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SEC. 4701. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS

(In Thousands of Dollars)

FY 2014 Agreement

Program Request Authorized

) 2oty - R aale b A =Te) va L0) o N USSP 13,712 13,712

Total, Office of Legacy ManNAZEIMIENIT ...........cc.uiiuuiiiuiiiiiiie ittt e ettt e et et eta e ettt etnetnett e et et eetneetnaeeneerneanns 176,983 176,983

Defense-related activities

Defense related administrative support

Chief fINANCIAL OFFICET ..oeuniiiiii et ettt ettt et e et et e e e et e ea e eaa e eaaneeneenns 38,979 38,979

Chief information officer .............ccooeeninnnn. 79,857 79,857

Total, Defense related administrative SUPPOTT ...........oooiiiiiiiiiiii e e e e et et e e e et e etae e e eeaneaans 118,836 118,836

Office of hearings and appeals 5,022 5,022

Subtotal, Other defense activities .. 749,080 758,658

Total, Other Defense ACEIVITIES ...........ooiiiiiiiiiiiiii ittt ettt ettt ettt et et ta s ea et saea s saesessaesasarneserarnesesnrnesesarnesernenns 749,080 758,658

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCKEON) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. SMITH)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. McCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and insert extra-
neous material on the matter under
consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

I rise today in support of the fiscal
year 2014 National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act. The NDAA is the key mecha-
nism by which the Congress fulfills its
primary constitutional responsibility
to provide for the common defense, and
this year will mark the 52nd consecu-
tive year that we have completed our
work.

The NDAA passed the Armed Serv-
ices Committee with a vote of 59-2. It
passed the full House by a margin of
315-108. Likewise, the Senate voted its
version of the bill out of committee by
a vote of 23-3.

This year we had unique challenges
in bringing back a bipartisan, bi-
cameral deal to the House for final
consideration. Yet despite those obsta-
cles, we were able to negotiate a bipar-
tisan bill with our Senate colleagues.

I am especially grateful to Ranking
Member ADAM SMITH as well as Chair-
man LEVIN and Ranking Member
INHOFE of the Senate Armed Services
Committee. They all rolled up their
sleeves, and we got the bill done in the
allotted time. Believe me, that was no
small hill to climb.

On a related note, I would be remiss
if I failed to note that we will be voting
on another hard-fought measure that is
critical to defense. We have in sight a
budget agreement for the next 2 years
that provides a measure of predict-
ability for our military. As we take the
first steps to get this deal enacted, I
wanted to assure Members that the
NDAA’s authorization levels remain in

compliance with the Budget Control
Act and the House, the Senate, and the
Republican Study Committee-approved
budgets for 2014.

What makes this bill such an impor-
tant piece of legislation are the vital
authorities contained therein, which is
why Chairman Dempsey, Chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff; General
Amos, Commandant of the Marine
Corps; The Washington Post; the Na-
tional Guard Bureau; and others all
weighed in this week urging us to com-
plete consideration of the bill.

This legislation pays our troops and
their families. It keeps our Navy fleet
sailing and military aircraft flying. It
maintains a strong nuclear deterrent.
This year’s NDAA also provides badly
needed reforms to help alleviate the
crisis of sexual assault in the military.

I want to thank Congressmen MIKE
TURNER and NIKI TSONGAS of our com-
mittee for leading a bipartisan group of
members who worked tirelessly on
those reforms; also JOE WILSON, chair-
man of the subcommittee, and SUSAN
DAVIS, his ranking member, for the ef-
forts they made on this issue. They
were long overdue.

The NDAA covers many more critical
issues, but I will close in the interest of
time. Before I do, I would like to thank
all our members of the Armed Services
Committee for their efforts. I am
grateful not only for the hardworking
chairs and ranking members of the
HASC, but also to all Members of this
body for recognizing the importance of
this vital piece of legislation, along
with all members of our staff on both
sides of the aisle.

I reserve the balance of my time.

———

JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT
TO ACCOMPANY THE NATIONAL
DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2014

The following consists of the explanatory
material to accompany the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014.

Section 4 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. 1960, the House-passed
version of the National Defense Authoriza-

tion Act for Fiscal Year 2014, are generally

referred to as ‘‘the House bill.”” The provi-

sions of S. 1197, the Senate Committee on

Armed Services committee-reported version

of the National Defense Authorization Act

for Fiscal Year 2014, are generally referred to
as ‘‘the Senate committee-reported bill.”

The final form of the agreements reached

during negotiations between the House and

the Senate are referred to as ‘‘the agree-
ment.”

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 nor the
accompanying joint explanatory statement
contains any congressional earmarks, con-
gressionally directed spending items, limited
tax benefits, or limited tariff benefits, as de-
fined in such rules.

Summary of discretionary authorications 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 2014 was
$625.2 billion. Of this amount, $526.6 billion
was requested for base Department of De-
fense (DOD) programs, $80.7 billion was re-
quested for overseas contingency operations
(0CO), 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 bill authorizes $625.1 billion in fiscal
yvear 2014, including $526.8 billion for base
DOD programs, $80.7 billion for OCO, and
$17.6 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 di-
rect discretionary authorizations in the
agreement and the equivalent budget author-
ity levels for fiscal year 2014 defense pro-
grams. The first table summarizes the agree-
ment on authorizations within the jurisdic-
tion of the Armed Services Committees. The
second table details the budget authority im-
plication of the discretionary authorizations
in the agreement when accounting for na-
tional defense items that are not in the ju-
risdiction of the Armed Services Commit-
tees.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
SUBTITLE A—AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS

Authorization of appropriations (sec. 101)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
101) authorizing appropriations for fiscal
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year 2014 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
Limitation on availability of funds for Stryker

vehicle program (sec. 111)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
111) that would limit the availability of
funds for the Stryker vehicle program to not
more than 75 percent until the Secretary of
the Army submits a report on Stryker spare
parts inventories.

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

The agreement includes this provision.
Study on multiyear, multivehicle procurement

authority for tactical vehicles (sec. 112)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
142) that would authorize the Secretary of
Defense to enter into a 5-year pilot program
for the multiyear multivehicle procurement
of tactical wheeled vehicles.

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

The agreement includes this provision with
an amendment that would express a sense of
Congress and require a study and report on
multiyear multivehicle procurement.

SUBTITLE C—NAVY PROGRAMS
CVN-78 class aircraft carrier program (sec. 121)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
122) that would amend section 122 of the
John Warner National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2007 (Public Law 109-364)
by: (1) Adjusting the cap for CVN-78 from
$10,500.0 million to $12,887.0 million; (2) Ad-
justing the cost cap for subsequent ships in
the class from $8,100.0 million to $11,411.0
million; and (3) Adding a new factor for ad-
justment, allowing increases or decreases in
the cost of CVN-78 that are attributable to
the shipboard test program.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 122) that
would amend section 122 by: (1) Adjusting
the cost cap for CVN-78 from $10,500.0 million
to $12,887.0 million; (2) Adding a new factor
for adjustment, allowing increases or de-
creases in the cost of the CVN-78 class that
are attributable to the shipboard test pro-
gram; (3) Requiring quarterly updates on the
cost of CVN-T79; and (4) Preventing the Navy
from paying fees under any cost-type or in-
centive fee contract if the program man-
ager’s estimate of the total cost of CVN-T9
exceeds the cost cap for CVN-T9.

The agreement includes a provision that
would amend section 122 of the John Warner
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2007 (Public Law 109-364) by: (1) Ad-
justing the cap for CVN-78 from $10,500.0 mil-
lion to $12,887.0 million; (2) Adjusting the
cost cap for subsequent ships in the class
from $8,100.0 million to $11,498.0 million; (3)
Adding a new factor for adjustment, allowing
increases or decreases in the cost of CVN-T78
that are attributable to the shipboard test
program, but only when the changes result
for urgent and unforeseen testing problems
that would delay delivery or initial oper-
ating capability of the ship; (4) Requiring
quarterly updates on the cost of CVN-79; and
(6) Directing the Secretary of the Navy to
ensure that each prime contract for CVN-T9
includes an incentive fee structure that will,
throughout the entire period of performance
of the contract, provide incentives for each
contractor to meet the portion of the cost of
the ship for which the contractor is respon-
sible.

Repeal of requirements relating to procurement
of future surface combatants (sec. 122)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-

tained a provision (sec. 123) that would re-
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peal a reporting requirement in section 125 of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84). The re-
port submitted by the Secretary of the Navy
to Congress of February 2010 provided the
Department of the Navy’s implementation
plan to complete these reports.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.
Multiyear procurement authority for E-2D air-

craft program (sec. 123)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
121) that would authorize the Secretary of
the Navy to buy E-2D aircraft and E-2D mis-
sion equipment under one or more multiyear
procurement contracts.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 121) that would au-
thorize the Secretary of the Navy to buy E-
2D aircraft under one or more multiyear pro-
curement contracts.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Limitation on availability of funds for Littoral
Combat Ship (sec. 124)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 125) that would re-
quire that the Chief of Naval Operations
(CNO), in coordination with the Director of
Operational Test and Evaluation, to submit
a report to the congressional defense com-
mittees on the current concept of operations
and expected survivability attributes of each
of the Littoral Combat Ship (LCS) sea
frames when they would be employed accord-
ing to the concept of operations.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would fence
funding for LCS-25 and LCS-26 until:

(1) The Navy provides certain reports
about the LCS program; and

(2) The Joint Requirements Oversight
Council makes certain certifications about
the LCS program.

SUBTITLE D—AIR FORCE PROGRAMS

Repeal of requirement for maintenance of cer-
tain retired KC-135E aircraft (sec. 131)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 133) that would re-
peal section 135(b) of the John Warner Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2007 (Public Law 109-364). Section 135(b)
requires that the Secretary of the Air Force
maintain at least 74 of the KC-135E aircraft
retired after September 30, 2006 in a condi-
tion that would allow recall of the aircraft
to future service in the Air Force Reserve,
Air National Guard, or active forces aerial
refueling force structure.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The House bill, however, contained a provi-
sion (sec. 133) that would require that the
Secretary of the Air Force maintain any re-
tired KC-135R aircraft in a condition that
would allow recall of the aircraft to future
service in the Air Force Reserve, Air Na-
tional Guard, or active forces aerial refuel-
ing force structure.

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

Multiyear procurement authority for C-130J air-
craft (sec. 132)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
131) that would authorize the Secretary of
the Air Force to enter into one or more
multiyear contracts to procure multiple
variants of the C-130J aircraft.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 151) that
would allow the Secretary of the Air Force
to enter into one or more multiyear con-
tracts to procure C-130J aircraft.
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The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Prohibition on cancellation or modification of
avionics modernization program for C-130
aircraft (sec. 133)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
132) that would prohibit the Secretary of the
Air Force from terminating the legacy C-
130H Avionics Modernization Program
(AMP). The House report accompanying H.R.
1960 (H. Rept. 113-102) of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014
recommended an increase of $47.3 million in
Aircraft Procurement, Air Force (APAF), to
fund modifications of legacy C-130 with the
original AMP upgrade.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision. The Senate re-
port accompanying S. 1197 (S. Rept. 113-44) of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2014 recommended an increase of
$47.3 million in APAF to fund modifications
of legacy C-130 with either: (1) the original
AMP upgrade; or (2) an alternative program
that would upgrade and modernize the leg-
acy C-130 airlift fleet using a reduced scope
program for avionics and mission planning
systems.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would add a
requirement that the Comptroller General
conduct a sufficiency review of the cost-ben-
efit analysis conducted under section 143(b)
of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239), in-
cluding any findings and recommendations
relating to such review. The agreement also
recommends an increase of $47.3 million for
Research, Development, Test, and Evalua-
tion, Air Force, in PE 41115F for C-130 Airlift
Squadrons, pending completion of that suffi-
ciency review. This is in lieu of a rec-
ommendation for additional procurement
funding in fiscal year 2014, since procure-
ment funding for modernizing C-130 avionics
would be premature.

Prohibition of procurement of unnecessary C-
27] aircraft by the Air Force (sec. 134)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 134) that would pre-
vent the Secretary of the Air Force from ob-
ligating or expending any funds for the pro-
curement of C-27J aircraft not on contract
as of June 1, 2013.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the provision with
an amendment that would narrow the prohi-
bition to the use of funds authorized in fiscal
year 2012, since all C-27J funds except the fis-
cal year 2012 funds have been obligated or
transferred to other programs.

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

Personal protection equipment procurement (sec.
141)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
144) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to ensure that within each military
service procurement account, a separate pro-
curement budget line item is designated for
personal protection equipment (PPE) invest-
ment and funding transparency.

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

The agreement includes this provision with
an amendment that would direct the Sec-
retary of Defense to submit with the annual
budget request a consolidated budget display
that describes and justifies all programs and
activities, in the appropriations accounts for
operation and maintenance as well as re-
search, development, test, and evaluation,
associated with the development and pro-
curement of PPE.

After 12 years of war and billions of dollars
spent to develop, produce, and field the best
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available individual PPE, such as body
armor and helmets, the Department of De-
fense should not lose momentum in its
search for better protection at lower weight
and cost for individual soldiers, marines, air-
men, and sailors. One of the most important
lessons of the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan
is that research, development, and acquisi-
tion (RDA) of improved ballistic protection
for our troops must anticipate, not react, to
likely threats. In this regard, budget visi-
bility must be sufficient to allow for com-
prehensive oversight of the Department’s
RDA efforts as reflected in the annual budg-
et request accompanied by spending esti-
mates projected over the subsequent 5 years.
Subject to the completeness and usefulness
of the information provided in the budget ex-
hibits that would be required by this provi-
sion, Congress may consider other budgetary
methods for ensuring the Department’s in-
vestments over time sustain the importance
of and momentum for achieving techno-
logical improvements in PPE into the fu-
ture.

We also note that the Department cat-
egorizes PPE, including body armor, as an
‘“‘expendable’ item consistent with current
acquisition and financial management policy
definitions. Nonetheless, given the military’s
experiences during operations in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, the significant RDA investment
for body armor, and the fact that body armor
is now an essential part of individual combat
equipment, one could question whether the
categorization of PPE, and body armor in
particular, should change from ‘‘expendable’’
to another category that could improve re-
source stability and provide for better man-
agement throughout the RDA process. Ac-
cordingly, the Secretary of Defense is en-
couraged to reassess the Department’s cat-
egorization of PPE and body armor as ‘‘ex-
pendable’ items.

Repeal of certain F-35 reporting requirements
(sec. 142)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
145) that would amend section 122 of the Ike
Skelton National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2011 (Public Law 111-383) to
eliminate the requirement to provide an an-
nual update to the F-35 system maturity ma-
trix.

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

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

ment of RQ—4 Global Hawk unmanned air-
craft systems and A-10 aircraft (sec. 143)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
143) that would limit the use of funds to re-
tire Global Hawk Block 30 unmanned air-
craft systems and would require the Sec-
retary of the Air Force to take all actions
necessary to maintain the operational capa-
bility of the RQ-4 Block 30 Global Hawk
through December 31, 2016.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would: (1) Pro-
hibit spending funds authorized to be appro-
priated or otherwise made available during
fiscal year 2014 to retire Global Hawk Block
30 unmanned aircraft systems or A-10 air-
craft (except for A-10s planned for retire-
ment on or before April 9, 2013); (2) Modify
the prohibited spending to include making
significant changes to Global Hawk and A-10
manning levels during fiscal year 2014; (3)
Prohibit the Secretary of the Air Force from
retiring or planning to retire A-10 aircraft
(except for A-10s planned for retirement on
or before April 9, 2013) between October 1,
2014 and December 31, 2014; and (4) Add a re-
quirement that the Secretary of Defense pro-
vide a report on all high-altitude intel-
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ligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance
systems that the Department of Defense is
operating or plans to operate in the future.

We intend that the prohibition on making
additional A-10 aircraft retirements before
December 31, 2014, be to provide breathing
space for Congress to conduct oversight and
to consider what actions to take on any
force structure changes the Air Force may
propose in fiscal year 2015.

MC-12 Liberty Intelligence, Surveillance, and
Reconnaissance aircraft (sec. 144)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 934) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to develop
and carry out a plan for the transfer of Air
Force MC-12 aircraft to the Army. The provi-
sion would also prohibit the Army from ac-
quiring the Enhanced Medium Altitude Re-
connaissance and Surveillance System
(EMARSS) in fiscal year 2014.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that directs the
Secretary of Defense to develop a plan for
the potential transfer of MC-12 Liberty air-
craft from the Air Force to the Army. In ad-
dition, the provision prohibits the Army
from using fiscal year 2014 funds to procure
additional aircraft under the EMARSS pro-
gram, but does allow the Army to use fiscal
year 2014 funds to complete conversion ef-
forts of existing aircraft that have already
been procured, and to convert transferred
Liberty aircraft to the EMARSS configura-
tion.

Competition for evolved expendable launch vehi-
cle providers (sec. 145)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
134) that would require the Secretary of the
Air Force to develop and implement a plan
to ensure the fair evaluation of competing
contractors in awarding a contract to a cer-
tified evolved expendable launch vehicle pro-
vider. This plan would include descriptions
of how the following areas would be ad-
dressed in the evaluation: the proposed cost,
schedule, and performance; mission assur-
ance activities; the manner in which the con-
tractor will operate under the Federal Acqui-
sition Regulation; the effect of other con-
tracts in which the contractor is entered
into with the Federal Government, such as
the Evolved Expendable Launch Vehicle
(EELV) launch capability and the space sta-
tion commercial resupply services contracts;
and any other areas determined appropriate
by the Secretary.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that requires the
plan at the same time that the Secretary
issues a draft request for proposals for a con-
tract on the EELV with respect to how the
Secretary will conduct competition in
awarding the contract in addition to the spe-
cific areas listed in the original House bill.

We note that the Government Account-
ability Office (GAO) is conducting ongoing
work regarding the EELV competition. We
request that GAO conduct a review of the Air
Force EELV acquisition strategy, which
should include an assessment of the method-
ology, potential challenges, gaps, and acqui-
sition planning process of the Air Force for
evaluating competitors, and that GAO brief
the defense and intelligence committees on
its review. We request that this briefing be
provided before a draft request for proposal
is released by the Air Force.

This legislative provision should not be
construed as direction regarding ongoing
procurement or any aspect of source selec-
tion criteria.
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Reports on personal protection equipment and
health and safety risks associated with ejec-
tion seats (sec. 146)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
146) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to enter into a contract with a feder-
ally-funded research and development center
(FFRDC) to conduct a study to identify and
assess alternative and effective means for
stimulating competition and innovation in
the personal protection equipment industrial
base.

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

The agreement includes this provision with
an amendment that would also require the
Secretary of the Air Force to conduct a
study to assess the safety of ejection seats
currently in operational use by the Air
Force.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED

Modification of requirements to sustain Navy
airborne intelligence, surveillance, and re-
connaissance capabilities

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 124) that would
amend section 112 of the Ike Skelton Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2011 (Public Law 111-383) to require the
Secretary of the Navy to maintain sufficient
numbers of EP-3 Airborne Reconnaissance
Integrated Electronic System II (ARIES II)
Spiral 3 aircraft and Special Projects Air-
craft (SPA) version P909 to support the war-
time operational plans of U.S. Pacific Com-
mand (PACOM), and to maintain the capac-
ity to support five EP-3s for allocation to
the combatant commands under the Global
Force Management Allocation Plan
(GFMAP), until the Navy’s multi-intel-
ligence (Multi-INT) Broad Area Maritime
Surveillance (BAMS) System TRITON air-
craft with signals intelligence (SIGINT) ca-
pabilities reaches initial operational capa-
bility (IOC). The provision also would re-
quire the Secretary to upgrade the final
(12th) EP-3 ARIES II aircraft to the Spiral 3
configuration, and to correct electronic in-
telligence (ELINT) obsolescence problems on
both the EP-3 and the SPA aircraft. Finally,
the provision would require the Chairman of
the Joint Requirements Oversight Council
(JROC) to coordinate with the Commanders
of PACOM and the U.S. Special Operations
Command (SOCOM) to determine require-
ments for the special capabilities provided
by the SPA aircraft, and would require the
Secretary to sustain sufficient numbers of
SPA aircraft to meet those requirements
until the Navy achieves IOC of a system with
capabilities greater than or equal to the
SPA.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Section 112 of Public Law 111-383 is in-
tended to prevent a capacity decline in capa-
bilities as the Navy developed replacements
for the EP-3 and the SPA intelligence, sur-
veillance, and reconnaissance (ISR) systems.
The Navy budget request, which is counter
to congressional intent, creates a plan for
transitioning from the EP-3/SPA systems to
the TRITON Multi-INT and P-8 Quick Reac-
tion Capability (QRC) that would result in a
capacity decline beginning in fiscal year
2015.

The Navy also informed Congress that the
JROC supports the Navy’s transition plan,
but in fact the JROC Memorandum (JROCM)
on this issue expresses concern about the
Navy’s plan and requires numerous follow-up
actions. In addition, the JROCM instructs
the Navy to develop requirements for the
Multi-INT TRITON prior to the program’s
next acquisition milestone review. Congres-
sional review of the TRITON Capabilities De-
velopment Document confirms that a robust
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SIGNIT capability is documented only as a
“potential future capability,”” and not a vali-
dated requirement as implied by Navy offi-
cials to Congress.

The Navy also proposes to prematurely re-
move highly-skilled personnel from the EP-
3/SPA programs, resulting in a reduction of
the number of available aircraft to support
GFMAP and wartime requirements. Congress
is concerned that harvesting these personnel
to support an early version of TRITON that
provides only optical and radar sensing, but
little or no SIGINT capability, does not
maximize utilization of highly-skilled per-
sonnel with perishable skill sets. Further-
more, the lack of a validated requirement for
a robust SIGINT capability for TRITON
raises concerns that the capacity and capa-
bility decline will turn out to be a perma-
nent ISR capability loss.

We have serious concerns about the Navy’s
non-compliant EP-3/SPA to P-8 QRC/TRI-
TON Multi-INT transition plan. Therefore,
we direct that:

(1) The JROC review and report to Con-
gress the combatant commander require-
ments for the simultaneous ISR collection
capability provided by EP-3/SPA assets
under current Operational Plans and for the
GFMAP;

(2) The Joint Staff and the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Intelligence (USDI)
identify and report to Congress alternative
EP-3/SPA to P-8 QRC/TRITON Multi-INT
transition options that do not result in a ca-
pacity decline or capability gap, including
such options as using Navy reserve personnel
to stand up the baseline TRITON system;

(3) The JROC collaborate with the Navy to
develop and document a formal requirement
for TRITON Multi-INT;

(4) The USDI develop, and report to Con-
gress, a mitigation plan to address the
ELINT obsolescence issues identified in the
Senate report accompanying S. 1197 (S. Rept.
113-44) of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2014; and,

(5) The JROC and USDI to determine, and
report to Congress, the force structure quan-
tity and type of federated ISR systems and
sensors required to wholly replace the EP-3/
SPA force structure of aircraft to meet or
exceed the current capacity and diversity of
ISR collection capability inherently resident
on the EP-3/SPA aircraft.

Multiyear procurement authority for Ground-
Based Interceptors

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
141) that would provide multi-year procure-
ment authority and advance procurement
authority to the Director of the Missile De-
fense Agency for the procurement of 14
Ground-Based Interceptors.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Sense of Senate on the United States helicopter
industrial base

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 152) that would ex-
press the sense of Senate on the health of the
helicopter industrial base.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

TITLE II—-RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION
SUBTITLE A—AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS

Authorization of appropriations (sec. 201)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
201) authorizing appropriations for fiscal
year 2014 for the use of the Department of
Defense for research, development, test, and
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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 requirements on biennial stra-
tegic plan for the Defense Advanced Re-

search Projects Agency (sec. 211)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 212) that would mod-
ify the biennial strategic plan requirement
for the Defense Advanced Research Projects
Agency (DARPA) to make more explicit the
linkages between the strategic objections of
the agency with the missions of the armed
forces. Additionally, the provision would re-
assign responsibility for submission of the
plan from the Secretary of Defense to the Di-
rector of DARPA, in coordination with the
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition,
Technology, and Logistics.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

We recognize the value that DARPA brings
to the Department of Defense, especially in
terms of high risk research that can be po-
tentially game changing. We believe that
such research has the highest probability of
successful transition when it is linked early
with the operational defense community.

For example, DARPA’s Phoenix program
has the potential to change radically how
the United States approaches space systems
development and servicing. As the only pro-
gram looking at satellite servicing and ad-
vanced robotics for geosynchronous earth
orbit systems, this program has significant
national security, civil, and as well as, com-
mercial potential. However, we note that the
development of such capabilities may raise
complex policy issues, as well as pose as a
disruptive technology to established ap-
proaches and operations. We encourage
DARPA to not only continue its technical
leadership in this field, but to also work with
other entities in the Department of De-
fense—such as the Air Force, the National
Reconnaissance Office, and the Under Secre-
taries of Defense for Policy and Intel-
ligence—to ensure the development of oper-
ational concepts for this capability.
Limitation on availability of funds for ground

combat vehicle engineering and manufac-
turing phase (sec. 212)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
211) that would prohibit the Army from obli-
gating post-Milestone B funds for the Ground
Combat Vehicle (GCV) program until the
Secretary of the Army submits a report to
the congressional defense committees.

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

The agreement includes this provision with
technical and clarifying amendments.

Additionally, the Comptroller General of
the United States is directed to submit to
the congressional defense committees a re-
port setting forth an assessment by the
Comptroller General of the study of the
Army on the Bradley Fighting Vehicle indus-
trial base submitted to Congress pursuant to
the Conference Report to accompany H.R.
4310 (112th Congress), the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013
(House Report 112-705). The report required
shall include an assessment of the reason-
ableness of the study’s methods including,
but not limited to, the sufficiency, validity,
and reliability of the data used to conduct
the study, and include findings and rec-
ommendations, if any, on the combat vehicle
industrial base. In conducting this review
the Comptroller General should not replicate
the Army study.
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Limitation and reporting requirements for un-
manned carrier-launched surveillance and
strike system program (sec. 213)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
212) that would prohibit the Under Secretary
of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and
Logistics from approving a Milestone A tech-
nology development contract award for the
Unmanned Carrier-Launched Airborne Sur-
veillance and Strike (UCLASS) program
until 30 days after the Under Secretary cer-
tifies to the congressional defense commit-
tees that the software and system engineer-
ing designs for the control system and
connectivity segment and the aircraft car-
rier segment of the UCLASS system can
achieve, at a low level of integration risk,
successful compatibility and operability
with the air vehicle segment planned for se-
lection at Milestone A contract award.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would modify
the language to require that: (1) The Navy to
limit the number of air vehicle segments ac-
quired prior to receiving Milestone B ap-
proval for UCLASS; (2) The Navy provide
periodic reports on cost, schedule and re-
quirements changes for UCLASS; and (3) The
Comptroller General conduct annual reviews
of the UCLASS program.

Limitation on availability of funds for Air Force
logistics transformation (sec. 214)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
213) that would restrict the obligation and
expenditure of Air Force procurement and
research, development, test, and evaluation
funds for logistics information technology
programs until 30 days after the date on
which the Secretary of the Air Force sub-
mits to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report on the modernization and up-
date of Air Force logistics information tech-
nology systems following the cancellation of
the expeditionary combat support system.

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

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

Limitation on availabdility of funds for defensive
cyberspace operations of the Air Force (sec.
215)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
214) that would limit the funds the Air Force
may obligate or expend for Defensive Cyber-
space Operations in PE 0202088F to not more
than 90 percent until a period of 30 days after
the date on which the Secretary of the Air
Force submits a report to the congressional
defense committees detailing the Air Force’s
plan for sustainment of the Application Soft-
ware Assurance Center of Excellence
(ASACOE) across the Future Years Defense
Program.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision but included
elsewhere in the committee-reported bill is
$10.0 million in PE 33140F for sustainment of
the ASACOE.

The agreement includes this provision.

Limitation on availability of funds for precision
extended range munition program (sec. 216)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
215) that would limit funds for the precision
extended range munition program until the
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition,
Technology, and Logistics provides the con-
gressional defense committees with certain
written certifications and a sufficient busi-
ness case analysis.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment.
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Long-range standoff weapon requirement; pro-
hibition on availability of funds for non-
competitive procedures for offensive anti-
surface warfare weapon contracts of the
Navy (sec. 217)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
218) that would require the Secretary of the
Air Force to develop a follow-on air-
launched cruise missile, Long Range Stand
Off (LRSO) weapon to the AGM-86 that
achieves initial operating capability for both
conventional and nuclear missions by not
later than 2030 and is certified for internal
carriage and employment for both conven-
tional and nuclear missions on the next-gen-
eration long-range strike bomber by not
later than 2034.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that requires the
LRSO to achieve initial operating capability
for conventional missions prior to the retire-
ment of the AGM-86, for nuclear missions
prior to the retirement of the nuclear armed
AGM-86 and is capable of internal carriage
and employment for both missions in the
long-range strike bomber. The amendment
provides that the Secretary may carry out
the consecutive development of the nuclear
and conventional capabilities, with the nu-
clear capability first, if it is determined to
be cost effective.

The amendment further includes a provi-
sion that would prohibit, during fiscal year
2014, using available funds to contract for
Navy offensive anti-surface warfare weapons
using other than through competitive proce-
dures. Development, testing, and fielding of
aircraft-launched offensive anti-surface war-
fare weapons would be exempted from that
prohibition. Included in the provision is a
waiver of the prohibition by the Secretary of
Defense if the Secretary determines that
waiving this prohibition is in the national
security interests of the United States.

Review of software development for F-35 air-
craft (sec. 218)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
219) that would require the Under Secretary
of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and
Logistics (USD(AT&L)) to establish an inde-
pendent team consisting of subject matter
experts to review the development of soft-
ware for the F-35 aircraft program and to re-
port on the results of that review.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the USD(AT&L) to provide a plan for the
sustainment of the Autonomic Logistics In-
formation System for the F-35 aircraft.

Evaluation and assessment of the distributed
common ground system (sec. 219)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
220) that would require that: (1) Beginning
with the budget request for fiscal year 2015,
future budget submissions include separate
project codes for each capability component
within each program element for each serv-
ice version of the Distributed Common
Ground System (DCGS); (2) The Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Acquisition, Tech-
nology, and Logistics (USD(AT&L)) conduct
an analysis of commercial link analysis
tools that could be used to meet the require-
ments of each of the service versions of the
DCGS; and (3) If one or more commercial
link analysis tools were found to meet the
requirements of the program, the responsible
service secretary would be required to ini-
tiate a request for proposals to purchase
those tools.

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

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would include
the requirement that: (1) The services’ budg-
et submissions include separate project
codes for each capability component within
each program element for each service
version of the DCGS; and (2) The USD(AT&L)
conduct an analysis of capability compo-
nents of DCGS that are compliant with the
intelligence community data standards and
could be used to meet the requirements of
the DCGS program. The provision would re-
quire the USD(AT&L) to submit a report of
that analysis within 180 days of enactment of
this Act. We expect that the USD(AT&L)
will adjust the acquisition plans for DCGS if
his analysis of the competitive acquisition
options for capability components within
DCGS shows that expanded competition
shows promise.

Operationally responsive space (sec. 220)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
225) that would prohibit expending more
than 50 percent of the funds authorized or ex-
pended for the space-based infrared system
modernization initiative wide field of view
test bed until the Executive Agent for Space
certifies to the congressional defense com-
mittees that the Secretary of Defense is car-
rying out the Operationally Responsive
Space program office in accordance with 10
U.S.C. 2273a.

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

The agreement includes an amendment re-
quiring a report no later than 60 days from
the date of enactment regarding a potential
mission that would seek to leverage all the
policy objectives of the Operationally Re-
sponsive Space Program in a single mission.
Sustainment or replacement of Blue Devil intel-

ligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance
capabilities (sec. 221)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 216) that would re-
quire the Secretary of the Air Force to pro-
cure the currently deployed Blue Devil intel-
ligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance
(ISR) system or to develop a plan to replace
that system with a comparable or improved
system.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of the Air Force to develop a
plan to sustain the operational capabilities
of the Blue Devil I ISR Systems, including
precision signal geolocation, by procuring
the existing Blue Devil I aircraft, developing
a new system, or adapting and integrating
capabilities from existing and development
programs. The Secretary is required to sub-
mit a report that addresses the cost of pro-
curing, operating, and sustaining Blue Devil
I aircraft system; the ability of other plat-
forms to provide similar intelligence capa-
bilities; and a listing of related U.S. Air
Force and Defense Advanced Projects Re-
search Agency (DARPA) programs. The re-
port should be coordinated with the Com-
mander of U.S. Special Operations Command
and the Director of DARPA.

We agree that the necessary capability to
sustain is both wide-area motion imagery
combined with precision signal geolocation.
The integration of these two capabilities
provides significant operational utility.

SUBTITLE C—MISSILE DEFENSE PROGRAMS

Improvements to acquisition accountability re-
ports on ballistic missile defense system (sec.
231)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
234) that would require the Director of the
Missile Defense Agency (MDA) to make cer-
tain improvements to the cost estimates in-
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cluded in its annual acquisition account-
ability reports on the ballistic missile de-
fense system (BMDS), and to provide a re-
port on the plans and schedule for making
such improvements.

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

The agreement includes a provision that
would clarify that each cost estimate shall
include all of the operation and sustainment
(0&S) costs for which the Director is respon-
sible, and also include a summary descrip-
tion of the O&S functions and costs for
which the military departments are respon-
sible, consistent with the Deputy Secretary
of Defense Memorandum of June 10, 2011, on
funding responsibilities for BMDS elements.

We note that, although the MDA is re-
quired to provide life-cycle cost estimates of
its acquisition programs—including O&S
costs—it does not include in those cost esti-
mates the O&S costs for which the military
departments that own and operate elements
of the BMDS are responsible. As the Govern-
ment Accountability Office has noted, this
makes it difficult to understand the com-
prehensive life-cycle costs of BMDS ele-
ments. Therefore, we direct the Director of
the MDA to work with the military depart-
ments that own or operate elements of the
BMDS to make a recommendation for how
those functions and related costs should be
reported in either future annual BMDS Ac-
countability Reports or other similar reports
to Congress, including annual budget sub-
mission justification materials. We believe
that the military departments should pro-
vide to the congressional defense committees
the life-cycle cost estimates for the 0&S
functions of the BMDS elements for which
they are responsible, and urge them to do so
as soon as possible.

Furthermore, we expect the Director of the
MDA to take steps to ensure that the cost
estimate improvements required by the pro-
vision are made in a manner as consistent as
practicable with the guidance issued pursu-
ant to section 832 of Public Law 112-81, rel-
ative to O&S costs, and with the guidance
issued pursuant to section 2334(d) of title 10,
United States Code, relative to confidence
levels of baseline cost estimates.

Prohibition on use of funds for MEADS program
(sec. 232)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
231) that would prohibit the obligation or ex-
penditure of fiscal year 2014 funds for the Me-
dium  Extended Air Defense System
(MEADS), and would also place conditions on
the harvesting of MEADS technology.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 236) that
would prohibit the use of fiscal year 2014
funds for MEADS.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

We note that the Department of Defense
has invested more than $2.5 billion in the de-
velopment of MEADS technology, and has a
substantial interest in making constructive
use of any MEADS data and technology
owned by the United States. We direct the
Secretary of Defense to submit a report to
the congressional defense committees, not
later than 180 days after the enactment of
this Act, providing: (1) An explanation of
who owns the technology and data developed
under the tri-national MEADS development
program; (2) How the Secretary intends to
ensure that the Department gets the max-
imum benefit from the U.S. investment in
MEADS, including by making such tech-
nology and data appropriately available for
‘“‘technology harvesting” for improvements
to the Integrated Air and Missile Defense
(IAMD) system program of record, taking
into account the report required by House
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Report 113-102, ‘“Technology harvesting of the

Medium Extended Air Defense System’’; and (3)

U.S. policy regarding 3rd Party Sales of such

technology, which we believe could be of

benefit to the United States and its allies.

Prohibition on availability of funds for integra-
tion of certain missile defense systems; re-
port on regional ballistic missile defense
(sec. 233)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 232) that would ex-
press the sense of Congress regarding re-
gional ballistic missile defenses and would
require the Secretary of Defense to submit
to the congressional defense committees a
report on the status and progress of regional
missile defense programs and efforts.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would clarify
the elements of the required report. It would
also include a prohibition on the use of fiscal
year 2014 funds to integrate missile defense
systems of the People’s Republic of China
into U.S. missile defense systems.

We are concerned that the Government of
Turkey made an initial decision to purchase
a Chinese air and missile defense system for
its territorial use. Such a system would not
be compatible with, and should not be inte-
grated with, missile defense systems of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization.

We direct that, not later than 60 days after
submission of the report required by the pro-
vision, the Government Accountability Of-
fice shall provide a briefing to the congres-
sional defense committees providing its
views on the report.

We further direct that, not later than 90
days after the enactment of this Act, the
Joint Staff and Joint Force Component Com-
mand for Integrated Missile Defense (JFCC-
IMD) shall provide a briefing to the congres-
sional defense committees with respect to
any significant changes in the regional mis-
sile defense environment since the April 2011
Joint Capability Mix (JCM) III Study was
completed, and whether and how the study
could be updated to provide useful insights
for future force structure levels and employ-
ment plans. The briefing should be based on
updated intelligence information, updated
missile defense systems efficacy and reli-
ability information, and current and planned
future budget levels, and any other matters
the Joint Staff and JFCC-IMD consider use-
ful.

Availability of funds for co-production of Iron
Dome short-range rocket defense system in
the United States (sec. 234)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
237) that would authorize $15.0 million to en-
hance the capability for producing the Iron
Dome short-range rocket defense system in
the United States.

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

The agreement includes a provision that
would authorize up to $15.0 million for non-
recurring engineering costs associated with
establishing the capacity for United States
industry to produce parts and components of
the Iron Dome system in the United States,
subject to an agreement between the United
States and Israel for co-production of Iron
Dome parts and components. The provision
would also require the Director of the Mis-
sile Defense Agency to submit a report to
Congress on the plan to implement such
agreement, including the estimated costs,
schedule, and steps to minimize costs to the
government of the United States to imple-
ment the agreement. The provision would
also clarify that it is not intended to alter
the planned Iron Dome procurement sched-
ule or numbers, and would express the sense
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of Congress on the importance of a second
production source in the United States. The
provision would also require the Secretary of
Defense to submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report on the status of
missile defense cooperation between the
United States and Israel.

We believe it is important for industry to
pay for a substantial share of the cost of es-
tablishing a co-production capacity in the
United States. Further, we direct that the
Missile Defense Agency not use funds from
other programs of record to pay for estab-
lishing an Iron Dome production capacity in
the United States.

Additional missile defense radar for the protec-
tion of the United States homeland (sec. 235)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 234) that would re-
quire the Missile Defense Agency to deploy
an additional missile defense radar for home-
land missile defense, and would authorize
$30.0 million for initial costs toward such de-
ployment.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes a provision that
would require the Missile Defense Agency to
deploy a missile defense radar at a location
optimized to support defense of the home-
land against long-range missile threats from
North Korea, and would authorize $30.0 mil-
lion for initial costs toward such deploy-
ment. The provision would also require the
Secretary of Defense to ensure that the
United States is able to deploy additional
tracking and discrimination sensor capabili-
ties to support defense of the United States
from future long-range ballistic missile
threats that emerge from Iran. The provision
would require the Secretary to submit a re-
port on what sensor capabilities will be
available for deployment on the Atlantic
side of the United States by 2019, or sooner if
Iran flight tests long-range missiles before
then, and the manner in which such capabili-
ties will be maintained to ensure they can be
deployed in time to support the missile de-
fense of the United States from long-range
ballistic missile threats from Iran. We note
that the sea-based X-band radar platform
and the Cobra Judy ship-based radar plat-
form could serve as interim or surge sensor
capabilities in the Atlantic region to support
homeland defense against future long-range
missile threats that emerge from Iran.

The agreement also authorizes an addi-
tional $50.0 million for the Missile Defense
Agency to develop enhanced discrimination
capability for the Ballistic Missile Defense
System, as reflected in the tables in section
4201. The Missile Defense Agency and the
missile defense operational community have
identified such discrimination enhancement
as a priority for improving the future effec-
tiveness of missile defenses, particularly for
homeland missile defense.

Evaluation of options for future ballistic missile
defense sensor architectures (sec. 236)

The Senate committee-reported bill in-
cluded a provision (sec. 235) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to evaluate
options for future ballistic missile defense
sensor architectures and to report to the
congressional defense committees the results
of the evaluation.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would include
consideration of options for maximizing the
use of various sensors for missile defense and
for other missions.

Plans to improve the ground-based midcourse
defense system (sec. 237)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

236) that would require the Director of the
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Missile Defense Agency and the Commander
of the U.S. Northern Command to develop
options and a plan to improve the kill assess-
ment capability and the hit assessment capa-
bility of the Ground-based Midcourse De-
fense (GMD) system, and to submit a report
on the development of such capabilities.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would also re-
quire the Director of the Missile Defense
Agency to submit a plan for the use of fiscal
years 2013 and 2014 funds to develop, test, and
deploy an upgraded enhanced exo-atmos-
pheric kill vehicle for the GMD system.

If the report required by the provision is
not submitted by April 1, 2014, we direct the
Department of Defense to provide a briefing
to the congressional defense committees on
the subject matter required in the report not
later than April 1, 2014.

The agreement authorizes $100.0 million for
design and development of common kill vehi-
cle technology for an upgraded enhanced
exo-atmospheric kill vehicle for the GMD
system, an increase of $30.0 million above the
budget request, to accelerate design and de-
velopment efforts, as reflected in the tables
in section 4201.

Report on potential future homeland ballistic
missile defense options (sec. 238)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 231) that would ex-
press the sense of Congress concerning the
importance of homeland ballistic missile de-
fense against the threat of limited ballistic
missile attack from North Korea and Iran,
and would require the Secretary of Defense
to submit a report on potential future op-
tions for enhancing homeland ballistic mis-
sile defense.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

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

The agreement authorizes an additional
$80.0 million for the Missile Defense Agency
to continue efforts to understand the cause
of the problem that resulted in the Ground-
based Midcourse Defense system flight test
failure on July 5, 2013, using the Capability
Enhancement-I (CE-I) kill vehicle, and take
the necessary steps to correct the problem
and demonstrate the correction in an inter-
cept flight test.

The CE-I flight test failure occurred after
the budget was submitted, and no funds were
planned or budgeted to analyze and correct
the problem, or to conduct another intercept
flight test to demonstrate the correction of
the problem. The Missile Defense Agency has
stated that its highest priority is correcting
the problems associated with the flight test
failures of the CE-II and CE-I kill vehicles,
and demonstrating the successful corrections
through additional intercept flight tests.

We direct that, not later than 60 days after
the submission of the report required by the
provision, the Government Accountability
Office provide a briefing to the congressional
defense committees providing its views on
the report.

Briefings on status of implementation of certain
missile defense matters (sec. 239)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
232) that would require the Missile Defense
Agency to construct and make operational
in fiscal year 2018 an additional homeland
missile defense site, designed to complement
the existing sites in Alaska and California,
to deal more effectively with missile threats
from the Middle East.

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

The agreement includes a provision that
would require the Secretary of Defense to
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provide, not later than 180 days after the
completion of the site evaluation study re-
quired by section 227(a) of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013
(Public Law 112-239), and 1 year later, a
briefing to the congressional defense com-
mittees on the status of current efforts and
plans to implement the requirements of sec-
tion 227, including progress and plans toward
preparation of the Environmental Impact
Statement required by section 227(b), and the
development of the contingency plan for the
deployment of an additional homeland mis-
sile defense interceptor site, in case the
President determines to proceed with such
an additional deployment, as required by
section 227(d).

The agreement authorizes an additional
$20.0 million for the Missile Defense Agency
to continue activities relative to the site
evaluation study, the Environmental Impact
Statement, and planning activities con-
sistent with the requirements of section
227(d) of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2013, including the devel-
opment of the contingency plan for the de-
ployment of an additional homeland missile
defense interceptor site. Such planning ac-
tivities should include efforts to update the
relevant planning documents from the de-
ployment of missile fields at Fort Greely,
Alaska, and plans for the possible deploy-
ment of a ground-based-interceptor site in
Europe, to prepare for the potential deploy-
ment of an additional missile defense site in
the continental United States, as well as
such other preliminary planning activities as
can practicably be commenced prior to site
selection, or updated upon site selection.
Sense of Congress and report on NATO and mis-

sile defense burden-sharing (sec. 240)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
238) that would require the President to seek
specific levels of funding from the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization (NATO) for var-
ious phases of the European Phased Adaptive
Approach (EPAA) to missile defense.

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

The agreement includes a provision that
would express the sense of Congress con-
cerning the increasing importance of burden-
sharing among the NATO allies for missile
defense, and would require the Secretary of
Defense to submit a report to the congres-
sional defense committees providing: (1) The
estimated costs for the EPAA; (2) A descrip-
tion of the level of NATO burden-sharing for
the costs of NATO missile defense, including
the EPAA; and (3) An assessment of, and rec-
ommendations for, areas where the Sec-
retary believes NATO and its members could
make additional burden-sharing contribu-
tions to NATO missile defense, including the
EPAA.

We note that, as declared at the 2010 Lis-
bon Summit, the United States and its
NATO allies share a strong interest in devel-
oping and deploying an operationally-effec-
tive and cost-effective missile defense capa-
bility to defend the territory, population,
and military forces of NATO—including for-
ward deployed United States forces—in Eu-
rope. The United States and its NATO part-
ners are making a variety of contributions,
both individually and collectively, to NATO
missile defense, including through national
contributions, host-nation basing agree-
ments, and collective funding arrangements.
The United States is contributing to the
EPAA as its national contribution to NATO
missile defense, and a number of NATO allies
are providing important support for the
EPAA, as well as other support for NATO
missile defense. The cancellation of Phase 4
of the EPAA eliminated the contribution
that the EPAA would have made toward aug-
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menting U.S. homeland missile defenses

against potential Iranian intercontinental

ballistic missiles.

We believe that burden-sharing is an im-
portant NATO principle, and is important to
the recently adopted NATO mission of mis-
sile defense of NATO territory, population,
and military forces. Therefore, while recog-
nizing the important support provided by a
number of NATO allies for key aspects of the
EPAA, we believe the U.S. Government
should encourage other NATO members to
provide additional support for NATO missile
defense, including the EPAA, to ensure an
appropriate level of burden-sharing.

Sense of Congress on deployment of regional
ballistic missile defense capabilities (sec. 241)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
233) that would limit the use of funds to re-
move United States missile defense equip-
ment in East Asia until after certain condi-
tions are met.

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

The agreement includes a provision that
would express the sense of Congress con-
cerning the deployment of regional ballistic
missile defense capabilities.

Sense of Congress on procurement of capability
enhancement II erxoatmospheric kill vehicle
(sec. 242)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
239) that would express the sense of Congress
that the Secretary of Defense should not pro-
cure additional Capability Enhancement II
(CE-II) exo-atmospheric kill vehicles for de-
ployment until after the date on which a
successful operational flight test of the CE-
IT has occurred.

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

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

SUBTITLE D—REPORTS

Annual Comptroller General report on the am-
phibious combat vehicle acquisition program
(sec. 251)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2561) that would require the Comptroller Gen-
eral to provide an annual report on the Ma-
rine Corps’ amphibious combat vehicle ac-
quisition program.

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

The agreement includes this provision.
Annual Comptroller General of the United

States report on the acquisition program for
the VXX Presidential Helicopter (sec. 252)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 251) that would re-
quire the Comptroller General to produce an
annual report on the VXX presidential heli-
copter program until the program enters
full-rate production or is cancelled, which-
ever comes first.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a technical/clarifying amendment.
Report on strategy to improve body armor (sec.

253)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2562) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit to the congressional defense
committees a comprehensive research and
development strategy for achieving signifi-
cant weight reductions for body armor com-
ponents.

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

The agreement includes this provision with
a technical amendment.

SUBTITLE E—OTHER MATTERS

Establishment of Communications Security Re-
view and Advisory Board (sec. 261)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
261) that would require the Secretary of De-
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fense to establish a senior-level body, to be
known as the Cryptographic Modernization
Review and Advisory Board, to assess and
advise the cryptographic modernization ac-
tivities of the Department of Defense.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Chief Information Officer to chair the
Board, with the Board monitoring overall
communications security, cryptographic
modernization, and key management efforts
of the Department.

Extension and expansion of mechanisms to pro-
vide funds for defense laboratories for re-
search and development of technologies for
military missions (sec. 262)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
263) that would extend section 219 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act of 2009
(Public Law 110-417) to September 2020. In
addition, this provision would allow for
funds to be accumulated for not more than 5
years for individual Department of Defense
laboratory revitalization projects with costs
up to $4 million, provided prior notification
of the total project cost is provided to the
congressional defense committees.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 215) that extended
section 219 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act of 2009 (Public Law 110-417) to
September 2020.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that requires an an-
nual report on the use of the authority
granted by this provision, as well as some
other clarifying elements.

Extension of authority to award prizes for ad-
vanced technology achievements (sec. 263)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
264) that would extend the authority of the
Department of Defense to award prizes for
advanced technology achievements until
September 2018.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 213) that
would extend this authority until September
2017.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Five-year extension of pilot program to include
technology protection features during re-
search and development of certain defense
systems (sec. 264)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
265) that would extend the Defense
Exportability Features pilot program until
October 1, 2020.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 214).

The agreement includes this provision.

Briefing on biometrics of the Department of De-
fense (sec. 265)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
216) that would place limitations on the De-
partment of Defense to obligate or expend
more than 75 percent of funds for future bio-
metric architectures or systems until 30 days
after the Secretary of Defense submits a re-
port to the congressional defense commit-
tees assessing the future program structure
and architectural requirements for bio-
metrics enabling capability.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would remove
the funding limitation and request a brief-
ing, including an assessment of the govern-
ance process for requirements across the De-
partment of Defense, as well as interagency
and international partners.
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Sense of Congress on importance of aligning
common missile compartment of Ohio-class
replacement program with the United King-
dom’s Vanguard successor program (sec.
266)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
223) that would make a series of findings and
express the sense of Congress regarding the
importance of aligning the common missile
compartment of the Ohio-class ballistic mis-
sile submarine program with the Vanguard-
class successor program of the United King-
dom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland.

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

The agreement includes this provision with
an amendment that eliminates the findings
contained in the House provision.

Sense of Congress on counter-electronics high
power microwave missile project (sec. 267)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
224) that expressed a sense of Congress urg-
ing the Air Force to consider the Counter-
electronics High Power Microwave Advanced
Missile Program (CHAMP) technology capa-
bility demonstration as a potential weapon
option available to combatant commanders
by 2016.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment clarifying the need
to complete developmental planning for such
weapons systems if requirements are estab-
lished by the combatant commanders in the
future.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED
Conventional Prompt Global Strike program

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 211) that would pro-
hibit the Department of Defense from exe-
cuting any funds for the Conventional
Prompt Global Strike (CPGS) program until
60 days after they deliver a report to the con-
gressional defense committees addressing
the policy consideration concerning the am-
biguity problems regarding the launch of
CPGS missiles from submarine platforms.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We agree that no more than 75 percent of
the funds authorized to be appropriated by
this Act or otherwise made available for fis-
cal year 2014 for the Department of Defense
for research, development, test and evalua-
tion and available for the Prompt Global
Strike Capability Development program
(PE#64165D8Z) for the CPGS program should
be obligated or expended for any activities
relating to the development of a submarine-
launched capability under that program
until 60 days after the date on which the Sec-
retary of Defense submits to the congres-
sional defense committees a report that ad-
dresses the policy considerations concerning
any potential ambiguity problems regarding
the launch of a conventionally-armed missile
from submarine platforms, potential
verification measures, any target sets the
Secretary believes a submarine-launched
conventionally-armed missile could reach
that a missile on board another platform
could not reach, the comparative cost con-
siderations of submarine-launched conven-
tional missiles and such systems launched by
other platforms.

We also note that in congressional testi-
mony, the Commander, U.S. Strategic Com-
mand, stated that ‘‘[t]Joday, the only prompt
global strike capability to engage poten-
tially time-sensitive, fleeting targets con-
tinues to be ballistic missile systems armed
with nuclear weapons. We continue to re-
quire a deployed conventional prompt strike
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capability to provide the President a range
of flexible military options to address a
small number of highest-value targets, in-
cluding in an anti-access and area denial en-
vironment.”’

Unmanned combat air system demonstration
testing requirement

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
217) that would require the Secretary of the
Navy to demonstrate unmanned, autono-
mous aerial refueling within the X-47B air-
craft testing and evaluation program. The X-
47B is an unmanned aircraft being tested
under the Unmanned Combat Air System
(UCAS) demonstration program.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We understand that the Chief of Naval Op-
erations has decided that, unlike the original
Navy plan, the Navy will continue flying the
X-47B during fiscal year 2014, and will pursue
a number of risk reduction activities. We
support these Navy plans for continuing risk
reduction activities for UCAS, and encourage
the Navy to consider performing the aerial
refueling demonstration as part of these ad-
ditional risk reduction activities.
Requirement to complete individual carbine test-

ing

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
221) that would require the Department of
the Army to complete planned testing for an
individual carbine.

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

The agreement does not contain this provi-
sion.

We understand that during the Army’s
testing of eight candidate carbines under the
individual carbine program that none of the
carbines met the Army’s target for improved
reliability requirements. We further under-
stand that these results may be attributable
to the interactions between the carbines and
the recently introduced M855A1 standard
5.56mm rounds that were used during the
test and evaluation. These test results sug-
gest the Army may have used an unrealisti-
cally high reliability standard.

Accordingly, we urge the Army to re-
evaluate the reliability standard used for
this test, as well as other standards as appro-
priate. We encourage the Secretary of the
Army to consider a process for continuous
test and evaluation of alternatives to the
M4A1l carbine that is based on realistic oper-
ational requirements and with significantly
improved, but reasonably achievable, per-
formance and reliability. We note that, while
the Army may have reduced needs and lim-
ited funds to procure large numbers of new
rifles or carbines in the near future, main-
taining research and development efforts for
new small arms in this class is essential to
ensure that the industrial base can respond
to sudden increases in demand as it did dur-
ing Operation Iraqi Freedom and Operation
Enduring Freedom. In this regard, the Sec-
retary of the Army, or designee, is directed
to provide the congressional defense commit-
tees a briefing that details the Army’s long
range standard rifle and carbine moderniza-
tion strategy. This briefing shall be provided
not later than April 1, 2014, and shall include
the Army’s plans, including where appro-
priate, schedules and funding profiles, for re-
quirements development, technology re-
search and development, procurement, and
test and evaluation of commercially avail-
able and militarily suitable alternatives.

Establishment of funding line and fielding plan
for a Navy laser weapon system

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

222) that would establish a funding line and
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fielding plan for a Navy laser weapon system
for fiscal year 2018 and beyond.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We are supportive of accelerating the de-
velopment and transition of directed energy
weapons to programs of record, in the Navy
as well as the other military departments.
However, we believe that it is premature to
create such a funding line. We also note that
many of the current activities supporting de-
velopment of directed energy weapons are al-
ready embedded in existing research and de-
velopment program elements, and therefore
the creation of a consolidated funding line at
this stage could be disruptive to those efforts
and potentially detrimental to overall ef-
forts to develop and field a militarily-rel-
evant system.

Analysis of alternatives for successor to Preci-
sion Tracking Space System

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
235) that would require the Director of the
Missile Defense Agency to perform an anal-
ysis of alternatives for a successor sensor
system to the Precision Tracking Space Sys-
tem.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Sense of Congress on 30th anniversary of the
Strategic Defense Initiative

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
240) that would express the sense of Congress
concerning the 30th anniversary of the Stra-
tegic Defense Initiative.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Sense of Congress on negotiations affecting the
missile defenses of the United States

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
242) that would express the sense of Congress
concerning negotiations with the Russian
Federation that would affect the missile de-
fenses of the United States.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Report on main battle tank fuel efficiency

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2563) that would require the Secretary of the
Army to submit a report to the congres-
sional defense committees on an investment
strategy to accelerate fuel efficiency im-
provements to the engine and transmission
of the M1 Abrams tank.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the Army and Marine Corps
currently have no plan to replace the M1A2
or M1A1l Abrams main battle tank. We are
also aware that the Army intends to proceed
with a series of engineering change proposals
that will incrementally enhance the plat-
form’s capabilities. We believe that the
Army should accelerate the next series of
Abrams upgrades where warranted by capa-
bility gaps or opportunities, technological
maturity, and affordability. In this regard,
the Army and Marine Corps should consider
replacement of the current engine with a
modern, fuel efficient power train. There-
fore, the Secretary of the Army, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of the Navy, is di-
rected to submit a report to the congres-
sional defense committees, not later than
June 1, 2014, on a business case analysis and
an investment strategy that could accelerate
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the technology development and engineering
change proposal processes to include a mod-
ern fuel efficient engine and transmission for
the M1 Abrams series main battle tank.

Report on powered rail system

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2564) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to provide a report to the congressional
defense committees that comprehensively
reviews and compares powered rail systems
for the M4 Carbine system.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

The Secretary of the Army, or designee, is
directed to provide a report to the congres-
sional defense committees not later than
April 1, 2014 on an assessment of the current
M4/M16-mounted battery requirements asso-
ciated with a 3-day dismounted mission for
an Army infantry platoon compared to the
same unit and mission if the members were
equipped with an integrated weapon-mount-
ed power source. The assessment should com-
pare the battery requirements, numbers,
weight, costs, as well as the likely impact on
the operational functionality of the M4/M16
configured with an integrated power source,
including weapons system effectiveness, effi-
ciency, ergonomics, maintainability, reli-
ability, and related risk. The assessment
should also include a business case analysis
of the potential acquisition and sustainment
costs and savings associated with
transitioning to an integrated M4/M16—
mounted power technology to replace bat-
teries for individual weapon-mounted compo-
nents. Finally, the assessment should ad-
dress the potential utility, if any, of incor-
porating a data link via such a weapon-
mounted power source between soldier com-
munications systems and soldier and weapon
sensors. The Director, Operational Test and
Evaluation is also directed to oversee the
Army’s live fire or other operational testing,
if any, conducted as part of gathering data
for this report.

Report on science, technology, engineering, and
mathematics scholarship program

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
2565) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to assess whether the Department of
Defense Science, Mathematics and Research
for Transformation (SMART) scholarship
program, or similar programs, could meet
the undergraduate and graduate science,
technology, engineering and mathematics
(STEM) workforce needs of the intelligence
community (IC).

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

The agreement does not include the provi-
sion.

We note that the national security commu-
nity, in general, faces growing challenges
with meeting its STEM workforce needs, in
particular, attracting top-level U.S. citizens
that are eligible for security clearances. The
SMART program was established by the De-
partment of Defense to attract and retain
promising candidates and STEM leaders into
the Department, including components of
the IC. SMART provides scholarships to stu-
dents pursuing technical degrees in dis-
ciplines of interest to the Department and
the IC. We recognize that the SMART pro-
gram has been useful in meeting its intent
and believe that data provided on the pro-
gram shows that the SMART program could
be used by a broader community within the
IC, but any further expansion would require
further socialization to increase participa-
tion, as well as additional resources to fund
any additional students supporting the needs
of the IC.
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Clarification of eligibility of a State to partici-
pate in defense experimental program to
stimulate competitive research

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
262) that would modify the eligibility re-
quirements for the Defense Experimental
Program to Stimulate Competitive Research
(DEPSCOR) to bring it more in line with the
eligibility requirements of the Experimental
Program to Stimulate Competitive Research
(EPSCOR) under the National Science Foun-
dation (NSF).

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that while the Department of De-
fense maintains the statutory authority for
DEPSCOR, the Department has not included
funds to support the program since 2009 due
to changing research needs and priorities.
Additionally, even should funds be made
available for DEPSCOR in the future, we
would be concerned about potential duplica-
tion with NSF’s EPSCOR. DEPSCOR was
originally established as a separate activity
from EPSCOR in section 257 of the National
Defense Authorization Act of Fiscal Year
1995 (Public Law 103-337) because the needs of
the Department were not being met by the
EPSCOR. Should the Department choose to
revitalize the DEPSCOR activity, we believe
it should maintain a separate and distinct
eligibility requirement to ensure that it is
able to meet the separate and distinct re-
search needs of the Department of Defense.

Briefing on power and energy research con-
ducted at university-affiliated research cen-
ters

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
266) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to brief the congressional defense au-
thorizing committees on power and energy
research conducted at university-affiliated
research centers.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Approval of certain new uses of research, devel-
opment, test, and evaluation land

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
267) that would prohibit the Secretary of De-
fense or the head of any other department or
agency of the Federal Government from fi-
nalizing any decision regarding new land use
activity on ranges, test areas, or other land
used by the Department of Defense (DOD) for
activities related to research, development,
test, and evaluation and determined to be
critical to national security unless the sec-
retary concerned approves such activity in
writing.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the DOD Siting Clearing-
house was created to preserve military readi-
ness and protect DOD capabilities from in-
compatible energy infrastructure develop-
ment by collaborating with DOD components
and external stakeholders to prevent, mini-
mize, or mitigate adverse impacts on mili-
tary operations, readiness, and testing. The
Clearinghouse is intended to be the single
point of contact and principal advocate for
DOD equities in all such deliberations.

We understand that as a result of the
Clearinghouse review of the Sun Zia South-
west Transmission Project, DOD raised sig-
nificant concerns and identified potential
impacts on the capabilities of the White
Sands Missile Range (WSMR) in New Mexico.
According to an August 7, 2013, letter from
the Acting Deputy Under Secretary of De-
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fense for Installations and Environment to
the Principal Deputy Director of the Bureau
of Land Management (BLM), the route of the
proposed transmission line, without mitiga-
tion, ‘“‘would result in an unacceptable risk
to national security. If a bulk power trans-
mission line is constructed along the se-
lected route, it would preclude our capa-
bility to fully test the Joint Integrated Air
and Missile Defense Architecture and other
weapon systems under realistic threat envi-
ronments at WSMR. This testing is abso-
lutely necessary and it should be clearly un-
derstood that no other location exists in the
United States where it is possible to conduct
flight tests with the footprint requirements
these weapons systems present. Critical to
fully testing joint military weapons are the
preservation of the restricted airspace (from
the surface to unlimited) on the range area
on WSMR, and the permanently-designated
and specially-allocated restricted airspace in
the northern extension area.”

We expect that as the Sun Zia Southwest
Transmission project approval request pro-
ceeds, DOD concerns will be addressed by the
executive branch to preserve this critical re-
source. We expect that appropriate mitiga-
tion measures will be included concurrent to
the issuance of a Record of Decision by BLM.

Should DOD concerns not be addressed in
this case, we direct the Secretary of Defense
to review the processes and effectiveness of
the DOD Siting Clearinghouse and to provide
a report to the congressional defense com-
mittees not later than 90 days after a Record
of Decision with proposals that will improve
the ability of the Clearinghouse to assess im-
pacts to national security in a timely man-
ner and ultimately preserve military readi-
ness and protect DOD capabilities from in-
compatible energy infrastructure develop-
ment.

Canines as stand-off detection of explosives and
explosive precursors

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
268) that would require the Department of
Defense (DOD) to provide a report on the ca-
pability and infrastructure required to sup-
port canines as stand-off detection of explo-
sives and explosive precursors.

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 a report to the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives no later than 180 days after the
date of enactment of this Act. The report
shall make a determination based on re-
quirements if the DOD, and each military
service, intends to develop and maintain the
capability and infrastructure required to
support canines as stand-off detection of ex-
plosives and explosive precursors. If deemed
appropriate by the Secretary, the report
shall also detail: (1) The acquisition process
with respect to canines as stand-off detec-
tion of explosives and explosive precursors;
(2) The procedures established by the DOD to
ensure that canines reach or exceed the ap-
propriate performance standards; (3) A plan
to ensure that the latest data and informa-
tion regarding canine capabilities are dis-
tributed throughout the DOD; (4) Any tech-
nologies capable of replacing the canine as a
stand-off detection capability; and (56) A de-
termination of the relevant office to oversee
the above elements.

TITLE III—OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

SUBTITLE A—AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS

Operation and maintenance funding (sec. 301)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
301) authorizing appropriations for fiscal
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year 2014 for the use of the armed forces and
agencies of the Department of Defense for
expenses, not otherwise provided for, for op-
eration and maintenance, as specified in the
funding table in section 4301.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 301).

The agreement includes this provision.

SUBTITLE B—ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT

Deadline for submission of reports on proposed
budgets for activities relating to operational
energy strategy (sec. 311)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
311) that would amend section 138c(e) of title
10, United States Code, to revise the date of
submission for the report on the proposed
budgets that were not certified for that fis-
cal year.

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

The agreement includes this provision.
Facilitation of interagency cooperation in con-

servation programs of the Departments of
Defense, Agriculture, and Interior to avoid
or reduce adverse impacts on military readi-
ness activities (sec. 312)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
312) that would amend section 2684a of title
10, United States Code, to permit a recipient
of funds under the Sikes Act to be able to
use the funds for matching funds or cost-
sharing requirements of conservation pro-
grams. This section would also expire the au-
thority on October 1, 2019, but permit any
agreements that were entered into prior to
September 30, 2019, to continue according to
its terms and conditions.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Reauthorization of Sikes Act (sec. 313)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
313) that would extend the authority of the
Sikes Act through 2019.

The Senate committee-reported  bill
amendment contained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Clarification of prohibition on disposing of
waste in open-air burn pits (sec. 314)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
317) that would codify the definition of cov-
ered waste as it relates to the requirements
established by section 317 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010,
title 10 of United States Code 2701 note (Pub-
lic Law 111-84).

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

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

Limitation on availability of funds for procure-
ment of drop-in fuels (sec. 315)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
319) that would limit the Department of De-
fense’s (DOD) ability to purchase or produce
biofuels until the earlier of either the date
on which the Budget Control Act of 2011 is no
longer in effect, or the date on which the
cost of biofuel is equal to the cost of conven-
tional fuels. The provision would provide an
exception for biofuel test and certification
and research and development.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment that would
prohibit DOD funds to be used for bulk pur-
chases of drop-in fuel for operational pur-
poses during fiscal year 2014, unless the cost
of that drop-in fuel is cost competitive with
traditional fuel, subject to a national secu-
rity waiver. We note that the phrase ‘‘cost
competitive” in this section generally refers
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to prices that are equal to or lower than

prices offered by competitors for similar

goods or services. However, we note that
terms and conditions for particular pur-
chases may vary; in particular, long-term
energy purchases are likely to have different
pricing structures from short-term or spot-
market purchases. Accordingly, some flexi-
bility in the application of this phrase is an-
ticipated, where necessary to address such
differences. We understand that average
prices over the period of a long-term con-
tract would be cost competitive.

SUBTITLE C—LOGISTICS AND SUSTAINMENT

Strategic policy for prepositioned materiel and
equipment (sec. 321)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 312) that would direct
the Secretary of Defense to develop an over-
arching strategy, along with an implementa-
tion plan, to integrate and synchronize at a
Department-wide level, the services’
prepositioning programs. The strategy and
implementation plan would ensure that the
Department of Defense (DOD) prepositioning
programs, both ground and afloat, align with
national defense strategies and new DOD pri-
orities, and emphasize joint oversight to
maximize effectiveness and efficiencies in
prepositioned materiel and equipment across
the DOD.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Department of Defense manufacturing arsenal
study and report (sec. 322)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
322) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to review current and expected manu-
facturing requirements across the Depart-
ment of Defense to identify critical manufac-
turing capabilities which could be executed
by the government-owned arsenals, and to
brief the results of the review to the congres-
sional defense committees.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 311) that
would require the Secretary of Defense, in
consultation with the military services and
defense agencies, to review current and ex-
pected manufacturing requirements for
which there is no or limited domestic com-
mercial source and which are appropriate for
manufacturing within an arsenal owned by
the United States in order to support critical
manufacturing capabilities.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense to review arsenals
owned by the United States in order to sup-
port critical manufacturing capabilities. The
agreement also directs the Government Ac-
countability Office to report and assess the
Department’s review with recommendations.
Consideration of Army arsenals’ capabilities to

Sfulfill manufacturing requirements (sec. 323)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
323) that would require program executive of-
ficers and program managers to solicit infor-
mation from government-owned arsenals
when undertaking a make-or-buy analysis,
notify government-owned arsenals of the re-
quirement, and allow arsenals that have the
capability to fulfill a manufacturing require-
ment to submit a proposal for the require-
ment.

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

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

Strategic policy for the retrograde, reconstitu-
tion, and replacement of operating forces
used to support overseas contingency oper-
ations (sec. 324)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 322) that would direct
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the Secretary of Defense to establish a pol-
icy setting forth the program and priorities
of the Department of Defense for the retro-
grade, reconstitution, and replacement of
units and materiel used to support overseas
contingency operations. The provision di-
rected that the policy shall take into ac-
count national security threats, the require-
ments of the combatant commands, the cur-
rent readiness of the operational forces of
the military departments, and risk associ-
ated with strategic depth and the time nec-
essary to reestablish required personnel,
equipment, and training readiness in such
operating forces.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

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

Littoral Combat Ship Strategic Sustainment
Plan (sec. 325)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
321) that would require the Secretary of the
Navy to submit a strategic sustainment plan
for the Littoral Combat Ship (LCS) program
to the congressional defense committees.

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 strategic sustainment plan would
have to identify specifically any contractor
support needed by the LCS vessels when they
are forward deployed.

Strategy for improving asset tracking and in-
transit visibility (sec. 326)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
836) that would direct the Secretary of De-
fense to improve the management of defense
equipment and supplies throughout their
lifecycles by adopting and implementing
item unique identification, radio frequency
identification, biometrics, and other auto-
mated information and data capture tech-
nologies for the tracking, management, and
accountability for deployed assets.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 331) that
would direct the Secretary of Defense to
complete a comprehensive strategy and im-
plementation plan for improving asset track-
ing and in-transit visibility across the De-
partment of Defense.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment that would
include an operational security assessment
to ensure all DOD assets are appropriately
protected during the execution of the com-
prehensive strategy and implementation
plan.

We recognize the challenges in supply
chain management, including asset tracking
and in-transit visibility capabilities. We see
this posing an acute near-term challenge, es-
pecially in light of the experience with retro-
grade operations from the Republic of Iraq
and the on-going operations in the Islamic
Republic of Afghanistan.

Furthermore, we note that supply chain
management challenges have been an on-
going source of concern for the Department
of Defense, from the emergence of the Gov-
ernment Accountability Office’s high risk
list in 1990, to the current need to achieve
auditability and financial management goals
set by the Secretary of Defense and Con-
gress.

We believe that the strategy called for by
this provision is an important step to im-
proving the Department’s supply chain man-
agement shortfalls. In developing and imple-
menting this strategy, we urge the Depart-
ment to look at how it can better leverage
new technologies. For example, item unique
identification, radio frequency identifica-
tion, and biometrics could be more effec-
tively used to interface with enterprise re-
source planning systems and improve the
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tracking, management, and accountability
for all Department assets.
SUBTITLE D—REPORTS

Additional reporting requirements relating to
personnel and unit readiness (sec. 331)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
331) that would amend the report required
under section 482 of title 10, United States
Code, to require the Secretary of Defense to
report to the congressional defense commit-
tees on the ability of the geographic and
functional combatant commanders to suc-
cessfully meet their respective contingency
and operational plans and key mission essen-
tial tasks.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 332) that
would amend section 482 of title 10, United
States Code, to update and streamline the
quarterly readiness report to Congress.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment that would
combine both provisions and would amend
section 482 of title 10, United States Code.

Modification of authorities on prioritization of
funds for equipment readiness and strategic
capability (sec. 332)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
332) that would repeal the requirement that
the Comptroller General of the United States
report on the Army’s progress in moving to
a modular force design.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 321) that
would repeal the requirement for modularity
reports by both the Army and the Govern-
ment Accountability Office and would also
add a requirement that the Marine Corps re-
port budget information regarding funding
for the reset of equipment and reconstitution
of prepositioned stocks.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Revision to requirement for annual submission
of information regarding information tech-
nology capital assets (sec. 333)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
333) that would amend the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2003 (Pub-
lic Law 107-314; 10 U.S.C. 221 note) to align
Department of Defense high-threshold infor-
mation technology Capital Asset reporting
with the Department’s Major Automated In-
formation Systems reporting and its Exhibit
300 reporting to the Office of Management
and Budget.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 333).

The agreement includes this provision.
Modification of annual corrosion control and

prevention reporting requirements (sec. 334)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 334) that would
amend section 903(b)(5) of the Duncan Hunter
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2009 (P.L. 110-417; 10 U.S.C. 2228
note) to update the military departments’
strategic plans with performance measures
and show clear linkage to the Department of
Defense’s overarching goals and objectives as
described in the Department’s strategic plan
for corrosion control and prevention.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

SUBTITLE E—LIMITATIONS AND EXTENSIONS OF

AUTHORITY

Certification for realignment of forces at Lajes
Air Force Base, Azores (sec. 341)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
341) that would restrict the Secretary of the
Air Force from reducing the force structure
at Lajes Air Force Base, Azores, (Lajes) until
30 days after the European Infrastructure

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Consolidation Assessment is completed and
is briefed to the congressional defense com-
mittees.

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

The agreement includes a provision requir-
ing that, prior to taking any action to re-
align forces at Lajes, the Secretary of De-
fense must certify to the congressional de-
fense committees that the realignment is
supported by a European Infrastructure Con-
solidation Assessment.

Limitation on performance of Department of De-
fense flight demonstration teams outside the
United States (sec. 342)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
342) that would prohibit the Secretary of De-
fense from using any fiscal year 2014 or 2015
funds to allow flight demonstration teams to
perform at any location outside the United
States.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision. The Senate re-
port accompanying S. 1197 (S. Rpt. 113-44) of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2014 commented on Department
of Defense (DOD) guidance prohibiting all
aerial demonstrations, including flyovers,
jump team demonstrations, and participa-
tion in civilian air shows and military open
houses. The report observed that: (1) There
may be certain circumstances where an ex-
ception to this general policy could provide
some level of community engagement as a
no-cost addition to activities that are re-
quired for training or readiness; and (2) DOD
should reconsider whether this policy should
be enforced on a blanket basis or whether
the policy should allow for community en-
gagement if that engagement can be com-
pleted as a no-cost adjunct to missions ful-
filling other required operational or training
activities.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would prohibit
spending funds for performances of flight
demonstration teams outside the United
States if the Department has cancelled any
performances of flight demonstration teams
inside the United States by reason of insuffi-
cient funds due to a sequestration. We are in-
tending that this provision cover the Air
Force Thunderbirds, the Navy Blue Angels
and the Army Golden Knights.

Limitation on funding for United States Special
Operations Command National Capital Re-
gion (sec. 343)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 341) that would pro-
hibit the expenditure of any funds for the
U.S. Special Operations Command National
Capital Region (USSOCOM-NCR) until 30
days after the Secretary of Defense provides
the congressional defense committees a re-
port which describes, at a minimum: (1) The
purpose of the USSOCOM-NCR; (2) The ac-
tivities to be performed by the USSOCOM-
NCR; (3) An explanation of the impact of the
USSOCOM-NCR on existing activities at
USSOCOM headquarters; (4) A detailed
breakout, by fiscal year, of the staffing and
other costs associated with the USSOCOM-
NCR over the future years defense program;
(5) A description of the relationship between
the USSOCOM-NCR and the Office of the As-
sistant Secretary of Defense for Special Op-
erations and Low-Intensity Conflict (ASD
SOLIC); (6) The role of the ASD SOLIC in
providing oversight of USSOCOM-NCR ac-
tivities; and (7) Any other matters the Sec-
retary deems appropriate.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.
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Limitation on availability of funds for Trans
Regional Web Initiative (sec. 344)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 343) that would pro-
hibit the Secretary of Defense from expend-
ing any funds in Operation and Maintenance,
defense-wide (OMDW), for the Trans Re-
gional Web Initiative (TRWI).

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 expending
more than $2.0 million in OMDW for TRWI
and restrict the use of such funds for the ter-
mination of the program as managed by U.S.
Special Operations Command or for purposes
of transitioning appropriate TRWI capabili-
ties to other agencies.

In light of budget concerns for the U.S.
Government, resource constraints for the
Department of Defense, and shifts in the geo-
political environment and security strate-
gies, we note our concern with regard to the
Department’s direction for strategically en-
gaging in the information environment. We
remain skeptical of the effectiveness of the
websites established under the TRWI and be-
lieve that available resources may better be
used to support tactical and operational
military information support activities. We
believe strategic information operations ac-
tivities, like TRWI, may more appropriately
be managed by other relevant U.S. Govern-
ment agencies, with the Department of De-
fense focused on contributing to an inter-
agency approach that is responsive to mili-
tary-specific operational requirements.

If the Secretary of Defense deems it to be
in the national security interests of the
United States and appropriate under current
fiscal pressures, we note the Department of
Defense may use funds authorized by this
Act for TRWI to conduct a pilot project
using existing authorities with an appro-
priate U.S. Government agency, such as the
Broadcasting Board of Governors. Such a
pilot could be used to demonstrate the tran-
sition of appropriate TRWI capabilities to
such agency and support the strategic infor-
mation operations requirements of the Geo-
graphic Combatant Commanders. We believe
that any such pilot should seek to dem-
onstrate responsiveness to the time sensitive
needs of the Department of Defense while in-
tegrating such activities with broader U.S.
strategic communications objectives. Con-
sistent with this provision, we expect that
the Department of Defense will not request
additional funding for TRWI in fiscal year
2015 and beyond.

SUBTITLE F—OTHER MATTERS

Gifts made for the benefit of military musical
units (sec. 351)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
599) that would amend section 974 of title 10,
United States Code, to require that any gift
made on the condition that the gift be used
for the benefit of a military musical unit be
credited to the appropriation or account pro-
viding the funds for such musical unit.

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

The agreement includes a provision that
would authorize service secretaries to accept
contributions of money, personal property,
or services on the condition that such
money, property, or services be used for the
benefit of a military musical unit, and re-
quiring that such contributions be credited
to the appropriation or account for that mu-
sical unit.

Revised policy on ground combat and camou-
flage utility uniforms (sec. 352)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

351) that would establish as national policy a
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requirement for all the U.S. military serv-
ices to use a joint combat camouflage uni-
form by October 1, 2018, with certain excep-
tions.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 351) that
would direct the Secretary of Defense to re-
duce the separate development and fielding
of service-specific combat and camouflage
utility uniforms in order to collectively
adopt and field the same combat and camou-
flage utility uniforms for use by all members
of the Armed Forces.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with a clarifying amendment that would
combine both provisions and eliminate the
2018 deadline.

We note the provision adopted makes it
the policy of the United States for the Sec-
retary of Defense to eliminate the develop-
ment and fielding of Armed Force-specific
combat and camouflage utility uniforms and
families of uniforms, in order to adopt and
field a common combat and camouflage util-
ity uniform, or family of uniforms, for spe-
cific combat environments, to be used by all
members of the Armed Forces. Each Armed
Force will be prohibited from adopting new
combat and camouflage utility uniforms un-
less: (1) All the Armed Forces adopt the same
uniform or family of uniforms; (2) An Armed
Force adopts a uniform currently in use by
another Armed Force; or (3) The Secretary of
Defense grants an exception, based on unique
circumstances or operational requirements.

We note that exceptions granted to this
policy include: (1) Combat and camouflage
utility uniforms and families of uniforms for
use by special operations personnel; (2) Engi-
neering modifications to existing combat
and camouflage utility uniforms and fami-
lies of uniforms such as power harnessing or
generating textiles, fire resistant fabrics,
and anti-vector, anti-microbial, and anti-
bacterial treatments; (3) Ancillary uniform
items such as headwear, footwear, body
armor, and other items designated by the
secretaries of the military departments; (4)
Vehicle crew uniforms; (5) Service-specific
cosmetic modifications; or (6) existing Serv-
ice-specific uniforms that meet operational
requirements.

We note that a secretary of a military de-
partment may not prevent the secretary of
another military department from author-
izing the use of any combat or camouflage
utility uniform or family of uniforms ap-
proved for use by an Armed Force under the
jurisdiction of the secretary. Furthermore,
the secretary of a military department shall
formally register with the Joint Clothing
and Textiles Governance Board all current
and future combat uniforms, camouflage
utility uniforms, and families of uniforms.

We also note that 60 days after the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense
shall issue implementation guidance that re-
quires the secretaries of the military depart-
ments to: (1) Establish joint performance cri-
teria for the design, development, fielding,
and characteristics of combat and camou-
flage utility uniforms and families of uni-
forms and include that criteria in all new re-
quirements documents; (2) Continue to work
together to assess and develop new tech-
nologies that could be incorporated into fu-
ture combat and camouflage utility uni-
forms and families of uniforms to improve
warfighter survivability; (3) Ensure that new
combat and camouflage utility uniforms and
families of uniforms meet the geographic
and operational requirements of the com-
manders of the combatant commands; and (4)
Ensure that all new combat and camouflage
utility uniforms and families of uniforms
achieve interoperability with all components
of individual warfighter systems, including
body armor, organizational clothing and
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equipment, and other individual protective

systems.

We fully expect the Secretary of Defense to
enforce this policy and not deviate from its
intent to reduce the separate development
and fielding of Armed Force-specific combat
and camouflage uniforms and families of uni-
forms.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED

Authorization of appropriations for the Marine
Corps Embassy Security Group

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
302) that would increase funding for the Ma-
rine Corps Embassy Security Group by $13.4
million.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note the funding tables reflect an in-
crease of $35.0 million for the Marine Corps
Embassy Security Group.

Authorization of appropriations for Crisis Re-
sponse Force

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
303) that would increase funding for Crisis
Response Force by $10.6 million.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note the funding tables reflect an in-
crease of $40.0 million for Crisis Response
Force.

Cooperative agreements under Sikes Act for land
management related to Department of De-
fense readiness activities

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
314) that would amend section 103A of the
Sikes Act, section 670c-1 of title 16, United
States Code, to permit lump sum payment
and accrual of interest used for the purposes
of the original agreement. This section
would also permit the cooperative agree-
ments to be used to acquire property or serv-
ices for the direct benefit or use of the U.S.
Government, and sets limitations on agree-
ments that are not on military installations.
Finally, this section would also expire the
authority on October 1, 2019, but permit any
agreements that were entered into prior to
September 30, 2019, to continue according to
its terms and conditions.

The Senate committee-reported bill
amendment contained no similar provision.

The agreement does not contain this provi-
sion.

Exclusions from definition of ‘‘chemical sub-
stance’ under Toxic Substances Control Act

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
315) that would modify section 2602(2)(B) of
title 15, United States Code, to add to the ex-
clusions any component of any article in-
cluding shot, bullets and other projectiles,
propellants when manufactured for or used
in such an article, and primers.

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

The agreement does not contain the provi-
sion.

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

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
316) that would amend section 526 of the En-
ergy Independence Security Act (Section 42
of United States Code 17142) to exempt the
Department of Defense from the require-
ments 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 this provi-
sion.

Limitation on plan, design, refurbishing, or con-
struction of biofuels refineries

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
318) that would require the Department of
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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 does not include this provi-
sion.

Military readiness and southern sea otter con-
servation

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
320) that would amend section 631 of title 10,
United States Code, by adding a provision
permitting the Secretary of the Defense to
establish ‘‘Southern Sea Otter Military
Readiness Areas.”” This provision would ex-
empt southern sea otters from the Endan-
gered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1533, 1538)
and the Marine Mammal Protection Act of
1972 (16 U.S.C. 1371, 1372).

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

The agreement does not contain this provi-
sion.

Assessment of outreach for small business con-
cerns owned and controlled by women and
minovrities required before conversion of cer-
tain functions to contractor performance

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
324) that would forbid a Department of De-
fense function performed by Department of
Defense civilian employees and tied to a
military base from being converted into a
contractor function until the Secretary of
Defense conducts an assessment to deter-
mine if the Department of Defense has car-
ried out sufficient outreach programs to as-
sist small businesses owned and controlled
by women and socially and economically dis-
advantaged individuals.

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

The agreement does not contain this provi-
sion.

Ordnance related records review and reporting
requirement for Vieques and Culebra Is-
lands, Puerto Rico

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
334) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense conduct a review of all Department of
Defense records detailing the historical use
of military munitions and training on
Vieques and Culebra Islands, Puerto Rico.

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

The agreement does not contain this provi-
sion.

We note that the Department of Defense,
for land and water sites on Culebra Island for
which the Department is responsible, has
completed historical research under the
Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA)
process and issued Preliminary Assessment
reports concerning the Department’s former
use of sites on Culebra Island for live-fire
training.

We also note that for these sites, the Army
has completed site inspections and is cur-
rently conducting remedial investigations
that will determine whether an environ-
mental response action is required at spe-
cific sites.

Finally, we note that the Department of
Defense is in the process of cleaning up por-
tions of the former operational ranges on
Vieques and also is conducting preliminary
assessments, site inspections, and remedial
investigations to determine whether a re-
sponse action is required under CERCLA at
Vieques. Therefore, we encourage the De-
partment of Defense to work with the Com-
monwealth of Puerto Rico to ensure the doc-
uments and reports from the historical
records reviews and investigations that the
Department of Defense and the Army com-
pleted for those former military sites on
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Culebra and Vieques are made available to
the public.

Authorization to institute a centralized, auto-
mated mail redirection system to improve the
delivery of absentee ballots to military per-
sonnel serving outside the United States

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 352) that would au-
thorize the Secretary of Defense to transfer
up to $4.5 million from defense-wide oper-
ation and maintenance to the Postal Service

Fund for purposes of implementing the mod-

ernization of the U.S. Postal Service’s mail

delivery system to improve the delivery of
absentee ballots to military personnel serv-
ing outside the United States.
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The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We understand that alternate funding has
been used to modernize the U.S. Postal Serv-
ice’s mail delivery system to improve the de-
livery of absentee ballots to military per-
sonnel serving outside the United States.

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
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strengths for active duty personnel of the
armed forces as of September 30, 2014: Army,
520,000; Navy, 323,600; Marine Corps, 190,200;
and Air Force, 327,600.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 401).

The agreement includes this provision.

End strength levels for the active forces

for fiscal year 2014 are set forth in the fol-
lowing table:

FY 2014 Change from
. FY 2013
Service p

Authorized . FY 2014 FY 2013

Request Recommendation Request Authorized
Army 552,100 520,000 520,000 0 —32,100
Navy 322,700 323,600 323,600 0 900
Marine Corps 197,300 190,200 190,200 0 —7,100
Air Force 329,460 327,600 327,600 0 —1,860
DOD Total 1,401,560 1,361,400 1,361,400 0 —40,160
Revisions in permanent active duty end strength The Senate committee-reported bill con- the maximum annual reduction in end

minimum levels and in annual limitation on
certain end strength reductions (sec. 402)
The House bill contained a provision (sec.
402) that would establish the following min-
imum end strengths for active-duty per-
sonnel as of September 30, 2014: Army,
520,000; Navy, 323,600; Marine Corps, 190,200;
and Air Force, 327,600.

tained no similar provision.

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would estab-
lish minimum active-duty end strengths for
the Army of 510,000 and the Marine Corps of
188,000, and would amend section 403 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239) to increase

strength authorized by that section for the
Army to 25,000 and for the Marine Corps to
7,500.

Minimum end strength levels for active-

duty personnel for fiscal year 2014 are set
forth in the following table:

- FY 20_13 FY 2014 Change from
Authorized Recommendation FY 2013
Army 542,700 510,000 —32,700
Navy 322,700 323,600 900
Marine Corps 193,500 188,000 —5,500
Air Force 329,460 327,600 —1,860
DOD Total 1,388,360 1,349,200 —39,160

We note that continued fiscal constraints
have forced the Army and the Marine Corps
to alter their end strength reduction plans to
reach their pre-sequester end strength tar-
gets of 490,000 for the Army and 182,100 for
the Marine Corps by the end of fiscal year
2015, 2 years before originally anticipated. In
order to maintain a balance between end
strength, readiness of the force, and mod-
ernization, we will support this altered re-
duction plan. However, we remain concerned
that unfettered reductions in end strength
will have a detrimental impact on force
structure and, ultimately, operational mis-

sion capability and capacity among the serv-
ices, and harm the morale of the force. The
services should be very cautious in their ef-
forts to further reduce the force to ensure
that we do not break faith with those who
continue to serve in the current conflicts,
and those who have served our nation in war.

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 ac-

tive duty in support of the reserves, as of
September 30, 2014: the Army National Guard
of the United States, 354,200; the Army Re-
serve, 205,000; the Navy Reserve, 59,100; the
Marine Corps Reserve, 39,600; the Air Na-
tional Guard of the United States, 105,400;
the Air Force Reserve, 70,400; and the Coast
Guard Reserve, 9,000.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 411).

The agreement includes this provision.

End strength levels for the Selected Re-
serve for fiscal year 2014 are set forth in the
following table:

FY 2014 Change from
FY 2013 FY
Service :
Authorized Request Recommendation 2'291_4 AZ‘{h%?iigd

quest
Army National Guard 358,200 354,200 354,200 0 —4,000

Army Reserve 205,000 205,000 205,000 0
Navy Reserve 62,500 59,100 59,100 0 —3,400
Marine Corps Reserve 39,600 39,600 39,600 0 0
Air National Guard 105,700 105,400 105,400 0 —300
Air Force Reserve 70,880 70,400 70,400 0 —480
DOD Total 841,880 833,700 833,700 0 —8,180
Coast Guard Reserve 9,000 9,000 9,000 0 0

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 sup-
port of the reserve components as of Sep-
tember 30, 2014: the Army National Guard of
the United States, 32,060; the Army Reserve,

16,261; the Navy Reserve, 10,159; the Marine
Corps Reserve, 2,261; the Air National Guard
of the United States, 14,734; and the Air
Force Reserve, 2,911.

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
2014 are set forth in the following table:
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FY 2014 Change from
FY
: FY 2013 FY

Service : Rec- 2013

Authorized Request ommenda- del_ll Au-

tion thor-

quest ized
Army National Guard 32,060 32,060 32,060 0 0
Army Reserve 16,277 16,261 16,261 0 -—16
Navy Reserve 10,114 10,159 10,159 0 45
Marine Corps Reserve 2,261 2,261 2,261 0 0
Air National Guard 14,765 14,734 14,734 0 =31
Air Force Reserve 2,888 2,911 2911 0 23
DOD Total 78,365 78,386 78,386 0 21

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, 2014: the Army Na-

tional Guard of the United States, 27,210; the
Army Reserve, 8,395; the Air National Guard
of the United States, 21,875; and the Air
Force Reserve, 10,429.

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 2014 are set
forth in the following table:

FY 2014 Change from
. FY 2013 FY FY
Service - Rec-

Authorized Request ommenda- 233_4 Aﬁ?hl:r

tion quest ized
Army National Guard 27,210 217,210 217,210 0 0
Army Reserve 8,395 8,395 8,395 0 0
Air National Guard 22,180 21,875 21,875 0 —305
Air Force Reserve 10,400 10,429 10,429 0 29
DOD Total 68,185 67,909 67,909 0 —276

Fiscal year 2014 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, 2014: 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 2014 are set forth
in the following table:

FY 2014 Change from
FY
: FY 2013 FY

Service : Rec- 2013

Authorized Request ommenda- 2&174 Au-

tion thor.

quest ized
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
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 2014 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 section
115(b) of title 10, United States Code, during
fiscal year 2014 is set forth in the following
table:

FY 2014 Change from
FY
: FY 2013 FY

Service : Rec- 2013

Authorized Request ommenda- 2&1_4 Au-

tion thor-

quest ized
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
section 4401 of division D 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
GENERALLY

Congressional notification requirements related
to increases in number of general and flag
officers on Active Duty or in joint duty as-
signments (sec. 501)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
501) that would amend sections 526 of title 10,
United States Code, to reduce by 14 the total
of the number of general and flag officers au-
thorized to be on active duty in the military

services, and by 10 the number of general and
flag officers authorized to be assigned to
joint duty assignments.

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

The agreement includes a provision that
would amend section 526 of title 10, United
States Code, to require the secretary of a
military department to provide notice and
rationale to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives whenever the secretary proposes
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to increase the number of general or flag of-
ficers above the lower of the statutory limit
on the number of general or flag officers on
active duty or the number of general or flag
officers on active duty on January 1, 2014.
The provision would also require the Sec-
retary of Defense, the secretary of a military
department, or the Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff to provide notice and ration-
ale to the Committees on Armed Services of
the Senate and the House of Representatives
whenever the secretary or Chairman pro-
poses to increase the number of general or
flag officers above the lower of the statutory
limit of general or flag officers in joint duty
assignments or the number of general or flag
officers in joint duty assignments on Janu-
ary 1, 2014. The proposed increases will not
take place until after the end of the 60-cal-
endar day beginning on the date that notice
is provided. The provision would also require
the Secretary of Defense, beginning on
March 1, 2015, to submit to the Committees
on Armed Services of the Senate and the
House of Representatives an annual report
on the number of general and flag officers on
Active Duty and in joint duty assignments
on January 1 of the year in which the report
is submitted.

Service credit for cyberspace experience or ad-
vanced education upon original appoint-
ment as a commissioned officer (sec. 502)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 501) that would au-
thorize service secretaries to award con-
structive service credit upon original ap-
pointment as a commissioned officer for spe-
cial experience or training in certain cyber-
space-related fields and for periods of ad-
vanced education in certain cyberspace-re-
lated fields beyond the baccalaureate degree
level. Constructive service credited under
this provision is limited to 1 year for each
year of special experience, training or ad-
vanced education, and 3 years total of con-
structive service credit.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Selective early retirement authority for regular
officers and selective early removal of offi-
cers from reserve active-status list (sec. 503)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
512) that would amend section 14704 of title
10, United States Code, to require service
secretaries to submit to selection boards
considering officers for selective early re-
moval from the reserve active-status list a
list of reserve component officers that in-
cludes the name of each officer on the re-
serve active-status list in the same grade
and competitive category in the zone of con-
sideration except for officers who have been
approved for voluntary retirement or who
will be involuntarily retired. The provision
would also require service secretaries to
specify the number of officers that a selec-
tion board may recommend for removal from
the reserve active-status list.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 506).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a technical amendment and would
also amend section 638a(b)(2) of title 10,
United States Code, to authorize consider-
ation for selective early retirement of: (1) of-
ficers in the regular grade of lieutenant colo-
nel or commander who have failed to be se-
lected for promotion at least one time, and
(2) officers in the grade of colonel, or in the
case of the Navy, captain, who have served
on active duty in that grade for at least 2
years and whose names are not on a list of
officers recommended for promotion.
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SUBTITLE B-RESERVE COMPONENT MANAGEMENT

Suicide prevention efforts for members of the re-
serve components (sec. 511)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
726) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to share with any adjutant general of a
state the contact information of members of
the Individual Ready Reserve and individual
mobilization augmentees who reside in the
state of such adjutant general for the pur-
pose of conducting suicide prevention out-
reach efforts.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would amend
section 10219 of title 10, United States Code,
to authorize the Secretary of Defense to
share with the adjutant general of a state,
upon request, the contact information of
members of the Individual Ready Reserve
and individual mobilization augmentees in
order for the adjutant general to include
those members in suicide prevention efforts.
The amendment would also amend section
706 of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239)
to authorize education and outreach for sui-
cide prevention in the existing pilot program
on enhancements of Department of Defense
efforts on mental health in the National
Guard and reserves through community
partnerships.

Removal of restrictions on the transfer of offi-
cers between the active and inactive Na-
tional Guard (sec. 512)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
513) that would provide temporary authority
for the Secretary of the Army and Secretary
of the Air Force to maintain an active status
and an inactive status list of members in the
inactive National Guard. The provision
would also authorize the transfer of officers
of the Army and Air National Guard from
the Selected Reserve to the inactive Na-
tional Guard and from the inactive National
Guard to the Selected Reserve.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 507) that would au-
thorize the transfer of officers of the Army
and Air National Guard from the Selected
Reserve to the inactive National Guard and
from the inactive National Guard to the Se-
lected Reserve during the period ending on
December 31, 2016.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Limitations on cancellations of deployment of
certain reserve component units and invol-
untary mobilications of certain Reserves
(sec. 513)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
511) that would require the service secre-
taries to provide at least 120 days advance
notice to reserve component units, and indi-
viduals not part of a unit, prior to an order
to active duty for deployment in connection
with a contingency operation, and 120 days
advance notice to such units if their deploy-
ments are canceled, postponed, or altered. In
the event such notice was not provided, the
provision would require the Secretary con-
cerned to report to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives explaining the reasons for
such failure.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 508) that would re-
quire the Secretary of Defense to personally
approve of any decision to cancel the deploy-
ment of a reserve component unit within 180
days of its scheduled deployment date when
an active-duty unit would be sent instead to
perform the same mission, and to notify the
congressional defense committees and gov-
ernors concerned whenever such a decision is
made.
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The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would add the
requirement for the service secretaries to
provide at least 120 days advance notice of an
involuntary mobilization of a member of a
reserve component who is not assigned to a
unit or who is to be mobilized apart from the
member’s unit. This requirement would
apply to individual members mobilized on or
after the date that is 120 days after the date
of enactment of this Act and would sunset on
the date of the completion of the withdrawal
of United States combat forces from Afghan-
istan.

Review of requirements and authorizations for
reserve component general and flag officers
in an active status (sec. 514)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
514) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to conduct a review of the general offi-
cer and flag officer requirements for mem-
bers of the reserve component in an active
status, and to submit a report to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and
the House of Representatives containing the
results of the review not later than 18
months 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.

Feasibility of establishing a unit of the National
Guard in American Samoa and in the Com-
monwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands
(sec. 515)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
515) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to conduct a study to determine the
feasibility of establishing a unit of the Na-
tional Guard in American Samoa and in the
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands.

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 on the feasibility of establishing a unit
of the National Guard in American Samoa
and in the Commonwealth of the Northern
Mariana Islands.

SUBTITLE C—GENERAL SERVICE AUTHORITIES
Provision of information under Transition As-

sistance Program about disability-related
employment and education protections (sec.
521)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
524) that would expand the training required
under the transition assistance program to
include information about disability-related
employment and education protections
available to service members and informa-
tion on eligibility for certain education as-
sistance programs administered by the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs. The provision
would also require the Secretary of Veterans
Affairs to submit a report to the Committees
on Veterans’ Affairs and the Committees on
Armed Services of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate assessing the feasibility
of providing certain transition assistance
program instruction at overseas locations.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would expand
transition assistance program training to in-
clude information on disability-related em-
ployment and education protections, but
would strike the rest of section 524 of the
House bill.

Medical examination requirements regarding
post-traumatic stress disorder or traumatic
brain injury before administrative separa-
tion (sec. 522)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
528) that would amend section 1177 of title 10,
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United States Code, to remove the exception
for proceedings under the Uniform Code of
Military Justice from the requirement for a
medical examination of certain members di-
agnosed with post-traumatic stress disorder
or traumatic brain injury, or who otherwise
reasonably alleges the influence of such a
condition.

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

The agreement includes a provision that
would amend section 1177 of title 10, United
States Code, to clarify that an administra-
tive separation in lieu of court-martial is an
administrative separation within the mean-
ing of this statute.

Establishment and use of consistent definition
of gender-neutral occupational standard for
military career designators (sec. 523)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
526) that would amend section 543 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1994 (Public Law 103-160) to establish a
congsistent definition of ‘‘gender-neutral oc-
cupational standard’ for use pursuant to the
requirements of that section.

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

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

Sense of Congress regarding the Women in Serv-
ice Implementation Plan (sec. 524)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
530D) that would express the sense of the
Congress that no later than September 2015
the service secretaries should develop, re-
view, and validate individual occupational
standards to assess and assign members of
the armed forces to units, including special
operation forces, and that they should com-
plete all assessments relating to the women
in service implementation review by Janu-
ary 1, 2016.

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

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

Provision of military service records to the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs in an electronic
format (sec. 525)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
597) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense, in consultation with the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs, to make specified records
of each member of the armed forces who was
discharged or released from the armed forces
on or after September 11, 2001, available to
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs in an elec-
tronic format.

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

The agreement includes a provision that
would require that the specified records of
service members discharged or released from
the armed forces on or after January 1, 2014,
be made available to the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs in an electronic format.

Review of Integrated Disability Evaluation Sys-
tem (sec. 526)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
521) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to conduct a review of the backlog of
pending reserve component cases in the Inte-
grated Disability Evaluation System (IDES)
and provide a description of the progress
being made to improve the tracking and visi-
bility of pending cases by both active duty
and reserve component members during each
phase or step of the IDES.

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, in consultation
with the Secretary of Veterans Affairs, to
conduct a review of the backlog of pending
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reserve component cases in the IDES and

provide a description of the progress being

made to improve the tracking and visibility
of pending cases by both active duty and re-
serve component members during each phase

or step of the IDES, to include when a mili-

tary treatment facility is assigned a packet

and pending case for action regarding a serv-
ice member and when a packet is at the Vet-
erans Tracking Application and Disability

Rating Activity Site of the Department of

Veterans Affairs.

SUBTITLE D—MILITARY JUSTICE MATTERS,
OTHER THAN SEXUAL ASSAULT PREVENTION
AND RESPONSE AND RELATED REFORMS

Modification of eligibility for appointment as
judge on the United States Court of Appeals
for the Armed Forces (sec. 531)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 561) that would
amend Article 142 of the Uniform Code of
Military Justice (section 942 of title 10,
United States Code) to authorize appoint-
ment of former commissioned officers of a
regular component of an armed force as
judges on the United States Court of Appeals
for the Armed Forces. However, these former
officers could not be appointed as a judge of
the court within 7 years after relief from ac-
tive duty.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes a provision that
would amend Article 142 of the Uniform Code
of Military Justice (section 942 of title 10,
United States Code) to provide that a person
may not be appointed as a judge of the court
within seven years after retirement from ac-
tive duty as a commissioned officer of a reg-
ular component of an armed force.
Enhancement of protection of rights of con-

science of members of the Armed Forces and
chaplains of such members (sec. 532)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
530) that would amend section 533 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239) (‘‘section 533)
to expand the required accommodation of
the moral and religious beliefs of service
members to include actions and speech, and
would limit disciplinary and administrative
action to those beliefs, actions, and speech
that cause actual harm to good order and
discipline.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 512) that would
amend section 533 to require the accommo-
dation of individual expressions of belief by
service members unless such expressions of
belief could have an adverse impact on mili-
tary readiness, unit cohesion, and good order
and discipline. The Senate provision would
also require that regulations implementing
section 533 be prescribed within 120 days of
enactment of this Act.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the regulations implementing section 533 be
prescribed within 90 days of the date of en-
actment of this Act.

Inspector General investigation of Armed Forces
compliance with regulations for the protec-
tion of rights of conscience of members of
the Armed Forces and their chaplains (sec.
533)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 513) that would re-
quire the Department of Defense Inspector
General (DOD IG) to assess and report to the
congressional defense committees on the
compliance of the Department of Defense
with regulations promulgated under section
533 of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239),
within 180 days of promulgation. The provi-
sion would also require the DOD IG to inves-
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tigate the Department’s and the services’

compliance with those regulations with re-

spect to adverse personnel actions within 18

months of promulgating the regulations.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would strike
the first report required within 180 days of
the regulatory promulgation.

Survey of military chaplains views on Depart-
ment of Defense policy regarding chaplain
prayers outside of religious services (sec.
534)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
529) that would amend sections 3547, 4337,
6031, 8547, and 9337 of title 10, United States
Code, to provide that a chaplain, if called
upon to lead a prayer outside of a religious
service, had the prerogative to close such
prayer according to the traditions, expres-
sions, and religious exercises of that chap-
lain’s endorsing faith group.

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

The agreement includes a provision that
would require the Secretary of Defense to
conduct a survey of military chaplains to as-
sess whether restrictions placed on prayers
offered in public or non-religious settings
have prevented them from exercising the te-
nets of their faith as prescribed by their en-
dorsing faith group, and whether those re-
strictions have had an adverse impact on
their ability to fulfill their duties to min-
ister to members of the armed forces and
their families.

SUBTITLE E—MEMBER EDUCATION AND TRAINING

Additional requirements for approval of edu-
cational programs for purposes of certain
educational assistance under laws adminis-
tered by the Secretary of Defense (sec. 541)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
567) that would place limitations on when
educational assistance may be used to pur-
sue civilian certifications and licenses, and
would authorize the use of various edu-
cational assistance benefits under the ad-
ministration of the Secretary of Defense to
pursue civilian certifications and licenses.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 524) that would es-
tablish a new section 2006a of title 10, United
States Code, to require that educational in-
stitutions participating in certain Depart-
ment of Defense education assistance pro-
grams enter into and comply with program
participation agreements under title IV of
the Higher Education Act, and to meet cer-
tain other standards. The provision would
authorize the Secretary of Defense to waive
these requirements in certain cases.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would modify
the conditions under which the Secretary
may authorize education assistance for pro-
grams that do not meet the standards speci-
fied in the provision.

Enhancement of mechanisms to correlate skills
and training for military occupational spe-
cialties with skills and training required for
civilian certifications and licenses (sec. 542)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
566) that would require the service secre-
taries to make information on civilian
credentialing opportunities available to
members of the armed forces during all
stages of their military occupational spe-
cialty training. The provision would also re-
quire the service secretaries to provide infor-
mation on military course training cur-
ricula, syllabi, and materials, levels of mili-
tary advancement attained, and professional
skills developed by service members, to civil-
ian credentialing agencies, for the purposes
of the administration of education benefits



H7910

under the purview of the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 525) that
would require the information on course ma-
terials, levels of military advancement at-
tained, and professional skills to be provided
to entities approved by the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs, or by state approving agencies,
in addition to civilian credentialing agen-
cies.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Report on the Troops to Teachers program (sec.
543)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
570) 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 March 1, 2014, a
report on the Troops to Teachers program
that includes an evaluation of whether: (1)
there is a need to broaden eligibility to allow
service members and veterans without a
bachelor’s degree admission into the pro-
gram and whether the program can be
strengthened, and (2) a pilot program should
be established to demonstrate the potential
benefit of an institution-based award for
troops to teachers.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 527) that would ex-
press the sense of the Senate to strongly
urge the Secretary of Defense to ensure that
the Troops to Teachers program is a priority
of the Nation’s commitment to the higher
education of members of the armed forces,
and to provide funds to the Troops to Teach-
ers program in order to help separating
members of the armed forces and veterans
who wish to transition into a teaching ca-
reer.

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

Secretary of Defense report on feasibility of re-
quiring automatic operation of current pro-
hibition on accrual of interest on direct stu-
dent loans of certain members of the Armed
Forces (sec. 544)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
570A) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit a report to Congress within
90 days assessing the feasibility of automati-
cally applying the prohibition on accrual of
interest on student loans for certain de-
ployed service members, and how the Depart-
ment would implement such automatic ap-
plication.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment to require the re-
port within 180 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act.

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. 551)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
571) that would authorize $20.0 million for
continuation of the Department of Defense
(DOD) assistance program to local edu-
cational agencies (LEAs) that are impacted
by the enrollment of dependent children of
military members and DOD civilian employ-
ees. The provision would also authorize $5.0
million for assistance to LEAs with signifi-
cant changes in enrollment of school-aged
dependents of military members and civilian
employees due to base closures, force struc-
ture changes, or force relocations.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 571) that would au-
thorize $25.0 million for the assistance pro-
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gram to LEAs impacted by the enrollment of
dependent children of military members and
civilian employees.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Impact aid for children with severe disabilities
(sec. 552)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 572) that would au-
thorize $5.0 million in defense-wide operation
and maintenance for impact aid payments
for children with disabilities under section
8003(d) of the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7703(d)),
using the formula set forth in section 363 of
the Floyd D. Spence National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2001 (Public
Law 106-398), for continuation of Department
of Defense assistance to local educational
agencies that benefit eligible dependents
with severe disabilities.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes this provision.

Treatment of tuition payments received for vir-
tual elementary and secondary education
component of Department of Defense edu-
cation program (sec. 553)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
573) that would amend section 2164(1) of title
10, United States Code, to allow the Sec-
retary of Defense to retain the tuition pay-
ments made by participants in the Depart-
ment of Defense virtual elementary and sec-
ondary education programs. The retained
tuition would be used to provide support for
the virtual education programs authorized
by section 2164(1).

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

The agreement includes this provision.
Family support programs for immediate family

members of members of the Armed Forces as-
signed to special operations forces (sec. 554)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
564) that would authorize the Commander,
U.S. Special Operations Command, to con-
duct up to three pilot programs to assess the
feasibility and benefits of providing family
support activities for the immediate family
members of the armed forces assigned to spe-
cial operations forces. The provision would
require that family support programs pro-
vided under the pilot not duplicate those
family support programs being provided by
the secretary of a military department. The
provision would limit authorization for any
program conducted under the pilot to fiscal
years 2014 through 2016, and limit to $5.0 mil-
lion the amount that may be spent on the
pilot programs in a fiscal year. The provision
would also require the Commander, U.S. Spe-
cial Operations Command, to provide a re-
port to the congressional defense commit-
tees within 180 days of the completion of a
program conducted under this pilot.

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 Commander, U.S. Special Operations
Command, to conduct up to three pilot pro-
grams to assess the feasibility and benefits
of providing family support activities for the
immediate family members of the armed
forces assigned to special operations forces.
In selecting and conducting any pilot pro-
gram, the Commander would be required to
coordinate with the Under Secretary of De-
fense for Personnel and Readiness. The
amendment would require that family sup-
port programs provided under the pilot not
duplicate those family support programs
being provided by the secretary of a military
department. The amendment would limit au-
thorization for any program conducted under
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the pilot to fiscal years 2014 through 2016,

and limit to $5.0 million the amount that

may be spent on the pilot programs in a fis-
cal year. The amendment would also require
the Commander, U.S. Special Operations

Command, in coordination with the Under

Secretary of Defense for Personnel and Read-

iness, to provide a detailed report to the con-

gressional defense committees within 180

days of the completion of a program con-

ducted under this pilot.

Sense of Congress on parental rights of members
of the armed forces in child custody deter-
minations (sec. 555)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
552) 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 service member, 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 a child.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 1053) that would ex-
press the sense of the Senate that State
courts should not consider military deploy-
ment as the sole factor in determining child
custody in a State court proceeding involv-
ing a parent who is a member of the armed
forces. The best interest of the child should
always prevail in custody cases, but mem-
bers of the armed forces should not lose cus-
tody of their children based solely upon serv-
ice to our country.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would make it
a sense of Congress.

SUBTITLE G—DECORATIONS AND AWARDS

Repeal of limitation on number of Medals of
Honor that may be awarded to the same
member of the Armed Forces (sec. 561)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
582) that would amend sections 3744, 6247, and
8744 of title 10, United States Code, to au-
thorize the award of more than one Medal of
Honor to a person whose subsequent acts jus-
tify an additional award.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Standardization of time-limits for recommending
and awarding Medal of Honor, Distin-
guished-Service Cross, Navy Cross, Air
Force Cross, and Distinguished-Service
Medal (sec. 562)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
583) that would amend sections 3744 and 8744
of title 10, United States Code, to require
that recommendations for the award of the
Medal of Honor, Distinguished Service Cross,
Air Force Cross, or Distinguished Service
Medal for members of the Army and Air
Force be made within 3 years and that the
award be made within 5 years after the date
of the act justifying the award.

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

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Recodification and revision of Army, Navy, Air
Force, and Coast Guard Medal of Honor roll
requirements (sec. 563)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
584) that would amend chapter 57 of title 10,
United States Code, to establish a roll des-
ignated as the ‘‘Army, Navy, Air Force, and
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Coast Guard Medal of Honor Roll” and re-
quire the service secretaries to record on
this roll the name of each person who has
been awarded a Medal of Honor. The provi-
sion would also amend section 1562 of title
38, United States Code, to provide for the
automatic enrollment and payment of the
special pension to living Medal of Honor re-
cipients.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 582).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Prompt replacement of military decorations (sec.
564)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
590B) that would amend section 1135 of title
10, United States Code, to require service
secretaries, upon receipt of a request for the
replacement of a military decoration, to en-
sure that: (1) all actions to be taken with re-
spect to the request, including verification
of the service record of the recipient of the
military decoration, are completed within
one year; and (2) the replacement military
decoration is mailed to the person requesting
the replacement military decoration within
60 days after the verification of the service
record. The provision would also require an
annual report on compliance with this re-
quirement

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
mailing of the replacement military decora-
tion within 90 days of verification of the
service record and that would delete the re-
quirement for an annual report.

Review of eligibility for, and award of, Purple
Heart to victims of the attacks at recruiting
station in Little Rock, Arkansas, and at
Fort Hood, Texas (sec. 565)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
585) that would require the award of the Pur-
ple Heart to the victims of the attacks that
occurred at the recruiting station in Little
Rock, Arkansas on June 1, 2009, and at Fort
Hood, Texas on November 5, 2009.

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

The agreement includes a provision that
would require the service secretary con-
cerned to review the circumstances of and
available evidence pertaining to the attacks
at the recruiting station in Little Rock, Ar-
kansas, and at Fort Hood, Texas; to award
the Purple Heart to victims of those attacks
determined pursuant to that review to be eli-
gible for the award; and to report to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives within 180
days of the date of enactment of this Act on
the results of that review. The included pro-
vision would also require the Secretary of
Defense to review the eligibility criteria for
the Purple Heart to establish the actions or
conditions for which the Purple Heart shall
be awarded to a member of an armed force
who has been wounded in such action. The
included provision would require the Sec-
retary to report to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives within 180 days of the
date of enactment of this Act on the results
of that review, including any recommenda-
tions for change to the Purple Heart criteria
the Secretary considers appropriate.

Authorization for award of the Medal of Honor
to former members of the Armed Forces pre-
viously recommended for award of the
Medal of Honor (sec. 566)

The agreement includes a provision that
would amend section 552(e) of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2002 (Public Law 107-107), to authorize the
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award of the Medal of Honor to veterans of
the armed forces who, although they were
not Jewish-American or Hispanic-American
war veterans, were recommended for award
of the Medal of Honor as a result of the re-
quired review of service records of certain

Jewish-American war veterans and Hispanic-

American war veterans.

Authorization for award of the Medal of Honor
for acts of valor during the Vietnam War
(sec. 567)

The agreement includes a provision that
would authorize the President to award the
Medal of Honor to Sergeant First Class
Bennie G. Adkins, United States Army, and
to Specialist Four Donald P. Sloat, United
States Army, for acts of valor during the
Vietnam War.

Authorization for award of the Distinguished
Service Cross for acts of valor during the
Korean and Vietnam Wars (sec. 568)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
588) that would authorize the Secretary of
the Army to award the Distinguished Service
Cross to Sergeant First Class Robert F.
Keiser for acts of valor during the Korean
War.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 583) and a
provision (sec. 584) that would authorize the
Secretary of the Army to award the Distin-
guished Service Cross to Patrick N. Watkins,
Jr., for acts of valor during the Vietnam
War.

The agreement includes a provision that
would authorize the Secretary of the Army
to award the Distinguished Service Cross to
Sergeant First Class Robert F. Keiser for
acts of valor during the Korean War; to Pat-
rick N. Watkins, Jr., for acts of valor during
the Vietnam War; and to Specialist Four
Robert L. Towles for acts of valor during the
Vietnam War.

Authorization for award of the Medal of Honor
to First Lieutenant Alonzo H. Cushing for
acts of valor during the Civil War (sec. 569)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
590C) that would authorize the President to
award the Medal of Honor to then First Lieu-
tenant Alonzo H. Cushing for acts of valor
during the Civil War, effective upon receipt
by the Committees on Armed Services of the
Senate and the House of Representatives of a
report providing information on the process
and materials used by review boards for the
consideration of Medal of Honor rec-
ommendations for acts of heroism that oc-
curred during the Civil War.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would remove
the requirement for receipt of the report as
the report has already been received by the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives.

SUBTITLE H—OTHER STUDIES, REVIEWS,
POLICIES, AND REPORTS

Report on feasibility of expanding performance
evaluation reports to include 360-degree as-
sessment approach (sec. 571)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
563) that would require service secretaries to
develop an assessment program modeled
after the current Department of the Army
Multi-Source Assessment and Feedback Pro-
gram, known as the ‘‘360-degree approach,’”’
and would require the Secretary of Defense
to submit to Congress, not later than 90 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, a re-
port containing the results of an assessment
of the feasibility of including the 360-degree
approach as part of the performance evalua-
tion reports.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.
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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 the House of Rep-
resentatives, not later than 180 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, a report
containing the results of an assessment of
the feasibility of including a 360-degree as-
sessment approach as part of performance
evaluation reports.

Report on Department of Defense personnel
policies regarding members of the Armed
Forces with HIV or Hepatitis B (sec. 572)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
550F) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to submit to Congress a report on the
use of the Uniform Code of Military Justice,
the Manual for Courts-Martial, and related
policies, punitive articles, and regulations
with regard to service members living with
or at risk of contracting HIV.

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

The agreement includes a provision that
would require the Secretary of Defense to
submit, not later than 180 days after the date
of enactment of this Act, a report to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives on Depart-
ment of Defense personnel policies regarding
members of the armed forces infected with
human immunodeficiency virus or Hepatitis
B. The report shall include an assessment of
whether the policies reflect an evidence-
based, medically accurate understanding of
how these conditions are contracted, how
they can be transmitted to others, and the
risk of transmission.

Policy on military recruitment and enlistment of
graduates of secondary schools (sec. 573)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
530G) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to implement a means for ensuring
that graduates of a secondary school, includ-
ing graduates who receive diplomas from
secondary schools that are legally operating
or who otherwise complete a program of sec-
ondary education in compliance with state
law, are required to meet the same standard
of any test, assessment, or screening tool
used to identify persons for recruitment and
enlistment in the armed forces.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Comptroller General report on use of determina-
tion of personality disorder or adjustment
disorder as basis to separate members from
the Armed Forces (sec. 574)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
530H) that would require the Comptroller
General of the United States, not later than
180 days after the date of enactment of this
Act, to submit to the Committees on Armed
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives a report evaluating: (1) the use
by the secretaries of the military depart-
ments, since January 1, 2007, of the authority
to separate members due to unfitness for
duty because of a mental condition not
amounting to disability, including separa-
tion on the basis of a personality disorder or
adjustment disorder and the number of mem-
bers separated on such basis; (2) the extent
to which the secretaries failed to comply
with regulatory requirements in separating
members of the armed forces on the basis of
a personality or adjustment disorder; and (3)
the impact of such a separation on the abil-
ity of veterans so separated to access serv-
ice-connected disability compensation, dis-
ability severance pay, and disability retire-
ment pay.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained no similar provision.
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The agreement includes the House 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
not later than one year after the date of en-
actment of this Act.

SUBTITLE I—OTHER MATTERS

Accounting for members of the armed forces and
Department of Defense civilian employees
listed as missing and related reports (sec.
581)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 591) that would
amend section 1501 of title 10, United States
Code, to require the Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary of Defense for Prisoner of War/Missing
Personnel Affairs to conduct periodic brief-
ings for families of missing persons on De-
partment activities to account for those per-
sons.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense
for Prisoner of War/Missing Personnel Af-
fairs to disseminate appropriate information
on the status of missing persons to author-
ized family members. The provision would
also require the Secretary of Defense, by no
later than 180 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, to submit a report to the
appropriate committees of the Senate and
the House of Representatives detailing cer-
tain statistical data relative to the recovery
of remains of missing service members from
various conflicts, including those that re-
main missing, and a report assessing the or-
ganization of the prisoner of war/missing in
action accounting community, including
command and control over its constituent
elements, whether certain of those elements
should be reorganized, moved, or consoli-
dated, and how the Secretary will ensure
greater oversight of the community.

Expansion of privileged information authorities
to debriefing reports of certain recovered
persons who were never placed in a missing
status (sec. 582)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 592) that would
amend sections 1506 and 1513 of title 10,
United States Code, to include as privileged
information, for the purposes of personnel
files maintained under the system for ac-
counting for missing persons, any survival,
evasion, resistance, and escape debriefing re-
ports by certain persons returned to United
States control under a promise of confiden-
tiality.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Revision of specified senior military colleges to
reflect consolidation of North Georgia Col-
lege and State University and Gainesville
State College (sec. 583)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
591) that would amend section 211la(f) of
title 10, United States Code, to reflect the
name change of North Georgia College and
State University to The University of North
Georgia.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 528).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Review of security of military installations, in-
cluding barracks, temporary lodging facili-
ties, and multi-family residences (sec. 584)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
565) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to conduct a review of security meas-
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ures on military installations, specifically
with regard to barracks and multi-family
housing units on military installations, for
the purpose of ensuring the safety of mem-
bers of the armed forces and their depend-
ents who reside on military installations,
and to submit a report containing the results
of the review to Congress not later than 90
days after the date of enactment of this Act.

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

The agreement includes a provision that
would require the Secretary of Defense to
conduct a review of security measures on
military installations, specifically with re-
gard to access to barracks, temporary lodg-
ing facilities, and multi-family housing units
on military installations, for the purpose of
ensuring the safety of members of the armed
forces and their dependents who reside on
military installations, and to submit a re-
port containing the results of the review to
Congress not later than 180 days after the
date of enactment of this Act.

We intend for the Secretary’s review to
consider a wide range of access and security
issues, including but not limited to issues re-
garding sexual assault prevention and re-
sponse. We expect the Secretary to take into
consideration the findings of the three re-
views of security measures at U.S. military
installations worldwide by the Department
of the Navy, the Department of Defense, and
the independent panel following the shooting
at the Washington Navy Yard.

Authority to enter into concessions contracts at
Army National Military Cemeteries (sec. 585)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
592) that would authorize the Secretary of
the Army to enter into concession contracts
for transportation, interpretative, and other
services in support of visitors at Arlington
National Cemetery and the United States
Soldiers’ and Airmen’s Home National Ceme-
tery. This section would also require that
each concession contract ensure the protec-
tion, dignity, and solemnity of the cemetery
at which services are provided. Furthermore,
the section would prohibit the Secretary of
the Army from instituting a concession con-
tract for operation of the gift shop at Arling-
ton National Cemetery without subsequent
authorization. In providing for transpor-
tation services at Arlington National Ceme-
tery, the provision directs the Secretary of
the Army to ensure that service provides
visitors with access to the Custis Lee Man-
sion.

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

The agreement contains the provision with
a technical amendment.

Military salute during recitation of pledge of al-
legiance by members of the Armed Forces
not in uniform and by veterans (sec. 586)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
596) that would amend section 4 of title 4,
United States Code, to authorize members of
the armed forces not in uniform and veterans
to render the military salute in the manner
provided for persons in uniform.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Improved climate assessments and dissemination
of results (sec. 587)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
562) that would direct the Secretary of De-
fense to ensure that the results of command
climate assessments are provided to the rel-
evant individual commander and to the next
higher level of command; require service sec-
retaries to include in the performance eval-
uation of commanders a designated form
where senior commanders can indicate
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whether the commander has conducted the
required climate assessments; require the In-
spector General of the Department of De-
fense to develop a system to track whether
commanders are conducting command cli-
mate assessments; and require unit com-
manders to develop a compliance report that
includes a comprehensive overview of the
concerns that unit members expressed in cli-
mate assessments, data showing how leader-
ship is perceived in the unit, and a detailed
strategic plan on how leadership plans to ad-
dress the expressed concerns.

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 ensure that the
results of command climate assessments are
provided to the relevant individual com-
mander and to the next higher level of com-
mand; require service secretaries to include
in the performance evaluation of com-
manders a statement by the commander re-
garding whether the commander has con-
ducted the required command climate as-
sessments; and require that the failure of a
commander to conduct the required com-
mand climate assessments be noted in the
commander’s performance evaluation.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED

Designation of state student cadet corps as De-
partment of Defense youth organizations

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
516) that would amend section 508(d) of title
32, United States Code, to add to the list of
youth and charitable organizations eligible
to receive certain services from the National
Guard any state student cadet corps author-
ized under state law.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
National Guard Youth ChalleNGe Program

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 509) that would
amend section 509 of title 32, United States
Code, to require the Secretary of Defense to
use the National Guard to conduct the Na-
tional Guard Youth ChalleNGe Program, and
require the Chief of the National Guard Bu-
reau to conduct the program in such states
as the Chief considers appropriate, to pre-
scribe the standards and procedures for se-
lecting program participants, and to submit
a report to Congress annually on the pro-
gram.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include the provi-
sion.

Authority for joint professional military edu-
cation phase II instruction and credit to be
offered and awarded through senior-level
course of School of Advanced Military Stud-
ies of the United States Army Command and
General Staff College

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 521) that would
amend section 2151(b) of title 10, United
States Code, to authorize the School of Ad-
vanced Military Studies senior-level course
at the Army Command and General Staff
College to offer joint professional military
education (JPME) phase II instruction and
credit.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the conference report to ac-
company the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239)
recommended that JPME II credit for par-
ticipation in the senior-level course of the
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School of Advanced Military Studies of the
United States Army Command and General
Staff College be awarded through the Army
War College. This is a senior service college
level course and attendance is determined
through the selection process for Senior
Service College. We direct the Army to work
with the Middle States Commission on High-
er Learning to designate the School of Ad-
vanced Military Studies to be an additional
location of study for the U.S. Army War Col-
lege in order to award JPME II credit to stu-
dents who successfully complete this course.

Authority for Uniformed Services University of
the Health Sciences to support under-
graduate and other medical education and
training programs for military medical per-
sonnel

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 522) that would
amend sections 2112(a) and 2113 of title 10,
United States Code, to provide greater flexi-
bility to the Secretary of Defense, through
the Uniformed Services University of the
Health Sciences (USUHS), to access federal
resources outside of the National Capital Re-
gion and to enable the USUHS to grant un-
dergraduate degrees, certificates, and certifi-
cations in addition to advanced degrees.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We believe that further analysis and re-
view of the authorities and support that may
be necessary to allow the Medical Education
and Training Campus (METC), the tri-service
medical training center in San Antonio,
Texas, to upgrade its health education pro-
grams is required. We understand that the
Assistant Secretary of Defense for Health Af-
fairs has established a working group to ad-
dress several of these issues.

We direct the Secretary of Defense to ex-
pand this working group to include the Di-
rector of Training Readiness and Strategy of
the Department of Defense, and other appro-
priate representatives outside of the health
communities that may be impacted, to de-
velop a consensus on a way forward that
meets the needs of the services and the serv-
ice members in a cost-efficient manner. We
will await the results of such a consensus be-
fore considering expanding authorities to
various organizations to support the METC.

Command responsibility and accountability for
remains of members of the Army, Navy, Air
Force, and Marine Corps who die outside
the United States

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
523) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense, within 60 days of enactment of this
Act, to take such steps as necessary to en-
sure that there is continuous, designated
military command responsibility and ac-
countability for the care, handling, and
transportation of the remains of each de-
ceased member of the armed services who
dies outside the United States.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We expect the Department of Defense and
the military services to ensure the effective
exercise of command oversight over the
process of returning the remains of service
members to their families.

Expansion of eligibility for associate degree pro-
grams under the Community College of the
Air Force

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 523) that would
amend section 9315(b) of title 10, United
States Code, to authorize the Community
College of the Air Force to award associate
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degrees to enlisted members of armed forces
other than the Air Force who participate in
joint-service medical training and education
or instructors in such joint-service medical
training and education.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We believe that further analysis and re-
view of the authorities and support is re-
quired before the Medical Education and
Training Campus (METC), the tri-Service
medical training center in San Antonio,
Texas, upgrades its health education pro-
grams. We understand that the Assistant
Secretary of Defense for Health Affairs has
established a working group to address sev-
eral of these issues.

We direct the Secretary of Defense to ex-
pand the working group to include represent-
atives from the Department’s Office of Tran-
sition Assistance and other appropriate rep-
resentatives outside of the health commu-
nities that may be impacted to develop a
plan that meets the needs of the Services
and the service members in a cost-efficient
manner. We will await the completion of the
plan before authorizing additional authori-
ties for the various organizations that sup-
port the METC.

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

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
525) that would amend chapter 79 and sec-
tions 1034 and 1552 of title 10, United States
Code, to revise procedures for judicial review
of final military personnel decisions relating
to correction of military records.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Coverage of military occupational specialties re-
lating to military information technology
under pilot program on receipt of civilian
credentials for skills required for military
occupational specialties

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 526) that would re-
quire that the military occupational special-
ties designated for the purposes of the pilot
program on receipt of civilian credentials
authorized by section 558 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012
(Public Law 112-81) include those specialties
relating to the military information tech-
nology workforce.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Report on data and information collected in
connection with Department of Defense re-
view of laws, policies, and regulations re-
stricting service of female members of the
Armed Forces

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
530C) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to provide the Committees on Armed
Services of the House of Representatives and
the Senate a report containing the specific
results and data produced during the re-
search programs, tests, surveys, consultant
reports, assessments, and similar projects
conducted in support of the requirement in
section 535 of the Ike Skelton National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011
(Public Law 111-383) to review laws, policies,
and regulations restricting the service of fe-
male members of the armed forces.

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 the Department of Defense
has provided the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives RAND’s 2012 technical report
entitled ‘A New Look at Gender and Minor-
ity Differences in Officer Career Progression
in the Military’’ prepared for the Office of
the Secretary of Defense as part of the re-
view required by section 535 of the Ike Skel-
ton National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2011.

Meetings with respect to religious liberty

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
530E) that would require the Department of
Defense to provide to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives advance written notice of
any meeting held between Department em-
ployees and civilians for the purpose of writ-
ing, revising, implementing, enforcing, or
seeking advice, input, or counsel regarding
military policy related to religious liberty.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We believe the Department and the mili-
tary services should proactively reach out to
and meet with religious groups of all faiths
when formulating and revising policies that
impact religious freedom and tolerance with-
in the military. We are becoming increas-
ingly concerned over reports that the De-
partment and the services appear more re-
sponsive to some religious groups and inter-
ests than others. The Department and the
services must be proactive in their efforts to
overcome this perception and to ensure the
fairness and equity of policies and regula-
tions that address the religious liberty of
service members and their families.

Proof of period of military service for purposes
of interest rate limitation under the
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
530F) that would amend section 207 of the
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act (50 U.S.C.
App. 527) to expand the ways in which a serv-
icemember may prove a period of military
service for the purposes of the interest rate
limitation under that Act.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Military Hazing Prevention Oversight Panel

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
550C) that would establish the Military Haz-
ing Prevention Oversight Panel to provide
recommendations to the service secretaries
on the development of policies, programs,
and procedures to prevent and respond to
hazing in the armed forces.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that section 534 of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2013, Public Law 112-239, required the Serv-
ices, along with the Coast Guard, to review
the treatment of hazing and report the re-
sults of the reviews to the appropriate con-
gressional committees. As a result of the re-
view, the Marine Corps revised its hazing
policy on May 20, 2013, to prohibit all forms
of hazing. The Army established a Hazing
Policy Assessment Team to review all hazing
cases from 2006 through 2013, and the Navy
established the Office of Hazing Prevention.

In addition, the Services are either track-
ing or in the process of tracking hazing inci-
dents, and are continuing efforts to address
prevention of hazing in their force. We un-
derstand that the Joint Service Committee
on Military Justice recommended changes to
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specifically address hazing under the Uni-
form Code of Military Justice (UCMJ). We
expect the Department of Defense, and the
Department of Homeland Security for the
Coast Guard, to continue to monitor this
issue to ensure that the recommended
changes to the UCMJ are implemented, and
that all the Services have the ability to
track hazing incidents within their Service.

Department of Defense recognition of spouses of
members of the Armed Forces who serve in
combat zones

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5561) that would amend chapter 57 of title 10,
United States Code, to require the design of
a spouse-of-a-combat-veteran lapel button,
approved by the Secretary of Defense, to
identify and recognize the spouse of a mem-
ber of the armed forces who is serving or has
served in a combat zone for a period of more
than 30 days.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that section 901(b) of title 36,
United States Code, authorizes the wearing
of a service lapel button approved by the
Secretary of Defense by the immediate fam-
ily of an individual serving in the armed
forces of the United States during any period
of war or hostilities in which the armed
forces of the United States are engaged.

Treatment of relocation of members of the
Armed Forces for active duty for purposes of
mortgage refinancing

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

5563) that would amend the Servicemembers

Civil Relief Act (50 U.S.C. App. 501 et seq.) to

authorize a service member to refinance a

principal residence in circumstances where

the service member was unable to continue
residing in the residence by virtue of receiv-
ing permanent change of station orders, or

when deployed or mobilized in support of a

military operation for a period of at least 18

months.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Transition of members of the Armed Forces and
their families from military to civilian life

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
5565) that would express the sense of the Con-
gress on the role of federal and State govern-
ments in ensuring a seamless transition back
to civilian life for service members and their
families.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We believe that members of the armed
forces and their families make great sac-
rifices on behalf of the country, and their
transition from military to civilian life
should be as seamless as possible by pro-
viding them opportunities to earn civilian
occupational credentials and licenses. State
and local governments and industries should
streamline methods for assessing the equiva-
lency of military training and experience,
and accelerate occupational and professional
licensure and certifications for members and
spouses. Further, we believe that private em-
ployers should, to the extent practicable, do
their utmost to educate and inform their
managers, supervisors, and human resource
departments on the advantages of hiring
qualified veterans who have service-con-
nected permanent total disabilities, as well
as qualified surviving spouses of service
members killed in action.

We note that the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public Law
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112-81) required the Department of Defense
to carry out a pilot program to assess the
feasibility and advisability of permitting en-
listed members of the armed forces to obtain
civilian credentialing or licensing for skills
required for military occupational special-
ties or qualification for duty specialty codes.
The Department recently successfully com-
pleted the initial phase which had selected
five civilian occupations for the pilot, which
included aircraft mechanics, automotive me-
chanics, healthcare support, logistics and
supply, and truck drivers. These occupations
were chosen because the labor market out-
look projects medium to high wages, high
employment, and significant growth for ci-
vilian jobs in these occupations. As a result
of the initial results, the Department rec-
ommends continuing and expanding the pilot
program, expanding credentialing opportuni-
ties to military occupational codes in law
enforcement, and including greater partici-
pation by the reserve components as well as
wounded, ill, or injured service members.

Mortgage protection for members of the Armed
Forces, surviving spouses, and certain vet-
erans and other improvements to the
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
566) that would amend the Servicemembers
Civil Relief Act (560 U.S.C. App. 501 et seq.) to
enhance mortgage protections under that
Act for service members, surviving spouses,
and certain veterans.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Department of Defense recognition of depend-
ents of members of the Armed Forces who
serve in combat zones

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
557) that would amend chapter 57 of title 10,
United States Code, to require the design of
a dependent-of-a-combat-veteran lapel but-
ton, approved by the Secretary of Defense, to
identify and recognize the dependent of a
member of the armed forces who is serving
or has served in a combat zone for a period
of more than 30 days.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that section 901(b) of title 36,
United States Code, authorizes the wearing
of a service lapel button approved by the
Secretary of Defense by the immediate fam-
ily of an individual serving in the armed
forces of the United States during any period
of war or hostilities in which the armed
forces of the United States are engaged.
Inclusion of Freely Associated States within

scope of Junior Reserve Officers’ Training
Corps Program

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
561) that would amend section 2031(a) of title
10, United States Code, to authorize the Sec-
retary of a military department to establish
and maintain a unit of the Junior Reserve
Officers’ Training Corps at a secondary edu-
cation institution in the Freely Associated
States.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Requirement to continue provision of tuition as-
sistance for members of the Armed Forces

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
568) that would require the service secre-
taries to fund tuition assistance programs at
appropriated levels for fiscal year 2014.

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

The agreement does not include the provi-
sion.
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Internet access for members of the Army, Navy,
Air Force, and Marine Corps serving in
combat zones

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
569) that would require the secretaries of the
military departments to ensure that mem-
bers of the armed forces deployed in an area
for which imminent danger pay or hazardous
duty pay is authorized have reasonable ac-
cess to the Internet.

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.
572) that would authorize the Secretary of
Defense to make grants to non-profit organi-
zations that provide services to improve the
academic achievement of military dependent
students, including those organizations
whose programs focus on improving the civic
responsibility of military dependent stu-
dents and their understanding of the Federal
Government through direct exposure to gov-
ernment operations.

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

The agreement does not include the provi-
sion.

Fraudulent representations about receipt of
military decorations or medals

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
581) that would amend title 18, United States
Code, to make fraudulently claiming to be a
recipient of certain decorations or medals
with the intent to obtain money, property,
or other tangible benefits a crime.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that this provision has already
been enacted in the Stolen Valor Act of 2013
(Public Law 113-12).

Retroactive award of Army Combat Action
Badge

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
586) 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.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

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.
587) that would require the Secretary of the
Navy to submit a report on the Navy review,
findings, and actions pertaining to the Medal
of Honor nomination of Sergeant Rafael
Peralta to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Required gold content for Medal of Honor

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
589) that would require the metal content of
the Medal of Honor to be 90 percent gold and
10 percent alloy.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.
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Consideration of Silver Star Award nominations

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
590) that would require the Secretary of the
Army to consider the nominations for the
Silver Star Award, as previously submitted,

for retired Master Sergeants Michael
McElhiney, Ronnie Raikes, Gilbert
Magallanes, and Staff Sergeant Wesley
McGirr.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We are aware of the errors contained in the
Valor Awards Database established by the
Department of Defense in July 2012. These
errors led to confusion regarding individuals
whose names appear on the database as hav-
ing earned a particular award for valor but
have never received such award. We expect
the Department of Defense and the military
services to review their procedures for vali-
dating the information contained in the
Valor Awards Database to eliminate the pos-
sibility of clerical errors in the future.
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.
590A) that would require the Secretary of the
Army to submit to the Committee on Armed
Services of the House of Representatives a
report pertaining to the Medal of Honor
nomination of Captain William L. Albracht.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Commission on Military Behavioral Health and
Disciplinary Issues

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
593) that would establish a commission to
study whether the Department of Defense
mechanisms for disciplinary action ade-
quately address the impact of service-con-
nected mental disorders and traumatic brain
injury on the basis for the disciplinary ac-
tion.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Commission on Service to the Nation

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
594) that would establish the Commission on
Service to the Nation to study the effect of
warfare on service members, their families,
and their communities; the outgoing experi-
ence and transition between military and ci-
vilian life; and the gaps between the military
and those Americans who do not participate
directly in the military community.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Not later than 60 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Comptroller General
of the United States shall provide to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives a com-
prehensive listing of Department of Defense
and Department of Veterans Affairs pro-
grams that address (1) the effect of warfare,
focusing on recent wars and conflicts, on
members of the armed forces, the families of
members of the armed forces, and the com-
munities of members of the armed forces; (2)
the outgoing experience and transition be-
tween military and civilian life; and (3) the
gaps between the military and those Ameri-
cans who do not participate directly in the
military community.

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.
598) that would express the sense of Congress
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that the remains of service members killed
at Thurston Island, Antarctica should be re-
covered and repatriated.

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

The agreement does not include the provi-
sion.

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER
PERSONNEL BENEFITS

SUBTITLE A—PAY AND ALLOWANCES

Ezxtension of authority to provide temporary in-
crease in rates of basic allowance for hous-
ing under certain circumstances (sec. 601)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
601) that would extend for 1 year the author-
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. 603).

The agreement includes this provision.

Recognition of additional means by which mem-
bers of the National Guard called into Fed-
eral service for a period of 30 days or less
may initially report for duty for entitlement
to basic pay (sec. 602)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
602) that would amend section 204(c) of title
37, United States Code, to provide additional
means by which members of the National
Guard called into federal service for a period
of 30 days or less may become entitled to
basic pay by including the date on which a
member contacts their unit through author-
ized telephonic or electronic means.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 602) that would re-
peal section 204(c) of title 37, United States
Code.

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

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, reimburse-
ment of travel expenses for inactive-duty
training outside of normal commuting dis-
tance, and income replacement for reserve
component members experiencing extended
and frequent mobilization for active duty
service.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 611).

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-
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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
and bonus authorities for officers, and spe-
cial bonus and incentive pay authorities for
officers in health professions. The provision
would also extend for 1 year the authority to
pay hazardous duty pay, assignment or spe-
cial duty pay, skill incentive pay or pro-
ficiency bonus, and retention incentives for
members qualified in critical military skills
or assigned to high priority units.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 614).

The agreement includes this provision.

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, assignment incentive pay, the reen-
listment bonus for active members, the en-
listment bonus, the accession bonus for new
officers in critical skills, the incentive bonus
for conversion to military occupational spe-
cialty to ease personnel shortage, the incen-
tive bonus for transfer between armed forces,
and the accession bonus for officer can-
didates.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained an identical provision (sec. 615).

The agreement includes this provision.

One-year extension of authority to provide in-
centive pay for members of
precommissioning programs pursuing for-
eign language proficiency (sec. 616)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
616) that would extend for 1 year the author-
ity to provide incentive pay for members of
precommissioning programs pursuing foreign
language proficiency.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion.

Authority to provide bonus to certain cadets
and midshipmen enrolled in the Senior Re-
serve Officers’ Training Corps (sec. 617)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
617) that would create a new section 336 in
title 37, United States Code, to authorize a
bonus to certain cadets and midshipmen en-
rolled in the Senior Reserve Officers’ Train-
ing Corps.

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

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with a technical amendment.
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Health Professions Stipend Program to obtain
commissioned officers in the reserve compo-
nents (sec. 618)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 617) that would
amend section 16201(d) of title 10, United
States Code, to authorize payment of the
health professions stipend to a nurse en-
rolled in an accredited program of nursing in
a specialty designated as critical by the Sec-
retary of Defense who is eligible for appoint-
ment as a Reserve officer in any of the re-
serve components.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
all individuals receiving stipends under the
authority of section 16201 of title 10, United
States Code, to agree to serve in the Selected
Reserve for 1 year for each 6 months for
which the stipend is provided.

SUBTITLE C—TRAVEL AND TRANSPORTATION

ALLOWANCES

Technical and standardizing amendments to De-
partment of Defense travel and transpor-
tation authorities in connection with reform
of such authorities (sec. 621)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 631) that would
amend sections 1040, 1074i, 1482, and 1491 of
title 10, United States Code, and sections 451
and 453 of title 37, United States Code, to
make technical changes to those sections to
conform with the travel consolidation re-
form enacted in sections 631 and 632 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2012 (Public Law 112-81). The provi-
sion would also repeal sections 1036, 1053a,
and 2634 of title 10, United States Code, as
superseded.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

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

SUBTITLE D—DISABILITY, RETIRED PAY, AND

SURVIVOR BENEFITS

Clarification of prevention of retired pay inver-
sion in the case of members whose retired
pay is computed using high-three (sec. 631)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
622) that would make a technical amendment
to section 140la of title 10, United States
Code, to clarify that certain provisions of
subsection (f) of that section do not apply to
the computation of retired pay of members
who first entered active duty on or after Sep-
tember 8, 1980.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 641).

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

Periodic notice to members of the Ready Reserve
on early retirement credit earned for signifi-
cant periods of active Federal status or ac-
tive duty (sec. 632)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
595) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to establish an electronic means by
which members of the Ready Reserve could
track qualifying service performed under
section 12731(f)(2) of title 10, United States
Code.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 644) that would re-
quire the secretary concerned to periodically
notify members of the Ready Reserve having
performed qualifying duty under section
12731(f)(2) of title 10, United States Code, of
their current eligibility age for retired pay
by such means as the secretary concerned
considers appropriate accounting for the cost
of providing notice and the convenience of
service members.

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Improved assistance for Gold Star spouses and
other dependents (sec. 633)

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 643) that would
amend sections 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 a provision that
would require the service secretaries to des-
ignate a military member or civilian em-
ployee to provide certain assistance to
spouses and other dependents of service
members who die on active duty.

We direct the Secretary of Defense, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of the Treasury
and the Secretary of Health and Human
Services, to assess the needs of Survivor
Benefit Plan participants who have depend-
ent children and spouses with special needs,
and the feasibility and advisability of au-
thorizing such participants to direct their
annuity to a special needs trust for the ben-
efit of the disabled child or spouse. The as-
sessment should include a review of the num-
ber of dependents who would be potentially
affected by such a change, the laws and regu-
lations under which special needs trusts op-
erate, and obstacles to efficient and trans-
parent implementation of any such change,
should the Secretary determine it is feasible
and advisable. We direct the Secretary to
submit the results of this review to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and
the House of Representatives by no later
than 180 days after the date of enactment of
this Act.

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

Expansion of protection of employees of non-
appropriated fund instrumentalities from re-
prisals (sec. 641)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
631) that would amend section 1587(b) of title
10, United States Code, to align protections
from reprisals for employees of non-
appropriated fund instrumentalities with
protections from reprisals for other Depart-
ment of Defense civilian personnel.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1103).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Modernization of titles of nonappropriated fund
instrumentalities for purposes of certain
civil service laws (sec. 642)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
633) that would amend section 2105(c) of title
5, United States Code, to remove the ref-
erence to Army and Air Force Motion Pic-
ture Service and Navy Ship’s Stores Ashore
and replace it with the Navy Ships Stores
Program in order to provide a more accurate
and current definition of nonappropriated
fund instrumentality employees.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 1108).

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

SUBTITLE F—OTHER MATTERS

Authority to provide certain expenses for care
and disposition of human remains that were
retained by the Department of Defense for
forensic pathology investigation (sec. 651)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.

641) that would authorize the payment of

certain expenses for the care and disposition
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of human remains retained by a service sec-

retary pursuant to a forensic pathology in-

vestigation by the Armed Forces Medical Ex-
aminer under section 1471 of title 10, United

States Code.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 671).

The agreement includes the Senate provi-
sion.

Study of the merits and feasibility of providing
transitional compensation and other transi-
tional benefits to dependents of members
separated for violation of the Uniform Code
of Military Justice (sec. 652)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
621) that would establish a new section 1059a
of title 10, United States Code, to authorize
a monthly transitional compensation benefit
for dependents of service members with more
than 20 years of service who are convicted by
court-martial of an offense under the Uni-
form Code of Military Justice (UCMJ), and
who, as a result of the sentence of the court-
martial, are separated from active duty and
forfeit all pay and allowances.

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

The agreement includes a provision that
would require the Secretary of Defense to
conduct a study regarding the merits and
feasibility of providing transitional com-
pensation benefits to dependents or former
dependents of members of the armed forces
who are convicted by court-martial under
the UCMJ, and who, as a result of the sen-
tence of the court-martial, are separated
from active duty and forfeit all pays and al-
lowances, and to report to the Committees
on Armed Services of the Senate and the
House of Representatives on the results of
that study by no later than 180 days after the
date of enactment of this Act.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED

Fiscal year 2014 increase in military basic pay

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 601) that would au-
thorize an across-the-board pay raise for
members of the uniformed services of 1 per-
cent effective January 1, 2014.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that on August 30, 2013, the Presi-
dent transmitted to Congress an alternative
pay plan establishing an across-the-board
pay increase of 1 percent for members of the
uniformed services for calendar year 2014
rather than the 1.8 percent that would other-
wise have taken effect under current law.
Correction of citation for extension of reim-

bursement authority for travel expenses for
inactive-duty training outside of mnormal
commuting distance and additional one-
year extension

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 616) that would cor-
rect an erroneous citation in section 611(7) of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239) that ex-
tended authority to pay travel expenses for
certain inactive-duty training outside of nor-
mal commuting distances. The provision
would further extend the authority to De-
cember 31, 2014.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We note that the technical correction con-
tained in this section and further extension
of authority appear elsewhere in this Act.
Purchase of sustainable products, local food

products, and recyclable materials for resale
in commissary and exchange store systems

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
632) that would require the governing body
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providing oversight and management direc-
tion to the military exchange and com-
missary systems to establish guidelines for
the identification of fresh meat, poultry,
seafood, produce, and other products raised
or produced through sustainable methods.
The provision would also require the gov-
erning body to establish, not later than Sep-
tember 30, 2018, goals for all exchange and
commissary stores to purchase sustainable
products, local food products, and recyclable
materials.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Ezxchange store system participation in the Ac-
cord on Fire and Building Safety in Ban-
gladesh

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
634) that would require the defense com-
missary system and the exchange store sys-
tem comply with the Accord on Fire and
Building Safety in Bangladesh and give pref-
erence to signatories to the Accord on Fire
and Building Safety in Bangladesh. The De-
partment of Defense must notify Congress of
garments sold in defense commissaries or ex-
changes that are manufactured in Ban-
gladesh by manufacturers who are not sig-
natories to the Accord on Fire and Building
Safety in Bangladesh.

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

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Effect on division of retired pay of election to
receive combat-related special compensation
after previous election to receive concurrent
retirement and disability compensation

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 642) that would
amend section 1414 of title 10, United States
Code, to clarify the effect of an election to
receive combat-related special compensation
(CRSC) after a previous election to receive
concurrent retirement and disability com-
pensation (CRDP) was made relative to the
division of retired pay under section 1408 of
title 10, United States Code.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We understand that a retiree’s decision to
receive CRSC may have significant con-
sequences on a former spouse who has been
receiving a division of retired pay, including
a division of CRDP. Such a decision can
leave a former spouse with a sizable debt to
the Federal Government for the past divi-
sions of CRDP already paid. The Defense Fi-
nance and Accounting Service (DFAS) has
the authority to waive those debts upon ap-
plication. We expect DFAS to waive those
debts relative to past divisions of CRDP
when requested, and to make retirees,
spouses, and former spouses aware of their
options in seeking debt forgiveness in this
circumstance.

Provision of status under law by honoring cer-
tain members of the reserve components as
veterans

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
642) that would add a new section 107A to
title 38, United States Code, to honor as a
veteran any person entitled to retired pay
for nonregular service under chapter 1223 of
title 10, United States Code, or who, but for
age, would be entitled to such retired pay.

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

The agreement does not include the provi-
sion.

Survey of military pay and benefits preferences

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
643) that would require the Secretary of De-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

fense to carry out an anonymous survey of
random service members regarding military
pay and benefit preferences.

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

The agreement does not include the 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.
644) 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.

We note that the Under Secretary of De-
fense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis-
tics issued a letter, dated November 12, 2013,
acknowledging the authority provided by
section 622 of the National Defense Act for
Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239), regard-
ing the space-available transportation pro-
gram. The Department is currently con-
ducting a detailed review of the program, to
include the authorities established under
section 622, and will update the appropriate
regulatory issuances upon completion.

Preservation of retiree dependent status for cer-
tain dependents upon death or permanent
incapacitation of the retired member on
whom dependent status is based

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 645) that would
amend section 1060b of title 10, United States
Code, to clarify that no further certification
of a dependent for financial support shall be
required or carried out in the case of a de-
pendent who has been granted a permanent
identification card by reason of permanent
disability when the member or retiree pro-
viding the basis for dependency dies or be-
comes permanently incapacitated.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

Enhanced role for the Department of Justice
under the Military Lending Act

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 661) that would
amend section 987 of title 10, United States
Code, to provide civil enforcement authority
over the Military Lending Act (MLA) to the
Department of Justice.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

We remain concerned about reports that
predatory lenders continue to prey on serv-
ice members and their families using forms
of credit designed specifically to evade cov-
erage of the MLA under the rules promul-
gated by the Department of Defense. We
strongly encourage agencies with either ex-
plicit or implied enforcement authority over
the MLA to enforce the MLA to the max-
imum extent possible. In the conference re-
port accompanying the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public
Law 112-239), the conferees expressed concern
over the evolution of these predatory prod-
ucts and practices since 2006. The conferees
thus directed the Secretary of Defense to re-
view the evolution of predatory products and
practices since 2006 and ‘‘to determine if
changes to rules implementing section 987
are necessary to protect covered borrowers
from continuing and evolving predatory
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lending practices, and to report to the Com-

mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and

House of Representatives’” by January 2,

2014, on the results of this review. In further-

ance of this effort, the Department issued an

advanced notice of proposed rulemaking on

June 17, 2013. We expect the Department to

issue its report by the end of the year to-

gether with new rules implementing the

MLA that will address lending products

crafted to evade coverage under existing

MLA regulations, and all agencies with en-

forcement powers over the MLA to exercise

those powers under these new rules to pro-
tect service members and their families from
predatory lending practices.

Extension of ongoing pilot programs under tem-
porary Army incentive to provide additional
recruitment incentives

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 672) that would
amend section 681 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2006 (Pub-
lic Law 109-163) to authorize the Secretary of
the Army to continue through December 31,
2015, any pilot program carried out under
that section that was ongoing as of Decem-
ber 31, 2012.

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion.

The agreement does not include this provi-
sion.

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS
SUBTITLE A—TRICARE AND OTHER HEALTH CARE
BENEFITS
Future availability of TRICARE Prime for cer-
tain beneficiaries enrolled in TRICARE

Prime (sec. 701)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
711) that would authorize a one-time opt-in
to TRICARE Prime for beneficiaries who
were eligible for TRICARE Prime as of Sep-
tember 30, 2013, provided the beneficiary re-
mains in the same ZIP code as the ZIP code
the beneficiary resided in at the time of the
opt-in, notwithstanding eligibility for enroll-
ment based on the location at which the ben-
eficiary resides.

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

The agreement includes this provision with
an amendment that would authorize a bene-
ficiary who was enrolled in TRICARE Prime
as of September 30, 2013, to make a one-time
election to continue such enrollment in
TRICARE Prime, notwithstanding eligibility
for enrollment based on the location at
which the beneficiary resides, provided the
beneficiary remains in the same ZIP code as
the ZIP code the beneficiary resided in at the
time of the opt-in, and the beneficiary lives
within 100 miles of a military medical treat-
ment facility. The amendment would also
clarify that the Secretary may determine
whether to maintain a TRICARE network of
providers in an area that is between 40 and
100 miles of a military medical treatment fa-
cility.

Mental health care treatment through telemedi-
cine (sec. 702)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
704) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to extend coverage of the Transitional
Assistance Management Program (TAMP) to
individuals by an additional 180 days for
treatment provided through telemedicine.
The provision would also require the Sec-
retary to extend coverage under TAMP for
behavioral health services provided through
telemedicine for certain individuals for an
indefinite period of time. This authority
would terminate on December 31, 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 the Secretary of Defense to extend TAMP
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coverage for certain individuals for an addi-
tional 180 days for mental health care pro-
vided through telemedicine. If the Secretary
chooses to extend such coverage, the amend-
ment would require the Secretary to report
to the congressional defense committees on
the rates of utilization of this coverage, the
types of mental health care provided, and an
analysis of how the Secretary of Defense and
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs coordinate
the continuation of care for veterans who are
no longer eligible for TAMP. This authority
would terminate on December 31, 2018. The
amendment would also require the Secretary
of Defense, not later than 270 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act, to submit
a report to the congressional defense com-
mittees on the use of telemedicine to im-
prove the diagnosis and treatment of post-
traumatic stress disorder, traumatic brain
injuries, and mental health conditions.

Comprehensive policy on improvements to care
and transition of members of the Armed
Forces with urotrauma (sec. 703)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
705) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs
to, not later than January 1, 2014, jointly de-
velop and implement a comprehensive policy
on improvements to the care, management,
and transition of recovering service members
with urotrauma. The provision would also
require the secretaries to develop the policy
in consultation with the heads of other ap-
propriate federal agencies, representatives of
military service organizations, and non-
governmental organizations.

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 and the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs to, not later than 180
days after the enactment of this Act, jointly
develop and implement a comprehensive pol-
icy on improvements to the care, manage-
ment, and transition of recovering service
members with urotrauma.

In developing the comprehensive policy, we
encourage the Secretary of Defense and the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs to consult with
the heads of other appropriate departments
and agencies of the Federal Government,
representatives of military service organiza-
tions representing the interests of service
members who are urotrauma patients, and
appropriate nongovernmental organizations
with expertise in matters relating to
urotrauma.

Pilot program on investigational treatment of
members of the Armed Forces for traumatic
brain injury and post-traumatic stress dis-
order (sec. 704)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
733) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to conduct a 5-year pilot program to
establish a process to provide payment for
investigational treatments of traumatic
brain injury (TBI) or post-traumatic stress
disorder (PTSD) for service members in
health care facilities other than military
treatment facilities.

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 carry out a pilot
program under which the Secretary estab-
lishes a process for randomized placebo-con-
trolled clinical trials of investigational
treatments of TBI or PTSD for service mem-
bers in health care facilities other than mili-
tary treatment facilities. The authority to
carry out the pilot program would terminate
on December 31, 2018.
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SUBTITLE B—HEALTH CARE ADMINISTRATION

Authority of Uniformed Services University of
Health Sciences to enter into contracts and
agreements and make grants to other non-
profit entities (sec. 711)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
722) that would clarify the authority of the
Secretary of Defense, with regard to the Uni-
formed Services University of the Health
Sciences, to enter into contracts and agree-
ments and make grants to nonprofit entities.

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

The agreement includes this provision.
Pilot program on increased third-party collec-

tion reimbursements in military medical
treatment facilities (sec. 712)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
714) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense, in coordination with the service secre-
taries, to carry out a pilot program to assess
the feasibility of using revenue-cycle man-
agement processes, including cash-flow man-
agement and accounts-receivable processes,
for medical payment collection at military
medical treatment facilities. The provision
would also require the Secretary to submit a
report on the pilot program not later than
180 days after completion of the program, as
well as a report on the current methods em-
ployed by the military departments to col-
lect charges from third-party payers in-
curred at military medical treatment facili-
ties not later than 180 days after the enact-
ment of this Act.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a similar provision (sec. 711).

The agreement includes the House provi-
sion with an amendment that would require
the Secretary of Defense, in coordination
with the service secretaries, to carry out a
pilot program to assess the feasibility of
using commercially-available enhanced re-
covery practices for medical payment collec-
tion, including revenue-cycle management
together with rates and percentages of col-
lection in accordance with industry stand-
ards, for medical payment collection at mili-
tary medical treatment facilities. The
amendment would also require the Secretary
to submit a report on the pilot program not
later than 180 days after completion of the
program.

Electronic health records of the Department of
Defense and the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs (sec. 713)

The House bill contained a provision (sec.
734) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense and the Secretary of Veterans Affairs
to implement an integrated electronic
health record to be used by each of the secre-
taries, by not later than October 1, 2016. The
provision would also prescribe design prin-
ciples, technical objectives, activities, and
milestones that must be met and require the
secretaries to jointly develop and submit to
the appropriate congressional committees a
programs plan for the oversight and execu-
tion of the integrated electronic health
record program. In addition, the provision
would limit funding for the integrated elec-
tronic health record until programs plan and
certification requirements are completed.
The provision would also require the secre-
taries to jointly establish an advisory panel
to support the development and validation of
requirements, programmatic assessment,
and other actions with respect to the inte-
grated electronic health record.

The Senate committee-reported bill con-
tained a provision (sec. 712) that would ex-
press the sense of the Senate that: (1) De-
spite years of effort and the expenditure of
significant resources, full electronic inter-
operability between the health record sys-
tems of the Department of Defense and the
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Department of Veterans Affairs has not yet
been achieved; (2) The Secretary of Defense,
in collaboration with the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs, should fully staff the Inter-
agency Program Office and establish chal-
lenging, but achievable, deadlines for devel-
opment and implementation of measures and
goals for electroni