74,010
Precision Guided Kits Schedule Delay [-20,000] [-15,000] [-20,000]
ROCKETS
019 SHOULDER LAUNCHED MUNITIONS, ALL TYPES 945 945 945 945
020 ROCKET, HYDRA 70, ALL TYPES . 27,286 27,286 27,286 27,286
OTHER AMMUNITION
021 DEMOLITION MUNITIONS, ALL TYPES .......oooevirreirscccveriennns 22,899 22,899 22,899 22,899
022 GRENADES, ALL TYPES 22,751 22,751 22,751 22,751
023 SIGNALS, ALL TYPES 7,082 7,082 7,082 7,082
024 SIMULATORS, ALL TYPES 11,638 11,638 11,638 11,638
MISCELLANEOUS
025 AMMO COMPONENTS, ALL TYPES ....covoerierrreermrenerrseeririneens 3,594 3,594 3,594 3,594
027 CAD/PAD ALL TYPES 5,430 5,430 5,430 5,430
028 ITEMS LESS THAN $5 MILLION (AMMO) 8337 8,337 8,337 8,337
029 AMMUNITION PECULIAR EQUIPMENT ... . 14,906 14,906 14,906 14,906
030 FIRST DESTINATION TRANSPORTATION (AMMO) ......coooevvrivnnee 14,349 14,349 14,349 14,349
031 CLOSEOUT LIABILITIES 111 111 111 111
PRODUCTION BASE SUPPORT
032 PROVISION OF INDUSTRIAL FACILITIES ... 148,092 146,192 148,092 148,092
Unjustified request [-1,900]
033 CONVENTIONAL MUNITIONS DEMILITARIZATION ......covvvcvcreree 113,881 113,881 113,881 113,881
034 ARMS INITIATIVE 2,504 2,504 2,504 2,504
TOTAL PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, ARMY ........ 416 1,031,477 416 1,008,077 416 1,013,077 -20,000 416 1,011,477
OTHER PROCUREMENT, ARMY
TACTICAL VEHICLES
001 TACTICAL TRAILERS/DOLLY SETS ...covveerierrrvermrseereeirisineens 7,987 7,987 7,987 7,987
002 SEMITRAILERS, FLATBED: 1 160 1 160 1 160 1 160
004 JOINT LIGHT TACTICAL VEHICLE 176 164,615 176 164,615 176 164,615 176 164,615
005 FAMILY OF MEDIUM TACTICAL VEH (FMTV) . 50,000 50,000 50,000
Additional FMTVs — Industrial Base initiative [50,000] [50,000]
006 FIRETRUCKS & ASSOCIATED FIREFIGHTING EQUIP 19 8,415 19 8,415 19 8,415 19 8,415
007 FAMILY OF HEAVY TACTICAL VEHICLES (FHTV) ..... . 444 28,425 444 78,425 444 28,425 50,000 444 78,425
Additional HEMTT ESP Vehicles-Industrial Base initia- [50,000] [50,000]
tive.
008 PLS ESP 198 89,263 198 89,263 198 89,263 198 89,263
013 TACTICAL WHEELED VEHICLE PROTECTION KITS .. 735 38,226 735 38,226 735 38,226 735 38,226
014 MODIFICATION OF IN SVC EQUIP 768 91,173 768 83,173 768 91,173 -8,000 768 83,173
Early to need [-8,000] [-8,000]
015 MINE-RESISTANT AMBUSH-PROTECTED (MRAP) MODS ........... 1 14,731 1 14,731 1 14,731 1 14,731
NON-TACTICAL VEHICLES
016 HEAVY ARMORED SEDAN 1 175 1 175 1 175 1 175
017 PASSENGER CARRYING VEHICLES .........ocovevverrerrirrcriiincriins 25 1,338 25 1,338 25 1,338 25 1,338
018 NONTACTICAL VEHICLES, OTHER .....corvveeeererrveeerenecrerennnns 11,101 11,101 11,101 11,101
COMM—IJOINT COMMUNICATIONS
019 WIN-T—GROUND FORCES TACTICAL NETWORK .......ccccooevcreene 1,280 763,087 1,280 638,087 1,280 638,087 —125,000 1,280 638,087
Point of Presence (POP) and Soldier Network Extension [-125,000] [-125,000] [-125,000]
(SNE) delay.
020 SIGNAL MODERNIZATION PROGRAM 69 21,157 69 21,157 69 21,157 69 21,157
021 JOINT INCIDENT SITE COMMUNICATIONS CAPABILITY 7915 7915 7915 7915
022 JCSE EQUIPMENT (USREDCOM) 5,440 5,440 5,440 5,440
COMM—SATELLITE COMMUNICATIONS
023 DEFENSE ENTERPRISE WIDEBAND SATCOM SYSTEMS ............ 18 118,085 18 118,085 18 118,085 18 118,085
024 TRANSPORTABLE TACTICAL COMMAND COMMUNICATIONS ... 21 13,999 21 13,999 21 13,999 21 13,999
025 SHF TERM 6,494 6,494 6,494 6,494
026 NAVSTAR GLOBAL POSITIONING SYSTEM (SPACE) ........cocvceeen. 1,635 1,635 1,635 1,635
027 SMART-T (SPACE) 13,554 13,554 13,554 13,554
028 GLOBAL BRDCST SVC—GBS 18,899 18,899 18,899 18,899
029 MOD OF IN-SVC EQUIP (TAC SAT) . 2,849 2,849 2,849 2,849
030 ENROUTE MISSION COMMAND (EMC) ..ococcccccvrrvvrvrrrnressesnen 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000
COMM—COMBAT COMMUNICATIONS
033 JOINT TACTICAL RADIO SYSTEM ....oooorrrrerirmrrerrreeserernnenes 2,674 175,711 2,674 125,711 2,674 87,711 -50,000 2,674 125,711
Unobligated bal [-50,000] [-88,000] [-50,000]
034 MID-TIER NETWORKING VEHICULAR RADIO (MNVR) .............c 9,692 4,692 1,692 -5,000 4,692
Unobligated bal [-5,000] [-8,000] [-5,000]
035 RADIO TERMINAL SET, MIDS LVT(2) evvvvveesvevrvvvverenneessesnes 620 17,136 620 17,136 620 17,136 620 17,136
037 AMC CRITICAL ITEMS—O0PAZ .....orvvrerrerrerreriereerirsesrirseneens 3,081 22,099 3,081 22,099 3,081 22,099 3,081 22,099
038 TRACTOR DESK 3,724 3,724 3,724 3,724
039 SPIDER APLA REMOTE CONTROL UNIT ...ooovvrrvvrvrmrcrreierirnecs 969 969 969 969
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040 SOLDIER ENHANCEMENT PROGRAM COMM/ELECTRONICS ..... 294 294 294 294
041 TACTICAL COMMUNICATIONS AND PROTECTIVE SYSTEM ....... 8,344 24,354 8,344 24,354 8,344 24,354 8,344 24,354
042 UNIFIED COMMAND SUITE 17,445 17,445 17,445 17,445
043 RADIO, IMPROVED HF (COTS) FAMILY 1,028 1,028 1,028 1,028
044 FAMILY OF MED COMM FOR COMBAT CASUALTY CARE 974 22,614 974 22,614 974 22,614 974 22,614
COMM—INTELLIGENCE COMM
046 Cl AUTOMATION ARCHITECTURE .......oveeoerceeerereeeerereneees 1,519 1,519 1,519 1,519
047 ARMY CA/MISO GPF EQUIPMENT .....ooouvvereriereerereerirreneens 305 12,478 305 12,478 305 12,478 305 12,478
INFORMATION SECURITY
050 INFORMATION SYSTEM SECURITY PROGRAM-ISSP .........ccocuuuee 2,113 2,113 2,113 2,113
051 COMMUNICATIONS SECURITY (COMSEC) .......ooovvvvvvrevevevievinnnns 2,750 69,646 2,750 69,646 2,750 69,646 2,750 69,646
COMM—LONG HAUL COMMUNICATIONS
052 BASE SUPPORT COMMUNICATIONS ........oooomrcrerinererrererinnnns 28,913 28,913 28,913 28,913
COMM—BASE COMMUNICATIONS
053 INFORMATION SYSTEMS 97,091 97,091 97,091 97,091
054 DEFENSE MESSAGE SYSTEM (DMS) 246 246 246 246
055 EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT MODERNIZATION PROGRAM 5,362 5,362 5,362 5,362
056 INSTALLATION INFO INFRASTRUCTURE MOD PROGRAM 79,965 79,965 79,965 79,965
ELECT EQUIP—TACT INT REL ACT (TIARA)
060 JTT/CIBS-M 870 870 870 870
061 PROPHET GROUND 11 55,896 11 55,896 11 55,896 11 55,896
063 DCGS-A (MIP) 2,423 128,207 2,423 128,207 2,423 128,207 2,423 128,207
064 JOINT TACTICAL GROUND STATION (JTAGS) ...oovuvrcrcrcrrcrrrnn 2 5,286 2 5,286 2 5,286 2 5,286
065 TROJAN (MIP) 12,614 12,614 12,614 12,614
066 MOD OF IN-SVC EQUIP (INTEL SPT) (MIP) 3,901 3,901 3,901 3,901
067 Cl HUMINT AUTO REPRTING AND COLL(CHARCS) . 358 7,392 358 7,392 358 7,392 358 7,392
ELECT EQUIP—ELECTRONIC WARFARE (EW)
068 LIGHTWEIGHT COUNTER MORTAR RADAR .......covvverrrrerrrrrennne 3 24,828 3 24,828 3 24,828 3 24,828
070 AIR VIGILANCE (AV) 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000
072 COUNTERINTELLIGENCE/SECURITY COUNTERMEASURES ........ 1,285 1,285 1,285 1,285
ELECT EQUIP—TACTICAL SURV. (TAC SURV)
075 SENTINEL MODS 81 44,305 81 44,305 81 44,305 81 44,305
076 NIGHT VISION DEVICES 9,700 160,901 9,700 160,901 9,700 160,901 9,700 160,901
078 SMALL TACTICAL OPTICAL RIFLE MOUNTED MLRF .................. 1,935 18,520 1,935 18,520 1,935 18,520 1,935 18,520
080 INDIRECT FIRE PROTECTION FAMILY OF SYSTEMS 173 68,296 173 68,296 173 68,296 173 68,296
081 FAMILY OF WEAPON SIGHTS (FWS) 1,716 49,205 1,716 34,205 1,716 37,205 -15,000 1,716 34,205
Early to need [-15,000] [-12,000] [-15,000]
082 ARTILLERY ACCURACY EQUIP .......ccrvveermcrrreeeiressereeerirneees 137 4,896 137 4,896 137 4,896 137 4,896
083 PROFILER 3,115 3,115 3,115 3,115
084 MOD OF IN-SVC EQUIP (FIREFINDER RADARS) . 4,186 4,186 4,186 4,186
085 JOINT BATTLE COMMAND—PLATFORM (JBC-P) 2,622 97,892 2,622 87,892 2,622 87,892 -10,000 2,622 87,892
Schedule delay [-10,000] [-10,000] [-10,000]
086 JOINT EFFECTS TARGETING SYSTEM (JETS) . 41 27,450 41 27,450 41 27,450 41 27,450
087 MOD OF IN-SVC EQUIP (LLDR) . 34 14,085 34 14,085 34 14,085 34 14,085
088 MORTAR FIRE CONTROL SYSTEM ....ovvvvoeerrirrerrirscniereerins 255 29,040 255 29,040 255 29,040 255 29,040
089 COUNTERFIRE RADARS 13 209,050 13 159,050 13 128,650 -50,000 13 159,050
Excessive LRIP/concurrency costs ... [-50,000] [-80,400] [-50,000]
ELECT EQUIP—TACTICAL G2 SYSTEMS
092 FIRE SUPPORT C2 FAMILY ...oovvooeeereceeeeerseeeessenesssenennn 13,823 13,823 13,823 13,823
095 AIR & MSL DEFENSE PLANNING & CONTROL SYS 5 27,374 5 27,374 5 21,374 5 27,374
097 LIFE CYCLE SOFTWARE SUPPORT (LCSS) ......... 2,508 2,508 2,508 2,508
099 NETWORK MANAGEMENT INITIALIZATION AND SERVICE 21,524 21,524 21,524 21,524
100 MANEUVER CONTROL SYSTEM (MCS) 3,748 95,455 3,748 95,455 3,748 95,455 3,748 95,455
101 GLOBAL COMBAT SUPPORT SYSTEM-ARMY (GCSS-A) 118,600 118,600 118,600 118,600
102 INTEGRATED PERSONNEL AND PAY SYSTEM-ARMY (IPP 32,970 32,970 32,970 32,970
104 RECONNAISSANCE AND SURVEYING INSTRUMENT SET .. 56 10,113 56 10,113 56 10,113 56 10,113
ELECT EQUIP—AUTOMATION
105 ARMY TRAINING MODERNIZATION 9,015 9,015 9,015 9,015
106 AUTOMATED DATA PROCESSING EQUIP 155,223 155,223 140,223 -2,941 152,282
Reduce IT procurement [-15,000] [-2,941]
107 GENERAL FUND ENTERPRISE BUSINESS SYSTEMS FAM 16,581 16,581 16,581 16,581
108 HIGH PERF COMPUTING MOD PGM (HPCMP) . 65,252 65,252 65,252 65,252
110 RESERVE COMPONENT AUTOMATION SYS (RCAS) .....coccvvvunec 17,631 17,631 17,631 17,631
ELECT EQUIP—AUDIO VISUAL SYS (A/V)
112 ITEMS LESS THAN $5M (SURVEYING EQUIPMENT) ... 51 5,437 51 5,437 51 5437 51 5,437
ELECT EQUIP—SUPPORT
113 PRODUCTION BASE SUPPORT (C-E) ..veeovveeerrerereeeercreee 426 426 426 426
CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS
1147 CLASSIFIED PROGRAMS 3,707 3,707 3,707 3,707
CHEMICAL DEFENSIVE EQUIPMENT
115 FAMILY OF NON-LETHAL EQUIPMENT (FNLE) 937 937 937 937
116 BASE DEFENSE SYSTEMS (BDS) 1,930 1,930 1,930 1,930
117 CBRN DEFENSE 14,506 17,468 14,506 17,468 14,506 17,468 14,506 17,468
BRIDGING EQUIPMENT
119 TACTICAL BRIDGE, FLOAT-RIBBON .........cooeuereemrcrermenrirecnenns 6 5,442 6 5,442 6 5,442 6 5,442
120 COMMON BRIDGE TRANSPORTER (CBT) RECAP ........ccoovvrevnnee 11,013 11,013 11,013 11,013
ENGINEER (NON-CONSTRUCTION) EQUIPMENT
121 GRND STANDOFF MINE DETECTN SYSM (GSTAMIDS) .............. 37,649 33,249 37,649 —4,400 33,249
Early to need [-4,400] [-4,400]
122 HUSKY MOUNTED DETECTION SYSTEM (HMDS) .......oocevvevernnne 84 18,545 84 18,545 84 18,545 84 18,545
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123 ROBOTIC COMBAT SUPPORT SYSTEM (RCSS) ... 1 4,701 1 4,701 1 4,701 1 4,701
124 EOD ROBOTICS SYSTEMS RECAPITALIZATION ... 6,346 6,346 6,346 6,346
125 EXPLOSIVE ORDNANCE DISPOSAL EQPMT (EOD EQPMT) 133 15,856 133 15,856 133 15,856 133 15,856
126 REMOTE DEMOLITION SYSTEMS ...... 4,485 4,485 4,485 4,485
127 < $5M, COUNTERMINE EQUIPMENT 92 4,938 92 4,938 92 4,938 92 4,938
COMBAT SERVICE SUPPORT EQUIPMENT
128 HEATERS AND ECU'S 628 9,235 628 9,235 628 9,235 628 9,235
130 SOLDIER ENHANCEMENT 1 1,677 1 1,677 1 1,677 1 1,677
131 PERSONNEL RECOVERY SUPPORT SYSTEM (PRSS) 12,273 16,728 12,273 16,728 12,273 16,728 12,273 16,728
132 GROUND SOLDIER SYSTEM 3,581 84,761 3,581 84,761 3,581 84,761 3,581 84,761
134 FIELD FEEDING EQUIPMENT 141 15,179 141 15,179 141 15,179 141 15,179
135 CARGO AERIAL DEL & PERSONNEL PARACHUTE SYSTEM ...... 1,386 28,194 1,386 28,194 1,386 28,194 1,386 28,194
137 FAMILY OF ENGR COMBAT AND CONSTRUCTION SETS ........... 336 41,967 336 41,967 336 41,967 336 41,967
138 ITEMS LESS THAN $5M (ENG SPT) .cccccccercceverrrsesmernnesssnns 859 20,090 859 20,090 859 20,090 859 20,090
PETROLEUM EQUIPMENT
139 QUALITY SURVEILLANCE EQUIPMENT ... 1,435 1,435 1,435 1,435
140 DISTRIBUTION SYSTEMS, PETROLEUM & WATER .. 599 40,692 599 40,692 599 40,692 599 40,692
MEDICAL EQUIPMENT
141 COMBAT SUPPORT MEDICAL ..o 2,388 46,957 2,388 46,957 2,388 46,957 2,388 46,957
MAINTENANCE EQUIPMENT
142 MOBILE MAINTENANCE EQUIPMENT SYSTEMS ... 60 23,758 60 23,758 60 23,758 60 23,758
143 ITEMS LESS THAN $5.0M (MAINT EQ) w..oooeverereevesesssninnnns 585 2,789 585 2,789 585 2,789 585 2,789
CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT
144 GRADER, ROAD MTZD, HVY, 6X4 (CCE) 22 5,827 22 5,827 22 5,827 22 5,827
145 SCRAPERS, EARTHMOVING 22 14,926 22 14,926 22 14,926 22 14,926
147 COMPACTOR 617 4348 617 4,348 617 4348 617 4348
148 HYDRAULIC EXCAVATOR 14 4,938 14 4,938 14 4,938 14 4,938
149 TRACTOR, FULL TRACKED 95 34,071 95 34,071 95 34,071 95 34,071
150 ALL TERRAIN CRANES 4 4,938 4 4,938 4 4,938 4 4,938
151 PLANT, ASPHALT MIXING 667 667 667 667
153 ENHANCED RAPID AIRFIELD CONSTRUCTION CAPAP .............. 14,924 14,924 14,924 14,924
154 CONST EQUIP ESP 79 15,933 79 15,933 79 15,933 79 15,933
155 ITEMS LESS THAN $5.0M (CONST EQUIP) ......ovvvvvvvereerecerescnes 53 6,749 53 6,749 53 6,749 53 6,749
RAIL FLOAT CONTAINERIZATION EQUIPMENT
156 ARMY WATERCRAFT ESP 10,509 10,509 10,509 10,509
157 ITEMS LESS THAN $5.0M (FLOAT/RAIL) oooooecevccveverereeeesesenee 2,166 2,166 2,166 2,166
GENERATORS
158 GENERATORS AND ASSOCIATED EQUIP ... 3,882 115,190 3,882 105,190 3,882 115,190 -10,000 3,882 105,190
Cost savings from new contract .... [-10,000] [-10,000]
MATERIAL HANDLING EQUIPMENT
160 FAMILY OF FORKLIFTS 146 14,327 146 14,327 146 14,327 146 14,327
TRAINING EQUIPMENT
161 COMBAT TRAINING CENTERS SUPPORT 1 65,062 1 65,062 1 65,062 1 65,062
162 TRAINING DEVICES, NONSYSTEM 13 101,295 43 101,295 13 101,295 43 101,295
163 CLOSE COMBAT TACTICAL TRAINER 13,406 13,406 13,406 13,406
164 AVIATION COMBINED ARMS TACTICAL TRAINER . 14,440 14,440 14,440 14,440
165 GAMING TECHNOLOGY IN SUPPORT OF ARMY TRAINING ........ 10,165 10,165 10,165 10,165
TEST MEASURE AND DIG EQUIPMENT (TMD)
166 CALIBRATION SETS EQUIPMENT .....ooorvveeemrmcerrenererecreninnnns 5,726 5,726 5,726 5,726
167 INTEGRATED FAMILY OF TEST EQUIPMENT (IFTE) . 1,657 37,482 1,657 37,482 1,657 37,482 1,657 37,482
168 TEST EQUIPMENT MODERNIZATION (TEMOD) ... 415 16,061 415 16,061 415 16,061 415 16,061
OTHER SUPPORT EQUIPMENT
170 RAPID EQUIPPING SOLDIER SUPPORT EQUIPMENT 2,380 2,380 2,380 2,380
171 PHYSICAL SECURITY SYSTEMS (OPA3) 30,686 30,686 30,686 30,686
172 BASE LEVEL COMMON EQUIPMENT 1,008 1,008 1,008 1,008
173 MODIFICATION OF IN-SVC EQUIPMENT (OPA-3) 3,209 98,559 3,209 83,559 3,209 80,559 -15,000 3,209 83,559
Early to need—watercraft C4ISR [-15,000] [-18,000] [-15,000]
174 PRODUCTION BASE SUPPORT (OTH) 1,697 1,697 1,697 1,697
175 SPECIAL EQUIPMENT FOR USER TESTING . 25,394 25,394 25,394 25,394
176 AMC CRITICAL ITEMS OPA3 .....ccoooerereerirereeeereresnesseneens 963 12,975 963 12,975 963 12,975 963 12,975
0PA2
180 INITIAL SPARES—C&E 11 50,032 11 50,032 11 50,032 11 50,032
TOTAL OTHER PROCUREMENT, ARMY ...........cccccoouvnnne 94,760 4,893,634 94,760 4,701,234 94,760 4,537,234 -195,341 94,760 4,698,293
JOINT IMPR EXPLOSIVE DEV DEFEAT FUND
STAFF AND INFRASTRUCTURE
004 OPERATIONS 115,058 -115,058 0
Transfer of JIEDDO to Overseas Contingency Oper- [-65,558] [-65,463]
ations.
Unjustified request [-49,500] [-115,058] [-49,595]
TOTAL JOINT IMPR EXPLOSIVE DEV DEFEAT FUND .. 115,058 -115,058 0
AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, NAVY
COMBAT AIRCRAFT
001 EA-18G 43,547 5 493,547 68,547 450,000 493,547
Additional EA-18G aircraft [5] [450,000] [450,000]
Preserve option of buying more EA-18G aircraft [25,000]
005 JOINT STRIKE FIGHTER CV 2 610,652 2 610,652 2 610,652 2 610,652
006 ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) 29,400 29,400 29,400 29,400
007 JSF STOVL 6 1,200,410 6 1,200,410 6 1,200,410 6 1,200,410
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FY 2015 House Senate Agreement Agreement
Line Item Request Authorized Authorized Change Authorized
Qty Cost Qty Cost Qty Cost Qty Cost Qty Cost
008 ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) ..o 143,885 143,885 143,885 143,885
009 V=22 (MEDIUM LIFT) 19 1,487,000 19 1,487,000 19 1,487,000 19 1,487,000
010 ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) ... 45,920 45,920 45,920 45,920
011 H-1 UPGRADES (UH-1Y/AH-12) 26 718,757 26 718,751 26 718,757 26 718,751
012 ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) . 80,926 80,926 80,926 -5,300 75,626
Advance procurement efficiencies ............cooocrnvcrinnenns [-5,300]
013 MH-60S (MYP) 8 210,209 8 210,209 8 210,209 8 210,209
015 MH-60R (MYP) 29 933,882 29 880,482 29 933,882 -55,000 29 878,882
CVN 73 Refueling and Complex Overhaul (RCOH) [-53,400] [-53,4001
Shutdown funding ahead of need . [-1,600]
016 ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) ..oovvvvvvvvevevevevenemnmsmsmsanneannes 106,686 106,686 106,686 106,686
017 P—8A POSEIDON 8 2,003,327 8 2,003,327 8 2,003,327 -17,400 8 1,985,927
Anticipated unit price Savings ...........ooooevvveviciiiernennns [-11,300]
Unjustified growth--production engineering support ... [-6,100]
018 ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) ..ccovvvvrrsvcveerscnvcnnssnnee 48 457 48,457 48,457 48 457
019 E-2D ADV HAWKEYE 4 819,870 4 819,870 4 819,870 4 819,870
020 ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) .vvvoorreerrrermeeeessnresssesenns 225,765 225,765 225,765 225,765
OTHER AIRCRAFT
023 KC-130J 1 92,290 1 92,290 1 92,290 1 92,290
026 ADVANCE PROCUREMENT (CY) cvooeeveererermeererenisrserens 37,445 37,445 37,445 37,445
027 MQ-8 UAV 40,663 40,663 40,663 40,663
MODIFICATION OF AIRCRAFT
029 EA-6 SERIES 10,993 10,993 10,993 10,993
030 AEA SYSTEMS 34,768 34,768 34,768 34,768
031 AV-8 SERIES 65,472 65,472 65,472 65,472
032 ADVERSARY 8418 8,418 8418 8,418
033 F-18 SERIES 679,177 679,177 679,177 679,177
034 H-46 SERIES 480 480 480 480
036 H-53 SERIES 38,159 38,159 38,159 38,159
037 SH-60 SERIES 108,850 108,850 108,850 108,850
038 H-1 SERIES 45,033 45,033 45,033 45,033
039 EP-3 SERIES 32,890 50,890 52,890 32,890
Obsoll issues [5,000]
SIGINT Architecture Modernization Common Configura- [13,000]
tion.
SPIRAL 3 & ELINT KITS ..ooooiceeeiesceiiecriieens [20,000]
040 P-3 SERIES 2,823 2,823 2,823 2,823
041 E-2 SERIES 21,208 21,208 21,208 21,208
042 TRAINER A/C SERIES 12,608 12,608 12,608 12,608
044 C-130 SERIES 40,378 40,378 40,378 40,378
045 FEWSG 640 640 640 640
046 CARGO/TRANSPORT A/C SERIES ... 4,635 4,635 4,635 4,635
047 E-6 SERIES 212,876 212,876 212,876 212,876
048 EXECUTIVE HELICOPTERS SERIES ........ovovvrmrecrerinernceereninnnns 71,328 71,328 71,328 71,328
049 SPECIAL PROJECT AIRCRAFT ...ccovierircerirerieeerinee s 21,317 21,317 21,317 21,317
050 T-45 SERIES 90,052 90,052 90,052 90,052
051 POWER PLANT CHANGES 19,094 19,094 19,094 19,094
052 JPATS SERIES 1,085 1,085 1,085 1,085
054 COMMON ECM EQUIPMENT ....oovevrrrermrreerseresseeeesseesesseneens 155,644 155,644 155,644 155,644
055 COMMON AVIONICS CHANGES 157,531 157,531 157,531 157,531
056 COMMON DEFENSIVE WEAPON SYSTEM 1,958 1,958 1,958 1,958
057 ID SYSTEMS 38,880 38,880 38,880 38,880
058 P8 SERIES 29,797 29,797 29,797 29,797
059 MAGTF EW FOR AVIATION 14,770 14,770 14,770 14,770
060 MQ-8 SERIES 8,741 8,741 8,741 8,741
061 RQ-7 SERIES 2,542 2,542 2,542 2,542
062 V=22 (TILT/ROTOR ACFT) OSPREY .....couivvererierecrernenrireenenns 135,584 135,584 135,584 135,584
063 F-35 STOVL SERIES 285,968 285,968 285,968 285,968
064 F-35 CV SERIES 20,502 20,502 20,502 20,502
AIRCRAFT SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS
065 SPARES AND REPAIR PARTS 1,229,651 1,226,651 1,194,651 -122,145 1,107,506
Reduce rate of growth in replenishment spares [-3,000] [-35,000] [-122,145]
AIRCRAFT SUPPORT EQUIP & FACILITIES
066 COMMON GROUND EQUIPMENT ......oovvveverrrrrerssssssssnsseeenenenees 41